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Editorial

Once again the International Bureau welcomes its
English-speaking readers to its unitary publication.
The Internationalist prefix to Communist Raiew
by no means spells a-change in orientation but is
simply designed to remove any ambiguity on
where we stand, and in particular to avoid being
mistakenfor an old Stalinistpublication in Britain
of the same name.

The few months since our last issue have seen a
significant stepping up ofcapitalism's global crisis.
In economic terms, the break-up of the European
Exchange Rate Mechanism last September-was
one of the more dramatic demonstrations of the
fragility of the system. Not only did it reveal the
growing powerlessness of even some of the
strongest states to keep a semblance of control
over the most prolonged crisis world capitalism
has ever seen, but it showed too that the dream of
a united cSpitalist Europe is just that. Today, &s
even the German and Japanese economies move
towards so-called minu s growth rates, the working
class in capitalism's richest areas must inevitably
face furttrer attacks. After a decade or so of
economic liberalisation and a growing helplessness
in the face of thecrisis, theinternational bourgeoisie
is beginning to see once again the 'virtues' of
Keynesianism. For the working class in the
capitalist heartlands, however, the comforting
safety net of the post-war settlement have gone foi
ever. Who now pretends that 'full employment' is
a realisable goal? What future the welfare state in
bankrupt economies where the notion of certain
basic human rights is being replaced by ruthless
'cost cutting' and talk of the 'dependency culture'?

Yet an even more chilling indication of what
capitalism has in store for humanity as a whole has
begn qhe plunge of the former Yugoslav srare into
a barbarous war. The article here (originally
published in Italian in Prometeo 4, series V,
November L992) analyses the material basis for
this conflict and the wider imperialist inrerests
which have led to the present gruesome situation.
Whoever thinks that such a conflict, or something
like it, couldn't happen here is simply deceiving
themselves. Above all, what the Yugoslav sinration
shows is that, without a unified fight by thewor$Tg
class against the impact of the economrc cnsls,

capital is free to impose its own most desperate
and diabolical 'solution'. Yet even when war has
broken out internationalists cannot avoid the task
of doing everything in their power to bring about
aproletarian response. The statement at the end of
the article, prduced with the help of comrades
from the GIK (Gruppe Internaiionalistische
Kommunisten) in Austria, is dedicated to this aim.
It is being distributed within the old Yugoslavia
and amongst Yugoslav emigres in Europe.

At the moment it is undeniable that, even where
the working class has shown that it is still a force
to bereckoned with - as it didin the autumn in Italy
after the sudden imposition of massive cuts in
living standards, and in Britain after the abrupt
announcement of thiny-one pit closures - there is
a sense of confusion and lack of clarity about how
to fight back. It's not surprising. The working
class is being bmbarded with propaganda about
the death of socialism and/or communism while
the trade unions, busy negotiating away jobs and
agrceing to ever-harsher productivity deals, ire
losing whatever credibitity they still had. As the
Yugoslavia alticle states, the working class is
starting again from scratch (and not only in
Yugoslavia). Yet there is a difference: A lot of
illusions have been shatterd, including the illusion
that the crisis will go aw &y,that prosperity is round
the corner. At the same time there is a growing
willingness on the part of political minorities
both within and without what we would consider
as the strict proletarian camp - to reconsider the
way forward for the class stnrggle. To our mind it
is no accident that we are receiving correspondence
from the Trotskyist camp, nor that the proletarian
camp itself is losing some of its insularity. {The
article on the lst World War and the working class
in Britain, for instance, was recently the basis for
a presentation to a workers' study circle in the
north of England.)

Finally, it is with regret that we Announce ;he
disappearance of Lal Pataka from politicat lire - ar
least as far as we are aware. A reminder. rf we
needed one, of the difficulties facing
revolutionaries isolated in any one area.

IBRP JanuaFy, 1993
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Yugoslavia:
From Titoism to Barbarism

The statement at the end of tJlis article is being distributed throughout the old
Yugoslavia in the appropriate languages. As eiery reader will unAerstand, an
undertaking such as this requires the active collaboration of all the European
signatories.- But we all consider that it is the clear dutv of the, admittedly rieak,
Eiropean revolutionaryvanguard to make theirvoice hedrd in this tortured 6ountry
and So contribute to the befinning of a vital political struggle.

This battle also involves establishingnuclei of revolutionaries in the Balkans. Such
nuclei will have to take the path of ievolutionary Marxism and be firmlv anchored
in its principles and method ds a necesstrry Drecon'diuon for anv Dossible reiooearance
of thb clasb struggle onto the historidal stage. Otherwi5d facuon fiehts of t]le
Qourgeoisie will h6ld-undisp-uted sway, ?s the' are driven crazy by a cfrsis which
they6an neither understarid nor con[rol.

By its nature the statement is somewhat lacking in detailed explanation and
aigument. However, should the nucleus of a revoluti"onaryvanguardbe established
thEre will be plenW of opportunities to deepen and devetob theErguments. This, as
a first step to delininf 'an overall politicfu direction an? progr"amme with more
detailedtalcflcs. e r -

Here, we shall attempt to elaborate the methodological framework and understanding
of t]le situation shared by the siAnatories oI the document. As usual, oui
examination of even such diamaticaTlvimportant events as have occurred recentlv
will trv to avoid being a mere chroni-cle: 

-a method we have criticised elsewherd.
Instea'd, we adopt the-Mancist method of situating events in their material context
and of examinin-g the class forces at play and the ni'otive forces behind them in order
to point to how fhe situation could-ac[ually be changed.

The overall situation

One of the axioms of the Manrist critique of
political economy is that the cyclical crisis of
accumulation induced by the tendency for the
rate of profit to fall - can only lead either to the
destnrciion of the capitalist mode of production
itself (via a proletarian insurrection and the
beginning of the revolutionary process towards
communism) or else, failing this and therefore still
within the ambit of capitalism, to imperialist war.
During such a war the massive destruction of
means and forces of production recreates the
conditions for a higher rate of profit and so for a
new cycle of accumulation. A further lesson,
confirmed by the present period, is that the
definitive crisis of the cycle does not necessarily
manifest itself suddenly but can develop throughout
a long p.etid. disting9l.shqd by slumps alq pryiul
recoveries which, while the general health of the

system declines, generate and nurture the tensions
between the capitalists, their states and their blocs
based on common interests. These tensiotrs, and
nothing else, lead to economic wrrs and from
there to fighting wars. (Needless to say, the
various bourgeoisies do not fight wars to recreate
the conditions for a new cycle of accumulation,
something they are likely not even to be aware of.
Rather they make w&r, or cause proletarians to
make wff, when they ire about to go under, when
they have to resolve, or think thdy can resolve,
concrete probleqls. ene.rging from lhe earlier
economic and political history determined by the
crisis: Perhaps the destruction of a competing
counbry or bloc of countries which wouldotherwise
suffocate them; perhaps the military conquest of
plunderable regions considered vital and contested
as such, etc.) The crisis phase in the present cycle
of accumulation opened up in L97 L and it has
proceeded until today through a long series of
depressions and recoveries, none of which have
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succeeded in re-establishing the previous
conditions for imperialist accumulation, but have
instead prepared the ground for ever-more serious
depressions.

Its reflection in Yugoslavia

From its break with the USSR in 1948 Yugoslavia
has lived with its feet in two camps. As leader,
together with India, of the bloc of 'non-aligned
nations' which sought their own economiC and
political elbow
roomin the complex interplayof the confrontations
and contradictions between the East and West,
Yugoslavia perhaps gained more (again with India)
than the others. Thanks to its geographical positiotr,
it was able to run with the hare and hunt with the
hounds, andprofit to the maximumpossible extent
from its pretended equidistance 

-from 
the two

opposing blocs.

Under Tito's political and diplomaric guidance,
the Yugoslavian bourgeoisie was- able to
consolidate itself after the ZndWorld War initially
as the administrator and guardian of so-called
'socialist self-management'. Technology and a
few finished goods from the West (panicularly
Europe) were imported while raw materials and
semifinished goods were brought from the East
and the rest of the periphery (the so-called 'Third
World'). Finished goods and machinery were
exported, primarily to the Sovier bloc.

The a:rival of the crisis like an avalanche in the
S oviet Union and ttre E astern bloc was immediately
reflected in Yugoslavia by a ruinous rate of
inflation, a fall in GNP and a growth in debt. At
the same time, existing nends in Yugoslavia"s
commercial relations began to be reveised.

When we talk about a creeping international crisis
we refer to the totality of processes like this which
we have been examining for years. One of the
most relevant of these is the bankruptcy of the
productive apparatus of almost all the countries of

the capitalist periphery (once opened to the world
market), crushed as it is by the immeasurable
technological supremacy of the imperialist
metropoles. In orderto sustain internal demand on
the one hand and to keep its industries on their feet
on the other, the Yugoslav state was compelled to
print money and put itself into debt at the same
time. But credit from Western capital translated
itself - amongst other things into the pressing
demand for the removal of existing import bar:riers.
This is at the root of the turn round in trade
relations mentioned above. The followilg ta$---.-
drives the point home.

b,S""

This is also at the root of the tensions (read
divergence of interests) between the factions of
the bourgeoisie which immediately expressed
themselves in the growth of nationalism.

Self-management and the Yugoslav
Bourgeoisie

The formation of the new Yugoslav bourgeoisie
comprising the higher pany bosses and state

bureaucrats, both federal and in the republics, as
well as the industrial managers and various
technocrats commenced during the Znd World
War itself. At the end of L942 the Yugoslav
p arti san s, the large maj ority of w hom were mili tants
of the Yugoslav Communist Party, already
controlled a vast homogenous region which
included most of Dalmatia and Bosnia. There
were other liberated zones in Slavonia, Serbia and
Slovenia. The supreme military command
(essentially Tito) convoked a conference of all the
liberated zones in Bih&c, Bosnia. The majority of
the delegates were from the Communist Party, but
there were also many delegates more or less
representative of the Croatian Peasant Pany, the
Democratic Independents, the Agrarians and
Muslims. The conference elected a clandestine
parliament, the Antifascist Council of Yugoslav
National Liberation (Avnoj) and its executive
committee took on the role of government.

In this way the post-war
structure of Yugoslavia - a
structure simultaneously
centralised and federal,
military and national - was
outlined at the start of 1943
with a social programme
which proclaimed "the
impartiality of private
property" and supported
"private initiative in
industry, commerce and
agriculture".l Thus Tito,
as undisputed head of the
partisan movement, had,
with the Red Army's help

Tab le I Yugos lav Export Markets
(in rnillions of $)

I 984 I 986 I 988

uirr$ % uiil$ % uiil$ %

Western lndustrialised Nations 3659 35.7 4486 40.5 6493 S0.7

'Developing' countries 1654 16;2 1554 14.0 1785 l3.g

Eastern Bloc 4895 48.0 5044 45.5 451I 35.3

[Based on data f rorn the Federal Statistical Of f ice, 1989]
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(even if this was certainly not generous), freed the
counbry from the German and Italian invaders and
had reunited a counbry previously torn by ethnic
divisions stirred up by European imperialism.

The state control of credit and the means of
production, together with the essential portion of
the means of distribution, following the soviet
model in line with Stalinist counter-revolutionary
ideology, cut the feet from underneath the
previously dominant classes in the various
republics, thus switching off the main motor of
inter-Yugoslav rivalries.

The first Five Year Plan was in 1947. The party's
apparatus was compact and it gathered around
itself the technical strata and petty bourgeois
intellectuals who were called upon to administer
industrialisation under the aegis of the state and
with the assistance of Soviet advisers. The working
c las s, withou t we ll -rooted tradi tion s of autonomou s
stmggle, grew up with the myth of socialist
reconstruction in its Titoist version and remained
substantially passive, chained to wage relations in
the 'real socialist' style: extremely hard work for
extremely low wages. But it did not react.

The peasanbTr, as always, contained very great
differences within it. The poorandmiddle peasants
had been the mainstay of the panisan movement.
According to the constinrtion, they should have
been respected, including theirownership of land.
But this did not happen. The start of Stalin's
polemic against the Yugoslav leadership caused
the Yugoslav CP's central committee to launch
the process leading to the forced collectivisation
of the land (at the beginning of April, 1948). This
measure, intended to convince Yugoslavia's
Cominform partners of its allegiance to the 'real
socialist' faith, was instead denounced as a left
deviation of unrepentant adventurists, So proving
that the real causes of conflict lay elsewhere.

The Rupture with the USSR

The political rupture with the other countries of
the East, meant that Stalin had lost a round in the
more general fight that he was playing. He was
clearly brying to force the Yugoslav party into an
attitude of mere blind obedience. His response to
Tito's resistance was to try to overthrow him from
inside his own Party. Once the operation 'total
subjection' failed, which however was fully
successful in other cases (Bulgaria, Poland,
Hungary), there was nothing for it but the
excommunication of the heretic.

The risk of Yugoslavia falling directly in the
hands of the West was calculated as being small.
It was the epoch of the great love affair with China,
which in every respect was rathermore important

than Yugoslavia to the Soviet Union. Stalin was
also convinced that Tito was already far too strong
in Yugoslavia to be overthrown by forces friendly
to the West whilst, on the other hand, he would not
be able to totally change his ideological clothes.
Moreover, the rupture had also defeated the
Yugoslav CP's aspirations to play the role of co-
partner in the domination of the Eastern bloc. The
grain of tnrth contained in the original accusations
by the Kremlin against Tito was that the Yugoslav
objective was to impose a kind of vassalage on
neighbouring governments (of Bulgaria and
Albania, for example). This would have led to
Belgrade assuming the rank of ally with Moscow
as part of ajoint axis participating in the imperialist
exploitation of the satellite countries.

Stalin was ill-disposed to surrender a single atom
of his iron control over his empire, whose
monolithic unity was being tested in the first gleat
battle of the Cold War, in Berlin. The age of the
tanks had yet to a:rive and the bloc's troops were
not employed to impose their will (as they were to
do in Hungary 1956 and Czechoslovakia in 1968)
and the game stopped there.Z

In facttheEastern bloc adapteditself to Yugoslavia,
making it a neutral buffer between itself and the
West, a kind of no man's land between the two
fronts. Stalin probably did not foresee that this
could result in Yugoslavia setting itself up as the
leader of the non-aligned countries or that it would
succeed for a certain time in developing an
international diplomatic role, albeit of second
rank, which it would use to draw all possible
economic benefits.

Pride in the Resistance became the ideological
glue of the Yugoslav state, formally distinct from
that of the USSR and engaged in a hard polemic
with it. In the ideological warfare which followed
the rupture the Yugoslav leaders, who a little
earlierhad been proclaiming their absolute loyalty
to the 'Fatherlandof socialism', endedup accusing
their ex-protector of falling prey to the dangers
inherent in centralisedplanning "which had, some
time ago, already led to a bureaucratic
counterrevolution and the exploitation of the
working people in the Soviet Union".3

Kidric' s de scription of the 'Law on the
Administration of the Planning of the National
Economy' which introduced self-management is
illuminating. Its methd is simply to rename
things. Thus 'surplus value' becomes 'surplus
labour' or 'excess labour' (with regard to the
labour socially necessary for production), which
is "unified through the means of exchatrg€, that is,
the money of the State treasury" in order to be
"distribut-ed in a fashion and acbording to the aims
useful to the society of the working people, that is,
in a socialist way".o
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Thus, in the USSR the workers were exploited
because the distribution of 'excess labour' was not
ca:ried out in a fashion and according to the aims
useful to the workers, whereas in Yugoslavia,
even before the new law on self-management, it
was so distributed. And how so? Because,
"naturally, in our Peop le' s S tate, under the direction
of the revolutionary communist party ... it is
distributed" - as mentioned above - "in a socialist
way". Titoism represented an ideological trap for
those who saw in it the first tnre realisation of
socialism in contrast to the degeneration of the
USSR, without ever putting the questions which
should already be obvious from what we have
quoted above. The first question among many is:
What distinguishes the two "ways" of distributing
the excess labour which makes one socialist and
the other bureaucratic and exploiting? We would
say that there has never been a theoretical answer
to this question. Instead we are given an axiom
derived from another which states that the Soviet
party was degenerate and the Yugoslav Parry was
not: from here the path leads to the fog of ideology.

The Origins of Self-management

The collectivisation of the land soon proved to be
a mistake. In L952 agricultural production
collapsed, inducing the state to redistribute the
land in small allotments. Even earlier than this,
however, the administrative regime for industrial
production was changed. The laws introducing
self-management in all branches of labour were
passed in 1950, as an original and creative form of
"real socialism", Yugoslav-style.

After the break with the USSR, and in the absence
of any help from the former Big Brother, it was
necessary to $eatly increase the productivity of
labour to accelerate the process of accumulation.
Russian forced industrialisation had marched to
the ideological tune of Stakhanovism, relying on
the misguided idealism of those workers left after
the decimation of the revolutionary vanguard in
the civil war: in this way the consensus was
assured. In Yugoslavia something else was needed.
First of all it was necessary to prevent any revival
of nationalism. Then workers' involvement in the
capital accumulation process was assured by a
direct link between wages and productivity in the
form of joint management.

That it was capitalistic accumulation was proved
by the persistence of all the economic categories
proper to capitalism: wages, profit, commodities
and the market as regulator of prices.

The laws instituting self-management established
that wages could only grow on condition that
profits grew, while the general ratio between the

two in each sector and each enterprise was centrally
planned by the state. Workers received a wage
according to the labourpowerthey sulrendered: in
the productive process this yielded a value greatcr
than its price, this surplus value was then divicic i
according to fixed ratios between the enterprise
management, the local administration, t;tc
Federation and the enterprise itself. The share due
to the enterprise was in its turn divided into a funo
for accumulation and a wages fund, which wAS

transformed into a kind of productivity bonus.
Kidric explains:

The regulatory, or rather precise plannins
function of the basic proportions of the sociai
plan is primarily reflected in fixed pay, while
the role of the mnrket is primnrily manifestedin
the variable pay from the wages fund... For
individrul enterprises the variable part of pa-v"

directly depends on the net income of the
enterprise (art.3 of the Law onWages Funds in
E nte rpri s e s and E c o nomic Ass o c iatio ns ), w hi c h
means ir depends on, amongst other things, the
productiviry of labour and its real use to satisfy
market demand.S

Such laws thus constituted a further incentive for
produc tion, for c on tin uall y incre a si n g produc tivity,
offered by the management to the labour force. It
meant the drawing in of the workers into the task
of keeping the number of workers employed in 3n
enterprise to an absolute minimuffi, one of the
essential conditions for increasing productivity.

