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Editorial

For the proletariat in the “advanced” capitalist states
L4 proved to be the year of the recovery that never
malerinlized. Whilst there has been soometbhing of a
revival in lhnl,"t‘lli'l.lhﬂh' prafii rates this has been guilie
blatanily achieved al the expense of the working class.
Im the UK for example, the Fimancin Fimes  was able to
repart that by “downsieEing® the workforee (mere redun-
danches) and upping productivity raies {imereasing ex-
ploitation), not to mention ‘holding down® wages, “onit
lubawiir costy were 1.7 per cent lower than a vear aga™
anpd proflt marghng are “near a historic high™.| 16,1.95]
This pieture is by no means lmited fo the UK. Throogh-
out the capltalist heartlands capital |s busy tightening
the serews on all those who work Tor & wage.

Al the =ame time capital"s imperialist impertive re-
mains. The search for more profitable sreas of nvest-
menl and quicker capital turm-over which has Fed to the
mich talked about globalisation of capitalizm (in reality
the intensification of a long-established tendency) eon-
fimuies. Thus last vear was alse the vear when GATT
gave way to the World Trade Organdsation (WTO),
when the realities of the Mew World Order were Turiher
impressed on the more marginal gones of the world
ecmioimy. Any remaining pretence al nafional eco-
nomic development has been medely shattered ns dales
like India and China arc finding themselves obliged o
joln the rest of the workd in “epening up® to the mallina-
tinals and the global caphial nvestor, Vel easier access
B e rb.-nprrlnlﬂmr-rrﬂhr prr'.lph:rj willl ot prtl'l-'ldll'
the answer (o the erisis (hat capital is looking for — as
the recent panic withdrawal of capital from Mexlco
vividly shows, Just as Vhe Ecoromis! was predicting
that 1995 would be “u greal year for growth in Latin
Ameries™ the over-vilued Mevican peso eollapsed amnd
the financial press sarted to run articles on the high risk
of investing in “emerging muarkeis". 5o closely lied-up s
U'S capital in Mexico that (with a Hiile hedp from the ELT)
it has pledged over 340ba in loan guarmnices o prevend
the collapse of the Mexican conmomy . (Moot thal thai will
improve the condithoms of life of Mexican workers or the
desperaie peasanis of Chinpas stale.|

Thie Tt i sl dore and meore of 1he weallh Ph'rlll.iﬂ’-l:l
by the world™s workers is b-rhng culen up h}' et
Fepuiyiienls — Where it Bt being eaten up directly by
the capltalists themselves. Desplte improved growth
rafes global eapitalism canndst generade a high enough

rate of profit o secure & real recovery from seonamic
Crisis.

Even so, the Tailure of the working class to elTectively
combat the onslaught of the lmst Dwenly years or so
has given capital a breathing space (ot least in Lhe
W=t im which to offset the falling rafe of profit by

Introduchng mew technolegy and therouehly restructor-
ing its productive apparstus, Withoul supposing For o
moment that the working class has disappeared inio
s wt of *post-industrial” societal mish-mash — the
wage labour/capital rekation remains central — it ix
imcuribent on revoliftionary marists to first of all recog-
nise and then try 1o snderstand (he signiliconce of the
changes going on in the world of work. Perhaps it is ot
surprising that It & our comrades in laly (the EL state
which is the farthest ahesd with technological restrue-
turing of Industry| who are sddressing this problem. In
e secand part of sn snalysis of the @Tects of restroctur-
ing vn the Italinn proletariat the guestion of the revival
of the working class as m clus “Tor ilsell — L, organised
round s own political programme — and the role of
revelutionaries in thal process is addressed, There are
s thought-proveking pointers from the [talian expe-
ricnice aboot kow that revival might come abaut in this
mew period when there man be no easy assumipiions sbau
the growing concentralion of capiial being accompanied
by increasingly socialised bwour,

In *Cspitalism, the Final Frontier?' we have a reminder
that restructuring spplies equally to the serospace in-
dusiry. Here — where strategic, military and strictly
economic inferests overlap — the whole process is inex-
tricably bound up with military restructuring and re-
shulMing of imperialist alliances ns o prelude to the
emergence of new imperialist blocs and uitimately seri-
ous preparations for global war, Yel, as the article says,
the capitalist space industry has been bullt on “several
generations of human labour nnd science™. not all of it in
the service of diabolical weaponry and surveillanee sys-
tems, 11 s possible to envisage that at least some of this
might be of benefit to a post-capitalist, Le. communist
sociely. For example satellite communication conld
facilitale the operation of proletarian democracy &nd the
administration of the global economy aceording 1o hu-
man necds,  Even decadent copliialism. which in many
ways is destroying the planet, can produce something
that is potentially positive for humanity as a whole.
Which brings us to the [CC, No doubl the comrades
would deny this on the grounds that there s nothing
positive aboot ik century capiialism. However as we
argue in “The Material Basis of War®, recognising that
there hns been economic growth sinee 1914 §s not 1o say
that capitaliam today ks historically progressive..

Finally, the review of Gramscl®s early wrifings will, we
e, dispel any illuskens that these can be the hesis Tor
a revival of the communist programme today. The
starting poind T this can only be made by learming from
those revelulionaries who resisted the so-called
‘bolshevisation” of the parties of the [Hird International,
ot soaieose who trjed fo carry it oul.

IBRP . January 995
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Towards the Revival of
the Proletariat

The Recomposition of the Working Class

After Restructuring

In oar last issue we ended our examination of “the capital-labowr relation in the course of the crisis
in Italy” by recognising the need for a revival of the class movement as the proletariat is reorgamised
irdn o new social chape, We also indicated the necessity for the revolufionary movement o prepare
itvelf by clearly recogmising the real condition of the class and adapting its interventions accordingly.

This is the theme of the present article,

Impact on Class Composition

Let’s summarise the major impact of restructuring
on class composition:

I. The hierarchical relations between the vafous
constituents of the labour force have been modi-
Fied and the constituents themselves have changed.
In the modern factory (disregarding the wide-
spread survival of traditional ways of organising
production and labour), internal hierarchies within
the labour force actually engaged in production
have almosl ceased to exist. The hierarchical
relationship has shifted 10 one between the
workteams assigned (o running the machines and
the workers who are responsible for their pro
gramming and more or less remote monitorng,
2. Despite enormous increases in production,
there has been a noticeable reduction in the number
of workers directly munning machines, Conversely,
the number assigned to programming and moni-
tonng has mcreased. Both groups are fully part of
the working class.

A, The service sector and the number of workers
emploved in it has grown. Whether or not such
services are directly connected with production;
whether they produce or distribute surplus value,
the workers still represent the variable part of the
individual capital engaged in the self-valorsation
process, Like workers elsewhere, wage workers
in the service sector — no matter the social pro-
ductive nature of their labour — are explosted and
are therefore components of the growing proletar-
ian class,

4. Figures are now becoming avmilable which
show that strata who were previously part of the

petty bourgenisie or artisans have been
proletarianised. |'With all the characteristics of the
prodetarian workforce, such as being easily re-
placcahle. present in large numbers and conse
quently with low wages.) Recall, for example,
software engineers or electrical engineers who
maintain and repair electronic equipment: they
might still have the illusion of being people with
a high level of skill and professionalism but they
are actually reduced. for the above-mentioned
reasons, (o the conditions of the “new proletanat™.

Impact on Class Distribution

The microprocessor revolution has not only led 1o
the destruction of the old form of class composi-
tion but also 1o a new form of terntonal distnbu-
tion of production and thus of the social class
linked o it. We have already seen that in the
decade 1971-1981 alone there was an ininal frag-
mentation of preduction with a clear contrast
between the growth in the number of productive
units and the shrinking of employees per unit

After '8l this phenomenon became even more
striking. The general outcome is a fragmentation
of the productive whole as a result of the splitting
up of single productive processes into subsystems
which are co-ordinated but geographically dis-
persed. each of which employs a reduced number
of workers. Apar rom a few sectors. such as
motor and steel manufaciunng, there is no longer
any need Tor large complexes which concentrate
considerable masses of workers at every stage of
the production process: manufacture and finish

ing of components, assembly, inspection. etc.
Let's consider an example from Japan which well
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illustrates the operation of this tendency

The Japanese Vanguard

Dainippon Screen is one of the world's larges
producers of layoul svstems for printing. As well
as offiees throvghout the world o also has produc-
tion plants in Great Britain and the LS, At its plant
in Kumivama it produces high performance scan-
ners and desktop systems for working on ftext and
images for colour tlesting. which are then distrib-
uted throughout the world {a lew dozen are in
operation in Jtalv). 1is plant, however, consists of
three buildings. It employs around 250 people,
The breakdown of the labour force 15 209 in
miechanical construction, 70% in design and 0%
in administration. 'We will let the factory director,
a certain Yamamoto, have his say as he addmesses
an intemational delegation of the specialist press
bor this sector:

Your are surprised, then, at the
disproportion between the number of
workers and the mumber of machines
produced. This is the it of a greater
uve of robots in the productive phase, in
assembily,

It 15 better 1o speak of “assembly” since manufac-
ture of the individual parts of the machines and the
majonty of the circwil boards using Sereen designs
gre contracted oul. This allows the almiost auto-
matic assembly of the mechanical and electronic
part=. One of the three buildings in Kumivama is
used as an inspection centre for the parts: it re-
ceives, inspects and sorts the supplies. However.
before reaching this department. the individual
components pass from another centre or warehouse
where, in a space of 700 square metres, thireen
prﬂpl: work: three proper warehouse people and
ten assigned W inspection. These figures speak for
themselves: the progress of the parts is almosl
completely automated, Here is the famous “just in
time’ system: the contractual supply of compo-
nents as required and according to specified
siandards. Here also iz confirmation of the two
phenomena we are interested in: a) the dramatic
change in the ratio belween machine operatives
and those working in inspection and/or program-
ming: b} the just as massive redivision of the
overall productive process into many geographi-
cally dispersed centres.

Forms of Class Struggle

Freeman and slave, patrician and
plebian, lord and serf, guild-maxster
and journeyman, in a word, oppressor
and oppressed, stood in constant

opposition to one another, carred on an
uminterrupted, now hidden, now open
[fight that each ime ended either in a
revolutionary Feconstitufion of seciety at
large, or in the common ruin of the
contending classes. | The Communis)
Maerrifesii)

The above is a powerful summary of the histonical
trajectory of class societies and serves fo introduce
us to the theme of the concrete forms of the
strugele between classes. In all epochs the ruling
class, the class of oppressors, has at its disposal all
the means and instruments of domination over
society. Above all. it has the legislative weapon,
the power to fix the laws which regulate society,
and — closely connected o this — the coercive
instruments 1o make sure these Taws and regula-
tions are respected. In parallel. the ruling class
also possesses the instruments of ideological
doemimation over society. These are expressed in
forms determined by the given society. (The
idealogy of the fendal aristocracy was certainly
nod the ideology of the revolutionary bourgeoisie
of the French Revolution, At the same time, the
social relations which gave rise to feadal ideclogy
were nol static: the social structure of Europe in
the 6th to the 13th century was. cerlamly not the
same as between the | Tth and 18th century.] The
wiay the ruling class moves to defend its own
interests, thereby going against the inteérests and
living conditions of the oppressed classes, con-
nuously changes. (One thinks of war. which
even the feudal lords did not launch to attack the
pensantry but which brought with it hunger, vio

lence and death as immediate consequences for
this class.) Conversely. the response of the op-
pressed class is ofien expressed in a fragmentary,
incoherent, and above all. sporadic way and stll
within the ideological frame of the existing social
relations, Furthermore, while the peneral objec-
tive (its programme | for the ruling class is clear
and generally accepted — and it is 10 terms of this
that it rules and defends its immediate interests —

the oppressed class lacks an equivalenl or supenos
unifying basis. In general the subject and oppressed
¢lass lacks a programme, &nd S0 iniGatives m
the i1rugg|-|: Appear g% responses e thie $|J¢Eifit'
initiatives of the enemy or as particular, hmied
demands.  Spartacus rightly gave his name to
many of the revolutionary organisations of the
bourgeots-capitalist period because his war was
an attempt o liberate the slaves from slavery. to
rupture the economic and social framework of
Roman society.

In anicient Rome we have patricians,
knighis, plebians, slaves ... in almost all
aof these classes, again, subprdinate
gradations. (ibid)
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But this attempt failed and it had to fail. even if the
military defeat had not happened or had been
delaved. OUn the whole there were two "'F’F'“""
tions; the free versus the slaves, the patncian

versus the plebians. Freeing the slaves not only
implied rupturing the social framework, it de
manded that this already be superseded. Tor the
whole complex of class antagonisms [0 be super-
seded. This s why Spartacus remained 1solated:
the plebions were indeed plebians tmt they were
free, and as such, along with the patncians and the
knights, they set themselves against the staves and
their alruggh: tand rushed 1o swell the legions
hunting Spartacus),

We could continue with the prasant war in Ger-
many (ke which Mthnug s work gives a precise
and tl.l"]ﬂ'lr instruchyve framework ), or with the
Pugachev rebellion or with the Tai Ping revolt in
Cluma, and all of them would Gt the same crleria:
brought about by particular circumstances, they
tred o spread; they remained within the ideological
and political schema of their time. This was
because the conditions did not exist for the devel-
opment of a practical programme of counter-
aftack, whether on the economic, social or politi-
cal plane.

