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I was originally askead to veite a dooument on Modern mrousP*Lsn,_’ ret for thé Journal
then for the daym&chcol on ovganisation, Por the latter.w¢;5n the time,a full documnent
was out of the question. But aryaay. Lh foous of the day SChODL,dv&OlﬂL oonfuuLonu,
seems to be party & clag Fuerefore T decided o focus the critique of Trobskyism”
arcund thés question. It is naccs;arj o bring in Ieninism for two reagons. Mirst
tecause the main debsrmirent of the weaknesges of Trohs skyism {T) in relation to
rarty and cless derive from a caricatured, adminiastrotive and non- -historical understarov
ing and applic-iion of tre Ieninist. theory of Farty and class, econle mony comcedes {n
the orgenisation fall to disbtinzuish between -the two theories and fuse thewm topslher
in criticisms of such things as demourawtic centralism. It 3s vital that the cerms of
tne debate be historical.putting ihe thcorJ and practice in its contexis,tryt nr To
draw out the differcnces between previous’ and present pericds. It is worrying that
some p2ople seem to want to resurrect old and. abstract debates betwesn Ienin uﬂd X
Imxembourg,write papers on democratic ‘gentralism ete. This level of abstract debate
about consciousness, leadership, strugsle, organisation as if 4 hese categories remain fixel
should be avoided, bccausc it is prelsely. in this way that the 7. organisations pose
the relations betwesn parbty and class mlqrakcnlyonﬁto which we now furn.

(2} THE TROTSEYIST COMCRETION _OF FARTY ARD CLASS -
To say that the wealnésses of o. come: from a wis-reading of Ianmnucm on this questiox

does not mean they are wrong becausc they are not pure Leninists (L). Rather, thay
have only a partial and abstract undCTbbq!ﬁJuv of the ILeninist. theory. T. emerged as
the dfender of -the ”“volutlonwry tradition agal.:»’ ©' ¢ Liism and the Je-generation of

the Russian revolution. I is hardly suprising uhat one of its o . ras points was

melief in the maintenance of the idea of +h ITeninist partr s bhe
suolliz versions all over the world became bureaucrabised and refocizish. Tho T _
co::uytxor provided the link to a democmatic and revoluticuary tradition of orgawi.i i
How-as ever the T. want {o build Ieninist parties as the esscatial rre~requisite to
PTOluLdTian revolution, This dbsmre s partislly mistakentinot besausd there are no
elenents of the Ieninist- concept that are not relevent today -on the contraray there
are plenty - but because Ehd'bbﬂlﬁ st contept was partiaily based on the palticular
ZTuropean and Russian context,which has nov changed. This factor s nok acc peted by T
The same needs as Durope 1917 arc said %o exist - and this mistake creates the

repetitive, unimazilat ive and unuhanplnb Jine.on organisacion that is manifested today -

by the T. groups. An example:
"If only the workers in Paalw irn 1968.dcd romumb@rea the experiences of.
Par'is 1936,0f the Italian workers in 1920, if only had a revo“ut«oﬂavy
}axiy for such a p arty is #lso the nemory of the class. (Gl ff/I )
In every situation,as dach event in h&s*ory wolds. o v JChi 1eanaF0rtubalaoaolf only”
there had been a pacty the ory hoes ups: Seldon is it gquestioned whiher there ls nat
a good reason for there not being a Party uniténg the resl vanguards of the working
class. Teed is nob endﬁ;na A4 cerdaing level of neturityof consciousness-and sxperience,
the struggle developing to the level where unitication ¢f the class ard ite vanzunrd-
s taking place,a cortain gbn,xalurlpgnepg of conditions - without these the necessity
For the party camot be turned into raality in most situations. Without tlose condition
the formstion of the party tends 4o be the imyosition of an adminlstrative machine
at the head of sirug;les and a Class that Qs not ready o prepared to recognise the
legitimacy of the parly - ag i%s own. Yet this problem ir largely unseen for the T =
btecause this is precisely chels “j\ILt“PE prejact. They bolleve 1% is necessary to
build fullv formed democractic ceatvzlist yaties in any apnditions.as the cssential
basis for furthexr devcio;mbnt Thpy may bo umxll but an er wye s bettew than nothing.
and 1t may grows , o
"Eyon if we werc btill in the Gark days of the Late 1701450 or 50's
in which the strength of the Trotsityist movement: we sule,this
would not. in the slightest alter the necessity % a demeoilic
contralist Tnternat iomal." (11iG) g A
The belief that o party is not aprropriate to unr';o cordiiir-&b does not lead to passive
merely tO a recognition that organisabion will Lo of a divferc-1. and more preliminary
chnract ﬁi,luaonr and wors open - with differgntb fulattonuhépc L2 thw orking class and
Lhe ;i;uvuipu that emerge. The role of tu@ wganisation is fo b ~¢p develop the masy
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strugisles and consciousness of " the working ¢lass to the point at which a party becomes
a direct nccessity and need of the mass vanguards. However it is not merely a question o
of the 'rirenca of the situat icn and the level of the strugzle - it is also a
question of what kind of strugzle ard what king of working class¥ Surely th@ working
clagses mfxTmompecl 819k and their struggles, of Burope 1917, dxftmexscfumyr and Turin 4920
differ from Bréain 1976.:.6r Chile 1976...0r Portugal now. Dozsn't this pose the need
for a very different relationship, political ard orpanlsﬁt!onal between- party ard clag®
for the Ty = eosentldllj'nou The consclousness  and capacity for struggle of the workirg
chass has been given firm bounds ~ its sponiémcous simmediate ,daily struggle cannot
#0 bcyong_jrade unioniom,;beyond reforms under capitalism. The catcgories. of Leninfs :
time - con;ciouuness,sponanelty,organlaatson etece = remsin {ixed,transposed onto
avary future situation. _ : , '
_ - "Spontaneous’ struggles: of the working class arc limited to what is
posible within bourgsols society,the revolutionary party leads the
working class fo. struggle for the overthrow of the system.” (ROG)
In other words to the T. the party still pfOVld«s the politics and consciocusness - the
distance belween varty =nd cldss demsins wideo Ve will return o these questions of
the nature of wmodern class strug.le in section 4 in more detaile Suffice to say however
that the fixed analysis of tie 7. crostes a very structural/administrative concapb
of the need foar a party.
"One of the central contributions oi' the Bolsheviks to rcvolutlongrj theory,
wag theldr understanding of the sigiifiicance of organisationa® muiestions
to the formation of the revolutionary party." (RUG)

