. lies.
: mote particular interests, to destroy others.

" real history back to it,
. from the graveyard dug by the bourgecisie we draw
forth the lessons of the past, we clarify the

- has taken this responsibility,
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British Revolutionaries of 'the 19305

What will History say?
History will as usual tell lies.

Well yes and no. men tell lies. Classes tell
They use historical narrative to pro-

Lies are endemic to the process of class stru-
ggle. At times the "lies of history” assume
monstrous proportions, Victims are left for dead
and finally the victoricus class tries to bury
them hoping that by hiding them from sight all
knawledge of the defeated will be lost to his—
tory.

The working class and its militants have suffered
thus at the hands of the bourgecisie's ideologues.
#They have done their best to suppress, hide and
bury the traditions of the proletariat. Lies
have been told about Chartism, the Cammme, the
Russian Revolution and more recently the miners'
strike. These are ocnly a few of thousands of
possible examples which all have cne thing in com
mon: destruction of the historical traditicns of
the working class's struggle., Revolutiocnaries
should not stand idly by in this battle. Part
of the struggle for the constitution of the prol-
etariat as a revolutionary force is taking its

By rescuing cur "dead"

present and we build an alternative tradition . .
which challenges the lies propofiated by the bour-
geoisie,

It is heartening to see how seriously WILDCAT
Its panphlet

‘ Class War on the Home Front returns to the prol-
¢ etariat one moment of its revoluticnary history,
¢ that of the Anti-Parliamentary Cammmist Federatian

(APCF). This organisation was based in Scotland
and grew out of those elements which had opposed
the Third International's call for participation
in parliam entary action. Guy Aldred was cne

of the leading figures in the movement., Although
it included those who had been in the Glasgow

. Anarchist Group it was not an anti-Bolshevik
- coalition, although subsequently it turned against
: the "Bolshevik state”,

The APCF is much less

- well known than those of the Ttalian and German

- Left Camimist traditicns.

Nonetheless, a care—

- ful study of the articles reprinted in this pam-

fused than its Buropean counterparts.

phlet clearly illustrates that a genuine revol-
utionary organisation was alive and well {relativ-
ely) and living in Britain in the 1920s-1930s,

The fact that it failed to develop a continuity
on a par with that of the Italian tradition is
not in itself a denial of its révolutionary
nature nor an indication that it was more con-
Before
any such judgements can be made one must know not

only the general programme of the APCF but also

the context within which it was promulgated,

To reject the APCF simply because it failed to
survive the Second World War and has not left_any
direct descendants is to fall into the bourgeois
syndrame of only the "victoricus" are worthy of

{Shaw)

notice. There are no necessary historical reas-
ons why a clear proletarian group must survive, . .
Defeat and dissolution are just as much part of
proletarian history as is "organic contimiity”,

The APCF did achieve political clarity. This is
apparent from the fact that it disseminated a
notion of the decadence of capltal. ‘This idea -
stood at the heart of the critique of capital
which was made by revoluticnaries in the years
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"inmediately following the end of the First World
War. The idea of decadence of capltal showed,
and contimues to show, that the era of proletarian
revolution was at hand. Despite the fact that
the APCF characterised itself as an amarcho-
marxist it is clear that it conceived decadence
in historical tenms, drawn from a marxist trad-
ition rather than the world of moral absolutes
g0 often found in the history of anarchism.
In its call to Anti-Parliamentarians (1940) the
APCF said,
"During the upswing period of capitalism,
when it was developing and expanding, it
was possible to grant concessions to the
working class because of the increase in
productivity and the resultant increase in
profits . . . The present period of capit-
alist decline is one in which no conces- '
sions are possible for the working class.
- « « Democracy, Parliamentarianism and
Parliamentary organisation became cbsolete
and cannot be tolerated." (pp. 21-32.)
In other words the age of reformism had passed.
This meant that organisations which had formerly
been part of the working class movement were
henceforward part of capital most notably, trade
unions. Trade unions,said the APCF, "were formed
oan a craft basis and anly arcund the camodity,
not the class-struggle" (p.I5): “Consequently,
revoluticnaries could no -longér work within them,
trying to move them leftward into revoluticnary




