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Capitalism 2000

Capitalism 2000

Is the End Nigh?

s capitalism celebrates its

manufactured millenmium its

prophets tell us that humanity
has arrived at “the end of history”. The
Financial Times, mouthpiece of mega-
business, informs us that the history
of the twentieth century proves one
thing: “utopias” are always bad and
that the only aim of social action should
be to “defend individual liberty” Of
course this overlooks the fact that some
are more free than others. If you are
rich and powerful you are not only more

current figures are almost entirely down

critique of this increasingly rotten

to one factor - the suppression of system,

malaria (which is once again rising in
new and virulent forms). The real
picture is that capitalism cannot survive
without the increasing centralisation of
wealth in the hands of fewer and fewer
of the capitalist class.

With all the millennium hype created
by capitalist states to divert us from
the terrible reality of their failing system

The Origins of
Capitalism
Marx wrote in 1867 that capital

comes into the world

dripping from head to toe, from
every pore, with Mood and dirt.
Capital Volume One

free but also the one

who  makes the
decisions that confines
half the world’s

population to poverty,
Whilst 3 billion people
live on less than $2 a day
in the year 2000 the
richest 1% of'the world's
population owns 40%
of global wealth. The
richest 20% of the
world’s  population
consume 90% of the
world’s output. But it
is not a question of
geography. It is a
question of class.
Amongst the “richest
20%" are the 14-16
million people in Britain
{according to the
Department of Health
and Social Security)
who live in poverty (i.e.
earn less than half the
average wage).

The Financial Times
tries to put a gloss on
this picture by pointing

The Bowman
Project

Ome British example of the relationship between state and monopoly
capitalism is the saga of the British Army’s radios. British troops
are still using Clansman radios from the 1960’s. All the attempts to
get a replacement were supposed to have been completed by 1996
However this has not happened. The Army tried to hold a
competition to produce a new radio system between Siemens
Plessey and the US-owned, ITT industries. But this collapsed when
neither side was prepared to undergo the risk of development costs
which might have been a total loss. After several years of bungle
and delay, the government’s solution has been to get the two
competitors to form a joint holding company (the unhappily named
Archer Communication Industries) to develop the system together.
Even then Archer (which has Army officers representing the
government on its board) has submitted a costing of 3.9 billions
which is about twice the budget allocated by the Ministry of
Defence. So much for capitalist competition creating efficient
production! The fact is that the quantities of capital involved make
such long-term projects unattractive for monopoly capital unless
the returns are guaranteed. By setting up Archer the government
has now been able to offer such a guarantee. It will be 2005 before
even 10% of the Army’s equipment will be modemnised. In the
meantime the British Army might be better buying mobile phones!

All facts from The Fimancial Times 28.12.99

{Penguin Classic
edition) p 926

The wansatlantic slave
trade (involving the
forcible shipment of at
some 17 million
Africans, at least one
third of whom died in
“the Middle Passage™),
the brutality of child
labour in European
mines and factories, the
genocide of 16 million
North Americans in
little over a century
(with a similar, if not
greater number in
“Spanish America”™)
meant that capitalism
did not exactly atise
naturally and benignly
out of feudalism', But
the burgher {or, in
French, bourgeois)
manufacturers who
inhabited the towns
{which had grown
under roval charters in
the Middle Ages) had
long grown impatient of
the restrictive laws of

out that male life expectancy in India
has risen from less than 40 years in
1900 to 62 vears today. This only
confirms Disraeli’s adage about “lies,
damn lies and statistics”. Not only was
life expectancy in India greater in the
pre-capitalist past {1900 was a year of
famine in British-controlled India) but

we cannot let the opportunity pass to
draw up our own balance sheet. We
won't be focusing on the last
millennium but on the last two hundred
and fifty vears - the epoch of capitalism.
What we will be doing is reminding
ourselves of the validity of'the Marxist

the feudal system (a system designed
to protect landed aristocrats). As their
wealth developed the bourgeoisie
became frustrated by feudal laws and
institutions such as internal tariffs and
restrictions on the amount that could
be produced or the numbers that could
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Capitalism 2000

be employed in any one industry.
These held them back from becoming
even more wealthy. However their
wealth allowed them to acquire the
political power either to influence and
transform the state or, where the state
resisted, as in France in 1789, they
overthrew it and replaced it with one
under their class control. Whichever
route they took the end result was the
same - the end of the feudal order.

When talking about this origin of
capitalism Marx states of feudalism
that,

At a certain stage of
development, it brings into the
world the material means of its
awn destruction. From that
moment new forces and new
passions spring up in the
bosom of society, forces and
passions which feel themselves
to be fettered by that society. [t
has to be annifilated. 1t is
annihilated.
Capital Yolume One (Penguin
Classic edition) Chapter 32 Fhe
Historical Tendency of Capitalist
Accumulation p 928

This idea of a mode of production
existing until a new, more dynamic
mode of production came along is
central to Marxism. Feudalism
existed for centuries alongside the
dynamic manufacturing sector of
the towns. It was only when
feudalism™s own laws and
institutions came into conflict with
the possibilities for pgreater
expansion of the capitalist
manufacture, when feudalism became
a “fetter” (another central idea of Marx
mentioned several times in Capital) on
the further growth of the economy
(called, “productive forces™, by Manx),
that the capitalist (bourgeois)
revolution takes place.

The establishment of the capitalist
system brought with it an enormous
outpouring of productive energy
based on its new dynamic which
revolutionised the productive forces
{the steam age) and then revolutionised
them all again (electricity) within a
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century. The difference between Marx
and the other critics of capitalism in
the mineteenth century was that they
looked backwards to some non-existent
*golden age” of rural bliss, They were,
in fact only opponents of industrialism
- not capitalism. Marx on the other
hand saw the potential for human
development that capitalism had
unleashed. He saw it as “progressive”
for humanity. But he also saw that it
was full of contradictions and would
not last forever,

Another capitalist chscenity:
millions five on the breadline in the
richest country in the world where
30% of aduits are officially classed
as "obesa”

The Contradictions of
Capitalism

bl

This was absolutely opposed to the
reigning ideas of the day. Adam Smith
(who wrote The Wealth of Nations in
1776), David Ricardo, and all the
political economists of the early
nineteenth century had always
considered that capitalism was the
finally discovered, truly efficient, mode
of production for humanity. Capitalism
was, for them, literally “the end of
history”. Then along came Marx, Marx
spotted that all previous societies had

been societies based on scarcity.
Capitalism’s problems were the
opposite. It is the first society where
economic problems arise not out of
scarcity but out of abundance. This
abundance is produced by a working
class who are so heavily exploited that
they receive back in wages insufficient
amounts to buy enough food, clothing
and shelter for themselves and their
dependants. In the early days of the
Industrial Revolution even whele
families working together lived on the
margins of hunger. This was
capitalism’s first contradiction. The
class that produced its wealth was
increasingly excluded from being able
to enjoy it

There are not too many
necessities of life produced, in
proportion (o the existing
population, Chuite the reverse.
Too little is produced to decently
and humanely satisfy the wants of
the great mass,

The stupendous productivity
developing under the capitalist
made of production... contradict
the baxsis, which constantly
narrows in relation to expanding
wealth ... hence the crises.

Capital Volume ITT (Lawrence and
Wishart edition p.257 and p.266)

But not content with reducing
workers to the margins of existence,
the capitalist system is also one of a
fight to the economic death between
individual capitalists. It is not
enough to make a profit. Each
capitalist has to have a higher rate
of profit than his rival. This means
that each capitalist has to find more
efficient ways of increasing the
productivity of the labour they employ.
Those who fail go under and in the last
century their rivals bought them out.
As Marx wrote “One capitalist kills
many?. As the last century wore on
this process led to an ever-increasing
concentration of capital in fewer and
fewer hands. Marx put this very clearly
in Capital Volume One, As soon as the
change from feudal production

has sufficiently decomposed the
old society throughout its depth
and breadth, as soon as the
waorkers have been turned info
proletarians, and their means of
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labour into capital, as soon as the
capitalist mode of production
stands on it own feet, the further
soctalization of labour and the
further transformation of the soil
and other means of production
intr sacially exploited and
therefore communal means of
production takes on g new form.
What is now io be expropriaied is
not the self-emploved worker bt
the capitalist who exploits a large
number of workers.

op.cit, p.928

And this process goes on to a point
where there is almost complete
domination of some branches of a
national economy by a single firm, We
have not only entered the era of
national monopoly but also the era of
a world economy, '

This expropriation is
accomplished through the action
of the immanent lows of capitalist
production itself, through the
centralization of capitals. One
capitalist strikes down many
others,

Hand in had with this
centralization, or this
expropriation of many capitalist
by a few, other developments teake
place on an ever-increasing scale,
swch as ....the emtanglement of all
peoples in the net of the world
markel, and with this, the growth
of the imternational character of
the capitalist regime.

loc. cit

Monopoly Capitalism

Monopoly capitalism is, in some ways,
the negation of capitalism Under
monopoly conditions the “unseen
hand” of competition, which is
supposed to make capitalism so
efficient (in the theories of Adam Smith
etc.), has all but been destroved. Now
monopolies control huge swathes of
the economy and can actually begin to
divert extra surplus value from other,
smaller, capitalists towards themselves
via price-fixing cartels etc.

MNowhere is this better illustrated in the
period just after Marx was writing than

the USA. The spokesman of
monopoly was one of the greatest
monopolists himself - John D
Rockefeller. Incontrast to Adam Smith,
he argued that the formation of giant
monopolies would eliminate the
inefficiency of the capitalisti market.
Monopoly was

the arigin of the whole system of
modern economic administration.
{1 has revolutionized the way of
daing business all over the world,
The fime way ripe for if. [t hod fo
come though all we saw af the
micient was the need to save
ourselves from wasteful
conditions. The day of
combination is here to siay;
Individualism has gone for ever’.