PURTO.

They a CpuS 1th out of the uneveness of consciousngss,ﬁxgmexperienbe and zlrw U'le in thae
vorklug lass ard the nezd for co-o.dinated and directed attempts to selize power,whlc.

cannot arise srowtanﬂous¢y =~ arvises the necessity for a given organisstional structure

of' centralised political leaders shly organised in the most democrid ic way possibles -
Phis is absolutely correct. It is alsc difficult to arpus Ibnx ogainst most of the

principles off a democratic Cuﬂbrdllst organiation,in condltions when they are.possible

and necessarys . . . ‘ LT
xxxFull freedom of discussions : ;

ooCentralised direction of the politcal discussion in the organisation.

xxxCentralisation off dxperiénce and national Airection of actjvij¢ _ .
xxxlexinum independant initiative and interpretation by the > membership in 1mﬁlemﬁntatlnnor
ki controlled dogrec of spbc~mlﬁvation and division of labour,checked by a certain

level of rotation of tasks.
APelitical tfalnlng of mefers to create cadres.

sut nomatier how perfect themestruciures may 1G,Lhav don t tell us much about tha

content ol the relationships between party and class in given reriods and situstions.

It is the nature of the working class and its relation bo capital and the state

in different meowdidicewsx situations that is our main refernce poinb. In other words

cven where possible democratlu centralism is a secondery orgenisationazl question.

Phe key determination is the conditions of struggle. Unless the more gensral and

Mimeless' aspects of lLeninist the cory of orginisation are separated from and gut in

the contexk of the conditions of. strugglie oparating in that period, then our notions

of’ party and class will be as emwty as the T bvcause this is just vhﬂt thev fail to doﬁ

CTHE TENINTST THEORY OF “xRTY'!TD CLARS - lT: o yTﬁf”&,IIAITS AMND CONTRADICTEONS

The context that gave meaning to the leninist relationship between »: ity and class

o buroye off e Ist part of the 20the. It is a common mistake fri stiques of the

s -iredness ' of Le to root its contoxt miwm solely in Russia and its apecinl oconditi mns

of pollice stabe, large pzasantry xbex the all- Iarqadinv state power etc. ‘ihe thrust ‘ :
oi the L. theory was simed at breaking the-pre-domirance of the Europesn schools of

sagxism ond substituting an alternative theory of révolution. Tt is true that it was the
Huagsian conditions that pushed L ivin and the Bolsheviks into rejecting a Marxism which 5
condemned them to wald for the davelopment of oapitalism,before adopbing the mebhods

of socialist revolution, The dowinant HMarxist thleory held that the revolut ion must go
Lorward by stages, that in so-called underdevelsped covubries like Russia, their must e -
a bhourgeols r&o]utlon,lcd by The bourgecise,before rovoljtionaries counld start fighting

for socialism. The L. rejectisn of this had mor: thx Russian implications. It was the
weapon to break the reformist gradualism that kad come to dominate western Narxisme o
In the more advancod industrial countrics the char:cteristic form of Morxism was in

REEET pdrtlcﬂ that were loose and open and burctuer Lic,fighting for power primaxrily in

'
.




‘\r)
parliament -~ comblnoed with ecolommlat trads mt'l'.Lzm;_s
strugzles 1 gheory md wider implisntions besausce Russia was not the (backward'
country that some maintained. Ii suftfered from wneven develoment,ratter than under-
development. For combined with the lerge ngelouliural sector were some of the most adva neod
fao%orhes/industries in the world,with high corcoentrations of skillud workers. Like

elsowhere in Turope it was these skilled workevs thav werc ai the contre of struggle
and the revelutionary process - Gige the comaon cyeile of stglg sl that swept Burops in
the early 1900 'secethe 1905 -Russian rovolution, Ttaly's firs) 2 N;a] strike in 190L,
M 56 Strlkuﬁ of Gorman mindws in the Ruhr oio. :

pixdh weat ool defonsive economico

So when Tenin proposed alyernative steategics their dmpact was feld Pventuallv in

other Burcopean countriszs. Tho dominant liazzist theory was not only no use to the
Belsheviks because 1t condemned “hem to a passive and subordinate role to "the bourgeoise:
it also gondemnad them to s scceyhing tho suont neppshstlu, 1 le of_LhJ workers. Becausec

we are conesencd with LI secific gquestion of party and class,it s the lotter which

we mowcrEsmcaeriih have to eramine. Sihy do we vay teodemnzd! o accepting the
gyortanwou struggles? Tt is because they were in this poricd largely. lisiled to
econcmistie trade unicnisp, In Surop zan conditions (ag well as in the specific Russian
conccxb,JhgrP it was constantly nucessary to easurs pvolebas rian rather than bourgeois
control of the reveolutionsdy oro ocass ) anly by separating urd elevabing the politieal
strugzle over the economic,could the question of state power ard its seizure be consistently
posed. This meant for Lenin a ;:chdl revision of Tun]blona hetweon paruy and class.