Ideological Manoeuvres

This was the shape of Yugoslav capitalism's
productive apparatus, palmed off as the Yugoslav
"road to socialism". This required a massive
distortion of the ABC of Marxism, precisely in
terrns of a critique of political economy. Let's
read some more of Kidric:

Thus it is obvious ... that the fundamental
qucstionis tlat of thepossibility or impossibility
of the exploitation of man by man in the socio-
economic system springing from the Yugoslav
revolution, or rather the question of who
adrninisters the excess labour - andbehind this
ques.tion, sooner or later the even more basic
one inevitably manifesrs irs elf: who real$ takes
possession of that excess labour?o

One of the fundamental principles of political
economy is the following: In the capitalist mode
of production the exploitation of man by man
neiiher occurs through, nor is brought about by,
the distribution of commodities, but rather in the
process of production itself; where things are
produced utilising labour power as a commodity.
Or, in other words, the fundamental question is
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who decides what and how much is produced, the
working class on the basis of real social need, or...
the market.

Kidric ffid, more generally, all the inventors of
'real socialism', i.e. state capitalism, base their
theories on the a;<iomatic existence of the market
and regard labour power as a commodity.

Here we have the Yugoslav confession:

Precisely because the very fact that daily
production depended almost entirely on the
basic plan given from above, the economic
organisations and economic associations did
not base themselves on the law of supply and
demandandonthe needs of themarket. We can
say tlnt in our country they ignored this law
andthese nceds almost entirely. The satisfaction
of the market's needs was in realiry almost
entirely abandoned to the greater or lesser
intelligence and perspicadiry of the state
apparatw for worl<s andplanning. ... For this
reason there were cases in which the market
demanded comm,odities of one type while a
firm would produce another type for months
when, given.the same moterials and qwlifigd
monpower, it could lnve produced exactly the
commodiry required by the market.T

In essence what he is saying is that complete
central planning was less sensitive to the demands
of the market and therefore less flexible and
efficient. Self-management could remedy this
with the added, but totally ideological and Titoist,
bonus that it would be more ... socialist.

In truth the Yugoslav manoeuwe which was
Kidric's, as authorof theLaw on Self-management

was subtle and, in the polemic with the
'bureaucratic counterrevolution' of the USSR,
drew more than a few 'communists' into the trap,
and not only in Europe.

Kidric was well aware that if self-management
was presented as the ending of "the suffocation of
objective economic laws" it could appeil as a
"return to their anarchic action innate to classical
capitalist production and distribution". But this is
not the case he argues, "On the contrary, in the new
Yugoslavia under the power of the working
population and the administration of economiC
organisations and associations by workers'
councils, it is a question of the socialist domination
over objective economic laws, therefore of a new
qualitative phenomenon within our process of
building socialism".

But our astute author goes further to recognise that
"Man( and Engels denied the operation of the law
of value and the existence of the production of
commodities in socialism, when speaking of it in

general, and only stressed payment according to
work done as the last residue of bourgeois right."
Kidric is not stupid and he doesn't deny certain
truths. How does he resolve this, then?

For the initial elements in socialist social
relations and their further development, two
things are necessery, in addition to a certain
domination over the law of value at least by
state capitalism. I . At least the elements of an
administration by the direct producers of the
basic means of itroduction.' 2. At leait the
e leme nt s of s o c iali s t demo c r a.q wit h t he c o nte nt
and clnracter of power.E

Kidric is talking about the initial elements and we
cannot say that he is wrong. The fact is though that
the first element necessary for distinguishing state
capitalism from socialism in Yugoslavia is
precisely what's missing. The ideological axiom,
which cannot be demonstrated by the facts because
they negate it, is that Tito's national war was a
socialist revolution. Yet this is denied, not only by
the facts, but by the partisan's programme.e

In terms of historical materialism this is therefore
rather weak. But half-tmths proved rather useful
for Yugoslavia's critique olthe Soviet Union
which claimed it had built socialism by 1952
where "not even the above-mentioned elements"
had been achieved "because they had been
suffocated by the bureaucratic counterrevolution
as the most dangerous obstacles on its reactionary
road". Rags are better than nakedness, but this
was enough for many bad 'Man<ists' to accept
rags in the place of the fine silk of the road to
socialism.

We will finish reading Kidric with the following
choice pearl:

In this monner we really will achieve the
construction of socialism, by dominating the
w e ak mat e r ial p r o dtc tiv e fo r c e s, i n t hi s manne r
we will avoid thefatal danger of the initial role
of t he S t at e i n t he b a c lo,v ar d ntaie r i at p r o drc tiv e
forces degenerating into a bureaucratic caste
system and prnenting the construction of
socialism - this is a question thnt the Rwsian
revolution did not resolve. The Yugoslav
revolution is resolving it today.Io

Naturally, in one country; naturally, without a
workers'revolution; naturally, by virtue of and
thanks to the holy spirit of revolutionaries e h
Tito.

The Corrections

The self-management system underwent several
adjusUnents and refineinents right up until the
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recent general collapse of the Eastern bloc, which
affected Yugoslavia too, despite it being a peculiar
version of the system. Afterthe already-mentioned
redistribution of the land in 1952,we are reminded
of the 1965 reform which was a response to a
period of economic stagnation and inflation in the
first halfof the Sixties. For some time the Yugoslav
internal market had been developing closer
relations with the international market and now
these links became direct. Internal prices were
linked to the international exchange system. A new
rate of exchange with the dollar was fixed and the
fiscal system was reformed, reducing taxes on
production and increasing those on consumption
(a typical measure of classical capitalism when
confronted with inflation, restraining internal
demand and encouraging expons). The principle
behind this was the same as is being peddled in
Italy today by all those who want workers to pay
for the crisis: the firm's profitability is the altar on
which all sacrifices are to be made. As in all
developed capitalist regimes, the central bank
reserves for itseH the role of checking this and
credits are only given on the basis of prospective
returns, i.e. on the basis of profitability.

In a different vein, the definitive version of the
self-management system came into being with the
adjusunents aimed against nationalism in 197 6.
Self-management, as it had developed until then,
had generated a bourgeoisie made up of all the
elements previously mentioned as well as a
heterogenous petty bourgeoisie composed of more
or less organised and associated professionals,
more or less organised intellectuals, peasants and
entrepreneurs in commerce or the service sector.
Amongst these strata a dangerous nationalistic
ferment began to brew outside of the federalism of
the Party, now called the League of Communists.

The Federal State in the shape of the League had
to regain control. Since the opportunity still
existed, there was nothing more effective than to
use workerist ideology. Self-management was to
change the focus of even more workers' loyalties,
this time from the factory to the State. The basic
organisation of associated labour, as wage labour
was called - the BOAL - was proclaimed to be the
basic organ of self-management. This sent its
delegates to the workers' council which dealt with
things on the lowest level, but also sent its
representatives to the Factory Council. This dealt
with things like taking on workers and bonus
percentages if the previously fixed targets had
been met. Finally, there was the Workers'
Enteqprise Council which determined basic wages
and the proportion of profits destined for
invesunent. It was the Workers' Enteqprise Council
which selected the management and factory
directors. An analogous model was adopted for
political administration. Some of the BOAL
delegates took part in the Communal assembly;

the delegations of the Communal Assemblies made
up the assembly of Republican communes which
elected its delegates to the Federal Assembly,
equivalent to a parliament.

The system was managed from below. In the
Western democracies too, the system appears to
be managed from below, with the difference that
in Yugoslavia the elections by citizens were
suppleme.nted by elections from the *oTkplace
organisations. As in the West, where the real
domination of capital ensures that institutions
function within the ambit of the system through
client mechanisms at every level under the control
of the establishmentparties, so in Yugoslavia (and
other East European countries) the self-same
domination of capital, in its form of a single-party
state capitalism, ensures the functioning of the
system and the continuity of single-party power.
Such a paTy, oL l*?gut, would make use of
various socio-political organs originating from it
and under its strict control - from the Pany's cells
in the factories and workplaces to the Veterans'
Association, from the Communist Youth (the
equivalent of the old school tie network) to the
Assembly of Communist women, to the Socialist
Alliance.

Happy Times at an End

All this was plain sailing so long as there were no
great shocks to the underlying determining factor,
the economy. On the one hand the exploitation of
the proletariat was assured by the enorrnous Party
and State apparatus which suppressed any sign of
class stnrggle. On the other, the increasing variety
of bourgeois factions continued happily dividing
up the surplus value extorted from the proletariat.
This continual refinement of wage labour relations
was accompanied by all the other typical aspects
of capitalist society. Indeed the division of the
spoils tookplace in the usual fashion, independent
of the formal appearance of Yugoslav capitalism.
A proportion of the industrial profit went to factory
directors and managers whopocketed the bestpart
of the company 'vag9 funds. SimilatlX: 

^inagriculture a generous income was hived off for
managers whilst anyone in a position of power in
the political and administrative appilatus received
generous stipends and privileges according to
their position. Finally, the State Bank the
administrator of the collective capital - paid out
interest to anyone with a deposit account.

However, by the second half of the Eighties the
countries of the periphery were already being
devastated as the effects of the economic crisis in
the West were offloaded onto them. In the USSR
the severity of the crisis was already obvious.
Yugoslav indusry limped along, weighed down
by its overall debt ($Zlbn in 1989), the lag behind
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Europe in terms of technology and productivity
and by the lack of flexibility in investment and
production. Given the climate of extreme economic
liberalism instituted by the international
bourgeoisie, the proposed response of Markovic,
the Federation president, was rejected. Instead,
Ivan Ribnikar, from the Economics faculty of the
university of Ljubljana and adviser to Markovic,
was to declare to South: "the reforms we have had
from the Fifties to today have been more or less
cosmetic. But now we are preparing fundamental
changes to the economic system."rr

The Effect on Enterprises

The changes involved progressive liberalisation
and the dismantling of bureaucratic regulations.
This led to the complete autonomy- of each
enterprise vis-i-vis the market, in other words to
the unleashing of competition between enterprises
which were thrown onto the international markets,
particular the European. According to the plans of
the poor economists devoted to liberalism all this
was intended to impel the economy towards
renewal and recovery.

But in the context of the worldwide crisis throwing
enterprises onto the international markets only
meant further pressure towards their own niurow
self-interest. The anarchy in production that state
capitalism supposedly made socialist by "the
revolutionary nature of the pany in control" had
sought to control now returned in full vigour.
Let's look at an advert placed in an international
journal in 1989 by Iskra, the largest electrical and
electronics company in Yugoslavia:

It is no secret tlnt some economic and social
dfficulties in Yugoslavia have had a negative
imp ac t o n exp o rt - o r i e nte d Y ug o s lav c o mp anie s .

This lns become evident with the contraction
in Yugoslav firms' competitiveness which has
hit their terms of trade and made exports much
Iess attractive and profitable ...

We believe in the economic reforms which
should have a positive effect on the overall
Yugoslav e co noffi!, pus hing down the v ery high
r at e of i nfl ati o n and al low i n g e nt e rp ri s e s Ii nke d
to the market to realise theirfull potential ... It
is also aqucstionof anracting investment capital
to I skr a t hr ou g h t he c o ns tit uti o n of j oi nt v e ntur e s
in Yugoslavia under the new regulations for
foreign investment. This law slnuld make it
much more attractive for foreign investors,
from every point of view: frorn the transfer of
profits to the full participation in the company
board of the joint venture.

But, above all, the abandonment of the rigid
non-market ( sic ! ) economy, which had
disastrous effects on Yugoslav enterprises,
should develop creativity and enterprises able

toface themarket, the knownfactors behindthe
success of Western Europe ...12

We have quoted this advert at length to show the
dominant ihinking of the management, and future
owners in a formal sense too, of the then Yugoslav
large firms which are now Sloveoe, such as Iskra,
or Croatian, such as Islcra's competitor, Rade
Koncar. Survival was at stake and the great hope
was that companies freed from the central State's
bureaucratic shepherding, but still in receipt of
generous support and subsidies from that State,
would succeed in grabbing a position on the
international market, relying primarily on low
labour costs.

The Effect on the Local Bureaucracies

Even more than on the Federation, the effect on the
federal republics was an avalanche of requests for
support fiom the technocratic bourge6isie and
petty bourgeoisie whose proportion of surplus
value stemming from trade and the service sector
was being eroded. At this point the republics, or
rather the bureaucratic strata of the state
bourgeoisie, who were undergoing spending
constraints offloaded their responsibilities onto
the Federati on. Thi s rupture wittrthe administrative
framework on which the Federation had been
based was presented as a reform but quickly led to
a political crisis for the Federation itself.

Radical changes in political administration are
alw ay s delic ate matters which require stron g nerves
and the cohesion of all the forces concerned. If the
political leap is made by an apparatus already
shaken by internal crisis and from a basis already
being undermined, then the leap is likely to become
a drop into collapse. Moreover, this was not
happening in the context of a world serenely
engaged in the expansion phase of the cycle of
accumulation. It was, and is, a specific Yugoslav
manifestation of the crisis of the accumulation
cycle itself which certainly cannot be remedied by
relying on the rest of the world. The leap was into
the dark with a set of disparate forces, each
dedicated to 'save yourself if you can'.

It is this situation which determined the reckless
dash for autonomy by the richest republic s (Croatia
and Slovenia), nourished and supported by the
most reactionary and backwaid forces of
nationalism. The old League of Communists was
irreversibly broken, its -bourgeois programme
having fed the very centrifugaftendencies which
tore it apart. In the political tower of Babel which
ensued, various elements from the League changed
their names and prognmmes and followed the
prevailing wind of independence in each republic.
New governments were born which contained
more thah a few figures from the old 'communist'
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leadership while large parts of the local
administrations remained unchanged.

From Nationalism
to Racism and Barbarism

In this dramatic political crisis the salient feature
in the dominant ideology was the loss of identity.
Once the old scheme, the risky yet reassuring
structure of Titoism, had gone the bourgeoisie
hadn't another. From necessity they had recourse
to the old bourgeois or even pre-bourgeois
ideological armoury, nomatterhow weak this was
theoretically. As in Russia where even the portrait
of Nicholas Romanov has resurfaced, so in
Yugoslavia there are those who call for the return
of the monarchy, those who unsheath the antique
sword of the medieval clashes between the Turks
and the Serbs, those who go back to the short-lived
Croatian state of the High Middle Ages and those
who fight each other on the basis of ethnic
differences. Such stupidities are all that the
bourgeoisie can scrape together to sustain their
war of all against all.

None of this should be surprising. Nor should we
imagine that it is solely a Yugoslav phenomenon.
When capital's accumulation cycle is drawing to
a close it means the end of an epoch where the
bourgeoisie can see a future for itself, when it can
'unfurl the sails of thought and direct the
instnrments of action'. In such situations the
traditional ideological schemas to which the
citizens of bourgeois society confonn begin to
weaken; the superstnrctural framework which
dominates the political and civic scene, which is
supposedly constructed on moral values, civic
principles and ideals, totters. Ideas and
philosophies which have a strong appeal to wide
sectors of the collectivity nolongerappeu, simply
because their determining base a new class
which is able to be their historical protagonist - is
absent. And where there is a threat of such a
protagonist appearitrg, even if only as a threat, the
same factions of the bourgeoisie who are most
ruthless in their barbarity will be there to strangle
it at birth. It was,

Precisely to strike against the emergence of
class divisions, to prevent the reconciliation of
the workers, tlnt the destruction of Vul<ovar
took place. In this city twenty dtfferent
nationalities lived side by side, almost all
marriages were mixed and the working class
was the majority of the population. This class
worked in three industrial enterprr.ses. They
were the very seme workers wlto three years
previously had demonstrated in front of-Parliarneit 

calling on all the other workers to
make a general sffike. For this reoson the

systematic destruction of the city had to be
effected and the population, which had always
been united and hnd defended itself in a unified
fashion, lnd to be divided against itself on the
b as is of natio naliry . W hat t lrc s tatifi e d c ap itali s t
market had united,now had to be divided
through political decrees and concentration
cefnp,s...-13

This is the drama of Yugoslavia. Yet still the
internationalist vanguards remain isolated. This
is the framework in which every antiquated
ideology, once app aren tly superseded, now provide
the most rancid cover for the wretched interests of
the middle classes and seeks legitimacy in the
same way as the old certainties of the past. In
Yugoslavia such ideologies are rampant and have
reached the point ofjustifying massacres. fn Italy
this has not yet happened. Here we are in a more
restrained phase, but the phenomenon is
fundamentally similar.

In Italy, more than in the other West Europepn
countries, the crisis has led to a deepening of the
chasm between the various components of the
ruling class. This phenomenon has become bound
up with the end of the Cold War and the possibility
of the governmen tal proce s s becomin g Comp letely
blocked. The consolidation of the governing
panies into a consortiup of-politir..t power and
crime on the one hand and, on the other, the
ideologlcal exhaustion of the theoretical alternative
(basically the PCI) -which in any case was only an
apparentopposition and in practice complied with
the Cold wir set-up - has created a difficult situation
for the Italian bourgeoisie. It has led to the near
collapse of the political framework itself. In terms
of political programmes the result has been the
vi gorou s appe aran ce of federali s t tendenc i e s w here
the immediate interests of fractions of the
bourgeoisie are evident. (Especially those of the
so-called entrepreneurs in the North.) Their ideas
are as stupid as they are reactionary but,
nevertheless, they are taking hold. And they are
taking hold of a proportion of the cittzenry in
general, though they do not necessarily identify
themselves with Lombard small industrT/. How
many proletarians are attracted to the Lombard
and similar Leagues? In Italy too there is an
absence of a reference point inside the working
class which expresses the class's historical
perspective. The working class in general is even
absent from the scene of its own material stmggles
and fractions of the bourgeoisie and petty
bourgeoisie who are in the process of disintegration
are able to win some people from every class to
their most stupid ideas.

International Responsibility

In Yugoslavia the shooting has long since broken
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out. It is a situation which the imperialist powers
only helped to make worse.