The Financial Times would have been
choking on its equities (except that it
wasn't founded unti] 1888)! Rockefeller
was, of course, only expressing a brutal
truth. He has also (like Marx) been
proved right and did not feel that he
had to hide behind the mystifications
about “individual liberty” of today’s
capitalist commentators. Monopoly
conditions are the conditions under
which capitalism continues to operate
- though both Rockefeller and Marx
were writing about something which
was as vet in its infancy. However,
within a few years of the publication of
Capital, the improvement in American
continental communications {in this
case via railways rather than the
imternet) and the great crisis of 1873
was to allow the Rockefellers of the US
economy to strike down their rivals.
Rockefeller himself forced rivals to use
his pipelines at his prices and then
offered a ridiculously low price to buy
out their firms. Once the crisis of 1873
hit Rockefeller became even more
ruthless.  Rivals had no choice but to
accept his price and by 1880 he
controlled %0% of US oil refimng in the
L'SA. Atthe same time Swift in meat,
Pillsbury in grain, Weyerhauser in
lumber, Duke in tobacco, Vanderbilt and
Jay Gould in railways, and Camnegie
{himself bought out by 1.P. Morgan in
1900} in steel were all doing the same
thing. Even so by 1893 there were still
only 12 monopoly capitals. Another
decennial crisis that year however laid
waste to many smaller firms and by 1904
318 large combines operated over 5,000
large plants across the USA

The flood of corporate money into the
government was so great that the
monopolies controlled the political
process. Money bought votes. As
Secretary of State William Seward
explained

A pofitical party is a joint-stock
company in which those who
coniribute the most direct the
action and management of the
CORCErT’.
The same monopolies that ran the
Republican Party also ran the
Democratic Party. Politicians could do
what they liked as long as they did
nothing to interfere with the “robber
barons” interests. Indeed the state was
no more than the arbitrator between the
monopolies. Popular revulsion at the
antics of the robber barons did force
the government to bring in so-called
“anti-trust” laws. In theory these were
to protect citizens from the predations
of the monapolies. In reality they were
simply gentlemen's rules by which all
the monopolies operated within the
USA. The Supreme Court underwrote
the power of the monopolies. The
Sherman Anti-Trust Act of 1890 was
effectively dead when, in 18935, the
Supreme Court decreed that the
E.C.Knight Co. was only restraining
trade “indirectly”. The company in
question refined 98% of US sugar!
When the Rockefeller- Morgan empire
was evetually forced to “demerge”
Stamdard Oil in 1912 it was a sign that
the state was already having to
intervene in the “natural” laws of
capitalism, This intervention was not
however a victory for the ordinary
citizen - it was victory for the other
“robber barons™ of US big business,

Imperialism

In every major capitalist country in the
years 1890- 1900 monopolies identified
with  national governments.
Government policy was now directed
towards ensuring that national
monopolies were supported by the
state. At home laws favoured the
monopolies against their own workers
whilst in their struggle with foreign
monopoelies, even in the most
peripheral areas of the world, the
military resources of the state were
mobilised. The struggle for sources of
cheap raw materials, cheap labour and
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new markets was now one between
national rather than individual capitals.
This was the era of the “world
economy” as Bukharin called it. It was
also the era of imperialism and it is this
which has dominated the twentieth
century, At the same time the contracts
the state offered, particularly in relation
to defence contracts increasingly
brought an intertwining of state and
monopoly capital, This latter process
was enormously accelerated by the
First World War,

In the run up to 1914 imperialism,
militarism and colomial rivalry ran wild.
Even the United States which came late
into the scramble for colonies had
proclaimed its “Manifest Destiny” to
rule over the “cheating manana lot” as
President Theodore Roosevelt referred
to Latin Americans. Anti-semitism 18
not the only racist ideclogy produced
by impenalism in this century. Needless
to say colonies in Cuba and the
Philippines were acquired by the USA
after the first imperialist war of the
twentieth century against Spain (1898-
1902).

Revolutionaries like Lenin, Luxemburg®
and Bukharin all analysed this
tendency towards imperialism. But
they always assumed that the working
class, organised in their millions in the
Social Democratic Parties and their
trade unions would be strong enough
to prevent imperialism from inflicting
its ultimatum attack on the workers -
global war. Indeed in the first two
decades of the twentieth century the
final part of Marx’s analysis of the
histeric course of monopoly capitalism
in Capital Volume One seemed to be
coming true.

Along with the constant decrease
in the number of capitalist
magnates, who usurp and
maonapolize all the advaniages of
this process of transformation, the
mass of misery, oppression siavery,
degradation and exploitation
grows; but with this there also
grows the revolt of the working
class, a class constarly
increasing in mumbers, and
trained, united and orgamized by
the very mecharism of the
capitalist process of production.
The monapaly of capital becomes
a fetter upon the mode of
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production which has flourished
alongside and under it. The
ceniralization of the means of
production and the socialization
of labour reach a point at which
they become incompatible with
their capitalist integument. This
integument is burst asunder. The
kmell of capitalist privale property
sounds. The exproprialors are
expropriaied,

op cit. p.929

What neither Marx, nor Lenin nor
Luxemburg could have predicted was
that the working class would be led into
imperialist war by the very Social
Democrats who had voted against it
time and again in International
Congresses. The biggest betrayal was
in Germany where the trades unions
and right-wing Social Democrats not
only voted war money for the Kaiser
but had even entered a secret pact with
the German General Staff before 1914
to ensure that there would be no “civil
disturbances” in the event of war. This
set the tone of the twentieth century
as all the national labour movements
became, and have remained, outright
agents of their “own”™ imperialisms.
Only the revolutionaries who broke
with Social Democracy now carried the
message of Marx forward.

Lenin wrote his /mperialism in the
middle of the First World War to explain
how it had come about. He followed
on from Marx by noting the five basic
features of the new imperialism

f1} the concentration of
production and capital has
developed o such o high sfage
that it has created monopolies
which play a decisive role in
economic life; (2) the merging of
bank capital with industrial
capital and the creation, on the
basis of this 'finance capital’, of a
financial oligarchy; (3) the export
of capital as distinguished from
the export of commoadities acguires
exceptional importance; (4) the
formation of international
monopolist capitalist associations
which share the world among
themselves, and (3} the territorial
division of the whole world among

the biggest capitalist powers is
complete,
Imperialism - the Highest Stage of
Capitalism in Coflected Works Vol. 22
p.266

For Lenin the time when the “new
capitalism™ definitely superseded the
old could be dated with some precision
- it was the start of the twentieth
century®. MNow the situation was
different. Monopoly and state military
identification with monopolies had
ended the progressive role of
capitalism. We had now entered the
era of “the decay and parasitism of
capital 7 MNow capitalist crises could
not be solved by simply the writing off
capital values. A capitalist could not
simply buy up a rival cheaply. Now
capitalism was at such a stage of
concentration that only the massive
destruction of opposing economies as
well as the seizure of their resources
was sufficient for restarting the
capitalist cycle of accumulation. What
had been a cycle of boom - slump -
concentration - boom during
capitalism's “progressive” period, as
Marx had called it, had now become an
infernal cycle of boom - slump - war.
And war, as the First and Second World
Wars demonstrated is about a war to
the final exhaustion, if not annihilation,
of the oppasition. These wars involved
the deaths of somewhere between 70
and 100 millions of people. In the
Second World War the vast majorty
were civilians deliberately and
systematically murdered as a policy of
terror by both sides. The common
thread that runs through the twentieth
century is this struggle between the
major capitalist powers to control the
earth’s resources. From the Spanish-
American and Boer Wars to the current
war in the Caucasus the bottom line
has been to win control of economic
resources for the nation state”. All the
horrors of the twentieth century from
the concentration camps set up by the
British in South Africa in 1900, right
through to the genocide in ex-
Yugoslavia in the 1990s are a
consequence of this internecine
imperialist struggle.

Despite this the last part of Marx’s
analysis has yet to be carried out. The
expropriators have not yet been
expropriated. For the ruling class this
is evidence enough that it never wall.

T e



Add to that the failure of the Russian
Revolution to establish socialism and
the capitalists can say not only was
Stalinism socialism but also that
socialism has failed. But capitalism
remains capitalism. It continually
reproduces the same contradictions we
have described above.. Since the
Second World War we had a period of
boom which lasted until 1971 but then
came the latest slump. This period of
slump or crisis has lasted nearly 30
vears but it has yet to be resolved.
Capitalism survives today on a fantasy
economy on one side (financial
speculation has reached unheard of
levels) and a mountain of increasing
misery on the other. Famine, war and
man-made disaster are permanently
present. They are the price that
humanity has to pay for the continuing
crisis of the system. Ultimately
capitalism is preparing for a new world
war. The only force which has the
potential to stop it is the working class.
The capitalists are well aware of this
{hence the never-ending propaganda
about “the end of communism™). At
the end of the Second World War
welfare states were set up in all the
major imperialist powers. Workers had
to be tied to the capitalist state for which
so many of them had fought and died
under the guise of “anti fascism”. The
trades unions which had been founded
to resist capital had made peace with
imperialism in 1914 and acted as the
state’s agent within the working class.
The welfare state could be passed off
asa form of “democratic socialism”™ At
the same time the state took a greater
and greater control in the management
of the economy in order to preserve
the national industnal base of each of
the imperialist powers. Keynesianism
ruled OK. This collapsed with the 'S
devaluation of the dollar in 1971. The
Bretton Woods system of international
co-operation established in 1946 to
ensure increased trade was successfill
during the boom but the post-1971
slump means that new forces of finance
capital were unleashed. Monopoly
finance capital now became globalised
monopoly finance capital. New
mergers were created until today we
have situation where the state can no
longer even play the role of lender of
last resort. Since 1990 $20,000 bn has
been spent on mergers. This is two
and half times the GDP of the United

States. Now 200 companies, 90% of
whom have their head offices in the G7

countries dominate the globe,

According to Frederic F. Clairmont

Since 1982 the turnover of the 200
has risen from 83,000bn fo
$7,000bn and, despite the
coniraction i the world economy,
their ammial growth in current
prices was twice that of the 29
members af the QEC,
See Fowers of the World's True
Masters in Le Monde Diplomatique,
Dec, 1999,

Most of this financial growth is
speculative and artificial The volume
of money travelling round the globe
per day exceeds by a factor of 4000 the
amount actually produced by
manufacturing, This is helping to keep
the consequences of the erisis from
destroying the system but the actual
crisis has not disappeared. All that s
happening is that a vast amount of debt
and paper wealth is being
accumulated. The day of reckoning will
have to come sooner or later. But before
revolutionaries can rejoice we have to
remember that capitalism might collapse
from its own contradictions but
communism cannot be built except
consciously by the working class
themselves. Marx poses a historic
alternative in the Communist
Manifesto. In the course of history
the class struggle has led

either to the revolutionary
reconstifution of society or the
common ruin of the contending
classes.