Ouir epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie,
possesses, however, this distinctive feature:
it has simplified the class antagonisms.
Society as a whole is more and more
splitting up into fwe great hostile camps.
imte twe greal classes divectly facing each
other: Bourgeoisie and Proleiariat.. ibid)

The Mumifesto was the first programmatic docu-
ment of the revelutionary proletariat. Today u is
possible to break the capitalist framework.
revolutionise the social struciure that goes with | u.
within the programme of communist reconstruc-
tion, The class can and must make this prosramme
its own and launch its own initiatives on the hasis
of it. [t can do this, but it may not necessarily do
s, The communist movement recognised this in
its first Addenifesro (the revolutionary recomposition
of society at large or the common ruin of the
contending classes) and in other basic documents
{e.g. socialism or barbarism). 1t is useful to recall
the conditions for this happening, First. the ruin of
seciely and its economy, making it possible for
proletanan struggles to emerge. even if only de-
fensive ones, Second. the spreading and co-
ordination of these struggles. Third, the simulta-
neous development of the communist programme
{i.e, of its hold on the working class) with the
strugeles themselves until the class strugale 1=
identified as the struggle for revolution.

A Note in Brackets
for Conlusionists

The class struggle has alwayvs existed and snll
lives. S50 long as the proletarial remaing in a
condition of subjection. however. the imtative in
the use of violence is entirely with the bourgenisie.
In some countries the Torm in which the class
struggle expresses itsell 15 a thousand miles re-
mote from the historic interesis of the working
class. Much less than being “Tor ilsell”, the class
‘in itsell” expresses its opposition to the existing
state of affairs in a confused fashion, Notl only
does it adhere 10 bourgeois ideclogies but often it
supports the most reactionary of them. {Islamic
fundamentalism and the supporn il gets from the
poorest strata of the populations in guestion is a
significant example.) The point is to recognise the
attraction such ideclogies can exercise when the
pressure 1o struggle felt by the oppressed — a
pressure which stems from the matenal relations
between classes — does not manifest itsell’ on s
own autonomous ground, but instead takes up
ieologies associated with the worst interests of
some stratum or other of the bourgeoisie, In
addition, the various impulses which push work-
ers into action must themselves be recognised.
along with their underlying causes. Only in this
way will it be possible to intervene appropriately
and prepare for revolutionary conditions.

We have mentioned Islamic fundamentalism bt
the nse of racism and nationalism in other coun-
tries i similar and 15 reminiscent of the dangerous
success of the Northemn Leaguers amongst [talian
prodetanans. The class does not develop its own
programme by starting from s daily expenence
m the workplace. This cannot be repeated too
often. The revolutionary programme is both de-
veloped and sustained by the revolutionary party
which bases its own existence on it and organises
isell around it Thus the class strugale is trans-

formed into revolutionary struggle when it ravels
in the same direction as the party. In other words,

class struggle is revolutionary when it is inflo-
enced and steered polincally by the revolutionary
party. If this party does not exist class struggle
does nol acquire revolutionary content, but it
cerfamly does not lose its objective character of
being class struggle. Close brackets.

Class Struggle and Communist
Strategy: Before October

Ficking up the thread of our discourse once more,
it 15 clear that the general conditions required for
the development of the revolutionary struggle
for communism remain the same throughout the
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whole history of the adversary, e of  bourseois-
capitalist society. Revolutionary strategy has 1o
be articulated on the basis of these general ‘rules’.
Imtially the strategy of the communisi movemen
".I.-H". envisaged in the following terms;

The general organization of workers on the
hasix of economic demands and therefore still
within the capital-labour relationship: conceived
as a task of revolutionaries themselves,
b1 This extensive organisaton o be the minimum
condition for the growth of the revolutonary
programme, which would be on the basis of the
economic struggle and thanks to the presence and
activity of communists,
¢) Political preparation was conceived as working
for what was both desirable and possible — the
generilised struggle of the working class trans-
tormed into “the assault on the heavens”

Sinee then the situation has changed somewhat,
The workers™ general economic organisation {the
trade union) and the very party which predicted
the revolution have changed sides, have in fact
joined the camp of those who defend the contin-
ved existence of capitalism.

The union tends to perpetuate its own existence as
a megotinfing oraan and therelore to perpetute the
capilal/wage-labour relation. {The communist
movement was slow to recogmise this.) In sddi-
Oon, party organisations, once they became part of
the political machinery of the bourgeois adminis-
trative apparatus, adapted themselves to it, aban-
doned the revolutionary programme and went
along with bourgeois undenakings, war imcluded.

The revolutionarics, those who continued o up-
hold and defend the revolutionary programme
from mside the old =ociabist (or social democrabic)
pany, left it and founded the new party. However,
the strategy remained the same as before. The
only difference being that the trade union must
now be conguered. The union would be won over
1o communism by starting from the level of wage
hargaining. something which was in the political
hands of the pro-capitalist reformists and the old
Socialist Party apparatus.

Alter October 1917

Onece again the sitwation changed. The Party
which had made the revolution in one country,
Russia, did not succeed in making il elsewhere.
Thas it remained 1solated and found itself having
o manage a necessarily capitalist accumulation
process and was overwhelmed by this. This party
too crossed the barmicades and won a large part of
the unions to 115 leaderstup. This ime 1l was not
a question of betraval by social democracy fo

which the response had been the creation of & new
party by many revolutionanes, thus maintaiming
the continuity of the communist movement. This
time, it was rather a question of the revolutionary
MRV ETEni jtu.-tl'c'nu::ll.'lling a heavy defeat which
the class pmd for by passively liming up with the
Fronts of the Second World War. Above all, the
commumnist movement paid for this rout with a
dramatic thinming of its ranks coupled with the
necessity 1o draw up a balance sheet of the defleat.

The general points, a. b and ¢, above stll apply.
Obviously, the process of establishing the revolu
tonary programme within the working class means
starting again from scratch. but it is not histori-
cally hopeless. The conditions for the organisa-
tion of the party itself have necessarily changed. i
is no longer possible 1o conceive of the kind of
mass party that actually existed at the start of the
century, On the other hand. this is perfectly in line
with Marxist theory concernme ideological domi-
mation... Today, the fact that unions are no longer
utilisable instruments in revolutionary strategy
has to be taken into aceount.  That is, the only mass
organisation where the leadership has o be won
by revolutionanes is the workers” council, the
soviel, or whatever one wishes to call it

The most difficult, almost insoluble. problem is
that of fighting the counter-revolutionary influ-
ence and leadership of struggles while they are in
the process of extending and generalising them-
sclves, It is extremely difficull becaunse struggles
imamnly strikes) break out initially at the level of
the factory amd, for this reason as well. are led from
the first by the reformist enemy wheo is also af the
foretront of any possible extension. In fact strug-
gles are extended only when the most militant
workers (the vanguard ) are sately in the hands of
the union. Usually these militants come from the
large factones with a concentration of fabour. It is
here Ihat big sinkes have always started: here in
fact, 15 where the L:'lﬂll'ﬁdfl.tlﬁlﬂ between the
workers and the owners or managers émerge most
casily. (The atmosphere of conflict in laroe facto-
res 15 certainly not comparable to the guiet life of
the paternalistic super-exploitaiion in small
workshops or in offices with a few employees. )

Hitherto the expectation has been. therefore. that
revolutionanes would intervene in such strugales
and reinforce their influence. both numerncally
and organisationally, as the struggle extended.
They would be able 1o reach a positton where they
could wage the decisive battle for revolutionary
lendership in what might possibly be the last
stages of the process of generalisation. Thus
waould the limits imposed by the unions be over-
come within the organisanonal form of the work-
ers” council. That this is indeed a possibility, once
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workers struggles actually start defending wider
proletarian interests. has been demonstrated by
vanous episodes in the material struggle of the
class over the last few decades throughout the
world. From the French May 1o Poland 19810
[revin the Iraman workers” councils of 1989 10 the
misre recent commiitees of Russian miners. Itisin
these sorts of situations that if a sufficiently pre-
pared and organised party wene present, it could
and would have o reconnect with the class and
thus bring together the material mass strugale and
the political strugale for communizm.

After the Microprocessor
Revolution

The changed stricture of the class — or. as vel, the
end of the old composition — naturally alters the
ohjective situation in which revolutionary stral-
egy is defined. We can identify at once where
change is taking place: a change which can be
verfied by the modified possibilities for the way
stringgles can break out and unfold. Egually cleary,
we can see there are immediate political implica-
Tions,

Meanwhile, however, we repeat that the steategie
perspective which emerged at the end of the Sec-
ond world War, and which we summarn se below,
has not changed:

l. The ensis 1s destroying economic stability and
consequently political and social stability, This
makes the emergence of social struggles a possi-
bality and, what s more imponant for us, raises the
passility of class struggle, whatever the political
direction it takes at its birth.

2. The communist political organisation must act
within the matenial movemeni of the proletanat
and use its influence as far as possible 1o get that
movement Lo stav on its own class terrain,

3. Dwring the process of extension, generalisution
and co-ordination of struggles the revelutionary
leadership must grow by means of open theoreti-
cal, political and orgamsational opposition 1o
capitalist forces both inside and outside the class
movement,

4. The critical revoluionary peniod opens when
the programme has penetrated the working class
Lo the extent that ot finds the strength 1o make &
final assault on the bourgeois state. In other
words, when the party leads sufficient class forces
For a victonous assault on power.

Points 3 and 4 become possible when what we
foresee under point 2 becomes true: a growth of
the workers' movement on ils own class terrain
and the active working presence within it of the
revolutionary vanguard. The crisis i already in

Tull swing and there are no shortage of threats,
sometimes dramatic ones, to 2ocial and political
stability. 'We peed only look at what is happening
in the workd to see this, But we are still miles from
the appearance of an autonomous proletarian
mioverment, In facl, and we have fully examined
this in these pages { Promefeo) and in the pages of
Buttaglic Comunisty, the class has suffered fur-
ther blows to its self-identity, both in a matenal
and subjective sense, In short, as far as the
changed composition of the class 18 concemed, we
have already said enough 1o explan how the new
and multiple divisions of the ¢lass have negatively
influenced its capacity to recognise itself.’ Omn the
subjective level, on the level of expectations or
ideals, the wretched collapse of the USSR has
done the rest,

This seems an appropriate point to pause and note
a few things of great interest,

The Collapse of the USSH
and the Working Class

I'he withermg of the Russian Revolution and with
it the Soviet State as the Party led it 1owards
counter-revolutionary state capitalism was a dra-
mustic histonie defeat for both the Russian and the
international proletariat, It was not just that the
State or the Party abandoned the class they were
supposed to represent: they also practised a mas-
sive deception by continuing to call themselves
communist. Assuch, they were admired and even
worshipped by all the other Parties in the Intema
tional, If these parties. themselves the vanguard of
their espective sections of the class, did mot realise
what was happening in the “home of socialism”. it
is foolish {ws well as idealist) o expect the working
masses, slaving away 1o eke out a hiving in factories
threughout the world. te realise what was going
am.

In the meantime an infernal war was being pre-
pared where these same masses would be called
on 1o butcher each other in the name of deals
:'I:m-:l::-cted in the most dishonest way by the ruling
class.

Al the end of the war the LISSEK, still calling itself
“the home of socialism’ found itself in competi-
lion with the bloe headed by the USA over the
division of the world. The structure of the working
class remained the same as before, excluding the
sort of familiar changes associated with technical
progress, Moreover, the industrial apparatus of
ineany of the belligerent countries was in pieces
and 1n need of rebinlding.

Thus the class contmued o see the “Commiiist
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Parties” as thewr own, not least because they pre-

sented themselves as such. in line with the USSR s
inferest i undenmining therr Westem nvals from
withan, {(This is not (o credit them with a revolu

tionary communist perspective. ) The Communisi
Parties acted as the poliical reference point of the
working class in the real sense of the term “polin-
cal”, ne i the bourgems sense of the adminisira

tion of =« u.*iuﬂ:h leaving its |.'l|1'|-|,ll|.-|..li'|. 2 and socinl
relations intact, In this coniext political activity
for the working clazs means finding a compronnse
between its interests and those of the other clisses
mside the existing (capitalisty social relations.
Incidentally, this is the reason why it i= more
correet to talk of revolutionary 111.|||l.1||r.1r than
revolutiomary politics: revolutionaries do nol
hargain over the proletariat’s interests since these
can m:ly be Tulfilled by revolotion. not by media

ficn,

However, the Commumnist Panties presented them-
selves as workers” partics, who, in turn, saw the
Communist Parfies as “their’ parties. the politieal
expression of their ¢lass life. Italy provides a
particularly dramatic example of this. Here the
PC1 was the largest Western Panty, exercising the
ercatest weight on the class, up to and dunng the
Seventics, when the working class still remained
faithful followers of the myth of their historic
areanisations i the PCHand the CGILL

In other countries, such as Great Bntaim, Germany
and the LISA itself, where the UPs were a long way
from having the PCl’s power and organisation. the
parties of mediation were the Labour Parties.
Here events before and after the war bequeathed a
different political legacy: the USSR wias almaost
ot of the game and so were its panties.