From the beginning of l99l it was impossible
to ignore thefact that independence was on the
agenda in at least two of the republics of the
Yugoslav federation: Slovenia and Croatia...
It was foreseeable that the crisis between the
Yugoslav republics would take on dramatic
proportions if it was confined within the
federation' s borders. I n short, tlrc great powers
w ho c I aime d to hav e a r e sp o ns ib le int er nati o nal
role were inevitably concerned about this.ta

So wrote Paul Marie de la Gorce in one of his long
articles chronicling the relationship between the
Yugoslav crisis and the policies of the USA and
European states. Briefly, what happened is that
the USA, and behind it the majority of European
countries, declared itself against the recognition
of the new states, whereas Germany, in the name
of a very self-interested 'right of peoples to self-
determination', declared itself strongly in favour
of such recognition. This was followed by a
period of controversy and so-called debate in the
EC in which Germany wanted Croatian and
Slovenian independence to be recognised
immediately, without conditions. Meanwhile the
other EC countries temporised by claiming the
need to defend national minorities in those countries
and requesting guarantees for this. This phase was
closed by Germany's imperial act when it
confronted the others with thefait accompli of its
own unilateral recognition of these republics.

... the reticence a,nd resistance of the other
European states rapidly gave way to complete
adhesion to the decisions made in Bonn. From
then on the mechanism which would transform
theYugoslav crisis into a serious and extensive
confliCt was set in motion.Is

It is obvious that the international framework is
shifting. At first Britain and France openly lined
up with the U S A ag ainst the break-up of Yugo slavia
but later they fell into line. On the other hand,
Germany from the first took an official stand (as
evidenced by the press and the state positions of
the governing parties) directly opposed to America.
In the Europe-wide game of blackmail and
negotiation Bonn succeeded in dragging the others
behind Germany's anti-American stance. But the
fact remains that the US and Germany are divided;
a fact which certainly cannot be explained by their
different cultural tradition s of ideological
approaches to the 'rights of peoples'. There are
obviously divergent interests behind the different
options favoured vis-d-vis Yugoslavia and these
can be summed up without much difficulty:

- Germany wants to stabilise its own position as a
'protector' of the countries in a region already

dominated by the Mark, thus securing markets and
possibly investment concessions for itself.
- The USA views the growth of German power in
Europe with extreme suspicion and is doing
everything that a foreign policy which is not yet
aiming at war allows to impede this, or at least to
slow down the consequences.

Germany therefore pushed the Croat and Slovene
bourgeoisies towards secession, it armed them
and supplied them on credit so that theirrepublican
militias and the most rabid nationalist gangs could
stand up to the remains of the Federal iumy. It then
stood back and watched.

Not so Serbia, which was the de facto head of the
federation and saw itself being deserted by the
mo st indu striali sed rep ublic s, tho se with the hi ghe st
revenues and the largest income for redistribution
on a federal scale. The conflict was inevitable.
B ut equally inevitable was the fact that the armistice
imposed by the concert (so discordant!) of the
world powers would only apply to the direct and
'official' clashes betrveen Serbia and Slovenia
and between Serbia and Croatia. In reality the
conflict proceeded in the form of civil wars between
the so-called Serbian minorities and the host
'nationalities', in particular between Serbian
militias and Croatian forces and, vice versa, the
Croatian militias against Serbia.

Oncetraditional barriers collapsed, all the depraved
fantasies and myths could be unleashed. It is not
so differen t from w h at i s happenin g in th e European
metropoles (andin the USA, et.al.), wherecttizens
on the margins of economic and social life of the
bourgeois collectivity reject conformity with the
values of thosecircles fromwhich they areexcluded
and instead adopt more irrational and extreme
ideologies (from neo-N azrsm to Eastern
mysticism). Thus in Croatia there was no absence
of human material to tack together in private
militias for the defence and affirmation of Serbian
ethnicity, and the same in Serbia for the Croats.
The reasons for organising them lay in both
republics, and this goes for their iums and finance
which someone certainly provided, and which
went from the respective 'mother countries' to
forces which were theoretically completely
extraneous to, but in reality, fully involved in the
subterranean struggle between the powers. On the
other hand, the political and ideological hold of
such militias is far less than the noise they make
and the destructive power they can unleash.

On July 23rd 1992 what should have been the
electoral meeting of the party (Paraga' s //SP-
HOS, the neo-Ustashe militia, ed.) in Pola
became a press conference in the Hotel Istria
precisely because of the poor turnoltt.I6

The USA had to accept the independence of
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Slovenia and Croatia. There are basically two
reasons for this. The first is that at the moment
German impetuosity is being tolerated in exchange
for guarantees of a new lease of strategic and
political life for NATO and the containment of
Europe's autonomous tendencies in the military
sphere. The second stems from a panicular
American interest in the Bosnian question.

The Bosnian question

Bosnia-Henogovina is certainly not among the
richest republics, as can be seen in table 2:

With the highest illiteracy rate and one of the
highest unemployment rates (even in the far-off
1980s), it was among the worst-off in the federation.
Here the desperation of the poor, which, in the
absence of a class movement always looks for
some other idealist reference point, took on the
form of pan-Islamism.

In 1983 the present Bosnian president, Alija
Izebegovic, earned himself a political trial from
the Titoist authorities for having clandestinely
circulated an 'Islamic Declaration' which was an
impassioned plea for the establishment of Islamic
regimes and for pan-Islamism. Needless to say,
the author assumed the leadership of the Pany of
Democratic Action as soon as other parties were
allowed to exist. During the 1990 election
campaign he republished the Declaration and won

a majority of Muslimvotes and the firstpresidency.
After this came the Bosnian independence
referendum, where the Serbs were asked to abstain.
Izebegovic and his pan-Islamism won. At this
point the USA entered the scene and executed an
unashamed U-turn regarding the defence of the
integrity of the Yugoslav state.

The slaps in the face delivered to the Arab world
and Pan-Islamism in general have been many and
loudin the lastfew yeils: Fromthe clash with Iran
to the Libyan bombings and the Gulf War. The
divisions created in the Islamic world, in every
case as a result of American intervention, have

been accepted by the ruling regimes but
have cerlainly not been welcomed
enthusiastically by the masses. Moreover,
Saudi Arabia and other Arab and Muslim
states have already expressed their
sympathy for a Bosnia run by an Islamic
fraternity. Nothing remained for the USA
but to conform to the EC's resolutions. On
30th May, I992the UN Security Council's
resolution 7 57 decided on sanctions again
Serbia, thus opening the process which led
to the suspension of the Serbo-Montenegrin
federation from the UN.

Islam - rr Ethnic Grouping?

Only an ideological monstrosity like
Stalinism, even if in its Titoist garb, could
transforrn a religious group by decree into
an ethnic unit or nationality.

Bosnia's capital, Sarajevo was held by the
Turks from 1440 to 1878 when it passed to
Austrian rule. In four centuries there had
been plenty of opportunity not only to
colonise the area with natives of Turkey,
but also to Islamicise the local peasanury.
The Musliffis, therefore, were notethnically

homogenous - even if we could assume the term
had any meaning in an irea where precapitalist
trading patterns had already created a varied mix
of ethnic groupings.

After the Austrian conquest the leading industries
and political administration fell into the hands of
the new arrivals from Serbia and Croatia (and who
knows where their ancestors came from). The
poor predominantly Muslim remained poor.
Nor had the situation changed much after two
world wars and a succession of regimes and
governments in the area. The local Islamic petty
bourgeoisie, vulnerable to historical-religious
ideologies, found in pan-Islamism a means of
defending their 'rights' on the basis of national
and religious identity. By the same token it was
easy for these same ideas to take root amongst the
poverty-stricken masses. Once again, we find that

Tab le 2
Dlspar lt les between the Repub I ics

ln I 988

Republlc

Slovenia

Croatia

Bosnia-Herzogovina

Manrcnegro

Macedqria

Serbia*

Vojvodina

Kosorro

Unemployment

rete (%)

3

6

l4

l8

l6

ll
ll
25

Illlterecy Average wage

% (19EE dinars)

0.8

5.6

14.5

9.4

10.9

1l.l

5.E

17.6

615,8 l3

437,870

338,926

297,571

274,585

36/',559

3W,469

272,554

*Excluding the autonornors provinces of Vojvodina and Kosovo

Sotrrce: I* Monde Diplmutique , Septerrber l99t
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those who know how to act in the absence of a
working class movement have the key to the
future in their hands. And here the working class,
as well as being numerically weak, does not have
the experienceof stnrggle orcontact with comrades
in Europe. Islam, therefore, did not threaten the
social order; did not make revolutionary appeals
to the exploited class which was to remain
exploited, as all religion demand. On the other
hand, the Titoist regime either had to crush any
aspiration for a distinct identity or else.recognise
an innocuous version of it. Izebegovic's troubles
in the early Eighties did not stem from his having
placed himself at the head of the Islamicists, but
from more disturbing aspects of his manifesto.
Now, after a re-shuffling of the cards but still
entirely within the confines of capital, this
manifesto has become a powerful motorforce for
a miserable and tortured independence.

The Bourgeoisie's Elastic Principles

The founding agreement of the Conference for
Security and Co-operation in Europe (CSCE)
expressly confirms the inviolability of frontiers:
i.e. frontiers are not supposed to be changed without
the agreement of the countries concerned. But
Yugoslavia's international frontiers have been
destroyed through the unilateral decisions of
Croatia and Slovenia, made without any agreement
with either the federation or the other republics
involved. The outcome? Recognition by the EC
which did not bat an eyelid.

However, the CSCE's rigour in the interpretation
of its own principles returned immediately Serbia
and the remains of the federal army openly
supported - at least initially - the Serbian militias,
and their struggle against the new Croatian and
Bosnian authorities. Then came the noises about
Serbian interference and the attempt at conquest.
Sanctions were imposed and the CSCE refuded to
recognise the new federation comprising Serbia
and Montenegro, demanding its exclusion from
all international organisations and excluding it
from the CSCE itself.

In the meantime, the USA changedits 'principles'
from opposition to the dismemberment of

Yugoslavia to sanctions against Serbia, to the
exclusion of the new federation from the UN.

Conclusion: If the principles behind the treaties
between European states 

-can 
be disguarded and

redefined to suit the changing interests of those
concerned it means they have little meaning or
value. Once differences become irreconcilable,
then treaties can be overthrown. Moreover, it is
significant that we ile talking about accords
involving the European Community.

One final observation on the proposal of the
Secretary of the UN, Boutros Ghali, that the role
of the United Nations should be to act as a
'superpoliceman'for peace. The concrete
propositions in Boutros Ghali's document (The
Agenda For Peace) ire as articulate as they are
stupid. They reveal the Secretary of the United
Nations acting as a forecaster who understands
nothing of the world in which he makes his
predictions. It is no accident that the US has
already said no to the most concrete proposals
whilst rejecting the majority of the remainder.
The USA sees NATO - at least at present while its
control over it is secure - as the instnrment for its
own interests. This is especially the case as
Boutros Ghali's proposals would admit Germany
and Japan to the UN Security Council. It is not
surprising therefore that the USA is profitting
from the impotence of UN troops in Yugoslavia to
slip in preparations for intervention by NATO.

Ruinous Games

Thus, in the Balkans a complex and ferocious
hand is being played by the Great Powers via the
armie s and militias of ex- Yu go slavia. The que stion
of who is supplying arms to who could be the
subject of a long and complicatedresearch project,
but frankly this is of little interest to us. If they ire
di sc overirig ille gal ilm s imports from these re{ion s
in Italy then undoubtedly the arms trade is
voluminous.

The absurd and cynical little manoeuvres over
humanitarian aid to Sarajevo are also part of the
same game. This is being overseen, not by the Red
Cross, but by the Unprofor troops. These troops
have not enforced the passage of aid and if anyone
cares to erect a barricade - the Serbian or Islamic
militias for instance - the UN troops stop and so
does the aid.

Meanwhile, away from the media spotlight, the
war goes on in huge areas of Bosnia, as the great
powers' game unfolds. The massacres will
continue, in terspersed wi th improbable armi stice s,
until the reasons for the conflict are defused and
the militias disarmed, or else until another, more
radical and progressive solution occurs ...

B ut the room for mediation benveen the combatants
has been virtually reduced to nil and arms will
continue to arrive through legal or illegal channels
because, behind the wretched Yugoslav contest,
other players are playin g a game of much wider
significance. Capital's cyclical crisis is marching
towards its final phase: the final clash between the
Great Powers to decide who will oversee the next
accumulation cycle. It will not be stopped by the
cowardly pacifism of those who would have the
UN intervene everywhere, nor by those who put
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their trust in the cross of Jesus or universal
brotherhood. None of these, nor the pretended
good will of themen of governmentcandoanything
to prevent the tragic logic of capitalism and its
political needs because they all operate within its
framework. Only the resurgence of the working
class can stop the bourgeoisie's march towards its
final solution.

Towards the Proletarian Response

We haven't enough information to make
predictions about the possibility of a proletarian
opposition developing in ex-Yugoslavia. The
scanty information we have received talks about
strikes and demonstrations by workers against the
w&r, including those which took place in Sarajevo
some months ago.

We look to this information, andonly this, because
itshows that there is atleast the minimumcondition
for a new start. It is a diversion to seek, as some
do, the grand 'political' idea as the basis for
gathering together a supposed vanguard, but a
'vanguard' based on some other ground than class.
It is ridiculous to hold up pretentious political
formulas against the rotten, but nevertheless
victorious, political ideologies of the bourgeoisie
since the former will only be rapidly superseded
by events which ire controlled by others. Instead
it is necessary to face head-on the problem of
working on two different but intersecting planes:
To pose once again the historical perspectives and
social programme of the proletarian revolution at
the same time as agitating for the revival of the
workers' material struggle on the daily level of the
class struggle.

Communism is Dead:
Long Live Communism

Ideas, progrulmme and phraseology which recall
the previous Stalinist/Titoist experience will
certainly not find favour with the masses or amongst
potential political vanguards. On the other hand,
they never found favour with us internationalists
who well knew their capitalist and reactionary
content. It is therefore necessary to pay maximum
attention to avoid any ambiguity. This will not be
easy but it is possible. It means returning to the
essential content of the revolutionary and,
con sequently, intern ation al i st prograrrune.

A confrontation between classes presupposes a
confrontation of political agendas. Capitalism,
whether private or state, produces for the
valorisation of capital against real human needs.
The revolutionary programme is forproduction to
s4tisfy the real needs of the human collectivity.
Capitalism is based on the division of society into

classes, the revolutionary progrcmme is for the
disappearance of classes. Capitalism, based on
the anarchy of conflicting capitalist interests (from
the bottom right up to the level of the state), leads
to wars, society's decline into barbarism and a
breakdown in the balance between humanity and
the environment. The revolutionary programme
is for collaboration of everyone on this planet,
based on production for need.

Nothing has happened toreduce the urgencyof the
revolutionary programme. Capitalism existence
continues as do its consequences. With it survives
the deepening division of society into classes.
Also in existence, even if it remains silent, is the
class which alone can realise this programme, tts
are the materialreasons forits autonomous struggle.

The Working Class Must Make its
Presence Felt

The massacres carried out by the militias can
never succeed in annihilating the working class
nor, therefore, the possibility of that class proving
its independent existence. Thus every effort has to
be made to encourage workers to make themselves
felt as workers. Here too, things must begin from
scratch. Yet as the dossier on Croatia and
Slovenia which we ane publishing shows (See note
13) some of the preconditions do exist. The
material situation is extremely serious for the
workingclass and is becoming progressively worse
in all the republics. The call for organisation and
solidarity between wage labourers does not rest on
thin air. Our appeal aims, therefore, at 'rousing'
any vanguards prepared to act on this basis.
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o For part of the working day worken produce value
equivalent to their wages. The value they produce

during the rest of the day is appropriated by the

capitalists - whether individual or collective - to use

how they please.

. Things are produced, not to satisfy real social needs,

but to make a profit by selling on the market where only
those with enough money can buy.

So it doesn't make much difference if workers
themselves decide on minor details of how the firms
are run.

While Yugoslav workers were becoming worse off in
relation to their comrades in the West their bosses, the

so-called socialists, were getting rich. Then, in the
'70's, the crisis arrived. The economic crisis which hit
the entire world economy. In Yugoslavia too profits
diminished and the bourgeoisie found fewer
opportunities to do well for themselves. This is how
the nationalist tensions irmong the various Yugoslav
republics began. Each section of the bourgeoisie
began to demand the best possible position for itself:

o In the richest republics (Slovenia, Croatia) the
bourgeoisie began to lay claim to the entire wealth
produced in their area and wanted an end to the

contributions made to the federation as a whole.

. The Serbianbourgeoisie raised the bannerof hlper-

Behlnd the butchery in Bosnla

Why internationalists oppose
the war in ex-Yugoslavia

When the Soviet bloc collapsed the world's ruling
classes declared that a new period of peace and

prosperity had begun. Three years oo, the weight of
events has brutally given the lie to this 'prediction'.
While journalists and 'opinion makers' paint peaceful

scenarios for the future the bosses are getting ready to
make workers slaughter each other in the interests of
capital.

Events in ex-Yugoslavia are a tragic demonstration of
this. Internationalists throughout the world - the class

conscious advance guard of the working class

categorically denounce the Yugoslav bourgeoisie.
These are the people who got rich and grew fat under
the previous federal regime of fake socialism and who
are rcsponsible, first for the break-up of the federation
and the war, and now for the atrocious massacres

which are taking place.

The Local Culprlts

The Yugoslav bourgeoisie comprises the party and

state bureaucrats, the company directors and managers

who, until the end of the '80's, fratemally shared out
the surplus value extorted from the workers throughout
the republic. There was money and wealth for all of
them - wealth produced by workers in the factories and

fields. At the same time the workers themselves were

conned into believing that 'self-management' wils a
form of socialism, a type of workels' power. In reality
productive relations in Yugoslavia are the same as in
all the other capitalist countries:
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nationalism in order to defend the administrative capitalist powen. A11 told, it is only the world's

privilegesitenjoyedasheadoftheFederation. when workers who are paying the cost: with increased

the laner began to crumble serbian nationalism was exploitation, unemployment and enonnous sacrifices

used as an excuse to annex part of the tenitory of the in the strrongest countries; absolute misery and hunger

other republics. in the Poorest'

The various inter-European and other negotiations,

between the EEC and the UN, between the Western

European Union and Nato, are an obscene game where

the rival players are not yet sure about the exact way to

carve up Yugoslavia. Despite being in deep crisis,

Russia remains an important military and economic

power and she is still not out of this game. Even the

minor states in the area have a part to play: from

Austria which has importantmaterial interests to defend,

to Greece which fears the independence of Macedonia.

