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By runny PATIINSON 1
MINER? leader Arthur Scar-gill shook the
hand of new Coal Board chief Ian MacGregor

- when they met for the first time yesterday in‘
V London. Everyone expected a storns—but Mr.‘
A Scargill just asked Mr. MacGregor to have a
 new look at plane for pit closures. One

miners‘ delegate said: “It was like u Sunday
picnic.“
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The London Workers Group is an open group of militants working or unemployed in the London area, We meet every
Tuesday night (See details below). All meetings are open and anyone is welcome to attend. That includes members of
parties - but not party recruiters. Our aim is to establish and encourage communication between workers in different
industries and workplaces in order to:

l) Learn from each others experiences and develop our understanding of industry and trade unions within capitalist
society. I

2) Encourage the establishment of autonomous workers groups within workplaces and amongst the unemployed. The
purpose of these groups is to encourage solidarity and to work to spread and intensify struggles. This process implies
working for a wider understanding of the need for _a revolutionary approach to work and the class struggle.

3) Seek out and maintain links with other revolutionaries. We encourage the formation of open regional groups of
revolutionaries to complement workplace groups. The purpose of these groups is to overcome the isolation of individuals
or goups of revolutionaries in workplaces or tmernployed, and thus to assist them to strengthen and develop their
activities as revolutionaries through practical solidarity. To this end we should:

4) Produce propaganda including a bulletin covering industrial news, workplace reports, analyses and theoretical articles.

5) Provide support where asked for.

The London Workers Group meets at CHANGE QF ADDRESS
8:30 every Tuesday evening upstairs at Hencefm-th ALL mail should be
the Metropolitan Pub addressed to;
95 Farringdon Rd.., Box ]_w(;_,

ITIIHS fOl'ITl Ffll‘l'l_l'lgdO]‘l Tube) Metrgpolitan whaff,

Wapping Wall,
London E 1.
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uThe'defeet;cf the Labour Party in the General Election and the-
5ub59@U@nt 0Pl§iS”w1thin~its ranks, plus the decision of the- U
grad§i"gnéonFCcngtess to go into talkswith the Tory gcvernment,.

s a ddn icetive;thetre1crmist Social pemocrddy (Lah@ur1$m)tQan"
provide no sclutionto the problems of the working class in’ I  
Britain. _ Tnis crisis 18 but cnepart cf the general crisis gf;d 
jworld capitalism lnthis period cfreccssicn: fcr‘politicsIflowv "
from occncnic foundations So lcn as the wcrki class acc ts ~-I’t~c so  s ~*-I S  - I I figs is i J Jreformism e which means in this contest suppcrtfcr the Labcfifi ~,

C Party, the trades union movement as resent constituted or those s<
vpartiee, groups and tendencies whichprender it direct oi indirect ,<
support, such as the Communist Party, the 57% varieties of Trotskye
ism’ ?tQ»e then the ciess will be dnahle to defensieffectivelytitsrH“mmed1ateshcst~term interests or rulfil its iunctlcn as the H - ct

‘historical class which must destroy capitalism in the interests ofIs
~theIhuman;tece as a whc1e.I I * It ' t, I s 1
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_ - I _ _ - .1,-I s n d,, d ,  _  _  fiuI H  e:.s@tsaee tt.t:stts  tsSeC0niIU:;ide e he fig O _1o@. ~cy}pein came intq existence as the
‘ .“o’Zr,, “groin *9Q?v Lia I, @Oi;tlC31 wing 01 a reformist s-

growthvfil Ififi tvfifios Union meegn trades Union movement based on ~ tt2i.s.‘st casted  ea  eneel - -en  o*iSt Rvdtdg;%gé;dP§5;tqe§Ca€§ta1' i€gltlmiS? lt as an scceptable~ d
51 filo? fild I 2%-)*£':'5.I"I,‘I1t’€11T‘ ‘Wl'I_'ll:1l1'1 .‘lZ1£'i€IJ*IliIi‘."‘&iI1EWO1I‘I{-

Sécurpvfréd dhpiddtpieestccl I. the capitalist systemdé It4was not
b; ,_*  d5§ d-; vie emflfiQ_ QBVY d untli the end of the l1TSt world
—l$,lnCT@s§ve~+¥.?fiY Potts; 8h@Tt~v war 1n which the Labour Party»
ggYgQu€3£QéflWErsfiendlonger h011e ioyalzlydsuppcrted its own capital

 t s,s*V@1 @iP@nQiflE ist and imperialist gcvetnment,
social 5@TVlC9$'5Vstem. lnd9€des —was'there any attempt even to _
improvements in PQY and th@ , define what socialism was, Before
$ePETfi1I$t@fififiTd *5 living did the Labour Party case into exist—*
lmPT°'“?I. i?,t1'1**‘ P@s't-~ve1“ peer-Zed. ence. the trades unii'.cns looked’ to§2e°$§iF§tiZi ?tPssiEt.a£°d“&il°“ the radical vine of tee Libera1 r
this situati5nId§fipIaII:2? 4*§‘e I §aT?Y1tO:S€Cur$'parliamentary I  IConstantpFggSfi“;dIEl¥h:I;1Rl fie iEgi§?&tiOH.tOIpTQt€Ot its 18881 I
to ythd éxterlit titwié F 1' cpgn ncfi p-es.tt1cn and -sec.;;1- some. social d s  

~* e  I - 1§fi QLCQU bcfin se?vices.§ In the l9¢O's the Labour
Suggestsi-I It as if  Peety gave the theoretical job  *
§g€2u§u°t§§3iY9$¢V@TR@@fitS Oft of defining the ultimate aims and i

k6I I, *@’WwFklng class ccuid . I cbgeets of the party to a bunch **'
erode the very bases of css1"te1 L ct‘ intellectuals cf the Fabian‘ e s
viiilinieifiiieiiifii€0°ir%s£@?t lFI Sscisty and that feted eaPP@Ss1@nI
an entirelv difierent sI¥%ed OEII In the n3tOri?u§ Ciause I’ CalllngtSociet , J ~ d-$- eye em 0- for the public ficsnershipjofthe

at Y» .»I t , I : means of ptcductzcn, distribution
. L -

| ' -

I .'.

