T

i

"Bllss it was In that dawn , . ."Wordsworth's
sentiment about the French Revolution might wel!
have been written by those who |ived through +he
polltical ferment of the late 1960s. This was a
+ime when to would-be revolutionarles everything
seemed possible. |magination was the gulde and it
looked as If reality could be made +to conform to
I+s demands. But twenty years on the world has
changed, Gone TIs much of +the |lght-hearted
euphorfa and naive optimfsm., The dream of 1968 has
turned Into, If not a nightmare then at least
something whlch is more hard-faced, grinding and
“realistle". The goesl remalins +hat of +the
classtess soclety but not only has our under-
standing of how this Is to be achieved changed, the
very cohtext of actlon is dramatically dlfferent
from the days when "to be young was very heaven",

Twenty years on from the May Days of 1968 [s a
convenient moment to reflect upon the development
of +the revolutionary movement, to pender I+s
strengths, 1ts weaknesses and Its future.

Firstly, let's say something about the politlics and
the context of the upsurge of 1968. The decade of
the 1960s was the period when +the apparently
unstoppable growth of post-war capltatlist recon-
struction began to falter, The economic "miracle",
of |1ttle more than 15 years duratlon, was comlng
to an end, the rate of "accumulatfon" went Into
decline and there re-emerged the old capltallst
bogey of general economic stagnatlen. In +he 1950z
economles had grown considerably, particularly
those of western capftallism, They had gone far
beyond not only the trough of the 1930s Depresslon
but also the war-time accumulation of the '40s.
The bourgecisle galned not only by extending the
structure of capital but also it seemed as If
slgnificant sectors of the working class were
gaining unprecedented materTal beneflts from the
post-war reconstruction. Paradoxlcally these galns
made by the working class were predlicated upon the
massfve hlstorlical defeet 1+ had suffered +two
decades earller, Economic growth of the kind
witnessed in the 1950s was only posslible because of
the exfstence of two earller mutually complimentary
conditions: the defeat of the European proletarist
in the '20s and '30s and the subsequent ablilty of
Imperlellsm to unleash war upon the world. The
- destructlon of class consclousness, Increased
exploltation and the devaluation of capltal In +the
war was just the shot-In—the-arm +that +he
bourgeofsle needed 1o restert . a period of
accumu lation.

From 1945 until the mid 1960s I+ seemed az If not
only had the bourgeoisie of western capltallsm
solved their economic problems but also +that mass
class wide proletarian struggle was a thing of the
past, This vision of a "classless society", of the
emergence of soclal consensus wlthin a managed
economy, was eplitomised [p the bourgeols notlons of
t+he 'End of ldeclogy' and Keynslanism. irenlcally,
part of the would=be revolutionary movement of +the
1960s was profoundly impressed, or rather bllghted,
by these vislions,

Despite whet bourgeols ideclogists belleved and
Irrespective of the tendency for greater accum-
ulatlon to occur in the West, class struggle had
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hof gone away. S*rikes and other manlfestations of

- the proletariatt!s existence |1tter the period (not

te mention the massive struggles which swept the
Russfan block}, At the same +Ime there emerged In

_the West mass Inter-class movements which were, to
.8 large extent, the breeding ground for revel-—

utionary milItants. Nuclear DIsarmament In Europe,

_CIvll Rights [n America, to some extent both
-coalescing in the Anti-Vietnam War struggles, were

the ferments within whlch the conscliousness of many
wore formed and which ultimetely had expiosive
force In 1968,

The general condltion which underplnned the events
of 1968 was the slowing down Tn the rate of capital
accumuiation and the subsequent need to boost the
rate of exploltation, Thus there emerged
conditions for social upheavels which went beyond
reglon and sector,

Where did revolutlonaries stand In relatfon +o his
post-war melange? Before revolutionarles could
effectively work In this envircnment certaln basie
realltles hed to be more or less grasped: the
defeats of +the Twentles and Thirties and +the
existence of +he so-called "Sociallist World" of
Russfa. Some sort of understanding of these two
elements plus an explanation of the period of
reconstruction - were essential parts of

~revolutionary |1fe In the 1960s,

One example of how a revolutlonary organisation
confronted and resclved these problems is that of
the British based Solldarity, Desplte Its maln
strength being In Brifaln this organisation not
only had Influence beyond one capitalist state I+
was also the mouthplece for the theories of Paul
Cardan a thinker whose views Influenced events In
1968, Also 1t is true to say thet the core of the
re~born revolutionary movement in Brltalrn in t+he

1970s was largely formed from ex-Solldarity
mlllt+ants.

