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OUR POSITIONS 
The external Fraction of the Inter

national communist Current claims a con
tinuity with the programmatic framework 
developed by the ICC before its degenera
tion. This programmatic framework is it
self based on the successive historical 
contribution of the Communist League, of 
the I, II and III Internationals and of 
the Left Fractions which detached them
selves from the latter, in particular the 
German, Dutch and Italian Left Communists. 
After being de facto excluded from the ICC 
following the struggle that it waged again
st the political and organizational degen
eration of that Current, the Fraction now 
continues its work Of developing revolu
tionary consciousness outside the organi
zational framework of the ICC. 

The Fraction defends the follow1ng 
basic principles, fundamental lessons of 
the class struggle : 

Since World War I, capitalism has been 
• a decadent social system which has nothina 
to offer the working class and humanity as 

. a whole except cycles of crises, war and 
reconstruction. Its irreversible historical 
decay poses a single choice for humanity : 
either socialism or barbarism. 

The working class is the only class able 
to carry out the communist revolution again
st capitalism. 

The revolutionary struggle of the pro
letariat must lead to a general confronta
tion with the capitalist state. Its class 
violence is carried out in the mass act~on 
of revolutionary transformation. The prac
tiCQ of terror and to~ro~~s_~ ~h~dh expres-

SQS thQ blind violence 01 the state and or 
the desperate petty-bourgeoisie respective
ly, is alien to the proletariat. 

In destroying the capitalist state, the 
working class must establish the dictator
ship of the proletariat on a world scale. 
as, a transition to communist society. The 
form that this dictatorship will take is 
the international power of the Workers' 
COll..'1cils. 

Communism or socialism means neither 
IIself-management" nor "nationalization". 
It requires the conscious abolition by the 
proletariat of capitalist social relations 
and institutions such as wage-labor, com
modity production, national frontiers, 
class divisions and the state apparatus, 
and is based on a unified world human 
communi ty . 

The so-called "socialist countries" 
(Russia, the Eastern bloc, China, Cuba, 
etc.) are a particular expression of the 
·universal tendency to state capitalism, 
itself an expression of the decay of capi
talism. There are no "socialist countries~ 
these are just so many capitalist bastions 
that the proletariat must destroy like any 
other capitalist state. 

In this epoch, the trade unions every
where are organs of capitalist discipline 
within the proletariat. Any policy based 
on'working in the unions, whether to pre
serve or "transform" them, onl.Y serves to 

subject the working class to the capital
ist state and to divert it from its own 
necessary self-organization. 

In decadent capitalism, parliaments and 
elections are nothing but sources of bour
geois mystification. Any participation in 
the electoral circus can only strengthen 
this mystification in the eyes of the work
ers. 

The so-called "workers" parties, "So
cialist" and "Communist", as well as their 
extreme left appendages, are the left face 
of the political apparatus of capital. 

Today a11 fae-l:.~ons acE -the bau:rgeo:Ls:Le 

are equally reactlonary. Any tactIcs call
ing forltPopular Fronts", "Anti-Fascist 
Fronts" or "United Fronts" between the pro
letariat and any faction of the bourgeoisie 
can only serve to derail the struggle of 
the proletariat and disarm it in the face 
of the class enemy. 

So-called "natismal liberation strug
gles" are moments 1n the deadly struggle 
bet~een imperialist po~ers large and small 

to gain control over the world market. The 
slogan of "support for peop~e in st:uggle" 
amounts, in fact, to defend~ng one 1~per
ialist power against another under nation
alist or "socialist" verbiage. 

The victory of the revolution requires 
the organization of reVOlutionaries into 
a party. The role of a party is neither to 
"organize the working. class" nor to "take 
power in the name of the workers", but 
through its active intervention to develop 
the class consciousness of the proletar
iat. 

ACTIVITY OF THE FRACTION 
In the present period characterized by 

a general rise in the class struggle and 
at the same time by a weakness on the 
part of revolutionary organizations and 
the degeneration of the pole of regroup
ment represented by the ICC, the Frac
tion has as its task to conscientiously 
take· o·n -the· two- fUnctions which are basic 
to revolutionary organizations I 

1) The development of revolutionary 
theory on the basis of the historic ac
quisitions and experiences of the prole
tariat, so as to transcend the contra
dictions of the Communist Lefts and of the 
present revolutionary milieu, in particu
lar on the questions of class conscious
ness, the role of the party and the con
ditions imposed by state capitalism. 

2) Intervention in the class struggle 
on an international scale, so as to be a 
catalyst in the process which de~elops in 
WOrKer5' 5truggle5 towar05 con5C10U5ne55, 
organization dnd the generalizea revolu
tionary action of the proletariat. 

The capacity to form a real class party 
in the future depends on the accomplish
ment of these tasks by the present revolu
tionary forces. This requires, on their 
part, the will to undertake ~ real clari
fication and open confrontatlon of commu
nist positions by rejecting all monolith
ism and sectarianism. 



1 

PERSPECTIVES 

fOR THE ClASS STRUGGlE 
The future of, humanity rests on the shoul
ders of the proletariat. I,lany a time sinc'e 
the end of the 1960's (the end of the post
war reconstruction), the proletariat has 
expressed its combativity against an e
conomic system in complete decadence, which 
has nothing to offer humanity but misery 
and war. 
In the spring of this year, massive strug
gles broke out in Scandinavia and Belgium. 
The struggles in Belgium constituted the 
highest point of class struggle since the 
movements in Poland in 1980. Even if the 
proletariat in struggle has not succeeded 
in breaking the yoke of the trade unions, 
in imposing self--organization, it han de
monstrated its tendency to make use of 
the mass strike. The spontaneous spurt 
of struggles, their extension-in large 
part also spontaneous- to other sectors, 
the search :for active solidarity, the 
thrust towards an organization of the strug
gle outside of the unions- all these ty
pical aspects of the mass strike stronglY 
manifested themselves in the strike mo
vement in Belgium. The dUration of the 
movement was also important: for several 
weeks the struggles developed in all parts 
of the country, extinguished in one place 
only to immediately explode in another, 
even affecting sectors where workers had 
temporarally gone back to work, and who 
then went out again. 
The obstacles 'against which the movement 
in Belgium came up bear witness to the 
present difficulties of the class strug
gle in the industrialized countries. The 
bourgeoisie succeeded in preventing the 
autonomous acitivity-which the workers 
in struggle demonstrated- from reaching 
the stage of real self-organization. Its 
trade-union and leftist apparatus suc~ 
ceeded in controlling the strike commit-

tees and delegations sent to other enter
prises seeking solidarity, which sprang 
up in several places outside of the "of
ficial" union frame\'.'ork.~ 

THE STA'I:E STRENGTHENS ITSELF AGAINST TIlE 
CRISIS AND ABOVE ALL AGAINST THE \'iORKING 
CLASS 

These stru0ples broke out at a time when 
the bourge~isie was intensifying its aus
terity measures. Every country, be it 
Belgium, Horway or the United States, 
has an enormous budget deficit. All the 
means which reduce the standard of li
vinp; of the \';orkers - and not only those 
in the public sector -so as to reduce 
these deficits are being utilized by the 
rulinp class. 
Althoufih the ruling class cannot halt the 
irremediable criSiS of the system, it can 
still prevent a sharp fall into the abyss. 
until now, the mojor capitalist countries 
(iiestern Euro;:>e and the US) have thrust 
many of their problems onto the countries 
of the periphery. Today, these perepheral 
countries have a knife at their throat. 
For years, their ~overnments have been 
so hard pressed by the preat powers to 
intensify austerity against populations 
that are already destitute,that increa
singly massive reactions have been pro
voked (food riots in the countries of 
North Africa, strikes in the mines of 
Latin America, like those of Au['ust
September 1986 in Bolivia). 
However, there is no mechanical link 
between the intensification of austeri-

* For a more detailed analySis see "The fu
ture belonr,s to the \'lorkinp class: The ex
ample of strur:r:les in Belr,ium" in IP #3. 



ty and the level of class stru;,ple. Never 
theless, it's a \'Jell-known fact that 
many governments are often extremely 
arrogant when they present these measures 
to their people. Governments orchestrate 
campai~ns to occupy the mind of the pro
letariat, to terrorize it. Any occasion 
is taken advantaGe of to strengthen the 
control and repression of the workers. 
One of the means recently utilized has 
been the stru£,:gle against terrorism, \'Thich 
attempts to show -beyond the mere arrest 
of "dangerous terrorists"- that nothing 
is more important than the defense of ca
pitalism, and for that it is necessary to 
militarize society, to get people used 
to seeing the' cops and armed soldiers in 
the street. 
The ruling class counts heavily on its 
left in opposition, on its rank and file 
unioni.sts and other leftists to divert 
the proletariat from its path towards 
the revolution. To meet the threat posed 
by the struggle of the proletariat, the 
ruling class continually creates struc
tures which are better adapted to the 
tasl< of controlling the ever greater com
bativity of the Vlorkers (rank and file 
unionism, unemployed unions, etc). It 
is precisely this network of traps that 
the proletariat must unmask if it is to 
achieve it ends. 

TOWARDS THE UNIFICATION AND SELF ORGMJIZA
TION OF THE STRUGGLES 

Whatever the level of the economic crisis} 
inter-imperialist conflicts or the class 
struggle at any given moment, it is ap
parent that there is less and less "dead" 
ti,e between upheavals. Even as the tenden-' 
cics to protectionism, budget deficits, 
bank failures, the strengthening of mili
tary preparations and the grovrth of 
wars assert themselves, so too do the ten
dencies to the multiplication, the simul
taneity and the :;ceneralization of workers 
stru(~gles . 
Today, it is more and more difficult to 
make a separation between clearly marked 
waves of struggles, as Vias the case in 
the past. After the triumph of the counter-

revolution from 'the preparations for the 
second World War till the end of the post
war reconstruction, the proletariat mus
tered its strength in a first wave of 
struggles (from 1968-1979) ana confirmed 
it in a second wave, culminating in the 
experience of P01and (from 1978-1980). 
Then, from the end of 1983, the third 
Have of strup:gles has never really ended 
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(see I.P. f,t 2). The present wave of strug
gles, which began with the f:leptember 1983 
strihcs in the public sector in Belgium, 
went through a certain lull in the industti
alized countries during 1985, but the 
struggles since the beginning of 1986, 
have shown that this was only temporal'j,-. 
There are no longer clearly defined limits, 
on a world scale, between perio(:s of general 
advance and general retreat of ',the strugp:l E'. 

The scale of the"ruling cla82, I s attacks 
and the combative potential of the prole-· 
tariat have so developed over the past 
few years that there can no lonper be ~ 
lcni"l'l~y pause bet\·cen the different mOl,lcr:;"c 
of this struggle. At the same time, the 
increased political and ideolopical prepa~a
tion of the bourgeOisie creates obstacle~ 
which maJ.<-e impossible any linear prollression 
of workers' struggles.Put another way, if 
the class stru[gle has always been charac
terized by itG jaggedness, this is becoming 
more and more accentuated now. 
'L'he simultaneity of strugples in both the 
COl.cntrics on the peri,"hery and in the center 
expresses the link between all these 
strur'~ics a-pinst a decadent world 
,~a;:.i tali;'i • '1.; ,j :'trv' --le of the pro] etariat 
is ':iOrld-i,iC:c ~CC(lUSC the eneny to be 
overthrovm is present everywhere. That is 
why it is so important to distinguish strikes 
and demonstrations for the defense of liv
ing conditions from inter-classist movements 
like the struggle against Apartheid, which 
specifically try to hide and to destroy the 
link which exists between all the parts of 
the world proletariat. 

There is no straight-line which leads to 
revolution; the path towards revolution is 
still filled with numerous traps and snares. 
But the proletariat has more and more con
fidence in its own strength. And that is 
what we are counting on. 



InteMiatiooal Situation 

IfIIR I lIMIIIO HIGoVIRY, A GINIRAliZID 
RIGISSloN LOOMS 
The report of November 1985 published in IP1 
aimed "to refute the claims by the apologists 
for capitalism that a durable economic recov
ery is taking place and that the inflationary 
danger has been successfully removed." Almost 
one year on, it is clear from the unfolding 
of the actual situation that the main axes of 
that report are still valid. 

The bourgeoisie's trumpeting about its so
called economic 'recovery' has reduced to a 
scarcely-audible whimpering. If in the 1960s 
the pundits would talk about the health of 
the world economy the years have narrowed 
their horizons. In the '70s they confined 
their claims to the advanced industrialised 
nations. More recently, they have confined 
their attention to the US, West Germany and 
Japan - the only countries which might prod
uce 'evidence' for their mystifications. 
Today, in the third quarter of 1986 even this 
limited arena gives the bourgeoisie nothing 
to hang on to. 

After almost 20 years of open crisis, of a 
series of recessions followed by ever-weaker 
recoveries, the situation has come to this. 
The world market is glutted and the bourg
eoisie is finding it impossible to expand it 
- even in the smallest way - without unleash
ing the forces which threaten hyper-inflation 
and a collapse of the world financial system. 
The war economy, the basic organisation of 
capitalism in decadence, has developed to the 
point where it no longer provides a stimulus 
to the economy as a whole. Such stimulus as 
is given to associated sectors serves to 
mask its parasitical draining of the produc
tive resources of the capitalist system, 
deforming in the most absolute way any resid
ual ability within the social system to pro
vide for its population. The war economy is 
sucking the life out of the productive for
ces. 

Today, the world economy is dominated by the 
major industrial nations of the Western bloc 
- primarily by the US, West Germany and 
Japan. Through these countries the bases of 
world trade and the financial system to run 

it is controlled. Consequently, they are 
pivotal to the way ~n which the world econ
omic crisis (about whose causes they can do 
nothing) is phased in. The 'recovery' so 
lauded in the US has been confined to three 
sectors only - armaments production, high
tech industries related to military and fin
an~ial sectors, and speculative commercial 
and office building. The massive injections 
of capital into the first two sectors - larg
ely funded directly and indirectly by the 
state - has been paid for from the flight of 
capital from allover the world to the US in 
its search for some sort of haven. The Japan
ese and German share of the recovery was 
based on the relative strength of the dollar 
(obtained in large measure through the high 
interest rates prevailing in the US, in part 
in order to attract capital) which made their 
commodities highly competitive on the US 
domestic market. In the remainder of the 
advanced industrialised countries of Europe 
there has been a shrinkage of the manufactur
ing base on which the creationoftht.J'\iltion'll 
wealth of these countries ultimately depends. 
In the third world, the countries of concern 
to the West (because of their strategic or 
political importance, or because of their 
sheer level of debt) are given a modicum of 
'support' while the remainder are allowed to 
sink into a morass of barbarism. In the East
ern bloc, the Russian economy is in an even 
worse state than the West: with its room for 
manoeuvre constrained for the past decades by 
its ch~onic scarcity of capital, its anach
ronistic production methods in many sectors 
of the economy, and its backward agriculture, 
it has suffered even more from the greater 
relative weight of its military expenditures 
than the West. Its allies are even worse off 
because of the way in which they are milked 
by the Russian economy. 

The ultimate consequences of this economic 
situation fallon the mass of humanity in the 
non-exploiting classes who are made to live 
in a near-indescribable hell that is, ICllmost 
unbelievably, worsening each day. More and 
more of the world's population are forced to 
suffer utter destitution; murderous 'local' 
wars lasting for decades; famines (for the 
most part man-made); drought; refugee popula-



tions counted in millions in many parts of 
the world: such are the facts of life for an 
enormous proportion of the inhabitants of the 
planet. For the wor~ing class a plunge into 
utter impoverishment as every year millions 
more are thrown into unemployment while those 
remaining at work have to suffer more and 
more exploitation. 

As the 'recovery' showed signs of petering 
out towards the end of 1985, the US bourg
eoisie embarked on a desperate manoeuvre to 
delay the onset of a further recession. Using 
Saudi Arabia, whose rapidly growing current 
account deficit demanded urgent action to 
break its OPEC oil pricing agreements, as a 
willing partner it was pos~ible because of 
the world's massive over-capacity in the oil
producing industry to force the price down: 
it dropped from $30 a barrel in the autumn of 
1985 to under $10 in the spring of 1986. This 
massive price drop aimed to stimulate indust
rial production by reducing the cost of im
ports in the industrialised countries. 

The actual cODsequences of the price drop 
have affected countries in a variety of ways. 
Most oil importers felt an immediate benefit 
in their current accounts - and these in
cluded Germany and Japan. However, the major 
oil producers have felt the consequences in 
different ways. After some months of eyeball 
confrontations in the OPEC discussion cham
bers agreements on price and production lev
els were made which fell in line with Saudi 
Arabia's plans. The world's major oil prod
ucer - Russia - has been hit hardest since 
nearly 80X of its hard currency earnings come 
from fuel exports priced in dollars. For the 
US, the effect has had both immediate and 
longer-term effects. The immediate consequ
ence was to damage its higher cost fields 
especially in Alaska, Texas and Oklahoma. 
Since then the bourgeoisie has been waiting 
for stimulating effects on the economy from 
the lower input costs. 

With its economic system based on expanded 
reproduction, the bourgeoisie is always con
cerned about 'growth'. But not only has the 
bourgeoisie had to watch the shrinking of the 
world manufacturing base, it now has to start 
to come to terms with low or no growth in the 
GNP of even the major economies. Since GNP 
also encompasses payments for other services 
rendered as well as interest, its growth rate 
generally masks a weaker growth in industrial 
production. By the middle of 1986 it became 
clear that despite all the efforts - and the 
hype - over the past ~onths (of this, more 
below) the gigantic US economy now aspires to 
an annual growth rate in 1986 of a princely 
. :. 0;6%. 
The sickness of even the major economies is 
glaringly apparent. 

