2ath of a

One of the many personal and political tragedies
from the experience of the |as+ revelutionary wave
Is the way in which the rlse and fall of +he
consclousness of the proletariat and their capacity
to destroy bourgeols soclety and to replace I+ wlth
sociallsm was mirrored by +the rlse and fal| of
political clarlty as represented by some of the
individual militants who took part. In the same
way that, through the experience of the working
ctass Itself, there develcped a greater and deeper
understanding of the perfed, of what had to be done
to destroy the rule of caplital, of how and what
forms of organlsation were requlred to succeed In
this, the flrst stage of +he soclallst transform-
ation, so +oo these understandings, these
theoretical and practical gains were progressively
lost as the revolutionary wave faltered and was
defeated, obscured bensath a resurgence of
bourgeols ideclogy whether of |iberal aor Stalinist
hue. Even more clearly we can see .redundant
polltlcal positions which the new era threw onto

the scrapheap of hlstory reappsar with the
downturn, wused +to Justify the retreat, and
subsequently become the ldeologlcal underpinnings

of the betrayal of the proletariat.

These polltical positlions, denotlng at one extrems
the highpolnts of the revolutionary experlence and
at the other the resurgence of counter revolution,
are best ldentifled In the political stances of
indlvidual revolutlonary organisations - Indeed
Individual revolutionary milltants In some cases,
As an example Trotsky Is the most obvlious, but
perhaps Bukharin is the best. Here was a revolut-
lonary who, as the world lurched towards the abyss,
developed an astonishingly clear understanding of
the nature of state capltallsm and of the fact +hat
the war had propelled capftalism into i+s decadent
phase - and what that implied for the working class
and humanlty. These are theoretical galns whlch
remaln central +o the understanding of revolut-
ionarles today. Through the developing revolut-
fonary experlence he stood at the left of +he
commun[st movement, bltterly criticising any
concession +o bourgeols Fdeology, exposing the
reactionary nature, In the new period, of such as
nationzlism and arguing for the development of
organisational forms which allowed the consc¢lous—
ness of the class to develop, and for the extenslon
of the revolution as far as possible at all hazard,

And yet, with the defeet of the revolutlon and the
slow death of state capitalism In Russia, +his
Bukharin, one of the clearest of militants, became
the arch proponent of the reintroduction of
capltallst forms and capltallst relations.
Standing at the very rlght of the new bourgeoisie
In Russia he wes » key flgure in the destruction of
the proletariat as a consclous class, a key flgure
In sending thousands of workers and revelutionaries
to the living death of the concentratlion camps and
one of the shrillest In hls denunclation of those

revolutionaries still free, demanding thelr
exacutfon whenever +thelr arrest gave him an

opportunity.

The paradox we have to confront <then,
someone so clear could fall so low.

assessment ©of Bukharin has to take
both high and low,

I's how
Any historical

Into account
good and bad, how [t was the
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period and hls experlence of it which changed
Bukharln and how and to what extent the seeds of
degeneration already existed In hls +heoretical

armoury, upon which this defeat could act +to
transform such a vital Individual In the devel-
opment of clerity Into & murderous capltalist

axecutioner.

At one level 1+ can be argued that Bukharin merely
took the fact of the defeat of the revolutionary
wave to T+s logleal concluslon In the same clear
logical way In which he had discerned the rlse of
the proletarlfan opportunity. This, uarealised by
him however, necessitated moving out of t+he
proletarian camp Into that of the bourgeolsie. In
that sense we can say that Bukharin had an excuse.
This does not of course excuse him but we can see
here the enormous welght of the counterrevolution
on even the clearest of revolutionary milTtants.
At another level we can say that some of +the -
detritus brought Into the new period from social
democracy was able to come +o the surface preclsely
because of the downturn In the revolutionary wave,
Just as the progressive elements of theory came to
surface as the class moved forward. In thls sense
we can see how the reallty we operate in as
‘ml1itants encourages the quality of the theoretlcal
analyses we make,

The Death of MC

But what s true for such 8 glant of the

prolatarlan experience as Bukharin Is atso true for
lesser rortals.