Cardan, +he Great Man of Sol 1darity, was a
reconstructed Trotskylist who managed to blend
elements of Keynslanism, bourgeols soclology and
degenerated proleterian positions. The success of
Cardan's theories was buflt upon, to 2 great
extent, the very shaky foundations of a flourlshing
capitalism, a capltallsm which had shown signlf-
lcant growth over a perlod of not much more than
one and a half decades., Cardan and his organ—
Isatlonal acolytes were mesmerised by the perliod of
reconstruction, They both fell viletim to the
bellef that as economlc growth was now continuous,
as states were now able to Intervene and manage
economies so the classlc marxist theory of crisis
and exploitetion was no longer relevant. Indeed
Marxism was characterlised as not only historicalty
redundant but mlso a "tradltional™ theory which was
essentlally bourgeols, The notion +that +he
exploltative class relatlons of capitalism were
Inevitably economfcally unstable was dismlissed as
so much nonsense, Cardan belleved that +he
"gradual fncrease in llving standards Is
inevitable”, +his because economies were under
r&tional control and not subject to the vagarles of
hidden laws. In this type of analysis the ha!l-
marks of Keynsianlism are clear for all to see,
Cardan's empirical observation of the post-war
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Hevelopmenf of capitalism was mediated by Keyns[an
aeconomlcs. Apart from thls he worked wlth
theorles on bureaucracy promulgated by sociclogists
such as Michels and Weber, afsc notions from the
Frankfurt School and |ibertarian counclllist views
found In the works of revolutionarles such as Anton
Pannekoek, This eclecticism produced a theory
which banished the marxlan proletarlat from the
stage of history. The very idea of a revolutionary
class had no real meaning In the work of Cerdan,
Although Seclldsrlity often directed Itself at
workers there was no necessary reason why thls
should be so, Once the classlic marxlan theory of
explolftation had been rejected to be replaced by
one based on alienation and which saw revolts
agatnst allenatlon as the central contradiction of

"modern capltalfsm", so any attempt +o Intervene In

industrlal struggles was merely a question of
contingency,

Cardan's notlon of alienatlion has 11ttie In common
with that found Tn Marxism. HIs philosophy hinges
upon an Individuallst ontology which has more In
common with the empiricism of David Hume than the
histerical ly constructed one avowed by Marx,

Not surprisingly, when tens of thousands of "de-
classe" students and milllons of workers all over
Europe took to the streets and went on strike fn
the 1960s Solldarity believed that this flnally
val [dated T+s politiecal and phllosophical
programme. Parls In 1968 was seen as the great
struggle agalnst alienatlion:

" undoubtedly the greatest revol-
utionary upheaval in Western
Europe since +the Parls Commune
{(N.B. not since 1817) . .+ .
thousands began +*o query the
whole principle of hlerarchy . .
. There wasn'+t an teconomic
crisis! even In the loosest sense

| of the term . ., . The falling

‘ . rete of profit just didn't come
{fnto the pleture . . .+ The
central confllet to which all
others are refated is the
conflict between order-glvers and
order-takers",

Ironical ly, at this moment of apogee, at +his
moment when Solldarity seemed +to find Its
historical justifleatlon the ground upon which 1t
had established Its historical reallty began 4o
slip from under i+t. And In this process of
dissolution many revelutionaries, not only those
who had followed the precepts of Cardan, were
thrown into a state of some confuslon, They found
themselves faced with problems which, whilst they

were not wholly new in the history eof revolutionary
struggle, were articulated In a new environment.

The very coﬁdl#lbn--ihléh Céﬁdan clalmed was no
longer of any relevance, economic crisls, began +to
re—emerge In the heartlands of Europe to haunt both
the bourgecisle and revolutionaries. The wave of

strikes which swept across Europe In the late 1960s
rather than being the product of some indlvidualist

rallenation”, workers separated from the declislon
makIng process, was in fact a response to direct
attacks upon workers In Industry, Certainly
striking workers made "declislons®™; they reslsted
the demands of "order-glvers" but this was no more
than the "traditional™ collective class response to
Increased rates of exploltation. Without thls the
working cless is nothing., Solldarlty and Cardan
missed the point that collective action arose from
the universal conditlon of exploitation whieh
identifles the class sltuation of workers. In the

late 1960s the re-emergence of the economic
problems of capitallsm pressed down upon the
working class, Although  atrophication of
Solldarlity's polltica! brain prevented It from
grasping the dynamfes of the growing erisis |+
was, nonetheless, capable of sensing that something
was happenlng to capitallism. By 1971 one of the
organisation's experts In economics couid write:

" The problem of continued stabl1lty
In advanced capitallist economles
need not imply that economles Is

no longer of interest to
socialists. Some economlie prob-
lems are still relevant",

St1tl relevant! iIn 1988 the nalvety of <+his

statement Is somewhat startling. But for a-
Cardanist to even hint at+ such a thing was akin to
preaching heresy.

