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Introduction

In Comunist Review#2 we noted that since its formation “the work of
the International Bureau for the Revolutionary Party has proceeded
apace”. Since that was written this pace has shown no signs of
slackening. The Bureau’s committee in France has just produced
Revue Communiste #4 whilst contact with revolutionaries outside of
the capitalist heartlands has intensified.

As readers of Workers Voice (see #24) and Battoglig Camunista (#9
and 10) will already know, this has been particularly true of India
where our intervention has helped the emergence of a new political
milieu which is in the process of struggling to achieve clarity by
rejecting all the old anti-communist Stalinist and Trotskylst 1deo-
logies for revolutionary Marxism. Only considerations of space
have forced us to cut or omit any letters 1n this promising COITesS-
pondence.

The Bureau has also continued to correspond with revolutionary
elements in South America. From Argentinag we have received a copy
of Emoncipacion Obrera #6 which is devoted entirely to questions of
unemployment and attacks on the working class 1n that country. We
hope to translate and publish extracts from this in the near future
but the recent receipt of a political statement by the Alptraum
Communist Collective of Mexico on the bourgeoisie’s use of the
aftermath of the earthquake there to step up its qusterity prog-
romme against the working class demanded instant publication.

Whilst the communique from Mexico demonstrates that the task
of the workers is the same everywhere the recent correspondence
with Indian, Iranian and Latin American comrades has compelled us
to discuss in greater depth the general tasks of communists 1n
the capitalist periphery. In publishing our critique of the
Programme of the Communist Party of Iran in CR#1 and the Theses of
the Alptraum Communist Collective in CR#2 we have already begun
to do this but the draft Theses on the Tasks of Communists 1n
Capitalism’s Periphery by the PCInt is intended to stimulate that

1




discussion still further. With the effects of the capitalist
Crisis creating massive poverty and class anger held down only by
brutally oppressive state agpparatus 1n these areas, we can expect
more and more social explosions like that in South Africa. The
discussion on the Theses therefore is part of the Bureau’s ongoing
task of providing g reference point for the 1nevitable emergence
of proletarian forces in these aregs. Such forces are the necess-
ary basis for the future construction of the centralised and world-
wide instrument which will lead the proletarian revolution: the
International Party of the Proletariat.

I.B.R.P. November, 1985

Communique from Mexico (October 1985)

We recentlx received the following communigue from the Colectivo
Comunista Alptraum 1n Mexico. We are glad to see the comrades
themselves have survived the earthquake and have been able to send
us this report which graphically depicts how the effects of @
"natural disaster” are heightened by and channeled through
capitalist social relations.

Comrades,

In this communique we would like to expose the truth about recent
events i1n Mexico and our position regarding them.

On 19th and 20th September two powerful eqrthquakes caused severe
damage 1n Mexico city {mainly the central ared) and in some prov-
inces, Thousands of people died (about 30,000) and thousands more
were 1njured; the nerve centre of the bourgeols state’s system

of communications was destroyed, breaking contact with the rest of
the countr¥ and the outside world: hundreds of public and private
buildings {(offices and factories) collapsed, as did apartments,
nouses, hospitals, schools and hotels.




This catastrophe which has only taken g few words to summarise
though the reality 1s terrible 1n both its scole and 1ts conse-
quences, once more exposes the real nature of the bourgeoils Mexican
state. In spite of stemming from “natural” causes it has to be
seen within the historical context of the laws which govern caplt-
alist soclety. Thus, the overcrowded, insanitary and chaotic
growth of the city, along with unemployment, further aggravated
the consequences of this natural disaster.

The area where most bhuildings collapsed (the city centre) has @

high concentration of workers living in unhealthy and dilapidated

dwellings. The flats which fell down were also occupied by I'ow-

nDa1d workers, mainly state employees. The number of deaths 1n

these builldings was very hl?h%,ln direct proportion to the level
ati

of overcrowding of the popu on and the high concentration of
Very poor houses.

On top of this desperate situation the working class 1s faced with
high unemployment. Already critical, this has increased with the
destruction and damage done to many workplaces. Many capitalists
with factories (textiles, clothes) in the devastated areq have used
the situation to sack workers. These events have fundamentally
affected the workln% class whose precarious, overcrowded and poverty-
stricken existence has now been aggravated as thousands who munoges
to save themselves remain without Jobs, houses or belongings.

We know that the bourgeols state, b% its very nature, will be un-
able to solve these problems. On the contrary, 1t is using this
tragedy to reify, strengthen and underliine 1ts political domina-
t1on over the workers and wage-lgbouring population in general.

In the affected areas 1t has declared g stgte of siege under the
control of the 1inept body of armed police (whose sole function 1s
10 repress the workers and maintain bourgeois order).

Even though there has been no publicity,we can confirm thcot some
workers have spontanegusly organised - wlthout any resources or
adequate training - effective action for recovery and have risked
their lives in solidarity gestures. The Army has limited 1i1tself
to “preserving order” and private cqpltollst'pro%erty. The all-
powerful President and his long train of officials made fulsome
declarations of “solidarity and sorrow” but in practice did little
to save the lives of those who remain within the heaps of rubble.
‘heir only interest wags in defending "law and order” and private
property. Through officiql statements agnd the media the State has
tried to replace the incipient solidarity of the workers with rabid
notional=sm, calling for ngtional unity to strengthen “today more
than ever the solidarity of Mexicans in confronting the problems

which depress(sic] the people”. Amongst these problems we, of
course, find the crisis.

The tragecay arrived at an opportune and critical moment for the
bourgeoisie which has used it to bring out and polish the fetish
of the nation and the inter-clgss solidarity of "all Mexicans to
build a new Mexico”. Apparently the international bourgeoisie has
responded solidly to the case of 1ts Mexican fraction because it
10S agreed iong-term credit so that 1t can pay the interest on 1ts

debt and has conceded new credits and financial aid to rebuild the
damaged 1nfrastructure, etc.




the left-wing of capital has also joined in the chorus for "the
battered nation” and for "national brotherhood”, attempting to
undermine the fragmentary organisgtions which the inhabitants of
the devastated areas have set up to defend themselves qgainst the
State’s attempts to evict them or force them to rebulld houses
(e.q. Eubllc sector workers). The left of capital, now in govern-
ment, has insisted that parliament is the “adequate channel” which
must be used for “raising demands”. The unions guickly answerec
the Stqgte’s call for "national solidarity for reconstruction” by
decreeing that workers work an extrg hour @ dgy for an unspecified
period; telling the workers that this 1s no time for strikes or
aemands for bigger wages but for raising productivity. As you can
see, the Mexican bourgeoisie has used the situction to impose more
sacrifices on the proletarigt. What better moment will it find for
incregsing the working day._cuttln% wages, throwing thousands of
workers on the streets and intensifying exploitation? In fact two
weeks after the earthquake the bourgeolsie and 1ts State prepared
a series of measures which will worsen the workers condition. We
believe 1t 1S necessor% that you know about the situation here
because we know that the Mexican bourgeoisie 1S promoting the myth
that the Mexican proletariat occepts austerity every time the
Dourgeoisie requires 1t to because, unlike other workers 1t has
"full national consciousness”. Nothing could be more mysti ficctory
or false. If 1t 1s true that the workers here are highly alienated

Dy nationalism, in the sense that they have not developed an
organised opposition, neither do the% passively accept austerity
as the bourgeolsle pretends. Thus the working class is not onl
nit by tragic natural phenomena but also has rising before it t%e

spectre of the nation’s bourgeoisie which demands greater sacrif-
1ces 1n 1ts thirst for surplus value.

FOR THE ABOLITION OF WAGE LARCUR CCA

| PUBLICATIONS OF THE INTERNATIONAL BUREAU

.~ The International Bureau and 1ts constituent organisations
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The Internationalist Communist Party publishes Battaglia Comuristo
Imonthly], subscription 5000 lire a year; and a theoretical
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In English:
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Draft Theses on the Tasks of Communists

in Capitalism’s Periphery

Preamble

The existence of the proletariat as a global class stems from cap-
1talism’s global domination over society. Both the defining char-
acteristics of the proletariat confirm 1ts international nature.
AS a “class-in-1tself”, i.e. as the variahle element of capitgl In
1ts process of production and reproduction, the proletariat follows
the 1nternational fate of capitalism which - in 1ts advanced imper-
1alist period - has now confirmed its absolute domination in every
corner of the globe. As a “class-for-i1tself”, as the historic
antagonist of the class dominating the capitalist mode of produc-
tion, the proletariat will be agble to affirm its own programme of
emancipation only at an i1nternational level.

"Socialism 1s international or it is nothing” 1s a fundamental
tenet of the communist movement. Over the 1ast six decades this
has been confirmed and consolidated by the Communist Left (espec-
1glly in Italy) in its struggles against the counter-revolution
which, 1in 1deological terms, 1s based on the mystification of
"socialism in one country”. Though the proposal to build socialism
1n one country betrays the methodological framework and scientific
achievements of Marxism, it had to be used to justify the economic
reconstruction of the USSR, after war and revolution, on the ndion-
al basis of state capitalism. Such capitalist reconstruction was
made possible by the revolutionary elimination of the feeble bourg-
e01s economic Sstructure of the classical privatised kind and was
made eqsier by the defeat of the European revolutionary wave in
the 1920s.

Alongside the internationalism of the proletariat ond 1ts
nistoric perspectives, which correspond to the international rule
of capital, goes the single international historic programme of
the proletariat. Thus, a single class: a single programme!




Concretely this means we reject the view that the proletariat acts
alongside other classes or other programmes, in order to reglise
economic phases or social and state forms between the present bour-
geols structure and the future dictatorship of the proletariot.
Ancther 1mportant question follows from this methodological prin-
ciple. Does the distinction between the maximum and minimum prog-
ramme make sense? The international communist movement has to
give g clear reply to this in order to overcome any ambiquity:

This distinction between the two programmes was the distinc-
tive trait of the Second International. Moreover, by concentrating
on the achievement and defence of the "minimum programme” the
organisations of the Second International pushed into the distance
any perspective of achieving the “maximum programme” {(i.e. prolet-
arian power and the building of socialism), first by forgetting
about 1t and then later by openly betraying it. The Third Inter-
national didn’t manage to solve the problem. Although its prog-
ramme and 1ts platform were those of the sociglist revolution -
opposed 1n deeds to reformist ideas and to mediation with bourgois
forces - the Internagtional still did not develop a clear and definitive position
on this point.

it 1s up to the present-day communist movement therefore to
overcome the old ambiguity, stating clearly that the Communist
Party has only one programme: the dictatorship of the proletariat
aond the construction of socialism. It is this which differentigtes
the Comunist Party fram all other parties as well as from petty-bourgeois
forces inside the proletarian camp who see noultimate goal for the workers'
movement. It 1s by defending and following this programme that
the proletariat guarantees the creation of its indispensable
political instrument.

The particular tactics the Communist Party will have to adopt
at various times and in certain situations must be subordinated
to this programmatic goal. In any case the specific and contirgent
aims - which can and must correspond to the tactics adopted -
cannot be assimilated as programmatic agims of the Party. That is
to say, they cannot and must not in any sense become part of the
communist programme.

In order to clarify this by an example, let’s look at the
question of the proletariat’s class-wide organisations. The
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national and international centralisation of workers Counclis basd
On thelr productive ond territorial unification os g means of est-
ablishing social needs, the direction of production whicn Toliows
on from this, the control of the executive function, etc., all
this 1s in the communist programme. On the other hand, the comm-
unist programme doesn’t contain - though it is @ communist tactic-
the liberation of the working class from the union gaol vig 1its
autonomous organisation in factory assemblies, co-ordinated and
centralised by the election of recallable delegates. This tactil
I'ine 1s validated by historical experience and in clearly-expresss
tendencies of previous great events in the clgss struggle, the last
of which was in Poland in August 1980. But such a tactical aim
cannot be considered of itelf a step forward, a firm gain of @
revolutionary process. The Polish events themselves demonstrated
beyond doubt that if the workers’ movement pursues such aon aim
without an overall strategy of attack on bourgeois power it is
rapidly reabsorbed into the existing order and rechannelled along
new social democratic and bourgeois lines inside the working class
Lsuch ¢s the Danzig committee and the crypto-Catholic trades union
of Solidarity). Thus we do not inscribe our WOrK1ng propocsitions
and tactical lines in the communist programme but subordinate them
to 1T, 1n the knowledge that the existence of Soviets oriented to
the communist programme is possible ocnly by starting from this
tactical lesson.

Therefore when we define the general tactical lines of comm-
unist policy in the peripheral countries we must first tgke 1nto
account the new forms of reformist opportunism in “revolutionary”
guise which assign regressive and infericr programmatic tasks to
the Communist Party and thus in effect substitute g bourgeot1s
programme fOor a communist one. We will have to do this, not for
the aesthetic pleasure of formal and linguistic orthodoxy, but in
the consciousness that the programme of a party 1s the theoretical
skeleton around which its members and the organisation are shaped
and develop. Unless the programme is a communist programme, the
cadres and organisation cammot move along communist lines. If the
members of an organisation find their programme contradicts the
reality of the movement then the organisation will follow all the
more easily @ non-communist course.




We therefore have to re-elaborate and define the points which
the experience of the Third International left either unresolved
Or ambiguous.