We have recently been made awesre of the death of
MC, one of the founders of and lesding |Ight of the
ICC. Of his immense contribution to the develop-
ment of a revolutlonary milleu in the ‘early
seventies after ell orgenlc |inks with the last
revolutlonary wave had been cut, and after fifty
years of counterrevolution, there can be no doubt.
in Britain, for [Instance, the end of the sixtles
saw -a milleu +tentatively groping towards a
communlst understanding, not only of the present,
but also of the history of the proletarian
movement, Predominantly formed from the |lber-
tarian movement of the early and mid Sixties, there
was lHttie apprecletfon ~ of any hlstorical
perspective to the essentlally morallstic positions
we defended. The long nlght of counterrevolutlon
had extinguished any contact with the proletarfatis
revolutlonary past and our understanding of pralet-
arfan pollties was essentfally an selectlon of
rights and wrongs, good and evll, from our own
direct political experlence, wlthout any under-
standing of how these might fit together coherently
or where they had come from in the history of our
cless, Into  this confuslon the clarity of
Revolution Internationale came Ilke a +hunderbol+.
The dynamlc of +the last revelutionary wave and,
most eruclally, the concept of decadence,
Immediately allowed many dlsparate conceptlons to
fall Tnto place to form a coherence which was t6 be
at the root of all the regroupments which +ook
place In the Seventies.

Ascendance and Dacadence

The most cruclal concept was to understand that,
{1ke any other mode of productlen, capltallism had



an ascendant and a decadent phase, An under-
standing of what this means, has been, and stlll
Is, ecruclal +o +he proletarlan movement's
understanding of capitalism and 1ts revolutionary
transformation. But thls was, and ls, not some
vague, grandlose theoretical construct. On the
contrary 1+ Is In the explanatfon of real events
and social processes that +he notlon of decadence
stands or falls, With the emergence of
Imperlalism, national capltals, having extended the
capltatlst system throughout +he world, were forced

to compete with each other milltarily and econom-

fcally for mastery of the globe. Unablie to expand
further except on the basls of destroylng competng
capltallsms, the system had entered 1ts phase of
historte crisis, t+s decadent phase. The Interests
of the bourgeciste forced them to use the resources
at their command [n unproductive competit+ion and
war rather than In further extenszion of the system,
The capltalist mode of production therefore had
reached the point whera I+ contradicted Its own
dynamlc, where {+ could expand further only by
perlodical ly destroying part of .1tself. The
history of  the capltallist system +this century
therefore, has been the struggle to combat, escape
from I+s {nherent contradictions - contradlictlons
which have led o masslve destructions of capital,
and of humanity, in World War One, World War Two
etc., efc.

Soclal Democracy

In the Sixtles and early Seventlies we had cut our
pelitical teeth on the realfsation that Social
Democracy, the Labour party etec., wes an agent of
bourgeols rule as [t attacked the working class,
In or out of power T+ merely competed wlth the
Torles for the defence of +he capitallst economy,
Simltarly, our axperience on the picket |lnes had
demonstrated once and for al! the antl-working
class activity of the Unlons, selling out workers
whenever they got the chance -~ at best traitors to
thelr class, st worst, In Russla far Instence, a
part of the ruling echelons of the bourgecisie
1tself. The belief that they and Soclal Democracy
were enemles of the working class, diverced from
any historical understanding of whether they had
always been so, meant that we failed to have any
historical dimenslon to our understanding of these
concrete conceptuallisations, :

We saw the world divided into competing capi+alist
states. One of these, Stalinlst Russia, desplte
the protestatlions of such as the Trotskylsts atc.,
was clearly seen as = capltallst state with =
capltalist ruling class, Without any historlcal
perspective we wers led Inexorably to the
concluslon that Stalinism was a direct consequence
of Leninfst substitutionism and that there could
not have been s proletarfan revolution in Russiam In
1917 slince what had occurred had been [ed by a
bourgecls organisation, We were lnextricsbly left

with, therefore, no coherent hlstorical point of
reference for the history of -our class +hls
century, The concept of decadence, wlith |ts

abl Ity to show that with the onset of World War
One and the Inablilty of capltalism to survive
thereafter except by perlodic destruction, gave us
the understanding of how decadent capltallsm and
its * internal ftogle had transformed hitherto
preletarfan Institutions into organs of capitallsm.
Without that we could envisage no class content In
Soclal Democracy, the unlons or the revolutionary
experlence In Russfia. We were thus left with no
historlc examples of our own class In action on fts
own class terrain thls century, except for episodlc
experlences of industrial strlkes etc.

27.
Proletarian Revolutlon

Rl laboured

long and hard +o bring about the key
understanding

ng that what had occurred In 1917-21 or
so had been & proletarlan revelutionary wave that
had threatened to engulf bourgeols Europe and
within which the events In Russfe had been a
specific example, a wave predicated upon +he
collapse of the capitallst economy Into I+s period
of decay consequent upon resching Its apogee at +he
turn of the century, a transformation epltomlsed by
the descent of capltal Into the bloodbath of Wor|d
War One. The proletarlat had attempted to destroy
this rotting carcass In Russla, Hungary and Germany
fn a wave which was Initially successful In Russta,
but which, "with the fallure to destroy capltal
elsewhere, was doomed to defeat.

