A NEW REGROUPMENT

This issuo of tho Bullotin marks a gualitativo dovolopmont in our
poliiical activity. Tho ox~ICC comrados in Abordoon.initially launchod
tho Bullotin as & foous and vohicle for the dobato and proccas of
clarification wo folt was nocossary in tho wako of tho traumatic splits
~ from the ICC in 1984, Tho circumstancos .of those splits - woll documontod
clsowhoro - meant that tho cemra.dos who loft did so without first
clavif ying in a dovclo;pod faEh.'.LOl’l 'tho:.r eritiquo of tho organisation
thoy wore loaving and without, thoroforc, laying a foundation of
clarity for tho way ahosd. Tho only point of undisputed agrooment was
that 2 procoss of clarification was currontly impossihlo in the ICC,
Tha flomrados from Abordeon argued thon that this wes an insufficiont
basis £or a now regroupmont which roquired. an initigl poriod .of
dlscam..,:n.on and ola.r:.f:.oa‘clon -t5. ansure a.graement onf wha‘b :L'l: was we Wore

ac‘l:.wﬁy. Unfortunately, the evonts of the ‘past, yea:.' ha.vo proved us
right with meny oomrados loaving polities altogether in dospeir and
ponfusion, .and. .others’ drif4ing into -impotence inthe politics of
loc:&l:.sm and, a.e't:.vism. Although -we had hoped that the Bulletin would
invelive the, ma,]orlty of "the 'ICC.splitters, in the event only tho
comrados. from Abordoen, Edinburgh. and  Leods participated. The decision
to formally Togroup was teken at & meeting in Abordeen’ in mid-February.
‘The tulk of this. issue:ocontains a record of the oorraspondenee and
dipoussion which: preced.ed th:u.s ::‘egroupment.
Althiugh the discussions might seem tc an: outsuie:r to hava ha.d too
limitel a scope to form the basis of a.new organ:.aa‘tion, being very
lergeiy focussed.on organisational. ques‘i::.ons , in reality tho. found-
ation for the discussion was the vory high degree of political hOmogan
eity arising from our shared political past. Whatever -else wo -were
rojusting in tho practice of the ICC, two arcas remained firm - tho
ahsoiute necessity for a cpr tral:.sed ‘party, wedded to, tho political
wiarity of tho positiods éoptained in the "ICC Platfom. We don't
feel any sonse of incongruity at announe:.ng 8 now _organisation and
making reforence to another organisation's pletform in tho same breath,
k-utuuugh wo will be publishing our. own Platform in the near futuro. )
On the contrary, our ability to do so, is test:unorxy to the major
achisvmonts of the revolutionary movoment iwhick re-emorged in tho late
£0's cnd oarly 70's, THat ro-smergonco. was. dominated by the nood to
ro—appm:pr:l.ate the lossons of the left communist fraetions of" tho last
royvol uuonary wavo and to dolincete tho political consequences of
undorstanding that cepitalism globally hed passed irrevocably into its
period of decadence by the cutbroak of W - viz tho bourgeois nature
of refurmism, trado unionism, parliamentarism and national liberatior.
struggles eto., For rovolutionaries today, this process of ro-appropri-
aticrn dcusn't have to be recapitulated. A solid kernel of communist
clexity has already beon estsblished wh:l.oh sorves as a starting-point
for rovolutionaries like ourselves, This is not to say that those
fundemental class positions don't need to be despenod or can be skated
ovor in our intorventionary work. On the contrary, the gonstant and
recurring evidonoe of political degeneration shows the fragility of th
major achievements of tho rovolutionsry movoment over the past decade.