Y Ak kK

1, The motley collection of definitions given to countries out-
side the 1mperialist metropoles (”developlng countries”, "under-
developed countries”, “Third” or “Fourth World” countries, etc.)
reflects the manifold ideological responses of the bourgeoisie and
the petty bourgeoisie to the problem of defining how they fit into
the framework of the contemporaray world as a whole.

“Third World countries”. This term is linked, directly or indir-
ectly, to the most common of bourgeois ideologies which sees the
world as divided into three %reot camps: the capitalist (or
advanced capitalist) camp; the sociglist camp and those countries
which are neither (advanced) capitalist nor socialist. Plenty of
Left Communist litergture has already done justice to this typicilly
bour?e01s and patently ideological (in the worst sense of the

word) conception. It is hardly worth mentioning that this concep-
tion sustains and at the same time 1S sustained by Stalinism.

"Developing” or "under-developed countries”. This term is applied
by those w 0, starting from a reagssuring idea of progress, consider
each country’s population as a single collectivity which 1s march-
INg 1n unison @ on? the same road of development, each one with
identical aims, differing only in the speed of the march. The
defenders of this definition don’t even begin to take into account
the differing histories of the various social and economic forma-
tions, let alone consider their subordination to imperialism.
Since their theory and methodologg 1gnores qgll this they can pro-
duce facts and figures based on the assumption (for them an axiom),

%hgt one day somewhere like Uganda will become like Australia
oday .

"Dominated countries”. This is the term used by people who, thouh
starting off from premises borrowed from Marxism, develop their
1deas 1n @ dongerousl¥ one-sided wagy. Even though the idegs are
1n themselves valid (for example, it is precisely imperialist
domination which holds sway over these countries), their method
brings them to erroneous conclusions. Those who begin with the
concept of “dominated countries” are led to theorise about liber-
ation from this domination independently - at least for g certain,
unspecified, length of time - of the proletariagn revolution. the
concept of dominated countries necessarily implies that of domin-
ating countries. But such a dichotomy necessitates a rigid class-
1ficgtion of features which are applied mechanically to make the
‘domingted’ and ‘dominating’ countries recognisable and disting-
uishable., Now, 1f it 1s edsy enough to define the USA or the

USSR as "dominating countries’ it is not so for countries such as
Italy or South Africa, According to the arguments advanced by

the theorists of ’‘dominated countries’ there is a long list of
countries (from Venezuela to Brazil, from Indig to South Korea,
from Spain to South Africa) which would merit both definitions:
they are countries domingted by the imperialist centre to which




they belong, but domingting over ogthers in so far as they part-
1c1pate 1n the 1nternational and financial network cnd in so far

as they possess an extensive industrial apparotus ond ¢ high org-
anic composition of capital.

2. No gefinition, therefore, can encompass the multiplicity and
complexity of the phenomena which combine to determine the exist-
ence of these countries, Rather 1t can, and must, only express in
general terms the position they occupy 1n relation to the citadels
of imperiglism. Thus, only g close examination of the facts them-
selves will be able to establish which are the most characteristic
of any given country and how they affect its economic and social
dynamic_and consequently the tactical line for communists. One
certainly cannot consider, for example, interchanging India’s
social and economic relations with those of Uganda. Here, there-
fore, we are adopting the general definition of per1Rherol capit-
alist countries, in order to distinguish them from the metropolitm
countries whilst at the same time leaving open the possibility of
making the required distinctions between them.

The distinction between centre and ?erlphery expresses the Marxist
conception of the present historical period. This 1s @ period
where 1mperialism dominates even the remotest corner of the globe,
having super-imposed the laws of its international market and the
economic mechanisms which accompany it on different pre-capitalist
economic-social forms. The relations of production of a Niger
lantation are not yet typical of capitalism (wage labour relatias
etween the "free” workers and the owners of the means of produc-
tion - the capitqglists). But the nger plantations gre working
for the internationgl capitalist market and the population lives
by what 1t can acquire from this market. Thus capitalism exercises
a real domination over a social form which is untypical of capital
1sm. Niger, and mgny other countries, are therefore an integrated
part of the capitalist world market. But they are on the periph-

ery of a system which has 1ts centre 1in countries like the USA and
the USSR.

The 2nd World War left us with these two imperialist centres.
Other countries aspire to the role of autonomous centre without
0e1ng able to realise such a tendency. Thus China appegars to
have br11110nt1Y succeeded here 1n becoming that sun without
planets, but only through another world war would it be able to
aspire - after having fought on the side of one or other bloc -
to become @ reglly independent centre. The EEC states in Europe
from time to time demonstrate similar tendencies towards becomln?
an autonomous ‘third centre’. Such moves receive the blessing of

the 'New Left’ but reality itself quickly confirms their membership
of the American bloc.

Throughout the present cycle of accumulation - now 1n its final
stage - the two centres have thus remained. In terms of war prep-
arations many countries have yet to define their own positions
"for the future” but up to now their dynamic has been within either
one or other system which dominate relations between centre and
eriphery. In fact a lot of the most peripheral countries,

ecause they agre so peripheral, have been able to oscillate
between the blocs; giving and taking (above all giving) here or
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~mzre,  But they have always kept their essential character and
s2sition 1n the international capitalist system, Neither equi-
Zistance from the USA and USSR nor the export of raw materials
“rom one 1n order to buy from the other,has allowed them to become

central to the world system of the capitalist mode of production.

5. The concept of countries perigherol to the world 1mperialist
system allows us to pinpoint the basic coordinates of a Marxist
analysis, ei1ther country by country or by groups.

The centre of the capitalist system draws these countries into 1ts
orbilt through the export of goods and capital, the import of raw
materials and agricultural products and their integration into the
international system of the division of labour. At the same time
as incorporating each country 1nto 1ts own cycle of reproduction
and accumulation, capitalism exports its own contradictions to
these countries. .B¥ super-imposing itself and 1ts economic laws
on social forms different from its own in origin, imperialist
capltslism draws them into its accumulation cycle and into the net-
work of 1ts economic contradictions and class antagonisms. The
modes and relations of production which i1mperiglism finds, whilst
being gllowed to maintaln a marginal existence, are subjected to
the politics of imperialism’s own survival and so the traditional
social and political relations are also marginalised. And this
mechanism for capital’s domination, at the same time @S preserving
ancient and traditional modes of production and social relations,
has misled entire Eenerotlons of militants - even "high class”
ones (such gs the Bordigists) into thinking that the bourgeois
revolution 1s still a historical necessity for many countries.

The theory 1s that the persistence of patriarchal, or at least
pre-capltalist economic and social relations prevents their enter-
1ng the capitalist world and 1ts class contradictions. From this
stems the necessity for the weak local proletariat to support
national “anti-feudal” revolutions., But, on the contrary, the
continued existence of pre-capitalist relations and "pre-bour?e01§’
socigl and ?QllthGl systems are both necessary and functiona

for 1mperialist domingtion. Necessary in the sense that the super-
imposition of capitglism 1s not so much determined b¥ g perverse
will tQo dominate politically and socially as by the fundamental
economic 1mperatives of capital. The under-developed geo-Bolltuml
areas serve first as sources of raw materiqals and cheap labour,
later as 1nvestment markets for capital (either productive or
parasitic). This neither means the 1mmed10te,bour?80131f1cotlon
of these societies, nor the rapid transformation along capitalist
lines of all the productive activity in these countries. But
continued pre-capitalist relations of production with pre-capitalist
soc1dal and golltlcol relations are also functional for imperialist
domination because the contrast between the conditions of life of
the 1ndustrial proletarict and the rest of the dispossessed masses
ensures the division of the class on the one hand and the shifting
of social and political tensions ontg the terrain of bourgeols
“progressivism” on the other. In this apparent contradiction
between a backward pre-cgpitalist world and an advanced capltalist
world, international capitgl finds the motives and the instruments
for 1ts own domination.  Above all, it 1s thanks to the persis-
tence of patriarchal relations and the strength of political and
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administrative 1nstitutions linked to the social aond civil trad-

1tions of these countries that international capital assures 1tself
of 1ts own domination.

The gradual (or when necessary, the accelerated) shaping of their
social and political composition and political institutions to
classical capitalist patterns is a consequence of the real economc
domination of capital and the subordination of the economies of
these countries to the international laws of the capltalist market.

To sum up; there 1s no contradiction between capitalist domingation
and the persistence of pre-capitalist economic relgtions. They
are rather the condition for its continued domingtion. It 1S an
historical paradox for certain political forces that the
‘Bordigism” of 1919-20 conducted a splendid battle along exagctly
these Tines against Gramscism on the “southern question™. The
Tatter saw the persistence of pre-capitglist forms in the south of
Italy as the basis for the politics of “completion of the bour-
eois revolution” which the Itglian bourgeoisie was said to have
eft uncompleted in the wars of 1848-71. The possible objection
that 1n Italy there had been a bourgeois revolution which had sub-
jected the South’s economic development to Northern domination -
in effect preventing this development and linking the agrarian
bourgeoisie of the South to the mechanism of capital valorisation
as a whole while 1n the peripheragl countries this bourgeols
revolution is absent - doesn’t hold. Imperialist capitaiism does
not wait for bourgeois revolutions before affirming 1ts domination
over the peripheral countries. It wouldn’t be imperialist capit-
alism - 1.e. the conditions for 1ts own expansion on a planetary
scale would still not have matured and it would not yet have
entered 1ts historically decadent period 1f it still had g long

Eeriod_of expansion before 1t: if it still had in front of it the
1storic task of “conquering the world”.

4. The maintenance of the old economic and sociqgl relations gnd
their subordination to the interests of international imperialist
domination, means that social and political formations in the %erl—
Bnerol_countrles differ from those in the metropolitan citadels.
ut this difference concerns the intermediate social strata which
exist between the two fundamental classes. Thus it 1s not g diff-
erence between the two fundamental and historically antagonistic
classes: the proletariat and the bourgeolsie.

Although the different forms of domination and oppression of the
bourgeoisie over the proletariat are reflected in the various
social formations, this doesn’t negate the existence of the two
classes. It is undeniable that in countries such as Niger or
Bolivia there are other social stratg and classes beyond the
modern proletariat and the bourgeoisie., These are hangovers from
social systems which preceded imperialist domination and corres-
pond to the various earlier dominant tr1butor¥ and mercantile
modes of production. But this doesn’t mean that any conflict
amongst these strata and with the existing ruling class reduces
the significance of the historical antagonism between the prolet-
ariat and the bourgeoisie, for 1t 1s precisely this antagonism
which reflects the domination of capital over society.
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In Tsarist Russic in 1917 the 1ndustrial proletariagt was numeric-
ally in the mlnorltz. But no communist (as opposed to social
democratic Mensheviks) has yet to say that for this regson the
proletarian class was not yet the nistorically fundamental antc-
gonist to capital. From @ str1ct1¥ quantitative point of view

the social composition of Tsarist Russiq was ﬁredomlnontly pDeasant,
But in fact it was Lenin who demonstrated in nhis Development of
(opitalism in Russia that the peasant world 1tself was now ftotally
supbordinated to capitalism. Even the bourgeoisie’s sociological
and economic research shows clearly that soclal stratg and classes
untypical of coﬁltolzsm survive although in a state of prolonged
decomposition. Meanwhile "misery and groletorlonlsot1on of stratg
previously occupied in traditional supsistence or local mercantile
economies” grows. [See ”General Tendencies in the Composition of Classes”
In Prameteo 8 p.8.]  The fact that the capitalist mode of production
has 1mposed itself over the diversity of social formations, up-
setting the old social equilibrium; that its continued existence
1S based on the increagsing misery of the ﬁrow1n masses of the
proletarianised and dispossessed:; means that poiltical oppression
and represssion are therefore necessary. In the ?erlpherol coun-
tries this creates g situation which has potential for the
radicalisation of class consciousness.

Lapital’s domination in these countries 1s not yet total over
s0C1etly, 1t has not subjugated the entire collect1V1t¥.to the

laws and_ideology of capital as 1t has in the metropolitan coun-
tries. In the peripheral countries the political and ideological
integration of individuals into capitalist soclety is not the mass
phenomenon of the metropolitan centres because the exploited
Individual, poverty-stricken and oppressed, is not ¥et the citizmr
individual of the original capitalist formations. This difference
With the metropolitan countries makes mass communist organisations
G possibility in the periphery.

>. It is now @ well-established part of the communist legacy that
In the original capitalist centres (1.e. the metropoles) the Comm-

unist Party can only be g tiny minority in non-revolutionary
periods.

The counter-revolutionary process which followed the Russian Revol-
ution and the European revolutionary wave of 1918-20 drogﬁed 1N
1ts wake the Communist Parties and the masses linked to them.
Thus they became part of the 1deological and political terrgin of
1, enobl;ng,the counter-revolution to reach the conscious-
ness of every individual proletarian. Thus, even at times of |
Crisis 1n 1ts accumulation cycle like tOdﬂY, capital draws out its
OWn precarious _economic existence and stil manages to keep intact
the social, political and ideological framework which imprisons
the whole population. The concept of the "integration” of the
proletariat put about by petty bourgeois theorists like Marcuse 1n
the Sixties is none other than an example of the com?lete domina-
tion of capital over advanced society. Far from nullifying the
historical existence of the class and class conflict, it is rather
an expression of the bourgeoisie’s strength in the art of ruling
and 1n corrupting political 1deology.