Currently the working class is on the
retreat in the class struggle and is
unprepared for the responsibilities
whiﬁl histery will thrust upon it. This
is why we call on all those who
recognise what the real position of the
working class is to join in the struggle
to reconstitute the revolutionary class
party as the only body which can carry
the communist programme, the product
of the revolutionary experience of the
working class into the next critical class
confrontation. The capitalists may
have just celebrated one more century
of their rule, lets not allow them to
celebrate another.

Jock
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Footnotes

1. The viclence and rapine of
capltalism did not stop there. In
1750 China and India had been the
two greatest Industrial producers in
the world. Indian spices, cotton and
precious stones, China’s parcelain,
tea and silks were the major
commadities in world trade. Within
one hundred years both great areas
were politically and economically
dominated by Europeans. The
Chinese Emperor had rightly told
emissaries of George III in the
1790s that Europeans produced
nothing that China wanted. In the
1B40s the unwanted commadity of
opium was being forced down the
throats of Chinese. When the
Chinese Empire tried to prevent the
English opium trade the British
answer was war. It was not just the
cheap price of European
commodities that were used to
batter down.all Chinese walls, The
forced destruction of the Indian
cotton industry paved the way for
Lancashire to expand and by the
18505 the destruction of the
economic strength of India had been
all but completed.

2. This was in the original Samuel
Moore translation of Capital vol.1.
The one we cite elsewhere in the
article may be more accurate but it
sometimes loses the poetry!

3. Rockefeller in 1870, quoted in
The Free and the Unfree, P. Carrall
and D. Noble (Penguin 1988) p.261

4. Quote in Harvey Wassermann,
History of the United States (Four
Walls Eight Windows 1988)p.25

5. Although we disagree with the
precise theory of Rosa Luxemburg
as readers can see by looking at the
previous issue of Revolutionary
Perspectives

6. See Imperialism - The Highest
Stage of Capitalism in Collected
Works Vol, 22 p. 200

¥. Imperialism though should not
be confused with colonialism.
Colonialism had preceded
imperialism. Britain, France,
Portugal and the Netherlands had
established huge ocverseas emplires
but most of these were established
at the time of mercantile capitalism
when selling the exotic produce of
nen-European cultures (after
plundering or buylng them cheaply}
was the major source of finance
which was to pave the way for the
capitalist system to develop. Whilst
mercantile colonialism is a condition
of the growth of capitalism,
imperialism is one of Iits
consequences,
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BT Strike

In the Margins of the BT Strike

or some time we have been urg
Fing one of our comrades to write

the “social document™ on the
nature of work in call centres. and this
article is printed on the opposite page.
More people work in call centres than
in any other job in Britain. There are
350,000 workers employed in 4,000 call
centres around the country. This is
more than the current total for all coal,
car and steel workers put together and
is expected to rise to 500,000 within
three vears. It is also one of the areas
where the working class is more
concentrated than any other (today
9094 of “businesses” in Britain employ
less than ten people)

Our comrade wrote just before the BT
strike began on November 22nd last
vear. Conditions in BT call centres are
seen as better than most yet the main
demand of the BT strikers was for less
management bullying and an end to
ridiculous target-setting. The workers
in BT call centres who belonged to the
Communication Workers Union voted
for three one day strikes. This was little
enough considering the nature of the
exploitation. However the union soon
showed what unions have always
shown. Their main agenda is to arrive
at an “accommodation” with
management. Only one of the three day
strikes ever took place. Was this
because the management caved in?
Not a bit. The union had achieved its
objective, Tt had won the right to be
recognised as the spokesman for the
workers in BT call centres by agreeing
to

work at making BT's call centres
the hallmark by which other
comparies will be judged.

Quoted in the Financial Times 9.12.99

Fine for BT but what did the workers
get out of protesting against the
horrendous conditions in these call
centres? A stress management
programme! The demand that casual
workers get the same pay and
conditions as regular workers was
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rejected so BT can use even cheaper
labour at will

Unions Against Workers

his is not a result of the unions
I “selling out™ the workers. They
are not on our side in the first
place. Today they only act to manage
the sale of labour power in the interests
of the capitalist nation state. They
cannot be changed by a different
leadership (as Trotskyists claim)
because the function of unions is to
preserve the capitalist system (you
don’t need unions when the workers
actually own and administer society
themselves). Anyone with any
minimum knowledge of trade umon
history will know that “radical”, “left"”
leaders (like Lord Chapple etc.) have
all gone over to the open sabotage of
strikes once they got to power . Thisis
not an accident it is because the unions
exist to maintain workers as wage
labourers under capitalism. For
revolutionaries it means that the way
forward has to be in struggle outside
of and against the union apparatus.
This is why we think organisations like
the Socialist Workers Party are the
opposite of revolutionary despite their
claims to the contrary.

In & recent Socialisi Worker they ran a
report on the CWLU, the same union
involved in the BT dispute. They listed
several ways in which it had “trampled
on union democracy” (only the SWP
actually believes that such a thing
exists) to force a deal on posties which
the union had agreed with the Royal
Mail. The deal will have union officials
sitting with Royal Mail management on
the disciplinary panel to sack workers
who refuse to deliver certain types of
mail {including BNP election material).
Despite this the SWP merely call for a
new leadership and the same issue runs
the banner slogan “Time to get
unionised” ({Socialist Worker
15.1.2000). Workers could be forgiven
for asking “what for?”.

However workers in the new sectors
who have no experience of the way n
which unions work could easily be
fooled by the propaganda that we need
them to defend us. At the moment many
of the more militant workers in call
centres tell us that what they need is a
union to help them resist the bosses.
They think that it would bring the
organisation to give them more
confidence to fight back. But the
examples we have given here show that
a real fight is not part of the union
agenda. Here we must not mistake
“unity” with “the union”. We do need
to organise together but we cannot rely
on unions to do it for us. A real struggle
means organising our own sirike
committees of elected and recallable
delegates. These have to be controlled
by regular meetings of all the workers
involved in assemblies. This not only
ensures that everyone is informed of
what is going on but also takes an
active part in the struggle. leaving a
struggle to a few individuals is the road
to defeat. Our strength is our collective
capacity to fight together. Ultimately
the only answer to the horrors that
capitalism increasingly brings upon
humanity lies in that collective will to
paralyse the system. Once workers
realise once again their real strength
then it is a short step to a political
struggle for a better society. We are
still a long way from that and many
bitter lessons of the class struggle from
the past will have to be relearned. But
the capitalist crisis and the class
struggle have not gone away. The new
votes for strikes in car factories, in call
centres, in bus firms {where drivers
eam even less than call centre workers),
in the postal service and in engineering
works across the country may not be
big headlines yet. But they are
indications that no amount of spin-
doctoring, no amount of propaganda
about the “class war being over” will
actually wish us away. And when we
do begin to move we will have to be
ready to move against both the bosses
and the unions.

L



The Working Class in England

The Condition of the Working Class
in England —
A Modest Addition for the Year

or the ruling class, if we are Lo
Fhelieve its version of truth, ex

ploitation is a thing of the past.
Now equal opportunities guarantee
fairness and personal effort determines
one’s experience of life whilst high
technology paves the road to
progress. But for many of us, real
experience smashes this fairy tale
of universal content. In spite of
all attempts to bury Marxism and
the working class threai to the
status quo, the communist
condemmation of capitalism, first
elaborated in the nineteenth
century, applies equally to the
CUITENt Version,

In 1844/45, Marx's fellow co-
founder of scientific socialism,
Frederick Engels wrote “The
Condition of the Working Class
in England™. Who can seriously
claim that the poverty and social
injustice Engels described have
no basis in today’s society?
Consider this passage which
expresses the real relationship between
the worker and his work:

Nothing is more terrible than
being constrained to do some one
thing every day from mormng until
night against one s will, And the
mare a man the worker feels
himself, the move hateful must his
work be to him, because he feels
the constraint, the aimlessness of it
Jor himself. Why does he work?

For love of work? From a natwral
impuise? Not at all! He works for
maoney, for a thing which has
nothing o do with the work itself:
and he works so long, moreover,
and in such unbroken monaotorny,
that this alone must make his work
a torture in the first few weeks if he

2000

has the feast human feeling left.
The division of labour hay
multiplicd the brutalising
influences of forced work. In most
branches the worker s activity is

Telephone operators in the past used
to suffer from occupational illnesses
{migraine etc) but the stress of modern
productivify monitoring in the call
centre is an even bigger pain in the
neck.

reduced io some paltry, purely
mechanical manipulation |
repeaied mimite affer minite,
unchanged vear after vear. The
worker s activity is made easy,
myscular effort is saved, but the
work itself becomes unmeaning
and monotorous to the last
degree. It offers no field for menial
activity and claims just enowgh of
his attention to keep him from
thinking of anything eise.