—r?I‘ a ‘,I s  (and evchan e) IBut~‘t7wss Herbert
In reality. ~'*I1*1ec Labour‘ ‘Partvt has I se:~t=i.-age, age to eshedIout these I
nev€rfbe€naI%€n%%ne§oOi?liSt"*1 vague terms by combining municipal?
Pa? Y and at R9 elme flfifi lt &dV@~ .-isation and state ownership, into. H _!_..-*_.. _: I _ I p __ __1_!fi- ‘H...

Ca ed tn? “O°{a4*§§t*°n of _  t e theory of naticnaiisation, which
Society» n9? “a$ lT bT0U€ht IHTO  is not socialismsexistence for this purpose, n0t- I  

||

with5t&ndifi§_the att@mPt5 Of It is this concept that has been
imall mi¥°T4?Y F%Pti?$ an? EFOUPF the heilmerk cf the Labour Party
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eThe'defeat,of the Labour Party in the General Election and the<
subseouent crisis within its ranks, plus the decision oi thee *
TT8d@S*Uhi0n Congress to go into talks withthe Tory governmenty»
is all indicative that reformist Social Democracy (Labourism) can"
eprovide no solution to the problems of the working class in" '. s
Britain. This crisis is but one part of the.general crisis of>s 
_world capitalism in this period of recession: for politics flow "
from economic foundations.t So long as the working class accepts .~
reformisme which means in this contest support for the Labour g ~~
Party, the trades union movement as present”constituteds_or those i<
parties. groups and tendencies which render it direct or_indirect .<
support, such as the Communist Party, the 57% varieties of Trotsky:
ism, etceg then the class will be unable-to defe:d'effectively,its§
immediate short~term interests or fulfil its function as the l < f7"
historical class which must destroy capitalism in the interests of_s
_the human;tece as a whole.i .

. _ ' __ _ ‘I L, ; _ _ .
_ ' : -- ' - .. , . . -

. I I

The development of the Labour
Party following the end of thee “
second world war in l9e5, the _
growth of the trades union mgvés
ment in the samo~period; created
the illusion that as the capital-
iStgSYStemitKPfinded its worldiv ,
m3PkPt, the Working class could .
secure from the system not only g
big infireasee in nay rates, short»
eP"fiQUrS.of;wurk~and longer holie
days; but an ever expanding
social services system. lndeed,.
improvements in pay and the g
general_standard of living did
improve in the postewar periodé
as capitalism espanded production
nad maximised its profits, _In ,
this situation did pay off under
constant pressure; although not
to the extent that has often been
suggested. It seemed as if
with sucfessive governments off
Labour, the working class could .
erode the very bases of capital
ism and that sooner or later, it
would be possible to bring about=
an entirely different system of
society,§.,d ~ < I

In reality, the Labour Party hast
neverybeeni&=genuineesocialist i.
party and at no time has it advoei
cated the socialisetion of P t ~.
society, nor was it brought into
existence for this purpose, not-
withstanding the attempts of
small minority parties and groups
to push it in this direction.

‘I

' 1Q
. \-.\|1 _ .
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Historically; the Labour Party~in
fiiitsin came into existence as the
political wing of a reformist s-
trades union movement based on ~
craft and general workers - to" '
legitimise it as an acceptable~
partner within.the framework of.‘
the capitalist system. .It was not
until the end of the first world
war in which the Labour Partyh
loyal ly supported its own capital
ist and imperialist government,
was there any attempt even-too an
define what socialism was.'Before 
the Labour Party came into EXiSt—f
ence, the trades unions looked to;
the radical wing of the Liberal ,
Party to secure parliamentary -* -
legislation to protect its legal  .
position and sec :2 some.social i 
services. “In the 1920's the Labour
Party geve_the theoretical job ="Y
of defining the ultimate aims and i
objects of the party to~a bunch v"
of intellectuals of the Fabian‘: as
Society and this found~expression"
in the notorious Clause 4, calling
for-the "public" ownership of the W
means of production, distribution
(andeschange). But it was Herbert
.Mcrrison, who fleshed out these **
vague terms by combining municipale
isation and state ownership, into
a theory of nationalisation, which
is not sooialisms 1

It is this concept that has been
the hallmark of the sabour Party

cont, pg. col.
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The Crisis of Reformism, cont:

ever since and the winning of jncr 1 - -. _ r * _ ea es a "b H T s dno with the aid of the
_°uTge@1Stg§T1lam@nt?TY @1e0t" Labour Party get better pUbllC
ions was e means of securing Servipes B e I s ' - r - ,I , ut once ajpeak of. Iit. The f‘ I 5' I -- -= -’—~ a .., -lr‘t Post W31 Abtlee expansion is ;vached and an -Labour government did precisel “ ' -  ‘I. a . + be Y economic decline sets in then thethis. It nationalised certain ’ i'"_ _ _   crisisain the Labour and ‘ 7
baslc lndustrleg which had been union movement became morgrggd morerun down during the war, such as I
the railways,1the mines, and a aCutII
number of other essential public
services. But nationalisation
is not socialism, it is state
capitalism — but even this state
nationalisation was limited,
leaving intact the key profit-
able sectors of the oapitalist
economy. The Labour Party's
election manifesto stopped short

The break away from the main Labour
Party by a section of its right II
wing and the foundation of the gt
Social Democratic Party, eroded the
vote of the Labour Party in the _,
general election, many workers
showed no confidence ‘either in
Labour's si—called(a%ternative

_ _ _ H economic s rategy w ich is based
%§1§;:l§:§lifigfiiiigégngfififiegeS, on old fashioned Keynsian capital-