Regardless of what the Cardanist Canutes betlfeved
the unfolding of the economic crisis could not be
stopped, If we take the British economy as a
particular example of a general trend we can see
that al| the classlic manlfestations of decline were
more and more to be found: declining rates of
profitabliity and a growing pool of unemployed.
Glyn and Sutctiffe calculated that pre—tax rate of
proflt (not direct!y equivelent 4o the marxist rate
of profit) declined by about 30% between 1964-71.
Not surprisingly, as profli+tablli+y dec)ined so also
did the rate of economic growth, falllng by 50% tn
the same perlod. SlImultaneously, and as a conse-
quence, unemployment soared. At the +ime of the
French May Days of 1968 unemployment in BrPt+aln
stood at about half a mlllfon; by 1971 thls had
risen to almost 600,000 an Increase of 60%, By
today's standards thls Is small beer, But in 1971
1t was unprecedented in the post— war period.
Hundreds of <thousands of workers on the dole
marked not only the bankruptecy of capltallsm but
also that of Cardanism and its related fdeologles.

At one and the same time the onset of crlisls
presented revolutlonaries with severe problems and
new possibilities. The problems boiled down to
comlng to terms with the end of capl+alist recon-
struction and the possibllifles were presented by
the global nature of the crisis,

Like the life of the May=Fly the optimism of May's8
was briefly experlenced. But ff was not all In
vain, for there did emerge from i+ t+he core of the
revolutionary movement which exlsts today.

The reassertlon, albeft at a low level, of the
economic crisls of capltallsm meant the ecllipse of
the movements of the 1960s. Many revolutlonaries
found themselves faced with the need to reconstruct
thelr visfons of what constltuted +he class
dynamics of capltallsm. The sTmplistlic |lbertarlan
nostrums so Important In the 1960s no longer
worked, New organisational principles and practice
were needed as was a coherent critique of bourgeols
soclety. Only the much desplsed marxlsm could
supply this,

But it was not some Imprecise marxism which could
come to rescue the dlsorientated movement. 1t
could only be a marxlsm which was aware of the real
revolutionary legacy of +the period 1917-20s; a
marxism which reclaimed the historlcal experlenge
of the working class and which pointed the way
forward to a re-born [International communist
organisation, There were, and thls remalns true
today, only two strands of marxism capable of
supplying clarity on lessons of the past and giving
guidance for the future; the traditions of the
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Ttallen and German Left Communlsts were +he only
ways forward. In effect this meant that 1f a new
ortentation was to be achleved It needed the Inter-
ventlon of exlIsting organfsations which dsfended
these traditions, elther those Itailan groups which
looked to the bordighist tradltfon for Inspiratien
or the hybridist stance of the French group
Revelutlon Internationale (RI). In the event the
Itallan groups were elther unable or unwilling to
take up the challenge of the defeats of 1968-70.
It fell to Rl to take the Initiative, to try and
organise and lead the dlsparate and confused
revolutionary minorlitles which survived into the
early 1970s and which reallsed the Inadequacy of
the tired old Itbertarian myths.

As far as the British experience goes Rl made a
cruclal Interventfon 1In 1975 when [t set out
perspectives for a revolutionary reallgnment +o a
meeting of mlllitants In Liverpoel. At +he time a
number of revolutionarles resented the certalnties
and the "arrogance™ of Rl which seemed to drop Into
the meeting like a parachutist. But In retrospect
It Is clear that the certalntles and the arrogance
‘were simply greatsr clarity. It was an organ-
Isation committed to merxism in general and the
‘Left Communist +radftion In particutar. The
perspectives 1t offered were to become the guiding
principles for the greater part of the revol-
utlonary movement of the 1970s,

From 1973-75 the nascent movement developed and
grew In slze and coherence. | will not detail +he
trials and tribulations of this period sufffce [+
to say that at this time there emerged two groups
:which were +to make. fundamental contributions
‘towards defining and organising revolutlonaries.,
These groups were the Infernationa! Cozmunlst
Current (ICC a dlrect outgrowth of RI) and
Revolutlonary Perspectives (RP later +ransmuted
fnto the Communist WMorkers Organisation, CWO0).
Regardless of how the CW0 has viewed the ICC and
assessed it the letter's contributlon 1o +he
reformation of the revolutionary milieu made I+ by
far the most Important revolutionary organisatlon
of the 1970s. HNot only had I+ a genuine Inter—
national presence but it was also imbued with a
political critique which was firmly rooted in an
historlcal apprecistion and appropriation of the
class dynamlcs of capltalism, Working from the
Insights of Rl the ICC eschewed a-historical
absolutes such as trades unfonism Is and always has
been antl-working class, In oppositfon to this
sterile approsch It argued for the necessity of
recognising the dlifference between progressive and
decadent phases of soclal and historical
development, It was only by grasping the mean ing
of +the present decadence of capltalism that
revolutionaries could understand the nature of
reformism in &l Its manifestatlons: +rades
unfonlfsm, labourlsm ete. At the same +ime this
historleisation of working class experience forced
revolutionaries to reassess the nature of +he
Soviet Unlon 1in general and the meaning of
Bolshevism In particular, This latter problem
presented Itself as a crucla! Issue to the born-
again revolutlonertes of 1973,