However. by the Seventies forces which would
bring significant political change were maturing
mside those countnes with strong CPs. These
Parties. brought up first with the politics of the
Comintern. and then of the Cominform. began 1o
experience a contradiction on ther *national roads
1o socialism™: the contradiction between the ne-
cessity for every good bourgems party (o delend
and interpret the higher interests of its national
state, and their original role as agents of the USSR,
This is what kept them stnctly outside the area of
govermment: this was the Cold War. When the
whill of political power began 10 get stronger (in
the nud-60k) guarmniees needed to be given to
both the domestic and Amencan capitalisis: the
“break” with the USSR began. 1t seemed to be a
sucoess: 1976 was the year of the PCl's scmi-
victory in the elections, Shopkeepers, artisans and
free professionals united with the broad stmta of
workers who already voted PCL hoping Tor a
change to the left which would be more demo-

eratic and cleansed of the corruption and hypoe
risy of the past.  But as lock would have it, the PC
began to meet with difficulties from workers,
Between Lturns and convivial lunehes with the
bosses, the unions had been sigming contracts
which kit the workers and in the nunn the PO
supported them. Glonfving sacrifices, the great
Party behaved in a manner increasingly al odds
wiih the defence of workers' inlerests (even m
terms of compromise and negotiaton | and ...
began 1o lose them. Moreover, sinee i1 had alimost
always been o mass bourgems party il behaved as
such when confromted wilh new situations and
new erses, In the madst of its break with the USSR
and as the working cliuss was finding new ways of
strugaling. the PCT piled stupndity upon stupdaty:
writing first one thing and then saying the opposite
and losing its thread, |n about a decade the PCI
moved from being a party of workers. to o “¢lean
hands” party; from an altemative democratic pay
to a party of compromise. Finally it ended up
directly refuting class divisions and the 5lrlt$g|.l.'
that goes with them until even the existence of the
working class was denied.

Meanw hile, this class, the personilication o Vi
able capital which its "own™ party 1o longer reg-
agnised. found itsell Tacing attacks in which the
PCT was the sordid sccomplice. [tis nol surpnsing
that the working class ended up losing its political
heanngs. Un top of this, the collapse of the LISSRE
brought added disgust as the present and past
misenies of the socialist homeland opencd the cyves
ol even the most unguestioning. “If that was
soctalism _..” trumpeted the bourgeoisic, and the
masscs could do nothing but repeat this relram.
Even i a watered-down amd confused way the
LISSR had remained their model Tor superseding
capitalism — a model which we know had 1o be
radically corrected, for heaven’s sake — but with
the collapse of the model even the hope of over-
coming capitalism was shipw recked.

The Working Class Disarmed and
Reaction on the Rise

These factors were enough 1o leave the working
class completely disarmed in the face of the in-
creasingly violent storm battering it. This has
gone so [ar that, at the time of wnting, there are
demonstrations by tens of thousands of shop-
keepers and small employers projesting against
taxes which could hit them without touching
workers” nzhis and which would continue 1o
allow unemployment benefit for those who can't
find work, That the crisis is also hitting the
smallest of the petty bourgeoisie hard is a fact, that
a considerable number of them are approaching
proletarian conditions is true. but when these
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sirata move on therr own, without, or even azainst,
the proletarial, then this too is a drama, but one
carrying the impant of darkest reaction. When thee
petly bourgeoisie moves this is another sign of
bowirgenis solidarity breaking up. (It 15 no sccident
thal this always begins to crumble when a com-
mon froonl against the enemy 15 ool $0 crucial, )
Several years ago we wrote that the lalian bour

geoisie needed to create a new political class for
iself. This was no easy thing, given the rgidity
of the political (runework imposed by the Cold
War, but it was still necessary. The bourgeosie,
the big bourgeoisie which controls the banks and
Confindustria, believed it had found the way by
unleashing judicial war against the old apparatus
of political power,

However ... the substitution 15 not yel -::nmplﬂ:
and meanwhile the economic erisis continues 1o
get worse. In these circumstunces there would be
nothing easier than for the tensions mside the
bourgemsie o go unchecked and grow mio a
small earthquake. Basically the government is
chlrusted with the task of mediating between
varions, often conflicung. interests and pressure
aroups, in the interests of the ruling class as a
whole,  When this mediating and goverming
force, previousiy trusted for its clear-zightedness,
15 severely weakened the spliniered forees of
the bourgeoisie start 1o come into conflict with
each other as each promotes its own political
preference. The same thing occurred in the
LISSRK after Gorbachev was overthrown along
with the ‘red’. but enlightened. bourgeaisie that
he represented. 1t is also what happened in
Y usoslavia with the end of Titoism,

What is happening in laly is certainly less dra-
mahic. al least ot the moment.  Shopkeepers and
small limms are with the League: the private big
hourgeoisie spasmodically seeks a more credible
reference point than it has so far found (with
Crampi and his gang): the big state bourgeoisie
and their clients are for the old political set-up.
delending thewr positions from attack by privat.
isations,  Amd what of the “people”, thn;- wiorkers
emploved by one or other of these? They ane
divided ’dl:l-llg the same lines as the bourgeoisic —
Just as quarrelsome and reactionary, devord of
principles and consistency,

We are witnessing a kind of *plebeianisation” of
the proletariat which, as it fails to recognise its
own class charactenistics, is dissolving into the
ciizenry of the bourgeois state, Without its own
cultural and political resources, it 15 dividing along
the lines of the “hig bosses’. And, since the
miatenial conditions of the plebeian citizenry is not
s0 sy, the ciizens are often inchned 1o be aken
i by the demagogic promises of any hourgeois

who 15 more "opposed” 10 the present state of
alfairs, no matter how unlikely and reactionary the
direction from which these promises stem. In
essence. the recomposiion of the proletanat has o
start from almost nothing.

For the Return of the Working Class

Urnce again the working class has 10 become the
suhject of history. To do so it has to stan by
fighting elementary defensive struggles on its
own aulonomons terrain; because o class meapa-
ble of defending itsell from its enemy in the
everyday strugale neither deserves. nor can ever
hope. 1o defeat it in the hlnlgglt for power. The
problem. therefore, is to idennfy how that revival
might occur. given the present levels of fraemen
ttion and decomposition, Our hypothesis is clear
The ohjectve process of break-up and I'ragmn:lm-l-
tion has reached its limit or is close o it and the
possibility of a counter-tendency emerging al-
ready exisis. This leads to a further problem, from
the point of view of communist strategy. that of
indicating how the material class struggle (as i
broadens and intensifies) will meet up with the
proletanan party (as 15 influence grows until the
strategy and tactics outlined 10 the revolutionary
programme converge with the objective activity
of the proletanan masses, or at least of their
effective leaders.  In other words, it 15 a guestion
of identifying when the movement of the class in
isell 15 towards its revalutionary prozramme and
YVICe Yers,

As we sapd, up until now it has been assumed that
the coming together of the revelutionary pro-
gramma (the party | and the material movement of
the class would be in the penod of expansion of the
struggle. { Obviously “assumed” means that this is
what was being worked {or.) In essence this boiled
down to the initial hink-up between the strategic
programme and the real movement (given that the
tsolation of the revolutionary vanguard is an inevi
table result of previous history), It was also a
guestion of extending the struggles themselves,
Diespite being generated by the permanent state of
conflict which held sway wherever there were
large concentrations of workers, their struggeles
were dominated by reformizm nght from the out-
sel, Thus, the process of revolutionanes and the
working class movemeni coming together was
very difficult but all the more necessary.

Mow we are in the position where those large
productive concentrations are disappearing. 50,
therefore, the starting point of proletarian struggle
is also changing. The big factory is no longer the
“natural” environment where proletanans can come
together in defence of their immediarte interests,
O the other hand, the small productive umt or
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workplace is not only traditionally incapable of
Tulfilling this role but is currently at the centre of
those deadly changes in the wage structure which
are leading to individual work contracts whose
effect is 1o further divide workers®

Perhaps we are approaching a simiation where the
material conditions for proletarian struggle are
completely absent and productive workers are no
longer of central imponance” Perhaps the above-
mentioned process of plebetanisation is fated 1o
continue indefmately? It this were so, we could all
g0 home and busy ourselves with something else.
And not just that, we should do so. and for this
reason alone join the chorus which sings of the
death of Marxism. In reality, however, it 15 Mar-
sm itself (historical matenahism and the critique
of political economy } which teaches us that so
long as there is an exploited class it never ceases
to struggle, despite all ups and downs; and so long
as the working class remains the only force capable
of making a revolutionary change in society. the
possibility really exists for it to once again take its
destiny into its own hands. [t is thus imporiant to
discover today the possible basis for tomorrow s
revival. This is a necessary precondition if the
revolutionary vanguard is going to contribute o
the development of new forms of class struggle.
However, ihis presupposes being “inside” the class
struggle from the very beginmng which means
overcoming the enormous barners. mentioned
above, between revolutionaries (and their pro-
gramme | and the class. Even so. the prospect is
nol as dark as might appear from a first glance al
the material and political situation of the class.
But where do we see the signs of new ways of
workers conung together” Paradoxically. sOMme
signs can already be ‘found in the final outburst of
struggles emanating from the death throes of the
old-style workforce. 'We are refermng 10 rank and
file organizations like the Caday (Base Commit-
tees). Rappresentanze di Base (Representatives
from Below or from the rank and file) und rhe
Auntocomvocari (Self-Organizsed ), All of these have
had some impact and, despite being examples of
the new trade unionism and thus of a certam kind
of reformism that has nothing to do with a real
revival of the class, they also contain features
worth discossing. We will examine these two
aspects separately.

New Unionism or Old Reformism

The above-mentioned are the three most repre-
sentative examples of a whaole .a.rr:hlprlﬂ.ﬂ-n off
bodies opposed Lo the existing unions. They all
share the same basic features, which can be listed
schematically %0 as not to lose ourselves in dis-
tinctions of little relevance between one example
and another.  All of them aim at rebuilding a

national organisation capable of representing
workers more directly in negotations with the
bosses (.o, more democratic). Whether ths s
concerved as a union or a co-ordination of partial
or local organisations does not change things
much, The crun of the matter remains negotiation.

Their maximum political ohjective is direct repre-

sentation of the workers {or ther elecied
spokespeoplel at the negotiating tahle as a means
of achieving the partial demands {economic and
administrative) of the workers themselves. This s
always in terms of what is ‘compatible’(with
capital s interests): though this is opportunistically
remamed “realistic demands” as the infamous word
“‘compatibility” is left to the official unions, These
organisations were bom either in the big factones
which are disappearing or being drastically re

duced i size, or else in the public services which,
although operating in small units, have always
been confronted by a single farge and direct op-
ponent (the state or state bodies). We shall see that
the public services. precisely because of their
structure, have for some tmee now pointed fowards
new forms of working class realignment.

New organs have appeared which are animated
and led by the old political network of the reform-
ist extreme left. Despite its profound ideclogical
crisis, this has not ceased to be polincally active.
The bankrupicy of Stalinism and the end of the
mystification that statism is socialism have cer-
tainly ended their more long term political pros-
pects. but their reformism is also being accentu-
ated: i.e. their persistent search f'or solutions within
the capitalist mode of production, 1t is character-
istic of this polincal animal that even if 1t sheds s
skim it continues to practise politics, in the sense
of co-management (see above). Certamly, the
reformist nature of the political caste which was
largely in at the start of these experiences 15
reflected i the preseni movement,

It was predictable, however. that the first reaction
1o the now obvious sell-out of workers”™ inleres(s
by the official unions would be the search for new
union forms. “The union is no longer any podd,
let's have another.” This is natural: the problem is
not seen in trade unionism” 85 such bot m the
particular form. Thus the tazk of the reformist
activist; — taking the organisational leadership
and the struggles 1h|:r|'ﬁl.*f'if:i ctside the official
unions — was made easy. There was no shoriage
of workers sick to death with union sell-outs and
ready lo struggle in this way, especially in the
large, crisis-ndden plants (Fiat-Alfa, Maseran,
Dalmine, Breda, etc.) and in varions parts of the
public services. This ia the reason for the relative
suceess of such expeniences, despite their pro-
found internal divisions over what should be
considered the most appropriate form, Moreover,
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it is sympromatic that these divisions cut through
political parties, to the extent that supporters of
Rifndkzione, Tor example. could be found amongss
delegates of the Autocomvacasi (aiming (o change
the exisung umons) and amongst leaders of the
Cofurs (fierce opponents of any such idea). Hitter
pohtical gquarrels amongst members of a single
ultra-reformist panty would lead 1o the collapse of
the whole pan-union expenence whenever there
was insullicient support to sustain them from
helow, or where no single body had the requisite
number of associates and svmpathisers,

The New Forms

In substance these forms of union apposition
reflect the old class composition.  As such, they
are fated, ol best, 1o exhaust themselves aleng with
the exhaustion of the base which determines them.
But we shouldn’t Tool ourselves. Any positive
expeniments by the newly-constituted working
class will cemainly encourage the old and new
exponents of neo-union reformism 1o carry on
upiler the new class composition o, Even though
the Cobas and the Aurocenvocari began where
there are large concentrations of workers and
the public services, they were also able to draw in
workers from medium and small firms. This gives
the old political caste the chance 10 go on making
converts, even after the movement from the large
workplaces is exhausted. And it is precisely here
that ‘new’ ways of workers combaning together 1o
organise their struggles can be identified.