Basically the Communist Parties at their birth - that is at the
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time of the split with the old social democratic parties - were
also mass parties in so far as they expressed the growing revol-
ution in society. During the retreat they could not remain mass
parties at the same time as remgin revolutionary. The price for
remaining with the masses was their retreat into reformism and
opportunism. ~In fact the slogan "to the masses” which was the
“theoretical” basis for the United Front that immediately followed
was_launched at the be?lnnln? of the retreat of the European |
roletariat and its politica conseauences were to be shaped by it.
'he revolutionary programme was graduglly but inexorably abandoned
In favour of a reformist programme, differing from others only in
1ts relationship to and support for the Russian state model.

The retreat of the revolutionary wave saw the proletariat once
again under tne political and ideological leadership of the bourg-
eolsie. The revival of class initigtive will have to coincide
historically with the collapse of the base and superstructure of
bourgeoils society. This, in turn, must involve @ process of
“social 1lonisation” which alone will make the polarisation of the
class round the communist programme possible. One condition 1s
necessor¥ for such a polarisgtion and that is that the organised
political pole of the Communist Party should have a working
existence agnd to_this end it must begin to organise itself and

act now. But all the gbove explains why the Communist Party can
only be a party of a minority.

In the periphergl countries conditions are different. Here capitl
can’t domingte in the same way as it does in 1ts birthplace, in
1ts metropolitan centres, For thereasons mentioned above bourgeois
democracy - the most efficient weapon for the preservation of
capital - has a precarious and therefore “different” life in the
peripheral countries, Here there is no democratic opium to lull
the masses into submission, but only the harshness of repression.
Thus the material existence of the masses favours the radical-

1sation of consciousness and of struggles themselves when they
occur.

Such radical potential facilitates the circulation of the revol-
utionary communist programme. Obviously we are not saying that
radicallisation is tne same as revolutionary communist conscious-
ness. But the fact remoins that it is easler to spread the comm-
unist programme amongst the masses and revolutionary communists
recelive "more attention” than in advanced capitalist societies.
Such “better” conditions imply the possibility of organising
masses of proletarians round the revolutionary party - at any rate
certainly a better possibility thagn in the heartlands of capitalism.
Organising round the party means forming organisagtions of struggle,
of intervention, of agitation, directed politically by the Commun-
1st Party. It 1s from these that the Party draws 1ts militant

cadres_and through them that it organises and leads the mass
struggle.

6. The possibility of “mass” orgaanisations led by communists 1S
not the same as revolutionary leadership of the trades unions.
And it doesn’t imply the massification of the communist parties
themselves. Rather it is an oRportunlty for the Communist Party
t0 organise strong groups in the factorles and localities as
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1nstruments of G?ltotlon,ond,intervention in the struggle. Even
1n the peripheral countries trade unions - as organs ?or negotiqat-
Ing the price and terms of sale of labour power - maintain the
general and historical characteristics of cll unions., Even though
they remain one of the areas where communists work, intervene,
make propagandg and agitate, they are not and will never be 1nstru-

ments for revolutionary attaock. “Thus leadershio of them doesn’t
interest communists.

On the gther hgnd, the noture and role of the Communist Party means
that under cagztailsm 1t connot be @ mass organisation, since its
miiltunts would not have the necessary degree of homogeneity and
professionalism. The Communist Party remains the conscious van-
guard c¢f the proletariat, the orgonisation which uses Marxist
method and the lessons learned by the entire interngtiongl prolet-
arigt to collectively elabcrate and tronslate into practice the
entire comnunist programme. The ngtional sections in the periph-
argl _countries are sections of an internctional organisation wnich
develnps the theory gnd defines the strategic and toctical lingsof
the movement. Therefore all sections participate as equals. This
derands g homogenelity in the quality and prepcration of cadres
Which alone can ensure that the highest quality, the best and most
nrepared cadres of the proletarian revolution are concentrated in
tne party’s organs.

"Political” support for the revolutionary programme, this 1s tosay
auhesion to the perspectives gnd standpoint of the communist party
which goes beyond one particular struggle or specific movement. 1S
ine necessary basis for the maturation of elements of the vanguard
S communisSt cadres. But this in itseif 1s not enough - that 1is,
1dentifying with the communist ﬁrogromme is not the same as being
d communist cadre. Basically the problem is the same in the
cuvanced countries and our current has responded to it with its
rtneses on communist “factery groups”, in wnich advanced workers
aather round party cadres, thus placing them under the direct in-_
fluence and guidance of the party. The specific characteristic of
the Eerzpherol countries 1s thgt these conditions exist not only
in the factories and the restricted areq of operotion for the rewvl-
gtionary m;nor1t¥ in g situation of socigl peace, but on g far
wider territoriqgl scale in the cities and in the countryside. Thus
1n these countries the organisgtion of strong territorial communist
groups 1s possible. “Territorial groups” because they gather
aroietarians, semi-proletarians, dispossessed together "in a mass”
under the direct influence of the party: "communist” precisely
because they are directed along communlist lines - that is, they
are gnimgted and led by cadres and organs of the party.

/. The "national bourgeocisie” of each peripheral country 1s
national only by the birth certificate of 1ts members and by the
particular type of oppressive political institution it bestows
upon “1ts” nationgl section of the proletariat. But the bourg-
eg1sie of the Berlpherol countries 1s a constituent part of the
interngtional pourgeoisie which domingtes the whole system of
~xploitation because 1t 1s in possession of the meagns of productim
¢n an international scale. As such, every ngtional section of the
bourgeols participates with equal responsibility and with the same
historical destiny in the division of surplus value which 1s ex-
torted internationally from the proletariat.
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we are deliberately sagying “in possession” of the means of produc-
tion gnd not "ownership” because the term ’ownership’ implies the
Juridicai notion of property which can assume a variety of forms
until 1t is negoted. It is of fundamental importance to note that
formagl state ownership of the means of production a) does not
climingte the relations of capitalist exploitation; b) does not
eliminate the existence of a class which materially appropriates
the surplus value produced. In many periphergl countries in
Eortlcu10r the few industries not owned by muitinationals are
egqllY.owned by the state., This does not alter the fact that @
capitalist class exists which receives from the stagte g hefty shae
of the surplus value produced in these industries in the form of
interest 1n 1ts bank accounts aond which participates, with its
finance capital, in the_speculations of interpational capital
throughout the world. The Saudi sheikhs or the Algerian bourg-
eoisie are not the titular owners of the factories in their res-
pective countries but, as shgreholders in the multinationals, they
participate 1n the expleitation of the internationgl proletariat
while, through the interest they reclgim, they in fact hold and
direct the industries in their countries. Further, in many peri-
pheral countries the capitalists who ?ossess plant and agricult-
ural estates (where pre-capitalist relagtions often exist) which
produce monoculturally for export and from which the¥_drow immense
profits, do not even invest in the industrial production of their
own countries (despite the mxst;flcotory theories of “development”)
cnd instead participate in the international circuit of fingnce
capital. In fact they invest in the banks and internationgl
financigl institutions which in their turn operate in the field of
industricl production where the returns are higher and where the .
field of choice is the entire plonet. This ”national bourgeoisie
1S no more interested i1n leaving behind underdevelopment and the
gomination of imperialism than the American bourgeoisie. The
differences between the bourgeoisie of @ Rerlpherql country and
the metropolitan bourgeoisie arise from the division of surplus
value gnd the possible heoy¥ taxes which one hags to pog to the
other 1n order to deposit its share of the spoils in the bank.
Such differences and possible eventual conflicts don’t affect,
and never will affect, the relations of exploitation between
labour and capital. On the controrx, they both defend these
against the daongerous presence of the proletariat.

The peripheral nature of these countries implies g peripheral
cnaracter of the respective bourgeoisies in relation to the metro-
politan capital concentrations. This results in a sort of sub-
ordingtion of one to the other and therefore in a natural tendency
for each bourgeoisie to redefine its own position by modifying or
reversing roles, Even so, these roles alwagys involve exploitation
of the proletariat.

Up to the 2nd World War the major impericlist centres were in
Europe (Great Britain, France and Germ0n¥). It was the friction
amongst them which sparked off world conflogration. The result

of the war was that the centres round which imperialism’s inter-
ests gravitgte were shifted. It was ground the two major victors
(USA and USSR) that the Eresent network wags established, linking
everg countrg, every market and every national bourgeoisie to one
another by thousands of threads in a single bloc of interests. By
virtue of 1ts previously accumulated economic power, its role as
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the reconstructor of the Western economy after the war (thus re-
establishing the network of commercial and i1ndustrial relations
round itself), the USA rose from being a strong country, but not
yvet “the strongest”, to become the lynchpin of the Western_ economy
which set 1itself up to dominate the worlid ggainst 1ts rival -
Russia. In the same way Russia clso benefitted from the war
through the area which 1t dominates. The relgtionship which
existed between the European and US bourgeoisies between the wars
1s now reversed. But this hasn’t changed an iota of their re-
igtionship to the ?roletorlat of their respective countries or
internationally. The difference 1n relgtions amongst thesg bour-
gecisies and between the bourgeoilsies of periphergl countries and
metropolitan ones 1s purely quantitative. The Bolivian bourgeoisie
for example, 1s much more a tributary of the USA thagn the European
bourgeolsie. But this doesn’t alter the fact that the Bolivian
bourgeoisie 1S just as interested in capitalism’s survival as_the
American bourgeoisie, And to be for cgpital’s survival can only
mean, in the 1mperialist era of capitalism, to be for the survival
of imperialist relations as such tihroughout the world. The Boliv-
ian bourgeoisie, independently of imperialist US capital, 100ksS
for the path of progress towards a higher place for itself in the
world_hxercrch% and as such it 1s neither interested in the
zolivicn nor the international proletariat which 1t fights ggainst.

Sections of the “nationcl bourgeoisie” which, because of their
own particular economic weakness as g result of many divferent
factors, are still not directly involved in capitalist internationai
circles, or rather still do not directly participate 1n the joint
exploitation of the international proletariat, often demand their
own place gt the share-out table, Such demands can also assume

the forim of opposition to the relatlonshlg of political and econ-
omic domingtion which metropoiitan capital institutes over thelr
countries. But this opposition cannot in any sense be confused
with the historical antagonism between the proletarigt and the
bourgegisie. Neither can 1t in gny way be utilised 1n the form

of g class alliance in thestruggle of the proletariat against
capital and its imperialist centres. In a war between two sides
the discord and friction on one front can be utilised by the
opposing front; but this doesn’t mean on aliiance, no matter nNow
temporary, between one front and a section of the other. Thus the
interngl differences amongst the world bourgeolsie can ease the
struggle of the proletarigt - in the sense of a relative weakening
of the enemy in certain historical conjunctures. But only counter-
reyolutionary opportunists can think that the proletariat’s tactic
can consist of an alliance with one part in order to defeat the
whole of the class enemy. Such “tactics” are none other than the
enslavement of the proletariat to the interests of a section of

the hourgeoisie; they are part of the capitalist mode of produc-
tion’s whole dynamic of strengthening itself and self-preservation.

Y 0

In this respect the events in Nicaragua are symbolic. In this
country the highest ranks of the bour8e0181e were tightly aligned
to the American imperialist centre and perfectly integrated 1nto
1ts mechanisms of domingtion in Nicaragua and its bandit-style
exploitgtion in the world as a whole. {The fat accounts 1n

banks play an equal part with all the others in the extortionate
speculations of world finance capital.) On the other hand, large
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sections ¢f the petty bourgegisie: entrepreneurs, artisans, intell-
ectucls, were living in conditicns of subardingtion to American
IMperigiist canital, 1o which they were paying heavy tribuytre 1in

the form of interest on private gnd stgte credits. To give a pic-
ture of what the situgtion wes like 1t’'s encugh to mention thot
>0% of cement shares 1n Nicaraguo, the matchstick monopoly
Lmomotombo !, the wmejority ¢f timbher-mills, 51 nattle ranches, 44
Cofteee plantations, Monggua’s milk pasteurisatiun plant, and many
other properties, were all in the hands of the Somoza family. It
was thus natural thot the Nicaroguan petty bourgecisie 3hogfd feel
oppressed and that its own entrepreneurial designs were being .
suffecated by the enormous power of the smoil family which was tigd
by ¢ double threcd to North Americaon capital. Thus it worked to

free 1tself from gne in order to increcse the grin of the other.
At first the Sandinista movement enjoyed the support of cil sectigs
Ct tne petty andimiddle Courgeolsie against the enormous oower of
Somoza and thus it was oble ¥o take power. But in order to do
wnot? - in order to atrempt an impessible reconstruction of the
ecoenomy which wouid inject new life into the national develgpment
of investments ano production. Such reconstruction or development
1S now precluged without the intervention of financiagl credit anc
technical apparctus from the metropglitan centres. The initi«l
attempt to turn towards the USSR failed, due to the objective
difficulty for the Soviet Union of intervening in the areg andtre
ganger of g _direct clash with the USA. Support from Cubg was not
a serious glternative, given the state of indebtedness of the
1signd and 1ts own position as a vassal of the USSR. Thus the
scnainista’s policies couldn’t maintgin the support of the trod-
1tional parties in which the N1cgr0gucn bourgeolsie are divided
(liberals and conservative). from here began first disoffection
then direct OQE051t10n to the government ond guerrillas supporter
Dy the USA., Thre more recent gttempts to re-engage the North
American giant in g “diclogue” alsc stem from this situgtion. For
the proletariat, ¥et again, only bigod and tears can follow., The
rorce of tne rebellion against appalling living ond working cond-
1tions and against g ferociously oppressive regime led the prol-
etariat to support, first the mevement, and then the Sandinista
government. But it haos been led to support the interests and pro-
gramme of a fraction of the bourgeolsie {(even if numerically its
majority froction) against the ¢fher by shedding its own blood.
Thus, for the reasons alrecdy given, 1t also has been objectively
led to serve the interests of one of the impericlist fronts - the
Russian - against the other, Imperialism, or rather the state of
capitalist relations in their final global period, has not even
heen scratched; neither has anything changed in the productive
relations between the classes in Nicaragua.