positions. By their very nature they were beyond
recall into the revolutionary struggle; But the
APCF realised that the economic struggle still
remained the focal point for class-politiqa} act-
ivity. Unlike the Socialist Party of Gréat’
Britain the APCF did neot fall into the cretinism
of viewing the daily struggle as independent of
and “separate fram the political, It believed
that it was in the economic struggle that the
working class forged its political consciousness:
"by such training, they must pass to the ATTACK
and destroy the coercive power of the ruling
class". (p.I7)

We might quarrel with the sophistication of the
arguments which the APCF used to demonstrate the
validity of the notion of decadence and its con-
secuences but the fact that it was struggling
for clarity on the question is proof of its
revolutionary credentials,

The APCF had taken in lessons of the working
class's struggle. Rejecting parliament and trade
unions it recognised that the proletariat had it~
self created organisational forms appropriate to
the era of revolution these were "all-in Scviets
and Councils of Action”. It was within these
forms that the working class was to develop its
consciousness and becane a class which was self-
reliant, a class for itself.

These elements of clarity which are found in the

programe of the APCF came together in the years

of war and emerged as a full-blown opposition to

the imperialist slaughter of I939-45, It should
. be noted that this opposition , which was not

LIST TO-DAY.

24.

pacifist, was as strong after Russian entered the
bloody battle. What was true in I9T4 was also
the case in 1939:revolutionary credentials were
gauged by the extent to which an organisation
opposed inter-imperialist war., In I9T4 Lenin's
stand was a bedcon in an otherwise dark world,
The war had to be opposed; it had to be turned
into a class civil war because the proletariat
haxJi-l nothing to gain from inter imperialist stru-
ggle, .

The APCF issued its call to Anti-Parliamentarians
in 1940, in the midst of war. This was a time _
when many thousands of working class militants had
been seduced into defending cne of two positions:
either they defended democracy against fasciam or
they sided with Russia which had not then entered
the war (it had signed a “non-aggression" pact .
with Germany). The APCF was not fooled by either

of these positions,. It recognised that both
were anti-working class.

Despite the fact that the APCF had been the vic-
tim of profound confusicn during the Spanish Civil
War (see below) it was able to draw itself back
from the brink of reaction and adopt a revolut-
ionary stance. It rejected the idea that the
war against German fascism was a question of def-
ending the lesser-evil of democracy against fascism
nor was it a guestion of locking for guidance to
the so-called Socialist Fatherland of Russia.
In 1942, after Russia had entered the war, the
APCF took wp a stand which puts it on the the
side which Lenin had defended in I9I4. ‘The
anti-parliamentarians called for,
“victory over Hitlerism and Mikadoism - by
the -German and Japonese workers, and the
simaltanecus. overthrow of all Allied Imp-
erialists by the workers in Britain and
America. We also wish to see the rein-
stitution of the Workers's Soviets in
Russia and the demolition of the Stalinist
bureacracy. In a word, we fight for the
destruction of ALL inperialism by the Prol-
etarian World Revolutian," (p.5I)
Isn't this in the same spirit of Lenin when he had
written,
“Transform the present imperialist war into
a civil war - is the only correct proletar-
ian slogan . . , However difficult such a
transformation may appear at any given time
Socialists will never relinquish systematic
persistent, undeviating, preparatory work
in this direction, since war has beccme
a fact." :
Make no mistake; to take a stand against the war
in the 1940s was no easy matter. Not only had
revolutionaries to cope with ideclogical struggle
for clarity, the forces of the British state it
had also to face up to the mafor threat posed by
the agents of Stalinism. Among these was the
the Communist (sic) Party. After Russia entered
the war the CP branded all those who refused to
fight fascism as enemies who not anly had to be
attacked in print but alsoc had to be named and
if possible executed.