In the US, 31 of the 50 states are in an 
outright slump - including the whole area 
from the Canadian border to the Gulf of MeMi
co, bordered by the·Rocky Mountains in the 
west and the MiSSissippi in the east. This 
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region takes in the industrial mid-west which 
has had an epidemic of bankruptcies in its 
traditional industries. Agriculture, too, has 
been Mard-hit - falling land values, loss of 
markets, drought and bank failures have symp
tomised the crisis in this once robust in
dustry whose Great Plains were until recently 
regarded as the granary of the world. For the 
first time in 27 years the US is importing 
more farm produce than it exports. The most 
revealing evidence about the state of the 
economy lies in the trade statistics. The US 
trade deficits which have been accelerating 
for some years reached a record $18 billion 
in July; the generally accepted forecast for 
1986 as a whole is a staggering $175 billion. 
The trade deficit is now so bad that the 
Federal Reserve Board now regards it as the 
major threat to the US economy. 

In Japan, recession is now openly indicated. 
Real GNP fell in the first quarter of 1986 
for the first time in 11 years; industrial 
production rose only 0.2% in the year to June 
1986; growth in GNP to the year ending March 
1987 is forecast to be no more thap 21.; 
furthermore, Japanese industrialists expect 
that capital spending this year will fall by 
4.51. from last year's level. Although the 
Japanese economy got a boost from the fall in 
oil prices, as the biggest exporter to OPEC 
countries it has suffered from the consequent 
slump in those producers imports. 

Only in Germany does the bourgeoisie still 
see positive signs in current economic activ
ity. In the second quarter of 1986, GNP grew 
at an annual rate of 7% - largely based on 
expansion of domestic demand, (However, the 
short-term nature of this is shown by the 
fact that in the first quarter GNP had actu
ally fallen by 1X.) Nonetheless its net trad
ing position is good - being a prOjected $60 
billion surplus for 1986. 

The bourgeoisie's current efforts to boost 
this flagging economic activity are concen
trated on juggling key parameters in the 
~conomic relationship between the big three: 
especially bilateral trade deals, exchange 
rates and interest rates. For the US bourg
eoisie there is of course the additionai 
objective of reducing its massive trade defi
cit. The US wants Germany and Japan to re
flate their economies, to stimulate demand by 
making borrowing cheaper, and therefore to 
increase US exports while decreasing Japanese 
and German imports - a process which can be 
encouraged by letting the dollar fall 'gent
ly', very gently if the US is to avoid a 
flight of capital out of its economy. The 
American bilateral trade deficits with each 
of these countries are enormous - already in 
July it was over $34 billion with Japan, 
compared to just under $50 billion for the 
whole of' 1985 . 

However, the German and Japanese bourgeoisies 
do not want simply to fall in line when the 
US snaps its fingers - they are both cautious 
of any coarse modification of these paramet
ers - and Bonn especially has been reSisting 
the extent of interest rate cuts demanded by 
Washington. So to encourage its allies, the 
US is putting them under considerable politi-
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cal pressure. Given this situation it is not 
surprising that large sectors of the American 
bourgeoisie are calling ~or protectionist 
measures to the degree that, in early Septem
ber, US Secretary of State George Schultz was 
moved to say in an address to Harvard Univer
sity that: "Not since the days of Smoot
Hawley (1) have the forces of protectionism 
been as powerful as they are today in the US 
Congress." This is no empty warning: already .. 
this year, congressional pressures a~l but 
managed to set up strong barriers against 
textile imports from the Far East; hard meas
ures were taken in August to curtail imports 
of Japanese computer chips. The situation is 
delicate and these three countries know it. 
For example, the Germans are worried about 
trying to stimulate their economy too much 
with cheaper borrowing: monetary growth is 
already well above target levels and they are 
concerned that easier borrowings would be 
used to fund financial speculation rather 
than capital investment. The Bank of Japan 
has the same reservation - there, money 
supply is currently 8% a year above target 
levels. All know that a slip-up could trigger 
another inflationary spiral. 

For the underdeveloped countries, the collap
se of commodity prices continues - to the 
point where the average price of non-oil 
commodities in 1985 was, in real terms, down 
more than 50% from that of the late '70s. 
"Commodity markets now resemble those of the 
1930s more than those of any recent period", 
according to the Commodities Research Unit. 
This has hit the income of the world's poor
est countries very hard, wiping out for many 
of them any benefits gained by the collapse 
in oil prices. 

As a capitalist economy, Russia suffers from 
all the underlying contraditions which aff
lict those of the West. In addition, however, 
Russia has suffered from a chronic shortage 
of capital which means it has had far less 
manoeuvrability than the industrialised c~un
tries of the West in confronting its economic 
problems. 

According to Russian economists at .the Acad
emy of Sciences at Novosibirsk, growth of 
capital investment has fallen from 44% in the 
first half of the '70s to 23% in the second 
half of that decade, to 17% in the first half 
of the '80s. Over the same periods, the incr
ease in output of the extractive industries -
which, as well as their domestic importance, 
accounts for 90% of Russia's export earnings 
- has fallen from 26% to 10% to 5%. Further 
falls are predicted for the second half of 
the '80s. 

Just as the new Gorbachev regime was gearing 
itself up to tackle the enormous problem of 
streamlining its economy. of making it more 
productive so as to accelerate the strength
ening of its whole war machine, it has been 
struck by several hard blows: the collapse in 
oil prices (and those of other commodities), 
the fall of the dollar, and the Chernobyl 
disaster. 

The fall in oil prices has hit the 
Russian economic programme particularly 
hard. The Institute of Comparative Economic 
Studies (based in Vienna) has estimated that 
Russia could lose about $7 billion, or one
third of its potential hard currency earn
ings, in 1986. These earnings are crucial to 
Russia's purchases of essential technology 
and equipment from the West; their plans for 
opening up new reserves to replace the pres
ently depleting fields needs expensive oil
extraction equipment which they can only buy 
in the West. 

The Chernobyl disaster will hurt its energy 
programme. Russia gets 11% of its power from 
nuclear reactors, of which 60% comes from 18 
RBMKs, the Chernobyl type. Half of these are 
now closed down for costly alterations - and 
this when the current plan calls for a doubl
ing of output from nuclear reactors by 1990. 

In short, the Russian economy is heading for 
even worse trouble. The Russian bourgeoiSie 
recognises that some of its problems are 
worsened (if not created) by manoeuvres of 
the bourgeoisie of the West, as the oil price 
issue shows. Consequently, they have decided 
to intervene more strongly in the determina
tion of the framework for world trade - and 
this summer applied to join the trade nego
tiations held under the General Agreement on 
Tariffs and Trade (GATT). Although the first 
Western reactions to this move have been 
hostile, it is too early to predict how this 
is going to turn out; nonetheless, it is 
clear that the organisation of world trade is 
gOing to be a further arena in which the 
Gorbachev regime intends to confront the US. 

The bourgeoisie is becoming more and more 
desperate in the search for tricks to stave 
off the inevitable. It's like a juggler on a 
tightrope, losing his balance and trying to 
do more and more tricks at the same time. 

Whatever reluctance the Japanese and German 
bourgeoisies.have to reflate at the speed the 
American bourgeoisie wants, they know that in 
the end they'll have to go along with it -
they are all obliged tp work in concert. For 
the period ahead, their attention will be 
focussed on the American trade deficit, round 
which protectionist forces will continue to 
buil~. Deals will be struck to reduce Europ
ean lmports, to modify interest rates so as 
to. stimUlate their own economies and help 
brlng the dollar down gently, making German 
and Japanese exports less competitive, and 
thereby reducing the US trade deficit. That's 
the plan and to a certain degree it is work
ing. But to see jUst how limited a scope it 
can have, it is only necessary to point out 
that Germany and Japan only account for 25% 
of American imports; on the other hand around 
50% come from Canada, Taiwan and South Korea 
whose currencies are holding up against the 
dollar. Thus, the major economies are chann
elling their efforts to tackle only a small 
fraction of one symptom of the problem! Can
ute had a better chance of turning back the 
tide. 



Nonetheless, after the expected lag of sever
al months, some benefits·of the oil price 
fall are beginning to come through and may 
provide some short-term relief for the West
ern bourgeoisie, .although even the bourgeois
ie can no longer expect a stimulus to the 
economy, only a prolongation of the present 
situation. Thereafter, the way will open 
again for further recession - and the threat 
of hyper-inflation which is the ultimate 
recourse of this bankrupt system to try to 
buy its way out of its crisis with worthless 
currency. 

The movement of the strongest countries of 
the West into recession will be seen on a 
greater s~ale in the Eastern bloc, whose 
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weaker economies are in a far worse state. In 
the underdeveloped countries, the consequen
ces are unthinkable. 

The two broad results will be, as ever in 
this decadent phase of the capitalist system: 
a further intensification of inter-imperial
ist rivalries, and the most brutal assault on 
the living and working conditions of the 
proletariat. 

Marlowe 

~Q.t.~ 
(1) Protectionist measures in 1930s. 

THI GROWTH Of INTIR-IMPIRIAliST 
CONfLICTS 

Antagonisms between the US and Russian blocs 
have been a permanent feature of captialism 
since their construction during and after the 
Second World War. The post-war reconstruction 
led to a certain attenuation of these antag
onisms - though the fact that they never 
disappeared even in times of 'boom' was shown 
by both the Korean War in the 1950s and the 
Vietnam War in the 1960s. But since the end 
of the post-war reconstruction and the open
ing of today's conjunctural crisis, the riv
alry between the two blocs has become more 
and more intense. Only stopped from precipit
ating society into a third global holocaust 
by the strength of the world working class 
struggling against increasing exploitation, 
the bourgeoisies of the two blocs have man
oeuvred (in preparation for this war) for the 
best military advantages across the planet. 
After decades of this deadly chess game, the 
enormous economic and military superiority of 
the US bloc has pushed Russian influence out 
of Latin America, left it with only a few 
footholds in Africa, and reduced its infl
uence in the Middle and Far East. 

The period as a whole remains characterised 
by the US offensive; but, as we have pointed 
out in previous issues of l~, the Russian 
bourgeoisie is not letting itself be pushed 
back without a struggle. 

The 'offensive' of the US does not mean simp
ly Q~~[.t. conflict between military forces of 
the two imperialist blocs. The offensive is 
far wider than this; it covers - accelerated 
military preparations, reinforcement of 
blocs, internal disciplining, manoeuvring for 
allies, manipulation of local conflicts, and 
wheeling and de~ling on arms negotiations. It 
also includes the use of US economic power to 
worsen Russia's overall economic position, so 

as to weaken the industrial basis from which 
Russian military power comes. And when Russia 
is being pushed more and more onto the defen
sive, this does not mean a steady, timorous 
retreat. In fact, the past year or so (espec
ially since Gorbachev's coming to power) has 
brought several developments which we shall 
go into later~ Thus, the actual rapport de 
forces between the two blocs is very complex. 
Consequently the interpretation of the un
folding of the current situation has to be 
undertaken with great care. 

In terms of straightforward military reinfor
cement, both blocs continue to build up their 
forces and refurbish their weapons systmes. 
In the US bloc, modernisation of nuclear 
forces - both strategic weapons and in the 
tactical weaponry to be used in the European 
theatre. The re-integration of France back 
into the NATO military command structure is 
also a priority, as is that of the new mem
ber, Spain. 

A third world war would leave no corner of 
the globe un~ouched. Nonetheless, Europe 
would be the crucible of the conflict. Cyn
ically, it is in this arena that the Western 
bourgeoisie tries to persuade the popUlation 
that it is threatened by overwhelming odds 
from its Eastern foe. Yet the reality is that 
the Western military capability in the theat
re (not necessarily measured in simple numer
ical comparisons) is more than a match for 
the Russian forces available. Even the 'de
fensive' posture the West adopts in Europe 
puts enormous economic/military pressure on 
Russia: the emphasis on high mobility in the 
Western forces aims, among other things, to 
make the generally-accepted three-to-one ad
vantage that an attacker must have to break 
through the central front an impossible goal 
for Russian economIC and military resources 
to attain. In addition to which. the West has 



devoted considerable energy to the strength
ening of a second front to weaken the effort 
Russia can commit to Europe - in the East. 

In the Far East, the US has over the past few 
years been reinforcing the ties between its 
allies, mainly on the economic and political 
levels as important steps towards their mili
tary consolidation. It is clear from the 
speed with which this work has progressed 
recently that the US regards this task as 
being particularly urgent. 

The agreement for Britain to hand over Hong 
Kong to China is strengthening the economic 
and financial links between China and the 
Western bloc by facilitating access. Hong 
Kong will also provide China with a local 
source of high-tech skills and production 
capability. The deal has also revealed a 
process of reconciling the two Chinas - main
land and Taiwan - which could rechannel their 
respective military forces towards the common 
enemy, Russia. The rapprochement between 
South Korea and Japan also opens up similar 
possibilities. 

One of the majOr tasks for the Western bloc 
is to build up Japan's military forces. The 
US is pressing for far greater military ex
penditures, Rarticularly so that Japan's 
naval capabilities can be considerably str
engthened. Japan's primary military role for 
the West will be to contain the Russian Paci
fic fleet in the Sea of Japan and seal the 
straits of the Japanese archipelago, and to 
keep the sea lanes open all the way beyond 
the Philippines. There are considerable poli
tical obstacles in Japan standing against 
heavy increases in military expenditures~ but 
the increased majority gained by Nakasone's 
Liberal Democratic government in the July 
election will undoubtedly be used to break 
them down and to prepare the military for the 
role assigned to it. 

However, Russia has also been highly active 
in preparing its defenses against the threat 
to its eastern flank building up for some 
years. Its forces in the Far East which will 
have to contend with China and Japan have 
been considerably strengthened over the past 
10 years: Japanese estimates are an increase 
in army divisions by over 30% (to 41), in 
combat aircraft by 20% (to 2400), in ships by 
10% (to 840 including two aircraft carriers) 
as well as deploying 160 55-20 medium range 
nuclear missiles and 85 Backfire bombers. On 
the diplomatic front Gorbachev is trying to 
draw China and Japan into various deals so as 
to reduce Western pressure. Among the points 
he made in his Vladivostok speech in July, he 
offered to settle the long-standing Russia/ 
China border disputes along the Amur and 
Ussuri rivers in China's favour. To Japan he 
is hinting at possible negotiations over 
Russia's occupation (since 1945) of some of 
the islands off its north coast; he is also 
keep to get Japan more involved in the econo
mic development of Siberia. In such ways, 
Gorbachev intends to try to undermine to 
whatever degree it can the American pressure 
on these countries to escalate their military 
preparations against Russia. 

Southern and South East Asia have continued 
to be a major zone of overt conflict between 
the. two blocs, as it has been since the end 
of the Second World War. The massive US 
support of Afghan rebels (through their bases 
and supply routes in Pakistan) has made the 
occupation of Af~hanistan a costly one for 
the Russian army. As well as building up its 
forces in Afghanistan the Russian army has 
replied in kind to the Western tactics ~nd 
has armed anti-Pakistani forces (largely 
based on the Pathan tribesmen taking refuge 
in Afghanistan) to fight against Pakistan and 
Afghan forces based in Pakistan. 

The US-backed forces in Thailand - both the 
regular Thai army and Pol Pot's Khmer Rouge 
have also felt a vigorous response from 
Russia's allies. ~Ihe Vietnamese :army and air 
force have struck against the bases and ref
ugee camps in Thailand itself. SE Asia will 
continue to be a major hot-spot between the 
two blocs as long as Vietnam stays inside 
Kampuchea and remains allied to the Russian 
bloc. 

In Africa, the US continues to increase the 
pressure to exclude Russia from its few re
maining footholds.Ethiopia is the focus for 
the many wars going on in the countries of 
the crescent round the Horn of Africa, and 
Angola in the southern part of the continent. 
For the past several years it has been the US 
bloc which has supported the so-called 'na
tional liberation' organisations - especially 
in Eritrea - fighting against the Russian
backed Mengistu regime in Addis Ababa. In 
retaliation, Ethiopia arms and provides bases 
for the Sudan Peoples' Liberation Army which 
is active against the Khartoum regime in the 
southern Equatoria province. Since this prov
ince borders on the Central African Republic, 
Zaire, Uganda and Kenya there is scope for 
warfare to extend and escalate into more 
Western-backed countries. 

To put more pressure on Russia's allies in 
southern Africa the West has stepped up its 
military support of Savimbi's UNITA forces 
wh~ch are now in the 13th year of their post
'independence' war against the MPLA and the 
Cuban army. The US aims to have UNITA and tne 
South African forces put enough pressure on 
the MPLA - and their SWAPO allies in Namibia 
- so that they will sever links with their 
Russian backers. Russia shows every sign of 
reSisting. 

In the Middle East, the US is also trying to 
reduce Russian influence although the inher
ent instability of the area, its strategiC 
importance and its geogrpphical position 
practically precludes Russia's complete ex
pulsion. The latter's main holds are in 
Syria, where the West is invest\ng great 
efforts to wean the Assad regime away from 
Russian influence, and in South Yemen which 
has been (relatively) secure in the Russian 
orbit for some years and which occupies an 
important strategiC position at the foot of 
the Arabian peninsula and at the entrance to 
the Red Sea. However, the cockpit of the 
inter-imperialist conflict in the Middle East 
is the Lebanon and this is where the battle 
for Syria's allegiance is being fought. 