9. ihus, 1n the imperialist eﬁoch proietarign tactics absolutely
exclude any sort of alliance, however temporary, with any bour-
geols fraction. A proletarign policy does not recognise onﬁ of
nem as “progressive” or anti-imperialist, arguments which hgve
een _used at various times to justify united front tactics. In

ne Theses of the 2nd Congress of the Third International, even
n1le they state:

"...the Communist International’s entire policy on the
national and colonigl questions whould rest primarily on @
closer union of proietarians and the working masses of all

= 4+ Tt
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naticns and countries for g joint revolutionary_struggle

-
S

cverthrow the landowners agnd the bourgeolisie” [Thesis 4

—t

{
(W,

1

p ’

—~— *

When they come to the reciprocol relations between the Cl and
revoationary movement in bhackward and dominated countries, sSto

it
~F 7Y

——

“N
S
—

“In order te deteut foreign capital, the first step Towgrads
revolution i the colenies, the co-operation of bourgeols

nationalist revoiutionary elements, 1s usefuli.”
(Theses on the National and Colonial Questions - 2nd Congre:
of the Communist International, 28th July, 1920]

D

S

#1ih this - us 1s universaliy ackhowledged by all those currents
whoo 1n one wgy or another bases themselves on the 3rd Internctional,
tne theses cleariy affirm the necessity of ¢ proletarian caliiance
cr coilgboration with bourgeois revolutignary national forces. It
was Lenin who clarified the thinking behind the Theses in the
Congress 1tseif. First:

“The notion of the distinction, of the division petween )
cppressed and oppressing peoples inspired all our theses...’

o ¥ 3 2! »
Scfbhd.

"Tne second quiding ideg behind our theses 15 the following:
In the present interngtional situction, after the imperiglist
war, the relations between peoples, the entire world system
of stgtes, are determined by the stfu%gle of a small group of
imperialist nations against the soviet movement and against
the soviec states, at the hecd of which is soviet Russia. If
we were to lose sight of this faoct we would not be able to
correctly pose any national or colonial gquestion.”

“The question of the bourgeois democratic movement in Dack-
ward countries. It is precisely this problem which has led
to some disggreements. We discussed whetnher or not it 1S
pheoret1c011¥ correct, on the level of principle, that the
Iinternational ond 1ts communist parties should support the
bour$801s democratic movement 1n backward countries. As Q
result of this discussion we have unanimously decided nct to
speak of "bourgeois democragtic” movements, but of national
revolutionary movements.” [Report of the Commission of the
National and Colonial Questions]

The first “guiding idead” is a response to propagandistic criteria,
certainly valid in itself but which, however, does not provide a
pasis for analysing and clqufylng specific relations between ‘
countries. The second “guiding idea”, on_ the other hand, 1is the

central one which, in the way 1t is formulated by Lenin, allows us

to understand the whole spirit of the theses, despite the fact

that that this leaves the central problems essentially unresolved.

In fact, in the same speech, Lenin clarified the perspective:

"if tte victorious proletariat propagandises methodically, and
the soviet governments come to their aid with all the means
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at therr disposal, 1t 1s mistaken to suppose that the copit-
glist stage of development 1s 1nevitcble for such peoples.

in oll the colonies and in gil the backward countries we must
ot only cregte autoncmous fighting cadres, party orgmnisahions
we st not only snread propoganda for the cregtion of peasant

soviets cnd get used to gdopting it to Ere-c 01t1glist ¢con-
ditiorns, no, the Communist Internationgl, must glso establish
and tngoret;gullydeve%gp the thesis that the baockward
countries, with the help of the proletarigf of the advanced
countries. CUn_pgdss to the soviet system gnd, throuan ,
definite stages of development, arrive at comnunism, [ thus]
wumping the capitalist peried.”

fhe interngticnal neither established nor thegretically developed
such ¢ thesis, byt it is obevious that the spirit benind the
tninking ¢f the Znd Congress was to get nationgl libercotion move-
ments to Join together on the side of the Russian werkers’ state
and the Internaticnol as part of an overall strategy (including
economic and political supporr, etc). This would not only keep
tnem detached from the orbit of world imperialism but alsc aimed
at their future development towcrds sociglism. The very fact of
being helped economicglily by the State of the Qroletorion.
dictatorship {sgviet Russig and other gotentlclly reyolutionary
advanced states, and therefore materially supported in theiy
struggle cgninst imperigiism, could have made them regl onti-
impericlist forces in the c¢lobal strategy of internationol

-

soc1aliist revoiuticn. However, whot Lenin maintained 1s very true,

1.e. that outside of the clear existence of soviet Russic
struggling ggainst the copitalist states, one cannot "correctly
pose any nctiencl question”., At any rate, it is certainiy
Impossible to precict what the Interpational’s final positions
were to pecome from tnis Congress. It shouldn’t be forgotten that
at the time of the Second Congress of the Interngtional there was
absclute faith in the imminence of the proletarian revolution, at
legst ir turope. And 1t wgs this faith, soon to be bitterly
shattered, that inspired in Lenin the extreme toctic of camitting
temporgry aliiances with the national bourgeoilsie in the struggile
agalnst *he turopeon capitgalist states. Providing extrg forces
auring the frontal attack on Western cgpitalism, they would soon
become feeble cpoonents of the international mgrch towards sociol-
1sm and any " jumbing of the capitalist stage” i1n the backward
countries.

Faith in the imminent European revolution gnd Lenin’s bold tocticol
plan thus coherently explain the third "EU1d1ng ideg” of the
Longress theses. In fuct at the Second Congress the Commissicn’s
discussions [on the nationcl and colonial questions - trans.]

on Lenin’s theses and those of the Indian, Ro¥ (who insistec on
the distinction between the bourgecis national demccratic movement
and "the $tru?gle of thelandless peosontrg against every form of
exploitation”) was artificially resolved by the Commissicn’s |
report. Following the discussion, it was Lenin himself who said
"we hgve decided not to speak of bourgeols democrgtic movements
but of national revolutionary movements”. Lenin implicitly recog-
nised in the sgme speech that perhaps it was not correct "In prin-
ciple for the Internationc! and 1ts parties to support bourgeois
democratic movements”. But the "unanimously” recognised urgency
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Was to somehow link these movements up to the revolutionary process
which everyone believed was growing in the advanced countries.
Lentn himself asked for further thegretical study of the issue in
the future work of the_International. However, there was no inter-
national revolution, The Soviet Union developed nationalist
poilcies on the basis of state capitalism and bent its inter- |
netiongl policies and those of the Communist International to its
own interests. The 3rd Congress practically ignored the question.
ine 4th, on the other hand, began to consolidate the worst parts
cf the ambiguous theses of the 2nd Congress, leading to the Chinese
tragedy, the dogmatism of “Leninism” and support for any national
movement which was in any way useful to Russian interests. What
Degan as ¢ wegk theory, as an amblguous political perspective,
became transformed into a theory of support for a policy of pre-
serving imperialism. Yet the problem posed remained theoretically
unrescived: In the epoch of imperialism and in countries where
capitalism 1s "imported”,can the “national bourgeoisie” play @
revolutionary role which can somehow be included in the revol-
utionagry strategy of the international proletariat? In practice
the answer to such a query was an opportunist “yes”, in outright
contempt for the more valid Leninist theses or: 1m?er1011sm |
imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitclism]. These theses in
vact are saying "no”. The nationgl bourgeoisie of the "backward
countries” 1§ such because it is linked by athousand threads to
e 1mperialist centres and to their world financial, industrial
NG political operations, Therefore its growth can only take place
within the overall imperialist d¥n0m;c not against 1t. Its
conflicts with this or that front, with this or that imperiglist
country, are not class conflicts but are inside the capitalist
dynamic and consistent with its logic. “National revolutions”

are therefore destined to finish up on the terrain of inter-
imperialist equilibriym, with the approval of cgpitalist states
and governments and linked to one or the other imperialist bloc.
And 1n fact Russia is today one of the imperialist centres.

10. The internationalist communist forces consider as immediate
enemies those bourgeois and petty bourgeois forces who, in the
name of progress, economic development or political democracy,
preach and seek to practice an alliance of classes between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie and consequentl¥ advocate social
peace and the postponement of the proletarian class struggle.

We therefore reject any form of alliance or united front, however
temporor¥ In order to reach a hypothetical intermediate phase
between the present situation of capitalist domination and the
dictatorship of the proletariat. In the case of movements which .
give way to so-called “new democratic” or “revolutionary democratic
regimes and _governments,the internationalists will put Fforward the
true communist programme and play a genuine revolutionary role.

There are currents who, whilst protesting that they are against
the sort of Leninism we have just examined, maintaln the need to
support the "revolutionary” fringes of the bourgeoisie and petty
bourgeoisie in order to construct an intermediary form of state
between the bourgeois democratic state and the dictgtorship of the
proletariat. They fustlfy such_opportunist tendencies with the
theory that the proletariat would not be ready, bg virtue of its
a

subjective stage of development and the existin lance of class
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forces, to play an autonomous, revolutionary role with a class
dictatorship. Our current has already had occasion to criticise
and reject these positions with the _forces which went on to form
the Communist Party of Iran [CPIran] and then with the Party it-
self. [See the documents of the IVth International Conference, the
articles in Battoglia Comunista, Prometeo, Workers Voice, Revol-

utionary Perspectives, Communist REview dedicated to the dis-
cussions with the Tranian comrades, some of which have been trans-
lated and published in Farsi.] Here we will repeat only the

essential outline of the internationalist argument.

a) The proletariat’s present h¥potheticql unregdiness for 1ts-
historical role does not justify an alliance of the political
vanguard with bourgeois forces, since such an alliance not only

does not facilitate, but directly obstructs the proletariat’s
revolutionary development.

D) If a stote which has emerged from socigl movements and insurr-
ections 1s not the proletarian dictatorship it must be a bourgeois
state. Such g state would not allow improvements in the living
standards of the proletariat except to avoid internal social
tensions, but even then it would demand in return an end to class
struggle in order to guarantee continued levels of production with
big enough returns for individual firms and the economy as a whole
to ensure the survival of the country in the capitalist world
market. Such a policy 1s unambiguously against the interests of
both the national and the international working class and all the
political tendencies involved in the administration and direction
of this state would be responsible for 1t. Even the most radical
forces of the ”left” of this regime would be concerned with guar-
anteeing social peace in the name of the democratic “gains” which
this state would stand for. And with that such tendencies would
have put themselves on the other side of the class divide.

c) If the proletariagt is still too ”immature” to act autonomously
any alliance with the “democratic” or “revolutionary” fringes of
the bourgegisie means subordination to that bourgeoisie. In other
words, it 1s impossible for any exlst1ng proletar10n_tendenc¥ to
influence this "intermediate” regime without abandoning revol-
utionary political tasks and thus betraying its class, Either the
proletariat is stron? and mgkesits own revolution or it is,object-
ively and subjectively, still weak. In this case its political

organisations work to strengthen it in the class struggle ggainst
the bourgeois state, whatever form it takes.

d) The opposing position,which maintains that proletarian nolitical
organisations can develoE revolutionary conditions within the

bourgeois state forms takes us back to the gradualist, essentially
reformist formulations of the Second International and to the worst
national-communism. It doesn’t magtter how mqng revolutionary words
or phrases are uttered, the organisations which today uphold these
ideqgs are today opportunist forces which the real test of the

living revolutionary movement in the peripheral countries will
reveal as counter-revolutionary.

The magin_task of international communist organisations is the
political and organisational preparation for the class’ assault
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on copitgllsm, on a national scale in each country where they
cperate.  But this 1s founded on a strategy in which only the
1nternctional proletarigt 1s seen to be capable of overthrowing
capitalist domination and building g sociqglist society. They can-
not therefore envisage a tactical plan which doesn’t tgke into
account the balance of class forces or one which conceives of
"Intermediate’ stages in q revolutionary process towards the dic-
tagtorship of the proletarigt. In an internctionglly unfavourable
situgtion, the only ‘Intermedigte’ stage (which is, however,
permanent) is the class struggle. But there will be no shortage
0f more fovourcble conditions in the international balance of class
forces. Then, an armed proletarian tendency will be forced to
adopt direct tactics of attack in order to install a proletarian
crctatorship when it tgkes on the bourgeoisie und its apparatus
of imperialist domingtion.

11. Mointaining ﬁroletorion,outonomy,in the struggle for the
dictatorship of the proletariat by reiecting clliances with liberal
democratic forces of the bourgeoisie doesn’t mean i norln%1or
undervaluing the demands for liberty or democracy which gll strotg
in the periphergl countries raise. The common characteristic of
periphergl countries under different forms of capitalist dominction
is brutal ogpress;on. ‘Here capital mointains its power through the
denical of those liberties which the capitolist mode of production
itself wos founded upon. In the heartleonds of copitalism demands
for elementary freedoms (of speech, press,ar?onzsotlon} and of
more democratic forms of life arose naturallly from the process of
soclal existence and they are thus considered as natural rights.