Dharmacedt5calsI htcI IAd fog the I§t'iCOEOmICS2 or anytgther of Its
"horking class at awhole its I TGPIIISIE nOSIrumSI IIIhOugh the_ l; - =~ ; ~, - ~ cry Party was elected on a ,_,
asplrationd - d0mlfifit@d 83 it hfiS minority vote, large numbers of I
beg“ W “figs La‘§l@u11;_Pe1ftv_~ has vrorl/\:ersI eithenactually votedno gone eyon t lS:ln its _ Tory, gr absga,~~"_ But We would
CIlEm8_1’_1(_1_Se In thlg 11fE1l3J.Ol'1f€l1lS—- dgceiving oulespplves We I

at1QnIw?5 a_V@TY n@P?553TY Step thought that these abstentions I
for ¢aPlt@1l3m ln tnl$‘F@PiOde a were primarily a move to the left
ln Order to Tdhabilitatd ite in the direction of support for
M8.SSiVE! SUBIS Of IIIQIHQIYI I5.fl.'II@II€‘ IIi§I'z.j.SQ'LIIi ‘I .-e.-'i');'>I‘Il igmgntteley politics aIS II II

H _- . ""‘.+""'“"_" U 9-_..by th@_Sta?@ bY m@en5 of t@Xatl@fi some anarchist papers seem to
IIZO C8plIt€:i1lS€? IlZ1’l€ PUD-dO"WI'fl S‘l_‘l£'J"'g‘(3-St I I

1- ' 1 "E3 "" '5' 'industries,
l"T'lS f - _h k she decision of the Trades Union

O fir Q5 T 9 W0? EPS %§P@-Qfi— Congress, despite some opposition,
Cerned ln these lndu5tTl@5» la? to open talks with the governmentI
from 5@ttin€ tham and U5 On the and in particular with Norman
T°ad t0 5°@ia1i$m» it h5B had Tebbit, the Employment Minister, on
th9_eff?°t of 5t?@n€th@ning the soecalled "trade union" reform
¢aPlta1l5t BYSt@m do @'Wh019 and and other matters, is all part of
W55 not and 15 n0t 5 tptosressive" the some process. In effect this
5t?P<f?TW3Td TOT Ude F0? ndtlonr is a contemporary version of the
81lS'&'l3lO1’1 l.’1‘r'?1S ITl€€-l1’1'I3 Tljh-E l"3'tlO1’l&:l.-"- l‘*='[()l'1d_--':['1,1l"l'1g_=j._" (ligguggigns which
i5ati0n of unfit? ¢dPita1iS@@ dominated the unions in the debacle
and has led to massive redundancy Of the general Strike of lggg
as re~str_ct7{f*g dmd t§¢33@1Q€Y the solidarity of which frightened
was introduced. No wonder that the life out of the reformist
nationalisation has become a I. Labour Party union leaders, We .
diTtY Word am0n€ $0 manY W0Tk@T$ can expect that as a natural coroll-
who have suffered the rough and I spy that the affiliated union s
‘of this treatment. "Workers have leesershipg will be prepared to
been saying this long before Sir - accept loser wage increases, so
Bill Sirs, the Steel Workers boss that the capitalist system can I*
told this Ydarls TUB: "W9 havs pull itself out of its economic I
created monsters of destruction".~ crisis. iWe may even face aI“ ],-

2' v situation where the employers *'
¥h@3.CaP}ta1l$T 15 @XPanqln€, refuse all wage increases, or as

Ta 9 unions can HQCUTQ “age in the hungry early ’50‘s got wage
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The C 's's R ism, cont:r1.1, of  eformg, _

ever since and the winning of
bourgeois parliamentary elect-
ions was the means of securing
it. The first postewar Attlee
Labour government did precisely
this. It nationalised certain
basic industries which had been
run down during the war, such as
the railways,1the mines, and a
number of other essential public
services, But nationalisation
is not socialism, it is state
capitalism - but even this state
nationalisation was limited,
leaving intact the key profit-
able sectors of the capitalist
economy. The Labour Party's
election manifesto stopped short
in its nationalisation schemes,
to smaller industries such as
pharmaceuticals, etc. As for the
working class as a whole, its
aspirations - dominated as it has
been by the Labour Party - has
not gone beyond this in its
demands, In fact this nationalis-
ation was a very necessary step
for capitalism in this period, ,
in Order to rehabilitate it,
Massive sums of money were raised
by the state by means of taxation
to capitalise the run-down
industries,

So far as the workers were con-
cerned in these industries, far
from setting them and us on the
road to socialism, it has had
the effect of strengthening the
capitalist system as a whole and
was not and is not a "progressive"
step forward for us, For nation~
alisation has meant the rational»

* isation of under capitalised
and has led to massive redundancy
as re~str_ct7;:¢g amd technology
was introduced. No wonder that
nationalisation has become a p.
dirty word among so many workers
who have suffered the rough end
‘of this treatment. Workers have
been saying this long before Sir
Bill Sirs, the Steel Workers boss
told this year's TUC: "we have
created monsters of destruction".~

When capitalism is expanding,
trade unions can secure wage

_ia 

increases and with the aid of the
Labour Party get better public
services. But once a peak of, c
expansion is rvached and an _.-
economic decline sets in, then the
crisisain the Labour and trade i
union movement became more and more
acute, "

The break away from the main Labour
Party by a section of its right “-
wing and the foundation of the ,i
Social Democratic Party, eroded the
vote of the Labour Party in the .-
general election, many workers
showed no confidence ‘either in
Labour's so—called alternative
economic strategy (which is based
on old fashioned Keynsian capital~
ist economics) or any other of its
manifesto nostrums. filthough_the
Tory Party was elected on a “_p
minority vote, large numbers of
workers either actually voted
Tory, or abstairr“. But we would
be deceiving ourselves if we
thought that these abstentions V
were primarily a move to the left
in the direction of support for“,
antiaparliamentary politics, as_
some anarchist papers seem to
suggest.  