It 15 not the first tinwe, nor is it at all surprising, that
clues Tor revolutionary tactics can be found in
expenences which originate in reformism and the
preservahion of caplahism. Basically, as we have
already emphasised, the direction taken by the old
political caste comcides with ohjective pressures
inside the working class and with a concrete
move et W lich needs (o be taken mio considens-
hon and examined.

In that case, what is significant about these expe-
nences”?! Their overnding sigmificance is that they
were created by militant workers combining on a
territorial basis, The Ruppreseniance i Buse
and the Awrecomvocari in particular, but also to a
certimin extent the CGIL part of Essere sindacto’,
were created by umon activists andfor militant
workers from separate workplaces (certainly with
the organisational and lomstic support of the left.
wing politicos) who came together 10 co-ordinate
their strug eles on some sort of terntonal level —
whether this was local. provineial, regional or
national is not important.

Dbvigusly the Awroconvocali who were already

inside the unions, as was Fasere vncscalo, were al
an advantage here and their experience 1% nothing
spectal. More significant (and sometimes politi-
cally more radical) was that of Raprresentance oi
Bave and the Cobas in the public services. They
did not enjoy the facilities fumished by the union
structure (pre-existing contacts, availability of
equipment and venues for mectings) and the
‘originahity” of the organizational experience is
more obvious. They were not federntions of
‘Tactory " organisations which had grown up on the
basiz of inherenl workplace conflict, but lermtorial
gmupiﬂg!i of worker activists and mualitants who
had been 1solated in the workplace or at any rate
prevented from any perceptible action, 11 is these
wlhich have given life o new unionism, a new
mode of trade union orgamsation. Even so. the
"diabolical invention™ of the reformists boils down
ter their having quickly taken over concrele ways
of orgamsing and hnking up: the Tact thal the
organisation and linking up took place remains
and has a centain historical import.

he “founding fathers” of the revolutionary move-
ment saw the limitations of the Commune but they
recogmised in the dictatorship of the proletiriat —
first expressed by the Commune — the form of
political power necessary for carrying oot the
revolution. The soviets in Russia were born under
the impetus of the most disparate political groups
and had an almost purely Menshevik leadership.
But first Trotsky, and then the Bolshevik Pary
were able 1o recognise in them the form, the
concrete mstrament. of the dictalorship of the
proletariat. It was not the soviets as led by the
Mensheviks or the SEs (much less by Cadets or
priesis) bul the soviet as an orgamsational form
which became the basis of the proletarian dicta-
torship once 11 was orienled on a revolutionary path,
or rther led by the revolutionary pary. Odur task
ie to define the future argamsational forms for the
revival of proletarian sirugsle and we cerainly do
ol see them in the vanows sets of imbials of the
present trade umonist opposition o the umons.
Instead we see them in the termtorial organisations
and combinations which for the moment have
been taken over by the reformasts,

In the Public Services

We have already mentioned that mulitam workers
[rom vanous branches of the public services were
involved from the start in the new oreanisational
forms, Perhaps it would even be comrect 1o say that
the first experiments were in the public service
sector, As ecarly as 1987 the schools Cobas® and
Unified Railway Drivers  Macohinis aeeiri i had
shown & considerable display of strength before
falling victim to radical unionism. Bul it s the



genesis of these movements which can lead in so
many different directions that s of micrest o us.

In the case of the above, the new forms were bom
when a few militants went beyond sectional
boundaries and held political/orgamsational
meetings on a lermtoral basis (i.e. outside the
workplaces). These mectings were (o decide what
to do about the strong feeling of resentment at
warsening conditions and/or the economic de-
mands building up in their own sections, In a short
time the calls for mobilisation and struggle ema-
nating from these bodies drew in hundreds (in the
case of the train dnvers) and tens of thousands (in
the case of the schools), leading 1o & demonstra-
tion of 3L on the sireets of Rome, This was
before the Wall fell and before the campai gn about
the disappearance of the working class: before the
wave of distllusion and reflux which struck ihe left
m general and before the latest brutal evidence of
ecomomic crisis with its associated campei gn about
the necessity for sacnfices.

The corporatist limitations of these expenences
were obvious. locked, as they were, within the
resirictive boundaries — sometimes laughably so
— of category and, in the case of the rilway
drivers, of subcatesory. It was precizely against
these limitations that we fouaht at the time. from
the inside.” The question was: either the move-
ment would grow from below, or it would inevi-
tably become exhausted and identified with the
Mattonal Executive Commussion which was pre-
accupied above all else with establishing a legal
political existence for itself. The clash came over
whether to negoliate or not, with the dominant
group striving for the first option. As we predicted,
this led into a cul-de-sac. The political manipa-
lators had nerther the ability nor the real possibality
of forming their new unjon: there was 1o much
competition, and not only from the existing union
federations. So they kept away from the longed

for negotiating table and logt the movement. Their
mitials survive to this day, but the proletanan el-
ements in the schools {only these are worth
bothenng with, the rest of the leachers being petiv
bourgeois ) will have to start from scratch with
their rank and file organisations and co-ordination
of militants.

Towards New Unions?

As far as the industnal world is concerned, the
process of unifying the various forms of OPPOs -
tiom 10 the unions has followed a slightly difTerent
course. Partly this has been to repeat the experi-
ence of the now deflunct workers’ commitiees
[ Ceamiteats aperal i of Fuat in 1980, Here. more or
less powerful factery committees were formed in
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the big factories which began to act as umiying
nuclel and the minontes who were  orgamising on
a territonal basis gathered round them. The result
was the creation of another form of wrritorial
coordination.

Such ongins betray the strongly uniomst and
essenlially reformist charucter of these organisa-
tions which were offen initiaied by crypto-Stalinists
and the so-called new Lelt desperate 1o recyele
itsell. (From supporters of the invasion of Al-

hanistan to the Trotskyists who now belong 1o

ifemclacivme.) In fact their ongins brand these
orgamsations as a kind of [ast matenal reflex of the
old class composition. Nevertheless, it must be
stressed that nowadays any opposition (even of
the unionist/reformist type) to the historical and
daily sell-oul of proletanan interests by the umons
can only come about if it goes outside the stractune
and internal dynamic of the unions. This is an
appropriate point o reply to the facile and ex-
tremely naive objection that says: "I these struc-
tures end up being one oF MoOre New unions, we
will be back where we were before but with the
difference that they will be more capable of looking
after the workers in small and medium concerns
than are today s ofTicial unons,” Granted that the
official vnions do not look after workers in medium
and small firms — who, it must be said, have
shown no very great desire to be looked after —
the question is really about the very possibility of
instituting a new union which is significantly
different from the present unions. |f a uron
capable of negotiation (and therefore recognised)
were 1o emerge from the Cub (Unified base
committees) and its allies, it would have 1o follow
the same route as the present ones. There 15 no
room for mediation which is not mediation between
the bosses” interests and the workers, There is no
room, that is, for even a genuine defensive struggle
round waose demands and conditions to succeed,
However, it is a rule of the game that swindles are
depicted as successes.  Political animals who
chooge a career i the umons will always play with
words and make, for example, the wage cuts
reqquired by capital seem like a gain for the workers
and something for them (o value.

Never assume anything in history. It 1s possible
that the Creb and its allies could start a fourth union
and that this might even manage to become the
sole “workers” representative”, But this does not
alter the question one iota. Mot only is it the case
that even the minimal defence of the working class
15 impossible i the struggle is not taken up outside
and agamst the unions, but also this must start
from the termitonal organisations created by work-
ing ¢lass militants themselves, This 15 no small
point. It has both tactical repercussions and im-
plications for the possibility of concrete openings



12 inmtemationalst Communist Aeview

for revolutionary work.
New Possibilities and Old Dangers

Ui thee toctical level, the progpect of consolidating
class inlerests on a territonal basis changes the
starting point for a strugale that could lead 1o a
revolutionary assault. We have already said that
communists must act inside the real proletanan
movenment o infToence i1 a8 much as possible, and
that as this material movement develops the revo-
lutionary leadership must also develop. ( Points 2
amid 3 above, ) Having revolutionaries present right
fram the start of the proletariat’s defensive
movemnen! wonld certainly make their task easier
than in the previous scheme of things. Like the
ermbryonic organisational expressions of proletar-
an umification, revelutionanes are a tiny, geo-
araphically scattered minornty. Any potential for
the extension of the former translates into the
potential for expanding revolutionary influence.
Let's be clear. however, this is nol a guestion of
realising the movement's idealist immanence, The
potential for the extension of proletanan organi-
sation and strugele should not be confused with its
actusl realisation

IT it is true that the beginnings of a revival of the
class struggle can only come with some sort of
geographical unification by militant workers, it is
nol inevitable that this will actually result in the
mobilisation of the mass of the proletanat and
those being proletarianised. The road will be far
more tortuous than we could possibly wish. No
doubt there will be more cases ol the new emilo-
rial organs falling back inlo “negotialing ™ unions
ared Further obstacles will be thrown in their path
by the union federations which are already irying
lo find a way of re-establishing themselves on a
geographical basis.

I'he fragmentation of the productive apparatus is
sor obvious that it hasa't escaped the attention of
the umions. 117 no use expecting a greal anal ysis
of the reason for this from the unions: political
economy has never been part of their tradition and
they are not going to examine the dynamic of
capitalism or the crisis in the cvele of accumula-
tion which has provoked the present changes. The
untons simply see the problem in lerms of s
lormal appearance. Their response to the siriking
arowih of small and medium firms as large scale
industry declines 15 to adapt their bureaucratic
apparatus accordingly. A certain number of bu
reaucrats have been thrown out of their old sec
tional posts and are being told to find themselves
a “district where they can huni new members.
That is, they are looking for areas with a high
density of small to medium productive units with

a variety of workers.

Trentin, the CGIL General Secretary, has called
for an urgent debureaucratisation of the umon.
This has already been translated into explicit ini-
tatives in parts of the Norh, with “worker umion-
ists” fishing in the sea of small industry and
amongst artisans, reiterating their claim o be
representing workers. 1t is interesting that “repre-
senting the workers™ — (or these worker unionists
— is interpreted as taking up the interests of those
“hundreds of thousands of entrepreneurs who are
nften unaware of the possibilities for sppport and
finance that the law guarantees them”™. (From a
radio interview by one of these unionists.) It
shows that even if the unions” organisational
siricture changes, their mole as mediators of cap-
talist interests with the working class does not
change one bit.

In the presemt political siuation such a compre-
hensive penetration of the class by the unions will
undoubtedly prove an obstacle. if not o the actual
emergence of genuine forms of class reunification,
then to their extension (o the mass of the working
class. As workers become more dispersed m
croscome workplaces the cloze relationship with
the bosses makes them more sympathetic 1o the
bosses” problems and generally more susceplible
o their ideclogy, an ideology which is more
stupidly reactionary the smaller and more insig-
nificamt the fiem, All this, together with the
general tendency of the bourgeois citizenry to
close itzelf off in the pettiest of interests, makes for
a difficult situation for anyone attempting to re-
vive the struggle for the autonomous mterests of
the warking class.

The Role of Revolutionaries

Un the other hand. the ovemll framework also
demands the presence of revolutionary, interni-
lionahist minorties. In fact we cannot conceive of
independent workers” organisations unless they
re bazed on the following two premises.

The first 15 the distinction between workers own
mmterestz and those of the “nabonal cconomy™ or
even worse, their firm. In small or medium firms
the umons cover the whole mdistry and no-one 15
better at identifying the interests of the proletar-
ns with those of the bosses (for they oo are
workers, poor things!) than the unions.