Now, under the monstrous hypocrisy of humanitarian

aid, these powers are preparing for anned intervention.

The USA has already wamed that if Europe (read

Germany) does not stabilise the situation then they will
intervene (via the uN or Nato). It is the latest step in

the m arch o f wo rld capital i sm tow ards a thi rd i mpe ri ali st

world war: the only solution the bourgeoisie has to the

crisis of their mode of production.

Who are the Combatants in the Yugoslav
War?

In yugoslavia the capitalist powers are confronting

each other with their armies and militias. It is the

monetary funds ofthese powers which are maintaining

the armies, paying the mercenaries in the militias and

the private nationalist bands of seseli, Paraga and other

warlords, big and small. As ineverybourgeois society,

there are always desperate people ready for anything'

Ready to sell themselves for a loaf of bread and ready

to enlist with the massacring bands forthe thrill of war.

It also shows the extent of the hypocrisy reached by the

intemational ruling class. After arming the butchers

and tetting them loose, they are now quarelling about

how to intervene to put an end to the butchery.

The world economic crisis has not only led to the

downfall of the Soviet empire, it has exacerbated the

clash of interests and manoeuvrings amongst the major

Who Sutfers?

Imperialist wars always confirm the law that while the

fighting is done by the mititary (regular forces or

otnr*ise) it is the civilians who suffer. The cost of the

war continues to be paid by the workers in the factories

and fields and by the unemployed who.seek work and

a means of subsistence. Houses are being destroyed by

shells; the civilian population of conquered towns and

villages are being massacred; the catastrophic economic

crisis brought onby the warhas thrown tens of thousands

onto the streets, slashed their wages and available

. In the areas worst hit by the crisis (Kosovo,

Macedonia) the bourgeoisie began to raise their

reactionary ethnic banners. They wanted new,

'autonomous' administrative Set-ups where it would

be easier for them to get their own political rake-offs.

In Kosovo, for instance, 90Vo of the population is

ethnically Albanian but local govenrment and the best

jobs are in the hands of Serts. When the Sertian-

dominated Yugoslav government began to attack

regional autonomy in the '80's it was easy for the local

petty bourgeoisie to transform an already existing

Confl i ct of the Al bani an populati on agai nst the S erbi an-

controlled state into an ethnic-national one of Albanians

against Serbs in general.

This class of parasites who led the old Yugoslav state

were completely mesmerised by their immediate

intercsts. Thus the various national fractions unleashed

theirideological campaigns. They played off the most

backward and uncivilised ideas of nation, ethnic origin

and religion against each other. Then they armed

themselves. They put machine guns, mortars and

armed tanks into the hands of theirmercenary thugs in

thenational armies ormilitias and launched one against

the other. The workers and the poorest sections of the

population have been left at the mercy of this hellish

onslaught.

The lnternatlonal CulPrlts

All the leading European countries as well as the

United States have had significant roles to play. British,

German, Italian, American bosses have sold arms to

the various Yugoslav republics and have supported

them either openly or secretly for two basic reasons:

so that they can make profits from anns and

munitions sales;

to keep up links with the republics which might

provide them with markets for their own goods and

investrnent opportunities. In other words, they are

being used as pawns in the international game of inter-

imperialist rivalries which is underway.
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foodstuffs, all adding to the suffering. AU this in the
name of nationalism, ethnic identity, and, even worse,
religion - since 9i&ion had for a long time ceased to be
a b arrier betw.(qi glu go s I av people. M i xed m arri age s,

spontaneous shifts from one area of the country to
another - who amongst the working class used to care
whether thei r nei ghbo urs we re Cro at rather th an Slovene
or Serb, whether Montenegrin rather than Bosnian?
Yetthe struggles and massacres which arethe outcome
of the creation of mercenary militias based on one or
other of these divisions have brought these monstrous
reactionaries back on the political scene.

How to Respond?

The tragic events which have happened and are still
happening are due to the policy of the national and
intemational bourgeoisie. Against this, the exploited
class has yet to put forward its own policy. As in other
tortured parts of this planet, only the revival of an
autonomous class struggle can put a stop to the
massacres in Yugoslavia. The proletariat has to once
again pose the historical question of the class struggle.
The central problem is how to begin.

First of all it's necessary to refute and denounce the
bourgeoisie's sinister nationalist, racist and religious
manoeuvres. Workers must not fall into the trap of
following the false logic which the ruling class has
always used to justify the massacre of those they rule.
What workers need to do now is:

. Fight against the wage cuts which the war policies in
Serbia, Croatia and Bosnia have engendered.

. Boycott the war machine in every way possible -
from the production to the transport of arTns.

The most class conscious workers need to organise
demonstrations in the cities of ex-Yugoslavia under

+ the slogan: This is a bosses', not a workers' war.

Not a persotr, not a penny for bourgeois nationalism.

Organise the revolutionary vanguard of the working
class round a programme of struggle against the war
and the denunciation of capitalism. Start to build an
autonomous political organisation ofthe working class:
the revolutionary intemationalist party.

International i sts wo rld wid e suppo rt any rev oluti onary
vanguard which emerges in Yugoslavia and which is
prepared to make a stand against imperialist war. This
is the only terrain on which to fight against the

outbreak of a third global massacre and revive
humanity's struggle to free itself from the chains of
wage labour and class divisions.

This statement is produced by the

Gruppe Internationalistische Kommunisten
(Austria) and the
International Bureau for the Revolutionary Party
(n Panito Comunista Internazionalista (Battaglia
Comunista) Italy, the Communist Workers
Organisation (Workers' Voice) UK, and Revue

Communiste - France).
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the 1st World War and the
Working Class In Britain

Social Democracy,

ForMandsts the l st WorldWarmarks a watershed
in capitalism's history. Unlike previous wars this
war encompassed the entire globe. It was a direct
outcome of the imperialist rivalry amongst the
'greatPowers' - a rivalry which was not simply the
result of bellicose policies on the part of panicular
governments but an inevitable consequence of the
process of capital accumulation. By the beginning
of the 20th century the concentration and
centralisation of capital had reached monopoly
proponions and the'p urely' economic competition
between firms inside national boundaries was
more and more becoming competition between
national capitals where the lines between
economic, political and military interests merged
into a single interest: the interest of the state.

In short, as I-enin was the first to point out,
capitalism had reached a new stage in its
pev.elo-ppent from which there could be no going
back. With its economic laws now operating on a
world scale the system's cyclical crises could no
longer be resolved by the old means of
bankruptcies, shut-downs and take-overs.
Henceforward a much more massive devaluation
of c ap ital would be requ ired; th e ki nd of dev al u ation
that can only come with the wholesale destnrction
and rundown of constant capital associated with
modern warfare.

For the working class too the lst World War also
marks a watershed. For those who had eyes to see
it proved the impossibility of capitalism being
peacefully and gradually transformed into
socialism. The absurdity of the idea that the same
expansionary forces which had led to capitalist
imperialism would go on to push capital towards
some sort of centralised world system where war
was a thing of the past was staring the workers'
movement in the face. Few chose to face up to
this. On the contrary, when war finally broke out
in l9l4 the Znd Iriternational coilafsed as the
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majority of its affiliated parties abandoned any
pretence at proletarian internationalism. In truth
though, despite its pledges to wage "wir on war"
in the run up to L9I4, the Znd International had
never been able to reach agreement on what the
international working class should do in the
increasingly likely event of an inter-imperialist
war.

Imperialist war and
the 2nd International

Only a minority - associated with the figures of
Lenin and Luxemburg - actually regarded such a
war as an opporrunity for the working class to
overthrow capital. In L907 for example, they had
managed to get a further paragraph added to the
resolution on war adopted by the International
Socialist Congress which met at Stuttgart. It read
as follows:

In case war slnuldbreak out anyway, it is their
(the working cla.rs') duty to intervene infavour
of its speedy termination and with all their
poygrs to utilise the economic and political
crisis created by the war to rouse the masses
and thereby to hasten the downfall of capitalist
class rule.f

Yet, as the opening words of this sentence imply,
the majority of the Znd International were not
seriou sly con siderin g the po s sibility of w ar ac tually
happening, much less the possibility of the workin g
class seizing the opportunity to "hasten the downfall
of capitalist class ruIe". A predominant aspect of
social democratic thinking was the belief that the
democrati sin g of exi stin g society would inevitably
lead to the proletariat gaining political power
(since it was assumed that the working class
would be the majority in an advanced capitalist
society) and thereby to socialism. The advent of
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socialism was seen as the logical follow-up to the
democratic revolution. Andlnside the stronghold
of social democracy, the German S6cial
Democratic Pany (SPD), this was a 'revolution'
which an increasing number of social democrats
assumed would come via the ballot box. This,
deslite the fundamentally undemocratic system
of Germany under the Kaiser. In fact theie was
compelling evidence that sooner or later those
holdingpolitical power in Germany would have to
take account of the electoral strength of the working
class - or else go under. By lg|z the spD could
boast that it had 110 seats out of 397 in the
Reichstag - the result of 4.5 million votes at the
polls. Butitis one thing forcapital tobepressurised
into conceding political refo-rms it is another for
the working class itself to take hold of political
power and overthrow capitalism altogetlier.

Yet what today seems glaringly obvious was not
so ?pparent to those who lived under autocratic
regimes such as Wilhelmine Germany or, even
worse, Tsarist Russia. The institution of bourgeois
democracy -- some sort of parliamentary system
with possibly a consritutional monarchi - would
have involved a revolution in the political make-
gp of these states. whilst such a ievolution was
inconceivable in Russia without the forcible
overthrow of the Tsar, in more capitalistically
advanced Germany the peaceful transformatioir
of the capitalist state came to be seen as a distinct
pgsibjliqy Fy the 'revisionist' right wing of the
S PD . S trictl y speakin g thi s did nor-involvJa direc t
split between reformists and revolutionaries, at
any -ratg from the standpoint of the proletarian
revolution. The issue at stake was the bourgeois
democratic-, not the socialist revolution. Kautsky,
for examp!e,__d!d not suppose that the politic-al
systep--of Wilhelmine - Germany could be
peacefully transformed and in this sense he was an
anti-revisionist. Yet he came to theorise that the
centripe-t-al forces of international capital would
eventually lead to a 'supra-imperialisl' capitalist
world where wars *oirtd be unnecessury uno
which would furnish the basis for inrernational
socialism. By implication of course international
socialism would be instituted piecemeal and
peaclbly, but the full import of this was nor clear.
For the present - that is until 1914, the distinction
between the long-terrn maximum programme
(social-ism) qnd the minimum programme
(immediate reforms) enabled social democrars ro
hold on to the illusion that revisionists, reformists
and revolutionaries alike were all working for the
same ultimate goal.

Illusion it was Sopgh; qn illusion fostered by the
qpparent unanimity of the forces of the- Znd
Internation al again s t war and their very re al abi ti ty
to mobilise workers in anti-war demonstrationi.
During the first Balkan War ( 19 lZ) the
International Socialist Bureau (ISB) issued an

anti-war manifesto which recognised that "the
Balkan conflict can at any time become a general
conflict" and appeqled tothe proletariat of Europe
to "take agtign-against war and against the sprehd
of the Balkan conflict ... with its whole
organisational might, with mass action." Even
before the manifesto was published on 29th
October, I 9 lzthere were masiive demonstrations
in Germany. on 20th october 150,000 workers
had demonstrated in Berlin alone and mass
demonstrations spread throughout Europe. on
lTthNovember - following the request of ttre SPD
- large-scale protgsts were organised in all European
capitals where there were panies affiliated to the
International.

on this occasion representatives of variotn
socialist parties, JaurCs an"d Renner in Berlin,
M acD o nald, v anden elde and s c he idemann i n
lqris, spoke up andwarned governments tlnt
'thq slnll not set Europe ablaze withimpuniry'
...f nPri-Saint-Genais ncarParis over I00,M0
pgople demonstrated. 'We Are not powerless',
the whole socialist press sai d agaii and again,
'because the rulers will not wage war if they
realise tlnt the people do not want *ar: , r

Ag uin [t!i s b ac k grou nd an e xrraondinary Con gre s s
of the ISB was held at Basle. In the woids ofJean
I-ongget (French right-wing Socialist), it was
intended to be "a powerful d-emonstration of the
unity of the socia-list movement in the anti-war
s-truggle, a harmonious expression of the power of
the International". Yet, iiespite the rheforic and
heady atmosphere generated- at Basle, the social
democrats were further away than ever from
agreeilg a concrete strategy in the event of war
actually breaEing out. - The overwhelming
eqphasis at the Basle Congress was the preyention
of war by__putting pressure on governments.
Alexandra Kollontai (then a Menshevik) recorded
her impressions of the Congress in a letter,

o ne fglt the nee d to fri g hten Europe, to threaten
it with the 'red spectr-e' , revolutfon, in case the
governments should risk a war. And standing
on the table which served as a platforrn I dia
threaten Europe ... It was tremeidotts, yolt
know, the protest of the peoples against war,
and J aur c' s morv e IIo us v o i c e, a nd t he w o nde rfitl
and hoary headof my belovedKeir Hardie, and
t\t great organ, an-d the revolutionary songs,
the meetings ...! am still dizzy with ait t have
lived through...3

Not. only did the majority regard the prospect of
proletarian revolution as a means of 

-thredtening

governments rather than something to be directly
workedfor, atBasle the ISB resolved to step up qe
anti-war -cappaign by "ever more energetic
propaganda, by ever firmerprotests" which would
be extended to include the miAdle class andpacifists
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in general alongside the working class. In other
words, working class action against war was to be
limited to demonstrations and turned into a populist
movement. Any notion that imperialist war was
intrinsic to capitalism was quietly rejected. The
establishment of a peaceful capitalism via
disarmament, not socialism via revolution was
now the International's express aim. Accordingly
the IS B rejec ted out of hand Luxemburg' s proposed
amendment on mass action to the draft Basle
Manifesto. This read as follows:

T hi s a c t i o n mus t b e s t r e n g t ltc ne d i n fo rm an"d i n
intensiry as the threat of war increases so thnt
in the event of the ultimnte calamiry ft can
culminate in decisiv e

in terms of the betrayal of socialism by the leaders
of Social Democracy. Clearly this has more than
a little bearing on the situation in Germany where
thousands of youngrecnrits wentoff to war singing
social democratic songs, having been assured by
the SPD leadership that this was a warof legitimate
national defence against attack from the bAte noir
of the International, reactionary Russian Tsarism.

In Britain however the Labour Party, as distinct
for the Independent Labour Party (ILP), was
composed largely of trade unionists who generally
made no claim at all to be socialist or else Fabians
who rejected outright the idea of proletarian
revolution and supposed that socialism had

something to do with the extension
revotutionary rru$s action.a afu rutinp. cQssu' fear 3:#1ri"!:?r*:#lilt:lr'lT3]

Similarly, opposition by of a prolztarinn themanristconceptibnofsocialism
Pannekoe't, naO6t5 and Lensch ieAo\utiOn AS tfu, Seque[ coming about'through class

1",'$'-,trifif,"'jl"',: #jf,?il€ i/ i *iw ii,
went unheard, as did ittiii irorte[ to 6e a rea[ nngiis, u"teapoiitically as the tail

trfiT;?f illfJHfi,T':P;'qyyy:'f liy'' il'S:*ik*'ffi[Hi'1e*?*']r
hisarm was ritoi'ian. Although l'b&sl4 

sJvlfunqesto, (Communist Manifesto) never
the ISB continued o calf. for 19121 enteredtheirheads.
socialists to organise meetings
and demonsnations right up to Amongstthisworkingclasswhich
the beginning of the war, once this policy of "think about politics in general the same as the
threatehing governments with revolution had bourgeois think" @ngels, 1882) there was no
inevitably- failed and war finally broke out, shortageofcannonfodderforBritishimperialism.
nationaliim proved to be the strongest sentiment Only five weeks into the lst World War 17_5,000
within the ranks of social democracy. men had responded to Kitchener's famous Call to

Arms. In all the voluntary system lasted until the
Whenthewarfinallydidbegin,amongstthesocial end of l9l5 and bnought in2.5 million recruits.
democratic parliamentary iepresentatives of the The majority were working class and many left
belligerent 

-countries only ihe Serbians voted relativelywell-paidjobstogotothewarfront. In
againstwarcreditswhileinRussiatheMenshevik the coal indusury, forexample,
and Bolshevik deputies (to Lenin's anger)
abstained. As Schorske has put it for German ...l9I,IT0tradeunionists,almostafifthofthe
Social Democracy: totallabourforce, hadjoincdtlw armedforces

by Febrwry 1915.6
The slogan 'To this system, tn man and rn
penny' was finally abandonedfor the slogan Intheearlydays,atanyrate,therewasundoubtedly
which had competed with it since 1907 : ' I n the popular enthusiasm for war, an enthusiasm which
lnur of dangerwe slwll rntleave the Fatlurland was encouraged by trade union andlabourleaders
in the lurch.'S who not only agreed to suspend the class struggle

during the war but encouraged workers to risk
In France, Guesde and in Belgium, Vandervelde - sacrificing their lives by urging them "to rise to the
leader of the Socialist Pany and President of the national srisis".
ISB - joined capitalist war cabinets soon after the
war began. La-bour stalwarts, Arthur Henderson The widespread support for the war amongst ttre
andJ.H. ThomasinBritainjoinedlloyd-George's workingclasscannotbeexplained simplyinterms
Cabinet in May 1915. of a desire for advennne and a change from the

monotony of work and life at home. Nor is
Imperialist War and unemploi'ment a.sStisfactory answer.. Working

the British working crass :lx'-"'"?H""'##$il:::wr;tdrJ,"::if#$:
male population of prime mititary age (20-35)

Revolutionary Mamists have tended to explain YgUgty.rgspolSng to appe.als it9 hglp ygur

,r,"rr*ortft.iuiJiupponiortr,, riiwoir.6lwur country at this critical moment", it is clear that
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patriotiFvaluespervadedtheBritishworkingclass was a conception which had its roots in radicat
as much as the rest of society. - democracyairdinBritain,inanevenearlierperiod

And.patriotism was part orimperiarist ideorogy: if"ffit#;i:;n:l3triffi'[yffffilifis*A#
an ideology which,.as lrnin l_qter^ppt it, "alio paniotisminsidetheworkingclass.
penetrates the working class. No Chinese Wall
separates it from the other classes". (lmperialism, It was a nadition which reached back before the
Tle Highgst stage of Capitalism.) Today this may FrenchRevolutionandincorporatedpopulistmyths
aPpgar obvious. It_was not so such as ttre iiberty rinjoyed by theobviousinAugust,lgl4.Inthe English people in S-aion ti-rnes,
firstplace,despiteLenin's use Inweria[bt ileo[oau uniler"G'ood'KingAlfred"before
of the "workers have no '-:;:r^--' --'-ItJ the imposition o:f the "Norman
iattreirano' J;fii;"-ph;ri;; also perutrates tlle
!h" berray-af .or -th-e ,2nd uorklnq cfass. No ir"*'Lru1t:ffi9'"ttu::H.?:3
H:"#'"tr#h J3i"T'lltit?i cfrtyut watt s eiaratu FJ"Hg3'tffi#T:iT?ili#l
patrioticprinciplewithin Social ltJtfofiL th9, Ott&f onwards. By tfie 18th century the
Democracy. Ifanything- tl"13r- cfAssu. [LeninJ radicalJatriot would .prob-ablyassumed that theinterests of the havedefihedhimseHasat'freeborir
working clgs.s represented the
interests of the nation (i.e. in the sense of the
majority of the 'people'), tro matter that 'the
nation' was increasingly identifying itself with the
iryperialist state. Thus, Rosa Luiemburg could
still couch her attack on the German Social
Democrats' failure to oppose the war in terms of
their "desertion of the falherland".