The decision of the Trades Union
Congress, despite some opposition,
to open talks with the government
and in particular with Norman
Tebbit, the Employment Minister, on
so~called "trade union" reform
and other matters, is all part of
the same process. In effect this
is a contemporary version of the
Mond~Turner discussions which
dominated the unions in the debacle
of the general strike of 1926,
the solidarity of which frightened
the life out of the reformist
Labour Party union leaders. We .
can expect that as a natural coroll-
ary that the affiliated union
leaderships will be prepared to
accept lower wage increases, so.
that the capitalist system can_ o
pull itself out of its economic  .
crisis. We may even face a " ,_
situation where the employers_‘y
refuse all wage increases, or as
in the hungry early ’30‘s got wage

I
I
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Then alongside this is the mass
unemployment 0f same 3 teas T

~~ ."-., 4 2fiillienreesmp1oved;1wtish,is.
beiesqeeetieuellvsassreietada»aslthescapitaliat}ecenemyais»~
§eQtQrShQlO$§d,dOWnv andt,"~

““?£é¢hablosics1ideve1opments, 1
§¢fietaetlYFFadu¢ins,th@§lab°uP
iforce;f§The'tragedy of the.- -

‘*flfiemPl¢Yéfi;is,thet[they are-in
ammuchfweakarfpositionftoQthose
in employment; for they haye_no
eeohaeice1Qut. i,Th@v~eraTout-
aide. as it Were; the eesnomic
system and their social secure
itY‘bsnefita@v@n»et-their.i!.
burraetslewtrataa,can;QnlYib@¢
Sueteieédiifcthsi@cQnomi¢»d0wn-
tflfn is haltefils with the TQFY s¢v@fement,in power hell bentk
On,P@@Q¢ies,teXatiQn¢Qn-the betse1iev, th@ a0@ial eerYi¢@S~are under increasing attack,i,,
andfinjthiSjTory,%ttack wil1<be
‘the unwaged - the unemployed,-
pensioners and all those who
Cannot bring economic pressure
tQ Eéafhvnjtheecapitalist classThefToxtethiand]5IiXton§niOtS"are a smell indication that in
someidepressed;areas,@the,mass.
vnemployaahtiand peYertv.;the
aXeaperefiiQn iS,varv aeefie£J.»
M9P@0Vé?;§eS a result Of an ~»~
 @ntirelYYnew"Sys¢em of ravine 1
benefits‘ atomising the »,-,@i,
unemployed,@making§it,very,v,s,
difficult“to'organiseQtheir;;;.
forces, in so far as they have
share the understanding and riajb%i§|.i‘ty__ to[_ do so. »Unl_i'1,-the the s
l930“s'where there were mass _
unemployedgmovement,,very,he
closelyyintegrated'with¢theL5i,
trade union movement; no such F
movement;exists,today,_except;
8 reiarmiati¢laimantS,mOv@ment~Which} mosrvpart  
Qitorcefi tram the organised,» Iworkers; .No useful class . ‘s+
,sawp¢a@.1a;seav.dwby,per@étua+;
ting this divisi‘en of the "
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-JThisabriefly sketched background“
does pose for us an opportunity to
develop our ideas about the future
structure of the working c1ass*§*
along entirely different linés”to
existing reformist working classi
organisation; divided intoiji Y_
eCoHomic~and>politica1'wings;**4

'- ' | ' _ .
. '1 . _ | ; I ' - F ‘ , ; ‘ ll '\ If_ _ .’ , _ , _ _ 1 ; . . . _

We have not only to expose"andi
challenge the reformistideologya
and"organsationaltstructuresbofethe
olass%at~preSent,'but"to"construct-
ivelY+deve1op"a:positiwe alterna+'
tive that~can serve thedclass and
help¢towards»itsre~orientation“»‘
To refuse to face up to this need,
leaves=us=and~the.class=attthe*””*
mercy of the capitalist classr*‘VP

- ‘ - -.- . -1
_,_ ' ..., .| _ ‘ l" . _' ' F " I ‘ 1' || 1 ‘ T 5: 1' T .

1 1 - - - - _ - .' '_I _ 5 _ - _ - _ _, . _ r . .

-.

Firstly, it reouires of us a much_
better"understanding"of*the*R§j‘i*
economic function of the capitalist
system and its present stage of [-
evolution; rFor~unless$we know»the
enemyeandshowthe~operates,*welcan§
n0t.h0Qe~to overceme‘him;?”We*can*
take some»Smald£dnitiatives$in@this
directionwin providing facilities?
for ouraown circle to improve ouri
own understanding with a small _W
education class, or large, if we “
can get»it,, k-~?,? A ~~ "#k *“7T

, - 0, . - -- 4 _ _ . _.._ , _.- _ _ ‘. _-.- . ; - __ - _. - w_ .
_' F 1! . ' ‘ 1 _ I T 5 ',|

- -I " ' ' | '_ ' , _ - . “ ' '

Secondly, if it is true that“we?"
canslearn from historyYand?theY~~f
mistakes and"tragediesiof our_own@
classyethen we can do muchtmorefin
the direction of diggingfiout flT “i
material"on~past'struggIes;1fori "
which some of our membersahave “"
a1P?5dY*$h°Wn*inia?iV€ae$W@fC0uld*'
dig out and publish someflof theigg
theoretical»contributions;madeTat“
times of intense revolutionary ,_
activity,ae.g.,sRussiaiand*Enrope,»
th€ USA, EtC;$in thé period 1917 to
1923, and later.*ei,">j~ 1’ ** "

- ' ‘_ . A.-.-_‘-"- 1-
- '_ . '. - " - 1 " ‘ - ' - | ',. _ . . _ . _ _| ' _ , 1 - ._ _ I - _ .