F Engels, The Condition of the

Working Class in England

Anyone who has experienced any of
the array of low quality employment
opporiunities which mass
unemployment has forced upon many
of our class know exactly what Engels

meant. For the past ten months | have
been working in a call centre. Prior to
that 1 had been unemployed for 13
months, The job involves providing
customer service to users of BT mobile
phones. However, [ do not work
for BT but for a smaller company
which has & contract with BT, as
such sadly my workplace was only
slightly affected by recent strike
action, which did in fact involve
staff with whom 1 work. The
following is an impression of call
centre life, in essence there is no
divergence from the perspective
set out by Engels. Call centre work
involves a large fraction of the
workforce today, in fact it is the
largest occupational category of
the working class when
considered in national terms. It
has been responsible for reducing
official unemployment counts in
some of the most depressed areas.
I work in a former pit village in
South Yorkshire which has
recently been the site of several
futuristic buildings, including several
call centres for more than one mobile
phone network. According to the local
press they have replaced the jobs lost
by pit closures and will prowvide a rosy
future for the area after the bleak vears
of industrial desertification following
the enforced closure of heavy
industry,

Firstly, let’s think about the wages.
Before stoppages I, and most other
emplovees in the call centre I work at
earn the paltry sum of 750 per month
(less than 650 per month take home)
which is an annual 9000 per yvear for
35 hour week plus five 1 hour long
(unpaid) dinner time shifts. Despite all
the bourgeois attempts to have us
believe that the working class label
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The Working Class in England

only applies to manual labourers, who
can seriously claim that clean hands
and a computer on a desk are enough
to qualify for middle class status with
such miserable wages as these? In any
case it is not just wages but also
relationship to the means of production
that defines the working class. In
Revolutionary FPerspectives 23
{second series, Spring 1986) we wrote
that the

the extension of the tertiary
fservice) sectar is the extension of
poverty and degradation of
working conditions. Far from
being a new pefty bourgeaisie,
stich strata are nearer to being a
new sub-profetarial.

Tertiarisation — A Contemporary

Myth p.15

It is. as our comrades of Battaglia
Comunista wrote in 1985, truly a fact
that

All waged workers whose work
assumes the form of faciory
production, i.e. alienated,
parcelised and rationafised
labour, all these can be said 1o
belong fo the working class,
(reneral Tendencies of Class
Composition in Prometeo 8 (Fourth
Series) p.4

The work itself is one endless
repetition. For hours on end we answer
calls on a range of issues on customer
billing and mobile functions (or lack of
them, as they frequently malfunction).
The hours crawl by Einstein
developed theories about time and
speed; experience has taught me he
should have studied time and boredom.
It is a wonderful example of the
phenomena Marx called alienation. A
huge slice of life sold off to capitalists
in exchange for litthe more than survival,
sat like a battery hen in front of a
computer screen with a headset dealing
with dozens of ofien angry customers.
The whole charmiess process
approaches a bizarre behavioural
experiment on wired up primates by
insane scientists. Often there is no
break between the calls — they come
in one after another, sending the mind
into a spin then a headache and finally
by Thursday or Friday, a numb
depression.

Everything is timed and monitored,
break times, length of call, length of
time the customer is kept on hold. time
taken for administrative tasks,
everything. Every month newer and
higher time saving targets are set , with
job insecurity and loss of a (pathetic)
bonus of a maximum of 150 per year

{don't laugh — its true} being the

Last Issue:

Revolutionary
Perspectives

15
Strikes at Ford
Electricians’ Strikes
The Disaster is
Capitalism
Stalemate in N. Ireland
East Timor
Barbarism in the
Caucasus
Mass Strike in
Colombia
Sylvia Pankhurst
iran
China
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1 hidden daggers at one’s back to
enforce the ever harsher demands.
At the same time we are subject to a
steady siream of propaganda
encouraging lovalty and greater
efforts.

Where the all too transparent
propaganda fails, (somebody must
believe it) managenal personnel in
charge of small teams of
approximately 15 workers impose the
regimee This privileged set of kings
ofthe castle fake orgasmic happiness
at being at work (despite the fact that
most only earn about 13,000 a year
which if enough to set them above
the mere customer service advisor,
hardly takes them into the ranks of
the capitalists with whom they
identify). Their hypocrisy is
unbelievable. On the one hand we
have empathy, understanding, gentle
persuasion and sensitivity (which we
have to show to the customer) on
the other hand , we have bullying,

threatening and constant criticism
{which they show to us). Such are
social relations under capitalism.
Dominated and dominators, masters
and slaves. Do as 1 say, not as I do.

If the recent call centre dispute has
revealed the simmering discontent
beneath the official image of high tech
gloss, garnished with equal
opportunity ideology, it quickly
becomes apparent that on a daily basis
workers resist the situation in a Luddite
fashion. “Mistakes™ abound,
misinformation is given out to
customers, mobiles dispatched without
the knowledge of unfortunate
recipients, callers cut off, customer
requests go unactioned etc.
Absenteeism is another means of
escaping the grind, although this has
declined in recent weeks due to a
managerial clamp-down involving
disrmissals and placing repeat offenders
on different shift patterns other than
those they would “choose”.
Procedures and systems change with
incredible speed, as the elusive perfect
system never materialises, as the social
nature of the labour flounders due to
the apathy, discontent and tiredness
of the labourers, (Now called “players”,
as if the label changed the reality),

Call centre life 15 an expression of the
dead end capitalism offers the working
class. The monotonous dreary process,
the economic poverty, the subjection
to authority structures beyond ones
control, the enforced wasting of ones
creative life forces to nourish economic
powers which exist only to enslave and
exploit are a contemporary confirmation
of the validity of the Marxist critique
of the capitalist mode of production.

In response the working class, whether
rotting in unemployment, part time work
or mind destroying work like call centre
jobs, has to recognise that this really
is the best capitalism can offer, that the
future will only bring harsher demands
and reduced rewards, that even the
most ferocious exploitation cannot
prevent capitalism sinking further into
barbarism and the horror of war. For
those who have finally found
employment or those moving from even
worse job situations, and in the call
centre 1 work in and the area I live in,
this is not a small group, one often
hears the equivalent of “OK, its crap,



but its better than what 1 had before”
we can say that there is a far superior
alternative to martyrdom on the cross
of capitalist profits and warfare, that is
the communist mode of production
which has as its direct aim the
improvement of human life rather than
the chase for profits to enrich a tiny
minority and the elimination of
exploitation and domination of one
human being by another,

For all those who refuse to accept that
human society can go no further than
the present regime of unemployment,
exploitation and poverty, the following
extract from the press of our sister
organisation, Italian affiliate of the
International Bureau for the
Revolutionary Party, the
Internationalist Communist Party, is an
inspiring call to participate in the anti-
capitalist struggle, to throw off the
dead life which capitalism offers and
live in a completely different way, not
as dominated, exploited sub-humans,
but as fully socialised humans,

... ai the same time the army of the
unemploved and excluded
increases, fogether with a
multitude of idlers, parasites and
servanis of capital, whose only
interest is certainly not to produce
hut ta consume the surplus valwe
extorted from the workers, the only
productive subfects in bourgeois
society. The latter, even when
capitalism seems fo have reduced
haif an hour or so of their time in
the factory, are subjected to
increasing weariness, the
torment and stress of frantic
rinvthars of work, The
comswanpiion of the
overproduction derived from
them is denied to them because
they do not possess the money to
acguire these: pari af that
overproduction is destined, 1w
the form of useless and damaging
foxcrry goods, 1o go to the
bourgenisie and their middle
clasy emtourage. The
conservation of capitalism and
the survival of the bourgeois
class are therefore fied 1o the
impossibifity — excepting the
coflapse of the enfire social and
economic system — of
subdividing the necessary work
al leasi amongsi all the modern

slaves of capital, the proletariat,
the members of the exploited
waorking class ever more divided
into employed (some of the time)
armd unemployed (all of the time).
Capital at the limit of its maximum
development is Incapable of
mairtaining aff its slaves: it
exploits and oppresses hundreds
of miflions of men, it marginafises
arud starves all the rest. The
reduckion of working time — by
mearns of legislation within
bourgeois sociely — is presented
by reformisis and false
appositionists as a real possibifity,
if spread over fime, matching the
growing progress of the capitalist
economy. Bui what has happened
up to the present day and the
perspeciive emerging in the
capitalist world, gives the fie to
all those claims. The reduction af
fabour time ai the same level of
salary is incompatible with the
capitalist mode of production and
with the distribution of products’
commodities resulting from it.
Only the struggle fo the end with
the dominant interesis of capiial,
the class struggle organised and
led by the proletarion party, can
give life to the demand for the
generalised reduction of working
time, including in its programme
for the future communist society

Update 2000

The reduction of labour power
and the increase of free time will
be the reswlt of @ superior mode of
production and distribution which
is communism. The point of
departure and arrival will be the
end of the class division of society,
of bourgeois and proletariat, with
the obiigation of work for all
capable men and women (not
more than three hours a day) and
ihe initiation of planmed
production exclusively designed
to satisfy the needs of human
society which will allow the full
development of every individual
aned the entire commuriiy.
“The reduction of working time”
(from Bariaglia Commurista, Nov. '97)