The APCF was neither intimidated nor fooled. Its
ability to came out against the war despite world~
wide campaigns waged by Stalinists and Trotskyists

. is a sign of the Federation's revolutionary worth,

Opposition to the siren calls of these two anti-

' working class currents was based upon an emergent

critique of Russia which characterised it ag
a form of state capitalism, = This capitalist

. formation was born from the ruins of the Revoluticon
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‘and built upon the lives of tens of thousands of
workers: ‘
"The defeat of the proletariat in Germany
in I9I9 and I923 was instrumerital in aban-
doning the idea of World Revoluticn,
and the Russian Dictatorship of the Prol-
etariat was supplanted by Dictatorship of
of the Camunist Bureaucracy." (p.I19)

Once again we might take issue with sauwe of the
arquments used to show the capitalist nature of
Russia (the APCF drew much of its theoretical
programme from the work of Paul Mattick), But
as with the broad notion of decadence so with

the notion of state capitalist Rusgia: the APCF
had grasped the fundamental lesson that the wark~
"ing class no longer held any power in Russiz

and that irrespective what Trotskyists said the
fact of the eradication of private capital was
not in itself an indication of a working class
economic structure. This perniciocus lie which
was and continues to be propogated by leftists
was a major ideological weapon used by the Soviet
bourgecisie's ideolgues to dupe the warking class,

Overall, these positions of the' APCF are not minor.
They locate it firmly within the revolutionary

. tradition. It was one of a very small murber of

~ groups with kept the banner of cammmism flying

in the dark days of the I930s.

- It was of course subject to a variety of weaknesses
both in their practise and in their theory., It
was an error for the organisation to see itself as

a blend of the best of marxism and anarchism.

The fact that the APCF in part grew out of the

Glasgow Anarchist Group helps explain why it att-

empted to sguare this particular circle. The

very fact that the anarchist elements were able

- to unite with others in the light of the lessons

of the struggle in Russia (APCF was formed I923)

indicates how far they ceased to be in thrall to

the individualist philosophy of anarchism, ‘The

APCF allied itself with the marxist Workers'

Camumist Party of Germany. Same revolutionaries

now argue that the KAPD was anarcho syndicalist

and that it failed to recognise the absolute need

for the revoluticnary party. This is a confusion

and/or a lie (see Bulletin 2 pp.33-4I). Like

: the KAPD the APCF did not reject the need for

a distinct revolutionary organisation:

" "Against the intellectual rescurces and mat-
erial organisation of the bourgeoisie we

©..mast erect an organisation which cannot
spring up overnight, because of the nature
of things, but which must be created by
the strugile of years and decades, We
must bring conscicusness to the class stru-
ggle. We must build the party, the only
means of bringing that consciousness." (p.69)

There is, however, no doubt that the anarchistic
tone of the organisation played a major part in
leading the APCF towards the defence of reaction
during the Spanish Civil War. The anti-parliam-
entarians were not the cnly revolutionaries to

be duped Ly capital during this imperialist stru-
agle. The way they were fooled does point to
particular confusions. In their introduction to
the APCF's Spanish Civil War texts WILDCAT editors
write that "it is saild that such was the danination
the anarchist elements established in the APCF at
this time that the marxist - menbers were at ane
stage banned fram spesking for the group on its
public platformm”.(p.28) Unfortunately we are

not told who "said" this nor are we directed to

Ethel MacDonald - a leading
Glasgow Anti-Parfiamentarian.

Ethel MacDonald addressing a Sunday meeting in
Hyde Park, July 1938,
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material which might enlighten us. Not very
useful editorial work. If this hearsay is in
fact accurate then it is well worth documenting
hot only to highlight the confusions of the APCF
but also to clarify any oppositicn which might
have stood cut against the anarchistic strands,
However, irrespective of this particular editor-
ial weskness it remains clear that the APCF was
profoundly canfused by the war in Spain. It was
unable to take up a consistently critical stance
to the republicanism and refonmism which sided
with and was the heart of the anti-fascist side
of the struggle. Like thousands of others and
like many cammmists the APCF was totally (or was
it?) lost in the face of the mass militancy in
Spain, militancy which was harnessed to imperial-
ist ends. The antl-parliamentarians supported
the campletely reactionary CNT-FAT and at the same
time fell into the trap of calling on the British
state to "drop its policy of non-intervention®. (p.29)
The fact that it did not, unlike the Cammunist
Parties, manage to mabilise thousands to fight in
Spain does not wipe away this major weakness,

The anti-fascist stance which swept through the



working class in I936 was important in helping
mobilise the proletariat for the slaughter of the
I1940s.