- | I 4'
, : '-. . _ ' -. .’ *

Thirdly,:Istninkwafter"ourroriginal
foundation some four or five years_
ago, we ought to be~very'muchwmorep
advanced,inaenrjideasraswtn2how"weP
should develep an alternative 7' "
reyolutionarysstretegygfifromethe ‘Q
beginnings as newfiautonomous group-
ings within industry and .

cont. pg. col.
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The Crisis of Reformism, cont:

and amongst the unwaged, expande
ing and developing towards a
better understanding of the
structures needed to brifng
about the social revolution and
to hold it on course. It is not
sufficient to talk vaguely about
"people taking control over their
own lives" and achieving a new
"freesooiety" in loose utopian
terms. 'We are no in a "utopian"
period of history. with all the
difficulties of building workers‘
councils, and the problems we I
face within them when they do
come into exiwtence,we still need
to think out in advance their k
structures more closely and 
clearly. The current crisis I
favours us in such a task.

'We discussed workers councils 
e8rlier.in the year on my insist-
ence and this was introduced by 
P.A, (he supplied a two page
precis in which he referred to
the problem of bringing them into
existence and keeping them on ~
course)., ‘We have to deal with-
this ouestion again and again.  

, I-

|

His conclusion was: "Although It
share some criticisms of tradit-

. ~

ional councilism with anti-
councilists, my feeling is that
councils offer the best of a Qgg
job; pas a stage in the transit-
ion to socialism (shades here of
my Trotskyist past!) - in other
words, as an essentially tempor-
ary means of seizing social power
- nobod 's come u with an thin
be ter, either in theory or+
Rractioe". (My emphasis - J,T,)

' .

._ 1I

Some have offered even other "~
criticisms, without spelling out
what they consider to be the ,
alternative(s) if autonomous
groups move in this direction.

Without going into any great I
detail in this particular contria
bution, I would just briefly refers
to some criticisms that constant-
ly recur when we deal with this

Fl
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implicitly showing a lack off_
enthusiasm to get to grips with
the ouestion. o

- '-

..‘.One is the concept of "spontanie-
ty" which (with variations)f
suggests that the Question of“
how workers councils can be i 
organised can be left toia time
when they do come into existence.
This is the favourite theme of
the so-called revolutionary part-
ies who (like the Bolsheviks and
their descendants) do not want
the working class to establish is
their own class organs until they
are strong enough and ready to
take them over and dictate their
powers and development. In other
words until they establish their
political hegemony over them, on
the specious grounds that the
class is not capable of solving
its own problems, without their
intervention ("Intervening in the
class struggle" as they always
put it). This bureaucratic and
elitist concept I think we should
reject.

Another objection is that voiced
by those who think we can immedia-
tely (in the short term)jump 0
from a capitalist system of
production, to a non—class
society in which the wages system
is abolished and a society in
which we have "from each accords
ing to his ability and each
according to his needs," a
utopian catch-all which has no
real meaning. p

Yet another variant is the idea
that a post-industrial society
should be organised along some
kind of decentralised handicraft
production.i  In this way it is
hoped to abolish the alienation
of the present industrial system
with its ecological disasters._
How this is to be done on the
morrow of the"workersT revolution
is usually left floating in the
air. This is a favourite theme

‘I .

'-n

I--—ii 
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The Crisis of Reformism, cont:

of many intellectuals and the
middle strata oscillating bet-
ween the working class and the
capitalist class. Ecology thus
becomes in their eyes the main
problem and not the class re-'
lations of capitalist society,
which is the major ecological
problem in itself!

1 n

Since we take over the means of
production and distribution
with the workers councils and
take over the other functions
of society, the workers councils
are not limited in their scope
solely to production - as some
seem to think. They take on the
role of organising the whole
of social life.

We do not abolish problems with
the transfer of class powergi
we then have to deal with an
entirely new set of problems,
‘within the context of a differ—
ent and higher form of society.
If the workers councils dont
extent their hegemony over the
whole of society, the pre-exist-
ing capitalist state forms will
continue, masked no doubt, withthe Leninist/Stalinist/ Trotsky-
ist oncept of a "workers state"
i.e., rule by a party/state
bureaucracy.

To sum up: the current economic
and political crisis favours us
in our educational, propganda
and organisational activities.
An alternative "Campaign for
'Workers' councils" through the
development of autonomous
workers‘ groups should be
mounted. iwe have never had a
more favourable opportunity

Page Z

STATE INDUSTRIES......"MDNSTERS!"

There was a revealing statement
made at the TUC conference in.Sept-
ember by "sir" Bill Sirs, loader of
the iron and steel workers union, when
ho charged that the Labour Party and
trades union movement, in initiating
and supporting nationalisation, had
"created monsters of destruction, C
destruction of communities, includ~*
ing industrial capacity and jobs."

This is a belated recognition that
Clause 4,of the Labour Partyis consti-
tution, which lod the first (Atlee) a
Labour government following the war'
in l946 to nationalise certain run—
down wartime industries such as coal,
railways etc., was not socialism but
was in reality state capitalism (des-
pite the inclusion of some prominent
trade union.leaders on@the bards of
these industries, such as W}Allen,
former general secretary of.ASLEF.

Some of us pointed this out at the
time and were ridiculed,then and sub~
sequantly, by members of the Labour
Party, Communist Party and sundry
Trotskyist groupings. Nor did we
change our analysis when the effects
of nationalisation began to be felt,
whon_£ationalisation began to bite and
the left of the labour movement began
to demand "nationalisation with works,
ers controlfl as did the Institute for
Workers Control and thosemwho supported
it such as Jack.Jonos (TGWU) and Hugh
S canlon (AUEW) 1.

Bill Sire wont on to say: "We find
ourselves in the ironic position that
the public sector we have brought into
being has caused more upheaval.than
the private sector." Yet despite this
admission of Labour's culpabilityiin
helping to bring about massive redune»
dancies, he had the nerve to then urge
the TUC to support a composite motion

Since 19L,5, I p ho co-ordinate i_ndustria.laction in

""""""""""'“JT'TE6ma§T""“'
cefence of public services -a plea,
to make the"monsters" less monstrous.