To reinforce the Western bloc's military 
forces in the region, the US is aiming to 
enable them to function together. In partic
ular this means for the Israeli and Egyptian 
forces to have more contact and to fit into 
some coherent division of labour. US forces 
already work with each of them individually. 
In turn, this concern is leading the US again 
to try to make Israel a more 'acceptable' 
ally. The visit of Israeli prime minister 
Peres to Morocco, at the invitation of King 
Hassan was a step in this. So too is the 
resolution of the Taba dispute between Egypt 
and Israel opening the way for a visit of 
Mubarak to Jerusalem, the first for five 
years. Nonetheless, the importance of anti
Zionism as an ideological weapon used by most 
of the Arab states to mystify their popula
tions makes the complete discarding of this 
ideology nigh-impossible - whatever the de
sires of their rulers. Clearly, however, any 
movement towards such a conclusion would be 
important to the US. 

Surrounded by an enemy of far greater econo
mic and military power, Russia has had to 
devise some stra~egy to carve out the best 
position for itself in a highly constrained 
situation. It is bordered by enemies for 
almost the entirety of its land frontiers 
from west to east; across the polar regions 
lies it~ most powerful rival; its economy is 
in far worse shape than that of the West not 
least because of the enormous weight of arms 
production which consumes about 12 - 14% of 
GNP. Hence it is constantly searching for 
ways to make more cost-effective its use of 
its military, economic and diplomatic poten
tial. It is therefore more and more vigilant 
to any opening in the world situation of 
which it can take advantage. 

One of the key elements of Russian policy is 
to make some deal with the US on strategic 
armaments. These negotiations do not reflect 
any concern whatsoever on the part of either 
side to limit armaments production, far less 
try to establish 'peace'. On the contrary, 
both sides are still hell-bent on material 
preparations for war. The two antagonists 
thus have to prepare their offensive and 
defensive forces and systems across the whole 
range of weaponry. By entering into negotia
tions, the US and Russia can offer to trade 
off some non-development, or non-deployment, 
or limitations on deployments of systems on 
one side against some on the other. The pre
cise goal of each side is complex: it may be 
to reduce effort in some areas, to use it in 
others; or to disadvantage the opponent where 
one side feels stronger; or to compensate for 
a weakness in a certain area. The issue is 
further complicated bY'any linking that takes 
place between the military factors and goals 
in other economic and political areas. The 
value of such deals can be considerable to 
both sides - tens of billions of dollars each 
to be used for other military purposes. How
ever, since neither side rev~als it~ detailed 
objectives publicly, a detailed analysis of 
the current negotiations - which in any case, 
we have no space to go into here - could only 
be, for the most part., speculative. However, 
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we can be categorical that the public pro
nouncements about 'peace' which the two sides 
make ad nauseam have a propaganda content 
QD1:x:· 

Everywhere Russia has had an uphill struggle. 
The war in Afghanistan has been particularly 
costly. Its aim in 1979 to establish a mili
tary bridgehead for a future move towards the 
warm waters of the Indian Ocean has floun
dered in a most expensive way. The Russian 
forces have become bogged down. Although it 
has to be noted that the war has given a 
considerable battle-hardening experience to 
its army. The experience of Afghanistan shows 
how expensive it is for Russia to conduct an 
offensive struggle against the US. And even 
where its influence is strong, its hold is 
not secure as the civil war in South Yemen 
last January shows. Russia had benefitted 
from the foreign policy of Nasser Mohammed 
who had opened up links to other nearby Arab 
states; although he was pro-Moscow, Russia 
thought 'it necessary to have the exiled Is
mail return to discourage any pro-Western 
drift resulting from Nasser Mohammed's poli
cies. The ensuing bloodbath between the two 
pro-Russian factions was exactly the opposite 
of what Russia wanted: a dangerous destabili
sation in the country which hosts its massive 
Socotra naval base, the major R~ssfan base in 
the region. 

Whatever the overall military/economic domin
ance of the US bloc, the power of the USSR 
remains awesome, and it is determined to 
fight the American onslaught tooth and nail. 
As well as using the systematic means out
lined above, the Russian bourgeoisie will be 
alert to the possibilities of taking advan
tage of any opportunities presented to it. In 
particular, this will mean to use as cover, 
the incidence of mass social unrest, a'more 
and more frequent phenomenon. Because its 
global reach encompasses much of the under
developed world, the occurrence of such 
unrest tends therefore to affect the US bloc 
detrimentally, to the potential advantage of 
Russia. This has been a major lesson from the 
aftermath of the fall of the Shah of Iran. 

Such benefit can take a number of forms: the 
weakening of regional military capability; 
the destabilisation of an ally's position; a 
costly programme to try to palliate the 
unrest; the threat to the stability of neigh
bouring regimes, etc. The major examples 
today are: 

- Egypt .. The appalling state of the Egyptian 
economy, worsened by the drop i~ oil prices 
which bring ina large proportion of its 
foreign currency earnings. Not only is there 
a considerable explOSIve potential among the 
popUlation at large, but the police riots 
this year show t.hat conditions in the state's 
own forces,render parts of them unreliable. 
The US needs the Egyptian military able to 

fight in the Middle East and is having to 
subsidise It considerably to maintain any 
stabilIty at all. 

- South Africa. Internal unrest tends to 
undermine the capacity of the state to domin
ate southern Africa and specifically in it~ 



efforts against the Cuban forces in Angola. 

- Philippines. The fall of Marcos and the 
bringing of Aquino to power shows how alert 
the US has become to this danger. Its speedy 
response to the deteriorating situation enab
led it to avert further immediate problems. 
All the same, the inability of the bourgeoi
sie to effect any real reforms means that the 
problem has not gone away. Moreover, after a 
brief 'honeymoon' period, the guerrilla for
ces have intensified their conflict with the 
regular Phillipine army. 

- Pakistan. Again, the regime of Zia al-Haq 
faces considerable domestic unrest which 
diverts the capacity of the military away 
from the tasks concerning Afghanistan. What
ever her own objectives, Benazir Bhutto is 
defusing the anti-Zia sentiments into safe 
pro-'democracy' channels, thereby giving the 
US time to work on the situation - its major 
concern being to stabilise what is now a 
'front-line' country in the Afghanistan war. 

Russia does not create this instability and 
unrest which comes from the open crisis of 
capitalism, globally. All the same, each of 
these situations affords opportunities for 
Russia at the very least gaining some advan
tage from the costs to be borne by the US in 
trying to stabilise them. 

Not all the conflicts in the world today are 
direct expressions of the antagonisms between 
the two blocs. In fact, three other major 
conflicts show up different though related 
issues: the Iran/Iraq war, Nicaragua and 
Libya. 

The Iran/Iraq war is to all intents a con
flict within the Western bloc. If neither is 
an entirely willing ally of the US, they both 
recognise that their future does not lie with 
the Russian bloc. Both sides are armed prima
rily (though not entirely) by the west; their 

economies depend on trade with the West. 
·Although the war began as a continuation of 
their long-standing territorial disputes, its 

.value to the West (which has often kept it 
going) has been to put pressure on both re
gimes to become more dependent on links with 
the West since only these determine their 
capacity to defend themselves against each . 
other. In addition to which, the war has been 
a means of controlling their oil production 
and effectively keeping production down 
during a period of enormous glut. (It has to 
be noted that while troops of both armies 
were being butchered on the battlefield this 
summer they could come to an accommodation 
over oil production to enable OPEC to agree on 
quotas and prices.) 

Nicaragua and Libya have one important thing 
in common: they are used by the US as key 
elements in the bourgeoisie's propaganda 
campaigns against the populations of the 
Western bloc. Nicaragua is supposedly the 
enemy at America's back door, a conduit for 
Cuban (read Russian) attempts to destabilise 
the close neighbours of the continental US. 

Libya (and more particularly Qaddafi) is the 
personification of 'international terrorism' 
striking at American and European innocents 
allover the world. Both of these are used to 
strengthen the sense of paranoia of the pop
ulations of the West, the idea of the state 
as the defender of the nations' peoples, and 
to justify the use of ruthless and indiscri
minate murder in their defence. As such, the 
Western bourgeoisie has created perfect par
iahs whose populations can be butchered 
wholesale on the altars of democracy and 
freedom. The West will continue to use such 
cynical methods to try to get the working 
class to worship at these altars as long as 
the struggle of the working class does not 
rise to stop it. No matter that most of the 
European bourgeoisies claim to disagree with 
Reagan and Thatcher who conspire to ~end F
llls to bomb Tripoli indiscriminately, the 
important thing is to get the working class 
to believe that the problems of the world can 
only be discussed and resolved in these 
terms. At the same time, the raids on Tripoli 
in April were also a statement to Russia and 
to the Arab regimes in the Middle East of tM. 
willingness and capacity of the US to act 
punitively as it sees fit against whoever 
stands against it. 

The US Bloc has overwhelming superiority over 
its adversary and will continue to apply 
every pressure to worsen Russia's position 
economically and militarily, with the longer
term goal of pushing Russia behind its own 
frontiers. Russia intends to resist tooth and 
nail, and can be expected to use every oppor
tunity to make the offensive as expensive as 
possible for the US. The evolution of this 
antagonism will push more and more of the 
world deeper into a barbaric hell: particul
arly in Africa, the Middle East and South 
East Asia. Such is the only perspective of 
capitalism tOday. 

Marlowe 

CONTINUED FROJli PAGE 21 

To fall into leninist ideology it is ·not 
necessary to share its most caricatural as
pects such as consciousness being brought 
from outside the class. Others have fallen 
into leninist ideology while recognizing 
the origin of consciousness within the 
class struggle,including Lukacs whom we 
have ci~ed sever~l times fOf. hi.s . 
theoret~cal clar~ty on certa~n points. To 
fall into leninist ideology it is suffi
cient to reproduce within the class the 
meChanism and the relations of ideology. 

M.Lazare 

In a second part of this text in our next 
issue, we will take up the concrete pro
cess of the development of class conscious
ness in capitalist society, specifying the 
role of communists in this process. 

9 
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FRANGI • • AN IXPIRIING I 
GOVIRNMINT 

IN 11FT 

One of the lessons our Fraction has 
learned from its experience in the In
ternational Communist Current (ICC) as 
a tendency is the need to reject the 
monolithism that little by little took 
over the ICC as it suffered a political 
degeneration. It is because we understand 
the need to break with this way of func
tioning that we are publishing in our maga
zine, in full view of everyone, contradic
tory arguments on certain questions under 
discussion in our Fraction. They are an 
expression of the heterogeneous develop
ment of consciousness. We can only encour
age our readers and other organizations to 
contribute actively to the debate. 

The discussion we are presenting deals 
with the strategy of the Bourgeoisie in 
France. Like other political groups, the 
return of the right to government in the 
recent elections in France led us to eva
luate the meaning of this change and the 
lessons to draw from it. It was the dis
cussion on this situation and its context 
that led us to go back over the left vic-' 
tory in 1981. At that time, the victory of 
Mitterand produced a great deal of discus
sion in revolutionary groups. The ICC it
self debated this issue but was incapable 
of pushinq the discussion far enouqh to 

The reawakening of class struggle since 
1968 gave rise to successive waves of strug
gle showing a maturing of the consciousness 
of the proletariat and the growth of its 
ability to move towards its own perspectives. 
The class struggle has made it imperative 
for the bourgeoisie to adapt and modify its . 
system of control over the workers -- a sys
tem designed to contain and neutralize all 
working-class reactions. ' 

One crucial aspect of this adaptation 
was the emergence of a tendency of the left 
parties to go into the opposition. This sta-

,tus in the opposition allowed them to adopt 
a "radical stance" and more effectively ca
mouflage their fundamentally anti-working 
class nature. Taking advantage'of the sabo
tage work of the unions and playing on 
their working-class "roots", these parties 
can effectively sidetrack workers' attempts 
to fight back and recuperate their efforts 
to raise the fundamental question of how 
and why to struggle. 

The left in the "opposition" is one of 

--------------------------, 
really clarify the issue and was unwilling 
to air the differences. 

The ICC made a fundamental contribution 
in that it was the only group to expose 
the general strategy of the bourgeoisie : 
the tendency to put the left in the oppo
sition. But using this framework, the 
ICC explained this victory of the left in 
France in 1981 as an "accident" within the 
general tendency. 

And it is precisely on this point that 
the discussion has taken place in our Frac
tion : all comrades agree on the general 
framework of the left in opposition and on 
the possibility of recognizing ,the exis
tence of accidents in history. The disagree
ment is over the "accidental" nature of the 
Mitterand election; see below the article 
defending the fact that the situation can 
best be explained in terms of the specifi
city of the French bourgeoisie and the an
swer "In Defense of the Accident Thesis". 

We look forward to a positive response 
from the proletarian political milieu and 
interested readers. It is obviously impor
tant that reVOlutionaries be as clear as 
possible about the events that take place 
around them. 

the most dangerous obstacles to workers' 
struggles today. The International Commun
ist Current (ICC) was the first to grasp 
this general tendency of the left in oppo
sition (see the International Review #18 ' 
"In the Opposition as in the Government, 
the 'Left' Against the Working Class"). 
Other groups in the revolutionary milieu 
have unfortunately rejected this analysis 
out of hand, thereby seriously compromis
ing their ability to unmask the hidden in
tricacies of class relations today. 

The five years of a "left" government 
in France, followed by the return of the 
right in the elections of this year, are 
important to analyse. This period has 
shown several things : 

- It revealed the bourgeois nature of the 
left factions of capital; the left parties 
implemented France's worst austerity mea
sures to date, the strengthening of ex
ploitation and repression; 



- it also showed the continued ideological 
impact of the left parties and the trouble 
the proletariat had in developing its strug
gles; 
- it demonstrated that the political mech
anisms of a national bourgeoisie often en
counter great difficulty in adapting to 
the necessities of the overall internation
al situation. 

The French experience has been very rich 
in lessons for workers everywhere. But un
derstanding general tendencies does not 
mean that revolutionaries have to pretend 
to be crystal-ball gazers like the ICC did 
when, in its territorial press in France, 
it "predicted" a victory for the right in 
the 1981 elections in France because of 
its general analysis of the passage of the 
left parties into the opposition. Under
standing a general necessity doesn't mean 
falling into schematism, applying the an
alysis abstractly without understanding 
that counter-tendencies can exist due to 
certain national specificities. Above all, 
we have to understand the strategy of the 
bourgeoisie and its limited consciousness 
of this strategy. Despite the existence 
of the general tendency on an internation
al level, left fae,tions remained in govern
ment or came to power in a certain number 
of countries. This corresponded to nation
al needs of the moment or to the inability 
of certain national bourgeoisies to carry 
out the general, overall strategy. We 
mustn't forget that even if the capitalist 
class can develop strategies and plan ahead, 
it is still a victim of rragmented, hier
archical activity which has to take nation
al specificities into account. 

The schematism of the ICC discouraged 
other groups from seeing the truth of the 
analysis of the left in opposition. More 
specifically, this schematism prevented the 
Iqc from grasping all the subtleties of the 
situation in France. The false election pre
diction for France in 1981 was "explained" 
as an "accident" that happened to the French 
bourgeoisie. The ICC ignored the real rea
sons for this situation, especially the 
crucial ~lement~for understanding the weak
nesses of the workers' struggles in France 
the ideological impact of the left. What 
else can explain the sort of torpor the 
working class in France fell into in this 
period? If one doesn't see the strength of 
,the bourgeoisie, then one looks for weak
nesses in the proletariat' -- like the 
famous ICC accusation that the workers 
and the revolutionaries are riddied with 
"centrism vis a vis councilism". This is 
'an "explanation" the ICC invented after 
the 1981 period but it is not unrelated to 
that group's inability to grasp the situa
tion in France. 

WHAT WAS THE MEANING OF MITTERAND'S VICTORY 
IN THE 1981 ELECTIONS? 

The 1981 victory of the Socialist Party 
was certainly not an "accident", a sUfPrise 
that found the bourgeoisie open-mouthed to 
see that the left had won. There is a dan
gerous concept contained in this notion of 
a national accident. 

, 1'1 

It is clear that new, unexpected elements 
appear in the functioning of all societies. 
Our aim is not to deny the idea of accident 
as such. But an accident as the sole explana
tion for the whole situation of a national 
bourgeoisie of a highly industrialized 
country facing the need to control the work
ing class, becomes absurd and very diffi
cult to defend. This idea can mean either 
that : 
- the bourgeoisie was in such a terrible 
mess and prey to such total disorganiza
tion that its entire electoral mechanism 
was allowed to spin its wheels and create 
an "accidental" result to the elections. 
But we know that, far from being the re
flection of a so-called "freedom of opin
ion of the people", elections are only a 
democratic charade covering over the real
Tty-Of sordid calculations and ideological 
pressure; 
- or the accident thesis can mean the op
poSIte : a vision of the bourgeoisie as 
omniscien~, clear at all times about the \ 
choices to be made and capable of immedi
ately concretizing these needs in political 
mechanisms; seeing it as a ,class that is 
united at all times over and above any clan 
interests. With such a vision, whatever does 
not correspond to general needs cannot be 
explained and will therefore be "accident
al". But this ignores the reality of the 
bourgeoisie as a class and the "conscious
ness" it has of the strategies it needs. 