Those who came from +the 'Ilbertarian +tradition
~ personified by Cardan had at one and the same +1me
weakness and strength In facing up %o these Issues,
Thelr strength lay In Cardanlsm's rejection of
notions of the Soviet Unlen as a form of soclallst
soclety. Unfortunately this recognitlon was rooted
in the Idea that belng an hiersrchical soclety
Russla was simply a varlant of "modern capitalism",
And, flowing from this, [oglcally concluded that

the Bolsheviks had always been pert of the
|

- emergence of the Sovlet Union,

capltalist project for they were organised as
order~givers and had played a crucial role in the
Before revolut-
lonaries could successfully move forward +his
mistaken analysis had to be Jettisoned. Not an
easy act for some, For example the grouplet
Councl! Communisee proclalmed +o +he Liverpoo!
meeting Tn 1973 that:

" Bolshevism Is __55 soci;ilv
reactlonary today as It was In
1917 . . . Soclalism requires the

self-activity and autcnomous
organisatlon of the worklng
class,”

Cardan was alive 1f not wholly welil and haunting
the meeting in LIverpoot. In a simltar velr RP
could Include In I+s Platform of October 1974 the
statement that:

" though Bolshevism was at one
point part of the class movement,
I+ Is not part of our own
political origlins,.®

This Is certalnly clearer than +the position of
Councl! Communlsm but I+ Is nonetheless resonant

. with the sounds of the pick and mix eclecticism of

Cardanlsm, Fortunately thls refusal +o assimilate
Bolshevism to a central part of the revolutionary
tradition was short tlved and by 1975 not only had
the CWO moved towards a better understanding of the
Bolsheviks but Councll Communism had developed and
become part of the !CC (founded January 1975),

By the mid 19705 a movement had emerged committed
to defendlng the lesson of 1917, +o extending the
polltical positlons of the German and I+alian Left
Communists and +to building en International
presence capable of intervening coherentty In the
struggles of the working class. In the short space
of two years many of the disparate elements which
had been assoclated with the debates befng held in
Liverpool In 1973 had managed to make an enormous
political leap. The "hot house" atmosphere of the
deepening economic crisis and the helghtened class
struggle had forced rapld grewth. A bit Ilike
garden plants some of thls forced growth was not
entlrely healthy, nonetheless, the overall balance
was fowards greater rigour and revolutionary weli-
belng. The movement grew not only In 1+s +theor-
etical horlzons but also numericatly, Admittedly
numbers were not startliingly large but they were
real and, given the immense difflceltles faced by
revolutionaries, such as the historfeal rupture of
the 1930s-60s, were signiflcant. An optimism was

- re~born, welling up from the strength of clarlty,

the obvious mliftancy of the working class and the
unlversalizatlon of the crisis. By 1975 1+ seemed
as |f they way forward for the working class and
Its political expressions were set fair., This
optimism was exemplifled by the CWO when I+
reflected upon the deepening of the econom!e crisls
and the effect this had upon the class struggle.
It had resulted In:

" the.  most advanced outbreaks of
class struggle for many years In
Argentina, Spain and Portugal.n

Contfinuing optimistically:

" as +the e¢risls deepens we can
expect to see further upheavals
there and advances by +the class,
The posslbillty of a fully
developed selzure of power by +he
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proletariat cannot be ruled out
and +the preparation for such a
tbastion' must be bleak..Hovever,
as the crisls levels out over the
next few years the advances made
and lost In one aree wlll be
regained In another.®

This perspectives article concludes with +the
confident assertion: '

" Although the coming periaod
contalins many Impcnderables;{'one
thing is clear - the long night of
counter-revolutlion {s endlng and
we stand on the brink of +the
second revolutionary wave of our
century,”

In the year of {+s formatlon the ICC showed a
similar, If a less cataclysmic, optimism. I+ was
committed to the perspective of accelerating and
continuous growth of class consciousness:

" No capitallist organisatlion can
withstand an almost continuous
wave of strikes and proletartian
salf-activity without becomling
demorallzed. Thus the class as a
whole wlll begin to reeppropriate
the communist struggle and begin
to deepen Its global consclousness
In real confrontatlions. The tIime
lag between mass cltass actlons
wiil shorten, and a growing memory
and lessons will be placed a+ the
disposal of the worklng class,."

