T Sheen {1982), The most sericus critis

POES THE STRUGGLE CONTINUD
o ACREPLY TO'THE CRITICA OF THE
- THEORY OF WORKING CLASS AUTONOMY

UV A

This will be contraversial, It is long overdue. The eritics of working olass-

autonomy in Big Flame are & multitude from the highly significant CHIPS WITE

LVERYTHING (1975) by P.7. and B.8. between the lincgs of which you sould read

their fight to drag BF back into the more traditionsl spheres of polities
around leff regroupment, & narrvower view of rﬁfmﬁmismlaﬁﬁ'finally:ﬁhéir deparie-
ure into the Lebour Party to the-mi@imfarmﬁd'waﬁﬁﬁks'Aﬁ@ﬁﬁ%@?%_ﬁﬁ@?ﬂ?R_ViEw o
(19823 . ey dnomy view, was ¥ MeKood dn 1981

in his A CRITICAL LOOK 4T BIG FLANE'S THRORY. Tt 45 = pity that the answer T
promised him should take fhape afted Nis depuwrturs into the Labour Padty, . .

For ms the most significant thing is that the vast majority of Big Flame. meme

bers would confess to knowing almost nothing #bout the theoiy and, application
of working class autonomy;. a thecry'whidh'fufhiﬁﬁ@d*thé’?iah@si'aourﬁauuf_, :
collective practide in BF'a entive historv. It is my:guésg*thaﬁ“tha&e;aré'léss
than half a dozen of wus. in BF now who fTeepl thﬁt"workin§”c1a33'auténomy.{QCA}
is the mainspring of our theoretienl inspirations We have o responsibility to.
shine a torsh on the lifefullhess of Lthe beast bafore it is finally put to.
deathy . - R TR B T e e

A word on the FACING THE CHALLENGE OF .THE EIGHTIES. groupinge:.i. .. s Va0
T T e U I Y membeps | axe_ﬁﬁking:a:lot:ofjflak.f&r:ﬁ@&aﬁetie&laideaéﬁihéy'
do not have. Some of ﬁhé'EMERALD'STREET_wzitGTS:msﬁﬂmérthaﬁ’%hé“fafﬁer‘gf0ﬁ$
and support for WOA sre one and the same. They are note It's guilt by assocw
intion. There is sonme understandable confusion nbout what the ideas behing
F£C 80s are. In facty there is only o vague feeling:HO COHESION, However, I
feel dfts valid to take on board in this article all the criticisms (antie
intellectunlisu, workerism ete) levelled nt both FtC 805 and WoA. (I'w inte
both)e On the othep hondy I won't be naving o go at Bmerald 8t feos they just
dontt seem to be One Erovpsaeee«tithers ' :

LHD ARUA OF AUTONOMYS THE AUTONOMOUS MOVEMEITS s WORKING CLASS  AUTONOHY

First of all to clear some groind: T Sheen is confusing things when in his .
srficle ho foils to make the dietinetion between WCA and the YArea of Autonomy!
in Ttely of recent years, The latter hos been influsnesd by the former, for
better ow worse but it is guite unfair to mix up a rag bag of "Muosts.s.Bourds
igistsewestraight leninists ote? with WOA with its particular ideas ang’ e
debatega:It's-like-fmiling'%o'éigtimguiSh between the Hilitant Tendoney, Big
Flome and the S.W.F, T T
Second, mnd“msre“imparﬁﬁﬁtgjwé'must'disﬁiﬁ@@iﬁﬁ-betm@ﬁn WA ond the Autonemons
Movenents: (Women, Black peopley goys, youthle Inse far ag WCA dw about being
autononous from capitalist development and the wonens/hlack movements nre sboulb
being organising auntonomously from men/whites thors ‘nie gimilarvitics but WA

is a particular (the bestl) marwist tradition and needs to be seen asosucie 10
think we WCh-ists shoulﬁ5hack o£fTaﬂd_think_0f fonew name Fop WAL 0T L

Itls in tHis light %ﬁaﬁ”C1hrk_dhd_ny&ﬁlf for the N0 have affamgeﬁ“ﬁhé_dgenaaL: 
for the DayScheol 3rd July 82 to scperato (i) the ﬁutonqmogg_qugmsgts_frbm'
{(1i) Yorking Class Autonosmy. R :