Chur second premise is connected to the first. Ths
recuires that workers ahandon any illusions abowt
the reformability of capitalism. The present lead-
ership of the Cebay, Rappresensance off Buve and
the like (let alone the rogues in Exsere Sindicaro)
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are saturated with swch ilusions. They are consti-
tutionally reformess,  And in the present crsis
phase ol the accumulation cycle, reformism is
even more pointless, This is another reason why
experiences like the Cofuy are destined 1o fairly
ragrdd exhaustion,

Thus, on the concrete level of struggles the class”
atempts to organise itsell autonomously stans by
miaking the active presence of revolutionary mi-
norities not only possible, bul even necessary.
This doesn’t need much explanation. The histon-
cal importance of the tendency to go beyond
seetiemal divisions is confirmed by the Tact that the
unioms themselves are tirelessty working 1o ge
control of it. We only note this here to underline
the contradicton, in organisational terms, between
tendes unionism, which is by definition reformist,
and our perspechive of miliant defence of the
¢lass,

Going bevond purely sectional organisations
doesn’t mean that there i=a lendency Tor sectional
sirikes to disappear. Umion federations might
change. they might resorgamise themselves, bul
they will not disappear. They are as essential 10
capitalism as the wage-labour relatonship. In
conclusion, the union carthorse will continue to
regiment the more men proletarian masses on
their level. The more agile. territorially-based.
arganizations of the class vanguard should not
attempt 1o compete with them on thig level bul
should exphcitly develop, as far as possible, the
historic and immediate antagonism between
bourgemisie and proletariat, on the level of class
struggle. The condition and principal motor force
for this 1oo s the presence of revolutionaries in the
struggles.

A lurther clarification 1% necessary if we ang to
avind misunderstandings, We are nol proposing
here a new type of general, non-party econemic
argamsation tor union) simply based on a
terrritonal rather than a sectional basis, An una-
vindable obstacle on the road to the revival of the
class is the general tendency for every organisa-
tron created i bourgeois society to crystallise in
defence of its own existence as an organisation, no
matter what the onginal reasons for s formation,
In other words we mustn’t forgel, even for a
second, that proletarian struggle organisations are
only possible and necessary for the organisation of
class strugale. Onee a particular struggle is halted
or has to retreat, the raison d"gre for the organisia-
ton il created dimimishes and this organisation
must either fold up or transform itself into some-
thing else. Here we should remember the unbappy
Fate of the unemployed organisations in Naples as
well the end of the schoolsCobay which 15 now
trying o umile with other orgamisations, from the

FLMLI 1o the Affer Cofaes | The present sttempts af
opposition o the unions are stll characteérised by
this tendency to sectionalism or even factory lo.
calism. But even those that begin from a more
widespread geographical basis run this risk. It is
the task of revolutionaries to spot this and fight it

Proletarian Unity

The termtonal organisation of the proletanan van-
augrd holds out another important possibility: the
read unily of vanous sirata of the class lemploved
and unemployed) as well as thuse of differemt
“eitizenships” inative and immigranth. The im-
portance of such solidarity =hould be obvious.
The degree of unity of class interests determines
the possibilities for the success of working class
emancipation, This must be translated 1nto or-
ganisational unity, and solidarity in struggle, at
least for the class vanguand. 'When this happens
the road 1o the Dinal. decisive class battle will be
apen.

Chur political perspectives envisage that the new
Forms ansing from the luture defensive struggles
of the class, will be the “schools of class struggle™
once considered the preserve of the economic
strugales carned out by the umons. Such organ
sialions won't be permanent or institutionalised in
competition with the unions.. They will be the
form the revival of the class struggle takes .
bringing together and umifving workers as they:
a) generalise their struggle and

by reappropriate the revolutionary programme.

The nucleus of revolutionary militants. however.
Ras to have a permanent existence. 1t will have 1o
give the lead in the battle against the bourgeoisie
andd 1 50 doing act as the focal point around which
combative workers will regroup.

All this makes the existence ol mlernabionalist
factory groups, the central focus of intlemational-
ist tactics, even more essentinl and relevanl. By
becoming local proletarian groups factory groups
would in no way alter their role as political crea-
tions (though not of a mass character) of the
protetanan vanguard. Around them this anti-
capitalist political vanguard can draw other lavers
of the class into the daily struggle. via the wider
geagraphical Torms of orgamisation we have been
discussing.

In conclusion, looking agan at our pcture of the
course towards the revival of genembised class
struggle:-

®  The genesis of the new territorially based
organisations which we have outlined implies a
starting point which is on a much higher political



14 Internationalist Eumqgr_ﬂqt Review

tevel. If in the ba factories the struggle against
speed-ups draws workers together irrespective of
their different levels of class awareness, workers
coming together in territorially-based organs of
class struggle outside and against the unvons will
reach higher levels of class consciousness,

) This initial decantation implies the absence
ol the more dogged ¢onservative proposals and
thus. in general. less difficulty for revolutionary
mlitants to zain a hearing.

' Fhus revolutionary political action within
the ¢lass becomes less difficult than in the past.
% I'he development of a revolutionary lead-

ership openly opposed to the political defenders of
this system, both inside and outside the class. will
be needed umtil a movement strong enough to
overthrow capitalism exisls.

Lip untl now. and we can never tire of repeating
this, the new forms of proletanan organisation,
have only been hinted at in the presem class
dynamic. The present struggles are still very firmly
rooted o the terrain of reformist mediations.
However it 15 highly probable that these will
become more explicit as the present social order
[ragments (see the Theves of Our Vih Congress),
The important thing is to be ready — in terms of
bisth theory and analysis, as well as politically and
organisationally. Even under the present course
of events there is still time o prepare for more
testing circumstances.  This is how we need 1o go
forward and leam 10 draw from today's sigmals
the message for our tomorrow. however far away
it 15,

Mauro jr. Stefanim
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Capitalism: “The Final

Frontier”?

Giiven the ‘mundane’ problems of terrestrial capitalism: mass starvation in the undeveloped
periphery, mass and growing unemplovment in the metropolitan cenires, the u'urﬂr:'ng down af
infrastructures leading to *natural disasters” and so on; what should commumnists' political attitude
be to the capitalisi space indusiry? Iix abolition or even freezing in a post-revelutionary sifuation
wonild be to negate several generations of human labour and science. The inplications of its dynamic
cartnof be ignored or dismissed cither from the standpoint of those masses of workers involved in this
sector or from the broader societal impact and consequences of their labour.

Crisis of Accumulation

The crigis in capitalism’s sceumulation cvele has
appeared in different forms m different economic
areas of the world., But its dramatic sharpening in
the Soviet bloc has assumed a panticularly explo
sive character. This is nowhere better illustrated
than in the virual overmight paralysis of the acro-
space industry in Ukraine. formerly an integral
part of the LISSR s military/industrial complex.
Due to the implosion of the Russian impenalist
bloc under the impact of the cnsis and its attendant
political dismemberment. the Ukrainian acrospace
mdustry was suddenly bereft of its technical
economic raison o 'eire as a functioning parnt of the
Russian war machine. Effect: thousands of highly
skilled workers thrown onto the streets, economic
dislocation on a wide scale.

Capitalism has reached the downward trough in

another cvecle of accumulation and this cnsis of

the economy, global in extent, has engulfed the
LISSE. which Tor a period appeared relatively
immune. All attemps to manage this cnsis have
af best merelv ameliorated 1ts efTects whilst in the
lnlilng run fuelling 113 most explosive contradic-
rons,

Despite agreements by the leading group of Seven
economic powers and international debi post-
ponements: despite the microchip revolution and
restructuning cushioned by wellare benelils and
redundancy payments., the fundamental problem
oof L;l|1I|-I|I‘-i[ accumualation remains and cannot be
solved within the sysiem that breeds i, This is the
chronie shortage of surplus value, 4 shonage
which is driving capital to find ever more means
of increasing the exploitation of the working ¢lass

both relatively and absolutely.

Altemnpls by the capitalist state to regulate its own
law of valuse, much less the unattamable fantasy of
giving 1l free expression (the so-called faw of the
market ), cannol do away with the world crisis of
the capitalist economy,

The collapse of the USSR brought an end 1o the
Cold War. However, 11 did not bring an end to
imperialism or the threat of global war, Capitalis!
accumulation cycles in this century have only been
revived on the basis of a massive destruction of
surplies value, the ke of which can only be achieved
in global war. This is why the Ist and 2nd World
Wars became “total wars’, involving entire
economies and societies. The incisive destruction
of Europe and Japan was the prelude to the bigges
boom in capitalist listory which lasted throughou
the Fifties and Sisties. It was a boom which the
capitalists boasted had consigned Marsism 1o the
dustbin of hustory but by the end of the Sixties the
old problems of profitability were returmng. It
was not that the system was no longer profitable
For individual capitalists and compames, but that
itz overall rate of profitability was insufficient to
fund renewed accumulation on a big enough scale,
COmne of the first signs of this was the US devalua-
tion of the dollar in 1971 in an attempt to begin (o
make its allies pay for the crisis; the accompanying
collapse of the Bretton Woods agreement wiich
had shaped impenalism’s post-war ¢conomac or-
der. signalled the definitive end of the post-war
boom. The economic collapse of the Russian bloc
was accelerated by the growing technological gap
between the USSR and Western capitalism. Sub.-
sequently Western capital, temporanly relieved of
the sort of military imperatives which accompa-
nied the Cold War, has been able 1o intensify its
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current trend towards technological restructuring.
It is symptomatic of the depth of the economic
erisis, however, that the job losses as a resalt of
new technology are not being offset by the devel-
opment of substantial new industries. The boost 1o
profit rates owes as much to wage cuils and longer,
more intensive, working hours as to the employ-
menl of more technologically advanced equipment
and machinery. The capitalist crisis has not been
silved, O the contrary, the so-called globalisation
of present-day capitalism is a sign that cot-throat
competition is the order of the day.

End of Cold War: Beginning of
New Imperialist Alliances

The “victory of the West” in the Cold War has not
and could not open up a new era of peace, for
impenialism has not disappeared with the collapse
of one imperialist power. Russia is still imperialist
but the boundares of its spheres of influence have
U;El.f;-lltlly retreated to within the frontiers of the old

The same cconomic base continues 1o exist and
the contlict supported by it must also continue
even if the probable sides in the conflict have
changed. Al the moment the surviving major
imperialist powers co-operate to plunder the pro-
duce of the world's proletariat. But this *peaceful”
division of the world is merely the precondition
for a warlike redivision.

For forty years dunng the Cold War the European
map wis stabilised and the impenalist blocs foughi
their proxy wars elsewhere. The collapse of the
Stalimist bloc has opened up the way for the
surviving impenalisms (o start a new scramble for
power. As part of that process the "common front’
which hid united separate impenialist interests
(LISA. Britain, Germany, Japan. France, etc.) has
split apan.

The reality of the New World Order has been the
re-emergence of tentative alliances which have all
the hallmarks of those alliances which united the
VANous powers into opposing camps right from
the birth of modern imperialism. These alliances
are el yed fixed as the various state machines are
bulfetted by a matnx of. sometimes conflicting,
tactical and strategic interests, That lack of per-
manence in the emerging alliances, however, of-
fers no comfort to those who try to deny that
impenalism’s New World Order really means
inter-impenalist rivalry. History has shown that
modern imperialist alliances, in common with
earlier formations will shift and evolve with ersi-
while partners withdrawing or even switching 1o
other camps.

It is of course only within this context of a gener-
alised and intensifving crisis that results and
prospects for the space industry can properly be
evaluated. Given its close relation to a wider
military-nuclear infrastrocture, and in a state of
inter-imperalist flux and confusion {for example,
Russia and its former vassal Ukraine), this seclor
may assume not necessarily a crucial, but cer-
tmnly a significant role in determining alliances
when inter-impenalist tensions finally break out
into outright military confrontation. At the same
time, of course, the strategic and military aspects
of the aerospace indusiry mean that its development
is never a simple reflection of “the laws of the
market”. The recent "promise’ by the British
government to buy forty or fifty of the “"Future
large Arrcraft” (FLA) when it s eventually
completed a decade or so hence is a case in point,
The British are not just irying to conserve their
economic interest in this project — designing and
building the aircraft’s wings — but are keeping
their more long-term sirategic options open. At
present  the Bnatish  bowrgeoisie s uncertain
about how much it will have tothrow in its lot
with Furope and ditch the US (which is anyway
ditching the “special relationship” with Britain).
While they continue to maintain their old trans-
Atlantic links by "buying American”™ 1o replace
worn-out Hercules transport camiers, they do not
winl (o be excluded from the development of an
‘independent” Furopean defence svsiem (i.c. in-
dependent from the US), Within Eumpe the need
for such a development is already being felt. In
particular, LIS monopoly of satellite intelligence
during Saddam Hussein's supposed preparations
for a second military incursion into Kowait have
provoked calls for a viable European network of
spy satellites. Even the British Foreign Secretary,
Douglas Hurd, revealed the cracks in Britain’s
loyalty to UUS impenalism when he openly
acknowledged that “we only have their word”
ithe US) about what™s going on in Irag.