We pointed out that nationalisation
(Clause 4), so strongly supported by
tho Left in the Labour Party, was a
very necessary sop to capitalism as
a whole in the post—war reconstruction

C0HtiHH@fi Page 20 Col. 2
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T NOT A PARTY AFFAIRTHE PLVOLUTION IS

Bmnfluddml T T H_lp  ..h. -
..lMhm". “.lThisiarticle first appeared”in"FDie§§ktion" in I920. It appears to

have been written in May l920, shortly before its author Ott Ruhle left for
Russia to participate in the second congress of the Communist International.
Two years prewiously its author had been a deputy in the Reichstag (the equivaly
ent of an MP). He was the second Social~Democrat to vote against the wartcredits.
By 1918 he was a member of the German International.C0mmunists and still retained
his seat in the Reichstag. * " i'i.-V

His dramatic change of political.position reflects the revolutionary"upheavaLc
in Germany following the first world war. Two important aspects were, firstly the
direct involvement of the social~democrats in the suppression of the workers.“ I
movement,shattering the myth of a peaceful parliamentary road to socialism (this
proved to be'a road to nazism)¢ Secondly there was the experience of the workers
councils; The basis of Ruhle's ideas on the general Workers Union is modelled on
such.experience. Aside from putting forward a method of organisation for the "p
revolution, the crucial aspect is that the revolution is to.be carried out by “
the workers thgmgglvgg, starting at their individual workplace i.e¢ a social rev-
olution rather than a political revolution carried out by d€CTB@o'l'y -'§-."- "

At the time Of writting Ruhle did in fact belong to a politicalepartyy the ‘W’
Communist workers Party of Germany (KAPD). This was a split off,from the official
Communist Party (KPD) a split which comprised of about L6,00G_members,4/5 of the'
KPBQ when the KAPD was founded in April 1920, Ruhle and his comrades wereginvolved
specifically with the intention of dissolving it into the "General Workers-Unions
These were groups of revolutionary workers based primarily in the workplace,T
although the unemployed, those working for small companies and others-outside the
immediate production process were organised on a geographical basis. These groups
were organised onwa federal basis, with revocable mandated delegates sent to= "
regional and national.bodies¢ Their role was not to participate in negociationsii
nor to attempt to modify the_evils of the capitalist system, but to prepare for ¥
revolutions At the time of their formation into a national organisation-inrFeb.<

a

1920 they had about l50,000 activists» *fp§T ti p_ ‘pic, ,¢a,~e fJ@"  
In July 1920 Ruhle travelled through Russia to attend the Communist Internat-

ional Congress in Moscow. _He was appalled by what he saw:i  ,- 1' ;@; h-
g. '\ ’ _ - I

 "Russia has the b€ue&uCraCy'Of the COmmiSSBfi&t; this iS what rules; It, —
has no council system. The soviets are chosen according to lists of T
candidates drawn up by the party; they'eXistrunder;theterrorfof they

I regime and thus are not councils in a revolutionary sense. They.&ref”f _
_,"shOw" councils, a.political.deception@ All.power inchussia lies with n‘

the bureaucracy; the deadly enemy of the council system." ~
I I ' Basic Issues of Organisation, l92lc é p p

I ' I

I‘ - . ,\-

The Bolsheviks had just had their ninth congress where oneeman management was
institutionalised as the replacement for collective workers management. Trotsky
had just published "Terrorism & Communism". This nauseous peice of capitalist~ *
propaganda has such comments as: I s i,_¢y Q») I _~@~» ;sc>

I"The unions should discipline the workers and teach them to place the s’~
interests of production above their own needs and demands.flo P egw~¢~C»

In short; the Bolsheviks were busy crushing workers resistance to theii state-
capitalist programme. On arrival at the congress Ruhle was presented with 2l¢~‘
conditions for participation ( in particular these included acneptancetof-a tig
tightly centralised parties and working within , trade unions to win then ~
for the party)1@ Ruhle had had enough, and returned to Germany without partic~
ipatiHs- i . .*   ‘ ~~  it w:::r“*‘T“"i"""“""“”m

However within the KAPD, the majority wished to remain linked to the Communist
International, and in fact to constitute the basis for the german section,ousting
the KPD who were trying to form a mass party through.merging with the German
Independent Socialist Party (USPD). Gorteris "Open Letter to Comrade Lenin"

H

I
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was a polemic in their struggle to gain rceadmittance into the communist-inteP— ~

Pare 2
1. ‘I "' '

- - . .national and, along with other HLeft Communists" to ;,:l1J"a':‘riTrii9nar§
opposition within the Communist Int.r;ational,Th;;'attcndcd~tLo Third 3.x recs of
the'communist International where underprcssure from tho Russian Communist Party
they admitted that in no way did they sympathise with the Kronstadt Rebels who
had been suppressed a few months previously; However in consequence of this con-
grass they realised it was impossible to form a revolutionary opposition within
the Communist International and on this basis denounced it as counter~revolution-
8.: re - . '3

However to return to Ruhle, he was expelled from the KAPD shortly after his"h
return from Russia when the KAPD decided to re-opennrelations with the Communist
Interational. The Dresden section of the KAPD promptly dissolved itself into the
local section of the General Workers Union of Germany (AAUD). (Dresden was where
Ruhle was based) In Hamburg the AAUD expelled any members who wanted to remain n
within the KAPD. The split became more openly realised when Ruhle's tendency broke
away from the AAUD itself to found the General Workers Union (Unitary Organisation)
(AAU-E) in October 1921. This organisation had about 100,000 members, leaving a _
similar number in the AAUD which remained close to the KAPD. * '

d  This article is significant in that it makes a break with previous thinking
within the revolutionary movement. It must be distinguished from Anarcho-Synd-
icalist views. (During this period the german anarcho-syndicalists were re-
grouped in the German Free workers Union (FAUD) founded in December.l9l9. Al-
though may of the members participated in revolutionary activity, this was often
disavowed by the leadership who were more concerned with the formation of fronts
with the KPD. In fact about half the membership was to leave the FAUD to cone, _
stitute the economic organisation of the official communist party, finally to be
dissolved into the old social-democratic unions. (At its height the“FAUD had about
200,000 members.) Crucial differences were that the FAUD was;anti~political,(t 
organised along trade lines and officially adopted a pacifist policy relying on
the glorious general strike to acheive revolution. (this at a time when workers‘