The form wonldd be the wightly knif,nd ighly centralised vanguard partye & cadre,combat
organisation capable of intorvening in and dirzcting. classstru lee not acoeptznb Jts
limitations as the mass burcausratic’ ps srbies in Burcpe did- The conbent was that this:
party of professional revolutitnarics would bu‘br nging- p01¢tmcﬁl GONSCILOUSNESS - from
outside! to tre daljj Lhduut“1al LruggWeswhmch Wos us sually only srontaneously econommsn

The specilic featuruﬁ of the Dn rolationship béteor party and bldSo were dc;enoant

then on the level of deviopment of the relations betwsen working class,c capital and

states To biplaln the hizboriedl necessity for tle L. parfy-class relotlonship we have
£é examine in more detail-thosc. welatlconshi ‘The class relations mlliated against

the doily struggle of the class in produciion, being spontanouslyipolitical's In the
context of capitalism entering St dmperialistic phase,allowing new expansilonary

outlets = the treund towards moncpaly was present. Duv companiss REE still pelatively
emall and metheds off produvstion were mosmmj'structuraé around the individual maching.
This 5cnerdtg6 a class composibion in the worki'orce which was bas cd on the skilled worters
relation to those mﬁchawe%u Tha asseidd Filidlas,om 1as ub;: political~legnl framew ork
for bourgcolg poden, perera. W dirvect sense. This

y oin a geclional sense! the

meant that the .worker confrno Jiotel

indiviigual capata int rather than c“llcbb 7o canit rd 5t3te power -~ and. as a’-
highly skilled produccs ﬂLV'dCL op tuade linss.wich a %uqounoy to see. the problem of -
pIWer ToTe in terms of !workors control’ rather than em#snlna ihu bou“ﬂﬂo:s state.
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This‘éoeé“nbt mean thab rovolrtionaly wihallenges do the . systom: could nwt arise. from
strugz les comected to the foctory. Crises were in particular provoked by. attacks of
capital on the skidled worksrs degrec of cor pErol in work. The struggles over 'dilution
of lsobour! on Lho Clyde belnz a geod eAaanu\ In various 1orts of e Burcpe Workers
Councils,based on the powr of g-illed workers ylayca'qn imyortant part in class
confrontations.-But the rotential for vnal rerolutivna*y challenge was held back by
the type of class strugrie likely to arise. The potential was db}frﬁﬁnt on an
outsindde podtitical nggo to foeun the gtfuéﬂlj an the objective of state power.

The crganisation of the s kll}pi workers roducerg, even its radical,workers ''¢gouncil-
{form tended to obscure the xelasiom io utatp power, 'politics? and porty organisation,
based as it was on the Iwr*:guLar class composition of the workforce in this pericd.
Nowhere 16 bhis clearer than in the Turin and Italian factory cceupntions organised by
£he workers' councils in 4920. Confident of thoir ability to run the factories without
the capitaliste - by stoying inside the factories the movemont falled to generalise

itae confrontation an& prepare in a gpscilic way R al u general-state level to take ym
power, beyend the powor to conbrael 1rodunb!oﬂa ' -

The L. scyration betweon nphEﬂen‘01 uuion and party action, brtween politics anl economics
Llowed from this situationn'” td T01i{tC“JjV rcncnm}qu the closgend its
.Vuatﬁ uuiujdn the 3 and lollflaqlly rowdlrcct