Let those whose life revolves around a
boring job with poverty pay, those
without work or resources and all who
recognise the danger with which
capitalism menaces humanity recognise
the truth which we, and everyday
expertence, state plainly, there are only
two possible directions for humanity:
the revolutionary overthrow of
capitalism and all its possibilities for
the enrichment of life, or the shide nto
barbarism and its final solution of
World War. Or, to finish where Engels
finished in his first major work, “War
to the palaces, peace to the cottages!”
— but then, hopefully, it will be too

the realisation of such a late for the rich to beware.
Sundamental objective. Amnt
Publications of the IBRP in [talian
Prometeo 18 Battaglia Comunista
Theoretical review of the PCInt. Monthiy paper of the PCInt
Rt e darbbk M an. i The current fssue contains artice s on;
i Vertice deTWO df Seattle
E::;n negli Usa — trionfa delleconomia di & chiidei o : o della
scoritia
Ti Est: padina dell fali
mor Est: padina dellimpertalismo L ile dlecing del si —
Riassumendo sul sindacato ALDonTe
I capitalisma cognitivo el il neo-riformismo  Tdopo Kosove
Idealismo consiliarista e stalinismo Littirni dlati sulla poverta LS

To subscribe Prometeo is Lire 5000 per issue and Baffaglia Comunisis i Lire
20,000 per year; supporter's subscription is Lire 40,000,

write to the PCint addrass:

casella postale 1753
milano 20101
haly
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Nationalisation and

Privatisation

Nationalisation and Privatisation —
Twin Pillars of Capitalism

he continual erosion of wazes
I and working conditions which
has  accompanied  the
privatisation of state-owned industry
and the process of capital flight 1o the
maost profitable areas (otherwise known
as globalisation) has provoked a revival
of demands for “nationalisation™. The
Paddington rail disaster, which was
primarily due to the greed for profits of
both Railtrack and the train operators
{but also the British state) has only
added fuel to this demand. But
nationalisation is not socialism. It is not
even a step towards sociabism. It is a
capitalist policy designed to save the
capitalism from the worst
consequences of the system,

When the present capitalist crisis
hegan almost thirty years ago the major
Western European countries had all got
what was then called “a mixed
economy”. Some industries were
nationalised and some were in private
hands, Most of those which were
nationalised were to do with basic
industries and infrastructure (e g. coal
and railwavs). In Britain these
industries had been taken into state
ownership at the end of the Second
World War. Pits throughout Britain put
up signs saying that these coal mines
were now “the property of the people”™.
This was a lie. They were the property
of the state. the capitalist state. This
state was run by the same combination
of capitalists and landowners that had
run it for 200 years. What made it easier
10 keep up the pretence that something
really had changed was the fact that
the Labour Party was in power (1943-
51) and many workers thought that
Labour was somehow “socialist”, This
was vet another lie.

Myths of
Nationalisation
n reality the British economy was
I’: ruins after five years of war Maost

f the mines and railways were
unprofitable so the Government bought
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them at very generous rates from their
owners {(who thus now had capital 1o
invest in more profitable, newer
industries).

Meanwhile “nationalisation™ was
followed by “ratonalksation”. Inthe ten
years after nationalisation whole areas
of, for example, County Durham, were
laid waste by mine closures. The same
happened on the railways with the
Beeching cuts of 1959-62, 70% of the
rail network disappeared, For some this
was difficult to explain. If these
industries were in the hands of the
“people” then why did the people lose
their jobs. The answer was because the
policy of nationahsation was part of
the process of post-war restructuring
of'the British state and its economy. In
this case the state was the only agency
with enough capital (based largely on
the taxes and contributions of the
workers who were later sacked) to cammy
out the needed cuts

The myth that Labour was socialist was
useful for getting workers to take part
in the “democratic process” of the
British state. In reality the Labour Party
was not only not socialist it only
adopted nationalisation to make it more
attractive to workers. “Nationalisation™
(the famous Clause 4 of the Labour
Party constitution) was added in 1918
because Labour leaders feared that
they would be deserted by a working
class increasingly mterested in the
Bolshevik Revolution which had
succepded in Russia only months
earlier Labour s pseudo-socialist mask
was certainly a factor in keeping the
new-borm Communist Party in 1921
small {and even fooled Lenin into
seeing the Labour Party as an arena in
which workers could fight for
socialism). When Labour did
eventually carry out nationalisation (in
Attlee’s government after the Second
World War) it did so in order to save
the capitalists and their state. Even
Churchill eventually realised that his
own election defeat in July 1945 was a
good thing in the long run for the British

state. With many troops on the point
of mutiny and many others asking what
the Second World War was fought for
Labour was the best team to pretend
that capitalism had a bright new future
to offer. The establishment of the
National Health Service, the beginnings
of the Beveridge and Keynesian
reforms and the nationalisation of the
“eommanding heights of the economy™
all seemed to portend a move towards
a new society. In fact Labour was
preventing any such move emerging.
In the wave of strikes which followed
the war the Labour Party were the best
capitalist team to use troops to
suppress the working class {which they
did on at least ten occasions). The
trades unions {who then controlled the
Labour Party) did their bit too. Inreturn
for guarantees of “full employment”
they guaranteed that strikes would not
threaten the system. British capitalism
thus remained backward compared to
that in the US or the newly emerging
economies in war-devastated Europe
and Japan. As result the capitalist crisis
which engulfed the whole world hit
Britain before the other major capitalist
countries.

Throughout the late 60s and early T0s
both Labour and Tory tired various
policies to begin the restructuring of
British industry. In the face of mounting
working class hostility the first
solution they settled on was maore state
ownership of industry (steel, for
example, was re-nationalised). The
printing press worked overtime to try
to put money into the system so that
workers could be bought off with
higher nominal wages. In 1976 however
the policy collapsed. The TMF was
called in and the Labour Party started
to implement the first cuts (which were
in the Mational Health Service) that
have gone on ever since. The defeats
of the steel workers in 1980 and then
the miners in 1985 ensured that the
working class was in no position to
resist these attacks further. The frontal
attack  including  increasing




Capitalism’®s Twin Pillars

deregulation and privatisation of
industry could go full steam ahead.

Globalisation and
Privatisation

t the IMF started in Brit
ain {and Italy) in 1976 was
the policy that has been

pursued ever since. Governments have
to stop printing money, balance
budgets and create the “right climate”
to attract international capital. This
involves low private and corporate
direct taxation and fewer regulations
on environmental, safety and quality
issues. At the same time the repressive
apparatus of the State has increased
to ensure that there will be no social
disruption. The “dangerous situation”
of the 19705 where every time workers
in the electricity generating rail, coal
and steel industries went on strike it

was also a challenge 1o the state has
passed. Now workers strike against a
sub-contractor of a monopoly which
may have no actual physical presence
in a country other than through a
finance capital conglomerate.

This internationalisation of capital has
split the “Labour Movement”. Once
again those to the left of Labour are
showing that they are the left wing of
capital. Most blatant of these is the
Secialist Labour Party of Arthur
Seargill which puts out anti- European
literature to defend “our country”
reminiscent of the British National
Party. But even the “soft” Trotskyism
of the SWP is now calling for the
nationalisation or re-nationalisation of
rail or coal or any other industry. At
first sight the SWP has a confused
attitude to nationalisation. They
recognised the Stalinist regime in the
USSR as “state capitalist™ yet today in

Britain they campaign for state control
at every turn, from the demonstrations
against the WTO to Railtrack. In their
campaign against Railtrack on October
16th the Socialist Worker call was
“Nationalise Rail”. The SWP are also
campaigning for Ken Livingstone for
Labour mayor of London on the
grounds that he believes in “public
ownership”. They are in awkward
company as the Observer reported on
October 24th 1999,

Railrack bosses have asked the
Government to renationalise part
of the company in an attempt fo
Jree more cash and improve the
safety and guality of Britain s
antiguated rail metwork,
Railtrack already getsa 1.3 billion state
subsidy every year {which is more than
when it was a nationalised body) but it
reckons it needs 28 billion to modernise
the rail infrastructure. Asking the
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Mationalisation and

Privatisation

we can see none of this has anything
do with the fight for socialism. And this
why we say that the SWP, Scargill’s
SLP and all the other Trotskyist
organisations are peddling capitalist
politics. Under modern capitalist
conditions the state acts as the fat
controller of the national capital. If it
needs to nationalise to regenerate
accumulation it will. If it has to find
other ways to defend the national
capital it will, Tt has to manipulate
policies from tariffs to interest rates in
order to attract intemnational finance
capital, Ifit can do this then it can steal
a march on its rivals. This has nothing
to do with socialism as Engels noted
over a hundred years ago,

But the transformation either info
Jjoint stock comparies or info sidaie
ownership does not do away with
the capitalistic nature of the
productive forces.. The modern
state no matter whai the form is
essentially a capitalist machine.
Anti-Dithring p.329

This was not an isolated observation
Bukharin put it even more clearly

The capitalist mode of production
is haved on the monopoly of the
means of production in the handy
of the capitalisis within the
general framework of commodity
exchange, There is no difference in
principle whether the state power
is a direct expression of this
monopoly or whether the
monopoly is privately organised
Imperialism and World Economy
{(1915) p.157

Nationalisation is actually anti-working
class (as is privatisation). They are
both designed to raise the profitability
of the national capital (in short to put
more money into the pockets of the
capitalists), However with privatisation
the consequences are obvious,
Privatisation is a state-sponsored
policy to make it easier to carry out
wholesale sackings and introduce
drastically worse working conditions.
In private firms and bit by bit the drive
for productivity can be carried out
without too much disturbance to the
peace of society. The class struggle can
be sanitised.

Obvioushy as revolutionaries we have
to fight this. Whether we work in the
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public or private sectors we call for
waorkers under attack to organise their

own resistance, outside the hands of

the unions. We have to go beyond the
narrow confines of section, trade and
industry that keep the workers
divided. Such divisions make it easier
for the bosses to make more attacks.
and impose cuts in jobs and wages.