Yes, Socialisrs should defend their country in
g_reat historical crises ... the highest duty of the
Social Democracy toward-its fatherland
demanded that it expose the real background of
this imperialist war, that it rend the net of
imperialist and diplomatic lies that covers the
qes 9f the people. It wos their duty to speak
lgudly and clearly, to proclaim to the peoile of
Germany that in this war victory and ilefeat
would be eqwlly fatal, to oppose the gagging
of thefatherland by a state of siege, to-demand
that the people alone decide onwar and peace,
to demand a pernutnent sessio n of Parliament
for the period of the war, to assurne awatchful
control over the government by parliament,
and over parliament by the people, to demand
the immediate removal of all political
inequalities, since only a free people can
adeqwtely govern its country, andfinally, to
oppose to the imperialist war, based as it was
upon the most reactionary forces in Europe,
t he p r o g r amme of M arx, of E n g e I s arld l-as s al le .

Tlnt was the flag tlnt should have waved
over the country. T"tnt would have been truly
national, truly free, in harmony with the best
traditions of Germany and the international
class poliq of the proletariat.T

Here in a nutshell is the Social Democratic
cgngeption of internationalism: a coming rogether
of distinct nations or peoples, not the ov-ercoming
of nationalist sentiments within the working clasi
through a common struggle against capital which
of necessiry extends beyond national frontiers. It

Engtishman" who had a
constitutional right to libeny; a right which was
being usurped by a corrupt and tyrannical
goyernment in favour of art. aristocracy which
hailed from abroad. As the century progressed
' p atriotism' became so much identified with-radical
oppgsition to government, especially extra-
parliapeltary opposition, that if was nb longer
regql4gd as a respectable attribute by ihe
establishment. In the 17 55 edition of Samuel
Johnson's dictionary, for example, a'patriot' is
described as "One whoserulingpassionis the love
of his counuy". Twenty yearsbh, after mounting
calls for a radical reform led by figures such ai
John Canwright (who wrote a pamphlet whose
demands prefigured those of the Chanists), this
definition-was ieplaced by the famous aphorism
that l'putriotism is the last refuge of a scoundrel".
- A 'scoundrel',pryrumably hing.someone who
took the struggle for a representative parliament
andagainst corrupt government to the populace as
a whole. By the time of the French Revolution
there was a $riving radical movement ready to
absorb Paine's ideas on the Rights of Man and the
Revolution's notions of democratic government.
The freeborn Englishman merge-d with the
bgrgeois democrat in a popular movement for
radical parliamentary reform. The artisans and
wage labourers who were at its head articulated
qheil political aims through Corresponding
Societies and clubs like the Manchester PatriotiE
Society, comprising "mechaniks of the lowest
class". The calls for the restoration of 'Ancient
Libenies" ryingled with declarations about being
'Citizens of the World". This particular blend oT
Engfish radical democratic patriotism survived in
workin g c las s poli tic al life throu gh until Chani sm,
when:

Once again there were Patriotic Societies and
P atriotic newspapers . C hartist leaders ,
p ar ti c ul ar ly if t hey lnd s uffe r e d imp r i s o nme nt,
were the " distinguishedpatriots" ,- " the noble-
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minded patriots" , the " liberated patriots"
(McDouall and Collins), "one of the greatest
patriots the world ever sew" (O' Connor),
-" 

one of the most unflinching patriots of the
world" (Fletcher) or simply the "PATRIOT
LOVETT'"8

Yet it was a concept which never belonged
exclusively to the radical democrats and which
was always ambiguous. The 'true patriot' was
just as lik6ly to invbke images of the Roast Beef of
Old England (which tune was played at the
Manchester dinner to celebrate the release of
imprisoned Chanists McDouall and Collins) as
the internationalism espoused by Harney and the
Fraternal Democrats. Both sets of imagery could
and were absorbed by the existing Pafiies of the
political establishment as part of the process of
undermining the threatening aspects of the radical
movement. Liberalism, for instance , took over the
old working class internationalism with its
campaigns against autocracy and tyrannical
government abroad. The Tories, on the other
hand, skilfully used the sort of patriotism espoused
by Cobbett or O'Connor as they peddled the
image of England as the home of freedom whose
benefits should be spread to less fortunate nations.
This notion of patriotism was easy to tie in with
John Bullish, 'little Englander' Toryism. Like all
historical processes the ideological undermining
of radicalism was not a clear cut affair but there
was a turning point somewhere in the 1870s when,
round about the same time as the Workmen's
Peace Association was entreating the Foreign
Office ,"... to use your utmost influnce in Favour
of Neutrality in the horriable War between Russia
& Turkey, and alsow agains any increased
expendeture on our armaments " ,e G. H.
MacDermott was launching what would become
known as the 'Jingo Song' round Britain's Music
Halls (by this time a potent source of Tory
propaganda). This became the most well-known
of a host of similarpatriotic songs which expressed
the Tories' pro-Turkish policy (i.e. the fear that
Russian might gain naval access to the
Mediterranean) in popular form. It ran as follows,

We don' t want to frght, but by iingo if we do,
We've got the ships, we've got the men, we've
got the money too.
We've fought the bear before, and while we' re
Britons true,
The Russians will not have Constantinople.to

Well before I9I4 patriotism had become
inextricably bound up with an imperialistic world
view which was by no means theexclusivepreserve
of jingoistic Toryism but which extended across
the political lpggtrum and throughout society.
Already, in 1881 Lord Roseberry was countering
the Liberals' traditional antipathy to imperial
aggrandisement by redefinining'imperialism' as

'patriotism'. ("f mean the greater pride in Empile
wtrictr is called Imperialism, a largerpatriotism.")
During the 1895 election campaign, RoqeQeny
declarEd himself a 'Liberal Imperialist', defined
AS:

First,the mainter'ronce of the Empire; secondly,
the opening of new ereas for our surplus
population; thirdly, the suppressionof the slave
trade ; fourthly, the development of missionary
enterprise; and fifthly, the developmgnt of our
commerce, whiih so often needs it.It

Whether cast in terrns of militaristic territorial
expansion or the reluctant shouldering of the white
man's burde tr, the Empire had come to be regarded
as almost an intrinsid part of Britain. By l9l4
patriotism and imperialism were interdependqqt.
A new ideological consensus had been forged in
response to th-e changing international economic
ancl political context in which Britain and her
Empire. found itself. Increasingly capitalist
competition was becoming rivalry between states.
Imperialist ideology was notjust about hanging on
to or even extending Britain's existing overseas
possessions but, as with all the other 'Great
PowerS', involved identification of the nation with
the interests of the state. In the early years of the
twentieth century this dominant ideology came
more and more to be asociated with Empire loyalty.
It was not just about patriotism but involved
militarisffi, the cult of royalty and national heroes,
and social Darwinism. After the Boer War in
particular imperialist ideology became bound up
with statism and national efficiency: the need for
a strong economy to combat foreign commercial
and industrial competition; the need for a strong
army and navy to combat the growing military
strength of rival states; and the need to reduce
infant mortality since the binh rate was now seen
as a matter of national importance. Children were
a "national asset", "the capital of a counbry" on

' whom "the future of the country and Empire"
depended. It was a world view many of whose
aspects were shared by Conservatives, Liberals,
Liberal Imperialists, Fabians, as well as a large
numberof trade unionists, Labourists and socialists.

By the late 19th century patriotism had become a
key aspect of the ideology of the imperialist state.
Ttre weight of that_ideology over the working class
was immense. Empire- propaganda permeated
almost every aspect of workers' lives - from the
school text 

-book 
to cigarette cards and imperial

exhibitions which linked British capitalism's
success to imperialism; from the mass circulation
popular press to music hall turns and songs; from
ehildren's literature to everyday advertising and
commemorative knick-knacks. It was an ideology
that was sometimes unconsciously, but often
consciously propagated amongst the working class
as an antidote toclass conflict: a worldview which
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f:y_f*_lli!Y_ 9f,9" 'national interest' and where World War when, as Challinor argues, "Industrial
rnclrvrduals, not classes stood in equal relationship strife at times verged on civil waf,'. Flowever, the
to each other and the state. The 6ase with which working class poiitiiut pr"r, associated withihat
*t:*lilg-tlassideologywal transmittedthrou-gh strif.e rEmai"et-i matfinat ;fi-i;?ilta;y
the bulk of the working class is undoubtedly realityforthemajoriryoTworkers. TheSyn6iiitist
linked to the developmeni of a commercial,-mas's ,_lolrlxarnpte, ;g[G;J;;fihit iit 

",rrrir" 

.r
]{T,t: :PltlPfS qtg"e:s.1nore complicated than 20?000.at it-s [eigtrt_i;19t f i f- .-ry-i-- ui"slmply the 'bnbery' of the yPper strata of th.e daily. circulation of the commercial press. In
:"o1g1g^:lass_with some of th6 material rewards keepingwittrttreiremflh"rit-on-inOuitriu'ti-tn ggi",of imperialis.ry. The consolidation of the a bioaiier anti-imperialism was not centrai" to
bourgeoisie's ideological hold over the working syndicalist propaginda, although anti--ititaris-classthroughtheeradicationand ^ ias. 'Amon[st 

sociarisii-inreplacement of relatively - general fe* si* a contradiction
au-tonomouselementsolryrylt: afie ifea"s of tfiz rufiW ffi;;;;;,;pportingthe'naiionar

t?*ffll'liliyJflsi:'fr311'g';;ii ii ;,,,u,sf, ilfita*?f,*'f.i"fil?',ilTi1n'i
advance. Rather, the i-atter the rulinn ideas ... caseoftheBi;;tf;tdJffi;lh;i.
stemmed from the
maintain nloriiffi?rs|o# [MartJ " Meruie Englancls- 

""d -ih"
p_1"_gTi,ts._ror, ever-wide"r . _ l/i9i:j.t#$Jltffrg'':{"!:r;
markets. Betbre the mass market came into being supported British Imperialism. Sociatisis tik'"
themoreautonomousaspectsof thepopgfarhadt6 nalrirsayMacil;na;idiiilH-air(u"Uriri*y
5^tll?:d:"YP1ed-orabSorbedandred^efne{. for wlro regardea itt"tnrir"cind were'regardedby
example, the launch of the first mass circulation othersalanti-imperialist,fettintin;;thiltltG"i.
newspaper, t-hS-PQQ.M!il (which reached a ofworldwar.Nitionwasnotronut"Uigu""ifi"t
circulation-of 700,000.in fogl yeaTl) ,in 1896 was beforeclass lf"teiii-Ai"-, forinstanEJ;th;'d;only possible -once the old- radical press had who supposedfy died of 

" 
Ui.rt"n heart as a result

disappeared or been marginalised. or the iit woita war-;d ;lt b;-J;yr-;ft.;
Afterthedefeatofchartismthiswasaccomplished ffi'ilirifl3;1"i"1 "l;';xtff r*,T"f;:"ffi:1ti?not so much by state repression but by the aSolition constitients:
ot stamp duty and allowing free reign to the
establishmentofacommerciilcapitahslpress. In Anationatwarmustbeunited...withtheboom
the 1850s more Derceptiv-e-repres^entativ^es of the of the tiniiit i*t iiinin earshot the ladscapitalist class,.sluch ai vrlnli-c-ius;; ti"rid;i in-i-niii {"ir"iiin'ii'ftsht thcir country,softheAssociationfortheRepealoftheTaxeson battles mist nbt Ue aii"nia;;;:t;";;";;y
Knowledge, had realised thai, discotrdait noti i i;^;:

... a c.hgap press 
17 1!1 ng(1.d men 9f go.od. Similarly, MacDondd's pacifism did not prevent

rytoral-c.laracter,ofrespectabili$,anao|cfuitat him fro6'offering hir r!'*ir"r to his counbry or
t:".y!dpjy:th!":l tle.ryygrofga.intltgaicess from recommenoTnglfi;i ti;";;rlffi; .;fiJ i;
Dy newspapers, by Jaithtul record of,the facts, their duty:
to the minds of the working classei.'

Free lpeech, oneof the pillars ofpopularradicalism,
was thus one of the we^apo!! taken up and used by
capital to eradicate it. The commercial ana
political interests of capital complemented and
reinforced each other. This, notjusi with regirrd to
the establishment of a popular clpitalist pre-ss, but
to virtually every aspect of what was to become
the 'leisure and ent-ertainments industry'. The
result was a culture organised by capitai for the
Iot\ing class. with this came capiral rs imperialist
ideology as an intrinsic aspect oT it.

This is notlo dgny that there was implicit antiparhy
towards the imperialist state b-ased on class
solidarity from a minority of politicised workers.
Nor does it mean that workers in general were
prepiled to foresake their immedlate material
interests in the years immediately before the l st

Should an opportunity arise to enable me to
appeal to the pure love of country which I
know is a precious sentimbnt in al[ our hearts,
ke.gning it clear of thought which I believe to be
alien to real palyiotism - I shall gladly take that
opportlnlty. If need be I shAu make it for
rylsslf. I want the serious men of the Trade
U nio n, t he B r o t lrc r In o d, and s imi I ai' mov eme nt s
to face thgir 4r!ty. To such men it is enough to
say 'England lns need of you' . 14

Compare this tolenin whose firstpublic utterance
on the war (made in Switzerland to a group of
Bolsheviks in Seprember, lgr4 shortly lftei his
extradition from Austria) was to cond-emn "The
Ett?val^of Socialism by a majority of the leaders
of the Znd Inrernational (1899-igl4) [which]
s.rgnifies an. ideglqgiqal and political cirllapse oi
the International."r5 Far frorir collaboratin! with
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governments and bosses to ensure social peace,
the task of revolutionaries was to work for the
continuation of the class struggle during the war.
Inevitably this would mean coming up against the
state but if this involved the mass of the working
class a civil war situation would be created - i.e. a
potential revolutionary struggle between the
working class and the capitalist class. Clearly
such a tactic meant that revolutionaries must be
prepared to adopt illegal methods of work. An
important part of this work would be in the armed
forces where revolutionaries must advocate, not
pacifism and disarmament, but the turning of
soldiers' and sailors' weapons against their
immediate class enemy.

The slogans of Social-Democracy mtnt now
be: First, an all-embracing propaganda of the
Socialist revolution, to be extended also to the
army and the area of military activities;
e mp has i s t o b e p I ac e d o n t lrc ne c e ss iry of tur ni n g
the weapons, not against the brother wage
slaves of other countries, but against the
reaction of the bourgeois governments and
parties in each countr! i recognition of the-urgent 

necessity of organising illegal nuclei
and groups in the armies of all nations to
conduct such propaganda in all langunges; a
merciless struggle against the chauvinism and
patriotism of the philistines and Qgurgeoisie of
aII countries without exception.Io

It was these principles and tactics which were
behind the concept of revolutionary defeatism
adopted by .ttt.t Bolshevik Party and later
incorporated into the programme of the
Zimmerwald Left. They formed the only coherent
basis for revolutionary opposition to the war.

The Response of Socialists in Britain

The split which occurred within Continental S ocial
Democracy over the issue of suppon for the war
only had a faint echo in the British socialist
movement. For the Labour Pany as a whole,
which made no claim to be socialist - and which
had only been admitted to the International in
1908 by means of a special resolution - there was
never any question of whether ornot to oppose the
war. Anj'debate which did occur therefoie tended
to be outof the main frame of the labourmovement
andreserved for the meeting rooms of the socialist
sects, out of earshot of the majority of workers.
Even worse than their political isolation though,
was the muddle-headedness of the majority of
British socialists, brought up in theirown peculiar
Lib-Lab radical tradition and for the most part
without even a token adherence to Mamism or the
necessity for the political overthrow of capitalism.
In short, the ingrained nationalism and reformist
mentality of the majority of the British left ensured

that issues such as the nature of the war and the
possibility of a class stnrggle against it for the
most part escaped them.

The Independent Labour Party

There was thus no talk inside the Labour Pany
proper about "betrayal of the elementary truth of
Socialism expressed long ago in the Communist
Mantftsto, that the workers have no fatherland"
(Irnin). However, the ILP had been part of the
Znd International sine its early days and its
representative at the 1910 Congress of the ISB,
Keir Hardie, had been in favour of a general strike
as the best way to "prevent and hinder wa^r".16

What then was the ILP's official response to the
war? - Basically a middle of the road, pacifist one.
It was in favoui of a negotiated peace and on 1 lth
August, 1914 the Party's National Council issued
the-following anti-war statement which is clearly
couched in national, not class terms.