15 THEORY USEFUL? IS WORKING CLASS AUTONOMY. USERULY

Meraanto understana,the-daily:gtrugglehbétw@&ﬁfﬁﬁe=cIﬁSSésg”Eetwcgd_éﬁpitainandh
Ioboursee (cand make possible the: development of o revalutiqn;ryg"§aliti¢g1'_;_”
movencnieescapable of. grasping the epesifie thrist of the working ¢lass, and EH-
the forms it takes@eatO-rebuiiﬁ‘QSnciéhy) in & working claasiimagé”’iﬁoasl_T[?%j
And Lonin said something like Ywithout: communist theory there éaﬁ_bc_noﬁaqmgunist

orgouisationt,

To take up the séconﬁ'Questiam“efisiwaa_@aéfuij_ia;wouzﬂ,ba;usafuli-a, foasing
Dossier 1974, to spell oit What_this,warkingngaSS;£U€0n0myilsfall“ﬂbﬂﬁtﬁ”



WHAT DO WE MEAN BY "COMPOSITIONY AND "RECOMPOSITION!? (page 2)
A BASIC DEFINITION ' _

The use of ‘these terms implies a way of seeing the basic confrontation between
the working elass and capital as the meeting point of two antithetical forces,
two drives, which counterbose cach other, and which develop along with

capital acecumulation, I Lo _ o ,

FIRST, the orgonisation of workers by capitals By CLASS COMPOSITION we méan the
strusture of the working class as constituted in a given historieal period-
around a ‘given strugture of the organisation 6f production. Thus, the question:
how is the working clase composed at any given moment., From capitalts point of
view, this means things 1ike copitalist use of the labour markets the directing
of labour migrationj the control of education and job training; the division
(Thievarchy', 'articulation! of the. labour foree) of the workforce @nto skills,
agesy nationality ete, In other words, the way in which capital both uses and
constructs the divisions of the class in order to nmaintain control,

Workers within a given composition of the working class organise to overcome
these divisions, and become strong in their workplace situation. Within this
bermanent and ongoing situation, capitnl created new machinery, new branches
of production, to create and exploit new types of workers, while older,
militent sections become redundant, promoted, or merginalised. This ip

what is known as CLASS COMPOSITION. A typical ense would be the liguidation
of the skilled 'Bolshevik' vanguard in the 19205 by the introduction of
assembly=line production, starting in the USA with Ford. (Note: the class is
also 'composed! by capital outside the workplace ~ ine the community ond in
the hbme: here decomposition takes the form of urbshism and town planning,
architecture and the organisation of social capital (ees0cial security legis-
lation and social work, but this isn't the point of this introduction..)

SECOND, and conversely, the working class tends always to recreate. its unity,
tends to recompose itself in struggle, overcoming all the above divisions:

each phase of decomposition leads to a higher and more generalised RECOMPOSITION
OF THE CLASS AGAINST CAPITAL (au.) Furthermore, the more class unity and con-
fidence dn the struggle builds upy the nmore workers lose their identification
with work, From being wage labour, they become working elass ageinst capital.
The struggle, instead of being confined within the terms of work, now tokes a
more radical form =~ against work itself. Tho goal of this movement is no

longer socialisism, but communism, and this is not n distant futurc drean,

but dis inherent in the day=-to=day siruggles of the working classe

The further stage is POLITICAL RECOMPOSITION OF TIE CLASS, the stoge where
this process . .of defining the contents and goals of the struggle takes on
an organised andpolitical forma :

The étfﬁgglé outline above is a constant condition of relations between |
capital_and-the_working class. In periods of ecpitalist crisis and global -
class. re~unification, it becomes, public and violent, ‘ '

. extact from Intro on 0il Crisis = DOSSIER 197k

I'véiﬁﬁbtedfﬁhiét%;wdrts andfa11 ~ becouse, it gives a good idea of COMPOSITION-
DECOMPOSIIIONvRECOMPOSI?IONhPOLITICAL RECOMPOSITION. I'll.come beck to

socia}iggﬁcqmmupism-and}atrugglevagainst work later on,
COMMUNISM IS INHERENT IN THE WORKING CLASS?2? '