Although on a practical level, we're ou‘tsido the ICC today boocause it
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became impossibleo for us ~ was MATE impossiblo for us - %o oxist insido

‘the ICC, on & much more profound political lovel, we'ro cutside the ICC

teday, procisely becausc we bolieve that the ICO's‘modcgcf working
not only fails to fully recognise this fragility of the revolutionary
moyemort but also, in tho last ghélyhis,.conﬁributqs to it,

An overview of the past decade shows that tho achievements of the carly
70's - the devolopmont of political clarity and the ho less important
emorgence of communist organisationg based on that clarity - have NOT
been extended and built upon, Our hopes for incredsing influence in

- the class have foundered upon cur total lack. of growth and our continuing

*‘and 'virtually complete, isolation from workeirs; and within the revoluk
. 3onary miljeu itself, our hopes for a mors fundamental and widespread

regroupment have been continually frustrated by the orippling weight

‘of sectarianism and monolithism, We think that the current forces of

trapped all our hopes, 41l our work in past Bulleting and in the

‘discussions contained within this issue, has been ained at-achieving a

reticnal appreciation of the matorial and historical limitations

. imposed Gpon s 80 that we can drganise ourselves and’ our work in a
fashion which minimises these limitations rather than exaccerbates
them, ) o s .

. IHE IRSSONS OF THE BAST,

'i_Oﬂ”écurse, we don't épproach-ths prqbiems of.revolutidhéqj_organisation
~and practice in e vacuum but draw upon the -experience of the revolution-—
‘ary ‘fractions of the lest revolutitnary wave — in particular from the

Bolsheviks and tho German =nd Ttalisn Left. But if thet's our starting
point, we can't hope to go on from there and draw the relevant. lossons
unless ws understand how fundamentally our situstion differs from theirs,
To quote from MAnother Lodk at the Organisation Question" in Bulletin
No,2, in which_we_took g_detailed,look at.the situation ang practice

. of; the 'Bolsheviks,

. "In 1903, the Party could afford to pay about 30 fulltime distribut-

ors of ISKRA. (That's considerably larger than many entire organ-
‘“isations today,) By 1905, there wers just under 10,000 Bolsheviks.
As a result of the insurrection that rose to 34,000 by 1506. In
the same period, thore were about 14,000 Mensheviks,...Tn the RSDLE
as a-whole, in 1907, theFe wore 84.,000. excluding the .Bundist,
-Polish and Lettish sections, eene 411 this has to be set against

e total working ¢lass population of perhaps. 3% million.".

... Of cpurse), it{s;ﬁpt'jgs§7é‘qﬁes%ion ofjghmbefs;;Tﬂe'numbefs are only
f".gn'oxPﬁbssionfbf'thé much rore important political reality. that the

Bolsheviks, and the other revblutionary'frgctions, were-a liming part

., @f"the ‘class, Noting the size and inflaence of the revolutionary

fractivns is merely ancther wey of understanding that revoluticnary

“politics and tradition were firmly implanted in the class's own -
~conseiousness and activity, : . = RUREE T

© - Today, we're almost ﬁﬁimaginébly'rémote from'fhat-situatioh..he‘re

confronted with = at best - a fow hundred communists in the wholeé world
attempting 40 intervene in & werking clagss totally unfamiliar with o
revolutionary positions and its own' revoluticnary heritage and which"

remains totglly unaware of our;existehce:,We don't think anyone. in the



revolutionary movement today has openly and consciously confronted

this reality. In discussions with the CWO, for example, they could only
assert (with a certain amodint of uneasiress, to be sure,) that revolut-
ionaries had: known tininess and isolation before and referred us to
‘the genesid of the Boldsheviks and fo the post-4905 period of resction
‘in Russia, We can only repeat here what we replied- then - thess .
comparisons substantiate our point, The Bolsheviks. emerged as a strong
vigorous and nmerically substantial fraction of a much larger politiecal
movement, both in Russka afid.worldwide, And if the.defeat of 4905 prod=-
“uced organisational degimation, it left untouched the heritage of
thousands. of revolutionsries still at la¥ge within a olass familiar
with its own, revolutionary tradition; WE HAVE TO EE CLEAR THAT THE
SITUATION FACING US TODAY IS UNPRECEDENTED FOR HEVOLUTIONARIES FRIOR
~ TO A REVOLUTION..: - o ' L