But what does the SWP do? For a
start they accept the capitalist rules
of the game: — union divisions which
already undermine potential struggles
— calling for “no to privatisation”
immediately excludes workers already
in the private sector.

The SWP's seemingly militant
demands actually undermines the
basis for a genuine collective
strugpgle, Behind it lies the
assumption that state control or state
ownership are better. Worse still its
peddles the idea that state ownership
15 socialism (and leaves the way open
for the lie that Stalinism and the
dictatorship of the state is socialism.
At its best its smacks of a reformist
illusion that nationalisation is a step
towards socialism, If the working
class actually listened to the SWP's
“anti-privatisation” campaign they
would end up even more under the
heel of the capitalist state. As Engels
says it does not matter who owns the
property, the private capitalist or the
state since the state is the state of
the capitalists. This is why we say
that no organisation can claim to be
socialist if it calls for nationalisation.
Nationalisation is a policy resorted
to by the capitalist state in this
imperialist epoch every time it faces
both financial problems and a
potentially militant working class. Its
aim is to prevent the rise of a
revolutidnary movement inside the
working class. The wave of
privatisations are a consequence of
the need for more flexible capital and
the current state of weakness of the
working class.

Socialism is about the abolition of
private property not its manipulation.
A secialist state will be run and
controlled by the working class as a
whole through its own elected and
recallable bodies. And this is the key.
Unless we control the levers of
political power any “nationalisation™

{which is not the same as socialisation)
will work against us. It will simply be
another form of state capitalism.
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Housing Benefit Strike

1o illustrate the conclusions of the previous article that the choice between nationalisation and privatisation is
not the issue for workers, we reproduce here a leaflet distributed in Sheffield during a strike by Housing Benefit

United We Fight

workers in March last vear,

The all-out strike by ShefTield’s
Housing Benefit workers is part of a
growing resistance to capital's attacks.
For a decade and a half — ever since
the defeat of the miners — bosses and
governments have been mercilessly
hammering the working class. Today
our conditions of life and work are
infinitely worse.

In the workplace we have suffered not
Just job losses and direct pay cuts,
We've also got to contend with the
bosses’ attempts to remove all limits
to exploitation. In the name of
‘flexibility” and ‘competitiveness’
they've imposed contracts where
there's no longer overtime pay for
unsocial hours, where fringe benefits
are unheard of, where there is no job
security... And still they come back for
more, On the wider front we hardly need
mention the continuing cuts in social
services, health, education, pensions. .,

Issue Not Privatisation

Clearly this is an offensive against the
whole working class Therefore any
fight back should be by the whole
working class. 5o long as workers
remain divided shop by shop, factory
by factory, sector by sector they are
no threat to capital and the bosses. We
have to learn the lessons of past
mistakes. The number one lesson of
the miners’ strike is that no matter how
valiant and determined, no section of
the working class can win on its own.
The bosses for their part [not just here,
but worldwide] have realised they can
ride out pockets of workers' resistance
s0 long as there is no class-wide
struggle. So it's crucial to recognise
that privatisation is not the issue.
Workers in the public sector are facing
exactly the same sort of step-up in
exploitation as workers elsewhere.
[Thatcher didn't wait to privatise the
mines before she took on the miners. |
Tt makes no difference that the Housing
Benefit workers are being attacked

under the banner of privatisation while
car workers at Longbridge are under
the knife of competitiveness. Fighting
under the banner of ‘beating
privatisation’ only helps to keep us
divided,

More than ever it is time to follow the
old watchword:

ONE CLASS, ONE STRUGGLE.

Class Solidarity
Not Union Divisions

Once upon a time the trade unions
which were built by workers
themselves were valuable weapons for
workers self-defence. Today, though
they are bureaucratic bodies which
don't just keep workers divided. The
main role of the umons is ta quell
workers’ resistance and find an
outcome to struggles acceptable to the
bosses. They are all for plaving
according to the bosses’ rules: No
‘secondary’ picketing, weeks of delays
for ballots instead of the direct
democracy of mass meetings... They
are masters at pretending their own
sell-outs are victories: Only 30
redundancies instead of 100, new shift
patterns for less money... With the
argument that “it’s the best we could
have got in the circumstances”, the
unions have worked hand in hand with
the bosses to ease in the cuts and
depredation of recent years, But the
cirgumstances are that capitalism is
facing a plobal crisis of profitability
which has been getting steadily worse
tor close on 30 years. Throughout the
world workers are bemg told to work
harder so that 'their’ firm can compete,
to accept wage cuts because ‘their’
country can’t afford it, to abandon any
idea of a civilised welfare service.
Many parts of the globe are already
engulfed by barbarism. For those of us
in the old capitalist heartlands of
Europe this is a warning. There is no
future for us under capitalism!

It's not a matter of reforming the umons
or building new ones. There are bigger
issues at stake. In today’s
circumstances the only way forward is
to extend and unify our struggle
beyond every local, sectional and
ultimately every national boundary. In
today’s circumstances the biggest
victory for the working class would be
to see the formation of a truly
international political party ready to
turn the every day skirmishes with the
bosses into a global fight for the
abolition of the wages system.

For a united fight of all workers
whether in the public or private sector.
Form workplace assemblies of all
warkers

Link up with other workers under
attack!
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The KAPD Congress

The Second Congress of the KAPD:

Resumé

As there has been a gap in this series of articles on the
Grerman Lefi, we will take the oppariunity to go over
the content of some of the previous articles:

Breaking from German Secial Democracy in the First
World War fin BP3): This article traces the furiher
development of the split between the reformisis,
cenfrists and revolutionaries in the
Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands (SP0) which
had opened up over the vears since the formation of
that Party. O the outbreak of the First World War, the
reformist wing (in general) turmed its back on its
earfier fine words about opposing war between
capiialist powers. As the war ground on, the
profetariat s pressing necessity for the revointionary
wing o consiituie a politically independent class
pariy became ever clearer, both imernationally and in
Crermany ifself. But, even the Bolshevik revolution
Sailed o push the leading German revoluiionaries
inte founding such a class party (the centrist
Unabhingige Sozialdemokratische Partei Deutschlands
(USPD), was not this party, despite its name
Unabhingie = fndependeni).

The German November Revolution — A Class
Unready fin RPY: This article looks at November
Revolution of 1918, sparked by the refusal of sailors
in Kiel to fight a final battle when Germany 5 war was
alreaddy lost. This ended the war and opened up a
revolulionary situation {amd not a revolution - the
lack of a revolutionary party being one of the decisive
differences between the two). The German bourgeoisie
sacrificed their monarchy and used the SPD and the
LSPD 1o break the point off the revolutionary
movement of the working class. When this failed, the
honrgeoisie used the most barbaric force againsi its
enemies. The working class was hampered by the

The Rest of the
Congress Agenda

motion that

eariier failure of its leaders to create a pariy
politically independent of the bouwrgeoisie. This party,
the Kommunistische Partei Deutschlands
(Spartakusbund) (KPD(S)), was eveminally founded af
the end of 1918 and was immediately put info a
sifwaiion where iis lack of deep roois in the class led
o disaster — the so-called Spartalaus revolt. fn the
aftermath of this isolated wprising, which was
faunched against the advice and voies of the KFIYS),
who argued on the grounds of an all-ioo correct
evaluation of the revolt s chances of success,
Luxemburg and [iebknechd were murdered afong with
thousands of workers.

At the founding of the KPIDNS). the leadership had
been to the right of the membership, and this
divergence was accemuated by the conditions of
illegality after the uprising, and by pressure from
Radek. This lead 1o the formation of a left oppasition
tenedericy in the KPD(S), which way expelled at the
Cletaber 1919 Heidelberg Congress, and was then
known as the KPDOpposition).

The Kommunistische Arbeiterpartei Dentschlands
{KAPD) (in RP10): This article deals with the first part
af second Comgress of the KAPD, later referred to as
the real founding Congress of the Party. This was held
it the immediaie aftermaih of the Kapp putsch, an
attempt by the German right to take power. Although
the putsch was defeated, the forces behind the attempr
were nol destroved by the victorious government, but
rather unleashed against the working class. Against
this background, the Congress had to deal with the
bowrgeois Nattomal Bolshevik minority in its own
ranks. fts failure to expel the proponents of this
regetionary tendency (instead, they invited the leaders
io leave ), exposed the weakness of the majority §
conception of a class pariy,

before the Congress agreed to Berlin's  expel the National Bolshevist

tendency,

at the remainder of the KAPD's sec

nd Congress'. This dealt with the
Party's position onits own programme,
its relations with the Third
International and the relationship
between the Party and the
Betriebsorganisationen (factory
organisations -—— BO’s). An extra
presentation on the political situation
was also given The Party Programme

Karl Schrader was the main speaker on
this topic. Initially, he refused to speak

I:: the present article, we will look
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The name of the KAPD indicates

that the Party siands on the

terrain of the congquest of political

power and that the Party

comprises the best elementis.
However, this attempt to ensure that
the context of his speech was not one
in which talking at all was pointless ran
into the opposition of some of the
remaining Hamburg WNational
Bolshevists (who insisted the
revolution is no Party affair), and began
to seem rather pointless itself. This was
the first fruit of the refusal to formally

In the end, Schrider continued with
his presentation.

His initial point was that the draft
programme of the first KAPD
Congress had been prematurely
presented as the final programme, but
for a2 good reason: the need to
demonstrate to the Third International
that the KAPD existed on a political
basis, not just because they had been
thrown out of the KPD(S}.

The presentation continued by giving
Schroder’s view of the Party as a
creation of the bourgeois epoch.