Let's ‘take the hardest one firste. The main c¢riticism of thig statement is based
on the fear that it means yow don't have to engafoe in political struggle for
communism or .that communism will magically appear without organisation, a
prograume, olliances. Nothing is further from the truth as the rest of the
quote concerning POLITICAL RECOMPOSITION OF THE CLASS makes cleare A very
important and little read WCA pamphlet FIGHTING IN THE STREETS! by LOST HORIZONS
(1974) takes a historical view, suggesting that perhaps conditions have
changed (the world is different to "l¢ :Is * 1917) and so:
MeneBoggs argmes, capitanlism has passed beyond the stage of soecially
~fiecessary productions The sole rationale of capitalist production is
 the reproduction of capital.sse.Secondly this 'overdevelopment! of prodw-
uctive forces throws into question the traditional left-wing schemas




i L e (page. 3)
of historical development, Sooisliswy as o wociety Fansitional between
;wcapitalism.aﬂd-ccmmunismiwiﬁhim-wh&eh'the“woﬁkefs U Endustry thomselves
wiIK:deveiop.the.productiv@}fcrceﬁ, is no longéy NECeSSNTYaae!

Note how simila® this is “tho BRfs positions on B8tate Collectivism, It
for Industly that after seizing state power we wouldn't want the same old
produsticon lines producing pemd Socialist (i) cars or the same shitiy old
-iﬁmiaﬁ@ﬁ”@&%aﬁea-t&Ziiv&'in with Soeialist Strect Namaa_ar,thersame eld
hieravehical schosl system with State Socimlist History and Red Haps eceow
we woulkd fight for o whole different view of ‘relationships and power between
people ol a gross rocts level, o R

40078 ON GHANGED CONDITIONS THAT WCA YAS ABLE TO START FROM, A
CItfs worth following the idea %ﬁ@ﬁntimes'éhangegithat_&émands.an&.sﬁrﬁggles

change, FIOHTING I3 THR STREETS {which, above all elsg is worth a reéad) has
@ eraditable go at snalysising the changes im’cﬁpi%aligt society and I feel

this ie tho best way to loente W04 theory, Some guctasi- ‘

Meethu eurvent situation is sharacterised by a prolonged crisis vhich has
ms Lhe roots the cmn%radiﬁtimns-mf.ﬁmerican“imp@rimliamgwﬂ ' -

S the B0s, capital begine to propuse o now strobegy for controdling its
Swin pnerehic ﬁ&v@lpﬁm&nty-anwhich'ﬁeynéﬁfwill-b@'ﬁhé 1eading“ia9610gistqow

fﬁﬁ'theﬂry:af.thépwagmﬁ@yof?théwstateéaSmplann@r@;;aﬁd organised

Co roevie
Cdabotp,! _ L
It Llepd to the emergence of ﬁ%h@'masa.workérazﬂnlikcfthefskillé&~w0rker,
the maps workera..oon sove caslly from joh to jobs.eUnits of lobour cnn
‘be shupted around aceording to denand,’ ' s

This is aceonpanied by "the development of a social-faatory.»ﬁsubrcaking up
the ‘independent, unsceialised culture of the working ClESSenses0pen up new

possibilities for struggle and form the basis 6f the workers!? cstrongement
from traditional forms of labour organisation.s =

 Th

,?The_mat@rial“mnaJid@wi&gicﬁi conditions of reproduction must bo such that
the revolutionary nature of the proletariat is constantly represscd. The
crergense of the nodern state is centraleeln . Britain we gok the "YWelfare

CBtatet in which the'prol@tarian.project;(to.auppress the conditions of
'itB-OWﬂaaxistenae'&nd-disapp&ar from history) is transformed into the
promise made to eamch individund worker and his Tamily to Wwork THRIR Way
OUL of dt ... {this meant) systenatic destruction of the imner-city working
class communities,..mass Teduention! and immigration, . "
MHith the extonsion of state activity the orisis ceased to be a 'naturalt

cuncontrolluble-avent. The crisis is now & planned initiative, nimed at

cregaining control of the elase straggle.e.it is not a sudden erash but a
war ol attrition, - . .o I P,