We think this is a starting point for ensuring -that any ‘dismay
~engendered hy. a recogniticn' of the Iimitations ciroumseribihg the
- political acievements of the past decads doesn't become-a Teason for
abandonﬁﬁéfthosa;acigvemehté.iWe*dpn*t“have_any sympathy with the
_argument that since .attempts to build international, centralised
organisations. have always been’ &rippled  by. sectarianism we ‘should
" therefore turn our backs on centralisation. On the contrary, for us,
' the dchieVements of clarity and the creation of a miliey to defend
that clarity in an orgenised, continuing and stable fashion, is
inseperable from the commitment to the'necessity for‘s centralised
party. On this question we are entirely in agreement with the ICC
when they argue that the question is no longer "for.or against the
‘party" but "what kind of party", And we would extend that to say it's

" " no longer a question of "for or against centralisation" but.'what

king of centralisation". However, if ‘we agree on-the,question, it
‘should be clear to readers of the Bulletin that we begin to part
_company on the answer, - o . . '

THE_PRESENT.

For ug, the tininess and isolation of the revolutionary milieu has two
A majo;‘copsegpqnoes::}, U C

1) ‘First of éii,'i§ mé§né a mejor weakening in #ﬁéiﬁrdéééé by which

révolitionary fractions give voicé and shape to the.clarity which
- ‘emerges from.the activity of the cless as & wholé: The rupture between

. ~the class and,its‘;evbiutionarias means that,the process of clerific-

-ation 80 vital to the tasks.of .revolutiondries is condemned to take
‘placé in considerable isolation from its material base. The day-to-day
contact with the life of the class, the unceasing interpiay betwsen
comminist militants and the oclass as a whole at every level of strugglk
which 'was enjyed as a matter of course by the revolutionary fractions
of the past, is, totally denied te us, When revolutionaries of the last
-wave: "reflected" on the lessons of -the class's experience they did so
as a living part of the class in.4 fashion which, allowed them not only
- & sensitivity to the twists'and tufns‘of the developments of the
class's consciousness; but more importantly, provided them with an
; immediate feedback on the validity of their "ref'lections", The.
*Bolsheviks were implanted in the hesrt of the class not only because
- of their political clarity, but dialectically, the opposite was also
o druse They were politically clear beocause they were at the heart of
- the clags. - Lo e T

L
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““qu‘ugJ however, thsrsituationAis‘quite different. Not only Ares we

florced: ta warry. onthe ‘process of clarificstion from the position of
- virtual bystanders, but the fruits of this process, the political
' positions which underpin cur activity,‘arén’t.Subjéctj%q'théfsame
testing in the fires of the actual struggle.. We can't tell how valid
© or how wrong a positicn is simply by the response of the class to it

- éme}géﬁce]Qfxﬁoéitioné and, in the WEight'wa_%ccord_theh..Thé-briafest
. of glanceés at ths varigus "vitel' issues which have torn the communist
milieu 2part in the past decade :provides no shortage ¢f eviderice on

- this. From the CW0, alone we've had ‘an entire series of isaues

“proclaimed to bé absolutely essential to revoluticnary identity, -
~ the Falling Rate of Frofit Theory v.‘Luxsmburgism;ftha necessity for

R Labour-Time Vouchers. in the period of -transition,’ 1921 .ds ‘the: definitiw

: thefu‘ture' =

date for the demise of the revolution eto etc today, of course,
"they!ve ali;begn~repl§oéd¢by‘other'SQually "vital" issues (like Factoxy
Groups, for example) or bebome-merély‘areas‘fcr-debafé;fThe_QWOPs

. Trésponse to the débris left behind by‘this'sactarianism'is,simply to
;"apologiée,for'héing'wrbng_and insist thatithey'll be exira cargful in

revelutionary wave - an achievement which can'+ possibly be under-
estimated. But, as we've argued in past Bulletins and argus sgain in
texts in this one, their grasp of the materisl basis of monolithism and
sectarianism remained tragically ifcomplete; and that, despite miich
rhetoric to the contrary, the end result was an edificaAoﬁ‘mOnolithism
end sectarisnism svery bit as. stifling as that of the'Ciots,

v HERRE TR AR v .