In a whole series of countries, and for 
different reasons, we have seen the diffi
culty the bourgeoisie experienced when try
ing to adapt its political mechanisms to the 
interests of the moment : in Greece,' in Spain 
where left factions are still in the govern~ 
ment; in Belgium where it finds 'it so hard 
to get the Socialists back in the opposition, 
etc. ' 

It is from this angle that we should 
examine the situation in France in 1981.The 
rigid political structure inherited from 
Gaullism and the abnormally heavy weight of 
the agricultural sector in this highly in
dustrialized country compounded the anachron
isms of certain sectors of the political ap
paratus. These are some elements to explain 
~he French bourgeoisie's diffi'cUlty in adapt
lng quickly to general necessities. In a 
more immediate sense, other elements played 
a part 1 the too blatant dissension within 
the right which ~qde it an unattractive 
electoral commodi ty • The left ha,dn' t di
rectly participated in government since the 
end of the 50's and so was able to keep its 
ideological impact intact. 

The election of the Socialist Party and 
the Communist Party in March 1981, far from 
creating a comfortable situation for the 
bourgeoisie, was, in fact, the reflection 
of a specific national situation and the 
diffiCUlty of the French bourgeoisie to re
a~t to the need for political reorganization 
wlth the necessary cohesion. This did not al
low for a clear choice or for adeqUate el-
ectoral preparation. ' 

The passage of the Communist Party into 
the opposition was the first step towards 
correcting this situation which was to be 
"resolved" by the right-wing parties' re~ 



turn to the government in this year's el

ections. This time the right silenced its 
dissension and carried on a tough, deter
mined campaign. The French bourgeoisie 
learned the lessons of the Mitterand ex
perience and overcame its anachronisms, 
.just as the Belgian bourgeoisie had to do 
in its time by going beyond the cultural 
and linguistic blocks between the French 
and Flemish-sp_~~king comm~ities. 
THE IDEOLOGICAL IMPACT OF THE LEFT 

If we look only at the "awkwardness" of 
having the left in government in France, a
long with the austerity measures it took, we 
could conclude that France was going to be 
the scene of great social turmoil, poorly 
controlled by the left's forces, weakened 
by being in the government. Mitterand cer
tainly took economic measures that led to 
an increase in unemployment and the exploita
tion of workers in all .branches of industry. 
But although we often did see very important 
reactions of anger among the workers these 
past 5 years, the social situation was char
acterized more by an offensive of the bour
geoisie than by the unfolding of strikes. 
The number of strike days was particularly 
low even though there was a resurgence of 
class struggle on an international level. 
Although the workers' movements we saw con
tained all the rich potential characteristic 
of this period, they were unable to break out 
of union control and union isolation branch 
by branch, region by r~gion, factory by fac
tory. This meant that despite all the rage 
and latent combativity among the workers, all 
the potential was not expressed in a positive 
way. 

The explanation for this lies in the ideo
logical power of the left. Even if this power 
has been significantly eroded historically, 
the left still has the capacity to contain, 
isolate and paralyze workers' struggles, Al-

though the best place for the left is in the 
opposition, the French left's long "cure" in 
the opposition before 1981 made its election 
'to government in that year considerably less 
uncomfortable for the bourgeoisie. Right af
ter the elections, the bourgeoisie tried to 
make the situation as "safe" as possible. The 
first year (when the Mitterand government 
passed a series of "social measures" such as 
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an increase in the minimum wage and addition
al paid holidays) w~s cynically referr~d.to 
as a "honeymoon perlod" by the bourgeolsle 
itself. Meanwhile, the unions were not was
ting the time given to them; they were busy 
refining and adjusting their methods of con
trol on the shop floor. Even though no one 
really believed that Mitterand's new measures 
would solve the crisis or bring a new social 
order, that year of "grace" kept ·the w<;>rking 
class in France in a state of expectatlon ~nd 
demobilization which certa.inly didn't lead it 
to confront the government head on. Creating 
this state of "great expectations" was a m~
jor element in the strategy of the bourgeol
sie. 

The present wave of class struggle shows 
signs of maturing class conscious~ess.and 
enormous potential for self-organlzatlon, 
extension of struggles and disillusionment 
with the union's and the left·s claim to re
present working-class interests •. But one of 
its characteristics is a difficulty in con
cretizing this potential by d~rectly as~er
ting a working-class perspectlve. The ~ltua
tion in France has led to a profound dlS
crediting of the left : the angrr steelw<;>r
kers who burned not only the pollce statlons 
but certain local Socialist Party headquar~ 
ters. But these reactions were few and limit
ed in scope. Although this anger was at cer
tain moments directed against its real cause, 
it didn't lead to any class-wide, large-scale 
denunciations of the left and struggles again
st it as such. The anger was isolated in cer
tain branches of industry, certain factories, 
contained by the efforts of the unions 

The return of the CP to the opposition in 
1984 allowed the bourgeoisie the benefit of 
a radical faction outside the government. At 
the same time, it freed the hands of the CP 
union the CGT, to launch a series of comman
do actions aimed at shoring up the reputation 
of the union and making a show of decisive -
ness to sidetrack the workers' latent militan
cy. 

Thus, believing that Mitterand's elec
tion was an accident, leaving the French 
bourgeoisie completely unarmed against a 
proletariat which had clearly identified 
the left as its class enemy, is tantamount 
to ignoring the nature of a specific na
tional situation and above all, ignoring 
the crucial impact of the left on 'the wor
king class' efforts to assert its class 
perspectives. Rose 

IN OlflNSI Of THI ACCIOINT THISIS 
The lessons of the left government in France, 
as drawn in the preceding article, ar~ clear
ly of crucial importance for a working class 
understanding of its class enemy. 

But in addition to this major point" the 
article raises a secondary issue: why did 
Mitterand come to power in the first place in 
1981? The preceding article claims this was 
not an accident but rather a deliberate (or 
unconscious?) move by the French capitalist 
class in line with its interests. We do not 
agree and will try to explain. 

The significance of this disagreement lies 
not in the details of the situation in France 
as such, but in the light. this discussion can 
shed on the general tendency of the 'left in' 
opposition' in Western Europe and the US 
today. The election in France in.1981 was 
clearly'an exception to the rule' but under
standing why this was an exception reveals, 
in the last analysis, how one understands the 
rule. Was the French situation in 1981 out
side the framework of the left in opposition, 
an example of a counter-tendency, or was the 
election result an accident, not without 
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causes of course, but an unexpected event not 
in the interests of the French capitalist 
class? Unfortunately, by defending the idea 
of an accident with superficial and dogmatic 
arguments both inside and outside the organ
isation the ICC has done a disservice to the 
whole theory of the left in oppo~ition among 
revolutionary organisations. It is a tribute 
to our comrades that they stand out against 
unconvincing argumentation and lack of de
bate. 