*-J .»

militias were involved in armed struggle with the state). The AA?~E,believed in T
the integration of revolutionary politics into the workplace organisation, they
were organised along geographical lines, and they did not make a fetish of the
general strike, and saw the need for arming thc.workcrs. c w 2'

_J or I y . S

Parliamcntarism appeared with thei
domination of the bourgcisie. Political

O.+ . - _

parties appeared with parliament. k ;l

In parliaments the bourgeois epochr
found the historical arena of its first

contentions with the crown and nobility;
It organised itself politically and gave
legislation a form corresponding to the

needs of capitalism. But capitalism is  
not something homogcnous. The various
strata and interest groups within the

bourgeoisie each developed demands with
$3.. |_Ja Ftht (‘Dring natures. In order to bring
these demands to a successful conclue
sion, the parties were created which

sent their representatives and act-
ivists to the parliaments. Parliament I
became a forum, a place for all the I

struggles for economic and political;
power, at first for legislative power
but then, within the framework of the
parliamentary system,for governmental
power. But the parliamentary struggles
as struggles between parties, are only
battles of words. Programmes,journal-
istic polemics, tracts, meeting reports,
resolutions,"parliamentary‘debates,
decisions - nothing but words. Parlia»~(
ment degenerated into a talking shop
(increasingly as time passed). But from
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the start parties were only mere mach-

.ines for preparing for elections. It
-I

was no chance that they originally were
called "electoral associations". T

.
> - _

-The bourgeoisie, parliamentarism,and
political parties mutually and recipro-

Cally conditioned one another. Each is
necessary for the others. None is con-
ceivable without the others. They mark;
the p0litical.physiognomy of the bour-
vgeois system, of the bourgeois-capital-
ist system. T y

y II
The revolution of 1848 was stillborn.

But the democratic state, the ideal of
the bourgeois era was erected. The boure
geoisie,impotent and faint-hearted by  
nature provided no force and displayed.
no will to realise this ideal in the
struggle. It knuckled under to the crown
and the nobility, contenting itself with
the right to exploit the masses econom-

-I

ically and so reducing parlementarism
to a parody.

So resulted the need for the working
class to send representatives to parl-
iament. These then took.the democratic

0
I .

demands out of the perfidious hands of
the bourgeoisie. They carried out energ~

etic propaganda.for them. They tried to
1

inscribe them in legislation. Social—

Democracy adopted a minimum democratic
programme to this end: a programme imme
ediate and practical demands adapted to

.'_\

the bourgeois period. Its parliamentary
activity was dominated by this programme.
It was also dominated by a concern to
gain the advantages of legalised field

of manoeuver both for the working class
-. '

and its own political activity,through

_ _ , 
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the construction and perfection of a
liberalebourgeois formal democracy.

when Wilhelm Liebknecht proposed a
refusal to take up parliamentary seats,
it was a matter of failing to recognise
the historical situation. If SOCialr-

Democracy wanted to be effective as a
political party, it would have to enter
parliament. There was no other way to
act and to develop politically.

when the syndicalists turned away
from parliamentarian and preached antie

parliamentarism, this did honour to p
their appreciation of the growing empt~
iness and corruption of parliamentary
practice. But in practice, they demand-
ed something impossible of'SociaL—Demo-

cracy: that it take a position contrary
tr the historical situation and reno-
unce itself. It could not take up this
view. As a political party it had to
enter parliament. - - .  *

III T
The KPD has also become a political

party, a party in the historical.sense,
like the german Social Democratic Party

(SPD) and the Independent SocialeDemo-
crats (USPD).

The leaders have the first say. They
speak they promise, they seduce, they
command. The masses, when they are there,

find themselves faced with a fait-acc-
ompli. They have to form up in ranks
and march in step. They have to beleive,
to be silent, and pay up. They have to

receive their orders and carry them out.
And they have to vote. ‘

Their leaders want to enter parlia-
ment. They have to elect then. Then
while the masses abide by silent obed-
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lence and devotee passivity, the lead-

ers decide the policy in parliament. i
The KPD has become a political party.

It also wants to enter parliament. It
lies when it tells the masses that it
only wants to enter parliament in order
to destroy it. It lies when it states
that it does not want to carry out any
positive work in parliament. It will
not destroyiparliament; it doesn't want
to and it canlt. It will.do "positive

work" in parliament, it is forced to,it

wants to. This is its life»

The KPD has become a parliamentary
party like any other; a party of com—

promise, opportunisn, criticism and
verbal jousting - a party that has

ceased to be revolutionary?
IV .

Consider this: T
It entered parliament.It recognised

the trade unions. It bowed before the
_ iv

democratic constitution. It makes peace

with the ruling powers. It places itself

on the terrain of real force relations.
It takes part in the work of national
and.capitalist reconstruction.

i’How is it different from the USPD ?
It criticises instead of repudiating.t
It acts as the opposition.instoad of
making the revolution. It bargains in-
stead of acting. It chatters instead of

y n.

struggling. This is why it has ceased
to be a revolutionary organisation.

It has become a Social—Democratic
party. Only a few nuances distinguish
it from the Scheidemanns (SPD) and tho
Daunigs(USPD). This is how it has fin»
ished up. *

“Page ll,
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The masses have one consolation - '
there is an opposition. But this oppo-
sition has not broken away from~thei
countererevolution. What could it do?
What has it done? It has assembled and
united apolitical organisation. was
this ncccessary ? ,e c w

From a revolutionary point of view*
the most decisive and active elenents,
the most nature elements have to form
themselves into a phalanx of the rewole
ution. They can only do this through a
fir and solid foration. They are the,
elite of the revolutionary proletariat.
By the firm character of their organis-
ation they gain in strength and theirs
judgement develops a greater profund-
ity. They denonstrate themselves as the
vanguard of the proletariat, as an active
will in relation to hesitant and con—
fused individuals. At decisive moments
they form a magnetic centre of all act-

ivity. They are as politi cal. organisation
but not a political/party, not a party
in the traditional sense. .  