Marxists, as distinct from petty bourgeois radicals, distinguish
social movements for freedom and democracy from the liberal-
gemocrgtic forces which use these movements for the preservation
of capitalism. For example, the mass movement for racial eqxﬂ;tg
1 South Africa isn’t due to the bourgeois-democratic forces whic
have controlled them until now. In fact it is just the opposite.
The strength and gbility of the bourgesis-democratic political
tendencies there 1s due to the existence of a genulne mgss move-
ment which expresses itself spontoneouslﬁ.ago1nst racial oppression.
1T 18 not communist politics to ignore this basic truth and con-
ademn not only the political leadership but the entire socigl move-
ment and its demands.

Communists cannot ignore the immediate demands which the prolet-
arigt of the peripheral countries raise when reogtlng,to their
material conditions, just as they cannot ignore immediate economic
demands cf the proletariat in the metropolitan countries with the
excuse that these aren’t in themselves opposed to the copitalist
mode of production. Just as the workers’ demands, though intrin- -
sically trade unionist in character, are the moterial basis which -
make revelutionary developments possible, so any mgterial struggle
produced by the real conditions of civil and social existence 1n
the peripheral countries can, and must, be the terrain of inter-
vention and political struggle for revolutionary tendencies. The
‘'political’ nature of demands for freedom in the mass movements of
the peripheral countries does not mean democratic ?OllthOl aims
have to pe written into the communist programme. This wouid be to

take the content of the communist programme backwards and to fall
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once more into the opportunist policies condemned above. But
neither does this mean that the proletariat’s political party nNas
to ignore them by omitting them from 1t§ own tactics. Demands for
freedom and democracy have to be taken into account when defining
the tactics and slogans for generalising ana radicalising the
economic struggle so that the penetration and development nf ¢

genuinely communist programme within the proletarian and dis-
possessed masses can become a material possibility.

Freedom of movement, racial equality, liberty of thought and a free
nress are not communist objectives.” They are in themselves bour-
geois demecratic objectives, but communists never fail to denounce
the absence of such freedoms and support demands for them. This
is linked to the denunciation of capitalism’s denial of such free-
doms and to Rropogondo for the need to overthrow capitalism 1in
order that the exploited masses can be assured of them. Therefore:

12. International communists in the peripheral countries do not
ut in their programme that their aim is g regime which guarantees
qsic freedoms and the forms of democratic life. Their gim isthe

dictatorship of the ?roletorlot which goes beyond bourgeols liberty
1n ElVlng to the proletarigt, organised in workers’ councils, the
tgsk of the emancipatiop of the entire society from the chains Of
capital. They will make themselves the firmest and most cCONsS1s-
tent defenders of thoge liberties, unmosk1n? bourgeois cnd petty-
oourgeois forces which agitate for them whilst preparing to deny
them as soon as a bourgeois-democratic regime {acting in the

interests of the capitalist domination of the advanced countries]|
1S achieved.

Iran and Nicaragua demonstrate the results of the democratist and
liberaloid chatter of bourgeois nationalist forces. In both cases
the forces now in power used libergl and democratic ﬁrogrommes
against the former dictatorships of Somoza and the Snhah in order
t¢ creagte bourgeois regimes which have immedigtely denied the
liberties they promised - especially the rlght of the proletariat
to defend its interests against capltal. This was inevitable
since, to get themselves on their feet economically, these regimes
had to continue squeezing the proletariat and maintaining the
poverty of the remainder of the oppressed masses. What capital
would they be able to use if they discouraged investment Dy
increasing wages cnd instituted tolerable and safe working cond-
itions? What dollars would they be able to use to run their states
unless the relationship of exchcnge between agriculture and
industry continued on the basis of starvation wages for agricul-
tural labourers and yet more hunger for the peasantry? What means
could they use to guargntee gll this other than political |
oppression and repression? The bourgeoisie itself, by the necessity
for it to remain in the world market, denies and will always deny
in practice the democratic programme of the nationglist bourgeoisie.
Whilst communist forces demand the basic freedoms denied by the
regimes of the peripheral countries, they do not promise lists of
rights to follow the installation of “revolutionary democroc¥"
'new democracies”, or whatever other formula the bourgeois s ate
hides behind. Nor do theK promise g “socialism” in which the
state, instead of being the centralised organisation of the armed
class, appropriates the means of production only so that 1t can
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contine administering them on private capitalist lines within the
imperiglist werld market,

Internagticnglist communists propagondise gnd dissemingte the revol-
uticnary programme withio the proletariat, showing that it aione
can sgve the proletariat and tne oppressed masses from hunger,
DOVerty and Qoppression.

i7. ) Since the cregtion of @ nationgl state con only come about
urder the gegis and with the support of the imper:clist blocs, 1n
sractice it neither undermines the bgsis nor changes the relations
of Terces with the international oroletgrigt, Op the contrary,ine
anificotion of the masses under the nationalist bamner and penlnd
the nat:onalist political leaders, themselves ailied 1o one or
gtner ot the imperialist centres, reinforces impericiist domingticon
Oy TOK:ng awWay whole notional sections ¢f the proletoricn class
from thelr roie of oppostition to capital. This 1s all the more
trus when every aspact of the mgss movement becomes subordinated
0 agtiongliist ends, 1eQving no opportunity or rights to the pirol-
ctarigt to struggle against the capitalists gnd immecdicte bourgeois
explgitaticn,

hi MWithin the confines of imperialist competition for the diviston
ot tThe world into zones of gconomic ond peiltical influence the
cragtion of another ngticnal state (1t doesn’t matter how democ-
cetic this is) favours the oid regime’s rival stotes. If a peri-
oheral country leaves one bloc 1t strengthens the opposing bloc,
which will cdmit the new stgte Into its own orbif. This 135 whet
nGs haopened 1n recent decades in the Far East, Africg ond in o
Anerica, It 1s ¢ warning to the internationglists of today anc -
the "revolutionaries” of yesterdgy whe gQre ngw refrgcing in
Folestine the steps followed by the “Leftists” in Vietnam or Cubc

153, Thus communist organisagtions in countries where the "notionc.
nrobiem” still exists cannot use nationalist demands in their
tactics of agitation and propaganda. Instead their slogans and
cirectives for the struggle must tgke up the fundamental problems
which ¢re connected to the magterial conditions of the oppressed
masses and which the bourgeoils nationalist forces utilise for their
counter-revolutionary ends. To the proletariat and dispossessed,
for whom foreign occupation agpeors to be the cause of cil thelr
ills, communists will not call for conquering the nctiongl stote
bhut rather for winning more humane living and working conditions,
Tor clagss solidarity with the proletariat of ¢ll countries, as @
step towards the common objective of the dictatorship of the prol-
etariat and international socialism.

The Pglestinian question wgs definitely g stumbling block for,
yesterda¥’s ambiguous revglutionaries. Now they have failen into
aQ more classical opportunist swamp. The groups and currents who
abandoned 1nterpgtionalism to support bourgecls ngtionalism Saw
the central problem in Palestine as the re-establishment of @
Palestinian nagtiongl state gnd they subordinated thelr tcctics,
slogans and alliances to this end. According to their idealist
mentality it seemed that the European workers’ active solidarity
with the dispersed and dispossessed Palestinign masses 1n their
struggle cgainst the economic,political and military activities
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of the Weatern states, alsc had to mean support for the ngrionc:i-
151 programmes of the legading Palestinian organisgrions f{opart
from amblguous criticisms of the latters’ approuch). Thus they mid
"the destructicn of the Isrgel! state” as gn 1irreducibie aim cf

of the communist struggle in the region. A Marxist examination of
the facts, of the existing political organisations and tendencies,
shows rather thaot: | o

¢) The formation of an independent Palestinlian StCGte Dresubposes
the existence of independent economic and financigl forces. Leav-
ing aside the financigl fortunes of the Palestinian hourgecisie,
such forces do not exist. Cons:ider, for example, the need for an
industrial appgratus and the gssociated technology in g geogro? -
ical gnd sgcicl situation like Palestine. The bourgeolisie wQuld
thus look to those who hac these things gt their gisposal - 1.e.
cne or other of the imperialist camps. The impossiplilty of autc-
nomy and the subssrvience to one or the other imperiglist bioc
stems from tnis.

e
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0} The destruction ¢of tne Isrgeli state isn’t pessible without the
destruction of the inter-imperialist balance of power which would
result from direct intervention by the USSR and lead directly 10O
the 3rd YWorld War., (The possipility of this beginning in that
areg cnd Trom Just such an initigtive cannot be ruled out.)

¢} Therefore such ¢ tactic 1s subordinated, not tc the
ary strategy of the preoletarict, but ragther to ceopitcl!
nreservagtion and the dynamic of inter-limperialist confl
18 legding towords g third global conflict.

d) Thus it ig rather the necessary and potentigl struggles of the
Palestinian proletarigt - dispersed as they cre throughout tne
Arab world - which are being subordinated to this “tactic”, in the
sense that their struggles are cimed Gt achieving the same objec-
tive gs_the Arab states whose interests are cgainst Zionist expan-
sion. Thess states are very glad to avoid workers’ struggles
inside their own borders although these often result from the
Pc#estlnian presence - Trom g situation, that 15, of desperaticn
and raveoit.

2) Such g "tactic” therefore, whilst depying the possioility of
proletarian tendencies emerging in the battlie of the Polestinian
masses qgainst capitalism and of revolutionaries linking these up
to similar tendencies inside the Israeli proletarigt {(which 1s
oppressed by the economic weight of the world crisis and the state
of oermanent war), subordinates the fighting capacity of the
Palestinign masses to the micro-imperiglist interests ana the
struggle for regional hegemony of the Arab states and tneir
respective bourgeoisies.

f) On the other hand, it is not only a possible but an essentlial
task for interngtionglist communists to fight . the poverty and
super-exploitation of the Palestinians and to direct the struggles
against the real culprit: the capitalist mode of production 1in 1ts
imperiglist and decadent BeFIOG, In the various Arab countries,
as in Isroel i1tself, the Palestinians experience the most dramatic
conditions of exploitation and oppression impgsed by caplital 1n
any of its national forms. The undoubted outlaw nature of the
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State of Isrgel, artificially created by Western imperialism at
the end of the 2nd World War, doesn’t megn it is composed of a
single class. Even in Israel the Palestinian proletariat exper-
lences increasing exploitation gnd oppression 1n Rro ortion to the
growing international crisis. The struggles of the Israell prole-
tariat (whether Arcb or not) ond the struggles of the 1mmigrant
Palestinian workers 1in the ne1ghbour1n% Arab states are the
struggles of the same class against the same bourgeols clgss, The
vanguard of the class can and must bulld revolutionary political
unity from this underlying material unity in order to iead the
whole of the proletarian masses og01nst capital and 1ts states.

it wos the threat of such unity that King Hussoin wanted to avert
with the massacre of Black September. It 1§ the threat of such
unity which oll the Arab states want to avoid when they drown 1n
blood the unrest and uprisings of the proletariat against the
miserable conditions in which they are forced 10 exist.

* %k %k Kk

To those who might accuse these positions of being social-
chauvinicst, Euro-centrist, or similar lies, we remind them that
communists do not for a moment cease strugglln% against their own
bourgeoisie and its imperialist activities in the world. But the
struggie agalnst the metropolitan bourgegisie gnd 1ts manoeuvres,
the genunciation of and opposition to political and military oper-
ctions qggainst oppressed nationalities must never involve solid-
arity with nationglist currents. The very people who ragmble on
about “tactical diversity” so gs to solidarise with ngtionalist
Palestinian movements and the PLO, don’t understand the real mean-
ing of tactical diversity. Their diversity becomes a diversity of
strategles, or rather opportunist confusionism. Communist strategy
on the other hand is the same everywhere: 10 destro¥ capitalism,
instell the dictatorship of the proletariat gnd build sociglism.,
iheir tactics voré because the material conditions in which they
stru%gle cnd the balance of class forces vary. In the metropolitan
countries opposition to their own bourgeoisie doesn’t mean no
opposition to its imperialist activities; just as opposition te
tnelr own bourgeoisie in the peripheral countries doesn’t mean no
opposition to the nationclist goals to which the ruling class wonts
to subordingte the proletariat. Internationalist communists 1n
[taly or Britain are just as much ggainst expeditions to Lebanon
Gs tebanese internationalists. Neither European nor Argb 1nter-
nationalists aim to destro% the Isrageli state in order to set up
a Palestinian stagte. But the European communists will try to pre-
vent the metropolitan bourgeoisie from using arms to pursue 1its
imperiaglist interests. The Arab interngtionalists on thelr part
must try to prevent the locgl bourgeoisie making use of Western
arms to control its internal affairs, to denounce such manoeuvres,
therefore, 1in order to turn the stru?gle against the whole bour-
380131e_by starting from immediate class demagnds and avoiding
irect involvement in inter-bourgeois wars, In particular, it will
be the task of the internationglists to define the course of agit-
ation, intervention and struggle from which armed struggle against
one Oor other bourgeois presence cannot be excluded. But what 1s
certain 1s that these tactics will not revolve round the conquest
of the Palestinian state, to the benefit of the rich bourgeoisie
of the PLO, but to the strengthening of the proletariat, 1ts com-
plete class autonomy, against the rule of capital in all its forms:
for communism.