* * * * * 
In evaluating the view of comrade Rose that 
the electoral victory of the left in France 
in 1981 cannot be seen as an 'accident', it 
is necessary to begin not with the specific 
events the~selves, but rather with the broad
er issue of the role played by necessity and 
chance in both natural and social reality. 
Here we must start with the treatment of this 
question by Engels in his Dialectics of Na
~~~~. There, Engels ?avagely~-a~d-q~it~ ~~;r
ectly, criticises ~he then prevailing view in 
natural science that sees "necessity and 
chance as determinations that exclude each 
other", as well as the no less mistaken det
erminism "which tries to dispose of chance by 
denying it altogether". (This mechanistic 
determinism, of course, became the very bed
rock of the so-called marxism of the orthodox 
leadership of the Second International, per
sisted within the Third International and 
triumphed with stalinism.) In contrast to 
these conceptions, Engels (basing himself on 
Hegel) asserts that necessity and chance are 
inseparable moments of a dialectical reality, 
indeed, that "the accident is necessary". 

This irreducible element of chance can be 
seen in the very laws of motion of the capit
alist mode of production in the circulation 
of commodities where (to take but one exam
ple) it manifests itself in the diSjunction 
between price and value. In fact, chance is 
inherent in ~ll social praxis (for which the 
labour process is the original model) in the 
ever more complex mediations between the 
intent of the social actor (the producer) and 
the outcome of his actions (the product of 
his labouring activity). In this sense, laws 
fulfil themselves in society as tendencies 
and necessity manifests itself only through a 
web of opposing forces that takes place by 
way of innumerable accidents. Marx's own 
~igb~ggD~b §~~0~i~g is one of the clearest 
illustrations of this complex dialectic on 
the political level. 

The rise of state capitalism in the 20th 
Century, and with it the totalitarian state 
which swallows civil society itself, not only 
doesn't eliminate the antagonistic character 
of social relations (but raises it ,to the nth 
degree); it also doesn't eliminate the multi
farious divisions within the capitalist class 
itself (though it transforms its character). 
Notwithstanding the very sophisticated divi
sion of labour between right and left fac
tions of capital, these antagonistic social 
relations and divisions within the ruling' 
class constitute the ineradicable basis for 
accidents even at the level of the choice of 
the most appropriate governmental team. To 
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deny this factor of chance - implicitly or 
explicitly - is to fall into the very deter
minism against which marxism has always 
fought. Of course the actual role that chance 
played in a specific conjuncture (eg the 
French election? of 1981) can only be ascer
tained by an analysis of these events them
selves - though such an analysis must be 
animated by a recognition of the dialectic of 
necessity and chance that we have just out
lined. 

To turn to the events themselves. The bourg
eoisie in France in 1981 did not need the 
left-wing partIes to impose austerity on the 
workers. It was far better to leave that 
official, governmental task to the right-wing 
parties from whom the workers expect nothing. 
It was better to use the ideological impact 
of the left as 'unofficial' protection for 
the state - keeping the left in an opposi
tional stance, free to neutralise and control 
the inevitable working class reactions to 
auster i ty through a sham mi 1 i ta,ncy unencum
bered by government responsibilities. There 
is no reason why the bourgeoisie in France 
should have deliberately chosen to depart 
from this workable division of labour. On the 
contrary, it had everything to lose by prema
turely tarnishing the ideological image of 
the Socialist Party by bringing it to power 
in 1981. The election of Mitterand was an 
accident, unexpected by the capitalist class 
as,. a whole. 

Elections do not, of course, express the 
'will of the people'; they are orchestrated 
by the bourgeoisie. But this orchestration 
can go wrong. The capitalist class is not 
omnipotent even within its own system. The 
1981 election was lost to the right by seve
ral thousand votes that were not manipulated 
well enough because the right wing parties 
were too caught up in their internecine war
fare and clan divisions. It was just enough 
to tip the scales in a way the French capit
alist class as a whole neither wanted nor 
expected. 

The article pays lip service to accidents, 
accidents in the abstract, but not concretely 
in history and SOCiety. Its thesis is that if 
the left won, it was because the ruling class 
consciously decided that it needed the left, 
in power. There are broadly three situations 
where the ruling class would need to have the 
left in power - none of which existed in 
France in 1981: 

1) where imperialist realignments, the needs 

of the bloc leader etc, require a left in 
power; 
2) where the structural transformation, mod
ernisation, of capital, the extension of the 
state capitalist tendencies, etc reqUire the 
left in power; 
3) where the danger of proletarian class 
struggle, the threat of social revolution, 
etc require the left in power. 

Clearly, imperialist realignments were not a 
real factor in the choice between Mitterand 
and Giscard. There was no wave of class 
struggle which would have necessitated a left 



government. Moreover, despite the wave of 
nationalisations after 1981, this represented 
no real structural transformation or exten
sion of state capitalist tendencies (as in 
the '30s or late '40s) but only a shift from 
de facto to de jure nationalisation (and now 
back again). Even the notion that the ruling 
class had been 'unconsciously' obeying its 
class interests by giving Mitterand the vic
tory can be disproved with a minimum of hind
sight. No dramatic shift in economic or any 
other policy was facilitated by the coming of 
the left ot power. In fact, Delors, who ser
ved as Finance Minister for Mitterand, carr
ied out economic poliicies that could just., 
I./ell have been done by any Ch i rac government. 

Moreover, although there are counter-tenden
cies working against the left in opposition, 
these ar~ concrete, identifiable factors, not 
abstract hypotheses. For example, in present
day Spain (or Greece, or Portugal), where a 
long-standing right-wing dictatorship (under 
Franco) had been dismantled and eliminated 
from power, a new 'modern' right wing had to 
be given time to develop and thus the left 
wing was used in the interim to govern aus
terity. There are also tendencies that accel
erate or slow down the pace of the change
overs to the left in opposition. But in Fran
ce in 1981 none of the factors which would 
lead the capi·talist class to need the left in 
power was operative. 

But, in a situation where imperialist align
ments and-ec6nomic policy were relatively 
~tab~; where the class struggle was at a 
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that is denying this taSk for itselr 
as well as for the other militant mino
rities arising in the class struggle. 
This denial of its role as a political 
vanguard has'found its clearest eXDression 
in the role of "water'carrier" that the 
ICC has aC~;1:ally played in the committees 
of Unemployed. Just a few years a[":'o it 
criticised this view of the task of poli
tical minorities Qeing to "act in the 
place of the class" or to "accomplish 
what the class fails to do by itself." 
Today it's the ICC in person which is 
foundering into this role. Its militants 
have disparaged any insistance on dis
cussion within the committees, and in 
fact they have taken upon themselves all 
practical tasks in them. Of course this 
k~nd ~f fus~on between the political 
m1nor1ty ano the class might pive some 
immediate impact to the former, but it 
has never really helped the class strua
gle forward. The ICC is thus incapable~ 
of developing a correct view of the func~ 
tion of the unemployed committees or the 
tasks of revolutionaries within them, Its 
confusion becomes caricatural when its 
militants write in "Notedop", the bulletin 
of a group of-unemployed in BelS;ium: "Does 
an aSSOciation of the lIDemployed have 
to organize cOurses and'workshops? Let 
me say first that it's not my intention 
to demolish people who take such 
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relatively low level, disputes and intrigues 
within the right (which in a more 'dramatic', 
dangerous situation would not have been all
owed to flourish) could - temporarily - be
COme decisive. This is the objective situa
tion in which an 'accident' could take place. 
A phenomenon not without causes, of course, 
but an accident because it was not a result 
deliberately willed by the ruling class or 
corresponding to its vital needs. 

Realising that the election of Mitterand in 
1981 was an accident, unlooked for and un
planned for by the French bourgeoisie, does 
not mean that the capitalist class did not do 
its best to protect itself and adapt to the 
situation. Nor need it lead us to hysteric
ally ~verestimate the vulnerability of the 
French capitalist class to class struggle 
when the entire left was in official govern
ment service. Nevertheless, in this regard, 
it is worth remembering that soon after the 
resurgence of international class struggle 
became a reality, the Communist Party left 
the government in 1984 to strengthen union 
control and ideological control over key 
industrial sectors slated for major lay-offs. 

In conclusion, far from denying the ideolog
ical impact of the left and "gravely obscur
ing the lessons of the French experience", 
the 'accident' thesis is not merely the only 
one consistent with the facts of the situa
tion in France but also with the ideological 
specificity of the left. 

Maclntosh/JA 

courses or who organ1ze ~nem, nor ~o cri
ticize this activity. The only question 
I want to pose is wether the group "Note
dop" must take up this responsabili ty( ••• ) 
It's important that we establish the 
right priorities ( ••• ) Today, the unem
ployed's living conditions are more and 
more under attack ( •.. ) If we want to 
do something about this we must concentrate 
our energies on activities that inform 
and sensitize both the unemployed and 
active workers as much as possible. to 
look for solutions and possible actions. 
When a group of unemployed on top of all 
that organizes scores of courses, these 
take up all the indispensable energy( ••• ) 
it's necessary that others organize these 
courses ••• " 
It sounds like a bad dream. Is this still 
the political intervention of a revolu
tionary organization that wants to be the 
vanguard ~f the class struggle or the 
speech of some unionist who wants to demo
bilize the class struggle, sending the 
workers back to school? Given the fact 
that the focus of the activity of all 
the "unemployed-unions" is precisely 
to do what they can to keep the unemployed 
busy a~ much as they can, the above ques
tion is to ~he point. It is the state, 
and its unions, who want to treat the 
unemployed like children, sending them 
back to school: as long as they are. there, 
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CLASS CONSCIOUSNISS 
II THI PHOLITARIAN 
RIVDLUTIOl 
I. the nature of class con'seiousness and its 

ideological deformations 
As long as it has existed and as long as 

it will exist, the proletariat has been and 
will be engaged in a violent conflict with 
the existing order to affirm its own exis
tence, its social project and therefore its 
consciousness. When the proletariat -- in 
its practice -- proclaims its opposition to 
bourgeois society, whether in its first vio
lent reactions to proletarianization in the 
last century, in the constitution of workers' 
councils in the course of the revolution~at 
the beginnin~ of this century, or in its pre
sent struggles, it begins to act as a class, 
to discover its own existence as a class 
through its solidarity and community of in
terests. In this way, the proletariat dis
covers the meaning of its struggle, the goal 
towards which it historically tends; in 
short, it begins to exist for itself, con
sciously. When its struggle ebbs, physical
ly repressed by force of arms or ideologi
cally repressed by calls for "moderation" 
on the part of the trade unions and left 
parties, when bourgeois society recovers 
its power, the proletariat's unity and ac
tive existence dissolve into the atomiza
tion of capitalism. The workers then tend 
to again become competing individuals, lo
sing confidence in their strength and per
spectives as a class, subject to the domi
nant ideology which impregnates the whole 
of society. At that point, there only re
main small revolutionary organizations as 
visible manifestations of the conscious
ness that the class itself had developed. 

These incessant movements of advance 
and retreat in the action and conscious
ness of the working class, this permanent 
tension between its own movement towards 
its autonomous and conscious existence and 
the gigantic pressure of the reigning or
der towards the destruction of this move
m~t, render the maintenance of a correct 
understanding of the nature of the prole
tariat and its consciousness extremely dif
ficult, even among the clearest revolution
ary elements. Although the pressure of bour
geois ideology continuallY tends to under
mine all the revolutionary 'positions of the 
proletariat, the conception of class con-

sciousness is by far the most vulnerable. 
It is less difficult for a revolutionary 
organization to maintain a position like 
the rejection of parliamentarism for ex
ample (which a simple look at the reality 
of parliaments supports) than to maintain 
a correct conception of class consciousness 
which affects the very essence of its own 
subjective activity as ~ part of the prole
tariat. It is not an accident that the prob
lem of class consciousness and the role of 
the party in its development has always 
been a crucial point a~ the heart of diver
gences between revolutionary tendencies in 
the workers' movement, whether it was be
tween Lenin Clnd Luxembourg, between bordi
gism and councilism or today among the exist-
ting revolutionary groups. 

The awakening of the proletariat at the 
end of the 60's, following the long night 
of the counter-revolution, meant the resur
gence of class consciousness and gave a po
werful thrust to the rise of new reVOlution
ary forces and to their theoretical Clari
fication. The historic importance of the In
ternational Communist Current (ICC) was its 
crystallization, its organization of this, 
new revolutionary life, which manifested it
self by theoretical clarification on class 
consciousness, the clearest expressions of 
which are found in the article "Class Con
sciousness and the Role of Revolutionaries" 
in International Review #7 and in the ICC's 
pamphlet "Communist Organizations and Class 
Consciousness". Since then, this thrust has 
exhausted 'itself and -- though the 
class struggle has continued -- the ever 
more intense political and economic pres
sures that the proletariat must be under, 
t~e effect of the crisis and the prepara
tlons of the bourgeoisie have sorely affect
e~ the.revolu~ionarr milieu which today 
f~nds ltS~lf ln a pltiful state, notably on 
the questlon of class consciousness. The or
gc;nized "councilist" current has virtually 
dlsappeared and its living fossil, Daad en 
Gedachte (D&G) denies any possibility and 
neces~ity for ~ qualitative development of 
c~nsclousness l~ the class struggle. A group 
llke the Communlst Workers' Organization 



(CWO) has melted into the remnants of the 
Italian left (the Internationalist Commun
ist Party) to constitute the International 
Bureau for the Revolutionary Party(IBRP) 
and has returned to Lenin's "What Is To Be 
Done" as a reference on class conscious
ness. Finally, the ICC itself is founder
ing in its quest for the two "dimensions" 
of class consciousness, of which one is 
only .•. "class consciousness", that is to 
say, itself, and the other .•. "the conscious
ness of the class", that is to say, once 
again, itself. Behind these truly grotes
que formulations is hidden a serious regres
sion towards leninism, with its identifica
tion of consciousness and the communist 
program which the class must "assimilate". 

In the face of such a situation, it 
would be easy to scoff at the revolutionary 
milieu, to abandon D&G to its contemplation 
of economic---strikes, the IBRP to its lenin
ist bible, and the ICC to its tape measure 
for measuring chimerical dimensions, and to 
get on with more concrete things, as none 
of them are doing. But the overcoming of 
the present state of the revolutionary mi
lieu is only possible through the greatest 
clarity. Any regression on the part of a 
prOletarian organization means that weak 
points existed through which bourgeois i
deology could take hold in order to invade 
and subdue it. In particular, the new si
tuation of slow ahd uneven development of 
the class struggle and class consciousness 
in the face of an economic crisis in the 
present period, necessitates a much clear
er understanding of the nature of conscious
ness and the process of its development as 
a pre-requisite to an adequate revolution
ary intervention. It is with this goal in 
mind that we turn to the problem of class 
consciousness. Our goal is not to make an 
exhaustive or academic study of the prob
lem but to reaffirm the bases of a prole
tarian conception of class consciousness 
against the errors of the present revolu
tionary milieu, and to deepen certain points 
which have been unclear and have contribu
ted to the regression of the ICC. For a 
more complete treatment of this question 
we can only encourage the reader to turn 
to the article in I.R.#7 and the ICC pam
phlet which moreover already constitute 
an antedote to that organization's present 
incoherences. We ~ust also say that we have 
already made a first critique of these in
coherences when we formed a tendency in the 
ICC (see Internationalisme#lOO). 

HOW TO POSE THE PROBLEM 

It is a very general phenomenon that 
the root of errors, of the unresolved con
tradictions in human thought and that of 
revolutionaries in particular, resides in 
the very way of posing the question at the 
outset; and this latter is only the expres
sion of the primitive social mode of exis
tence which has generated it. This is cer-' 
tainly the case with the question of con
sciousness. When the real life of the wor
king class does not clarify the nature of 
its activity and its consciousness in a 
sharp enough way, communists unconsciOUSly 
tend to pose the problem of class conscious-
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ness according to the canon of bourgeois 
ideology, because it is the one that corres
ponds to the mode of existence of the capi
talist society in which they live. From that 
moment, the answer to the question can only 
be false. The councilism of D&G, for example, 
conceives of class consciousness as a re
flection of the immediate situation in the 
heads of the workers, thereby reproducing 
the schema of the strictest vulgar mater
ialism. The IBRP, which represents the le
ninist wing and which has recently devoted 
a long text to the question of class con
sciousness (in response to the ICC pamphlet) 
in Revolutionary Perspectives #21 ("Class 
Consciousness in the Marxist- Perspective"), 
significantly enough begins its study by de
fining consciousness "in general" befor:e ap
plying it to the proletariat. And inasmuch 
as consciousness until now only existed in 
the alienated fo:r.m of ideology, :this "con
sciousness in general" is only a pastiche 
of the ideological vision I 

"Whereas bourgeois materialists saw in
dividual man as passively receiving 
sensory imprints, which were then phy
siologically translated into conscious
ness, Marx argued that the raw material 
of experience was actively restructured 
by its recipients by thought (since 
thought has a historical dimension, no 
one comes into the world a tabula rasa 
in historical materialism), and trans
formed into consciousness, which in 
turn reacted back on experience." (pI5) 

Any contemporary psychologist would be in 
agreement with such a mechanistic descrip
tion. and as we shall see further on, the 
IBRP is completely mistaken when it tries 
to base its theory of consciousness on 
Marx. 

With respect to the ICC, here is how it 
today defines class consciousness : 

"For the proletariat, consciousness 
means self-knowledge,not only of its 
immediate existence as a class ex
ploited by capital, but above all 
of its historic existence as the class 
which is the bearer of communism. That 
is why class consciousness is not the 
simple understanding of what the pro
letariat is, but at the same time a 
comprehension of its general situa-

. tion, past, present and above all 
future." (Internationalisme #95 p4) 

In defiance of its previous positions, the 
ICC more and more conceives of class con
sciousness as an ensemble of knowledge, of 
ideas, concerning the past, present and a
bove all future of the proletariat, there
by regressing towards an ideological vision 
that all the later precisions on the active, 
historical, political and collective char
acter of consciousness cannot make up for. 

In different forms and to different de
grees, often against the explicit will of 
their authors, what is hidden behind all of 
these visions is the acceptance a priori of 
an abstract notion of "consciousness in ge
neral" -- to use the terms of the IBRP -
as an immanent property of mankind, which 
indeed can undergo a development,but which 
still retains the same essential nature. 
The point of departure for a Marxist, pro
letarian understanding of consciousness, on 



the contrary, must be to fully conceive this 
latter as a material product of the histori
cal development of society, just like any 
other, which must be analysed as such, as a 
material reality in transformation. This 
is the method that Marx follows : 

"The production of ideas, of conceptions, 
of consciousness, is at first directly 
interwoven with the material activity 
and the material intercourse of men -
the language of real life •••• Conscious
ness can never be anything else than 
conscious being, and the being of men 
is their actual life-process." (German 
Ideology, Marx and Engels Collected 
Works, Vol 5 p 36) 

Man was not created conscious, as in the 
religious conception. Like man himself, con
sciousness asserts itself, develops and dif
ferentiates itself from animality only in 
the course of a whole historical process 
of development, of socialization and of 
control of the productive forces of so
ciety. As Marx has shown, in this process 
man is still in his pre-history, communism 
markingthe leap into history, the leap from 
the "-reign of necessity" to the "reign of 
liberty" : 

" •.• then the liberation of each single 
individual will be accomplished in the 
measure in which history becomes trans
formed into world history .••. All-
round dependence, this primary natu
ral form of the world-historical co
operation of individuals, will be 
transformed by thi~ communist revolu
tion into the control and conscious 
mastery of these powers, which, born 
of the actions of men on one another, 
have till now overawed and ruled men 
as powers completely alien to them." 
(Ibid, pSI-52) 

Consequently, historical materialism can 
envisage human consciousness and relations 
such as they have existed up until now, 
only as pre-historic consciousness and re
lations which will fully bloom only in the 
passage to communism, through a total, 