For French capital, however, this was only the
confirmation of its desire to have the military
means 1o act independently of the US — a desire
which has apparently been rekindled in Genmany
“following its failure 1o get satistactory inform-
ation on last autumn’s Iragi military manoeuyres
in the Crulf from the US™.( Financial Times 106.1.95)
Sinee 1993 French military spending on space has
increased by 35%, in part due to their financing
the bulk of the £120m Helfas [ spy satellite sys-
tem (with ltaly and Spain as junior partners),
Helins | has been described by the French
Defence Minister, Léotard, as “the first stone in
the edifice of an autonomous European space
system” (T ibid} and now, after the demonstra-
ton of the consequences of U'S global hegemony
in lrag, German capital is showing interest in
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helping 1o put the next stone in place. (By contnb-
uting (o the Helion 2 optical/infrared satellite and
possibly a subsequent all-weather radar satellite. )
Al the ime of wnting participation in Helios 7 s
not a hundred per cent certmn. What 15 certain,
though, is that German impenalsm 1= not going lo
ditch its European option in order 10 keep on
indefinitely following the coat-tils of the US. It
i5 alzo equally certain that without the financial
and economic weight of German capital France
will be unable to continue footing the Il for an
independent Euwropean satellite system,

Crisis in Aerospace

The overarching context of the development of
space technology was the post-war inter-impernial-
1t stasis known as the Cold War, The detail of this
development. the place of space programmes
within the broader process of accumulation, its
continuities and discontinuities. all these are less
well known, The main body of what follows will
consequently attemp 1o fill in some of these gaps.

To properly undersiand current and fulure pros-
pecis, space programmes require 1o be seen within
the context of the aerospace industry as a whole,
In industrial terms they are just one rather small
part of the aerospace sector, per se. A peculiar
outarowth of the post 2nd World War settlement,
global capitalist economic rivalry in space, and
in acrospace as a whole, has developed as a pre-
dominantly trans-Atlantic affair. Thus today.
West Europe’s Ariane rockel, built mainly by
Aerospatiale and SEP. is up against US Corpora-
tions General-Dyvnamics and MceDonnell-
Douglass, while in satellite construction US
acrospace corporations Hughes and Martin
Marietta’ are currenily being challenged by the
Furo-American consortium Space Systems/Laval
and the Anglo-French company Matra-Marconi.
The hybrad national composition of the capital
formations concerned does not in any way remove
1l from the laws of competition and all that that
invalves.

Military arrcrafl production is dominated by LIS
corporations and Furopean consortia, The civil
airliner business is dominated by Boeing.
McDonnell-Douglas and the European Airbus
Industrie consortium. The regular accusations
bandicd back and forth. however, about protec-
ttonism and hidden subsidies in these markets is
little more than an oblique statement about the
actual economic siructure of this sector: that for
the sustenance of industry on this scale, with a
magnitiede of capilal that is comparatively im-
mense. the imbncation of private and state capital
Is indispensable.:

Diespite this close involvement, including a whole
host of credit or liscal measures wheneby the state
deflects the actunl costs onto the taxpayer, all of
these companies are currently experiencing a
massive upheaval as the scrospace industry, as a
global sector, is gommg through its worsl ever
recession. The end of the Cold War, wath 115 sharp
decling in military contracts. has coincided with
an overall downturn in the ¢ivil airine business,
For the past four years the industry as a whole has
been raoning al a loss, o 1993 for example. it was
“hoped” that losses would only be $2bn, compared
to 55bn in 1992, { Financial Times 198.93) Now
the industry ‘s consensus 15 that 1996-7 will be the
siart of the “tum round”

On wop of this, the break up in that formation
pattern of compromises thal made up the institution
of the old inter-imperialist alignments, means the
arrival of new competitors on the global market.
Russian aerospace manufacturers Tupolev and
Iyushin are looking for wavs to break into an
airliner market formerly dominated by the West
and in the space sector, Russia iz potentially a
dominant force. The responses of LS and West
European capital to the current crisis and specifi-
cally o Russia’s new role. will determine pros-
pects in space Tor the immediate Nuture,

The US Response

The Amencan aerospace industry 15 now going
through a drastic process of restmictunng, imvoly-
ing technological specialisation and both geo-
graphical and capital concentration. Missile
production has become concentrated as Hughes
bought up General Dynamics’ missile division:
Laval has bought up LTL Missiles and Martin
Manetta has acquired GE Aerospace.  Military
aircraft production is now concentrated in just two
companies: [Lockheed and McDonnell-Douglas,
the former recently taking over General Dynam-
ics” military aircraft division.

{hver the past four years the LIS serospace indusiry
has therefore transformed itself, with corporations
moving inte or out of whole prodoct areas, shed-
ding 340,000 jobs in the process. ( Economisg
203.93) However most companics are holding on
to their space operations.  For example, General
Dynamics and McDonnell-Douglas are still mar-
ketmg launches on their rockets, Hughes still aims
to be the dominant force in satellite technology
and Boeing and McDonnell-Douglas are still in-
volved in the space station programine.

California. and especially Southern California,
has relied for its prosperity on aerospace and
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related military mdustries since the 2nd World
War, Now 11 faces 118 worst economic recession
since the 1930°s: 162,000 jobs gone due o de-
fence cuts { Econanist, 177931 Bul al the same
fime, the aerospace corporations” aclivities con
tinue to be wholly or largely based in Southern
Califomia. This H‘Ell."-l'l:ﬂ comcentration of space
technology related production, in the context of
falling military and civilian mrerafl onders, makes
the space sector an increasingly imponant factor
in holding together the critical mass of Southem
(California’s high-technology base

Chinton s decision o reprieve the space station -
renamed ‘Alpha’ 1o break the Cold War associa-
ton of ‘Freedom”™ - must be seen in this overall
context, [t was a pohincal decision o prodect

. ~aerospace +

Jobs lost in major W. European states
PRICSEALE, Mg ymes
Iij}_.l}[lﬂ_;

industrial resources and the 20,000 jobs directly
dependent on the station.

In tandem with this. the Amencans have opened
up the possibility of linking it to a new Russian
space station MIR-2 { Spa eflight July 1993} and
using Russian spacecraft during construction.
Other examples of U'S-Russian space collabora

tion include Rockwells® work with NPO-Energia
to enable the LIS Shuttle to dock with MIR and
McDonnell-Donglas involvement in & Russian
designed ‘rover” vehicle for future missions 1o the
moon or Mars. Mot significantly perhaps, the
LI5A has stopped blocking Russian access 1o the
world launch market. And recently the USA and
Russia have even reached a market sharing
agreement on launch quotas and pricing. ( Fimamciel
Fimes, 3.6.93)

The West European Response

With therr much smaller domesthic economies,
indusiral nation siates in West Europe have sim
ply been unable to suppont aerospace companies
on the seale of their US competitors, In the late
Eighties even a company like British Aerospace
(BAe), o piant in European terms, would only
have ranked seventh if it had been a US company

The difference in scale is compounded by differ
enl policies and patterns of accumulation, Thus
the turmmover of the acrospace sector in the U'S has
consistently been double that in the ELl. With
this greater turmaver, the proportion of govern-
ment military and space contracts in the US has
consistently heen double that of equivalent EL

contracts. 1he imbalance is especially stark in the
space sector: 80% of LIS commercial s: atellite
launches are for state agencies compared 1o | 5%

for West Europe. ( Fimancial Times, 18.593)

West Buropean arerospace 15 therelore made up of
smaller units. all of them more exposed (o
unmedited commercial pressures than their LIS
counterparts. Consequently European companies
have sought to compete throwgh a series of
transnalional project based consortia. For exam-
ple. with the Tomado the partners were BAe. Dasa
| Deutsche Aerospace] and lialy s Alenia). More
recently. i wrerall manufactunng. BAg has em-
barked on o “joint marketing venture” with the
Frimco-ltalian group ATR (parent compames
Adrospatiale and Alenin). By pooling their sales
facilities both sides aim to reduce |losses.

Civen the tradition of transnational corporate al-
liances, restructiunng in West Europe has appeined
less dramatic than in the LISA, but a seilar
process s underway, And as in the LISA, this has
meant plant closures and thousands of jobs lost, A
series of takeovers, mergers, voliure swoops and
400 00 hias meant & new concentration of capital,
e.2. in sectors such as misziles where BAe, Francis
Matra and Aerospatiale and Dasa have merged
one entire sector.  The upshot of all this, an
ineluctable expression of the tendency of monopaly
capital. has been the emergence of Ciermany as the
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new centre of gravity of the European aerospace
industry.

In 1989, after protracted “public debate’, the
German industrial conglomerate Daimler-Benz
acquired aerospace compounds MBB. MTL! and
Dormier - that is o say it acquired the entire
Crerman acrospace industry. This was reorgan-
ised into a new company, Dasa, [Dasa was bormn
with a stake in all Europe’s key aerospace projects
and a monopoly in German space lechnology,
including the expenence of bmlding spacelab,
project leadership in Columbus and participation
i Hermes.

Dasa is now Europe’s biggest space company in
termis of sales { Spaceflighr. October 1993) and its
parent, Daimler-Benz, is also closely linked 1o the
powerful Deutsche Bank, which owns over 28%
of its stock. Together they it at the heart of the
intertocking web of German financial and indus-
traal capatal.

Both these companies are committed to a careful
programme of global expansion, On the one
hand they are tuming West — Daimler-Benz has
recently broken new ground by seeking a IisclinF
on the New York Stock Exchange ([ Fimamcia
Timey, 23.993), On the other hand they are also
turning East. Deutsche Bank has been the leading
foree in pushing for Cierman  investmenl in
Eastern Europe and the former Soviet Union and
in representing wider German interests: its chief
executive plaved a kev role in persuading
Gorbachev 1o accept  German  reumification
{Fineamciad Times, 161915 On the other hand
[asa has bought ap the former GDR s acrospace
industry | Lovering ") and is working with
Dewtgche Telecom on a major project to upgrade
Russia s telecommumications svstem with satellite
links. (Spaceflight, February 1993)

From 1991, Germany began to break from its
alliance with France to argue within the European
Space Agency (ESA) for cost-shaning cooperation
with nther space powers and especially with Russia.
['his was certainly prompted by the need to meel
the costs of reunification and to offser the losses
being borne by Dasa as it restructured.? Bul we
can now see that it was also certainly consistent
with the wider corporate aims of Deutsche Bank
and Daimler-Benz. Both are seeking to expand
into Russia. 10 rebuild German capital ‘s traditional
sphere of interest in the East,

One element in this sirmtegy is to gain sccess Lo the
accumulated scientific and technological pssets of
Russia’s space industry, Thus ESA s Hermes
project is now being pursued as a joint project with
Russia and ESA s research controcts have been

placed with several Russian space mstitutes.

Since the early Seventies the German space effort
has concentrated on the design and construction of
orbiling micro-gravity work stations with both
scientitic and commercial aims in mind. The
Columbus module — and here there has been
renewed talk of developing this with Russia rather
than the US — was originally envisaged as n
commercial operation until the USA forbade it
However [Dasa now has the option of collabora-
tion with Ruszia which, with its long experience
on the Salvut and Mir space stations, has much to
offer. It may be significant that each of the lirst
two joant ESA-Russian missions on Mir will in-
Clude a Crerman astronaat. (Spaceffighr, June 1993)

New Patterns of Conflict

Russia has inherited from the LISSR a space pro-
sramme which leads the world in terms of accu-
mulated scientific and engineening expertise,
working experience in orbit and proven lechnol-
ogy. Enormous investments — at the expense of
the Russian proletanat — were made in this pro-
gramme by the USSR, but a much-diminished and
gengraphically shrunk Russian capital now lacks
the means to reap the benchits of these mvest-
ments. [t even lacks the means 1o pay workers’
wages al its space facilities and control centres,

LIS and West European acrospace corporalions
recogmise the window of opportunily now open in
Russia, the chance to buy inte. if not openly
plunder — dependimg on the level of competitive
weakness of Russian capital on a global market -
the accumulated assets of three decades of Soviet
space investment and labour. 1t is conceivable that
LIS and European capital may cooperate in this
venture, following the example of the civil airliner
business. where Boeing of USA and the Ewropean
Adrbus Consortium are seekine Russian partners
for their joint development of a new “super-jumbo
arliner”, (Finuncial Times, 7.9.93).

But ranged against this is a history of irans-
Atlantic tension which has always surrounded
space technology even at the height of the Cold
War. With the Cold War over this is unlikely 1o
disappear. On the contrary, we are probably now
seeing the stant of a furions struggle as US and
West European aerospace companies compete for
privileged access lo Russia’s space assels

Capital in Orbit

Does the end of the Cold War mean that the
space sector will develop along a trajectory more
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thoroughly ecomomic than political-military, i.e.
om & more “purely” capilalist basis? The example
of satellite communication may provide some
pointers.

Satellite communication has followed the classic
rivute of other new communications technologies
from the telegraph onwards, Firstly it was spon
sored and funded in its mfancy by the State and
specifically by the military., More importantly.
onee introduced, it has tended to intensify and
consolidate existing pattems of accumulation and
domination.

satellite  commumcation based el on  pre-
existing clusters of dense telecom links in the
metropolitan capitalist countries and it then fed
upon and intensified these links. It broadened and
accelernled the pace of global business, speeding
up deal-making — the velocity of commercial
capital — through creating the capacity for 2lobal
direct dialling by phone or fax, for computers in
different continents to speak 1o each other and for
the multiplication and increasingly naked com

mercialisation of T. Y. images.