.ItO{LJ@U cuBa
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The rocts of the Troskyist misuse of the L. theory of porty and class can . be troced
to the explanaticns that Ienin himself guve for the Llimits placed on the daily
spontaneous struggle. This is Locause Lenin outlined two inberwoven buk contradictory
elementse One stressed the limitations imposed by the conditi-ns of strupggle, the
relations between class composition,capital ard state we have briefly outlined. The
obther woas a stress on a theory cf the the'inevitable Cdimitations' on working clags
consciousness, Compare two quotes frem'What is te be Done?! S R
"The cconomic struggle is +he colloctive struggle of the workers for 4k mbix
botter torms in the sale of their labour rower, for better living and T
vorking condit ions. This strugzlc is necessoryily = trade union struggle
because working condit ions vary from {rade to trade ard 4o struggle to .
improve them can only be conductcd on the basis of brads organisat ionge !
and the more famous: ' ‘
'The history of all countries shows that the working class ,exclusively by. -
“dtsiorn efforts,is able to develop only a trade union CoNSCinusnesseses -
The theory of. sccialism however grew outi of theorics...claborated by
intellectuals... the theoretical doctrine of social democracy arcse 0
altogether indeperndently of the spontanceous growth.of the working class
oo Tmovemend, U - ‘ :
To pose polititical conscisusness as arising not out of,bui side by side of class
strugzle s the pooduct of a marxist sclence developed by péty intellectuals i an
idealist formulat ior. Conscisusre ss cannot be deduced from conscicusness,ikxix £he. :
potentislity for political strugzle @epends on the particular conditions struggle .-
arises in. VWhile the domirent toendency was not towards this ir Lenin's time it was -
wreng of him and - fo a greatér extent later Marxists, in particular 1. to wniversalise |
. these theories and: conditions. Pirst because its rigidity was not even appropriatc to
that pedicd. Important spontancous political strugrle did on occalsons- develop and
had "great significanoe-as.Lcnin later acknowledged,os in thecase of the mass strikes and
soviets in RHussia L5065, -Secondly it universalisation mus led to consciousness being
elevited above'conditions'cf'struggle as the determinsnt of party-class relationships,
henes is responsible for the extreemly mexchonical notions of the party-class .
relationship thot  cheracterises modern T (see later ). This reverscs the real precesses
at work in strugzle. It was the totality of the conditions of strugzle that rroducad.
trade unionisa as the dominant trend in class conflict arnd the consequent working
class consclousrgss. This is not to deny the influerce,sven hegemony of bourgeois -
ldeclogy. ard its influencs on trads unionism. Mok is it o Pose some notion of
spontaneously developing revolutionary consoiousrsess in tre wrking class. Lk ix
ok ek xeonagnobionk annsookunoNt ey
In some senses a socialist consciosusness avays ccmes 'from without! ~ that is cutzide -
any one sphere of expericnce,whehaher tle Toctory.the home or the univergity ~ and
usually only develeps in interaction with revolutionary idess and organisation. Bub
sore conditions of struggle - cnciurage the struggles to take on a pelitical ie.
anti~capitalist basis,which in turn has greater potentiality for tre devlopment of
socialist consclousness. We would argue that +theso cenditions are objectively present .
in medern relations between working class,capital and state -as exparienced in
reorles' daily lives in the factory or coumunity or collegesbut more of this later. .
It dis necessary o restore a materialist emphasis about the form and content of class
strugglo,in line with Marx's formulation that - 'scedal being determines social
consclousress. ' Tubt ing consoinusness and ideology at the centre of analysis,as the
determining tswmwwf foctor in the level of struggle, {which is whal modern T do)_
fixes social being in 2 rigid way and produces those endless abstract dobates about
consciousness and spontaneily that have characterised the limits of understanding
of party - class relationships. '

The consequences of the L. position on party ard consciousiess were also dangerous,
ard remsin targely unaotmowldied by T. and obther groups today,who have a nalve faith
in the ability of domocratic centralism to curc anything. -
"The  leninist Party does not suffer from the tendency te  bureauvcractic control
because its restracts s membershlp to those serious and diselplined enough
to take political and theoretical issues as their strating point and to '
subordinate their activites to these. " (18) : .
B littlen%.%qg% given recent vvents in I8 But more seriously it sees burcaueratisation
as Ansurcd thfough structures, whoreas it 'is primarily the static and mantpulat ive.
relationships with the working class which aro the Coundetion for organigational

de—goneration, in modern L groups.
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But in a wider context the coencoeption off lbvotutl>nqr; conatousness as the product of
party, intellectuals owith LThe ‘guhjective footop! being lecated =nlely in the bvods Sl
party ean lead to a serious underc stimation of the crestive solf activity of the mrssos,
with a permuoent dangsre of and clitist and authoritarian relotionship betweon L party
and working claoss. It 4s lmportant to stress Lhat this is no automatic erCbSo,Kt depends
on the precise relstions shiip botween porhy and masses in +he strugiles of the period.
For t he Rol&kcvxha their ability o be inside +he necds and strupzles of +he masses
and transiating thst into revolutionary g serageyy ond tactics - keyt the relationship
a. living dlalctho,uL least until the. post- revolutisnary conditions nf mataerial and
political decay. The saw cannot bo said for the hordcs of T. sects mechanically
modelled on the ooluhbvlk Yarty,cut off from the conditions which made Ln Bolahseiriks
Lhe rbvnjutlJnaryLynfty of “th: Hus slan working class.

Despite ouillnlnu the 1ﬁm#ua,L0ﬁubdt aqd contradicat ions of the L. model of party and _ %”
class, there are _uAniversal lessons snd truths conteined in it,which are still appchﬂhlﬂ
tﬁddvu.Tho firsh s the concept of the vanguard Jfl3ﬂ¢uH+Lul;Ethﬂ(UHllke hax cither
the 'mass’ vofe 1m3u{ pax uLeoyaﬂseJ on- passive- individual membership or the anarchist
ard libertarian ‘organisations!, which ars -gcncwﬁlly regtricted to propagsnds bécause
they see direction anzd lﬁﬁderbﬂly as cortradictory 4o class °utonomy) has the
capacity to intervere collective ely to dcvcﬁop class strugzle. dnd ; which is based on'
grouping togother conscinus milﬂtanbu as cadres with the euucaulon and +r aining to
act as momebers of a cdmowt orgadisstions as a mﬁrscygldp BE document stated:
“Lenin outlined the reasons thad make an’ 1nhrrvnn01“n1 st cadrs qrccnlu%iWQH S
mnecessary. Bssentially they kre thot 4 s capitalist division of labour
generates in any one decthicn of - the'gﬁrklnb class only a partial and fraz mented
experience of the sistom and the struggles against it Thoee fifferences are
re—-inforced by “the’ varying ideslsagical experisnces and cultural uackorounds .
in the working class. Ahlso +he class struggle on a general and day to dﬁy '
basis lacks continuity.as theé crisis exmpressee 5teolf in an uneven and often
tsolated way. Thewe fore = politeal organisation operates to bring togcther
militents from all séctors to Hotals s¢ expericnce and genraté averall L
revolutionary perspectives. It links the experience and practice of struggle
by bringing m1¢1tant together, overcoming lack of confidende and isclation
and provides consistent political: education, It should Ye rooted ersugh in
the masses,to enable it to.be in the forefront of strugzle and 1r~v1ae the
necessary leadershipn”.(From fithat is a BF Group" ”';LTSCySlQL Byl