Our nationaliry and independenc€, which are
dear to us, we are ready to defend: but we
cannot rejoice in the organised murder of tens
of thowands of workers of other lands who go
to kill and be killed at the commllnd of rulers to
whom the people are as pawns.tT

In practice, though, even this mild anti-war
statement was not complied with by many ILP
leaders. Out of seventeen ILP councillors in
Glasgow only two opposed the war in l9l4,while
nvelve ILP MPs had signed adeclaration in defence
of the war by Octobeil5th.rs By Februtr!,1915
the ILP had organised a Congress of socialists
from the Entente powers (to which the Bolsheviks
were not invited) where it agreed to resolutions
describing the war as a war of 'liberation'. The
inconsistency of this position does not appear to
have struck ILPers like MacDonald, Glasier and
Snowden who continued to propagandise against
the innoduction of conscription while the Labour
Leader published sympathetic reports on the
fraternisation of troops inJanu&r/, 1915. Clearly
the Party was confused and it is untrue to say that
it "had not supported the war" or even that it was
"unashamedlt pacifist". I e

Moreover, the pacifism which did exist within the
ILP could not provide the framework for
developing a revolutionary defeatist position. The
ILP did not regard the quest for peace as anything
to do with socialist 

-revolution and had no
conception of utilising the wartime crisis to develop
the class struggle at home. For the ILP to have
done this would have necessitated a break with its
loyalty to the British state. This it was far from
doing. Despite the anti-war sentiments and anti-
militarist propaganda made by some of its
members, this was made in the tradition of the
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'freeborn, Englishman' and the old radicalism IntheearlydaysofthewarHyndmanspokeonone
rather than the _standpoint of proletarian of the three anti-war platfSrms at tfie anti-war
internationalism.r Thus.Illers j-oined with demonstration in Trafigar Square organised by
Liberals in December,lgl4 to formihe Union of the British section-oftttETsgl-NJ"ififiidts, by
Democratic Control which aimed to secure a 13th August he was tnriting in tusiiii--iha
ry_g,ot*t* peace and open diplomacy on the part "everybdy must eagerly de-sire tnJ aereai or
ot the tsnusLggvernment. In the Geinairy". A month later thesamemonthllPersalsohelpedto party eiecutive (which nowform the No (
FederationwrricrL,rle?h:::l,t *, It-is somztimcs t4ry:{. l#;l11*rTiTs"['stffiH
dirt not np"."ni.tii9^iltgoauiiici'i agairlst tfr"e, ILe tfiat it Jlir'ii ri" since,
of conscription in 1916. FAS neAer fOrmu{nte[ 

-------e ---

At the same time the rlp lEr4ory'of sociafism. ;;Yrmff:,"f'f,:r("#rff3
maintaineditsLabolrPanylinks l1fiat is {flic, afld are'tnriaiiieri iiy-priiiah(for example, send
io tr,JGr;-oit#it"tf,:ffi: tfrrein tics i* strenstfi. Y:i::;'i:':#f#;l,K#{,f!:!,
in iglo);d often worked *itttii lrcir ,{ar[it] ofttuwarnasuccessfntissue?2
on various committees set up by
the Government. In short,-it was an umbrella This was followed by a manifesto advising party
,"jgTil1!9n onlycapa,ble^of spreadingconfusion. members to taki 

-i;ii;--l[; c";;fr|;;"
what's more, unlike the SPD or the PSI in Italy, recruiunentcampaignwhichevoked protestirom
there was no .organise$-minoriqy striving foi severallonAonffafiitriJriano-F6fi;dh;;;
revoluuonary clarity which could have split-from in Scotland, where John MaClean *as a mi-Uei.the social democratic framework- of the Yetalthoughthisfurttrerrerialedthee*teniofftorganisation. BSP's aisuiiityii wail;th; sienal iori aC"ili"i

stand against national defencisit bv the maioritv.
The British Socialist Partv Instead,theoldfactionalskirmishe-sforconholof" the Party's executive organs began again.

UnlikethelLP,theBritishSocialistpany(Bqp), 
John Macleanrs Standwith its origins in the Social Democratic f'eatiation,

claimed to have a Marxist basis. However, thii
ladnotqreventedHyngmanand_otherSDFleiders Only in Scotland did John Maclean and a few oft-toqtatcilg3nexpresslynationalistpostionduring ttre 

-nSp 
local branches oppose the executiveis

me boer war, resulting in- dissension within the line from .the start. On fTttr September, lgl4
gany ryhjch;was]gyer res^olved politr.cally. By the Maclean denoun""d ttt; ;;;r an ifievitabti relutt
ttme of the first BSP conference in May, 19 12 the of capitalist imperialism and *ent on:Hyndmanites found themselves in a ririnority on

lli"lSHl{;' :?' :" [,:,ff '# Ti' r,rY."l^ili, 
+ i;"":; :#;f::;, :i :ri;W E, k# :"1 #beginning' 
another. for g sordid world capitalism. The

Recognising tlwt the armies and navies of o-lYairy of the preselE.siuition..is surely
mode"rn cafittalkt stutes are mainta;;;"";rh apparentwhenwe see British socia-lis-ts Spii7
eryptoyed Snii ii ti[iiirriit 

"f 
iiiiiitiii{t outto.murderGermansociatistswithtlgobleCt

cttirxft ijiiiie's;tates; recosntstupfu;i;i7ha, oJ:'^hingKaiserismaldPrwsianmilitaism.

'o 
fa,- oi'ii;-;;;i;;; ;;;";;;;;f;;;' t;;;-;; r\g.9ntv reat enemv to KaiserisrnandPrwsian

noinin[io inooie betwie; Gtr^;;;ii'fiiiiin yilltgrism' I assert against the world, was and
imperiatisi aia- iggriitiin,'tir' ;;;;;;;; is,Germansocialdemocracy.I'etthepropenied
committee o,f thr-Eriiri 

-So-iirtiii iili 9!as.s,.qtd and young atitg,.go oJtt ind'defend

!::,:,",:;::f,:l';'fJ;:nix::ir*anda tir ';f':;"?;:;'"]:,r:'#'i2;{,trxr'ffi-#,ff^itr
something to defend, and weihall do il.23

BSP official policy at once made a U-turn and 'ca*e inio tin6-*iti, the resolutionJ of ffi ffi Maclean immediately began to pursue an
International. While the internationalists remained rnoep€ncent course ot propaganda agarnst the war
themajorityinthePartybytgt4itrrHv"atii*iiii 11:3:q"* but he remained aloof from the
were once more in *iit dr;f ;h;;;il;ii"ffiiil fptosition's anempts to oust.the.w.armongercls
ir,J,*ii.r i:";tfi eiii;;fit'; ili;,d;;'lli; lg[i5:ffi1il"!'m,",*:#H"'f,'*ffi,tT$il#f,warremainedunresorved 

#r;l#'ti#*i[i?*'1i#:ii"i:'fi::t
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organisation. Maclean was a teacher who placed
great emphasis on Man<ist education classes as a
means of developing the class consciousness of
workers on an individual basis. His ideas of how
the working class as a whole would become
revolutionary were vague however and he placed
little importance on the creation of a
progrurmmatic ally coherent and u nifi ed party whic h
could give a clear political and organisational lead
to workers.

One l-plication of Maclean's views on
organisation, or rather lack of them, was that he
made little attempt to argue his case inside the
Pany. He had no intention of leading a national
split fto1n the BSP to create an alternative
otganisation firmly based on opposition to the
war. Unlike lrnin and other revolutionaries like
Gorter and Pannekoek, Maclean did not see that an
ideological break with national defencism implied
an eventual organisational split with social
democracy. By the end of lgl4l-enin was already
writing that:

Internationalism consists in coming together
(first ideologi,ga.lly, then in due time also
or g anis atio nally ) of p e op le w ln, in the s e grqv e
days, are capable of defending Socialist
internntionalism in practice , i.e. to gather their
forces and " to be next in sh.ootin_g" at the
governmcnts andthe ruling classes of one'sown
'fatherland' ... because it is not an easy task, lt
must be done in company with tlwse wln only
wish to do it, who are not afraid of a complete
break with the chauvinisrs and with the
defenders of social clnuvinism.

... only through the poliq of amost decisive
break and rupture with the first current, with
all tlnse who are capable of ittsttfying the vot€
of appropriations., 'the defence of the
fatherland' , 'submission to martial law' , the
eagerness to use legal means only, t\e
renunciation of civil war. Only tlnse wln
follow such a poliq 4q in practice build a
s o c ialis t inter natio nal .'o

In the early years of the war Maclean did not share
this conception. He didn't find it necessa{y to
break from the BSP whose official mouthpiece,
Jwtice , supported the British Government's war
aims; whose right-wing attacked other members
as "acting under instnrctions from Berlin", who
attacked Maclean's own anti-war activities and
plotted and campaigned for the uurest of fellow-
BSPers who were opposed to the war. Like
Luxemburg, Maclean seems to have thought that
social democracy could be 'revolutionised' from
within. Also like Luxemburg, Maclean took the
view of the majority at the Zimmerwald and
Kienthal conferences i.e. for 'peace without
annexations' and not revolutionary defeatism.
Even so, his principled stand meant that by 1916

he was much closer to arevolutionary position and
the editorial in the first edition of Vanguard
presaging the founding declaration of the 3rd
International three years later.

Nothing but socialismwill do. This monstrous
war shows the doy of social pottering or reform
has passed ...we slnll oppose all nationalwars
cts we oppose this one. The only war worth
waging ts the class war,tlrc workers against the
wo/ld- exploiters, until we have obtained
indwtrial freedom.2s

In effect this was calling for the "defeat of one's
own government" bur without preparing the
working class for using the opportugity to
overthrow the system in the crisis that followed.
As we have said, Maclean had not reached this
conclusion in 1916 but he was to change his mind
when news of the Russian Revolution broke in
l9l7 . Meanwhile, th.o]rgh FeIe was no o.$anlsld
revolutionary opposition inside the BSP. The
majority conlinu-ed to vacillate between a position
sorirewhere to the ri ght of th e Zimmerw ald maj ority-
and outright national defencism. When Vangunrd
ceased puUtication in 1916 after the arest of
Maclean and his followers there was not even the
embryonic basis for the devgl_opment of a
revolitionary fraction insidethe BSP. Thip, despite
the exit of the Hyndmanites in June of that year.

The Socialist Labour PartY

With about two hundred members in 1914, the
Socialist Labour Pany (SLP) was much smaller
than the other socialist organisations. Like the
BSP it had its origins in the SDF from which it had
split in 1903 over the latter's increasing
opportunism. Like the BSP the SLP claimed a
Manist base for its politics &trd, at least during itq
early years, demanded much greater political
agfeement and understanding frdm its mbmbers.

A party which lns undertaken the wor$ of
reiolutionising sociery must be dominated not
only by a common purpose but also a common
plan of action. A ratolutionary socialist-parly
...mltstpresent not only the appearance but the
realiry of an intelligent disciplined uniry.26

Challinor has rather dubiously (given the SLP's
undoubted syndicalist- style aMication of broader
polltlcal 

. 
work in the strikes of munition and

engineering workers during and after the wq)
pointed to the similarity of outlook between the
Sl-p and the Bolsheviks on the role of the
revolutionary party. However, on the extent of
social democracy's opportunism in 19l4,the SLP
was more Bolshevik-than the Bolsheviks. Until
the outbreak of war Lenin had shared the view of
the SPD as the 'Jewel in the crown" of social
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democracy as a whole. As early as 1903, however,
the SLP saw the seeds of the SPD's downfall as a
revolutionary party in its success at the polls.
Commentinf oir Eiiner's explanation that thd SpD
had polled three million "re ublican, democratic,
socialist, anti-military voteS", the SLP retorted:

This hunping of opinionanddiversiry of interest
is to our mind the beginning of the uidoing of
Germansocialism ...lhe reiolutionary parry tn
Germany ... fed and nurtured- on 7ne
revolutionary tyqdltion, has become the ghost
o! its foryer self. The mere-mass gf coryslantly
increasing supporters at the polls is the m.ost
dangerous grgund tlnt a reiolutionary party
c an ac c ep t_. . . R e g ar de d, t he n, fr om t hi s p o i nt of
view, the German socialist party lns ciased to
be revolulonary and has becorne reformatory
...We in Englaryd of the Socialist Labour parry
mrnt learn the lesson of mere political succesi,
if vg desire in England there be formed a real
militant class cons ciow working class.27

Given this analysis, the SLP had no rrouble seeing
t!r"^ capirulation of social democracy to nationai
defencism as a direct consequence oirevisionism
nordid it share the centrist vi-ew of manv in the ILp
and BSP that the war could be ended by 'open'
diplomacy. The SLP saw the war as an inevitable
result of imperialist competition. The political
conclusions were drawn in The Socialist,

our attitude rs neither pro-German nor pro-
British, but anti-capitalist and all that it stands
forineuery country of theworld. The capitalist
class of all nations are our real enemiei, and it
is against them that we direct all our attacks.2'

The SLP yas apparenrly also amongst the small
number of revoldrionarils who in l gi+supponed
Lenin's view that a new International haci to be
formed.ze In Janu&r|, 191 5 The Socialrst's view
that the wir could open up a revolutionary situation
was in keeping with the rbsolution of the Left at the
1907 Stuttgan Congress.

As revolutionary socialisrs, we are bound to
nnke thg most ofwlntever opportunities present
themselyes for -garrying' our revolulionary
4riycipl.es into-effect, andthis war, involving ds
itdoes theworking class of the leading countVies
in Europe in cohmon dis;aster, mtry prove a
blessing iry disguise by providing them'with the
opportunity of throYing off thi yoke of their
common oppressor."

Clearly these views put the SLP ideologically in
the camp.of the revolutionary defeatists.-Theie is
some evidence too that the organisation took
practical s.teps-.to implement such-a policy whose
practical implication was not for-socillists to
conduct an idealistic campaign for workers to

refuse to serve in the uumy, butto agitate within the
armed forces. In November The Socialist claimed
the SLP had been disseminatine literature inside
several regiments and quoted an Internal document
which stated "we shall do all that can be done
towards stirring up insurrection in the &rrny."3l
However, qhere is also evidence to suggest thal the
SLP's position was not so clearcut as Challinor
would have us believe. It is certainly the case that
the Pq.,y rejggled qational defencism immediately
(the editor ofThe Socialist,John Muir was obligeil
to resign in 1914 for advocating such) but it's not
so clear whether the official -policy of "active
gppgqltion to the war" finally adopted at the April,
1915 Conference was one in line wittr revolutionary
defeatism or wirh the Centrists and pacifists whir
wanted a negotiated peace without annexations.
There was a differen-ce. As l-enin put it in his
report on the 1915 Ztmmerwald Conference,

... ifwe are really andfinnly convincedthat the
wal is creatini a rdvoluiionary situation in
Eurgpe, then iiis our bounden dury tu explain
to the masses the necessity of a revolution, to
appeal fgr-it, t9 create befitting organisations,
to speak fearlessly and in thZ most concrete
monner of tle vayious metlt^ods of struggle and
of its techniquc.tt

The SLP mgy not have been so clearsighted about
this as Challinor makes out but of all ihe socialist
organisations in Britain at the time it was
ideologically closest to the Bolsheviks. rn terms
9f capagity to influence masses of workers though
it was, like all the other socialist groups in Britai-n,
in the position of a sect with the-gredt wall of thd
Labour Party and the trade unions preventing
wider access to the minds of the working class. 

-

Some Concluding Remarks

As we said at the beginning of this article, the l st
World War marks ahistoriial watershed for both
capital and labour. As to why the majority of
workers in Britain saw no reason to oppose it, we
have to look further than the treach*t' of social
democratic political leaders. A sell-oit can only
occur when established principles are throwir
overboard. P*pite its relitionship with the ILp,
the Labour Partt did not stand for socialism. A;
paft of an alliance of trade unionists still engaged
in deals with the Liberals to prevent Tories-being
elected in working class c6nstituencies, most
Labourites were not interested in the formation of
a socialist party of any description. The reason for
this must be sought in the niaterial situation and
pre.cge historygf the British working class. Manr
tnd _Eng.qls had put down the "politi;al nullity of
l4r. English woikers" (Engels) to the relatively
ligl standard of living they enjoyed as a result of
British capital's dominati<in of the world market.
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The net result was that workers in general tended
to associate their own interests with those of the
imperialist state. In I 883 Engels said (in a letter to
ge^bet) that this situation would continue so long
as British capital's world monopoly remained.
Likewise, until there was a spontaneous movement
against falling living staniiards by the working
class which socialiits could get control of,
socialism would remain "a hotch-potch of confused
sects, remnants of the great movement of the
fofties, standing behind them, and nothing-more".
33 However, Engels did not rcckon on the Labour
Party, that peculiarly British form of reformism
whoie exist6nce pre--empted the formation of an
independent wor[ingclass party with a substantial
working class base.:

Given the 2nd International' s collapse in I 9 1 4 and
the fact that revolutionaries today-are not part of
a mass 'socialist' movement but isolated from the
bulk of the working class, whichever country they
happen to find thdmselves in, it might be asked
wfidt bearing the absence of a clear-cut social
democratic plrioA in British working class history
has for us ttilay. In a general sense of course it's
true that revolitionairEs today are all in the same

beleasured boat, waiting forachangein the tideof
worklng class passivityin the face of capitalism's
econoniic cri sii. Howdver, each' national' section
of the global working class has its own historical
leeacyl Thatlegacy in nritain is aParty which has

niuef done any-thing other than {efend the wider
interests of the gridlh state as it followed the coat
tails of the avowedly capitalist parties (first Liberal'
then Tory). Yet it has inanaged to define itself as

the legitimate' labour movement', outside of which
Itiiii"u* 

""ty 
sects. Labour's failure to act in the

interests of those who work for a wage is not new:
it is iust more obvious today. Today Labourism
and ihe narrow-minded tracle unionism that goes

*itt it are still barriers to workers in Britain
reaching aclearerview of where theirreal interests
lie. Thiiwas a hundred times more the case during
the time of the 1 st World War and the revolutionary
uoheavals which came in its wake. This is notjust
bbcause the Labour party could appear to be
somethin g it w asn' t as a re-sult of its umbrella-like
inclusion-of 'socialists' like the ILP but because
theverv absence of amass social democratic party
in Britlain meant that the political issues which
were discussed in front of tlie whole working class
elsewhere were simply not an issue for Labour,
and as often as not thai included the ILP as well-
This is not insignificant The absence of wider
political debate helped to reinforce Labourism
'ana tne low level of iolitical awareness in general
amongst the working class in Rritain. .Though
revohitionaries werellways a minority in all the
imoortant debates inside the International: on
whither socialism could be achieved gradually
and whether they could justifiably enter capitalist
governments; on the difference between mass
political strikes andtrades unionism; on the nature

of a revolutionary working -class political
orsanisation; on tha question of how to oppose
imierialist war itself;-at least these issues were
repbrted and discussed in front of a wide working
cliss audience. Not so in Britain where, as we
have said, would-be revolutionary political
fi:actions were left in the position of sects. Elements
from these socialist s-ects did respond to the
workers' movement which rose as the material
hardships of war increased, and when the example
set by 

-the 
Russian Revolution inspired even

work6rs in Britain to look beyond Labour, leadin g

eventuallv to the formation of the Communist
Partv of Great Britain. Yet Labour remained the
'woikers'Dartv'in the minds of the majority of the
British working class while the relatively tiLtV

Communist Paity became an lppa.rently easily
adaotable mouthbiece of the Comintern as the
couhter-reuolution took hold in Russia. It is
striking too how that Party !oo! uP- fgain the
banner'of popular radicalisin in the Thirties and
Forties wtritst the Communist Party Historians'
Group led bv Dona Torr and comprising people-

fike ehristofrher Hill produced a whole host of
works undei the heading of 'people's history',
'our history', 'the commbn pebple' to reinforce
the idea thit the class struggie is a people's-and
therefore a national struggle. The theory of-the
Norman Yoke was revived to show that the task ot
the Enelish working class was, in the words of
bona forr, "to win-the battle of democracy", a

battle whiih stretches in an "unbroken English
revolutionarv tradition from John Ball to Tom
Mann" whilti ChristopherHill explained to readers

of a volume entitled'Democracy and the La'bour
Movement that:

Marxism lns subsurnedwlwt is valunble in the

Norman Yoke theory - its recognirton of^tQe

class basis of politics, its deep sense ol^rye
Enghshness- ;f the common peoplet of the.

iri,ra continuiitt of their lives, [nstiiutions and
'struggles with-tlnse of tlryir-forefathers, its
insiiience tlnt a propeitied ruling clas s is from
the nature of its f osiiionfundamentally alien to
the intererists bY the ntass of the people."