This process 1 now entenng a new phase as space
technology moves out bevond the metropolitan
clusters W achieve a global reach for, and on terms
dictated by, Western capital, Thus the US Motorola
{orporation plans (o spend £3.4bn on ‘Indium’, a
system of 89 mini-satellites in low carih orbit
providing a global mobile telephone network
(Firancial Times, 4.8.93),

Space may simply be used as a place to pul more
and more commumeation satellites and orbitting
advertising billbeards until saturation point is
reached. Yet there are potential industrial profits
to be made in deep space. il not uses, as with
micro-gravity production or lunar mining, if only
capital can muster sufficient investment. The
obstacles 10 such ventures are political and Nnan-
cial rather than technical. There is nothing new
bl micro-gravity manufacturing - the Russians
have been doing it for years. There is nothing
exedic aboul a lunar base: existing space hardware
15 quite adequale o the task,

Hul setting up an orbiting factory or a lunar base
are high nsk ventures: private capital alone will
nol underiake such projects. A commercial ex-
pansion inio deep space will only take place on the
hick of a publicly funded infrastructure providing
regutar and cheap access 1o Earth orbit and beyond.
Private capital, s elsewhere, will require 1o use
state capital 1o underwnie its operations in space,

It is clear, however, that state capital. certainly
national state capital, is insufficient in concentra-

ion o fund such a project.  Multinational co-
operation would be required and this could con-
ceivably be a factor in the jockeying for pesition
that would be the transition 10 new impenalist
alignments. Whichever way they choose to work
it, i Truitiul explotiaton of the vast resources of
outer space will flounder on the Achilles Heel of
the profit motive itself, the most fundamental
brake on the national expansion of sociely s pro-
ductive forces,

Conclusion

Churer space is an expanding productive zone with
enormous potential. The boitleneck of capitalisi
social relations of production, more specifically
the continuously downward spiral of its economic
crisis, mean however that the exploitation of the
vast sector of the unknown, stll in its mfancy, 12
consigned to remain a Jules Verne type specula-
tiom, @ provinee of science fiction. until & unified
humanity under the proletarian revolution can
realistically address the issue.

It will of course require to be seen within an
overall context of the prioritization of resources
required for the resolution of humanity s most
pressing needs. A closer look will then need 1o be
made al precisely how, why and where these
particular swords can be turmed into ploughshares
designed for the optimum benefit of our species.

At this posnt we can do little betier than to indulge
m some good old fashioned “ideological grafitt’,

The Social Revolution ... cannot draw its

poetry from the past, but only from the
Juture.” |Marx, The Eighteenth Bramaire |

Footnotes
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Review Article

Antonio Gramsci
Pre-Prison Writings

Edited by Richard Bellamy; translated Virginia Cox. Published
by Cambridge University Press, 1994

Yet another academic work devoled 1o Gramse
At first glance this seems a strange trme for a
publisher like Cambridge to be bringing out a
volurme of Giramsei's wrilings. In the wake of what
the editor refers 1o as “the collapse of Commu-
nism™ and the lost allure of “the EuroGramscian
thesis”, not to mention the current disiliusion and
tack of interest in all things “Marxist” in academc
circles, The book can’t exactly be selling like hot
cakes. Possibly Cambridge have been so slow in
preparing the translations that they've simply
missed the gravy train of what was until very
recently a thriving commerce in Gramsciana, Or
maybe all this has just confirmed Gramsct as 4
“gafesubject for an ivory tower series in the s
tory of political ideas which, “aims to make avail-
able to students all the most important texts in the
history of western thought ..." but which includes
neither Marx nor Lenin. nor even maore radical
bourgeois revolutionary figures like Rousseau or
Tom Pane. In any case the Mneroduction offers
the reader no new insight inte Gramsci, For the
most part it is content to churn out established
cliches: there is Gramsci, that more humanistic
and idealist *Marxist” who welcomed the Uctober
Revolution as a “revolution against Karl Marx's
Capital”: CGiramsci, the supposed initiator of the
concept of the ‘ltalian road to socialism Cirmmsct,
the master of contemporary political analysis with
a superior insight into fascism and a “far more
complex account of the nature of the bourgeos
state than many of his Marxist colleagues™. Above
all there is Gramsci. ambivalent and ambiguous,
the nnending subject of academic speculation and
generator of obuse philosophical and sociological
jargon. Try this, for instance:

He seems 1o have been more concerned
with overcoming anomie by having the
worker assimilate the norms he believed,
in quasi-Durkheimian fashion, to be
inherent to the integrated work processes
of industrial production. (p.xxii)

Instead of clearly raising the real question of
Ciramsci's limited view of proletarian revolution
— a view which altemates between workers” self-
management of the capitahist workplace and the
Communist Party simply taking over the state —
all we get is a demonsiration of the editor’s
~eredition’. This is only 1o be expected from an
academic introduction,  Even from academia,
however, we might have expected 5 more TR pTATTES
attempt to explain the sigmficance of this particu
lar edition of Gramsci's “pre-prison writings'.
(Well over half of which are already available m
English ) The period in question is from Ciramsci's
early days in the Italian Socialist Party (he joined
iy 1913}, up until 1926 when, as General Secrctary
of the Communist Party of Italy (PCd'T), he was
arrested under Mussolini's *Exceptional Laws’
alongside other prominent leaders and hundreds
of ather Communist Party activists. When the 1si
World War broke out Gramesci, at twenty -three
years old, was by no means a fully-fledged Marsisi
and he had neither the necessary materialist
framework to recognise its signilicance as an
inter-imperialist conflict nor any previous idents-
fication with the anti-militarism of the P51"s left
wing. However, when Mussolint — left-wing
editor of Avanti and effective leader of the P51
began to ditch all his previous anti unperialism
and militant anti-militarism. arguing that ltaly
should enter the war (preferably on the “progres-
sive” side of France and the Allies) Gramsci chose
1o trv and defend his position, Gramsei's Uctober
1914 article. Active und Qperative Newtrality
(following Mussolini‘s title} is usually seen as
something of an embarrassment by commentators
and shrugoed off as a more or less naive mistake.
Met 5o this present volume which absurdly com-
ments. ~It was characteristic of Grameci that he
did not falter from holding unpopular positions.”
Thie is absurd because any seriaus student of
Giramsci knows that when he came to realise
the implications of defending Mussolini (who
was eventually expelled from the PSI for his
interventionist stance) Gramsel succumbed 1o
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a characteristic bout of nervous exhaustion and
didn’t engage in political activity or wrte another
political text for a vear. It is also absurd because
the article itsell is confused, reflecting both
Liramsci s own inccherence and the wider state of
bewilderment Mussolini s turm-round had created
mside the P5L. This episode in itself is nol so
signmilicant even if it does show that Gramscs wis
na lalian Lenin. (Amongst the confusions of the
914 article there is no sign of proletarian inter-
mationalism, the basis of Lenin’s revolutionary
defeatist opposition 1o the impenalist war.) What
18 more significant. at least for anyone wanting to
trace the development of a revolutionary marxist
current in ftaly. s that Gramsci did not clarify his
thinking on the war, much less develop an analysis
of its imperialist character. When he returned to
political life in 1916, after laly had joined the
belligerent states, Gramsci concerned himself with
“cultural” issues — writing articles advocating
umversal free education or the setting up of a
‘cultural association” |which he compared 10 the
Fabian Seciety ) as a means for intellectuais 1o
contribute to the socialist movement and discuss,

wo proflems — philosophtical, religious and
moral — which underlie political and
ceonomic action, but which economic and
political organisations are not equipped to
discuss or to promaote solutions for.

t From *Socialism and Culture”, ori ainally
published in i Gride del Popodo 29,116,
P

These are the son of concerns dear 10 university
academics. For a revolutionary marxist in the
middle of impenalist war, seeing the international
working class embroiled in mutugl slaughter

whilst the socialist parties of the lind International
acquiesced in or openly supported the war aims of
their “own” national capital, they were not exactly
the central 1ssues of the day. Whilst it is true that
in ltaly the crisis of social democracy was more
blurred as a result of the PS1's official position of
“neither support nor sabotage” for the war, it is a
fact that Gramsei saw no particular implications
for the Party s Tailure 1o unambiguously Oppose
the war, or indeed of the centrality of the war
itself, Like Kautsky. Gramsci preferred to view
the biggest conflict so far in human history as a
contingent event which was not intrinsic to capi-
talism's development. Unlike Lenin, Luxemburg
and in laly Amadeo Bordiga, he never analysed
the war in 1erms of capitalist imperialism.  In
terms of conerete political activity it is above all

lo Bordiga that we must look for the revival of
what was known as “revolutionary intransi gence”
nside the PSI: for the attempt to force it off the
political fence by repudiating the idea of the
bourgeois ‘fatherland”’ and adopting a “strictly

and sincerely revolutionary tactic”, which means
putting itself at the head of strikes and anti-war
demonstrations and recognisimg that “violence 1=
the midwife of every society pregnant with future
Iife”. The quotations are from the manifesto of the
newly-revived intransigent revolutionary fraction
issued in July VM7, after the PSI leadership had
announced its support for the *democratic bloge’
Ithll::rwitig LIS entry into the war) and when news
of the February Revolution in Russia was inspir-
g mare and more workers [ 1ake (o the streets o
demonstrate their opposition 1o the war. Gramsei
had nothing to do with this manifesto or the
revolutionary current which produced it. For our
academic commentator this is all part of his
attraction — an indication of his “more ideahst™,
“non-determinist”™ Marxism which, in contrast to
the vulgar positivism of “orthodox™ Marxists,
eniphasised “the role of ideas and human will” and
was “anti-deterministic”, So how did this man
whose preaccupation with things “cultural ™ in
1917 kept him apart from the initial struggle 1o
revolutionise the PS1 from within, later come 1o
identily with ‘orthodox Marxists' and their revo-
lutionary cawse which eventually led 1o the crea-
tien of the Communist Party of Italy (PCd’1) in
19212

For all Gramsci’s philosophical idealism and
emphasis on self-development the answer is nol
that he went through a process of rethinking and
itellectual conversion to Bordiga's arguments.
Indeed, apant from the hizame occasion in 1917
when Giramsci, the “Centnist’. found  himself
accidentally representing the Turin section at a
meeting of the intransigent fraction (most of the
Turin leaders were in jail or in the army following
working class unrest in the city ). Gramsci never
showed any signs of opposition to the war. In
typical PSI fashion, this meeting had attracted a
much wider political spectrum than those who
wanted revolutionary class struggle against the
war. Also present were high-up Party leaders such
as Serrati and Lazzari who were quite prepared to
cofme under the “mtransigent” umbrella if it meant
they could undermine the development of  clesy
revolutionary fraction. Whilst they argued for
“realism’ and managed to secure a reaffirmation of
the official Party slogan of “Neither Support Nor
Sabotage” Gramsei is supposed 1o have impetu-
ously sided with Bordiga's call for class action
agmnst the war — the only other delegate to do so,
For this he was, not unsurprisingly, accused of
voluntarism. The fntroduction says nothing at all
about the context of this charge — probably the
author does not know the context — but no matter,
i's a useful term 1o seize on to show “Gramsei's
emphasis on the role of ideas and the human will”,
(P xiv) Emphasising ideas apparently does not
mean valuing their consistency, In March 1918
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demonstrations of popular opposition (o the war
once more grpped Turin. Gramseci’s response
was Lo dismiss this as “proletarian and defeatist
barbarity and stupidity” (In The Club of Maoral
Life p.51.) and carry on with s plans for a
socialist study group-cum-debating society, In
fact, right through 1918 and well into 1919 this
remained his main preoccupation: while the
waorking class seethed and increasingly looked 1o
Russia and while Bordiga called for the expulsion
of reformists from the Party. Then. ne sooner had
Gramseci's ambition of setting up a “review of
socialist culture™ been obtained (along with Angelo
Tasca. Palmiro Toghatt and Umberto Terracini
than the industrial working class in Tunn began o
transform the workers™ commissions il organs
of workers control and take over the factones. For
the first time Gramsei became involved i the
living class struggle and the cultural review —
L'€cding Niown | The New Chrder) — was Irans-
formed. in Gramsci's own words from, “an inco-
herent mess, the product of a mediocre intellec-
tualizm, fumbling around looking for an end Lo
aim at and a direction for its action to take™ (p. 1'80)
inte a mouthpiece of the Turin workers” move-
ment as well as a source of informalion on revo-
butionary events and ideas from outside ltaly.