SIn this pé?spaaﬁive;Tévbiﬁticnary'thoary.is no longer conceived as a scb

of principles which' 'penctrate! the class_stxuggle from thaﬂcutgide"_

I haven't the braiﬁ_%d{raaiiyflayuali:this out elearly and flexibly; I hope
it given a %a&ta:ﬁn&.an'iﬁtérési:te read nore of VA pgrhaps bo - takd it a
‘b1t more seriously and, I must apologise to Lost Hordzons or hlunt scissors
joba ﬁmw@vérg’pﬁrhapé°it_is possible to sce how WoA inspires o particularp
aren of politicdl bractice, For exaople : working class power:is not ‘only
to be gnined through the workplace or Le.l, type~s$rugglesﬁ”The;toﬁal'%errain
.ofﬁ%&lfarcgnﬁﬂuﬁing, Local State, Community ism central. (1 Ynow no othepr
thebxyﬂthﬁt aayﬂxthis}b,ﬁhe_warkerﬁ_ﬁstrangament Trom work and: traditional
*org&ﬁiéﬁtignsubegémpa.aeﬁtraxﬁThe kind of revolutionary organisation needed
*i%-nﬁﬁyﬁa”ﬁé hﬁilﬁ7Du%siﬁe atrugples, WO& explains why moss politice is
- necessory. A5 o theory 1% s o lot of stronfths, ‘ - ‘

STANDING MARX BACK ON HIS FEBT

The reudiﬁg’afrmarx'&ﬁng by the communists from GLR James to MNegri (21l zm
refered to in I’ McKool) lenves them with the conelusion that the working
cia&&”i&f&h'%gﬁive foree : no matier at what levael, low or high, THE STRUGGLE
CONTINUES. Capiftal hes to constantly be on the run from its contradiction:
the working class, '




(poge &)
VICTIMS m UORKING CLASS AUTONOMY - SUFPORT FOR THE AUTONOMOUS MOVEMENTS

'_JCA is alone ‘a5 a marxist theory that Puts the horse before the cart -~ that
im, it mecs the working class as an active foroe. Trotskyism, for example,
- casts the working class in the role @& ViGTIM, The crudest. versions of this
.8ee. the party as the mighty liberator freéing the downtrodden workers from

the ravages of capitalism, It's not surprising that both the womens and

.. block movements have taken on the left for portraying them as vmctlms.
‘»Linton Kwesi Joison says in INDEPENDENT INTAVBNSHAW o :

" wat o cheek
dam t‘lnk we meek . -
an’ w1 can't speak up £i wi self S

Ce g

: Wherea& the success oF fa1lure of workmng clwss strugglo can be up or down,
it 18 never right to say that the working class 'hus been emasculated! (S.T.
" in BF: Death and Birth, accompanying notes) or to imply that the working

elass a5 o whole has been defeated (C Marshall document dated 4.3, 82). What-

~ever these comrades mean preeisely by these views I'm not .sure but I would

. agree with Jack Brown in this bulletin who argues that we might be headlng
.for n Shistorie defeat' but certainly aren't there yet, But the struggle
~econbinues (1otta continua) and ftt's our task to work out what form it takas.

3i50, there is a remarkable connection between the marxist grasp of UC4 and
the 1ndependant nature and goals of the autonomous movements. But there is

more to relate WCA and support of the autonomous movenents than thatasss

‘_ WCA THEORY OF. DIVISIONS AND PATRIAROHY/CAPITALISM.

_,-Unlike every other marxmst theory WCA nokes a good gtart on dlvisions around
- BeXy age,. Iace,’ skill, workplacemcommunlty. ‘This was' the traditionpl streangth
of By it meant support for the 'autonomous movements in- the early 70s. The

ddea of decomposition~recomposition on an international scale by the very
-nature of ‘it has to bBe concerned within the problem of lack of unity wi thin

the class, within®the'elass striggle and between people. It'e not about
splitse in.leaderships but about the process of achieving the self-orgonisation
of the class.hu,, o

3However, ‘ag the womens movement developed theoretlcally and the understandlng
.v.of'Pqtriarchz‘as o long powerful force (ex1st1ng well before capitalism)
©provokéd new and important questions. BF's WCA theory of material divisions

rdidnttone¢essarily-go far enoughe. Yet, WCA from the quote above from Dossier

Ahy "capital used and constructs the divisions of the elass in order to

mointein eontrol', I don't think that this Patriarchy/Capitalism debate is
at all clear in my mind but I do feel thot to recognise Patriarchy as an-