He went on to argue that the working class must
stand as a defenddr of the nation. Very convenient
as a iustification of the popular front antics of the
Conimunist Partv in thle Thirties and its call on
workers to participate in the 2nd-imperialistworld
war under the banirer of a people' s stru g gle against
fascism. Forrevolutionaries foday the significance-
of the lst World War remains - all such talk of
'people's struggle ' of 'defence of democracy' or
the fike is sofruch bilee. The British working
class is part of a world'working class and 'our
historv"teaches us that we havt no interest in.:.
sacrificing ourselves for imperialism.

The collapse of the 2nd International in 1914
marked thi end of an era; the end of any possibility



Communist Review

of appgressive political alliance of the bourgeoisie
and lhq prolet-iqt. In capitalism's impErialist
epoch there ire no longer an y progre s sive capitati st
wars and there is no room fol popular radi^calism
and the patriotism associated witli it. What the l st
World War also shows us is that the class struggle
does not end once waris declared. On the contrary,
as Lenin realised, an all-out imperialist war spelis
the making gf a political crisi-s for the capiialist
class while the hardships, death and destruction
which accompany ir proyide the material impetus
for the develbpmenf .of a sponraneous woiking
class movement against war and the existin[
political order. As the third cycle of capitaT
accumulation this century drags tb its inexorable
close, world war is once again on the historical
agenda apd revolutionaries have to face up to the
need to frame a response. Certainly we cannot
exp€ct the working class to act en masse on the
outbreak of war. If workers' heads were full of
capitalist i{eo.logy in 1914, how much greater and
more ,sophisticated is capital's thought control
!$u)r? . QnJy - 

dreamers suppose tha't capira|s
ideologigal hold over the w^orking class ian be
undermined .by the force of ievolutionary
propaganda alone. Until the existing order i-s
undermined by the weight of its owil material
contradictions-then the iorking class in general
will remain unreceptive to rev-olution*y ideas.
Despite twenty years or so of economic crisis, and
despite the narginalisation of significant seciions
of the working glpss, workers-in the capitalisi
ryetrlpoles are still relatively well off. It may be
that the -ate.nal.impetqs to r6volt will once again
be the deprivationi of war. In any case,"the
respgnse of revolutionaries will not bd to suspend
activities for the course of the war, to pt'eact,
conscientious objection or pacifism. Thelr task
will be to work for the con^tinuation of the class
struggJ.e with the aim of turning the war amongst
gapitatist states into a war agiinst the bosses"at
home in prep.aration for a reiolutiona,ry struggle
for a new sogiety. This is the basis for proleta-ri"an
internationalism, not the pacifism of cirlD nor ttre
patriotism of Labour.
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Correspondence

Trotskyism and Counter-
reYolution
In Communist Review l0 we published, under
the headingThe Ltfe and Death of Troqslqlsfrt, ?
reviewof the book TheLW andDeathof Stalinism
by Walter Daum of the US Trotskyist group The
League for the Revolutionary Parry (henceforth
LRF). Walter Daum replied soon afterwards and
we are now publishing his letter with our further
response. We do so because we believe the
exdhange underlines the distinction between
Trotskylsm (in its various guises) qqd the real
revoluiionary programme of the working class.

Letter from Walter Dauml

Dear Comrades

A few comments on your review of The Life ay!
D eath of Stalinismin Communist Review No. 10.

1. Half of your article is an attack on Trolsly's
analysis of Stalinism. But yoqdo not deal with the
book's discussion of Trotsky's theory. I assume

you weren't convinced, but it would have been
interesting to know you specific uguments.

Your attack on Trotsky is a false polemic, even
though his analysis was wrong. Ygq write:

For Trotskyi nationalisation of the means of
production equals the same thing as
socialisation;

your evidence is a citation from Tlrc Revolution
Betrayed. But the cited passage doesn't sqy
anything about socialisation or socialism, o$y
thit nationalisation plus the proletarian revolution
marks the USSR as a transitional workers' stote -
not socialism.

In fact, Trotsky did not believe that nationalisation
equals socialiiation, only that nationalisation is a
necessary (not a sufficient) step toward_s it. There
is nothing new in this: Mam, Engels, Irnin also
thought s-o too. Your next quotation from Engels
only says that nationalisation does not bqlg about
socialiim. That's Trotsky's view as well.

The whole thrust of The Revolution Betrayed
makes clearthat yourinterpretation is wrong.. 9nt
citation <quote>State property is converted into
socialist pioperty in prbportion as it ceases to be

state property.<bodytexDThis is p{t of a section
on pp. 236-7-where Trotsky rejgcts Stalin's claim
thai state property equals socialist property. I
quoted the paJsagb in my bookon p..12lto refute
Mandel's itaim that Trotsky thought the USSR
had achieved socialist production. From adifferent
starting point you readh the same false conclusion
as Mandel.

2. You charge me with plagrarising tgp ryur
work in my ciiticism of Mattick and Cliff. The
point I "stole" seems to be that both of them call
^ttre 

USSR state capitalist even though they den-y

that the law of value applies in the economy's
internal relations.

You and we may share the same criticism but I
assure you that 

-the 
LRP did not even borrow,

much l6ss steal it from you. We first became
aware of Cliff and Mattick's contradictions in the
early 1970s. (The book acknowledg.es qur debt to
Johirson/Forest on this question.) The LRP
criticised Cliff on this poinf in the first issue of our
magazine, in 1976 (SocialistVoice No. I p.?9). I
dori't have at hand yourdocument Thcories of S^tate

Capitalism which you say is the source of the
"theft", but I sugge-st it was written afterwards.

I realise that you may not have seen the early
issues of our mag aziie, but still yoq chargg is
unwilranted: our-criticism of Cliff is deeper than
yours. After all on another critical point the
irotion that state capitalism was the'fpurest form"
of capitalism and that all capitalisqliltu.o_lvitg_T
that direction - you agreedwith Cliff. The LRP
has argued all aiong that the opposite is true: that
statifidd smte capitalism had io decentralise in
order to exploit itre proletariat more effectively
(see Socialfst Voice No. 2 p.25).

In another article in Communist Review (p. 19),
you acknowledge your €rrgr on this gqeptiotr:
That is itseHcommendable, since so few leftists of
any stripe are ever honest enough to $mit mistakes.
Bdt is wonh noting thatyourcolrection - <qPote>In
fact, theUSSR wis am6del ... notforthe advanced
capitalist states ... [butJfor all those states which
h ad not i ndu striali sed before the ageof imperi ali sm
<bodytext)- states what is explained in detail in
our book(p.254 etc.).
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I do not charge you with plagiariSffi, above all
since you do nbt share 6ui analysis of this
qhenomenon in terrns of permanent revolution. I
do welcome ypur conversion to a partial
understanding of something we have known for
years because of what we have learned from
Trotsky.

3. You accuse the LRP of "deliberate confusion"
ilt -guing that defence of nationalised properry in
the ex-uSsR and East Europe is "sy^nonymous
with the defence of workers'living siandaids."

"SyTglymous" we never said, but under present
conditions, privatisation in the ex-Stalinisf bloc is
an effon to super-exploit the workers. In East
Europe today it means mass unemployment,
astronomical price rises, elimination of sublidiseci
consumerg@s and social rights - in a word, a
massive sla.shing of workerlt living standards.
The. capitalist bosses ar-e uying to strengthen a
weak econolly. You are the oires-who are confuSd,
comrades, if yoq do not see it. (By the way
n€utralill olqlp.nvatisation is anothei point yol
share with Cliff.)

Yes, workers do have illusions in privatisation
because of their hatred of Stalinism, but they will
soon be out in force against the privatisers. ihere
already 

1s a serious workers' $n ggle in poland,
tgTcpg the re-gl1ne to retreat. Are you not on their
side? It would be a crime to let your disdain for
nationalised. property prevent ybu from siding
with the proletariat.

To be absolutely clear: defence of the workers'
gainq, an-d to this end nationalised propefty, in no
w3y implies defence of the Stalinist slate-(or any
other capitalist state). The fact that these states d6
not defend the workers' interests or nationalised
property shows the absurdity of regarding these
states as socialist or proletarian in any way.

4. on the quesrion of Stalinist imperialism, }'ou
characterise our position as follows: "the uSsn
was not driven.by the same underlying forces as
the other imperialist powers." That;s n6t what we
say: the underlying forces were the same - class
s.mggle, thedrive foraccumulationof capital - but
the direction was different. whereas traditional
imperial.ism^drp..ttded on the export of capital for
profit, the Stalinist USSR used various other
methods (looting, reparatiotrs, joint stock
compqlies etc.) to acquire particular use values
needed for its internal bapital accumulation.

You challenge our view, suggesting that a non-
standard intgtpretation of Sralinisiimperialism
leads to a defencist line towards the Sovi'et Union.
It does not, as I show on pp.278-80. But then your
anicle on the collapse of the USSR also has anon-
standard view of Soviet imperialism.

Soviet imperialismwas of a dffirent clnracter
... stalin lnd already looted nnst of the heavy
industry in Eastern Europe. He now installed
p.upp e t r e g ime s w hic h we r e fo r c ed to p ay firt lrcr
"reparations" to the USSR ... ThI^- ... the
response of the UssR was old-fashioned
colonialism." (pp . I 9 -20 )

No, it wasn't old-fashioned colonialisffi, since that
depended on acquiring new markets for
manufactured gda hardly the Soviets' need.
But it was different from riodern imperialism.
Your analysis, as opposed to ours, taken to its
conclusion might very well lead to defence of the
USSR aq- a pie-imperialist form of capitalism,
hence still progressive in Man('s sense.

In this same section you say that "the USSR
became a fylv fledged impeiialist power in its
own rigbt with the signing of the Nazi-Soviet pact
in 1939". But in yofr eyes it became capitalist in
the 1920s. Does ihis mdans that in betwden it was
gapitalist but not irypr-q4lst? Or was it merely
less than "fully;fledged"? Either w&/, a capitahjt
state which gqaduates to the top rank 6rimpbrialist
powers t" this century standi in defianc^e of the
gryh g{ capitalist ddcay. Since you credit the
LRP with an understanding of thi-s epoch, I am
curious how you think sucliprogress is poisible.

IrJltoughout the review and The coltapse of the
ussRz, you take side swipes at the io-ciiled
orthodox lropk-yists over ttre collapse of their
tfeoy. Indeed, thqy have a serious pioblem with
the "counter-revolirtions" now tatiing place in
their "workers' states", since for themihb state is
being transformed frory proletarian to bourgeois -
qeacelrllygnd gradually-, with no civil war --wtrite
lhe ruling Stalinist burtlaucracy transforms itself
into overt capitalists.

what a travgsty! The rulers of a srare belonging to
the proletariat simply decide to transfer their siate
to the bourgeoisie. 

- 
So much for the outdated

Manrist notion that the state defends the interests
and power of a specific class.

PI! you- have the same problem. If the Soviet
Union changed from proletarian to bourgeois in
the 1920s, irs ygrl- say, it did so graduilty and
relatively peqcefully, 

-cenainly 
without a violent

counter-revolution. It seems that you face the
same problem as the Soviet d6fencists in
reconciling you theory with the Marxist
understanding of the state.

In anycase the momentous events of the past few
years have evidently compelled you to rerhink
some of your theoretical conclusi6ns. I can only
hope that lheprocqss continues, and that you conre
to recognise that Trotsky (as opposed to some of
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his epigones) was not the anti-Manist theoretical
half-wit your anicles make him out to be.

With communist greetings

Walter Daum.

1. The Lcaguc for the Revolutionary Parry
publishes Proletarian Revolution from PO Box
3573, Church St. Station, New York, NY 10008-
3573,USA.
2. Which also appeared in Communist Review
10.

Our Reply:

Dear Walter Daum

Our apologies for the delay in responding to you
April letter but we have had an enormous amount
ofwork for a small organisation since we Saw y_ou

in June in Paris. The imminent publication of CR
1 t however demands that we make this a priority.
Your letter plus this reply will be published there.

Some time ago you should have received a copy of
Revolutionary Perspectives 19 which contained
areprintof the anicleTheories of State Capitalism
that had first appeared in Revolutiolary
Perspectives I (April, 197 4). We received a letter
frornthe LRP a shbn dme after this commenting
on our publications and asking_ for aq_exchange.
We did not say that you had "Stolen" our ideas
because our idea of the class stnrggle does not
allow for notions about intellectual propefiy. What
we ar.e Urying to Say when we cgmpare your work
with thai oftliff is that an understanding of the
state capitalist nature of the imperi4tt epoch
cannot be done from inside the Trotskyist
framework, hence the eclecticism of the theories
of the SocialistWorkers Party andthelRP. Though
they were both formed in the -fight against 4q
counter-revolution after the failure of world
revolution in the 1920s, there is a huge gulf (we
would say today a class gulf; between the methods
and carber of Trotskyism and that of the
internationalist communist Left. Today it is no
surprise to us that elements of Tqotskyisp, findi-lg
the-old formulae no longer work should formally
(though not in substance) take up the arguments of
the communist left. Throughout history the survival
of capitalism has be.! predig.ated on recuperlting
proletarian ideas and bastardising them in order to
tefend the existing capitalist order. This is what
makes this question so vital for us.

Nationalisation and Socialisation

As we think we have already answered many of
the points of your letter in our original review in
Coftmunist iteview 10 we will slart by framing
the question. The debate on the class nature of the
former USSR often gives rise to much textual
exegesis. Manr, Lenin, Luxemburg, Engels etc
are all much-quotedto add authority to arguments.
Dead men and women after all cannot answer
back. But such quotation is usually a sterile and
qausi-religious attempt to justify an allead.y-
rbvealed truth. It is not an attempt to examine the
real relations. Textual exegesis is particularly
sterile when Urying to get to gnps with the Russian
experlence becauie it was in many way.s a uniqrte
experience and in others an unexpected one. No-
on-e had ever conceived of the problem created by
a proletarian revolution in a-huge .territory (aq
empire in fact) which was numerically swamped
with a petty bourgeois class. No-one had answered
the questi,on in 

-practice of what happens to a
proletarian revolution after 4or5 yearsof isolation
in a hostile imperialist environment. And no-one
had even considered whether socialism in one
counbry was a possibility. It is from our plesent
day re-sponses to such questions that the future
programme of the Worlcl Party of the Proletariat
will be constnrcted.

And these questions cannot be answered by Iole
learning of Manr's writings. What we must do is
apply tf,-e methods of man<ism to the new realities
oiitr'e proletariat in the age of imperialism, in qhe

age of 
-capitalist 

decay. The first factor to consider
is the nat-ure of prolelarian revolution itself. The
reason why the proletariat will found a non-
antagonistil mode of production is because it is a
universal class which has no system of property to
defend. However this also mean s that the proletariat
cannot build up its economic order grapuglly
within the existing social order as did the capltalists
under feudalism. The idea of evolutionary
socialism was wrong even when Bernstein was
developing it. And because it has no propesy
systemto defend the proletariat's hard-yon gaFs
r6main fragile so long as any vestiggs qf capitalist
power exists anywhere in the world. Isolated, in
a relatively baCkward, though major,. clPit4list
power which imported most of {s caPital before
ig t'7 ,rtis not surprising that the Russian workers
and their Communist Puny only made a feeble
beginning on the dismantling of cupitalism. And
evEn thisEmbryonic process did not last l9lg. 9V
the start of thti so-called civil war in which the
RSFSR was invaded by 14 imperialist armies, Fe
proletariat had ceased tq-?pp,rgpriaFng caPitalitt
iroperty (a process which tiad bben backed by the
^soviet 

powel). Over the next few years the process
of staie takeover of the economy and its
centralisation continued but no longer with the
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active efforts of the proletariat. Whereas the soviets
had merely legilimised socialisations in the early
months now the Sovnarkom were decreein!
nationalisations. But as Lenin frequently testified
at the time socialism cannot come by decree.
What we now had was nationalisation by the state
rather than socialisation by the proletariat. It is a
distinction little undersiood'by Trotskyists.
Socialisation is carried out as pdrt of therclass
struggle by the workers themselves. It is not a
recipe 

. 
for self-managed capitalism or (as all

anarchists and councilists falsely claim) an attempt
to avoid centralisation. Socialis-ation is the produ'ct
of the working class themselves. Nationaiisation
though is by the state unaccompaniedby that same
mass movement. The state ali-enates tfie property
from the proletariat and commences toraiioriAisi:
and. explo_it the .proletariat as an anonymous
capitalist. In Russj-h it created a new ruling ilass of
exploiters who alienated to their godfalher, ttre
state, the surplus value of the workine class.'The
capital-wage labour relationship wis not done
away. On the contrary it actually increased as the
basis of the new reginie of exploitation. The knell
ot most private propefty might have sounded but
the establishment of a public or state capitalist
class ensured that capitdlism survived albeit in t
19w and-, in compariion with its classical model,
distorted form.