The title of the Conmunist“WorKers.i
Party (KAPD) is the last external vest-
ige - soon.superfluous - of a tradition
that can't simply be wiped away when-.

the living mass ideology of yesterday
no longer has any relevance. But this
last vostige will also be removed.

iThe organisation of communists in
the front lines of the revolution must
not be the usual sort of party, on pain
of death, on pain of following the -

course of "tho KPD.  

»The epoch of the foundation of parties
3 aver, because the epoch of political
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parties in.general is over. The KPD is
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This General L-Jorkers Union is taking
ti pt root in the factories, building itselflast party; Its bankruptcy is 1e nos

1 - up in branches of industry from theshameful, its end is without dignity or
r

glory..,. But what cones of the oppos-
ition '2 of the revolution ‘Z’

r VI .
The revolution is not a party affair-

The three social-democratic parties (SPD
USPD,&KPD) are so foolish as to consider
the revolution as their own party affair

and to proclaim the victory of the rev-
olution as their party goal. The revol-
ution is the political and economic -
affair of the totality of the prolet-
arian class, Only the proletariat as a

class can lead the revolution to vic-
tory; Everything else is superstition,
denagogy and political chicaneryy The

proletariat nust be conceived of as a
class and its activity for the revolu-
tionary struggle unleashed on the broad
est possible basis and in the most ex-
tensive framework.

iThis is why all proletarians ready

for revolutionary conbat must be got
together at the workplace in revolu~

9%{Ltionary factory organisations,reg -

less of their political origins or_the
basis by which they are recruited. Such
groups should be united in the fra.e-

work of the General Workers Union (AAU)
The AAU is not indescrininate, it is

not a,hotch-potch nor a chance amalgam,

It is a regroupment for all proletarian
elements ready for revolutionary act-
ivity, who declare themselves for class
struggle, the council system and the

dictatorship of the proletariat. It is

the revolutionary army of the prolet-
ariat

7" | o — I 

base up - federally at the base, and
through revolutionary shop-stewards at
the top. It exerts pressure from the
base up, from the workingimasses. Itiis

tmilt according to their needs“ it isin 9

the flesh and blood of the proletariat;
the force that motivates it is the act-
ion of the masses; its soul is the burn-
ing breath of the revolution. It is not
the creation of some leaders, it is not

a subtly altered construction. It is ~
neither a political.party with parlia-

men.ary chatter and paid hacks, nor at
trade union. It is the revolutionary

proletariat.
_q

VII

So what will.the KAPD do ?

It will create revolutionary factory
organisations. It will propagate the

General Workers Union. Factory by fact-
ory, industry by industry it wJ_'Ll' org--
anise the revolutionary masses. They
will be prepared for the onslaught,
given the power for decisive combat,
until last resistance offered by cap-

italisn as it collapses is overcome.
It will.inspire the fighting masses

with confidence in their own strength,
the guarantee for victory in that such

confidence will free them from ambit-
ious and traitorous leaders.

j .

From this General Workers Union the
communist movement will emerge, start-
ing in the factories, then spreading l
itself over economic re ~)ns and fin-
ally over the entire country, i.e a
new communist "party" which is no
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longer a party, but which is, for the
first time communist 1 The heart and
head of the revolution I - o

,,, ; s 'VIII ,
We shall show this process in a con-
crete way:

There are 200 men in a factory; Some
of them belong to the AAU and agitate for
it, at first without success. But during
the first struggle tho trade unions nat-
urally give in, and the old bonds are
broken. Soon 100 men have gone over to
the AAU. Amongst them there are 20 comm-
unists the others being from the USPD,
syndicalists and unorganised. At the '
beginning the USPD inspires most con-
fidence. Its politics dominate the tac-

n
r

tics of the struggles carried out in the
factory. However slowly but surely,the
politics of the USPD are proved false,
non-revolutionary; The confidence that
the workers have in the USPD decreases.

The politics of the communists are con-p
4I I

firmed. The 20 communists become 50 then
¢ . .

100 and more. Soon the communist group
politically dominates the whole of the

factory, determining the tactics of the

AAU, at the front of the revolutionary
ll

struggle. This is so both at the small

scale and large scale. Communist poli-
tics take root from factory to factory,
from economic region to economic region.

,_. -. . I _

They are realised, gaining command and
becoming both head and head, the guiding
principle. w v I o

It is from such communist groups in
the factories, from mass sections of
communists in the economic regions that
the new communist movement - through the
council sysstem - will’1 co1;1e into being.

..£ess_Il.L.3

As for "revolutionising" the trade
unions or "restructuring" them - How I
long that take ‘.? A fewer years 7? A '

few dozen years ? Until l926 perhaps;
Anyway, the aim no t be to wipe
out the clay giant of the trade unions

with their 7 million members in order
to reconstruct them in another form.

The aim.is to seize hold of the »
commanding levers of industry for the
process of social production and_so to
decisively carry the day in revolutio-
ary combat, to seize hold of the lever
that wijll=- let the air out of the capit-
alist systom in entire industrial(reg-s
ions and branches. .

It is here, in a mature situation, _
that the resolute action of a single I
organisation can completely surpass a
general- strike effectiveness. It is ‘

here that the David of the ra¢taryY¢an"
defeat the.Goliath of the union burh ‘
eaucracy. _

v IX

The KPD has ceased to be the incarn-

ation of the communist movement in Ger-

many, Despite its noisy claims about 4

Marx, Lenin and Radek it only forms the
latest member of the counter-revolution-

- I I I '
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ary united front. Soon it will.present
itself as the amiable companion of the"?

1

SPD and USPD in the framework of a pureky
"socialist" workers government. Its ass-
urance of being a "loyal opposition" to‘
the murderous parties who have betrayed
the workers is the first step. To re-
nounce the revilutionary extermination
of the Eberts and the Kautskys (SPD and:

USPD) is already to tacitly ally one- H
self with them.