Je're not arguing hera_thatqgurﬁﬂfagility_and'isolafiénimeanSJthat we
'should néver take Up positions for fesr that we're wrong. Wnat we're
arguing for, is, that in the sbsence of that vital,input,gnﬁsacrﬁﬁiny
. £Fom the class itself, we-must sxercise a much greater ‘caution about
VHHEN €0 take Wp a position, and that when we Judge “the timé to be ripe,
we exercise a much greater caution sbout the WEIGHT we give any
position, THE. EAGERNESS WITH WHICH THE I0C. FOH EXAMPIE, HAVE IFAPT

ENALYSES - THE IERT TN OFFOSITION, THE IEFT IN POVER, MACHTAVELLTANTSM
etc - IS THE VERY FIESH AND BLOOD OF SECTARIANISM. We believe;.and
expepggpcq_pggps?us_outggﬁh;t in"the présent periodi'iﬁﬁsihp attitude

b

dcnary milieu,

2) CENTRALISATION, . .. ..

We think that these arguments apply with equal forece to the question of
centralisation, If the question of the moment is "what kind of central-
isation", we don't think it can be answered in the abstract, or in
advance, but must take as its starting point vur extreme fragility and
isclation. In this situation, divorced from the invigorating effect of
the life of the class, and lacking the natural checks and balances which
flow from that, the pressures towards a sect-like behaviour and all



6.

the paraphernalia which accompanies thet - bureauci:‘afishu, cliquism

T and sulvism - must be enormous. Ve've already shown in pest issues
. how the ICC, for example, while thecretically rejecting Lénin's

demecratic osntralism, have in practice oreated central oirgars more
absclute, mors powerful and more monolithic than anything that was
ever seen in the Bolshevik Party pricr to the counter-revolution,
Again, we don't think our argument here leads “to an abandonmént of

~ centralisation; but towards = centralisation which is congistently

ewars of the pressures on it 4n the present period, arid which there-
fore@ places the emphasis not on monolithic homogeneity ‘and not on

- rigid discipline with Itself at the head; but on a method” of working

which is moré-COhcgrnedTWith involving ATI, in the_tasks"of'thg organ~
isation and which opehs up and aids the process of clarification,

B Ail'thgsg a;gumenfs:ﬁ?éﬁdeveloped at grenter. length in the following
: __tekts:‘ﬂll‘we.WantJto argue in thismintrodubtionfisft@at;if;theﬁcﬁippling
 welght of mm sectarimnism and menolithism is to be seriously rejected,

then wishful thinking and pious rhetoric is insuffigienti- Our

desires must be condretely reflected in the: way that we . work and in
the way that we organise ourselves; Ahd'ih“the'éurrent'périod} that
must méan an organigation which is miich more Open, much moré flexible
and which defines itself more brosdle ang less specifically than do
orgenisations like the ICC and the CWO, Ve have regrouped ourselves
into a mew organisation, not because weé'think we have moré: correct
answers thari ‘other currently existing organisations but because. we
believe we are putting forward a better way of asking more’ correct
quesations, - R

o % x w ow ow ® o %
The next section of the Bulletin contains:

1) in eﬁchange_of letters between Leeds and AbérdeeﬁZEdinbﬁrgh;

2) A presentation madé at a meeting in leeds Ey'bng'df the ‘4berdeen

éomrades}”f

' 3) Four présentations made at a subsequent meeting in Aberdeen which

" produced the final decision to regroup,

&) An introduction to an assessment of the présent balance of class

forces by the Leeds comrade plus an addition by one of the Aberdeen
comredeg, S ' o T S

) An introduction to the general guestion of taki#é_ﬁOsitions.
" (Aberdeen) S - _ o :

¢) An introduction to the question of centralisation, (Averdeen).

d) A Presentation on the practical consequsnees5f6r16réaﬁisation.
{4berdeen), :