Privatisation and the Defence of the
Proletariat

This important distinction between socialisation
and nationalisation is not a mere play on words.
The lesson of the Russian Revolutjon is that they
ar-e not synonymous. And the lesson of the las-t
trtty years-is that Trotskyism intends to repeat the
errors of the past. This is amply demonstrated in
the argument you put about the situation in the
present-day Eastern bloc. You would raise the
banner of nationalisation as a means of defending
the working class. This demonstrates youi
prograrnmatic defence of state capitalism. Your
absurd attempt to.disguise the pbverty of your
argumelts by insisting that anyond who is 

..neuiral',
overprivatisation is not on th-e side of the working
class only reveals a lack of confidence in theml
The }ey phrase you use here is "under present
conditions". This is typical of Tro'tskyist
formulations. You claim not to be in favoui of
state cagitalism but are plgpared to support it
because "under present conditjons" the pr6l'etariat
is insufficiently conscious of the distinction.
"Under present conditions" revolutionaries have
the opportunity to demonstrate the exploitative
nature of both state and private ownership of the
means.of production. Doing so is preciseiy what
arevolutionaryvanguard m[st do since we do not
want a re-run of the errors_of the past. Instead you
advocate siding with the Stalinists in reinfoiiing

the idea that nationalisation is socialism! Yes we
fight-all attemprs to super-exploit the proletariat
but do so_i! a programmatically revbludonary
fashion. This mbani opposing any attack on rhe
working class irrespective of *ho is the owner of
a means of production that has already been
alienated from them. This Trotskyism has never
done.

The Counter-revolution in Russia

You lgree with us thar the peaceful process of the
transfer of power shows that the ex-USSR was not
a workers' state as unrepentant Stalinists and
Tany Trotskyists still maintain. However you
Itt:.n say we also haye a problem in assigning'the
failure of the Russian ievolution to t[e t9zos
because the decline of the proletarian state was a
relatively peaceful- process. But this only
underlines your mechanical mandsm. you muJt
first recognise that even the best party with the
most revolutionary programme in history cannot
overcome lnsurrnountable objective conditions.
Tfr. imperialist intervention dgainst the RSFSR
might have lost on the battlefield but it gained its
greatest victories at the heart of the rwolution.
Eight millions died in the perid 1917-zr and the
cream of the revolutiohary proletariat was
decimated. In {r place of the formerrevolution ary
proletariat the Bolshevik pany vainly tried to holil
the fort whilst doing itt il could to foment
international revolution. But the Bolshevik pany
of 192r was not that of 19r7. It was ceasing to ba
a revolution?ry force and becoming an avenue to
a career in the new state capitahsl reality. The
class nature of a regime lies not in the namas of its
pelsgnng-l but in the forces itrepresents. When the
Bolsheviks in desperation, given the famine of
r92r, were forced to retreat to NEp, to "state
capitaliq*", to deals wirh the petty bouigeoisie, it
signed its own death-warrailt as a pioletariin
force. only an international revolution would
have been sufficient to reverse this process.

Lenin and Trotsky both knew that the revolution
had reversed (or- rather, that its weakness was
rgyealed) in that perid. Lenin, in his last anicle
(March 1923) Better Fewer but Better wrote that
so much has been left over from Tsarisf Ras sia,
from its bureaucratii capitdlist state machine. A
Iear earlier he had complained at the Eleventh
Pany Congress

..;and!f*t takc tlnt huge bureaucrotic machine,
thgt gig^arytig heap,we must ask : who is directing
whom? I doubt very much whether it can b"e
tlut l{ul ly s g! d t hat t he C ommuni s t s er e di re c ti n g
tltat hee:79 tell tltc truthtlryyore not directinf,
they are being directed. (CW Vol 33). 

.o'

Trotsky and Lenin (as well as many social
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democrats and revolutionaries of the period)were
much taken with the course and development of
the bourgeois French Revolution. Lenin even
proudly took the title of "proletarian Jacobin"
when attacked as such by, among others, Trotsky.
And Trotsky insisted right up until 1935 that the
Soviet "Thermidor" (when the radical process of
property transformation in the French Revolution
came to an end) had taken place in 1923. Neither
Trotsky nor Lenin had denied the Menshevik
claim that NEP was a "soviet Thermidor" in 1921.
Even in 1 g3sTrotsky maintained inT he R anlutio n
Betrayed that the Soviet Thermidor had occurred
in 1 921 His analysis is very good on many points.
For example his note that

the outstanding representatives of the working
class either diAd in the civil war, or rose a few
steps higher and broke away from the masses.
(p.89 Pathfinder 1972 edn.)

underline the shift in class composition of the
regime. Trotsky points out that the Bolshevik
pafry also changed its class cqpPosition on the
ileath of Lenin in 1924. The Stalinists already had
sufficient grasp of the party to instinrte the "Lenin
levy" which re-cruited ihousands of new careerists
to the Pany. As Trotsky commented,

By freeing the bureaucraq ffqry lhe.control.of
thd protetarianvanguardlwhich he had earlier
told us was wiped out in the civil wir - IBRPI,
the " I-,eninist ievy" dealt a death blow to the
party of I'enin. (oP cit. P.98)

Trotsky also informs us that the workers in Russia
recogntsed a new class-of exploiters at this timg,
the s6-called "sovbour" or soviet bourgeoisie. It
was only by clinging to the social-democratic
definitioh oi socialisrir (as a system in which no
private property_qrysts) that Trotsky could still
insist thht the USSR was a society that was still
"transitional to socialism".

We shall return to The Revolution Betrayedlatet
but the problem of explanation of the decline of
the revoiution lies, as we said at the beginning, in
the nature of the proletarian revolution. It is now
clear that a successful revolutionary outbreak has

to take place at a time of general ipneltalipt
dislocati6n (1917) but where the proletariat in
other areas,'especially in the major lmperlalist
areas, initially paralyse the capitalists from
intervening and then go oo, in due -course, to
establish tf,eir own power. The fint phase of the
period of transition will see piecemeal attempts to
lUotish capitalist relations whilst at the same time
there will 

-be 
a geographical extension of the area

under proletarian pbw-er. A prolonged halt would
give the imperialists the .oppolunity to regroup
and to creata such barbarism that the proletarian
revolution would be derailed. This is what

happened to the Russian proletariat. The
goiiheviks thus went from being the agents of the
proletari at, then to their guardian s in the paternali st,
Saint Simonian sense, then to the masters of a state
in which the proletariat had all but been *ip"d ou!
and then beiame the agents of a new form of
capitalist domination. The violence lou demand
as the precondition for the overthrow ofproletarian
power occurred in plenty during the qg- galled civil
ivar. It set in chain i process which saw the
i n tern ation ali sts expelled Trom the Comin tern and,
by 1926, the estiblishment of the doctrine of
"iocialism in one counury", the basic principle of
Russian imperialism.

Your alternative in the 1930s is untenable. After
all, the violence unleashed by Stalin was not the
outcome of the class struggle (unless you fantasise
that the already-defeateii-Lrft Opposition was a

proletarian forle of hitherto unknown strength).
The hrrges consolidated an alrqqdy won victory
for the n6w ruhng class and provided an avenue of
promotion (replicing S qiltion functionaries is a
ieal job creati,on schtme!)fo1 the new class. But
this is a symptom of the real counter-revolution
which ha-d 6ccurred when capitalist relations
managed to re-assert themselves during the last
years-of Irnin. It therefore Seems absurd to uS,

ioa is the worst part of the book, to say that the
counter-revolu^tion happened when the
bureaucracy "became conscious of its distinct
smnrs and its need to exploit the workers" just
before the Second World War.

And this is another facet of decadent capitalism,
both East and West, in this century. Whilst this
more. imperson&I, collective class of exploiters
remain riien by rivalries of economic interest they
manipulate exfloitation in a unified fashion against
the working class, all the time mouthing lht
sentiments df some collective entity like the nation
or even' socialism' . The closerproletarian stnrggle
gets towards questioning tlelysteln the more new
ideologrcal constnrcts capitalism digs up to justify
its benEfits to humanity. Today the proletariat has

been betrayed by social democracy and Stalinism.
It is the tast of ievolutionaries to understand the
conditions for avoiding future defeats. But this
brings us back to Trotskyism and Trotsky.

Trotsky and TrotskYism

If you had read our articles carqfully.you would
have seen that we consider Trotsky to have been a

gfeat revolutionary who was moie clear-s.ighted
Ibout the course oi the revolution in Russia than
almost anyone else (see for example Workers'
Voice 54.i However during the civil war Trqtsty
too succumbed to the gfowing weight of th-e

counter-revolution. Although still retaining much
of his insight he was not able to overcome the
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limitations on his vision that this war imposed on
him. His call for militarisarion of l^abour in
pani.cular, shows him to be rather too fond, as
Lenin noted in his Testament, of formal
admini strative solu tion s to probl ems of prole tari an
revolution. This formalism was to beiome more
of a hallmark of his method as the yearsprogessed.
This did nor make Trotsky a"half-wit" blt it did
lead him into formulations which split him from
the revolutionary programme of th'e proletariat.
His final "crossihg p-rtn-r Rubicon" was in 1935
when, having turneo tris back on discussions with
the internationalist communist left, Trotsky told
his followers to rejoin social democracy'*trictr
had b"o.uyed,.j1qd butchered the workiirg class
after 1914. This was an act of desperatiitn uui
Trgpky and Trotskyists have always^cited this as
realistic because it put Trotskyists in touch with a
mass workers movement. B[t at what price? It
Tapped the Trotskyists in these organisations to
thg point of anonyririty and helped ffi a small way
lo l.gitimise them to some revolutionary workerj.
It is a course which has been followeh by most
Trotsfcyists ever since (ey9n if they don'r 96 in for
eptry.ism tlrr)r support, -like the Ctin cahp, rhe
election of these- social democratic gangit'ers).
Even if we regarded the Fourth Internitiofral us i
revolutionary_currenr (which we don't)ttrJ
reltionship of Trotskyism to social Democracy
and Labour movements would still be a tacticat
lptrayal of the workers' movement. M;"y
Trotskyists find it comforting to be in united front"s
with social democrats becauG this gives an illusion
g{ being part of a wider movemen-t. But this is an
illusion which was shattered in 1914 when social
democracy supponed imperiarist war. The t.rt 

"isocial democra-y headea uy Lenin were forced io
lepqate by tJriq b.Fuy.ul.- It was only as the
Russian Revolution dec-lined that notions orgoing
to the masses and united fronts re-emerged: ThE
communist lgft reiected these but Trotsk'-yism has
4*rys based itselion the first Four congrei*Joi
the comilrgg.(the united fronl being a?opied;i
the Fourth). This is yhy Trotskyism is ilot eqirippra
to rearrn the consciousness of the revolutionary
struggle.

Let us now take qp tlg issue of Trotsky on
socialisation and natibnalisation. He was far;tort
lmbiguous than you claim. The Revolution
Betrayed opens by stating that

The.bourgeois world atfirst tried to pretend not to
notice the economic succe,s.ses of thei soviet regime
- t he exp elme ntal p ry o[, t hat i s, of t he p r ac ti c a\t t try
of socialist methods. (our emphasis) (op cirp-r)
However lre says two pages liter thit'tdere ii no
hint of a classless socibtfin the ussR therefore
there is notyet,.in tlisfui4q^ental sense, a hint of
socialism in the Soviet Union This dichotomi,
exists throughout the book until itreceives its final
expression in the famous passage

It would be truer, therefore, to rurme the present
Soviet regime in all irs contradictoriness, not a
socialist regime, but a preparatory regime
transitional from capitalism to socialiim. (op cit
p-47)

Remember that this is 193s. After almost two
decades we have aregime that still cannot be given
a clear ch aracter in terms of i t s mode of produdtion.
It is quite correcr to say that the Bolshtivik regime
was a transitional regime (only the most luiatic
amongst anarchists can assume that the seizure of
political power by the proletariat could be followed
by the immediate aboiition of capitarist relations).
Put, as we have said, in the r'*ty years of the
Russian revolution we can see thlt ihere was a
tendency tg destrolcapitalist relations (despite
the distonions or Russian backwardndir ina
imperialist war). But after lgzl this was arrested
and even reversed. Only ? new revolutionary
outbreak in Germany oi elsewhere could hav6
rekindled ir. By 1926 the Comintern wasn't
interested in this but acted as an arm of Russian
foreign policy.[lJ - But what then happens to a
workers' statewhich is forced tore-adopt bo*geois
nonTs.. (and had hardly got rid of bourleois
specialists and bureaucrals)? This was the que"stion
the internarionalist communist leftposed (hnd hke
Tro t sky ) tgo}5 u 

Jo.n 
g time to an swer.^B ut even nr ally

they concluded that what had emerged in nuJsi"a
was a new form of capitalist monop:oly. Trotsky
though, farally contintied to believe in ttte neithei-
nor society which cannot exist in any manrist
version of history. Irwas foundedon his imbiguit
about property relations. For him nationalisitioir
was a transitional step on the road to socialism and
therefore he maintained that all that was needed to
reverse the direction of the revolution was a
political revolution. We will quote onceagainittt
passage from Trotsky you ignored in ourieview

we must not lose sight for a singre moment of the
fact that the question itf overthVowing the s"oviit
bureaucraq is for us subordinate to ihe question
of presenti,ng ftale__ppperty in the ieoni of
production in the {/SSR..^. 

-

The USSR in the War tg3g

And when definitive evidence of the imperialist
nature of the ussR (the Hitler-Stalin pact of
\2?9) was available' to conremporaries tt t
followers of Trotsky wgrg able to dse Trorsktta
formulae to pronourice poland and e',rentuutiyii"
1945) th.e rest of easrern Europe "degeneiatbd
workers' states". Your atteinpts to rescue
Trotskyism from this morass 'should 

have
convinced you that there are no survivors from
this theoretical shipwreck. The Trotskyists have
ggn: dgyn with thb good ship stalinism. And the
LRP which suppgns as "anti^-imperialist" Kim Il
Sung's regimeln Nonh Korea ardin noposition to
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throw anyone a lifebelt. Please accept ours and
drag yourself out of the stagnant water of
Trotskyism. Itis time the momentous events of the
last few years compelled you to rethink some of
your theoretical conclusions.

Communist geetings

Jock (for the CWO and IBRP)

Footnote
l. We haven' t dealt wittr your debating point about when the
USSR became imperidisr You can rest assured that we see

that this is also in the 1920s when conscious state capitalism
planning and abandonment of world revolution are both
evident. The pasage you quote referred to when it became
self-evident to revolutionaries at that time. As to the
colonialism issue we remain unrepentant in our
ctrarrcterisation. colonialism was not so nalrowzls your
definition maintains.

Statement on
Lal Pataka
It is with gleatregret that we have to announce the
cessation of Lal Pataka as a publication in Bengali
of the International Bureau. The circumstances of
this are still not clear, even to us. All we are aware
of is what the comrade responsible for Lal Pataka
published as "Introducing Communist Revie\ry"
towards the end of 1991. This was financed by us
as an Asian edition of this journal but the comrade
reproduced it with a 113 page intnoduction which
amounted to a false critique of positions which
neither the CWO nor the PCInt held (primarily
that we saw war communism as a type of real
communism). In fact most of his critique seems to
have been based on a text by LLM (Hong Kong)
which criticiSed, from a council communist point
of view a text by the CWO of L976 which the
CWO had long since rejected. Today LLM has
himself abandoned councilism (see Communist
Review 10) and we have had no response from the
comrade who edited Lal Pataka since. The letter
reproduced below was written by our Italian
comrade s i n a fi n al effort to re s ume corre spondence
after more than a years silence from Calcutta.

Some cynical spirits might assume that we had too
readily accepted this comrade into the Bureau. In
response we can only ask readers to study
Communist Reviews 3 and 4 to see how complete
our political homogeneity was. The whole tragedy
seems to us less to do with political differences
than personal circumstance.

India in I 992was seething benveen massive strikes
involving tens of millions of workers on which the
Western press was largely silent and religious
fundamentalism as the Indian bourgeoisie strive
to push the discontent of the masses down the
usual reactionary roads. fn the face of this it is a
tragedy that, despite the exi(teqge of promising
elements no solid nucleus of Indian communists

yet e.*ists. However there are sparks of
conscrousness in the midst of this turmoil, and we
in the IBRP will do everything in ourpower to fan
them into a more substantial fire.

21 .2.92

Dear Comrade

It is now more than a year since we received any
communication from you. In your last letter you
made a number of personal allegations against
those comrades of the CWO who had the
responsibility for colrespondence wi$ you. Your
lett-er howeverdid not make any political response
to the substance of what we said in ourrcsponse to
yourproduction of the Indian version of Conanunist
ReviZw 8. This was that you were mistaken on two
points:

a) that the article written by our comrade did NOT
say that war communism was really communism;
b) that the changej jo yourtrticle on China which
were reprinted inWorkersVoice were for no other
reason than to correct the English.

Had your text raised any political difference, then
we would have been glad to answer your criticisms
( although this would have been embalrassing
enough, given the manner in which they were
raised). But it has been really impossible for us to
establish the theoretical-political points to be
discussed.

However, your main criticism appears to centre
round our supposed Stalinist methods of internal
organisation, This is a serious charge but nobody
(inside the IBRP or outside it) has taken your
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organisational accusations seriously: it couldn't
be othenvise. It should by now be obvious to you
from the lack of response from the interantionalist
communists of all tendencies that you have not
been able to establish a clearpolitical disagreement.

It seems to us that you have to state clearly what
the political differences you have with the Bureau
ile, if indeed you have any.

It seems to us you are not interested any more in
working politically together with the Bureau. But

if this is the case we would prefer that you gave us
a clearpolitical reason. Unless you can state what
that political reason is in a way which is
comprehensible to all (inside or outside the
Bueau), there is no alternative for us but to
assume that your experience with us is over.

Waiting for a quick and serious reply, receive our
internationalist greeting.

For the IBRP
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