The sccond 1mportant apllication of Tw. ig the role of +the paryy in arming and leading -
the prolétarist to seize power. Although the nsture of selzing power has changed in the

conditions oFf modsrn capitalisum,where tha' state is a larger and more cwmﬁlex sat Oi
structures,with dirfer ing typon of TolﬁtcaW rﬂvcgs orerativesthe tasks =nd role of

the part have not changed ~ and the degize of differcnce can also alsc “c over—b}ﬁ~5eraf e
Thers is a current of opinion which gecs in tha changed noture of society ang state :
and in the existence of syvict s and workers8 ¢ oan01ls ctc a declired role 7 ho PArtye -

But this is a bad mistake. 4g Mahdel. points out,the erisis doos not maruld zrow fro om
periphery 40 centre. It.ig a ‘discontinuos pIOCbbS that camnot be soleved: merely by -
the existence of autonomous “orking class organg of popular power. These do not
homogenise and unify the claas nor dissolve diffcrences of ideology and interaost
evernightysviving all tactical and stregical problems. The centralisation of the
rbvojuuomry vanguard in the rarty to'seize the tnmﬂ 1< still crucial. Recent ovmts

in Yortugal emphasisc that 4he. Procass of pﬂﬂir‘d“ ach crucind moments, turning
roints dn which deeisive astion is necdsd . the kind oP action (conditioned as it is

by highly complex miltory, political and Ld?olﬂﬁLcdi cnnfldurntlwns) which 'sovietg!
"Ly their nature cannd initiote and directs. 1t 55 alse necessary to say that this role -
structures the tack of the organi catlion,evon in 1iurcm9;}ﬂﬂnlL and leose stages.
LROTEKYIET THEORY SND . IRWTIGE Ry LBINED T c _
In the Light of. this critical analysis of the L,'thc&ry ol party ond-class, it is
necessary O return to Te and. ekamine how they have failed to re-gituate the essential
bases of .the thoory in the needs of tho general class situacion xuprg in this epoch of
capitolist developuent. Hore wolintroduco corisin key specific weaknes sses of T. which
condition dThax 1nab11lt; to re-defhne party-class redationg.

Qa) un1§yb)s of thu epocih . : ' - AL _
One of the most glaring crracs of the T. position is its ovaramphasisg n'f the m‘oblt‘-hvd"
Aeadershipe an exaggerated holicf? in lack of orreet leadership as cause .of dnok <




(6) |
daovelepient of the clage sbrugglo and failurs fo ake rowers The roots of this arror
lic in Aaowrong and stabie analysiy of the nabure of tho current epsch and a’ conscquent
undialectical separmtion of -objechive and subicctive fantors. Take thiz guote Trom RUG

"I1 the Imperialist cpoeh capitalism suffors from a denp ard wolonged crisis
which can only be roeselved 5f there exists a roevelutionary party'capable ' .
of winning the maes of tae slass Lo dte progromme. The mainténanc? of capitalinm

reste,no on its material Foundeations, for those mro in-dgeay - hut on the .

Cimmaturity o and backwardnoss of Ixmothe working olngs v and it lgédn“ship»

I o¥e
The various shavp politicsl durns and ndlerations of poricdn ST revolutionary
advance with pericds of resculons spring not from changes an the economic bage,
~but from impalses of o puraly supsr-struchural crzracher. In this'epoch the ™
outcome of the crisis rests on the subjestive factor: the understanding,. .
erganisabion and determiztation of the rovolutionary party. " (RCG) o
In this stdement lies most of e Weaknesses of modorn T. First of all its-is-absurd
-to see an undifferentisted ‘epoch! slareniag foom from the Pioct quarier xfdx, of thHis.
“eontuey to tcday. While i i3 true that capitalism is ir Iong term decay,the posgt-war
changes in its material Pourdations, inntially froze that process and nay provide a very
different problem ag those changes collapse dnte a new crisis. To be mope recise
the changes in .relations between working class,capitnl and state he alded by the "
Fpnetwre 'Keynsian! trancformetions aliersd dres TVelyrE the ferrain of struzzle.
By using wages as-a motor of capiﬁalist"dcvelOpment,bﬁ involving the state directly
in economic and social managrwent, b sitentbing te institulionaliso class strugsle
through furt her incorporction of the unions, by re~structuring capital through mergers,
now Pinancinl ard monshon: Lat betwesh stées,te mention Just some of tre dinnpes
= the system was kiven o oWl tenporary lease of Lifle, This is not to capitulate to
revisionist theoriegs thatcaniialism no longer has economiv contradictions or similar
absurﬂitiegtsIt s te shate that those contradictions, the Torm and content of the crisis
will arise in different form .- through combinations of, inflation ard recession,
involving the state dirveetly in political conflict.with direct links to the working
class struggle ngsingt the now orzendsation of work under copitalism ~ wages divorcsd
from productivity ctce ' S

oTIE

et e

In this light i3 is complotely wrong to see the nature °f class struggle as dependant

on Mmpulses. of a purely supsy-stovctural character.! The form and content of modern
class struggle is for the m o

¢ roduct of changes in eapitalisms!
'material foundstion. ! To hake Just & eccouple of