‘autonomous force used by capitol and 1nf1ucnced/constructed by it glves a'
- “fair account of the -interplay by these forces in our lives. There's not

‘time here £o 1ist theé ubual merxist approachés = women are a mlnorlty,'
‘owomen can only have power in the waged workplace patnmarchy i o conpar—_
;fitmvely insignzfiaant force and 80 on, 4 ' A

Wek surely is a helpful marxlst appraach to the relat1ons between capltallsm ,

and patriurchy := iE's discouraging that significant articles 11k0 H Hartman

THE:UNHAPPY MARRIAGE-OF MARXISM AND FEMINISM (Capital & Class) and, within
B #A" ‘DAY RETURN ‘TICKET .don't scdem even aware of WCA theory (only oné of its
wopst” branches/deviutlons the wages for Housework campalgn). Couldn't we
udebate thla out??? : : :

NiGh T8 NOT' AN ECONOMIST ‘I‘HEORY

% Sheen in his WORKERS AUTONOMY several times says: somethlng like "Because

Jy(WGA) eonoeived of m&pmtalmam as an economic system primarilyes.ce'. This is
"nonsense.rﬁoat mqrxisms suffor from the view that capltallsm iy fundementally
‘economic, that the . working class can only make an economic opposition to it
,and,that the party will bring in the shining light of revolutionary ‘conscious

~ness (see Mandel, for example, Leninist Theory of the Party), WCA, however,

_above pll marxisms is a politieal reading of marx. WCA is about power

relations between and within class (as Reading Capital Politically by H

Clanver = one of the books Sheen refers to - would havc told him)a



(page 5)

WCA INCAPABLE OF UNDERSTANDING REFORMISH?

& consistent fosus of argument in BF has been around whether we undérstand

REFORMISM in & narrow or a wide way? And people have left over thisy mome
heeau&e~wg_&iaauss:inatifutianalarefermiém-tﬂo much and some because we
“discuss it.tamzliﬁtleés.ﬁne;of-ﬁhafbreakthrogghﬁ-in BF, certainly influenced
by WChy and apparent in BF Menifesto ana Organising -to Win has been to see
reformism not just as struggles within the Lebour Party and Trade Unions but

aspart and parcel of every day struggles ¢ the option to widen divisions within
the elass rather than oppose the bosses, %hé'pptiﬁn'tcjgampaign_in $§gtional

- ways (all part of Briteins boom pfc&@aﬁity'aﬁa“impErialisﬁ'rOIQ),'Tendency t
and the PHESTE ON REFORMISM by concentrating the debate on state power/the L.P.

only eonfronted half the ‘guestion,

O INTERCONNEGTIONS?

| O Marshall {4e3,82 document ) wﬁenfariﬁidisingJJ-stwn.{a_Ftchalmenge-and.wcA
Bupporter) makes & coaple of accusations that need a weply, He implies that

'-,.J_B&qwna.pmﬁitiamgaﬂﬁmﬁxk&ma&%x_1$,praﬁmgupied with' Ythe male industrial work-

forcet, Vhet position' as wmust surely be clear oy what I've already written

is neithay Prevoeupled with the workfores nof with mene. (and“ar%iales.in‘DB's

Ly Tom Hardy, whe Yike J Brown actually works in a mainly male workplace, must

all imeke clear ‘that the oriticism is drong)

Saéﬁnagrand more serious, ¢ Marshall accuses 'that positiont of neglecting the
'intersonnections? between different issues and strugglea!a.ﬁgain,.this is not

iy .