Internationalist Communist Party (Battaqlia Comunista)
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Correspondence with Communists in India

Readers of Workers Voice 1n Britain and Battoglic Comunista in Italy
wiil be agware of the Internationgl Burecu’s efforts over the past
year or more to engage an ex-Macist group in Indig - RPP [Revol-
utionary Proletarian Pigtform] in pol debate and the recent
spilt of comrades 1n Bengal on the basis of the IBRP’s piatform.
(See, for example the International Report in Workers Voice #24.)

RPP’s response to our initial approach (in September 1984
wasS poslitive gnd enthusiastic and while they announced that:

‘Broaaly we are 1n agreament with most of your positions oand would

like to know more about you ...” [RPP to IRRP 23.9.84])
we 0N our part recognised that tne draft policy statement and
ncliticol analyses of this organisation in political transition
showed its potential for further development towards more coherent
revolutionary posttions. Thus, for example, we acknowledged 1n
our press RPP’s advance over those who advocate g strategy of
"democratic revoiution” 1in capitalism’s backward aregs by their
recognition that a Marxist perspective meagns that socialist revol-
ution and the defeat of one’s own bourgeoisie 1s the only strategy
for revolutionaries everywhere today.

At the same time, however, the dialogue remagined essentiaqlly
one-sided. Despite our mutual recognition of a substantial areac
of political agreement and RPP’s publication of the CWO’s article
[from WVY#17] “Class Consciousness and Councilist Confusions, or
Who Will Educcte the ICC?” (presumably as part of the political
battle against his tendency’s supporters in India), RPP never
managed to develop a response to the first major area of differ-
ence between us: the question of trades unions and parliament-
arism. {See their letter of 15.4.85] This was not through lack
of desire to reply. On the contrary, RPP’s letters expressed
their intention to provide a more developed response "after the

27




next CC meeting” on various occasions. While 1t became obvious
that RPPwere having difficulty doing this, their analysis of the
British miners’ strike in the pages of theilr journal, Proletarian
Emoncipation, demanded a response from the IBRP. Qur letter and g
subsequent one raising points on the question of parligmentarism
[10.4.85 and 9.5.85] have not been replied to by RPP as a whole.
Instead the organisation has split under the strain of trying to
contain divergent political tendencies without confronting the
problem of its basic political method and framework.

In fact the IBRP’s arguments on how communists today should
relate to trades unionsand parliament opened up the whole problem
of the nature of the present period and with it the tasks of
cormunists and the underlying issue of marxist method. Unfortun-
ately, as the correspondence from Lal Patckga makes clear, the
problem was not aired outside the Central Committee, nor did the
majority of this Committee see fit to face up to and discuss the
wider issues. Although an eclectic grouping in political trans-
1tion, with a draft plotform which they stated:

" ... may be suitably changed and improved through discussions and

analysis of the objective material condition prevailing in Indig and
the world ot large ...[page 2]

the organisation as a whole has refused to face up to the polit-
ical and organisational implications of completing thebreak with
the counter-revolution. Rather thon cllow the area of agreement
with Left Communist politics to serve as the basis for developing
greater political coherence, RPP tried to retrench on the basis

of eclectism. The result was inevitable: the splintering of the
organisation itself. While the International Bureau waited for the
long-promised letter on trades unions Proletarion Emoncipation appexed
after a four-month gap with retrograde concessions on the national
question (arguing in ”“Opportunist Deviations on the Question of
Self-Determingtiaon of Nations” that communists 1in “dominated” areas
have the duty to support ”“national liberation struggles”). Unbe-
known to us RPP’s Central Committee was divided about how to relate
to the IBRP in general and about their reply on trades unions and
sarliamentarism in particular. The Bureau’s politics had gained a
hearing from RPP’s section in Bengal and the comrades there were
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already publishing IBRP articles in their paper Lgl PatakafRked Flagl.
Inside the Central Committee the Lal Pgtaka delegate was arguing
that RPP should clarify 1ts whole method and political basis; that
1t should accept not only the IBRP’s arguments on trades un:ions
but the wider political framework that this implies: in short,
that the organisction should reorient itself along coherent marxist
lines and produce a completely new platform consistent with the
[International Bureau’s principles of adherence. Thus 1in August we
received Lal Patakc’s "Open Letter to RPP Members” accompanied by G
letter explaining the comrades’ political affinity with the
Bureau’s positions and annoucning their intention to develop
closer links with the IBRP.

No soconer had we welcomed Lal Pgtoka’s intention to work along
the politicagl lines of the Bureau than we received g further text
from ex-RPP comrades in Nagpur announcing their resignation from
the organisation and arguing politically for the strategy of the
"democratic revolution” in capitalism’s “domingted” areas. (Un-
fortunotely we are unable to publish this and our reply here, as
we had intended, due to shortage of._space in the present issue.)

Meanwhile we have heard nothing from the RPP i1tself apart
from receiving the long-awaited finalised version of their plat-
form [dated August 1984). Much less than an advance c¢n their
initigl draft policy statement, this final edition represents @
step back in that it fails even to deal with many of the basic
questicns which any coherent revolutionary organisation must take
a position on. Thus the national question is not even mentioned
while the comrades’ previous clarity that the first task of comm-
unists everywhere is to defeat their own bourgeoisie 1s noticeably
absent. -

RPP is in the process of disintegration but 1n Indig today we
can say that a proletarian political camp has come into existence
(not only from ex-RPP forces). Within this camp numerous fractions
and tendencies are emerging and debating political issues familiar
to Left Communists in Europe. The onus is now on the International
Bureau itself to win as many of these comrades as possible away
from eclectism and convince them of the validity of our platform
in order that they can contribute to the building of a revolution-
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ry orgenisation in india and to the cdevelopment of tne 1nter-
nationgl party and orogramme of the proletarict. In this we have
no ootter glly thon Lol Patagkg whose letters publisihed amongst Inose
nere clecorly show that tie comrades understond what 1s gt stoke.

* ok Wk
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We ore cublishing here g substantial part of the [BRP COrresg
ne
ex

dence wivh RFP ond ex-RPP comrades in the knowiecge that t
significance of the 1ssues which the comrades are debating extends
bevord Tndig to Morxists everywhere who are seeking to re-establish
the revolutionary programme gnd orgonisction,

International RBuregu to RPP: 10.4.35
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of the British miners’ sirike hzghlights a critical

 fference between the IBRRP and RPP -~ [.e. ths ngture and

he trades unions and the tactics to odopt Gccordlnglg.

we cannot go into ¢ full onclysis here (for this we hope

consult RPY20: "Marxism and the Trade Unign Question”

. “Trades Unions and Workers’ Struggies; Theses of ihe

ress of the PCInt”) we would like to begin a deeper polit-

31 exchange by commenting on the anglysis of the trades unions

Cwhich you put forward in Proletarign Emoncipation and which unger-
5ins your article on the British miners’ Strike in PE#4/5.

Ceritral to your explanation for the failure of the NUM to spread
the strike tc the rest of the working class 1s the coricept OF @
ouragucratic leadership whose anti-democratic conduct of tne
struggle “undermined the support of the rest of the trade unicn
movement” [page 11 and who, for reascns unspecified, 1ntended to
“exhaust the miners in g prolonged struggle into an abject surr-
ender and defeat” [ibid]l. Having characterised bureaucratism as
the basis of the NUM’s containing role in the struggle 1s 1t not
surprising that you fall into the trgp of criticlsing the union
leadership for “calling the strike without a nationgl ballot™ 1In
xeeping with Thatcher and Trotskyist organisations like the so-
~alled RCP [Revolutionary Communist Party] here.
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We say this is a trgp not just because right-wing and left-wing
enemies of the working class came up wilth the same “criticism;
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not just beccuse the option of @ nationgl bailot before the st
w03 1n practice denied the NUM (since the strike broke out wit
the authority of the union leuders); not just because the boll
is o favourite tool ¢f unicon leaders to undermine class solidg
and delgy strike action (based as it is on individugl werkers);bu
0lso because the reasonln? hehind such a criticism 1s that the
rrades unions can betransfeormed into organisations for ¢ regi
deferice of workers’ interests if only the bureaucratic leaders are
custed and replaced with revolutionary leagers. But comrades,
isn’t this a superficial explangtion for why trades unions Every-
where teoday militate gaginst the working class; for why they always
act to contain the class struggle and limit 1ts petent1al?  inis
1S s0 whether we are }ooklng gt entrenched burecucrgtiC unions
which have become integrated into the state (as in Western Europej,
whethaer we are looking at unions which have been outlawed Dy the
state (as in Turkey;; whether we are lgoking gt narrgw craft
unions or industry-wide unions (both of which exist 1n Europe);
whether we are looking at unions linked to specifiC DOUIGEOLS
parties (as 1s apporentlg the case in India); or whether we are
1o0king at unions which have developed out of a mass working class
movement (as in Poland), We gre convinced that the bureaucratic/
labour aristocrats thesis is_inaccurate and inadequate to explalin
the worldwide anti-working class role of the trades unions. Fror
us the explanation lies elsewhere - in the very nature of the
trades unions whose existence is based on negotiating the terms

of sale for workers’ labour power. Behind this very simpie, even
obvious for Marxists, statement of the function of the trades
unions lies the material explanation for tnelr inevitable role
in practice as curtarlers and deratlers of the class struggie onic
safe ground for capitalism.

= O3

In capitalism’s epoch of imperialism and decline trades unions -
whose existence depends on the survival of the wage labour-capital
relationship - find themselves defending the interests of cgpital
Q%GIHSI the interests of the working class because a regl defence
of workers’ living standards and jobs poses an impilcit and 1n-
creasingly real thregt to the capitalist system itself. We don't
need to remind RPP of the invalugble role the trades unions played
historically for capital in the last two imperiallst wars Dy their
overseeing of a “truce” in the clgss war_and acceptance of the
militarisation of labour and sacrifices literally to the death for
imperialism. And the essence of such a reactionary defence of the
naticnal capital against the revolutionary, international interests
of the working class exists clready when the NUM conducts the
strug?le.ln terms of the “fight for [British} coal”; when the COB
in Rolivia calls for an end to strikes now that @ "democratic”
government is in power; when Solidarity in Poland cglls for calm
in face of the prospect of the struggle developing 1nto @ more
open and conscious one against the stgte and wnen 1t becomes the
natural home of Catholic nationalist ideology. We repeat, the
explanation of such phenomena must go deeper than the burequcratic
nature of the unions and a leedersh1B which sets out to defeat the
struggle from the start. It has to be sought 1n the nature of the
historical period itself which has transformed trades unionism into
a weapon for the conservation of capitallst relations at the cost

of an effective defence of the economic interests of the class.
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G us _then, it follows that the trades unions are no longer the
natirgl means for the working ¢ioss to conduct gn effective econ-
Giicostruggle. They are no longer G means for linking the revol-
Jtionary porty to the mass of the working class, much less the
‘unacmental ond orimary crggnisarions” of the 2lgss whose regdi-
ness to “struggle against all forms of exnloitofior, ODnression
anc slavery existing in societvy” 15 essentigl heforz the ciass as
G wWnole con embark on g revolutionary course [which is whot you
nave rauec 1n PEAY/5 in your reply to OSCPIAG. In faot, while
"he trgges unions could ond were used by revo,utignaries in
COpeTaiism's progressive epoch as a means of linking the daily

struggle to tne Tight for socialism, they have never peen organs
‘or revolutionary change gs the RPP claims when 1t says 1n the

1521 Policy Stotementipage 241:

“The trode unions are 1nevitable natural closs organisations
of the workers and it 1s Gglso un essential phapgmenon under
capitaiism. 1t 1s extremely important as G means to orggnise
the working class in 1ts daily struggle and for the abolition
of wage lcoour.” [our emphasis!

~enin well understood the limitations of trodes unionism and it
W0S an essential part of his fight ggainst economism in Russian
socigl Demgcracy. Here the principle 1ssue was to establish that
tne Gbjective behing the party’s strategy of developing rocts in
vhe ecopomic struggle, i.e. 1n the daily life of the cigss, was
not to legd this economic struggle to 1ts “natural conclusion”
DUT rgther 10 politiclise that struggle, to deveiop class conscious-
ness deyond simply trade union consciousness Dy'DrOV1dlﬂ$ DOl1-
tical ieadership to the struggle. But it would be ¢ fatal mistake
¢t that politicalleadership to imagine that the struggle con be
ied towards a revolutionary course by means of the trades unions.
ii1storically the class-wide organisations which have emergec in
renlorevoiutions as the basis Tor revoluticnary change have beern
tns workers’ councils or soviets which hove provided the bagsis for
the opergtion of proletarign democracy and t {ougw,whlch in the
Russian Revolution, the Bolshevik Party exercised its political
readership.  Of course we know that we really do not have to tell
you this, The point is, however, that it 1s through such mass,
poteniially revolutlonorg or%ons, that the unions that the revol-
utionarv party wiil be able to establish itself as the legitimate
leadar of the mass of the exploited and working masses.