The Bolshaviks

This was of crucial significance for =&
comprehensfon that +the Bolsheviks, for ali that
they had tralled behind +them from Nineteenth

century S5Soclal Democracy, had been a proletarlan
organisation, an  expresslon of proletarlan
consciousness which had, with the defeat of the
proletariat, and just Ilke Social Democracy and the
unfons earller, been transformed Into agents of
capital, This had taken place as a historie
process rather than a once and for all +ime
essentiel characterlstlic, Thls ted directly to a
clearer understanding of the rcle of revelutlenary
fractlons both then and now, taking Into account
both nagative and positive lessons from what was
now clearty seen as the flawed, but hlghest polnt
of proletarian. revolutfonary expression. In
attacking the leftists for their support of the
unlons, of social democracy and, . however
critically, of stalinist Russia, we had zeroed In
on substltutlonism. as an explanation of why they
were enemies of the proletariat. Only with the
reallsation that thls had been a speciflc error
cerried over from soclal democracy, an. error
actually ldentified by elements of the proletarlan
movement at the time |lke the KAPD, and not the
source of any essentlally bourgecls nature; only
wlth the realisatlon that proleterian organs can
and do become trangformed Pnto bourgeois ones, did
a cruclal barrier to our understanding of the role
and history our class and T+s fractions fall away.

Moreover this real historlcal experience of our
class {lluminated yet further areas of theory.
Decadence explained why national |Ilbaratlon
struggles, which had in certaln circumstences, been
progressive 1In the perlod of ascendance, had
degenerated Into becoming the lackeys and assassins
of thls or that bloc this century, unable to escape
from +he +thralidom of one or other of the
Imperlalist blocs.

Regroupment .

MC end hls contributlon +o +the clarity of
Revolutlion Ih+erna+lonu!e and their [ntervention in
that mllleu gave us this critical dimension which
allowed vital regroupments to take place, The htgh
paint of +this process was the creatlon and
development until +he late seventies of the
Internatienal Communist Current. Even those who
dld not regroup within the 1CC, the elements for
example which formed the CWD, +hen based on the
experlence of the German left, were what they were
as a direct result of taking up a stance vis a vis
the 1CC and +the Intervention of RI. The
fundamentals of the proletarlan political platform

were agreed by all, only parts of the assessment of
our hlsfory were In dispute,



If the appearance of the new proletarfan milieu in
the Seventles was fo a large extent due +o the
developing clarity of RI, then, at +helr own
admlsslon, much of that clarlty came from MC and
his experlence within the Itallan left before World
War Two. For thls the revolutionary milleu had,
and has, much to thank him for, But we must
remember that MC was In no way a dlrect organle
tink with the revolutionary wave of 1917,
Certalnly he was a direct IInk with the Itallan
Left and tragically brought Into the new perlod and
mliteu not merely the galns but the catastrophes on
that perlod at the.end of the Thirties. Clarity
comes from the self activity of t+he class and the
reflection of revolutionarles on that activity., By
the Thirtles the working class was defeated and
while the Itallan Left developed some understanding
of that perlod and of how to survive 1+ I+ would
have been Tmpossible for them not to have been
scarred both theoretlcally and organisationalty by
having survived such a perled. MG, naturaelly, as a
milltant of the Itallan Left, exhiblted all +helr
degenerations  too, both  theoretically and
organisationally,

Organlisation

In an organlsatlonal sense he did represent an
organic 1lnk with the past but it was to a
Stallnlsed past and to a Stalinlsed practice of the
Thirtles and Forties. At a formal level he was
Instrumental In forming the ICC Into a parody of a
huge bureaucratic organisatlon with a plethore of
Bureaus, Commlissions etc., more sulted to an
organisatfion with hundreds If not t+housands of
members, but which were totally inappropriate for
national sections of the 1CC whose numbers f(ay In
+he low tens at most, Members would find
themselves on two or three Commissions at once and
thia undoubtedly contributed +o the burn-out of a
whole generation of revolutionary mfli+ants in +he
ICC. It was a clear case of wishful thinking; the
assumption that these elaborate structures were
necessary bafore +the huge Influx of members
sppeared [n the period prior +o the masslve rlse In
class struggle and class consciousness whlich would
presage 2 revolutionary outbreak. A fallure to
understand the present period and the Isolatlon of
revolutionaries from +the proletarlat meant of
course that these - structures were In most cases
complete frauds, In real 11fe these structures
were hollow shells; the reallty of the the |CC was
completely different. What really ex)sted was a
sect-llke organisatlon bulit up of & submlsslve
membership dominated by and controlled by a 'Holy
Famlly! clustered round MC, the Guru of t+he sect.
The membershlp was able to cope with thls, Indeed
trivialised 1ts relevance, partly because there was
an anticlpation thet +the revolutionary sltuation
was rapldly developlng and so elther the formal
structure would then become more eppropriste and
ellminate these personal excrescences and partly
because that kind of sect Is a self fulfilling
prophecy In the sense that I+ attrects precisely
the kind of membership which need such paternal-
Tstle structures and will support them, aliminating
any thinking respense to¢ the dlctats of the Holy
Famlly and the Guru In exchange for a resson for
existing, an escape from the nothingness of thelr
lives,