Farmally, this position is identical with
the Hamburg view, but Schroder
showed that he grasped this
undoubted truth in a dialectical
fashion. It is true that parties will
disappear with capitalism, but the
disappearance of capitalism is a
process, in which the revolution itself
is just the most important stage. Even
after the revelution, it will still be
necessary for the vanguard of the
proletariat to lead the way towards a
new form of social organisation. To do
this, the vanguard must organise itself
to take care of “the tasks of the
moment” (as Schrdder puts it), 1t must
be a Party. From this, however, it seems
clear that Schrider, at least, had the
same position on this question as does
the IBRP, provided that “the tasks of
the moment” was intended to include
military and organisational tasks, and
not just educational/propaganda tasks.

Schrider then says that the “council
idea” is at the heart of the programme.
However, his conception appears to be
very idealist, in that he says that the
“eouncil idea is the absolute and
complete negation of capitalist society
and of capitalist ideology”™. The
problem is that an idea cannot, by itself,
negate a society. It is necessary for the
idea to result in a practice which can
deliver what the old society cannot, at
least in the long term. The communist
practice is production for need —
instead of things being produced to
satisfy the bourgeoisie’s thirst for
profit, the producers themselves will
evaluate social needs and direct
production to satisfy those needs.

To carry out the transition from a post-
revolutionary society 1o a communist
society, workers’ councils, or
something  like  them, are
indispensable, so that workers gain the
confidence and experience necessary
to act as the subject of history and not
just as one factor acted on by the
economy. This is not to say for one
moment that councils cannot be
courtter=-revolutionary, but only that
without revolutionary councils a
revolution cannot reach its goal Many
reactionary workers’ councils have
appeared in the course of history,
including in Germany. These councils
saw their rile as introducing bourgeois
democracy, prior to their own

dissolution, rather than destroying the
bourgeois state and constituting
themselves a proletarian one.

Although the possibility that steps
(such as tactical retreats), necessary
for the final goal, could be made
without councils cannot be ruled out,
the existence of revolutionary councils
is a pre-condition for the final success
of the revolution,

The problem with attributing magical
properties to the council idea is that it
leaves open the doer to councilism,
which dispenses with the Party,

Schrivder then rejects the nationalist
{and racist) approach of the Laufenberg
and Wolffheim tendency, the key to
the situation of the German proletariat
is not an alliance with the bourgeoisie,
but a German revolution against the
German bourgeoisie, which would free
the Russians from the need 1o obey
the necessities imposed on them by
their situation.

It is true, Schrider maintained, that
the Russians are interfering in an
unjustified manner in the affairs of the
Grerman Parties, but the International
should not be rejected for this reason.
This would be an overreaction to
things which can be refused
individually. Those that complain that
the “old” leadership methods should
be abandoned are formally correct, but
they often only camouflage their own
desire to be small princes in their own
domains by an absolute rejection of the
concept of leadership. What is needed
is the replacement of the conception
of the masses as an unthinking cadaver
by the idea of the masses as the class-
conscious proletariat united by
socialism. This has as a consequence
a new conception of leadership: a
leadership which brings fire 1o the
masses, enlivening their
consciousness, rather than dancing on
their backs; a leadership whose actions
will be transparent to the masses.

However, by its nature, this agenda
item covers too many points to be
further treated here, and some of these
points are anyway dealt with elsewhere.
We wish 1o move onto the next point,
and will only observe that the Congress

The KAPD Congress

passed the task of amending the draft
to a subcommittee composed of
members of the Berlin KAPD.

The KAPD Position vis-
a-vis the Third
International

he main speaker on this point

I was Franz Jung of Berlin.

He first stated that the International
was founded primarily because of the
pressing need of the Russian comrades
for such a body, and this, even the
Russians themselves now admitted.
And the present Congress of the Third
International was a result of the
Russians requiring the adhesion of the
proletariat for the same reasons behind
the original foundation of the
International. Many of the parties
present in Moscow had been founded
by travelling representatives of the
International. and many of them had
very limited memberships.

Moreover, amongst the various
German Parties, the movement towards
the Third Imernational had more to do
with the degeneration of the Second
international than with the perceived
merits of the Third.

Nevertheless, according to Jung, there
were actually fiwe Third Internationals:
the International shaped by Karl Radek
(the Russian CP’s leading
representative in  the Third
International, a pioneer of the “theft”
of National Bolshevism from the
Hamburg tendency). which was a
dependency of the Soviet Republic, and
the International which was ripening
within Radek’s one, which was the real
proletanian International which has the
task of determining the tactical
guidelines conforming with the overall
goal, the establishment of a proletarian
dictatorship. The contradiction
between the two would be resolved by
the conflict between the Parties coming
from the same countries {e.g., that
between the KAPD and KPLX S)).

Jung continued by describing the
difficulties caused by the “Radek”™
International for the ‘“real”
International. WMNewvertheless, he
concluded that there really was no
alternative to remaining in the Third
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International: forming a block of
organisations opposed to the
International would mean working with
people who had no idea what
proletarian organisation was, and this
was especially so as even the IWW
was working with the International
Jung then put forward the bizarre idea
that the KAPD should have merely
declared that it stood on the same
ground as the Third International when
this was founded, rather than actually
asking to join it {thus sacrificing any
possibility of influencing Communists
in other countries, for the sake of not
having to defend KAPD “autonomy™),

But now the KAPD was in the
International, it was necessary to use
the forthcoming Congress of the
International to report on the German
situation as it really was, and so prove
to the Russian comrades that the
politics of the KPIXS) were false.

Jung remarked that the other parties
were making progress in the
development of their consciousness,
and gave the example of the Norwegian
parly. The main point, however, was
that Germany was the site of the next
stage of the world revolution. Russia
had some weaknesses, the major one
being that the proletariat there was
insufficient to  support the
revolutionary apparatus. For this
reason, Jung remarked, the Russian
revolution had been “a typical
putsch[ 17", and the Red Army was held
together by propaganda alone.

Here Jung was approaching the
councilist position that the Russian
October had not been a proletarian
revalution at all, but merely a bourgeois
conipr o 'dbat.

In his conclusion, Jung reiterated that
the most important task of the
International was now to give the
German revolution, a3 the next stage in
the World revolution, its full support.

At this point, Jan Appel forcefully
demanded to speak, provoked by
Jung's proto-councilist views on
Russia. Jung of Berlin had, Appel said,
departed from the truth in his exposition
of how things stood in Russia. Appel’s
demand was acceded to, and Appel
rejecled the idea that the Russian
revolution was a putsch. Rather, it was
the culmination of & process which had
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already been underway in 1905. The
Bolsheviks had given expression to the
will ofthe working class, and the result
of the revolution was that the working
class had seized power and still
maintained that power.

However, in Russia, there was, out of
necessity, an energetic domination of
the movement by its leadership. As a
consequence of this, Appel
maintained, the Russians wished to
spread similar organisational forms to
the whole of the world communist
movement. But the tactical
confrontation between the KAPD and
the KPS ) was about the contradiction
between leadership and a mass
movement, The proletariat, according
to Appel, had no need of leaders, and
political clarity demanded that the
KAPD remained with the worldwide
movement against leaders,

When the debate was thrown open to
the floor, delegate D of Kiel put forward
the idea that a proletarian International
with an Executive Committee with
powers over national tactics was
premature, as even the bourgeois had
not centralised itself internationally.
The International had been in existence
from the first moment that workers from
different countries had acted together,
but its General Staff emerges from
below, not from above. The Russian
conception of leading the masses might
be correct for Russia, but it was not
right internationally. 1F the KAPD's
entrance into the International was
denied, this did not matter, as the
K APD was part of the International and
this would approach the KAPD
eventually,. What the KAPD should
have done was to propose the
expulsion of the KPD(S), on the basis
af its lovalty to the German bourgeoisie.

Schrisder®spoke next. Firstly, he paid
his respect to the achievements of the
Russian proletariat, and then pointed
out that the delegation to the Third
International Aad been instructed to
call for the expulsion of the KPD(5).
Schroder then put his position on the
International. For him, the International
consists of the ¢o-operation of all
proletarian organisations, whether
parties or not, with the aim of
completely destroying the capitalist
system and establishing a classless
society. Such an International must be

imbued with the idea of increasing
proletarian activity and this can only
be done if the International satisfies
certain preconditions, The first is that
the International stands on the terrain
of unconditional class struggle. This
means that the interests of the
proletariat are put before everything
elze, both on an international and
national level.

The second condition was that the
International is for the dictatorship of
the proletariat. This means that the
proletariat desires a total domination
over economics and politics in order
to annihalate the class enemy,

Thirdly, the International must
recognise the council idea, that the
councils are the process which leads
the proletariat to the classless society
by developing proletarian
CONSCIoUSNESS,

Schrader then turned to the question
of how things were with the present
International, and how the
International of the future should be.
The present [nternational was
dominated by the Russians as they had
made the revolution and were at the
point of the international class
struggle. In the future, the International
would be based on the councils. The
phase that the KAPD found itself in
was a transitional one between the
present International and the future
one. In this transittional phase, the
organisations in each country had to
decide their own tactics on the basis
of the tenets of socialism, and, if the
Russians attacked this, the KAPD
would nevertheless have to keep its
eye on the tasks of the day. Schroder
finished by emphasising that the aim
of the International was not & free
federation of nations, but of a humanity
united in a classless society.

At the end of the debate, there were
several motions to be put to the vote.
The motions that were neither
successful nor were contained in the
successfill ones, were: one put forward
by Frankfurt am Main, which
demanded that the International judge
the KAPD by its revolutionary activity
alone, that the International itself
should be defined by its activity and
not its resolutions and stated that the
International was not just in Moscow
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and Petersburg, but everywhere where
the class struggle presented itself in a
gharpened form, with the goal of
defeating world capital, and one
presented by Hamburg, which sought
to reduce the International to a post-
box and to reduce its aims to a free
federation of nations. This resolution
also accused the International of tryving
to make Germany a border state of
Russia.