5T part a dirscet o

ooxamplses. Plrstlynthe immmense
changes in atbitudes to work as a product of mechanisadion (a:semgbly lines cic)
of n 1 and wowhite oo llore wopic, A The macsifiess a7 thae clae itself i
oL marmaal and now white collarx work., and +the maesilreation of the class itself in

industrics. @th the do~skiiling of work 4vaditiona leftist attitudes o vork are
. . & [
boecoming ous of dste and behing workern® atiiades: whe are increasingly unresponsive
tp such concopis of wovkers' control) ang the wight to work,when much of theoir
1) ! . £ s

e
a

daliybstrufizle is against “he capitalist organisation of work - the sradings,the
Whe

line syeod.the work discipiine oi¢. What is wmore amportant to workers s guarantéed
Jobs and income,whiether work is svailable or noi. Like the miner who - was asked why

i

he only worked a four day weelw =~ replied: "bocause T ecan't live on 3 days noney,"
secondly the role of the state. The dirzet involvment of the state brings it homs

far more clearly the fact of rolitical noturs af struggles. The role of the sintg

as ‘eollective capitalist! means that its ability to intervene -and shape the dirvetion
of the crisis means that talk of wenployment as a 'natural disnster ! of the system

1s dinndoquate. The role of the state in oocial menagement also moans thet it aols as a
factor of cohesion betyecn different scctors of strugsle - the coninunity, the health
servics;education ete - thus totalisng the impnet. of the crisis and objectively making
Links hetweon strugigles in conscivusness and rractice more possible. -

The effcct of this is to ggjggg;§ggj§9§;viiv from fits objective basis. That is to.
bslroet olass consciousness Trom its detorminglbion by the chugeing structurcs and il
relations of onpitalism. In practical toerms it is the cohstant T« battle &ry that the
conditions were ripe.but the consclousnoss vas lasking. This Foxee e kg
soparation ds complutly undisleotical. If working class consciousncss was not matuve
g h (duc Lo lack of oxperience or creation ol aubonomous ﬂrganisatian) then ‘“that is
rart of the objective situntiond It 4o patially boeouse the T. have not re~onnlysad
the 'objeotive! bagis of the syitem that they view 14 ns stat ie - the veriable.then - -
luaccnnixxg only consciousnoss iyl Leadorshipe In spreific torws,with the immense chaiges
in Cﬂpitﬂlism,iQHM}s_tnkon time for class coXnsciousross -itsely Lo adapt and changd.
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suffiicient ftrunsformation ang
the condition for dove lomment
Link; is locatod - sole ly. with
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separation of objictive and subjective factors
"I'he problem thon.(1920‘s) wag snd is shill
conseiousness to.the dovel.of matui-itynot +
S P T (Documsnt
This. is not ondy debermined &y a stat ic a
expEricncs . of unGerstanding
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analysis of the:-cpoch and th: o
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"The question of the nature
basis of that social £

tre deegencration of 4
jeotivq/subjective

of Séwvict Socilet

In ether words the materia
etc) is healthy.a workers' states but politicsl st
noﬁ'tbwgworkihg classe This is not %he time Por -a

thot see the jrevious longer
it is a similar undialk:etical separahkion
botwoon forces and relations of - product ion.Tc Macx
off capitalism is between forcos ard relations
made common, to all revisinisk rarts of
neutral and contoin only. scicnce techno
market ete. vheress th relabions of production we
In the Rusgian context that meang: see '
the basis of sceialism and +he abelit
the ferces. of production:is not only mochinery
and soeglal~ex eriencesxtieir degres of nrzonisat
theref'ore wrong of 4+he Ta. 4o sco de=-zonerak ion
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Throfore a fotal: revolution at sEtoridtone
is not Yutyeen factoryland .society {as for the T)
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logy,brgani
ion of the ma
of

It should also not be underestimated what effect t

in vulgggiﬁ§%g Te concephs of le

strugdd the Stalinist burenuerady. They wrongly
on the ‘healthy body of the workers stalc . This has

Gra

bureavcracy as the moin provlom’of leadership.
rships{of countrie

replacing the bureaucratic leade
ones. The errer Lies dn-thinking that tre existenc
frem the nobure of 4ne instifution. So thercfore &
leadership is abstractea Trom the transtormation o
i replacment s purely a. superstruct ural problem
An the unions whore it is the nature of +i
key questions Te politics. ecome over ag no
Linitations of strumgle aris

"The multi-millioned i

gatively

BEses ardse dgain ang .

-7 revolutions Bueh time they are held back Ly the

This has had the ynfortunate cffeet of drysiically
lutionary process and underestimmting the daphh an
class Life and institutions thas is nceupsary to o
the naive view that "ip only 'we had Ghe right lead
vould be o golvad. Hoving the right leadership s ne
be ob Lho sxpense of changzing or providing aitornn
and - at the exponse of encourasing the solf-confid
off the working class.
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8 the belief that 1
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document on the origins of T)
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I
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today ~ to dévelop working clags
he objietive situstion.” ( :
of the Mtskyist Opposition of I8) .
epoch,but’ also by the historieal

he Russinsn Revolutidho'This'is_
avily contribited to the stdde
sPLit. 4 Sypical view of the

I

7 is no longei of the meterial

crmation ~ bt its political supar-structure, ' .