The Decline of the ICC

Of course all members of the ICC, as 1+ expanded
during the Saventies, weren't unthinking drones,
But as the reallty of capitallst survival! became
clearer and clearer and the collapse of the system
more remote, any volce critleal of the monoiithlc
sectarlan aspects of +the organisation were
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virulently attacked by the Holy Family In a
consclous attempt to drive them out of the 1CC, If
possible out of political ilfe altogether; +o
ensure that what was left was the Guru, hls Holy
Famlly and a collectlion of accepting, adoring
acolytes who would do as they were told. The
success of that effort Is clearly seen today In the
debris that 1s the I1CC in 1991 at the point of tha
Guru's death. MC played & crucial role In +his
destruction of an organisatton which, at 1ts
highpaint, represented the greatest galn of the
revolutionary movement since the las+ revolutlonary
wave, Its  transformation Into & whinling
degenerating corpse must, to a very large extent,
be lald specifically at hls door, and at the door
of the poodles he surrounded himself with, poodles
who were happy to act 4s the GPU of the
organisation, sniffing out dlssent and eliminating
all oppesitlon, Traglcally they have been all too
successful, The world Is |ittered with good
militants driven not merely out of the 1CC, but out
of political |ife altogether. These Cheklsts have
much to answer for. Those who survived thls asseult
and have determined not merely +o remain
revolutionaries, but to go beyond the ICC and i+s
Stalinised behavlour are, of course, reserved for
special treatment, ¥insulted at every turn,

Such has been the negative side of +the
organisational tegacy of MC who +turned into a
perody of & Stallnist gangster, presiding over an
ICC which was, In the words of one ex—founder

member
" the complementary, symblotlc
product of an atomlsed and
dispersed membership. A member-
ship whlch has been +rained +o

sccept the rules of the game In a
sectarlan structure , . a member=

ship that needs a2 set of bureau-
crats te organise them and
chastise them; & membershlp that

feels thankful when ethers get the
full works from +the enraged and
vindictlve bureaucrats! A
membership that wants at al!l costs
to belong becauss ‘out theret?
there's 'nothing but the vold' . .

A membershlp whose real |lfe is a
permanent aftered state of
allenation and anxlety, A

membershlp made Indifferent to the
Inner, and moral, meaning of
proletarian scclallsm." :

Theory

But it was not only at +he organlsational |evel
that MC did enormous damage to +tha post 168
revolutionary movement. Theoretically too he could
not help but bring theoretical confusions from the
Thirtles and Fortles . into +he  movemsnt.
Theoretical clarlty, 1t cannot be toc often -
stressed, comes from the real experlence of the
proletariat. It Is no accldent thet the correct
Ilne of march Is almost always demonstrated by the
class taking i+ rather +han by revolutlonarles
showing It to a class which meekly follows., This
latter misconception Iles at +he very heart of the
substTtutionist my+h, Certalnly a theoretical
assessment often comes only with the mature
reflection by revolutionarles on the activity of
the class but It  goes wlthsut saying that
theoreticel Innovetlons and 'gatns! from perlods
{ike the Thirtles and Fortles, from the depths of
defeat, frem the very nadir of the period of
counterrevolutfon, are far |ess Ilkely to be



correct than reflections on revolutionary events
taking place then and there or In the recent past.
wWhen we look at the experlence of the Itallan Left,
Isolated from the proletarlat, cut off from the
massacred revelutionary fractlons of Russia and
Germany, battered by exile etc, we can understand
the confusfons that abounded. But when these
confuslons are Introduced Into the revolutionary
movement today and are uncritically taken on board
they become dangerous parasites which hamper the
development of clarlty, MC dragged a number of
these with him Into the movement In the Seventles.