Looking back at 1975 we can see that at that polnt
the revolutlonary movement had reached a plateau,
Most of the major- theoretlcal-political work of
reclamation had been achleved with greater or
lesser success, At the same +Ime Its numerical
slze was not to signiflcantly Increase over the
next thirteen years. The waves of struggle which
we have wltnessed slince 1975 have not produced a
reciprocal and continuous wave of new mllltants to
feed the revolutfonary movement, Apart from these
features the movement of +the mid-Seventies was
marked by a variety of dogmetisms which, far from
tending to produce a wunifled international
organisation, were In fact Increasingly appearing
as a barrler +o unificatlon, Thus within +the
greater strength of development was to found a
cruclal weakness.

An expression of +the Inherent weakness of +the
movement was the extent to which I+ was buffeted by
the rlse and fall of class struggle; rather +han
Influencing events as confidently predicted,
organisations tended to be subJect to knee=jerk
raesponses to external events.

In 1977 the CWO was split. This split, well
documented elsewhere was & product of Inherent
veaknesses within the organisation. Those who
played a leading role In this split recognlsed the
CWO as an organisation rlddled with dogmatisms,
Ironlcatly, the same individuals had used this self
same dogmatism to previously drive ocut a Llverpool
based element In the CWO, Too late for the Liver-
pool comrades they reallsed thalr mistake and such
was the nature of the CWO that their new-found
clarity could not be accommodated within the organ-
1sation. Perhaps slignificantly these froubles
within the CWO hlt the group In a perlod of down-
swing in class struggle. By 1978 the Ides of a
proletartan 'bastion!, no matter how beleaguered,

sppearing had dlsappeared. In the midst of the

Firemen's strike of that year the CWO ruefully
noted that:

" Both 1In scope and quality +the
class struggle has declined from
the helghts of +the years 1972~
1974 .0 :

And agaln In a text submitted +to the Second

Internatlional Conference (see below), In November
1978:

" The most remarkable fact about the
class struggle In the past 2-3
years 1s Its virtual non-existence
sssthe class has exhibited I1ttle
more than passivity slince the mid
1970s . ™

And on the 10th anniversary of 1968 tha CW0
remarked:

" For the moment the Initiative lles
entirety with the rulling class."

The ICC alsc recognised a change In class struggle.
in fact thlis group decided to shift the short—term
defeats plnpointed by the CWD back another seven
years., The decade 1968-78 was one in which,
according to the ICC, the working class had been
"defeated"; as a consequence this had:

" altowed the bourgeolsle to regain
+he initiative through the unlons
and the parties of the left.®

For the ICC the slow maturation of the crlsls hed
wrong-footed workers whereas this slowness had
worked in the bourgeolslie's favour by allowing It
to develop strategies for attacking and contalning
the proletariat. Unllke the bourgeclisle workers
were In a state of M"apathy and disorlentation”,
Paradoxicelly, desplte this decade of defeat, the
1ICC belfeved that there had been a contlnuous
strengthening of the revotutionary movement. In a
passage which smacks of world-spiritism the ICC
clalmed that revelutionary groups:

" have strengthened +themselves and
thelr programmatic positioens and
have extended the scope and f[mpact

of thelr interventions...thelr
progress ls testimony to the
advancement of consclousness

within the class."

Desplte the defeat, and unllke the CHO,'+he IcC
stil| saw the way forward for the class and Its
revolutlonary groups as generally unproblematic,

But what was the reality behind the rhetorical
clalms of the ICC?T The CWO had spl1t; numerous
other Indlviduals and groups had come and gonie from
the revolutlonary scene; +the IcC was stil|
ostensibly a healthy organisation open to debate
and pushing for an Internationsl real ignment of
revolutionaries. As [s well known, from its very
fnception, the CWO had been openly hostile to the
ICC. Up to the spliit of 1977 +his remained the
case; indeed the dogmatism of the CWO towards the
ICC was the primary reason for the split. After
the split this hostlllty did not change; what did
alter was the Internatlcnal political orlentation
of the CWO, This change In orlentatlon was to play

a slgniflecant role In the development of +he
revolutionary movement,
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The Intgrnational Conferences.

‘n April of 1976 the ltalian group PCl (Battaglla
Comsunista) Invited a number of organisations +o
meet 1o discuss the soclal-economic crlsis of
capitalism, Thls was a major Interventlon by the
PC! as It envisaged that the proposed conference
would lead to the:

" ecreatlon of a centre which could
co-ordinate everything +that the
conference considers posslible and
necesseary on an International
scale,"

And thls "centre" would allow revolutlonaries to
leave behind:

" +the state of Impotence and
Inferiortity Inte which they have
been ted by provinclalism fostered
by cultural factors, by a self-
satisfactlon which denles the
principle of revoluflonary
modesty, and above all by the
depreclation of +the concept of
belng a mititant, which ls
rejected as a form of sacrifice,.,”

Battagila hoped that revolutionaries would:

" flnally leave the Ideologlcal
Tower of Beabel and aveolid dismem-
berment of the existlng groups.”