qualitative transformation. If communists 
want to fulfill their role-in this passage 
to communism, they must adopt the point of 
view of the higher stage of consciousness 
that their class -- the proletariat -
bears within it, and not the point of view 
of existing consciousness, profoundly root
ed in the millenia of class society which 
must be overturned. 

THE NATURE AND ROOTS OF IDEOLOGY 

To turn aside from ideolo~~, and to 
grasp the antp.gonism between ideology and 
the consciousness of the prolet:ariat, it 
is not enough to change a word, and to mo
dify ,this or that feature (it.s active, his
torica,l character, etc.). Rath€!r it is ne
cessary to grasp the nature aLnd the roots 
of ideology which is nothing ot:her than the 
nature and the roots of class societ¥ it
self. * Class society arose fl:om the dis
location of the primitive cornm~mity as a 
result of the elementary deve,lopment of 
the productive forces, makingr possible the 
production of a surplus of the means of 

existence -- but without the surplus being 
SUfficient to satisfy the needs of the whole 
of society. In this framework of relative 
scarcity, only a minority is capable of 
satisfying its needs by taking advantage of 
the surplus of production. This minority 
imposes itself on the rest of society at 
first on the basis of natural disposition, 
then more and more on the basis of its pre
viously aquired social position, in order 
to finally wind up in the formation of a 
class. The division of labor is the essen
tial characteristic of class society and 
its formation, on which is grounded the 
division into antagonistic classes accord
ing to their relation to the means of pro
duction : 

"The division of labor as we already 
saw above as one of the chief forces 
of history up till now, manifests it
self also in the ruling class as the 
division of mental and manual labor, 
so that inside this class one part ap
pears as the thinkers of the class (its 
active, conceptive ideologists, who 
make the illusions of the class about 
itself its chief source of livelihood), 
while the others" attitUde to these 
ideas and illusions is more passive & 
receptive because they are in reality 
the active members of the class and 
have less time to make up ideas and il
lusions about themselves." (Ibid,p59-60) 
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The production of consciousness is only 
one aspect of the material production of so
ciety and -- in class society -- this pro
duction is the property of a minority im
posing itself on the rest of society. This 
mode of the production of consciousness does 
not only determine the object, the destina
tion and the form of activity of conscious
ness, but also its essential nature. That is 
to say, not only "are the ideas of the rUl
ing class the dominant ideas in every epoch" 
(Ibid p59), but in addition, consciousness 
tends to reduce itself to ideas and thereby 
take on its nature as ideology. Because the 
conscious being of society is divided be
tween those who produce and those who own 
the production, between those who act and 
those who think, consciousness is broken 
into thought and action, theory and prac
tice; and because it is produced precisely 
by those who do the thinking, it is identi
fied with the first aspect of the dichotomy 
-- with thought, with theory, with knowledge: 

"From this moment onwards, consciousness 

*We are not going to discuss the forms of 
consciousness prior to class society be
cause it f~ll~ out~ide the scope of this 
text. But,lt 1S eV1dent that, just as 
class soc1ety arose from the scarcity 
w~ich :eigned in the primitive communi
t1~S, 1deol0$Y arose from the "purely 
an1mal consc~ou~n~ss of nature" (Marx) , 
fr?m the,fet1sh1z1ng consciousness which 
exlsted ln these communities as an ex
pression of the primitive relation of man 
t? ~a~ure. Ideology took shape with the 
d~v1s1on of l~b?r,even before the comple
t10n of the d1v1s1on of society into 
classes. 



can really flatter itself that it is some
thing other than consciousness of exist
ing practice, that it really represen~s 
something without represent1ng someth1ng 
real; from now on consciousness is in a 
position to emancipate itself from the 
world and to proceed to the formation of 
"pure" theory, theology, philosophy, mo
rality, etc .••• out of all this we get 
only one inference that these three mo
ments, the productive forces, the state 
of society and consciousness, can and 
must come into contradiction with one 
another because the division £f ~
implies the possibility, nay the fact, 
that intellectual and material activity, 
that enjoyment and labor, production and 
consumption, devolve on different indivi
duals, and that the only possibility of 
their not coming into contradiction lies 
in negating in its turn the division of 
labor."(Ibid, p45) 

The separation of being and conscious
ness, of the "material world"and the "world 
of ideas" that ideological thought brings 
about is only a reflection of its own exis
tence separated from practical activity. 
From this point of view, pre-capitalist i
dealism and bourgeois materialism do not 
differ; their opposition resides in the 
meaning of the relation that they establish 
between the two "worlds", the former rais
ing consciousness, the latter being, to the 
rank of causal agent. It is this nature of 
ideology as consciousness separated from its 
concrete practical essence, which determines 
all of its characteristics, in particular 
the fact that it is always -- in the last in
stance -- a reflection of the existing or
der because its separation from practical 
activity condemns it to contemplation of the 
real world, whatever may be its pretensions 
to play the active and causal role in his
tory. 

THE CONSCIOUSNESS OF THE PROLETARIAT 
NEGATION OF IDEOLOGY 

Just as the proletariat is the living 
negation of the bourgeoisie and announces 
the advent of a real human community, its 
consciousness is the negation of ideology 
and announces the advent of a real human 
consciousness. Unlike all the ruling class
es of the past, the proletariat does not 
bring about merely a different distribution 
of the surplus of production and administra
tion of scarcity, but avails itself of the 
development of the productive forces be
queathed by capitalism to bring about abun
dance for all. The proletariat doesn't main
tain the domination by one class but abo
lishes classes; it doesn't perfect ,the di
vision of labor, it abolishes it. The direct 
and fundamental implication of this is that 
the society the proletariat bears within it
self must be fully conscious as a totality, 
because only the conscious control of the 
whole of social activity can replace all the 
blind mechanisms based on-the division of 
labor and competition which have insured the 
regulation of social activity up to the pre
sent time. Up till now, consciousness has 
only played a secondary role in history, be
cause the division of labor subjected the 
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individual to economic relations over which 
he had no control, and his ,consciousness 
could not -transcend his individual act of 
production to encompass the whole of social 
reality. Fundamentally, communism is the 
passage of society to consciousness. That 
is why when reVOlutionaries (and we are here 
speaking of the majority of groups in the 
milieu) accuse us of overemphasizing the as
pect of consciousness in the class struggle, 
they are only manifesting their ignorance of 
the very nature of the communism the prole
tariat bears. This historic task is not 
given to the proletariat by divine decree, 
but by its very conditions of ~istence. 
In this sense, when the IBRP f1nds no other 
argument with which to criticize the ICC's 
pamphlet on class con~ciousness thar;"Hegel
ian teleology", that 1S to say, see1ng the 
final goal as determining the movement and 
not the reverse, it only uncovers its own 
idealist vision of communism, because I 

"Communism is for us not a state of af
fairs which is to be established, an 
ideal to which reality (will) have to 
adjUst itself. We call communism the 
real movement which abolishes the pre
sent state of things." (ibid, p49) 

The communist goal is nothing other than 
the movement of the proletariat such as it 
unfolds before our very eyes. When the pro
letariat struggles and affirms itself as a 
class, its first need is that of solidarity 
and the unification of its struggles, be
cause as an exploited class, it has no other 
strength than its numbers against bourgeois 
domination -- and this solidarity, this 
unity, is the foretaste of the unity of the 
futUre communist society. When the proletar
iat succeeds in organizing itself in strug-
gle, transforming its numbers into a super
ior force, its organization is based on the 
activity of all and shatters the brutalizinq 
separation of the division of intellectual 
and practical labor I everyone participates 
in making decisions as in all the practical 
tasks of the struggle, and this organization 
is again the foretaste of the organization 
of the future communist society. The fore
taste only, because communism supposes a 
gigantic qualitative transformation with 
respect to these expressions of class strug
gle (in the first place, the disappearance 
of the proletariat itself as a class), but 
the foretaste nonetheless, which shows that 
communism is not an ideal outside the class 
struggle', contrary to the leninist concep
tion. 

If the proletariat bears within it the 
abolition of the division of labor and 
class divisions, then it also bears with
in it the abOlition of the conflict between 
"the productive forces, the state of so
ciety and consciousness", to use Marx's 
terms, the abolition~ of the separation of 
theory and practice, and a consciousness 
which is really "conscious being" in the 
full sense of the term. With the proletar
iat, consciousness ceases to be ideology, 
an ensemble of ideas elaborated outside 
of the sphere of practical activity, and 
aquires the capacity to take in hand the 
transformation of the world, of the pro
letariat's own conditions of existence 



and therefore of itself : 
" ••• the unity of theory and practice 
is only the reverse side of the social 
and historical position of the pro
letariat. From its own point of view, 
self-knowledge coincides with knowledge 
of the whole so that the proletariat is 
at one and the same time the subject and 
the object of its own knowledge." 
(Georg Lukacs, History and Class Con
sciousness p20) 

" ... since consciousness here is not the 
knowledge of an opposed object but is 
the self-consciousness of the object, 
the act of consciousness overthrows the 
objective form of its object." (ibid, 
p178) 

This conception of consciousness coincidinq 
with being can appear incomprehensible, un
graspable, when for millenia man h~s ~o~ne 
the weight of ideology, when each lndlvldual 
has been educated since childhood with the 
notion of theoretical consciousness which 
is inculcated from without so as to repress 
his most profound desires. Nonetheless, this 
conception will certainly appear as natural 
in communism, as it today appears natural 
for us to conceive of life as the mode of 
existence of matter at a certain degree of 
complexity (which was not at all the ca~e 
just a few centuries ago). M~reover~ thlS 
is not a question of, sqme phllosophl~al pro
fession of faith, but of the theoretlcal ex
pression of the historical tendency of the 
real proletarian movement. Because the pro
letariat is an exploited class which dis
poses of no economic power or institutions 
in capitalist society, it is incapa~le of 
developing its co~sciousness accordl~g ~o 
the processes of ldeology~ of esta~llshlng' 
knowledge independent of ltS practlcal ac
tivity. The workers begin their struggles 
with all the trappings of bourgeois ideo
logy in their heads, only deve~oping ~heir 
consciousness in their collectlve actlon; 
and when the collective consciousness mani
fests itself, it is in, and for,action. When 
we establish the difference between bour
geois ideology and the consciousness of the 
proletarian class : 

"These distinctions are by no means aca
demic. Quite apart from problems of cul
ture where such fissures and dissonances 
are crucial, in all practical matters too 
the fate of a class depends on its abil
ity to elucidate and solve the problems 
with which history confronts it. And here 
it becomes transparently obvious that 
class consciousness is concerned neither 
with the thoughts of individuals, however 
advanced, nor with the state of scienti
fic knowledge." (Ibid, p53) 

CLASS CONSCIOUSNESS AS A TOTALITY 

Another characteristic of the conscious
ness of the proletariat immediately flows 
from what we just said. For t~e prolet~riat, 
consciousness is a class conSClousness ln the 
full sense of the term, and not an individual 
consciousness : 

"Action, praxis -- which Marx demanded 
before all else in his Theses on Feuer-
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bach -- is in essence, the penetration 
and transformation of reality. But real
ity can only be understood and penetra
ted as a totality and only a subject 
that is itself a totality is capable of 
this penetration."(ibid, p39) 

This subject is the class: 
"only the clas's can actively penetrate. 
the reality of society and transform ~t 
in its entirety. For this reason, "crl
ticism" advanced from the standpoint of 
class is criticism from a total point 
of view and hence it provides the dialec
tical unity of theory and practice." 
(ibid) 

The class nature of consciousness is al
ready clearly present in the bourgeoisie as 
in all the classes which have preceded it. 
Bourgeois ideology, is a proce~s Which .un
folds independently of the wlll of thlS or 
that individual and which trascends the con
sciousness of the individual. However, be
cause the bourgeoisie only exists in the 
divided form of competing individuals, capi
tals nations, imperialist blocs, its con
scio~sness necessarily presents itself in 
this divided form, appearing as individual 
consciousness. By contrast, for the pro
letariat, which only affirms itself as a 
class collectively, in unifying itself be
yond all the divisions of bourgeois society 
and which bears within it the world human 
community, consciousness manifests itself 
directly as a totality.Moreover, we are not 
speaking of an abstract possibility or of 
a moral imperative, but of an unavoi~able 
constraint inscribed in the proletarlat's 
very conditions of existence.Because the 
proletariat is ap eXploited class, as long 
as it remains in its initial state as a 
mass of competing individuals, submitting 
to the mode of existence of capitalism, 
these individuals remain subject to the do
minant bourgeois ideology. The proletariat 
doe'S not then have a "false consciousness" 
contrary to the conception advanced by Lukacs 
and developed by the modernists; it does not 
yet have consciousness. The proletariat's 
consciousness only begins to develop when it 
affirms itself as an autonomous being, as a 
collective class engaged in struggle and, at 
that moment,it develops in opposition to all. 
the ideological prejudices which sUbsist in 
the heads of individual workers. In every 
workers' struggle which succeeds in being 
organized, the consciousness expressed at 
the level of the struggle as a whole is 
qualitatively higher than that of th7 in
dividual workers who are often surprlsed by 
what they are capable of doing together and 
yet who retain a whole gamut of prejudices 
which will resurface when. the struggle ebbs 
and capitalism resumes its "normal" course. 
Therefore, it is its condition as an exploit
ed class which produces the consciousness of 
the proletariat directly as a totality. As 
Lukacs emphasizes : 

..... class consciousness is identical with 
neither the psychological consciousness 
of individual members of the proletariat 
nor with the (mass-psychological) con
sciousness of the proletariat as a whole. 
.. '.'(ibid, p73) 

"This consciousness is, therefore, neither 



the sum nor the average of what is thought 
or felt by the single individuals who make 
up the class." (ibid pSI) 

CLASS CONSCIOUSNESS DENATURED : COUNCILISM 
AND LENINISM 

Both council ism and leninism reproduce 
an ideological conception of class con
sciousness which is seen as a collection 
of knowledge that the proletariat must 
acquire.For councilism, this consciousness 
is only a reflection of the immediate situ
ation of the workers; for leninism, it is 
produced outside the sphere of immediate 
experience, in the sphere of intellectual 
reflection, which in its turn is given the 
leading role. In both cases, the separation 
between the "material world" and the "world 
of ideas" of bourgeois materialism is pre
served, council ism taking up bourgeois ma
terialism in its strictly determinist, vul
gar form and leninism taking up bourgeois 
materialism in its voluntarist form, which 
adds to it idealism in the "world of ideas" 
by proclaiming the pre-eminence of spirit 
over matter in human practice. Leninism 
indeed defends the dialectic because it 
recognizes interaction between the sphere 
of experience and the sphere of thOUght, 
between class and party, between practice 
and theory; but these interactions remain 
relations between separated spheres and 
leninism's dialectic does not go beyond the 
bourgeois dialectic of the natural sciences. 

All this appears clearly in the text of 
the IBRP which we have already cited, which 
develops its leninist position on class 
consciousness. From the first page of this 
text, when the IBRP defines "consciousness 
in general", it shows that this latter is 
only the "consciousness in 'general" such as 
it has existed until now, that is to say, 
ideological consciousness : 

"The basic assumption of bourgeois 
materialism was that there existed a 
material universe independent of our
selves, and that contact with this uni
verse is the source of our conscious
ness. This much historical materialism 
shares with bourgeois materialism." 
(R.P. #21, p 15) 

Nothing is more false. The IBRP directly 
copies the errors of Lenin more than 80 
years later as though nothing had changed, 
as though Pannekoek, for example, had not 

'brilliantly refuted this whole conception 
in his Lenin as Philosopher (independently 
of the fact that his conclusions on the na
ture of the party in Lenin and on the Rus
sian Revolution are'completely wrong). In 
reality, the postulate of bourgeois mater
ialism that the IBRP makes its own I is only 
"the highest point attained by intuitive 
materialism", that is to say, "the intui
tion of isolated individuals in civil so
ciety" as Marx says in his Theses on Feuer
bach, which the IBRP also cites, but with
~understanding the first thing about 
them. From the point of view of the iso
lated individual, the world necessarily 
a,ppears as a world independent of himself: 

"The individual can never become the 
measure of all things. For when the in
dividual confronts objective reality he 

is faced by a complex of ready-made and 
unalterable objects which allow him only 
the SUbjective responses of recognition 
or rejection. Only the class can relate 
to the whole of reality in a practical 
revolutionary way. (The 'species' cannot 
do this as it is no more than an indi
vidual that has been mythologized and 
stylized in a spirit of contemplation.) 
And the class, too, can only manage it 
when it can see through the reified ob
jectivity of the given world to the pro
cess that is also its own fate." (Lukacs 
History and Class Consciousness, p193). 

From the point of view of the class or 
of society, the world is in no way indepen
dent, inasmuch as it is the world such as 
it has been transformed by society : 

" The relation of the scientist to the 
world, despite his experiments, re
mains observational. To him, the world 
is an external thing to look at. But in 
reality, man deals with nature in his 
practical life by acting upon it and 
making it a part of his existence. Man 
does not stand against nature as to an 
external, alien world. By the toil of 
his hands, man transforms the world to 
such an extent that the original na
tural substance is hardly discernable 
and in this process transforms himself 
too. Thus man himself builds his new 
world : human society embedded in na
ture transformed into a technical ap~ 
paratus." (Anton PannekQek, Lenin ~ 
Philosopher, p18). -----

This is eXactly the thesis of Marx cited by 
the IBRP, which, however, seeks to make it 
demonstrate the opposite : 

"The chief defect of all hitherto exist
ing materialism -- that of Feuerbach in
cluded -- is that the thing, reality, 
sensuousness, is conceived only in the 
form of the object or of contemplation, 
but not as human sense activity, prac-
tice, not subjectively .... " . 
It must be clear that this in no way im

plies the idealist postulate of the absence 
of any form of existence of nature indepen
dent of man. Even if the IBRP considers 
man's relation to external nature (nature 
not transformed by man), it will see 
that this is not "contact with this uni
verse" which is the "source of our con
sciousness", without which consciousness 
would be a property of all matter, since 
all matter is in contact with nature. No: 
The source of consciousness is the social 
activity of the transformation of nature 
by man. 
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It is not a question here of a philosophi
cal dispute, because this postulate of the 
IBRP constitutes the basis of its whole con
ception of class consciousness and of its 
own relation to the class. Because. from 
the outset, it defines the relation of con
sciousness to ~he world as that ofascienti
fic observer, as that of an ideologue/to 
external nature, it conceives the production 
of consciousness according to the mechanism 
of ideology. As we have already quoted at 
the beginning of this text, the secret of 
this production is that "the raw material 
of experience was actively restructured by 
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its recipients by thought ..• and transformed 
into consciousness, which in turn reacted 
back on experience."(RP#21, p15). It is 
this purely mechanistic, psychological des
cription which the IBRP presents as the 
foundation of the dialectic and the prin
cipal contribution of Marx in his Theses 2Q 
Feuerbach! All the rest follows logically. 
It is evident that from the moment class 
consciousness is no longer the living pro
cess through which the prOletariat trans
forms the world, it is frozen into a col
lection of scientific knowledge, into an 
ideology, elaborated outside the "raw ma
terial of experience", that is to say, out
side of the class struggle, by the indivi
duals best equipped to accomplish this task; 
in short, by the intellectuals; that the re
volutionary party -- the "brain" of the pro
letariat -- is where this occurs and that 
its function is to lead the working class. 

THE ICC ON THE SAME ROAD 

For its part, the ICC has a past char
acterized by clarity on the question of 
class consciousness which did not allow it 
to share the extreme positions of leninism. 
But its recent turnaround has, slowly but 
surely, led it along the same road. It is 
significant that in its polemic with the 
CWO over the very article thaL we have 
been criticizing (the one that bears the 
imprimatur of the IBRP), the ICC has noth
ing to add to the general ~Dnception of the 
CWO on consciousness; on the contrary : 

"In a long article ••• the CWO makes a per
fectly correct critique of the council
ist ideology which reduces class con
sciousness (and therefore the revolution
ary organization which expresses it most 