Machlavel | lanisa

The notlon that the capltalist state was so
powerful that It could mystify the proletariat at
will in the polltical sphere via political parties
which were really state constructed fakes,
organlsing which would take power and which would
consclously stay In opposition with, when required,
fractions of the bourgeolsie voluntarlly choosing
sulelde on occasion as part of some gilgantic
Integrated bourgecis plan; this was a clear
leftover from the horrendous experlence aof forty
yoars of defeat when the daefeated proletarlat
looked impotent before the power of the victorlous
bourgeolslie. ’

The Perlod of Transi¥lon

So too wlth the State I'n the Perliod of Transi+lion.
This is probably the best example of a theoretical
stance der[ved from the very nadlr of the perfod of
counterrevelution, ¥hen we look at the !+allan
Left and see thst I+ was only very late on that
they even accepted that Russla was capitallst at
all, something +the KAFD recognised durlng the
revolutionary wave i+self, and that mos+ of what
remains of it today still have substltutionist
positions not only on the role of the Party but on

Its Infallibl|ity, 1t comes as no surprise to us

that they falled utterly to comprehend the role of
the Bolsheviks [n the transformatlon of proletarian
Russla Into a capltallist state. The fact that the
Bolsheviks, In defeat, were transformed Into the
new bourgeolsie could not In the silightest way be
blamed on thelr misconceptions about the relstion-
ship between party and class, Thus a complex
theoretical edlfice about the need to separate the
proletariat, {(and fpse facto the party of the
proletariat} from the U"proletarlan™ state, and
about the Messentlally reactlonary nature™ of atll
states, wos constructed, This may have got round
+his problem for the itallan Left, but I+ did so at
the expense of clarity., The fallure of t+he ICC to
Jettison such a theory, absolutely stinking of the
depths of defest, has produced an Ineaiculably
damaging effect - and & potentlally counter-
revolutionary one In the event of a proletarian
revolution. The notion that the problems of the
proletarlan state cannot be understood &s belng
proletarlan problems but must be Ildentifled as
problems outwith the working class, problems of an
alien entity, Is a2 deeply mystifylng one and Its
Importance, If only az a dangerous abstacle, must
be lald principally at MC's door and at the door of

those who so uncritically accepted everything he
sald, good and dross, as gospel.

29.
Decomposition

The most recent example of this paramountcy of MCt's
though Is the astonishing way In which the IcCC,
over nlght, and without seemingly any Internal
opposition, has adopted the notlon that Capitalism

has entered (ts final ophase, +he phase of
decomposition. Thls has prompted the fdeotogues of
the ICC Tinto a verltable frenzy of hlstory

rewriting and we shall no doubt ses the fruits of
thls in the months to come. Recent statements In
the press of the ICC show that thls was MC's latest
contribution +o the ideolegy of the ICC.

Assessment

In assessing & mlil+ant we do not simply tot up the
good and bad, the posltive and the negative, and
come out with a score. Nor do we, as the
bourgecislie do, +ry to reach a balanced pleture
encompassing good and bad. For the revolutlonary
movement what is [mportant is what +the effects
today and tomorrow are of hls mititant and
theoretical contributfon, These have still %o be
tested on the case of MC and in very large part i+
will be the directlon, post Guru, that the ICC

takes, that will provide us with the +rue balance
sheet of hls contributlion.

Last Chance for the ICC?

For hls death provides the ICC wlth a unlque
opportunity, probably thalr last opportunity, +o
take stock of where they are and what they are - en
opportunlty to elther descend deeper Into the plt
they have dug for themselves or to stop In thelr
tracks and think agaln. '

The most 1fkely course 1s that In the months and
years to follow we will see a most unholy struggle
within the ICC's bereaved Holy Fam!ly, = bare
knuckles flight for the mantie of MC, just as In any
other rellgious sect once 1+s Guru has dled,
Though the struggle is unllkely to destroy the IcC
1t will certalnly jettIson more militants Into the
void and leave the ICC even more Isolated and

potitically and morally bankrupt than 1+ already
Is. ' S

But another optlon is avallable - for *the (CC to
critieally reappralise thelr past In the light of
the reality of thelr present., To clear awey the
cobwebs that thelr Guru Inspired collective trauma
has held them In and to reassess - esverything. To
put thelr money where their mouth is, to act openly
both Internally towards thelr own membership and
externally towards the rest of the proletarfan
mllleu. The coming to terms with a reality that
has long slnce escaped *hem and a consclous effort
to abandon the sectarian practices MC bequeathed
them. o

The choice is theirs: In all honesty the prognosts
for the patient is not good but thls is the enly
thing that wIl1l save them from their continued
slide into confuslon, '

Tuinev