I+ appeared as if a real opportunity was to be
presented for revolutlonaries to come together with
+heir new-found clarity. This was not to be. It
was an opportunity missed which, at the end of the
debacle, laft the movement weaker than I+ had been
at the flme of +he original proposal,

At first 1+ seemed as {f somethling good was to come
of it. A number of groups Initlally responded
positively, The French group Pour Un Interventlion
Comzuniste (PIC) agreed to partlicipate as did the
ICC and the CWO. Howaver, at the first
International Conference sectarlanlsm very soon
ralsed its ugly head. PIC denounced the meeting as
a "dlalogue of the deaf" and left. One down, more
to go, The conference ended with en agreement to
continue dlscussion but there was a sour note and a
hint of things to come when Battaglla and the ICC
had an acrimonlous ‘“debate" over whether a
Declaration should be lssued,

A year later In November 1978, another Conference

‘was convened. Like Its parent of a year before
this one was also plagued by sectarlfanism, The
Spanish group Fomento Obrere Revolutionarlo (FOR)
proudly proclalimed that It was "fIrmly convinced of
the Tmportance of an internatlonal organisation of
the proletariat". This, however, was not to be
achleved by dliscussions:

" we have other tasks to fulfil and
conslder ourselves outside the
framework of this meetling,"

Exlt left, one more group. Once agaln It fel] +o
Battaglle and the ICC to be the maln protagonists
of competing views of  organlsation and
intervention, Yet agaln discussion broke down and
this time, more disastrously than at the previous
conference, Battaglia approved the I1CC's proposal
that a jolnt resolution be Issued on the need for
continued open discussion. In opposition 1+
[proposed & narrowing of +the conditions for
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particlpation in future conferences, In effect
this meant accepting Battaglifa's view of the party
and class consclousness, Thus the Conferences were

. to be part of a process of m"decantation" and

"exclusion®; a far cry from the real needs of the
revolutionary movement. Apart from the stance of
Battaglila, of particular Importance was the rele of
the CWO at ‘the Second International Conference.
The Impact of the spllts 1n the context of the
percelved "non-exlstence" and “passivity" of +he
working class pushed the CWO towards an orlentation
akin to that espoused by Battaglia, As the class
had apparently falled 1t was up to the perty to be
the class consclousness of +the proletariat,
Consequently, Battaglia's partyist stance was
looked upon as an answer to proletarien passivity.
At the gsame tIme the long tarm antlpathy nurtured
by the CWO towards the ICC made it easler for [+ to
side with Battaglia at the Second International
Conference and to consplre at excluding the ICC
from future debates, A third conference was held
In 1980 and this was llttle more than a steage~
managed event aimed at easserting one polltical
view, As a rallylng point for International
regroupment |t was worse than useless, Under the
tutelage of Battaglla and Its minor partner the CWO
the so-cafled International! Confersnces had become
a barrler to revolutionary development. Such was
the confused secterlanism of Battaglia and thas CWO
that at the Fourth International Conference (sic}
the only other presence was the Iranfan SUCM. This
organisation defended a bourgeois programme; its
saving grace In the eyes of Battaglle and the CWO
was Its adherence to thelr notlon of the party.
Thus the Ireny of hlstory: proletarlan groups were
banished from participation but a bourgeols
organisatlon was welcomed,

This was the emerging reallty which lay behind the
clalm of the ICC in 1978 that there was a clear and
continuous "advancement of consclousness within +he
class". Far from this being the case, the opposite

- wag true for revolutlonary organisations. I+ was

bad enough that the ICC was belng excluded from the
International Conferences but worse was to follow.
The 1CC was on the brink of all but destroying
Itself, although to read the publle statements of
the perlod one would think otherwlse.

The ICC's Degeneration.

By 1979 the ICC noted a change In the constitution
of the class struggle, Once agafn workers were
about to confront capital, notable examples of thls
new—found combativity being the steel strike In
Britaln and the natlon wide struggles In Poland.:
Not unpaturally as the struggle re-emerged so the
ICC's optimism reasserted Itself. (|f there [s one
thing which the ICC is character!sed by It Is Its
abll1ty to draw general laws from contlingent
events, During the Stee! strike, for example, it
was stated that "It Is a general law In the |lfe of
praletarien prganlsations™ that when the class is
mititant so proletarian groups tend to regroup,.
With the ferments of 1979-80 one could thus expect
a strong assertion of +thls |aw,. Certainly ICC
militants :were filled with euphorfa during this
period: struggle was seaid to be moving towards
"tnternational simultaneity”, towards a ‘"seml=-
permanent strike wave", Far from thls leading to
an International regroupment quite the opposite was
to happen. As we have seen the Initlative of
Battaglia had fallen apart, This was bad enough,
Worse was to happen to the [CC. Not only was
International regroupment off the agenda but the
ICC 1tself was about to discover that 1ts much
vaunted openness had become a sham and that this