But as we have seen the debacle of Spain did not
destroy the organisation. It did learn lessons.
It did fight against the threat of falling into
reformism. There were maments when it seemed as
if the organisation might relapse into reacticnary
stance (see for example p.43 and the ambiquity

of arguments being put forward on Russia v a
menber) , Indeed, a case could be made out for
the APCF's cammitment to cpeness in discussiop
might be taken as an inherent weakness. Thits is
not to say that openess is by definition a weakn-
ess. It is not, a fact vhich the CBG has argued
at sare length in previous Bulletins, But the

" point 1s to whan do you add¥resg this openess,

At an organisational level it must be within the -
ane milieu that is, the revolutichary movement,
The degeneration which undermined the political
fractions of the working class in the I920s-30s
made recognition of this movement very difficult.
There is a "feeling" (admittedly a very imprecise
critical point) when reading the APCF's call for
openess that it is directing itself to reacticnary
organisations. This, given the context of degen-—
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eration, should hardly surprise us.. It remains
an impossible question to answer whether thef call
for openess in the I940s would have resulted in
a mament of class collaboration, as it bad in 1936,
if there had been, as expacted, a wave of class
militancy over Eurcpe. Unlike I9I8 the end of
the war was not followed by a revolutionary surge.
A Labour Government was elected in Britain, Onee
again the politics of reformism swept over the
working class. The post war period got underway
and slowly built towards the economic "miracie"

of full employment and "consumerism”. In this
process revolutionaries found themselves isolated.
A tradition was destroyed and many revolutionaries
succurbed to the ideclogy of reformism, most not-
ably in the context of the APCF is the sad degen—
eration of Guy Aldred, Nanetheless, this decline
should not be aliowed to cbscure an important
moment in the proletariat's history. All those
who would now aspire to take up the revoluticnary
banner should aocguaint themselves with their
history. Read this pamphlet.

Flett

R

NOTE:

extended critical piece on the editorial work of

WILDCAT.. " This is because we think the reprinting

of the APCF texts are of paramount importance for
the reasans we state in the introductien to this
review. Criticisms could be aimed at the edit-
orial work of WILDCAT: there is a peculiarly
un-historical approach to the growth of Council
Communism, a tendency to project the notion back-
. wards and forwards with little regard for the
formative context of the specific notion; but a
lot of regard for picking and choosing ones pol-
itical progenitors. ‘There is no simple moral
ground vpon which we can decide to stand from
which we can discwn all others who do not match
up to our demands.,
Plex process of development which encanpasses a
variety of stances which hold within them any .
nurber of starting points.,
artificial manner what they deem to be Council
Cammunist WILDCAT rupture the reality of the

working class's history, Thé worst example of this

approach is seen in its treatment of Bolshevism. .

BRI R

Proletarian history is a cam

Thus to isolate in an

We have intenticnally avoided here writing an

WILDCAT seem to be unable to summount the anti-
Bolshevik stance which was to be found in the
polities of Mattick, Ruhle et al in the I930s.,

This stance does not see the Rolsheviks as a
reacticnary group in the '30s but as part of
capital from its inceptiem, Hence the "Bolshevik
Revolution" was fram the very begining said to

be a capitalist dne. WILDCAT's reluctance to '
accept the proletarian credentials of the Rolshevik
Party would seem to stem fram this Council Cammun-
ist approach. For example no mention is made of
the definitive stance taken by Lenin in I9I4 again-
st the War, 2nd again, it seems significant the
way WILDCAT go for a simplistic analysis of the

way party and class developed in Russia: "The
example of Russia shows what happens when revolut-
lonary leadership passes into the hands of a
political party".{p.60) WILDCAT should pay closer
attention to the texts which they themselves have
reprinted and give up’ its mealy-mouthed approach
to the Bolshevik Party and what it calls its
"bloody dictatorship”. {p.59)
Bourgeois history tells lies,