'_a,vwlidipritimiﬁm s it?rﬂ,paiitigal:th&ary-th&t has_done:more'than'anx other
' _%Qfﬁsaﬁexﬂut;tna ralatignship-betwaen faetory and compunity; whieh pushes for

‘hgalth_servige_wprkerwh@alth service worker linkss which at:Forde haw taoken up
innigration, the effect of assembly line work and shifts on the family etey

which on London Transport backs worker~Passenger links AND SO ON AND ON that

%heary'sureig does not come in for that particuler criticism,

& Tineld point on this. Some of my friends in SOCIALIST ORGANISER (Revolutione
aries in the L.P.) repeatedly state their view that the present scope for
struggle within the L.P. got its main impetus from the Winter of Discontent
when workers through their unions polarised the L.P. leadership. Such as Healey
proposed Mouetarism (which Thatcher took teo 10 Downing St) ; the Gang of Four
split’ off t6 form the S.D.P. and the Left got shaken upe This, to me, is an
example of how things work - not aonfined to navrow limits, but certain things
620 SPI1Ll OVETasews ' : '

STRUGGLE AGAINST WORK

T ﬁhaen_sayﬂ."the'alogan of Refusal of Work tended to ignore the dependence of
most working people on capitalism for their jobs to survive! What is Terry
saying? Of course, we live in a system based on bosses control of emnployment/
wages (and the rest of soeiety), But squallyy they must all the time be able

to not just Keep uws working and reproducing for them but doing 80 in a profitabls
wa¥e Copital is as mueh caught in the contradiction as the working class.

S%%ug@lef&&ainﬁﬁiwofk-doesﬁ’t menn aomethingllike everyone should go on the dole

or pocial and turn their backs on the work ethie, Opt outd It means that in

our whole Lives {and in our working for a wage lives) we are engaged in a
vattle to dictate the terms of existence, Tt might be line~speeds, It might

be price rises, health, schools or othep mrts of the soeial wages. It might be
wages, Womens paid work, The right to join a wunion, : I

A Riwndwmz funderidtal cnusé of the crisie iz the problem for national capital
to ke maintain hety their profits.over the last 30 yeerss A divorce between

;wag@auand‘ﬁréfitéiwhich means that workers are fighting to get niore and et the

bo&séamhaVaﬂgmﬁs‘iu'ﬁSg-Franﬂﬁ and UK as well as Germany and Japan has made
aapiﬁ&l:wanﬁétmﬁtaka,an‘reaistenﬂe to work.end the struggle against work, More

cof this ek 4n part 2 foop Monetarism is &11 about this problem,




©USOME CONCLUSIONS . 7L ¢ TR o

. Looking back.at this part one it seems very shopping lbst-likes Mainly a
- couple ofrlpng.qﬁotes"on.what-Working Class .Autonomy is and a sepies of

- replies to criticismse .. -~ . TR : N
Ih shorE:it:éhys”that for:a_fheory'to'be_uéeful_it'must;rélate'to_mbdern
chditions'anq_that]iszwhyxanCA'has been concernédAabout'divisions,_about

| -gupport fOr:autonomﬁué_movementé; about commurity, about links between sectors,
about forcing a break between productivity end wages, about struggle against

" work, about a different understanding of therevolutionary partye

‘But most of the work I refer to it itself of 10 years ago. I believe that phe
oil erisis, the monetarist option and the Malvinae Crisis (perhaps the worst

" blow to the progressive side af the working class movement in ‘the whole of my

- 1ife time) are .among the major iinfluences on CHANGED CURRENT CONDITIONS, From

a consideration of them will come our theory, perspectives, strategtand tactics.

‘Soy Part 2 will be an attempt to update Working Class Autonomy theory for the
808 (an attempt mede already in a few documents). It's this I believe %o be
whatls needed - not a wholesale rejection of that theoxry.

CLASTIYS | - |

If some comrades wish to crificise WCA for being in favour of a loose end
. undiscipled approach to collective practice I hope the preceeding pages should
‘set them right, It is only by detailed and shared work that B® is going to
get itgelf moving again. I feel that it is because from the mid-~70s onwards
BF turifto the I.M.G., to Socialist Unity, fused with R.M.C, and later the
L.C.Ge and ihEm all the time recruited people without a proper deep debate and
educational_process.that-we are so muddled now, To take all these turns meant
we adopted a too easy-come easy-go appraach (too libertarian) and so now find
ourselves nttractéve to outsiders but undble to sustain A COLLECTIVE PRACTICE.
Ae I said earlier, when WCA was more influential so'was our practice more
collsctive, It's not because of WCA that BF is weak, it's because we havenl!t
re=applted it to the current situe tion.

J Kimberley (Nottm BF) June 25 1982