was to lead to .major splits wilthin the
organisation,
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As with most splits within the revelutionary milteu
thls one has been well documented so there is no
need to repeat here the whole sorry affalr,
Suffice it to say that 1t Is Important to reflect
upon the fact that the ossificatlion of the ICC's
centre bhecame apparent durfng a peried of
intensIfied class struggle. Partlcularly Iimportant
was the steal strlke in Britain, The emergence of
strike committees and how they were +to be
understood was crucltal In subsequent events, The
. pressure of external events highlighted +two
deflclencles within +the ICC. One was +he
Immaturlty of the organisation vis a vis experience
In golng to the class and intervening, This
Inexperlence manlfested I+self as a serles of
disagreements about the class nature of strlike
comml+tees: were they simply tools of the trades
unions; were they fully proletarlan organs or were
they hybrids which might go In either dlrection?
Clearly, how these questlons were answered,
Influenced how the committees were confronted,
These debates were not In themselves a weakness.
Without debates Ilke this revolutionary organ-
Isations cannot develop. But for development to
occur the debates must be cepable of contlinulng In
an open and fraternal manner. Tragically the [CC,
cut off from the International Conferences and
paranold about lesing its achieved clarity, put
down the shutters on debate. The central organs
refused to countenance any opinlons whlch
questioned thelr promulgated decislons. On the
edge of the 'Years of Trutht, as the ICC called +the
1980s, the Current began to fall apart. By 1981
the ICC had lost a significant number of milltants,
through 2 mixture of "exclusfons®(!), expulsions
and resignations. Its paranola had Increased 4o
the extent that It could ne longer <olerate
Internal dlscussion and I+ became a Joke (a bad
Joke) within the revolutlionary movement.

The 'Years of Truth'.

revolutionary movement. Battagiia and the CWO have
come together to form a so-called International
Bureau which, to use Battaglia's own phrase was
hetping to "sort out" the revolutionary movement,
This relationship has been far from frultful, a
case of will they/wont they, get "marrledd. Whilst
the Bureau has continued to function, working for
example with new groups which have emerged In India
and Mexlco, It has not become the raltying point
for an International regroupment. It has not grown
In slze, nor has 1t been able to significantly
Intervene In the waves of class struggle which have
been seern In the present decade., At the same +ime
1+ remains hidebound by the dogma of its partyism
which occaslonally manifests 1tself in an
opportunist way, |t remalns proletarlian but shows
no sign of belng able to respond to the demands of
revolutlonary regroupment.

The ICC has dlsintegrated even further, The
emergence of the so-called "External Fraction® has
further weakened this once Important organisation.
Its bunker mentality has grown to the extent that
it is difflcult to see 1t breaking free from its
sel|f=imposed paranola and isolation. The waves of
class struggle whlch we have seen over the past
seven years have not had any positive effect upon
the ICC. It's always possible that future events
might confound this pessimistic view of the
Current; however things do not look rosy.

This brief survey of the 1960s5~80s has omltted much
detalt. 1% has not mentioned a host of groups and
Individuals which have fallen by the wayside over
the perlod. |f great detail had been glven It

. not been one of general advance,

would merely have substantiated the picture of a
revolutionary movement which had undergone rapld,
healthy development up to the mid 1970s, thereafter
to go Into general decilne, falllng to Ilve up to
its own high hopes, If this was simply a product
of external c¢lrcumstances then +this would be
understandable, {f unfortunate, Wwhilst external
forces most certalnly did shape the rise and
decline, In themselves they do not explaln every
moment of revolutionary vigour and decline. The
tragedy of the movement to date is that it has
actfvely pursued pollcies of sectarianlsm. I+ has
nurtured closed minds and has, as a result,
suffered the consequences,

Looking Back...

Locking back at the past twenty yesrs It is clear
that the mllltancy In the working class constantly
re—emerges, The working c¢lass has not let
revolutionarjes down +to +the extent +hat i+
continues Yo oppose the attacks of capltalism,
Just look at the hlstory of the World over the past
two decades: from South America Yo China to Europe
etc, every reglon of the world has experienced big
waves of class struggle. Without thls +he class Is
nothing. But where [s thls struggle to go?
Obviously to revolution; well, this is the goal.
Achiéving the goal and desiring 1+ are not
necessarily the same thing, For all those groups
which the CBG consider to be the most Important in
the revolutlonary milfeu, especlially Battaglia, the
ICC and the CWO, the problem of achieving the goal
Is one whlich looms targe, The CBG, along with
these three other groups, holds that success In the

" revolutionary struggle can only be achleved by a

unificatlon, or a conjunction of the activities of
the working class and the political programme of
the vanguard organisatlon. For those |lbertarlans
who continue to belleve In the revolutionary
organisation as accelerator, the decade of decline
Iin the proletarian milleu 1s more an aggravation
rather than a necessary source of weakness, For
the other groups however, this s not the case.
For the CBG, the ICC and CWD and Battaglla all
accept the premlse that +he political organlsations
of the proletarlat are crucial for the development
of extreme militant struggle Into revolutionary
confrontation. Organisatlons of the working class
not only bring to the cless [+s own history but
from +that hlstory extrapolate the goal of a
classless soclety and tactics and strategles for
achleving this end.