(IS Oppositicn) .
nat isnalised propérty'sﬁrubfuée)
ructure is contrelled by a bureaucray
lengthy analysis of Russ ia(for 7
- but thre ma in. point is that

ism the main contradiction is

\a been

i, plant,mochinery, the
dlely property relations..
as as'.'f B
Jor capitalist contradiction. Euk
but people ,7ith their technical

sation of wo

re seen as 's

ion and conseicusness. Tt is

the revoluiion spiely at the

Foolpobex doe revolutions 411 the

41 organisatidndaf'ﬁérk-étcw
The contradicticn

oth factory and. socieby..

including 4le
but within b

gzéﬁcrac? has Ma
out of .2 genuine

ed this as a {paragita !
meant an over-concentration on

at stress has been 1834 on o

gs parties,unions ete) by revolutionm y
@ of a bureatcerecy is separate

he creation of a revolutionary

I the dnstitutions themsalves, as
fgaine This ds particularly the éase

he undérstanding of B

characteris

1@ role of unions in eapitalism that is the

anti~bureavcratic,as if the

ealesfrmlﬂm'mﬁSMmﬁzoftmabmwammqh

again,enctering the road of
ir own conserative machine
(ot sky) ,
simplifying the nature *of', the revo-
d broadth of chianges in working
hollenge enpitalism. It also fecds
crs the problems of straggle
cussary,but with . it tonds o 7
tives to institubinng of shrugele”
ence and organisation of 1The mss

Se fr

€ren
58




(8) f

(h) Consciovsncss, Strussles and mrosreamnes
Tae fadlure ot Te to sce thal suhstantial parte of L. whers specific to kits historicedl
rericd and therefore the nature of the cpoch is changing has also hed negative effccts
on alanilyscs of the naturs of class strugele and the relationship of orgenisaticns.
~to ite Huw the organisat on/purty Tormulates its. ;b]dtlﬂnuﬂlp to the class e ostill
szen in static forms. First of all it contimes to be sesn as determlncd q; an
analysis of consciousness. x o -

MThe Irnainist conespt of the Paty camot oo separated foom a up601glc

analysis of proletarian class consciousnoss. ® (.angrB»qu)
To Ko Mondel,leninism is the 'inrxist hcinncenf the subjective factors "So the ndrfj
hecomes bnqeu en a view of cloass conseliousress as inherently limited. L3 we said
wxthimex carlicr,the potontislity of consciousns ss s@hile not spontaneoudly developing
deperds on the conditione of struggle. lodern T is natable for not attempting to
re-analyse’ Lboge changing conditions and therefore changing contont of struzgle.
In faet they are pro-cluded from seriously dding so by their view of an unchanging -
epoch and 1nhcrentlj limited consciousness. Mandels'! pamphlet- "The Ifnallct Theory of

Obganisation" is abstract from start to finish,it never sifuates celations bheween
rarty and class in changing conditions of cbrugbl hut only in abseclutes of conccl,u ness
~spontaneity, porty and the likes It remnins 1ncuﬁbant on us of course.to show that

there have boun changes and here snd elschere we have + tried o do so. But to bre Tilj
stote some examples of changes brought about by different relations boétweon n working
class,state and capital: ' : o . '
xxxiith the interventionist role of hin st ate (via. incomes policies for 1natap09)
and The linking of the wage to expansion of productlon‘(\ov10uslj under antpollcd
‘conditions) — wage strug:les,in particular fights to separete wages From yroduothity
and availability of work {via. ¢ susrentasd laf of' © pay & dn) ard diractly puoldvical, - ,
not only bhecouse they involve the sb:bo,ouu Lenause tncy 4G MOrE 1mn“014c }y antie: - -
capitalist and less defensive. - : . _ - : -
xxxThe de-skilled composition of the workln CWas mokes u“ification of the . ': )
proletariat a greater roes ibility, particuln rly thriugh strug lug Fwx against pradings,
vork-hicrarvchy, for parity obce. ' J o R -
xxxThe draving in of comnunity, educstion, health and welfare services into a mors -
dircoet wrelationship with capi#alist rreduction,via. the state has vastly increased
the anti-capitalist potentinl o £ strugzles owtside the factory snd the utrﬁt glr?l
importonece of orgenlulng with health workers, students, housewives cotos. .
To sum up; we think the spontaneous (1@, imediate/ds uly) strugzles of the olwss
have a ‘greater 7 Dllflcal potential (de. fOr being directly onti-capits 115t) than in
the pelod when X% the Le tleory of party ané class was formulated. This is a mbrwes
rroduct of tho'changing cdmro"itiwﬂ o the working cless, the chanéeg: role ofothe
state dnd the new structures of Li‘ltclo They greate a greater possibility of strug gzle
-conirontlrb the state,of links between sectors (es. ¢acb0ryn,ommuhii ) ngno made ' -
and.- uﬂlfLCJtl“n of 2 more howmogenous workinsg class being created in strugsle. 'Politics !
now is less an 'oudside! factor that organisatuons have to bring in o strugzles..
Rather they have o discovor,divect,and gereralige it from chhin,uo overcbuy the
continuing. hold of sectitnalism,reformism and bourgecis ideologys o

These aﬁtempts to re-sz nalysc clqsq utrugg¢c dotermine for us the nature of party-claas .
celations. But the form of these relationsh wips remaing sthlile for Te 4s the bagis of SRR
struzzle has remained + e gome, it beecomes a gquestion of ’injection'”of g.politcal
propramaé by the ariye - ' ‘ ' 5 7

"Ths building of the Revolutionary Yabty is the procoss. where yby tho prOﬁram“‘.

of the socialist re evolution is fused with the cay'“uancb of tlb majovltj

of advanced workers in struggle.” (Mandel) : L .
Unfortunately this peliteal programae dees not arisc for T. from tht chwnvin oxyorienccs
and nceds of the truqzlb,i is worked dut above that process - in a quppo cd ‘
scientific process of what Mandel ealls  'theoratical production. ' © . S