clearly) to an automatic and mechanical 
product of the immediate struggles of 
the class. It points out that Marx's 
Theses on Feuerbach ... first of all con
stituteS-a rejection of this "automatic" 
vision, which deprives consciousness of 
its active, dynamic aspect and which is 
cqaracteristic of the vulgar materialism 
of the bourgeoisie." (International Re
view #43) 

We have already seen the real nature of this 
"active, dynamic aspect" that the IBRP speaks 
of, and how it is distinguished from bour
geois materialism~ 

Although the ICC continues to defend a 
number of correct statements on class con
sciousness, these cannot hide the regres
sions into which it has plunged. The fact 
that both coexist in an eclectic amalgam 
in the service of purely polemical ends 
making any debate practically impossible, 
only makes it even more necessary to shed • 
some light on these regressions and their 
implications. The quotation from the ICC 
given at the beginning of this text, to
gether with innumerable formulations ad
vanced in external and internal texts in 
the course of the "debate" which ended'with 
our exclusion from the ICC, shows that more 
and more the ICC conceives of "class con
sciousness" as a collection of knowledge, 
as an equivalent to the,communist program 
and to the political positions of the pro-
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letariat which the class must assimilate, 
the "extent" of this "assimilation" being 
the "consciousness of the class". (I.R.#42) 
The International Review #40, for example, 
specifies that "class consciousness neces
sarily has a form and a content", like any 
fixed thing, and that this "content" is the 
"program and theory". In one of the texts 
which marked the opening of the hunt for 
"centrism" in the ICC, the present was 
characterized as "fleeting and in this 
sense the most ephemeral, the least stable 
moment of reality by definition" and as 
such, associated with "centrism", while the 
future, the goal to be attained, was char
acterized as "fundamentally the conscious 
element of action", "the compass in the 
process of the development of class con
sciousness", "the yardstick used to measure 
the path already traveled", the "reference 
point", and as such, associated with Marx
ism. All these elements reveal the process 
of ideologization under way in the ICC, 
which faced with its incapacity to under
stand and dynamize the present, seeks to 
freeze consciousness into a, theoretical 
knowledge of the future, a compass for the 
sailor lost in the storm. The dualism of 
consciousness expressed in the distinction 
between "class consciousness" and "con
sciousness of the class" is the reflection 
of this process of ideologization. This is 
so because the separation of an abstract 
class consciousness from the consciousness 
of the concrete class is in essence that 
of ideology which abstracts itself from 
concrete activity. This dualism is establish
ed by classical leninism in the most con
sequent way in its separ<ition between "so
cialist consciousness" c~ntained' in the 
party and the "spontaneously trade-unionist 
consciousness" of the class -.:. a conception 
which reduces the class to a mass of in
dividUals and its consciousness to a psy
chological average of individuals, while 
its revolutionary essence is alienated 
from it under the form of an ideal his
torical consciousness incarnated in the 
party. It is, therefore, quite logical 
when we find similar formulations today in 
the ICC. In an internal text, the idea that 
the "consciousness of the class" is not re
volutionary, not even "implicitly or em
bryonicallY",was itself explicitly defended. 
But if it is not revolutionary, what is it 
then, if not"trade-unionist'; or rather, in 
its modern version, "councilist", "centrist~ 
"hesitant"? With respect to the assignment 
of class consciousness to the party, it is 
implicit, and even explicit in several 
texts : "Communists have as their specific 
responsibility the permanent elaboration of 
consciousness". (Internationalisme #95, p7) 
In practice, this relation of communists to 
their class is translated into the. classic 
relation of '''direction'', that one finds in 
World Revolution #92, where the ICC bemoans 
the fact of not having been capable of act
ing "as the pole of regroupment for the 
workers, as a center for coordination and 
direction", in its intervention in Great 
Britain. 

CONTINUED ON PAGE 9 
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Discussion 

:WHAI KIND Of INIIRVINIION IN IHI 
UNIMPlOYID COMMIIIIIS? 

A Critique Of lhe ICC, 
As the following article points out, the 
issue of the struggle of the unemployed 
is a burning question today. So it is es
sential that the revolutionary milieu 
discuss it, and that it take a position 
on the questions that this struggle raises, 
in order to intervene in the best possible 
way. It is with this in mind that we here 
publish a first text on this issue. This 
contribution, from. a comrade of the Frac
tion, is focused on the critique of the 
intervention of the ICC in the autonomous 
unemployed-committees that emerged in 
France last year. Disagreement on inter
vention was one of the main reasons for 
our formation of a Tendancy in the ICC 
and later for the constituion of the Frac-

Last year, unemployed-committees emer
ged in France. They expressed the fact that 
in the small minorities of unemployed that 
were regrouped in these committees, there 
was a real consciousness of the necessity 
to struggle, even when we are no longer 
in the work place. A consciousness that we 
must not let ourselves be isolated or de
moralized by the capitalist state while 
at the same time many employed HorkerS 
are starting to fight against the deterio
ration of their living conditions. These 
committees, which were not the first of 
their kind to emerge in the class struggle, 
were an important effort of organization 
for the working class. Indeed, these~ttempts 
at self-organization were born while the 
capitalist state, in France as elsewhere, 
made great efforts to control the un .. mployed 

tion. This first contribution summarizes 
our critiques. But despite these critique~, 
the Fraction continued to agree with the 
general concepts of the ICC concerning the 
struggle of the unemployed. This is no 
longer the case for the author : she tries 
to go further to find the real roots of 
the weakness of the ICC's intervention. 
According to her, these roots lie in the 
development of the concept that for the 
unemployed, a permanent struggle and or
ganization is possible, in contrast to the 
rest of the working class. 

Vi tb tl~e publication or.' this text, we want 
to open a debate on all these questions. 
We invite our readers to contribute to it. 

as efficiently as possible, out of fear 
that thoir revolt would get out of hand. 
That's why we have seen arising, almost 
from one day to the next, "unemployed u
nions" (like the Pagat union in France). 
They're often offspring of the classical 
union structure and they fulfill the same 
task : supposedly to"organize the working 
class" and to "defend its interest"; to 
in fact dO the utmost to prevent any real 
struggle from developing and threatenin~ 
the bourgeoisie : (see our articles on 
the class struggle in IP t~ 2 and #3). 
The committees t',}.s artj.c'l (~ talks about 
have nothing to do with these state struc
tures, vlhich they denounced more or less 
clearly: on the contrary, they tried to 
~ with the defeatist, demoralizing 
"social work" promoted by the unemployed 
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unions. They were an expression of the de
velopment of consciousness in our class. 
They voice questions not specific to 
them, reflecting concerns that arise in 
the wOridl1S class in general. That's why 
we want to discuss this experience : 
what role in the class struggle is assigned 
to these committees regrouping militant 
workers or unemployed disgusted with the 
union shams, how they can help move the 
struggle forward, what traps are they to 
avoid •.• These are not simple questions 
allowing for simplistic answers. I10st 
revolutionary organisations, in their in
tervention, prove unable to rea~ly help 
these minority groupings to understand 
what they exist for. A group like the ICC 
e.g. through its own confusions has only 
pushed the committees of unemployed to 
acitivism, the political void, leftism, 
trailing after the unions, discouragement 
leading to nothing but confusion, and very 
often, dissolution of such groupings. 
This is very depressing, in view of the 
enormous difficulties that confront our 
class in its attempts at self-organization 
and indeed these same revolutionary minori
ties never fail to complain about this 
problem. For our part, we want 'to contri
bute/through the critique of the ICC, to 
a clarification of these commi tt,:8S' func
tion in the class struggle. 

Class struggle, in its development, is 
marked by the overall state of society 
which is not invariable throughout capita
lism's history. As for today, the context 
in which the working class is pushed to 
struggle to defend its living conditions
is one of a deep crisis of the economy in 
which solutions of the bourgeoisie all 
over the world prove more and more ineffec
tual. This economic crisis throws ever-in
creasing numbers of workers outside the 
production cycle and makes for another di
vision in their ranks, between the "em
ployed" and the "unemployed". That's why 
the problem of "how the unemployed take 
part in the class struggle", of "how to 
break through this division", is a very 
keen one. The ICC, for one, has often been 
led to false aDf3wers and theories on this 
question, and in this way it heightens th;e 
confusions that our class has to cope 
with at large. Ten years ago some ICC com
rades launched the idea that the unemployed 
did not form part of the working class any' 
longer, because they were not directly in
volved in production. This view implied 
that the unemployed could not fight the 
state along with the employed. For sure, 
this idea is still widespread in our class 
and it should be forcefully rejected, as 
was done by the ICC at that time. The text 
on "unemployment and class struggle': in 
the International Review # 14, correctly 
reaffirmed that "the state of unemployment 
necessarily forms part of the living condi
tions of the working class( ••. ), that un
eo'_ployed workers form as much a part of 
the class as employed workers do, that 
unemployed workers should be associated 
with the struggle of their class". 
So the unemployed can and should take part 
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in the class struggle by raising their own 
demands. But these correct ideas, which 
mainly stress the profound unity of the 
unemployed and employed workers 'struggle, 
did not guard against other sonfusions 
turning up later on. So, in spite of this 
correct framework, the ICC more and more 
stressed the "specific" characteristics 
of the unemployed which we'll subsequently 
analyse in detail and which weren't anyth:;.ll!,: 
put theoretical regressions, an integral 
part of the whole of the ICC's regression 
in the past 2 years (on class consciousness, 
centrism, the role of revolutionaries, the 
analysis of the class struggle •.• for these 
questions we refer to the previous issues 
of our review) to produce t:'!e IC r;' 'i mistaken 
intervention in the unemployed committee5. 
\'ie will go into detail about this in the course 
of this article. So we will criticize: 

-the theoretical nistakes of the ICC 

on the struggles of the unemployed 
-the link", between these mistakes and 

the present intervention of the ICC in 
the unemployed,committees. 

The overall characteristics of workers' 
struggIes-in-the-aecaoent-phase-or-capi
fiIrs~:--------------------------------

In order to unclerc;l;"_n,~ ',,'hat the ICC sees 
as ,,:::>ecific in the struggles of the un
employed, we should firststart by briefly 
retracing the 8o;,'ential features of wor
kers'stru~gles ever since the capitalist 
system entered its phase of decadence, 
i.e. since the beginning of this century. 

-In the 19th century, when capitalism 
was in full expansion, the working class 
could fight for lastin~ improvements in 
its living conditons without necessarily 
calling in question the cap:l, talist system 
of exploitation. But decadent capitalism 
does not allow for any real develol'lment 
in the forces of prodUction and 
Drags out its life in 
a repetitive cycle of-crisis-war-reconstruc
tion. It provides no room for such perma
neLt struggle of the workers. Of course, 
all through the cent:Jry aT'.d so much the 
more toc.ay, demands remain the basis of 
the struggle) Which is always directed 
against the contimJous worsening of con
ditions of life. But this struggle for 
demands should make for a dynamic of ge-, 
neralization and face the necessity of de
stroying the bourgeois state, for the 
construction of communist society. 

-Because this permanent struggle has be
come impossible the proletariat in deca
dent capitalism no longer has permanent 
unitary organizations as it had in the 
past century. The unions have become part 
of the capitalist state since the begin
ning of this century. They defend the sta
te's interests against those of the wor
king class. General assembl ies, I!orkers' 
councils, can only arise and develop when 
the workers, in the context of capitalism's 
crisis engage in a massive struggle and 
in the generalization of their fights: 
such organs are then a living expression 
of the \:orking class' determinatior:: to fight 
and to mobilize m~sively as expressions 
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the development of its consciousness. 
-As this intense workers'activity dies 

away because of the power of. bourgeois i
deology and repression, G,nd when the 
workers'militancy and consciousness recede 
and sometimes disappear, their unitary 
organization~ disappear too, and the immense 
majority af the class is atomised. 

-In such a context of absence of massive 
struggles and unitary organs of the wor
kers there may arise Viorkers'groups, wor
kers'circles or committees, which have 
the specific function of regrouping small 
minorities of more militant workers; they 
express the development -which is not ho
mogenous- of class consciousness. 

-They answer a real need of the working 
class: for drawing the lessons of the past 
struggles and preparing the future ones. 
and a moment in the overall dynamic.of I 

self-organization of the working class. 
They c),re "ephemeral , immature forms which, 
respond to a real need in the class for 
regroupment and discussion as long as the 
proletariat is not yet in a position to 
create its fully-formed unitary organs, 
the councils" (International Reviev! no 
23).Whatever their illusions may be, they 
don't have the power to artificially cre
ate a massive movement in the working 
class. So they are not the prefiguration 
of the future unitary organisation of the 
class, which will arise from these massive 
movements. We believe that the implications 
of the general characteristics of the wor
kers struggle in th~ period of decadence, 
both the impossibility of waging perma
nent mass struggle, and the tasks of 
minority groupings which emerge) . 
apply to the class in its entirety, active 
viorkers· and unemployed. But the ICC has 
always had-trouble applying this framework 
to the struggle of the unemployed. This 
has led it to make it more difficult for 
these committees to avoid the traps we dis
cussed above. 

The ICC and the "specificities" of the un
e".'ployed 

While, as seen befo~e, the context of capi
talist decadence makes permanent struggles 
for econom:DC demands, and unitary organs 
of the proletariat)impossible, the ICC de
veloped the idea that the unemployed escaped 
this general rule. What were the arguments 
it used? 

1) The unemployed undergo an attack and 
a deterioration of their living conditions 
that is much more intense tha0 the rest 
of the working class; 

2) Their unification is easier because 
of that; 

3) The unemployed can get together more 
easily because they have more 'free time'. 
Of course, this does not deny the fact 
that the condi~ion of the unemployed con
denses all the misery that the productive 
class under capitalism undergoes. Nor 
that, as the crisis deepens, the myth of . 
t~e welfare-state t~at assures the survi
val of those who lose their jobs as a 
result of the overproduction of the labour 
force, crumbles. It's true also that the 
unemployed have more time at their dispo-

sal. But all that doesn't mean that a per
manent struggle becomes possible for the 
unemployed. The dramatic situation of the 
unemployed and the fact that they have 
more "free time" can explain why they are 
at certain moments the spearhead of the 
more general struggle of the working class, 
but nothing more. The reason why the em
ployed workers cannot keep alive a per
manent struggle nor a permanent unitary 
organization is neither that they 
aren't attacked enough nor that they lack 
the time ... As we have seen, the reason 
for that is more general, not linked to 
the specific conditions of this or that 
part of the working class, but to the ob
jective conditions of capitalist decadence, 
which, for Gome reason, would not determine 
the struggle of the unemployed. 
HoW to explain this? The arguments of the 
ICC don't hold water. First of.all, the 
unemployed are not the only ones .to under
go a permanent attack on their living con
ditions. The entire working class knows 
the effects of a generalizing and ever in
creasing austerity. That's plain to all 
today. Furthermore, if the fact that the 
attack on their living conditions is more 
intense, would open the door to a perma
nent strugple for the unemployed, the same 
would be true for workers in sectors of 
the class which are more under attack than 
others, like the workers in the underde
veloped countries and once you believe that, 
why not push for the formation of trade 
unions to concretise this potential? If 
you continue this line of reasoning, you 
end up thinking that the real reason that 
there could exist permanent struggles in 
the ascendant period of capitalism would 
have to be that the working class underwent 
a more intense attack. Obviously that doesn't 
make sense and so, neither does the ICC's 
first argument.. The same is true for its 
argument that the L',LdDployed have more 
'free time'. If it were correct, it would 
be true also for others, like the unemployed 
masses of the underdeveloped countries, 
lilze the part-time workers... For all these 
sectors permanent struggle and permanent 
organization would be possible! 
So, neither by themselves nor together can 
these arguments explain what they want to 
explain. By not seeing the implications 
of the objective conditions of capitalist 
decadence for the entire working class, 
by claiming that this or that specificity 
would give this or that sector of the pro
letariat a margin to maneuver in which these 
implications would not exist, the door is 
wide open to all kinds of trade unionist 
ideas that can only make the cevelopment 
of class consciousness more difficult. The 
unemployed, just like tpe rest of the wor
king class, cannot keep alive unitary 
or~~ns to defend their living conditions 
when there isn't any real mass ·mobilisation· 
Tl'e n,)~l';:xistance of such organs to-
day proves this. Today's reality shows that 
other factors, which make the develop-
ment of a massive struggle of the unem
ployed more difficult, also playa role. 
Because of the fact that they are more ato
mised, no longer united in the workplace 



I 

certain aspects of bourgeois ideology 
weigh more heavily on the unemployed: indi
vidualism, the search for 'personal' solu
tions, demoralization, the feeling of not 
belonging to any social class. Once again, 
it's not a question a bending the stick 
too far in the other directi~n so as to 
see only these factors. But they too must 
be taken into account. Despite the in"rease 
of combativity ar;.ongst employed workers 
in recent years, despite their important 
battles, it has remained very difficult 
for the unemployed to participate in 
this wave of struggles. The class struggle 
can't be explained with simplificatiohs, 
with mechanistic or automatic reactions. 
No matter how miserable the livina condi
tions of the unemployed, they don'T t make 
a permanent and radical struggle possibble. 
And to express itself, the potential com
bativity of the unemployed depends, just 
like that of any other sector of the class, 
on the general situation in the class strug
gle, on the combatiyity, the consciousness, 
the advances and retreats of the rest 
of the workinR class. 
But apart from these theoretical errors, 
tl~,0 I·r;r; ',·c.s more recently develope a 'an 
incorrect view about the current level 
of the class struggle: This also has had 
its impact on its erroneous appreciation 
of the unemployed-co"l1mi ttees. 

In fact the ICC is risht in recognizing 
the importance of the renewal of workers' 
combativity from 1983 onwards, but this 
organization -often implicitly- tends to 
see the preseht period as one of massive" 
permanent workers' stru:;71(~, which is a 
gross ov~restimation of the state of 
class struggle. This wrong analysis is 
the starting point for the ICC to reorient 
its intervention in the working class 

in a way that leads in fact to a dead-end: 
for the committees of unemployed among 
others, as we will subsequently show. 
Whatever revolutionaries may Wish, the 
present level of class struggle has its 

-We are in a period of 8. general up
surge of workers'struggle, but the comba
tivity and the struggles far ~rom being 
permanent, are still subject to major 
refluxes. 

- (.lass consciousness is still uneven) 
some parts of the proletariat being 
temporarily more combative than the 
others 

-As yet the overall subjective pre
conditions for the creation of unitary 
organs, are not generalized. Similarly, 
as we have seen, the struggle of the 
unemployed isstill far from being massive 
and generalized. Only tiny minorities 
among the l.memployed are displayin'" a 
clear, overt determination to fight, 
which shows t!1e heterogene.ity of conscious
ness. vii trlOut unde:::'standinc; this;. one 
cannot assess the meaning of the commit
tees of une8ployed that have arisen 
lately. Why do they exis-c, what can they 
do? Such comnittees arise because, as 
we explained, there is an upsurge of 
workers'combativity, but they also bear 
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witness to the lack of generalized 
massive struggles: it's this content 
which explains their role in regrouping 
small sets of combative elements, that 
want to distance themselves from bourgeois 
ideology and especially the unions whose 
control and whose bogus acitivism these 
groupings tend to reject. These a~tono
mous groupings are created for partici
pation in the struggle of the other wor
kers and for the defense of their own 
demands. In distancing themselves more or 
less clearly from the straitjacket organi
sations of the bourgeoisie, they are part 
of the immense effort of the workers to 
organize themselves, which is a vital ne
cessity for our class. So we can only wel
come these groupings, encourage them, be
cause they break through the atomisation 
that weighs so heavily on the unemployed. 
However the essential thing to understand 
is the dynamic they are part of: if a 
massive mobilization of the unemployed a
rose along with them, we could expect these 
meeting-places Of minorities to transform 
themselves, by the struggle into general 
assemblies of the unemployed, where all 