. don't campound the
prcblem by taking these into

the communist movement,

CLASS WAR ON THE HOME FRONT can be chtained fram

WILDCAT,

c/o Raven Press,
75 piccadilly,
Manchestexr MI 2BU

B R
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" Blast From The Past

Workers of the ‘World Unite.
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have nothing to lose but your chains:
_You have a world to win, _(Marx)

To Anti-parliamentarians

! For many years the left cammmist groups- have been spoken of as Anti=

| Parliamentarians due to their opposition to parlismentary activity. We,
as a matter of fact, have the title A.P.C.F. During the reformist era
of capitalism this title although long-winded was quite correct. It
¢ifferentiated us fram the parliamentary socialists in the labour move-
ment.

During the upswing period of capitalism, when it was developing and
expanding, it was possible to grant concessions to the working class
because of the increase in productivity and the resultant increase in
profits. These reforms however, were seldam granted without much
struggle. There were victories and defeats in both wings of the move-
ment.

The present period of capitalist decline is one in which no concess-
ions are possible for the working class. Further, we have definitely
left the era of democracy, the era of free campetition. This democracy
which served the conflicting interests of small capitalists during the
developing stage, is now no longer campatible. Monopoly capitalism in
a period of permanent crisis and war finds dictatorship and terror the
only means to ensure it a tranquil proletariat. The abolition of the
right to strike and its "fifth colum" activity - despite the fact that
it has completely captured the official Trade Union and ILabour Party
crganisation - demonstrates this excellently. .

Democracy, Parliamentarism and the Parliamentary organisation became
obsolete and cannot be tolerated. Britain follows Germany in putting
forward only one candidate for election. Fascism is being introduced
with the aid of the Labour Party which is campletely incapable of
taking an independent working class position.

This development renders the controversy of the parliamentarians in
the movement with the left cammmist groups obsolete. The name anti-
parliamentary therefore is historically outdated and should be discard-
ed. In its place the better title council communism should be used as .=
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it designates as a name the major principle difference between the old
and new labour movement. This difference on the role that organisation
plays in the class struggle and in the revolution is of increasing
importance, while the question of parliamentary activity is of very
much decreasing importance.

In contradistinction to the old form of party organisation, univers-
ally cammon to the parliamentary politicians in the old labour move-
ment, the new labour movement holds that the workers' committees, the
soviets, the workers' councils of action, are the real fighting organ—
isations of the working class.

Therefore let us pass the name A.P.C.F. into the keeping of history.

Let all similar groups likewise discard their sectarian labels and
unite under a cammon banner. Co-ordination is becaming a vital necess-
ity to make the best use of our combined resources. Meantime, with
group autoncmy, let us all adopt, say, the name The Council Cammunists,
so that under this banner the scattered revolutionary groups can gather
together as groups of council cammunists capable of aiding the workers
in the struggle. When a lead is necessary, giving a lead; where
criticism is necessary, giving criticism. But all the time remambering
that this is a class struggle and the class needs of the workers tran-
scend all. o - -

The banner of revolutionary non-compramise is the bamner of the
successful social revolution. :

To this banner we recall the old Anti-Parliamentarians, whose
experience of the past and whose canradeship is now so necessary. To
this banner we call the youth who suffer the effects of capitalist
m.

Now is the time to build the shock troops of the coming socialist
revelution.

Pending the f£inal show-down with capitalism there will arise many
issues on which all revoluticnaries, irrespective of section, SHOULD
agree. For such cbjects we ought to put our party loyalty second to
class loyalty which all profess;~in order to attain the maximum

ssible striki - To do otherwise, as is all too common, is a
dereliction of class duty. '

(September-October 1940)
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