"he gradusl injeetion of thege domands into mass struggles an‘ﬁnl" cochﬁbout -

Lhrough' the efforts of a broad layer of advenced workers who e closely linked

to‘the'masses‘who‘GWSSLmlrILL and puolicise Hhese demonds,which do mot normally

xxixe grow out of the day to doy exreriones of the classg.! (mlndul) o o
In other words,the se advanced workers are the paseive carricrs of a 'politics from
the outsido ' Outsldc because the progrommes are no longer ﬂpproymiute to todays ' mwredh
conditions. In this "context we can understand s hy T Iu]]fic cems so oftdn out .
of' touch with the re&iliy of struggle and why party leadersh T (ruQPOHSible for this
"thooretienl production’ of the programme) so often NJVU,JUFCJHCIHLlG and manipulative | i
milationships with he rank'and file membors -~ the earricrs of outworn wlitics. ;



) ‘

»oof Phe working class romadn unchangod con bo

also shown by the way 1. concsive of tac arplication of such progromacs. Prom thoir

position that corvruel programmcs can be worked oub 4bove strupple,the T prours

bollcve that if thoy are biz cncugh,in o orisis sibushion - the tronsplantat don

of such o set of domands con lead the wworking olass o ST IER AN ;
"Wvents such as the Pronch etrike of Hay'68,%0 which the tronsitional
progromms provided a koy sot of progromatic dowands,thot had those who
used Shem boon sbrdng Jnﬁup'h,,, could hawve lod the morvkers movenent stoep by step
to the congquest of pon

The wrong belicf fhet the cxporisone:

wer.? (dorkers T P9t )
Th  slightly absurd thing shout this,is thet hordos of 7. grours have had such
progranmes for yeoors on end ons they'v seldom succcedad inlcading ?njbnb anyvhere.
They don't scem to qu.pstion whoethor these 'politics from the cubside! praeleaitiihieyst
are not meking impact,not bseause of lack of zize,but because of lack of relevancy -
ag some wit onco said,theyive avbitude is ~ i ;bullty doesn’™ Tit,send it back."
Lotta Continuae ones 5°1& that the gfobWCA s not to put yourgelf ot the head of the
mosses(The Trotskyists Y but to be the head of tha masses. To be a leadership from
within the struggle an orgmnizafin must sinkadtsel? into the changing process not
only to give direction,but to loarn sbout the cffcets of changing conditions, so
it con artilculate and zenerclise working olass nceds in demsnds and Trogrames. 1
must form its organisation to be adeqguate o the cctusl lovel of struzsle. 4% the
moment Big Flame docs not regard itself to be the party or cven its embryos
4 vie sald In "What dls Big flame?7 i
"The crention of a wud: revolutionary workins clasgs party can only be the summil
of the growth of the ﬂuiﬁncm) of the masgs working class wmovement. The party
con onlyn bo created by revolutionsries out of 2 new,higher level of class
strugzls and the dcvcla1nunt of leadersnip form oll the sections of the
working clasts... " {Big Fiamo)
This view has porticular rolevance to Tritain,where it ic very clear that the
class strugzle has to oxvorience many profound cidugés L breaking down ctlcnallgm,
chauvinism snd othsr bamiers before the porty could be anything other than the P a0 sal
imposition of an organissiion From above,with the capaecity to load no-ons. An examyple
of this 1s the of'% repsated refesin of To zroups that: -
"The revolutlonseyurarty must meke 11 progroesive demands and movenents of
oppressed scelal layocrs ond classces its ownhe
Of coursc in tie ldng form this is true. Bub the formel existonc: of o general perty
does net guarantce its capacity to be that factor BE unity. Lt musy in practice prove
that it understands the portici dynemic of each ssctor of the class (women, immigrants
ate)its own necds - before smpts o find pelinteg of unification as the strugple
developse 4t the moment the tendorcy is to submorege particulat mecds in such
'general! organisations, subcrdineting thom fo the models of Argonisation and politics &
off the strongsy and more traditonnl sictors.
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In this scction we have dgelt with the inndecuacics of the provosed Torm of the
relnftions botween party and ciass that dorive from the T. 1 ons of consclousress,
struggles and programces. Wo hwawe not doalt in detail with with some aspocts GC
in particulor the concept of the “trensitioml! programme. The notion that WE LR IN
a trar citiwnnl cragwhere caplitalism's naterial fourdations are in complete decay,
held togotler by defective leadership in the working class we talked of ea®lior. Put
the solubicn to this ds not simply a progrosmme but a btransitional one. ie. for most
Te proups the re-worked application of the Transiticml Irogramac published by Trotek
in 1938, Given thatikthis progromme is based on the belief of an unchanging ocpoch,
of dmminent ecollopse of the systom, o ur11tqu0 of' its content 1s central to our
disagreemnts with modern T» Dubt unfortunately its going to have to waif,bocause its
lote amd T'm birad,

CORCIUSTON
For me the lessons of ”tud”iﬂﬂ T & Ii concepts of poarty and class revolve mainly around

a strong bolief that Gilscussions of orpanisation shonld nit o dominated by

questions of gstructure,nor should they be outside historieal contexts in which porticut ar
theories ariso. Por me the feason for the de-goneration of so many T & L partics is

not primarily linkod to thesn structurcs. Them it comes to how stuctumes should work
Dlve got fow quarrels with tlome The do generation of orgmisations is usually a produit
of an dnndequate realtionship with the hﬁssua, suadly amea beeausc they have niled to
adapt to changing conditions. In th: vase of T, thoii S-decade~long isolntion from
mass strygrle has left o permonoent dmpeint of osgificd and mechanieal thinking, which

has mode thom execos ively vulnerable Lo splits and obscssions with leadership. (97 - E‘:.’wl?‘)