aspects of the struggle would be discussed, 
decided on and organized. As the unemployed 
lack the workplace as a natural meeting
place, such committees could fulfill this 
function in the context of a struggle, 
and evolve in this way into autonoClous 
assemblies for the struggle. The commit
tees we talk about haven't arisen in 
such a context and they have not been 
bole to become the organized expression 
of a real massive struggle of the unem
ployed. So their essential function is that 
of any militant minority that arises when 
there is no massive struggle: political 
clarification in order to really enable 
themselves to help forward the future wor
kers'struggles. This essential fUnction 
does not exclude intervention, action o
riented towards the rest of the class which 
is not yet mobilized and does not yet see 
the necessity or the possibility to fight. 
But there is always an enormous rush for 
its intervention to turn action into 
an end in itself, prevailing over the rest 
of the work of minorities, which in this 
way loses the unjer~tanding of why they 
exist, fostering illusions on their pos
sibilities and on their immediate impact. 
This may lead either to frantic activism 
and wishfull thinking, or a gradual corrUD
tion by. trade union ideology, turning them 
into officious union organs or even branches 
of the official union a~paratus, which in
evitably implies the defense of the interests 
of the capitalist state against the working 
class. TTn:f"or i;unately none of the commi ttees 
has avoided these dangers: 

-Sometimes they believed themselves 
~ble to ~'age an uncompromising struggle 
Ior the lmprovement of their conditions 
of life a~ r.1i?oEi.!.ie? But Rny struggle 
that remalns lsolated and fails to become 
part of a In'oCic1t-. r' '11"vc':;I;ent, is doonlpd 
to break down. It is absolutely necessary 
to develop a massive struggle, among the' 
unemployed as well as in the rest ~of 
the class 
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CHASI THI DEBATES OUT THI DOOR BUT THEY'll COM I 
BACK THROUGH THI WINDOW 

The following document is a discussion 
text on the class nature of centrism. It 
was written by a comrade of the Fraction 
when we were still inside the International 
Communist Current trying to push forward 
the debate on these issues. 

We have-already developed our position 
on centrism in the pages of International
ist Perspective (see I.P.#l and #3). But 
this text emphasizes two major points : 

1. Our tendency, and then our Fraction, has 
"invented" nothing on the question of cen
trism. The text shows, with references to 
prove it, that the present position of the 
ICC represents a complete turn-around from 
the original position of the organization, 
which we still agree with. Moreover, the 
analysis of the bourgeois nature of centrism 

"There is no doubt that the proletariat of 
every country would already be in power if 
there were not between it and the masses, 
between the revolutionary masses and the 
advanced groups of the revolutionary masses, 
still a big, strong, sophisticated machine, 
the parties of the Second International and 
the trade unions of the world who, in the 
epoch of the decay, of the death of the 
bourgeoisie, have placed their apparatus in 
the service of that bourgeoisie." 
(Trotsky's speech, IQ~ ~~~Q~Q ~Q~9~~~~ Qf 1Q~ 
~Qmm~Di~1 ID1§~~~1iQ~~1, vol 2, p 214.) 

For months now, the comrades of the tendency 
have been the special target of criticisms 
and sarcasm, from the majority comrades in 
the ICC. This observation will come as a 
surprise to no-one. But it reveals at least 
two important things. First, by condemning 
the minority as 'revisionists', the comrades 
only succeed in proving that they have very 
short memories (of course, it's true that 
history has become an increasingly taboo 
subject in the organisation) which wouldn't 
be so bad in itself if at least they tried to 
refresh their memories by going back to the 
texts of the past (ours and those of the 
revolutionary movement in the past). Second, 
in a general way, the organisation seems only 
very rarely to grasp the ~1~~g§ of the dis
cussions today. 

1S closely linked to the understanding of 
such fundamental questions as decadence, the 
degeration process of the Communist Inter
national after its first Congress and the 
need to break with the Socialist Parties 
after 1914. 

2. The position of the Fraction is en
tirely in line with the struggle of the 
Communist Left against centrism and a
gainst accepting centrist factions in the 
C.I. The position of the I.C.C., however, 
is the same position as the degenerating 
C. I. aga,inst the Left. 

Because of a lack of space in this is
sue, we will be printing the second part 
of this text in the next issue of Interna
tionalist Perspective. 

The way the organisation has dealt with the 
tendency and the questions raised by the 
minority shows a totally unacceptable blind
ness for a revolutionary organisation in 
relation to what is really at issue in the 
debates - which, we may add, have now been 
closed! The most frequent accusation against 
the minority, that of 'conservatism', 'acad
emicism', 'historicism', 'running away into 
theory to escape from being active today in 
class struggle' is just so much hot air 
masking the real questions under discussion. 

For us, these questions are too important to 
be dealt with in this way. Too important 
because we are falling into what has ALREADY 
proven to be an impasse for revolutionary 
o~ganisations in the past. We are losing 
slght of the main lesson of the first revol
utionary wave: that if, at the beginning of 
the period of decadence, there had been grea
ter clarity within the international working 
class on the bourgeois nature of social demo
cracy and its counter-revolutionary role 
sinc~ its IRREVERSIBLE betrayal in 1914; if, 
desplte their chaotic beginnings, the emer
ging communist parties had at least main
tained as a basic principle, the death of the 
Second International and the need for the 

world party to be constituted on an entirely 
new basis answering the needs of the new 
period; if these organisations had been more 



in~C2n§ig~n!' fi[m~[, shown more rigorous 
political thinking (everything that Lenin -
and his followers today - call 'infantilism' 
and 'sectarianism') in their condemnation of 
social-democratic organisations and their 
centrist apologists; if this had taken place, 
as Trotsky said, humanity might have been 
spared the horrors of decadence. But perhaps 
this is just a secondary 'detail' to some of 
our comrades. 

The understanding of centrism is not a secon
dary matter that can be settled in five min
utes' worth of shouting. Any serious analysis 
of the first revolutionary wave (from the 
first strikes in Germany to the formation of 
the CI) will show the ESSENTIAL role that 
this question played in the revolutionary 
movement at the time and its CRUCIAL signifi
cance in the unfolding of events. In fact, it 
was at the heart of the ~oncerns of the 
proletariat and of revolutionaries, their 
debates, illusions and failures. 

The ICC cannot bury a second time all the 
questions that marked this period. But, in 
fact, that is what it's doing when it closes 
the debat~s (because there are 'more impor
tant things to discuss') just when the dis
cussion was getting to the root of the matt
er. This is a very serious decision. A badly
handled debate, not really assimilated, which 
has not gone back to the roots, can only 
dangerously disarm the organisation in the 
coming period just as it disarmed organisa
tions in the past. To treat a question which 
has already cost the workers a revolution and 
the blood of thousands of proletarians in 
such a cavalier and irresponsible way, expr
esses at best, if one is optimistic, a lack 
of understanding in the ICC oT the implica
tions of the~e questions in the 1920s and, at 
worst, an unacceptable disregard for what 
this lack of understanding has meant for the 
defeat of the revolution. 

The debate absolutely must continue, and 
without all the pettiness that has character
ised discussions up to now: 

first of all because it has revealed that 
we do not really understand the lessons 
of the past revolutionary movement; 
second, because we cannot talk about the 
crucial importance of the question of the 
party and the development"6f class con
sciousness in the present period without 
understanding at the same time that in 
the first revolutionary wave this ques
tion was almost identical with the ques
tion of centrism and that any confusion 
on this was disastrous for the proleta
riat; 
third, because there are now plans for 
what are chastely being called 'modifica
tions' to the platform of the ICC. 

This contribution has two intentions: 

a) to go back over the way the ICC dealt 
with the question of centrism before the 
recent debates and which seems to be complet
ely forgotten today. All of our efforts to do 
this up to now have systematically been dis
missed by members of the majority under the 
pretext that these efforts of the minority 

only express the 'conservatism' of the ten
dency that doesn't want to go forward. If 
trying to advance with METHOD in this dis
cussion is 'conservatism', if reminding the 
organisation of our general framework is, 
again, 'conservatism' then the majority 
might as well say that black is white. It's 
always been the lack of method, the alibi of 
'innovation' and 'slight modifications' that 
have opened the door of the workers' movement 
to the worst sorts of revisionism, the re
inventors of history, potential allies of the 
bourgeoisie. Forgive me if I decline to foll
ow Kautsky's lead and prefer to hold firmly 
to the ICC's clarity in the past; 

b) to explain that the 'revisionists' are not 
the ones the comrades think, that the tenden
cy is only following the coherence of the ICC 
in the past which was the result of a fierce 
battle of the left communists in the Cong
resses of the CI against the regreSSions of 
the CI particularly on the question of cent
rism among others. 

FIRST POINT: 

A quote from 8~Q!~c~ ~~~~ b~!!~ Q~~ci~c~ g! 
l@ ICQ!§~~i§~~, the 'official' text of the 
prganisation on our denunciation of leftism: 

"Opportunism and reformism were deviations 
w~ich developed ~!!b!0 (underlined in the 
text) "the workers' movement at a time when, 
at the height of capitalist production, the 
working class could and should struggle for 
reforms within capitalist society. The pro
longed activity of social-democratic parties 
on this terrain, at a time when the proleta
rian revolution was not yet objectively poss
ible, gradually led them to "oppose a lesser 
resistance to the pressure of bourgeois ideo
logy. This pressure was concretised by the 
development of reformist and opportunist 
illusions, in other words, a policy which 
sacrificed the final goals of the movement of 
the working class to immediate success. Ente
ring its phase of decline, capitalism became 
incapable of granting real reforms to the 
working class: any organisation which in
scribes in its programme the struggle for 
such impossible reforms can only be an organ 
of mystification and control of the working 
class, in the service of capital, and belongs 
to the camp of capital. In the Same way. the 
opportunism that devoured the reformist org
anisations of the last century no longer has 
any meaning today as a deviation within wor
kers' organisations." 

Concerning the ideas expressed so clearly in 
this pamphlet the majority is content to 
answer today: 'that's not the discussion ... 
talk about councilism' (but at the same time 
certain 'modifications' of the platform are 
being proposed on these questions - maybe we 
can't explain this away with the 'accelera
tion of history' I suppose) .• or 'this pam
phlet doesn't express the pOSitions of the 
ICC which as an organisation has never dealt 
with this question until today's brilliant 
debates' ... or 'this only reflects the ideas 
of an individual who no longer thinks such 
nonsense today" If the majority of the 
organisation is Satisfied with such 'explana-



tions', too bad for the future of the ICC. 

It seems then that the texts we publish to 
the outside in our publications, texts we 
distribute in the working class are not first 
and foremost, beyond the question of the 
individuals that write them, the positions of 
the organisation that militants defend as 
such? 

But to pursue this debate would take us too 
far afield here. 

In my opinion, this text reflects a coherence 
that we used to have (not entirely assilimil
ated of course and not deepened enough) and 
that we ha~e lost a coherence based on the 
dialectical method: 

"The essence of the materialist dialectic is 
to understand historical phenomena not in an 
immediate sense but with the help of the 
widest possible iritelligence, starting from 
the ECONOMIC BASE, of all their concrete 
mediations as well as this basis itself, in 
other words, the material relations of prod
uction not abstractly in their present form, 
GIVEN ONCE AND FOR ALL but concretely, in 
their movement and historical development." 
(K. Korsch,BDii=~~~i2~~) 

This coherence is the central focus of MacIn
tosh's text (published in ID~~rD~~iQD~l B~= 
Yi§~ 43) so reviled today: there is no longer 
an Q~i§~!iY~ ~e2i2 in decadence allowing for 
the development of a 'permanent opportunism' 
generalised in the workers' movement. This 
phenomenon emerged in a capitalism in full 
expansion. But decadence makes it impossible 
for this 'deviation' to exist in proletarian 
political organisations. This general frame
work that the tendency gives to fight against 
the idea of a permaneent or congenital 'cent
rism' or 'opportunism' in the proletariat, 
this framework HAS NOT BEEN SERIOUSLY CRITI
CISED BY THE MAJORITY OF THE ICC. Yet this is 
the real heart of the debate: to go to the 
logical conclusions of the implications of 
decadence on the question of the formation 
and the role of proletarian organisations. 

SECOND POINT: 

Closely linked to this, we have, up to now, 
analysed the degeneration of the CI (which to 
date is the richest experience in the life of 
an international revolutionary organisation 
in decadence) as ESSENTIALLY due to an incom
plete understanding of decadence as a perman
ent reality, as an irreversible phenomenon, 
of all social life since 1914. As much as we 
can salute the First Congress which correctly 
proclaimed "the opening of an epoc,! of wars 
and revolution" and the entire raison d'etre 
of the CI in this framework, we must also see 
that from the Third Congress on, there was a 
l~r~=r ~~d lar~~r 9ap (~hn~~ LdU~~S date from 

before) between this correctly defined frame
work expressed in the resolutions of the CI 
and the understanding of its practical,~impli
cations on reality. Reality was incr~asingly 
seen as immediate reality outside of any 
historical or principled framework. 

2.9 

Quote from the 'Day of Study on the First 
Four Congresses of the CI': 

"The discussion constantly emphasised the 
period and the lack of understanding of the 
period which played a preponderant part in 
the degeneration of the CI. Faced with the 
renewed political strength of the bourgeoi
sie, the failure of the revolutionary wave 
and particularly the failure of the movement 
in Germany, the CI.could no longer hope for 
the immediate taking of power ... The time is 
for defensive struggles, 'economic con
flicts'. Thus, faced with the reflux in the 
wave, the CI REINTRODUCES THE DIFFERENCE 
BETWEEN THE MINIMUM AND MAXIMUM PROGRAMME, 
BETWEEN ECONOMIC AND POLITICAL STRUGGLES. 
This led to the famous slogan 'to the masses' 
and to the united front at the Third Con
gress." (Day of Study) 

This couldn't be any clearer. ~t is a false 
idea to think there can be any possihble 
return to the OBJEC~IVE CONDITIONS before 
1914. This is intimately linked to the idea, 
as a logical consequence, that a minimum and 
maximum programme can be reintroduced into 
proletarian organisations. It was essentially 
these two parallel and false visions that 
were to poison the CI. As a consequence of 
this false logic, the Second International 
an,d its centrist acolytes would be allowed to 
creep into the proletarian camp, to definit
ively gangrene the young world party and lead 
it to a rapid end. The justification of the 
fusion of communist parties with whole parts 
of bourgeois parties (rebaptised for the 
occasion 'workers' parties of the right' and 
'of the centre') and their incomplete elimin
ation IN PRINCIPLE from the ranks of the 
workers, is to be found in this inadequate 
understanding of what the objective basis of 
decadence means. 

THIRD POINT: 

Up to now we have always agreed that the 
appeals made at the Second Congress of the CI 
for a ~Q~~l break with the Second Interna
tional and everything it stood for were corr
ect (the Second Internatl0nal being defined 
as a dead organ for the proletariat Since 
1914 and the best pawn of the bourgeoisie): 

"This revolutionary upsurge was character'ised 
by large contingents of workers breaking from 
the Socialist,Party which betrayed in 1914. 
In Italy, France, everywhere, the majority of 
these parties tried to push to constitute 
communist parties, to place them on the terr
ain of Bolshevism, to break with the 'right' 
and the 'centre', that is to say, with the 
whole part of the workers' movement that had 
gone over to the bourgeois camp." (Day of 
Study) 

This is why we say that the First Congress 
represented the greatest cla~ity becausel 

"The Manifesto completed the break with so
tial-democracy and 'centrist' elements and 
marked a return to marxist principles: 'We 
communists, representatives of the revolu
tionary proletariat, '" feel ourselves to be 
the heirs of the programme proclaimed 72 



years ago. Our task is to generalise the 
revolutionary experience of the working class 
to cleanse the movement of the elements of 
opportunism and social-patriotism, to unite 
the forces of all truly revolutionary parties 
and to facilitate and accelerate the victory 
of the communist revolution in the whole 
worldl'" (Day of Study) 

At these first Congresses of the Internation
al, the will to make an intransigent break 
with the past workers' movement that had gone 
over to the camp of the bourgeoisie led to a 
growing awareness of the tactic systematic
ally used by the bourgeoiSie to "infiltrate" 
this proletarian organisation and the aware
ness that although CERTAIN PARTIES HAD ASKED 
TO JOIN THE INTERNATIONAL, they had no place 
in the proletarian camp because they were in 
fact bourgeois pawns. 

"The Second International is definitively 
beaten. The intermediary parties and groups 
of the 'centre', seeing that their situation 
is entrirely desperate, try to use the stre
ngthening CI as a crutch. They still hope to 
maintain their 'independence' so as to con
tinue their old opporturist and centrist 
policies. The CI has, to a certain extent, 
become 'fashionable'. The desire of certain 
leaders of the 'centre' to join the Third 
International proves, indirectly, that the CI 
has won the sympathy of the entire world and 
has become a power growing every day." 
(Conditions for Admission to the CI; Second 
Congress) 

All of a sudden the comrades of the majority 
get angry when we talk about bourgeois fac
tions in the CI: 'it's scandalous', they cry, 
'what are you doing to the proletarian chara
cter of this organisation?' In fact comrades, 
you are very bad defenders of the CI. You're 
trying at all costs, even at the price of 
absurdity, to defend the 'virginity' of a 
young girl who would be the first to want to 
speak out against the rapes and attempted 
rapes against her. Apparently, that's what's 
known as playing the devil's advocate. 

In the context of an agreement on the posi
tions taken at the very first Congress of the 
CI condemning all expressions of social demo
cracy, the ICC has always pointed out and 
criticised in an i~![2~~ig~~! way all the 
regressions that surfaced at the Second Con
gress, especially on this question of the 
attitude to take towards social democracy and 
'cen,trist' organisations: "From the First to 
the Second Congress, this is what we have 
seen: a regreSSion shown by the positions 
adopted outside of plenary, sessions on the 
open questions raised at the First Congress. 
This was expressed on the organisation level 
by the de facto exclusion of communists in 
favour of avowed 'centrists'." (Day of Study) 
And again, "This undeniable deepenino of 
Tunaam~ntdl ~ue5tions raised in the workers' 
movement 'by the opening of the era of capita
list decadence, took place at the expense of 
a regression ON THE LEVEL OF PRINCIPLES: THE 
ATTITUDE TOWARDS CENTRISM." (Day of Study) 

From the Second Congress on, and as a conse
quence of the reflux of the revolutionary 
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wave, dramatic inadequacies appeared in the 
CI concerning the attitude to 'centrists'. 
The intransigent condemnati~n of the First 
Congress gradually gave way to a lack of 
firmness and a lack of principles. The theo
retical underpinning of this lack of princip
les was mercilessly condemned by the left 
communist factions: the party takinc power. 
the party organising the masses, and thus the 
possible reconquest of workers' organisations 
that had already gone over to the bourgeoi
sie, the obsession to remain 'with the mass
es', etc. These concepts which already found 
an expression at the Second Congress were to 
become increaSingly fixed features of the CI. 
This is' why we were entirely correct to have 
written in 1~!~ID2!iQD21 8~Yi~~ No 2: 

"The internal difficulties of the Russian 
Revolution arising right at the end of the 
civil war could find no solution in Russia 
alone. The defeat of the first phase of the 
German Revolution (January to March 1919) and 
the defeat of the Hungarian Council Republic 
convinced the Russian communists that the 
perspective of revolution in Europe was ret
reating. According to them, it was no longer 
a question of them doing anything else but 
trying to recuperate the great mass of wor
kers, convincing the social democratic masses 
of the truth of communist positions, etc ... 
They tried to recuperate the USPD seeing it 
as the right wing of the workers' movement 
and not as a faction of the bourgeoisie, 
instead of leading a theoretical struggle 
against social democracy, instead of listen
ing to the most advanced elements of the 
working class by anchoring the need to attack 
and unmask the social democracy in their will 
to struggle expressed by these advanced ele
ments. We can therefore say that although the 
hesitations of western communists tended to 
be negative in the whole first phase, IT WAS 
THE CI ITSELF WHICH BECAME AN OBSTACLE TO THE 
EXPRESSION, EVEN THE DELAYED EXPRESSION, OF 
AN AUTHENTIC PROLETARIAN AVANTE-GARDE, when 
the situation was still revolutionary ... 
Although the passage from one situation to 
another happens gradually, we can still iden
tify certain moments that show the change in 
course: the dissolution of the Amsterdam 
Bureau by the CI and Lenin's text b~f1 ~iQg 
~QmmYQi§m~ ~Q IQf2D!il~ Qi§Q[~~[·" (1~1~[~2= 
~iQD21 B~~i~~ No 2, p 11) 

(To be continued) 

well controlled and bombarded with bour
geois ideology, they won't think about 
other things, they won't start to fight. 
As long as the unemployed-committees 
see themselves as committees "for infor
mation" or "for edu"",tion". the;)' wont 

advance the struggle one bit. The unionist 
ideology is the worst poison for the 
workerslstruggle. Any intervention of a 
political group which does not clearly 
denounce that ideology can only hinder 
the development of class consciousness. 

Alma 