At this point we had better clagrify what we mean to avoid your
cismissing our grguments out of hand by amalgamating them with
those of the ICC or even the OSCPIA (neither of which are the same,
by the way). We are not arguln%_thot_31nce the trades unions are
NOW antl-wgrkln% class organisations 1t 1s therefore 1mpossible
for communists to take g leading part in the daily struggle with-
out “watering down” their political progromme. Nor do we deduce
that the main task of revolutionaries today 1s to propagandise in
abstract terms for the “generglisation of the stru%gle” or form-
1l1stically conclude that workers who are opposed to the trade
Jnion line must therefore be_expre531n?_0 hlgher level of class
consciousness than workers fighting miiitantly inside the trade
union framework. (It was this line of argument that led the ICC
to see tne NUM scabs in Nottinghamshire as a positive feature in
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one 1ssue of World Revolution [76] only to retract it in the next.)
Moreover, we do not believe that the communists will be in a posi-
tion to g01n a lead in the class-wide organs of the insurrection
1f they have not glready established an organised political pres-
ence inside the class. In short, although we by no means agree
With everything Lenin says in Left-Wing Communism..., one of the
fundamental necessities he posed for successtul revolution, that
the party be able to "to link itself with, to keep in close touch
with, aond to a certain extent, if you like, to merge with the
broadest masses of toilers - primarily with the proeltariat ...”
Lpage 7, Peking edition 1965) remains  today. the starting point
for confrontlng the problem 1s the recognition, with Lenin, that a
revolutionary organisation worth¥ of the name must work where the
masses gre. Wnen a large part of the working class remains trapped
1nside the trades unions this means that communists also have to
work inside them - but in a different sense and with a different
perspective to “establishing leadership over the unions”[PEf#4/5p.8
in the Reply to OSCPIA] or of working for the formation oFf "one
union 1n one 1ndustry and one nation-wide centrgl trade union in
place of therexlstlng many uncer the leadership of the workers’
themselves” {ibid: RPP’s "Message of the 8th General Election in
Indig}., It 1s not the task of communists to capture the leader-
SN1p of organisgtions whose existence depends on the corservation
of capital nor to absorb their energies in trying to reform
ex1sting unions or establish "better” ones in a futile attempt to
make these the mass organs of an offensive struaggle against capital
Rather, our task is to gain a hearing for the ravolutionary prog-
ramme amongst the masses cond to orgon;se communist nucleil in the
workplaces and factories who, armed with the revolutionary prog-
ramme, are 1n g position to give practical leadership to the daily
stru%gle - 1.e. 10 put_forward concrete proposals for its extension
and tc explain the regl issues which are at the heart of gnY
Struggle of the class today ond which the trades unions wil
never gcgept as the terms of the struggle. Thus what we mean by
Wworking inside the unions is that we have to utilise any oppor-
tunity for influencing the workforce which attendance at meetings,
strike assemblies, etc. called b¥1the unions open up to us.

i

Communists in such a position will he crﬁu1ng,implicit1y and ex-
the unions because their

plicitiy for the stru%gle t0 go beyond _ :
ruggie outside the capitalist framework.

task 1s to lead the s

1o return to the British miners’ strike, a consistent revolutionary
policy was nct to join the chorus of right and 1eft-w1n% reaction-
aries demanding g "democratic” ballot from the NUM but to show how
the union terms for the struggle which limited it to a miners’ fight
were not the real issue. That the real issue was the defence of
the jobs and living standards of the whole working class; that an
effective fight by the whole class demands their active participa-
tion through mass assemblies, the formation of factory committees
with recaliable delegates, etc. It is in this context that the
fromlng of concrete demands to unify the struggle (which con’t be
done through the unions) is of vitg 1mportance for revolutionaries
and the IBRP is currently engaged in a discussion about the
appropriate kind of demonds which can be usefully,Eut forward by
revolutionaries in struggles l1ke the miners’ strike. As Marxists
we have to view the question of demands dialectically. Our aim in
putting forward demands is to gain an influence amongst the masses
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and eventuclly to lecd the mass struggle. Without gn existing
presence and_influence amongst the masses it is difficult for the,
as yet, small voice of communists even to be heard. At the same
time, however, 1t is through our gbility to relate to the actual
struggle of the class and to put ferward practical alterngtives to
the trade unions’ tactics that we will gain g larger hearing and
the basis for estobllshlng an organised foothold in the daily claoss
struggle. In Italy the IBRP comrades of the PCInt have established
such @ foothold, not by orgonlsln? within the framework of trades
unionism, but by forming political groups of workers who are also
port% members as well as sympathisers of the party, openly linked
to the party and working daily for @ revolutlonor¥ perspective in
opposition to the policies of the trades unions. 1If you want more
details on foctorg groups there is ap article in RP#16}. This is
g far more soild basis for gaining the confidence of the masses
thgn becoming embroiled in trying to reform or capture the trades
unions - organisations which, the more class conscious stru?gles
oecome, the more widespread and the more political and revolution-
ary thelr aims, the more they will be by-passed organisationally
by the working class and the more their policies will be recognised
by the proletariat ags 0pﬁosed to 1ts revolutionary interests.
History has shown that the mass revolutionary organs of proletarian
democracy and the future proletarian dictotorship do not emerge

from the trades unions. While the revolutionary party has still

the task of linking itself to the masses it has to forge its own
meGns ¢f organising on a political basis for this end.

We hope you will find this letter defines the discussion in g
fruitful manner. For us it 15 @ serious question which nNas been
foced by European revolutionaries for over 60 years., It is true
that unions regroup workers in their millions {and that is our
Interest 1n them). It is true that in this sense they are class
Qr%an1sat10ns, but gs we have indicated here, they operate in the
interests of the ruling class in contining the class struggle
within copitalist terms., This reality was not obvious in Lenin’s
day and hence he advocated working inside the old unions to keep
:1nks with the masses. This manner of posing the question remains
valid today but the strategy and tactics which derive from it have
to be different. What RPP must ask itself is whether it 1s more
valid to follow Lenin’s words of 60 years ago or the spirit of his
method 1n the face of g changed reglity. As Lenin put it himself
I 3315 “One cannot be a revolutionary Social-Demecrat without

port1c1p0t1n8 according to one’s powers in developing this theory
[Marxism] and adapting it to changed conditions”.

... We haven’t get received the new Proletarian Emancipation or
the new Policy Statement (is this published yet?).

As mentioned in our last letter, a copy of correspondence will be
sent to your Calcutta address.

Looking forward to hearing from vou.
~ommunist greetings,
[BRP
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RPP to Internaticnagl Burecu: 15.4.85

Dear Comrades,

Thanks for your letter dated 17.2.85. It 1is heartening though not
unexpected tnat we are in general ogreement on the question of the
role of the revolutionary party/nucleus in relation to imperiglist
war and tnhot the revolutionary forces within the bourgeois states
at war and elsewhere should propagate the nece351tg of convarting
the imperialist war i1nto civil wer right from the beginning, irres-
pective of organisational considerations.

AS Tar as our attitude tc the positions of CPIran 1s concerned,you
might have noted in PE#4-5 that we are not in agreement with them
on the question of gdemocratic revolution. We do not believe that
a "Revoliutionary Democratic Republic” of Iran can become g spring-
poard for a socialist revelution; rather if such g republic 1s
ever acnleved within the framework of copitalism it has more poss-
ibility of becoming a springboard for the appearance of another

. 1NGL P
%gurgeo1s dictator very simiiar to the late ghoh or the present
‘homeini.

On the question of Kurdistan teo, we not only condemn any united
front with KDP, we believe that 1t 1s incorrect in principie on
the part of the Kurdish unit of the CPIran to take G lead in
demending self-determination of Kurdistan. Rather it should expose
the real 1ntentions of the Kurdish bourgeoisie when it ragises tne
demand. In our opinion it 1s the task of the Kurdish unit of
CPIrgn (1.e. Komaic) to emphasise the unity of the Kurcish and
Iranian proletarict and even to create the conditions of direct
class stru%gle against the Kurdish bourgeoisie and its party, the
KDP tnrough mass strikes, etc.

On the question of the relotion between the party and the ciass,
1t seems there 1s complete agreement between us. We hope the
publication by us of your polemics with the ICC on this question
("Who Wili tducate the iCC?") 1s g sufficient proof of 1t.

However on the question of participation in regctionary trade
unions and bourgeois parlicments 1t is difficult for us to be in
agreement with you or onK other trend who rejects such partici-
nation outrignt. Even thougn we recognise that your position on
tragde unions {(which seems t0 have been taken over by CPIran in a
slightly revised form) 1is much saner in comparison with the ICC
«who consider trade unions to have been integrated 1nto the
bourgeois state and hence need on1¥ to be smashed), we feel that
in essence 1t remains a critique of the Bolshevik [en;nlstcppﬂxmh
to the question from an extremely ‘Left Wing’ standpoint, since it
starts from the same theoretical premise as that of the icC and
similar trends. As far as we are concerned, we believe that a
fetishist attitude with the forms of class organisations 1is harm-
full to the movement since it amounts to superficigl a priorism
and a negation of dialectics. Along with the development and
sworpenln? of the class struggle,the proletarigt would abandon all
outdated forms of organisations {even trade unions), if they become
obstacles in the path of development of class struggle and turn
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Into useless wegpons of struggle and would adopt newer organisa-
tional forms. But this 1s possible only during revolutionary
convulsions and mass upsurge of the proletariat. Till then, we
should be able to infiltrate and utilise existing forms of organ-
1sations for communist activities, to the extent possible. Our
presence within the trade unions today would facilitate their
abandonment tomorrow, if and when they become an obstacle in the
course of class struggle, The same 1S true about participation in
bourgeois parligments. Abstention from bourgeois parligments
cannot be made into a principle merely due to the practical diffi-
culties today for the revolutionaries to get elected and use it

as a tribune. Such ‘principled’ abstentions would only deprive us
of the opportunity to facilitgte the grocess of smashing this
bourgeois organisation from within. In other words, on both these
8ues 10ns were 1n complete agreement with the theses of the 2nd
ongress of the Third International and are in disagreement with
their ’'Left’ critics who opposed them on principle at the Congress.

Your surprise gt the brief statement on the assassination of Indira
Gandhi 1s fustlfled. In this reﬁord we have to stgte only this:
our journal being at the press when the assassination took place
we had space enou?h only for a brief statement. A detailed article
was, however, published in our Hindi journal and leaflets were
distributed showing precisely "where revolutionaries stand in
relation to Gandhi, the Indian Government and the Congress Party

as g whole”. We regret our inability at the moment tO make them
available to you in English. :

Hope to hear from you soon.
With communist greetings,
RPP

International Bureau to RPP: 9.5.85

Dear Comrades,
Thanks for your letter of 15th April ...

We too have been heartened by the extend of our agreement on the
questions of the tasks of revolutiongries dur;ng imperiglist war,
partH and class, and of course, the issues which we have debated
in the past with the CPIran (or at least with their supporters in
Euro?e). In fact_the International Bureau’s discussions with the
OSCPIA and other Iranians from different ?011t1c01 backgrounds gre
continuing 1n Europe, particularly in Italy where our comrades in
the PCInt have published another text in Farsi (their letter to
the OSCPIA) and are continuing to make further criticisms of the
CPIran’s Programme. In this context your own resolution on the
juestion of turning imperialist war into civil war and your crit-
icisms of the CPIran’s concept of a Democratic Revolution are
Bortlculorly welcome since they not only reinforce our criticisms
ut also emphasise the widespread international nature of the
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depate and the foct that 1t 1s not only communists from Eurcope who
are critical of the CPIran’s clinging to outmoded schemas. Thus,

the PCInt has published your 1984 Conference Resolution on war and
revoiutionary defeatism and a substantial extract from your letter

to the OSCPIA 1n 1ssue 3 of their paper [Battaglia Comunistal, 1985,

We agree with you that the magin area of difference between us
centres round the question of trades unions and parlicmentarism.
Our latest letters have obviously crossed in the post so I won’t

awell on the trades union here until you have a chance to reply to
our previous letter. ]

However, we would like to briefly clarify here the IBRP’s position
on parligmentarism, For us the question is not one of erecting
practical difficulties into a principle. As Marxists we recognise
that the guiding principle for how we relate to parliament is that
such 1nstitutions cannot be used by the proletariat as a means of
revolutionary transformation (i.e. the lesson Marx drew from the
ex?erlence or tne Paris Commune), While 1t is true thgt historic-
ally our tendency originglly defined itself as abstentionist,
gbstentionism as _a principle was f1rm1¥ abgndoned at the 2nd
Congress of the International. Today the IBRP Platform recognises
the basic lesson that parliament cannot be utilised for revolu-
tionary ends but the question of how much scope there is for revol-
utionary organisations to use parliamentary elections and so on as
a.revolutionary tribune remains open for discussion, with-the
PCInt seeing the possibility of opportunities for the utilisation
of elections opening up 1n some areas in future [see, for example,
tne ietter to comrade B in Workers Voice #21].

Nevertheless, there does seem to be g difference in approach be-

tween the IBRP as a whole and the RPP, stemming from our different

interpretgtions of the consequences for work1ng class organisations
en

in capitalism’s decadent epoch., It is no accident that today there

are enormous practical difficulties ggainst revolutionaries getting
elected and using parliament as a tribune. The erg of the mass
work1n$ class party, grgdually built up on the basis of a combing-
tion or _reformism and winning over the masses to the 100?7term aim
of revolution 1s passed. With it has passed the possibility of
today’s revolutiongry organisations being in a position to use
elections and parliament in the same day-to-day way as the old
social Democratic parties. and since Marxists understand that
tooog there gre no longer any progressive bourgeois parties (even
1T they act in the name of the working class), the question of
tactical support for such orggnisations no longer arises (as the
RPP’s Policy Statement argues). As we said in our previous letter,
revolutionaries todoE can't just take everything Lenin said (in
this case Left-Wing Communism ...) and apply it like a religious
dogma to changed historical circumstances.