The motion on this question which was
finally adopted was;

The regular Congress of the KAPD
recomises the Comnmunist
International as the wnion of the
revolutionary workers of all
couniries who are fighting for the
dictatorship of the proletariat.
The KAPD will struggle according
fo the basic principles of the
Commenist Imternational, in so far
as these rest on the recognition of
class strugele, the proletarian
dictatorship and the council idea.
lis tactical position will be
determined by the evaluation of
the revofutionary situation in
Crermmarty,
Fow this reason, it fundamentally
rejects the interference of the
executive bodies of the Comrunist
Infernationel in the internal
affairs of the Party,
The KAPD sirives for the uniorn of
all the revolutionary proletarians
af Crermany in common action, ff is
eager fo create, on the basis of its
principles, and by going over the
heads of leadership cliques, a
commurity of action with the
fighting proletariat which will
grow in the struygle itvelf.
The KAPD will turn to its brother
Pariies adhering to the
Cuommunist International with an
address. Al the same time, i wifl
report on the revolutionary
situation in Crermany and lay
down guidelines for the
orgamisational basis of the
Cenmmunist International, which
correspond lo the present
significance of the revolutionary
struggles for the extension of the
World revolution,

{proposed by M -Leipzig, Th.-

Occupied Zone and Schrader)

This was supplemented by a resolution
on the Riihle affair.

The Congress rejects with
indignation the demand by the
Executive Committee [of the
Communist International] that the
KAPD should expel comrade
Rithle from the organisation. It
declares ity solidarity with Otto
Riihle and denies the EC any right
af interference in the internal
organisation aof the KAPD. The
Congress sees in this interference
the outrageous propagerida
aetivity of the Spartakusbund
{proposed by Pf -Gotha)

When this resolution was adopted, the
North and North-West areas abstained,
saying that comrades Laufenberg and
Wolffheim were not mentioned in it,
although they had been named by the
International’s EC alongside Rithle. M -
Leipzig clarified the position of the
majority; the EC's concerns about
Laufenberg and Wolffheim were
justified, but those over Riihle were
not.

During the debate, it was felt that an
appeal to the proletariat was needed.
A group of comrades produced this by
the end of the Congress, lis text is
produced as an appendix to this article.

Unions and Unionen

n German, “trades’ union” has the
translation Crewerkscheafi (plural:
rewerkschaften). Confusingly (at
least for English speakers!), the German
Left (anarcho-syndicalists as well as
communists) chose to baptise an
alternative movement to the
Cewerkschaften as Unionen (singular:
[mion). Here, we will use the German
words to denote the two concepts:
Crewerkschaft, and the alternative,
Linion. The nionen attempted to unite
the factory organisations, the BOs.

The BO movement had its roots in the
collaboration of the Gewerkschaften
with the war effort. When the
revolution broke out, the proletariat

perceived the need for an alternative
to the Gewerkschaften,

The Congress started by listening to a
presentation by Kuschewski of Berlin,
who represented the Allgemeine
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Arbeiter-Union (General Workers’
{inicn).

In this presentation Kuschewski
described how the Umion movement
consisted of two strands; the AATL
which united the most advanced
proletarians on the terrain of the
proletarian dictatorship; and the
syndicalist Frede Umionen (FU), whose
dominant fraction rejected political
action, often rejected the use of
violence, and wanted each BO to be
fully autonomous. Kuschewski wanted
the KAPD to reject the FU and to
instruct its members to join the AAL,
in order to fully win the AAU workers
to communism and to give the KAPD a
weapon in the struggle, The question
of the dissolution of the KAPD into
the AALlto form a unitary organisation
was, for Kuschewski, something which
would eventually happen, but not now,
and not under the dictatorship of the
proletariat.

After this presentation, a discussion
was held. H.-Leipzig complained that
Kuschewski’s presentation may have
correctly described the AAU, but it
greatly exaggerated the differences
between the AAU and the FU. He said
that many FU members were not
syndicalists and that his district
worked closely with the FLI

Sp.-Rhineland, on the contrary,
complamed that the FL/ was hampering
the work of his district. It was
necessary, in his opinion, to draw a line
of separation between the KAPD and
the syndicalists. On the other hand, the
idea of communist work in the {hion
was an impossibility, as the leadership
often lay in the hands of the USPD,

Pf -Gotha complained that Sp.-
Rhineland had misunderstood. 1t was
not a guestion of the members of the
BO’s joining the Party, but vice-versa.
The KAPD did not want to take over
the BO's as an end in itself, but to use
them as a means to organise
propaganda for the forward march of
the revolution. The aim was to united
proletarians in the revolutionary BO's
and so it was the task of the KAPD to
propagate revolutionary communist
ideas inside the BO’s.

Pf-Gotha also pointed out that many

syndicalist workers were in advance of
those of the SPD and USPD and that it
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was important to point out to them that
they stood on false ground.

H -Dresden acknowledged that the
B('s were now the backbone of the
Party. In Dresden, the experience of the
Rhinelanders had not materialised and
the Dresdeners were evolving the
carrect tactics in the struggle of the
[nion with the Gewerkschafien. There
could be no compromise with the FU,
but, at the same time, it should be made
possible for the FU to be absorbed by
the AALI 1t was also important to
refute the allegations that the KAPD
and Rithle were anarchists and
syndicalists,

Th.-Occupied Zone said that the KAPD
ex-members who had caught the
syndicalist sickness were lost to the
movement as they rejected violence.
On the other hand, those syndicalists
who had been drawn into action with
the KAPD had left the basis of their
own platform, without realising it. They
should be told this, but a blurring of
the dividing lines between the KAPD
and syndicalism should be decisively
rejected.

H -Hamburg showed the councilist side
of the Hamburg tendency. He rejected
any special propaganda work in the
BO's, as they were already on the
ground of the council idea (which is
nor enough').

During this discussion, the following
resolution had been proposed by Thlau
(Berlin):

The Congress expects the Party
members to leave the
Gewerkschaften. The Congress
places itself without reservation
on the ground of the
Betriebsorganisation, wnited in the
Allgemeine Arbeiter-Union.
This resolution was adopted with the
proviso that it be further discussed by
the districts. Spandau-Osthavelland
and Pomerania declared that they could
not support the resolution as many of
their members were syndicalists(!) or
members of the FU.

Clearly, the KAPD was very far from
being homogeneous on the question
of the Unionen, both with regard to
the facts of the case and, more
importantly, the theoretical framework
for those facts. A theoretical
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framework allows revolutionaries to
come to conclusions even where the
local situations are, in fact, varied. For
us, organisations linked to particular
struggles can be in the interests of the
proletariat, but permanent mass
organisations must always be
recuperated by capitalism, even if they
have roots in struggle organisations.
All proletarian experience subsequent
to the post World War 1 revolutionary
wave has shown this. The only way a
struggle organisation can survive as a
proletarian organisation is if'it loses its
character as an organisation grouping
workers of all political tendencies to
become an organisation based on
proletarian politics. In that case, it must
develop a positive relationship to the
Party.

It may be the case that the BQ's, or
some of them, constituted such
organisations, but it is also necessary
that the Party’s attitude to them be
based on these principles. At best,
only certain currents of the KAPD
conformed to this concept of relations
with extra-Party organisations, while
other currents were semi-syndicalist or
syndicalist, or semi-councilist.

Business Report

efore listening to the final pres
Bmmtil:rn, on the political situa

tion, the Congress dealt with
organisational and other matters. The
business Teport CcoOnNtains some
interesting material with regard to the
strength of the Party. The speaker (R.-
Berlin) claimed that, despite the KPD{S)
have access to many more practised
speakers and much more money, the
KAPD had taken about 75% of the
membership of the old Party, leaving
the KKPLYS) strong in only Chemnitz and
Stuttgart, A regional breakdown ofthe
situation of the KAPD revealed that
the strangest area of the Party was
Berlin. In the Rhineland and in Central
Germany, despite the repression, the
Party organisation had been rebuilt and
was again vigorous. In Saxony-Anhalt
the Party organisation was in the
process of healing after some
individuals had been excluded, but in
Silesia the Party had no members at all,
In Southern Germany, some sections
of the old KPD had joined the new
Party, and Feuerbach, in particular, had

been growing, but these had left as a
result of the Laufenberg-Wolftheim
tendency.

In the North-Western region only
Wilhelmshaven was healthy. Bremen
was close to collapse, partially as a
result of trying to hold meetings
addressed by Laufenberg and
Wolffheim. These meetings had
dissolved in uproar, and the Party had
lost roughly 1500 Marks.

Hamburg had always claimed to have
5000 to 8000 members, but only 2000
really existed. Of these 2000, only 400
or 500 actually attended meetings. The
workers had deserted the Party because
of the theories of Laufenberg and
WolfTheim and precisely the same
thing would happen elsewhere if these
theories were adopted.

The Political Situation

hiz too is translated as an ap

I pendix, This article will be con
cluded in a later issue, when the
evaluation of the political situation will

be judged against the events
Appendix I:

Appeal to the
Proletariat of Germany

Workers! Class comrades! The lance
of the raging and united attacks by
World capital and its accomplices
against Soviet Russia has been broken
by the annihilating defeat of Poland
and by the victorious advance of the
Red Army towards India and to the
Black Sea. The next effect of World
capital’s will to destroy is the
systematic organisation of White
Terror. In Hungary and Poland, in
America and India, the beast of this
White Terror is pausing. In Germany,
the will to destroy has found its
expression in the disarmament law. This
disarmament law means the legal
establishment of White Terror, on the
orders of Entente capital with the
agreement of the German bourgeoisie,
in order to be able to club the
revolutionary proletariat to the ground.
Only the revolutionary proletariat and
not the bourgeoisie will feel the barbs
of the exceptional law.