The experlence of the proletarfat amply illustrates
how disjuncture between the class and I+s political
expressions can have a profound effect upon the
cause of workers! fight agalnst capitalism. See
what happened In the 1920s and 30s when the
counterrevelution swept revolutionaries aslde -and
sowad not only defeat among the working class but
also confuslon within its poll+ical vanguard. When
the new movement emerged In the 1970s I+ fought
hard to re-establish much of t+he lost ground. It
was successful In building a base upon which a
larger revolutionary structure mlght be erected,
Traglcally, the story of the past two decades has
As has been
indicated above, the brlef perlod of very positive

’ development has been almost completely ecllipsed by
* a larger one of almost Internecine warfare between

groups. In many ways the miileu 1s weaker now than
It was a decade ago. Dilvisions which were emergent
in the 1970s have now hardened Intc dogmatic
barriers of such strength that I+ 1s difficult to
see how they can be overcome, Certainly it does
not seem at all to be correct to believe that
greater milftancy In the working class will draw
revolutionaries together, Thls was not the case
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with the Polish struggles, the Miners' Strike ete.
Quite the opposite In fact happened. There was no
concerted action to Intervene In these struggles.
Organlsations constructed all sorts of reasons not
Yo work with others. Of course the situatfon might
be different if and when an Internatlonal wave of
class struggle sweeps capltallsm, where the profe-
tarlat moves Into dlrect and deep confrontation

- with trades unlons and reformlsm generally. |t Is
possible that in such a conjuncture revolutionarles
could well move towards some degree of common
purpose and uniffed actfon,

But it Is weasier to hypothesise +his than to
realfse [+, The course of hlstory, If this Is not
too grand a phrase for the past two decades, does
not bode well for the proletarlat or Its pollitical
expressions. Unifled action will not spring from
nothing. Continued actlion Is a sine qua non for
future activity. And this future Is obviously
marked by how we organise today. Consequently, i+
wil! not do to have blind falth in the bellef that
at some confrontation Tn the future all differences
wlll be, If not resclved, then at teast momentar!ly
made secondary in the larger fight. To begin with
the ability to recognise deepening class struggle
and to be able to judge the extent, the breadth, of
the revolutionary movement are perceptions which
develop within living political organlisations. An
organlsation which spends the greater part of its
time tracking down heresy within Itself or
denouncing external variants Is unllkely to be able
to grow with the course of the class struggle.
More likely T+ wlll become Increasingly paranold
and less able to gllimpse the commonallty of purpose
and activity whlch should unrite the Interventions
of revolutlonaries. Bad enough +that such a
sclerotlc conditfon should be Inhibiting the
revolutionary blood of one organisation of the
working class, ¥Worse that It should be +the
deflning feature of the past ten years. But this
has Indeed heen the case.

»+ . Looking Forward.

All 1s not, however, lost, There remalins a way
forward. Revolutlonary merxism [s stamped by a
belief In the transforming power of consclousness.
Not of course a transcendental-spiritual one which
operates at a supre~hlstorical level, Rather,

‘consciousness as a product of large historlcal

forces set within specific contexts. For +the
working class to throw off the chains of capltalism
I+ Is necessary for a set of general objective
condltions +to exist which cannot be finally
specified beforehand, other than to say that they
must be such that they effect large sections of
workers as a class and thus +end +to unlfy
responses. As revolutionarties we are not affected
in the same way as the proletariat. We have the
abillty to Inaugurate major changes within our
mi|ieu without the need of large external objective
forces, In other words, as revolutlonaries we
already start from +the recognition of the
uniqueness of the werking class and 1+s organ-
Isations, We have a crltical awareness of the
coridtfons of class struggle and the stakes belng
played for. This consclousness |s the conditlon
which allows us to change course before it Is too
late. We can actually stop this drive to self
destruction which, #f we are correct In our
assessment of the Importance of revolutlonarles,
would mean not only the destruction of the worklng
class but also of more or less all mankind. These
are the stakes, And as we continue to divlde
ourselves from each other sc capital galins and so
we move further away from realfsling our goal of e
clgsslass society., :
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