On the other hand your letter contains a worrying concept which
Lenin never held and that is that it 1s possible to smash “this
bourgeois organisation from within”. For us it is axiomgtic that
the proletarigt can neither build up its power economically nor
g011t1c011y within the bourgeois state apparatus. Parliament will
e smashed when the bourgeols state is smashed and this cannot be
accomplished from within but only when the proletariat has estab-
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lished 1ts own alternative: the magss organs of the proletarian

state and forcibly disarmed and dissolved the state institutions
of the bourgeoisie.

We remcin hopeful that out of these mutual criticisms d process of

political clagrification is beginning to develop and look forward
tO your replies.

Communist greetings,
[BRP

OPEN LETTER TO RPP MEMBERS: 8.7.85

Dear Comrades,

In the process of ideological class struggle, particularly within
Revolutionary Proletaricn Plgtform, we have gathered a lot of
experiences of which the basic points are stated below along with
our concrete ?r0p051t10n for the political criteria upon which our
platform shallbe restructured:

The Central Committee’s majority faction is practising eclectism

1n methodology and a_closed-shop policy in organisgtional orinciples.
Although declgring eloquently g breakaway from “all forms of Seudo-
Marxist-Leninist trends, theories and theoreticians” (RPP’s Consti-
tution) in essence the CC faction is upholding almost all the
tenets of vulgarised Marxism in the name of Marxism-Leninism.

The Constitution of the RPP states:
"4, Programme: The Platform shall endeavour:...

(1v) To expose the bourgeois democratic institutions and

the bourgeols state along with their political subservients
1n India and elsewhere worklng under the labels of o ,
'Nationalists’, ‘Democrats’, ?Social-Democrats’, ‘Stalinists’

'Maoists’ and 'Trotskyists’. [emphasis ours]

The moéority faction pragmatically holds that “trades unionism is
NOT o bourgeois democratic institution”.

On the contrary, we hold with Lenin that ”“Since there can be no
talk of an independent 1deology formulated by the working masses
themselves in the course of their movement, the only choice is
eiher bourgeois or socialist ideology. Hence tobelittle socialist
1deologﬁ 1n any way, to turn aside from its in the slightest degree,
strengthens bourgeols ideology. There is much talk of spontaneity.
But the spontaneous development of the working class movement

leads to its subgrdingtion to bourgeois ideology ... for the
spontaneous working class movement is trades unionism ... and

raags unionism means the 1deglogical enslavement of the workers

Dy the bourgeoisie.” [What Is To Be Done?, emphdsis ours]
Majoritarianism has engrossed the CC of RPP. 1Its lack of visual-
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1sation of the concrete phenomena 1n concrete perspective, camplete
lack of comprehension and conceptualisation of the new elements 1n

the arena of decadent capitalism and state capitalism emanate from
that preoccupation.

The “fgction’ 1S Ereoccuplea with the tendency to take everythin
Marx, Engels and Lenin sald as sermons. Theﬁ are more 1intereste
1n what our teachers said rather than how, why and when they said
so. They are most loyal to the scriptures of the leaders, but
legst to their dialectical vision - which only has the power of
11luminagting qgll the remotest and dark corners of the historical
tendencies, all the laws of motion of the epoch not only in abs-
tract hypotheses but also in concrete positions, That 1s why thelr

formulations of the present issues by formalistically applying the
formulae show a lot but tell us very little.

They are more inclined to propagandising their accepted tenets than
to probing deeper into their tenability. But revolutionaries to-

day can’t just take ceverything the teachers said and apply that like
religioys dogma to changed historical circumstances. As Lenin put
1t in 1915: "One cannot be a revolutionary Socigl-Democrat without
participating according to one’s powers in developing this theory

[Marxism] and aodapting it to changed conditions”.

We have not the slightest intention of Roking our nose into the
dull business of "Majoritarianism’ of the ‘faction’. We are more
interested 1n the needs of the epoch than in erecting impediments

to 1ts present business. We ask ourselves,”How to move ahead,how
to step forward?” Lenin shows the path:

"Hundreds of new organisgtions should be set up for the
Rurpose without a moment’s delay. Yes hundreds, this 1s no
yperbole ... If we fail to show bold initiative in setting
ug new organisations, we shall have to give up as groundless
all ?reten81ons to the role of vanguard. If we stop help-
lessly at the achieved boundaries, forms and confines of the
committees, groups, meeting, and circles, we shall merely
prove our Own incapacity. fhousands of circles are now ~
springing up everywhere without our aid, without any definite
grogromme or aim, simply under the 1mpact of events. The
ocial Democrats must make it their task to establish and
strengthen these circles, to assist them, to give them the
benefit of their own knowledge and experience, to stimulate

them with their own revolutionary initigtive.”[New Tasks and
New Forces]

So it would be futile to try to bail the ailing platform out of
its destined degeneration, Its methodology, ideas and ideals,its
explicit and implicit positions on the guestions of decadent cap-
italism, state capitalism, trades unionism, parliamentarism, =
nationalisation, etc., its inherent inclination towards qccloxmln
itself to be the ‘real Left’ (of course, not the ‘Communist Left’
and all that 1t holds and preaches are non-dialectical and unscien-
tific. And so last, but not least, it has been excruciating for
us to note, on a number of occasions, that g few of the platform
leaders are addicted to telling lies and behaving conspiratorially.
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And who knows 1f thelr passions are not more complex than their
Impassioned rancour revealed in their baseless slanders. “Even the
propositions put forward bg the editor of Lal Pgtcka in the CC
meeting do not appear in the circulars of The CC. Cleverness is no
substitute for sense, Violence of norms begets violence of forms
and 1n the course of time acquires an autonomy of 1ts own. Thus
the platform now limps along its trajectory. ~Its influence is on
the wane, It has got caught up in @ process of scierosis. A cad-
aver of 1ts discrete doctrines. Therefore it would be g mere waste
0r time and loss of energy to endeavour, 1n vain, to mould a few
‘incarnators’ into Marxists. Instead, we should empioy ali our
efforts and available elements in the process of restructuring a
new platform with a view to formlng a nucleus of a revolutionary
proletagrian party, in_the course of which political confrontations
and collaborations will become the real tasks to be performed. We
ail know that ”it takes a long time to plant a real flower, one
tnat will last”. So let us move ahead, with our attitudes and
1deologies based on dialectical and historical materiglism - let
Us try to grow a_real plant that will bloom - a plant that will
grow up to a proletarign party. Hence we ﬁrogose to restructure
our ﬁlotform.ln India in collaboration with the IBRP [The Bureau
which co-ordinates the international work of organisations - the
(WO, PCInt - Battaglia Comunista and comrades in France] on the
bas1s of the Tollowing political criterig "which exlude from its

framework toth the the capitalist left and the neo-spontaneist and
councilist spectrum:

1. Recognition of the revolution of October 1917 in Russia
as proletarian.

2. Recognition of the break mude with social democracy in the
first two Congresses of the 3rd International.

5. Complete rejection of state capitalism and self-management.

4. Rejection of all present communist and socialist parties
as bourgeois.

>. An orientgtion towards an organisation of revolutionaries
which bases itself on the doctrine and method of Marxism which
1T recognises as the science of the working class.

6. Rejection of qll ?ossibility,of subordinating the prolet-
ariagt to the national bourgeoisie.

/. Recognition of the organising role of the party in the

daily stru??le of the working class as well as in the revol-
ution 1tself.”

On tne basis of an agreed framework as such, let us initiate
contracts boldly and widely within India as well as at an inter-
national level, let us establish circles for intensive and exten-

sive study, discussions and debates for the maturation, the growth
and selection of revolutionary forces.

Communist greetings,
Editor, Lal Pataka




Lal Paotakg to IBRP: 18.7.85

For no other reason than shortage of s?oce the following letter
ana our reply have had to be extensively edited.

Dear Comrades,

... Some of our comrades, particularly those associated with tal
Pataka, are very seriously studying the IBRP’s texts ... We are
very glad to note that IBRP had decided to continue correspondence
Wwith us through_two delegates to build up a closer contact 1in the
stru%gle for building up an international party of the proletariat
in the process of which we also endeavour to contribute our utmost.

So far as methodology and 1deological class struggle are

%ggcgaged we are, perhaps, proceeding along the path followed by

We have rejected the ‘Three World’ and ’'Two World’ theses. We hold
that the strateglc_world perspective facing the proletarigt 1neach
nart of the globe 1s the same and so the proper organisation 1o
encounter world capitalism must be a party of the world proletarict.
Neither an 'International’ based on federalism, nor an 4associgtion
of independent national parties, but a party - only @ portY of the
world proletariat based on its units at state or national levels
will be the proper organisation to lead the proletariat to 1ts
destination. Essentially the task of the communist groups in each
country 1s to translate and transmit the strateglc communist prog-
ramme 1nto the specific conditions there. They have to study an
explain the real situation dialectically with all its complexities

and accordingly work out the tactics and apply them by definingthe
concrete slogans there.

The areas where capitalism was imposed upon from outside through
colonisation (here we leave aside its implicgtions in_ America,
Canada and Australia), the capitalist mode of ﬁroductlon belng
super-imposed upon the pre-capitalist modes, the problems have
become ver¥.complex. In course of the expansion of dominance of
the capitalist mode of production and its conquest of the different
sectors of the economy capitalism has_destroyed gs well as sub-
ordinated and absorbed the pre-capitalist formations. This has
led to a complex combination of politico-econgmic as well as
juridical practices, which has spawned a complex set of 1nstitu-
tions to serve as their proper container. And herein lies the
root of our problem in Indiaq.

Indig is a country where feudalism drank its life to the lees and
thus engraved all its relations with all i1ts manifestations into
the heart of society. So Indian society inherits the legacies and
social encumbrances of the past which are very deep-rooted. The
'left-overs’ of the pre-capitalist social formations, though very
fast disintegrating and fading out, are still no less a force to
he ignored. And here lies the root of all sorts of petty-
bourgeois socialism, broadly speaking - ‘Leftism’.

Class consciousness is determined by class struggle. The intensity
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of class struggle depends on the sharpness of class polarisction
of the soc1etﬁ which again is based on the levels of growth of
capitalism. Naturally, immature_economy Dreeds immature philosopny.
Incoherent capitalist growth in India under the colonial dominance
of British cgpital brought fortn a crlpﬁled bourgegisie and an
immature proletariat along with an 1nconerent 1deolog¥. [t was
only after the victory of October that @ miCroscoplc raction of
the bourgeols intellectuals in Indig became attrocted towards
Marxism. But 1t was at that critical juncture in the history of
the communist movement when the revolutionary Rroletor1otllost the
clarity of its perspective. Therefore, from tne very beginning 1in
the name of Marxism-Leninism what they started projecting, of
course very faithfully, into the working class movement here - 1in
India, were no more and no less than the accepted positions and
schemata, desires and decisions, as and when formylated Dy the
CPSU and the Third International during the twenties onwards. Thus
they became (most probably unknowingly at the initial period) the
carrier of Stalinism - i.e. the theories of state cgpitalism in
the husk of socialism - the sap of which was served in different
dishes to the hungry class struggle in Indid. This was followed
y its counter-part - Trotskyism and later on by the sugar-coated
corollary of Stalinism in the name of "Mao-Tse- ung thought’® -
briefly, Maoism. In short, all sorts of vulgar socialism engulfed
the working class movement and organisations in India.

Leftism and united-frontism are still understood to be identical
with g transition to socialism, A ’transition’ to 'the trapsition’:
And the most funnx Bhenomenon 1S that the moforlty_of the Central
Committee of the RPP holds that RPP 1S G red leftist {which 1s,
according to them, real Marxist-Leninist) Platform, which dis-
tinguishes itself from ‘Left Communist currents’, while others -
the ex1st1n? socialist and communist parties agnd groups are only
‘so-called leftists’. Thus the real problem for us in Indig 1S
how to break out of the fetters of the traditions and legacies of

leftism. spawned and nourished by the recognised communists of oll
shades (both official and unofficial).

Naturally the course of our advance is also diglectical. IT 1S
quite obvious that combinations (unity) - breaks (struggle) -
combinations (unity) anew is a reality which, once agadin, we Qre
301ng to face in India. RPP is now 1n the process O degenergtion
ue to its dogmatism on almost all questions. The majority of the
CC has emphatically refused to tolergte on¥ ‘open polemics’ on the
already-stated, even tactical, positions O the platform. Actually
the mojor1t¥ decision to that extent by an outright rejection of
the proposal put forward by the editor of Lal Patgka that on the
basis of Gcce?ted strategic positions, polemics should be allowed
in our journals on questions such as trades unionism, arliament-
arism, nationalisation, etc. forces us to reject the p atform and
to start a process of replacing it by another.

The very existence of capitalist accumulgtion through concentration
and centralisation requlres, on the one hand, a general ideal
container to accomodate all the soC10-e€conomic activities and
inherent conflicts in favour of the dom1not1n? class, which 1S
provided by parliamentarism based on universd ‘adult franchise. On
the contrary, it also requires another set of 1nSt1tutions to
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