From the point of view of the actual texts which
span the period of the factory occupations {or
rather the “two red years” (hiennic rossel of
widespread class struggle in ltaly} very few of
them have not appeared in English before, notably
in the rival Lawrence and Wishart series edited by
Quintin Hoare, Whereas Hoare's collection has
the menit of including some of Bordiga's entcisms
of Gramsci's limited factoryis! conceplions
Bellamy's ignores this polemic and the wider
comext altogether and simply provides an abstract
eriticism. This is valid as far as it goes. In his
pretentious, idealist way he sees that Gramsci's
tendency to see the end-product of workers” self-
management in terms of greater efficiency and
productivity has nothing 1o do with “the growth of
freedom”, Typically he concludes that. “Unlike
Lenin, Giramsci was saved the embarmssment of
having to face up 1o these theoretical limitations
of his scheme by never having 1o implement it.”
As il the Tailure of the Russian working class 1o
establish communism in Russia was due to the
weakness of Lenin’s theoretical schemas!

From a revolutionary perspective  Hondiga's
criticiems are much more telling. First, he pointed
out that Gramsei was talking aboui nothing more
than factory commitiees, albeit democraticatly
organised ones, not soviets, Whilst the Tirst were
a means for workers (0 organise their own activity
in the workplace. soviets arc political organs of
the whole working elass and are necessanly or-
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ganised on a termtorial basis w0 avoid dividing the
class up on trade and industrial lines. Second,
Bordiga was trying to convinee Gramsci and other
€hrdinevisti that revolution was not simply a
provess of building up workplace demoeracy and
proving that the working class could “responsibly
and efficiently manage production”. Rather it 1% a
conscious political movemen! to overthrow the
existing state that has to be centralised and co-
ordinated by a party with a clear revolubonary
programme,

We would not like the working masses to
wet the idea thar all they need to do fo
take over the factories and get rid of
the capitalists is set up councils .. These
Sutile and continual outbursts which are
daily :{.j:hnusﬁng the mns:? minst be
e together, organised info one greal,
Eﬂi:gpreﬂl:ﬁsl' ve effort which aims directly
af the heart of the encmy bourgeoisie.
This function can and must only be
exercised by a communist party which, at
the present moment, has not, and must ot
have, any other task than that of directing
ity activity te making the working masses
MIEFE COMSCIONS ﬂf’:ﬁc necessity for this
greaf dpam:ur step. This is the only direct
way they will gain possession of the faciory,
while to proceed otherwise will be to
strupele in vain.
{Bordiga in /f Sovier 22.2.20, reprinted in
Antonio Gramsci: Selections from Political
Writings 1910- 1920 ed. Cuintin Hoare:
p_zjﬁ-l

Above all he criticised Gramsen's falure 10 face
up 1o the need for the proletarial 1o confront the
capitalist state as a result of his view that the
socaalist state could be built up inside capitalism.
{*The socialist state already exists potentially in
the institutions of social life characteristic of the
exploited working class."|Gramsci 1n “Workers
Democmey” p.96 |1 Noneof this is mentioned
in the Cambridge [rerodduction.. Likewise.
Gramsei's conversion to the idea of “renewing’

and eventually forming & communist fraction in-
side the PSI is passed over in almost complete
silence. (Why should he have been “disillusioned’
about the PPS1s failure to expel the reformists and
implement the International s 21 conditions?)
Giranted, an introduction cannot say everything
but the way Bellamy presents it (p.xsyv) there are
two communist fractions — one round Bordiga
and the other round “theCrdine Nuove group in
the nen-up to the Livomo Congress which resulted
in the P51 split. This is not the case, There was a
single communist fraction which came formally
into existence on 15th October, 1920 by which
time thetrdine Nuove group had disintegrated.
| CGramsci had been left in vinual isolation with s
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“communist education” groap of 17 workers in
July/August 1920.)

he formation of a communmisi fraction was the
result of several inter-connected lactors: The
International's growing disillusion with Serrati's
‘maximalist” leadership (good at giving formal
alleaiance to the mternational revolution but short
on revolutionary action and refusal to expel the
‘reformists” who openly opposed the revolution §;
Bordiga’s abandoning of the abstentionist tactic
al the Hind Congress of the International {thus
focussing on the fundamental questien of whal is
A communist pary mther than the side issue
of abstaining from parlismentary elections): the
mcreasing urgency of the situation as the class
muovement in lealy began 1o fizzle out afler a series
af isolated and uncoordinated upsurges, On
Liramser’s pant it meant abandoning the prime
rele he had placed on the factory committees and
recogmising that the first priority was for the
proletanal 1o have a polincal weapon — a
COMIMYIMISE party.

Al the beginming of 1920, at the same fime as
deing their best 1o isolate the Turnn movement. the
5l and the wmons came up with their own
schemes for institutionalising workers' councils
and socialists began to see that the Socialist Party
was a dead weight round their necks.  The
abstentionists began 10 gain ground in Turin.
Bordiga upped his criticisms of the council move-
ment (coming personally 1o speak to the Turin
section of the PSI in February) and the
“illusions"ofordiminvivm were directly eriticised
by Miccolini ( pseudonym of Nikolai Ljubarsky,
ane of the Comintern’s representative s in laly ) in
the pages of Avwenii!  For the first time Gramsci
started to speak about the need to “renew the
*arty " Adler the section elections in February
abstentiomsts outnumberedordinenise by eight
to one in the Tunn branch of the PS1. In April the
natiomal council of the PSI was to meet in Milan.
Giramsci was delegated 1o drafi the document
representing the views of the Turin section. This
was For a Renewal of the Sovialist Party which
was duly presented to the National Council and
prompely rejected, along with calls for the PSI 1o
back an extension of the general strike currently
zeing on i Piedmont. The point bere is that this
was a document of the whole Turin section, not
a reflection of Gramsei's personal position. As
such it was a compromise which mentioned
neither the factory councils (all references were
cdited out during a section meelingh nor
abstentionism but concentrated on the Failure of
the PSI 10 act as & revolutionary party.  Usually
this is presented as simply & text by Gramsci ( this
15 what Chiintin Hoare does, for examplel, thus
making it easier to claim that Gramsc) did not

ignowe the “party question” and in general allowing
the impression to be created that Gramsel s con
inbation to the formation of the Communist Party
wis much more central than it actually was. The
Cambrdge edition does concede something of
this {in a footnote) when it says that. "Although
clearly imformed by Gramsci™s ideas, one should
bear in mind that as a Party document it had 1o take
other views into account.” But this is so obluse
that there 15 obviously no intention (o undermine
the myth of Gramsei's key role in the formation of
the PCd'L. It 1s a myth that is partly perpetuated by
Lenin's writings and the records of the Hnd Con-
gress of the Intermational - where Lenin praised
Fror a Renewal... as an Ovdine Nuevw document
and despite being informed of its real nature,
continued 1o insist “that it is the line of L™ Ordine
Muovei members that comesponds 1o the line of
the Communist International™ (Speeck on the
Terms af Admission inie the Communist Inter
putional. See Volume 31 of Colfected Works, )
There 1s evidence to suppose that as the Russian
leaders in the Exceutive of the International became
disillusioned with Serrati they would have preferred
Gramsci to lead the communist split rather than
the more independent Bordiga. Be that as it may.
In practice it was Bordiga who really understood
the need for the communists to split. In the event
it was he who was the principle motivating foree
of the communist fraction which Gramsei joined
and which was 5upl|mrted by the Intermational s
respresentatives in Haly.

Naturally Bellamy says nothing of this. He is
content to repeat the myth shared by liberal
democrats and Leftists alike that the split “divided
the lalian labour movement at a erucial time,
considerably weakening its ability o respond 1o
the rise of Fascism,” (pxoxv) This is a complere
risreading of the situation. The question of the
hour for the Ralian “labour movement” was
whether or not it was going to make a communist
revolution against the whole of the ltalian state set
up. mot just prevent the Fascists becoming part of
it Asa point of fact it is also nonsense. Far from
regretting the opportunity to lead an undivided
labour movement against Fascism. in 1921 the
Pl was busy signing a Coneiliation Pact belween
s own parliamentary deputics and the Fascists in
parliament, In 1921 and the early years of the
PCd’'l Antonia Gramsei had no such regrets. He
didn’t even speak at the Livomo CONEIess, never
mind voice doubts about the narrowness of the
sphit funlike Paul Levi who argued against a break
with Serrati), More important, Gramsci actively
participated in the Rome Congress in 1922 and
showed no signs of concem at the political direction
the Party was taking. Only after two vears of
political grooming in Moscow and Vienna, when
he returned 1o Ialy at the behest of the Cominter
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i take over the leadership of the Party. did lus tune
change. In 1924 Gramsci began to describe the
split at Livomo as kaving been “too far to the Left™
and therefore “the greatest tnumph of reaction™
because it cut off the majonty of the halian pro-
letarmat from the International. This reassessment
is cchoed in the article, Againsr Pessimivm (p255),
where Gramsci reflects on the errors of the Chrdine
MNeeover group for nod having worked for a wider-
based Party “even though we had the great authonty
and prestige of the International on our side”™. This
is just a posi-hoc rationalisation, In 1921 the
Chrdine Mouovo group had been in no position o
lead any kind of split. By 1923, however, it was
leading figures from the old Turin group —
Togliatti, Terracini and then, in 1924, Gramsei
himsell — who provided the core of the new
executive “chusen for the PCd'I by the Comintern™.
{ From Bellamy*s chronology poxxxv.)

[t is an irony of history that the Party which was
founded on the necessity for the constituent par-
ties of the International to recognise and implement
the decisions of its Congresses that it should find
itzelf almost immediately an oppositional minor

ity inside those Congresses, as well as the Enlarged
Executive meetings that were held in between
them. The PCd’l was bom in the wake of the
defeat of the working class, not just in Baly but all
over Europe. As the Communist International
degenerated into opportunism and  eventually
into an cut-and-out tool of the counter-revolution
in Russia. the Left-leaning [alian Party found
itseli increasingly out of step with the Russian
leadership in the Comintern. The hirst point of
divergence was over the united front policy, firsi
formalised by the Executive of the International
{ ECCIy in December 1921 following the decision
of the 3rd Congress (June) to adopt the slogan of
“To the Masses™. The issue is more complicated
than Bellamy makes out. Whilst Bordiga certainly
found “collaboration with the socialists™ (i.e. the
PSI) “anathema” he was far from opposed 1o
seeing the working class unified in 4 common
struggle. For lim “To the Masses” and the united
fromt tactic which followed could only he inter-
preted in this way — i.c. as an allempt o gel the
workers at the grass rools to struggle together,
whatever their individual political or trade union
allegiance. As for top-level deals, alliances and
~collaboration” with other parties, however, this
indicated an abandonment of the revolutionary
programme altogether and a return to the sort of
hackstage wheehng and dealing that had charac-
terised so much of Socialist Party activity before
the war. The acceptance of the Rome Theses by
the vast majority of the PCA’l in March 1921
shows that the bulk of the membership agreed.
Alrcady the Nalian Party was a thom in the side of
the Russian leadership and as the shifting sands of

Comuintern podicy tumed united front mto a call
for workers' governments the [talion Pany leader-
ship. still as one with Bordiga, found it inereas-
mgly difficult 1o aquiesce. In this case Bordiga
only did =0 out of discipline and by insisting that
the only way 1o a genuine “workers” government”
was via revolution. This was in June 1922, By
November, at the $th Congress, the ltalian dele gates
were pressunsed into accepting the principle of
fusion with the PSI which had just expelled the
Turati-led Right and was now split into four
fractions. (In fact Comintern emissaries in lialy
were already negotiating with the PSI leadership,
Fusion did not come about because of opposition
from the Nenni fraction inside the P51 itself),

This was not good enoagh discipline for the
Comintern. A more reliable and pliani executor
of its decisions was required in ltaly, Gramsc had
already been singled out as a much more malle-
able alternative 1o Bordiga and had been asked o
stay on in Moscow afler the 2nd Enlarged Executive
meeting. | Where Zimoviev, Trotsky and Bukhann
had tried 1o persuade him to break with Bordiga®s
stance.] The opportunity for the Comintern o
intervene directly and install its own choice of
leadership came in early 1923 when Bordiga and
other members of the EC were arrested or in
hiding under threat of arrest, This step was eased
by Bordiga’s tactic of having the limlian EC
resign en musse in protest against being told to
implement fusion with the PSI. When the ltalian
delegation amved in Moscow for the Thind
Enlarged Executive meeting they were all set to
refuse o reassume their posts of responsibility on
the EC so long as the Intemational continued
with its insistence on fusion with the PSI. The
International did insist but all except one of the
old FC members (Fortichiari) returned having
accepted posts on the new, so-called ‘mixed” EC
which now included four new members: Toglat
(already acting as spokesman for the Pariy).
Seoccimarmo, Tasca (who had been the only voice
of opposition, from a Right-wing standpoimt, 1o
the Rome Theses) and Vota. Now the ECCI had
4 more manageable situation in ftaly. Although
the newly constituted EC was by no means an
obedient poodle there were now important figures
ready to be persuaded of the Comintern line,
especially when reinforced by arguments {rom
Gramsci who was moved to Vienna n November
in order to be able o keep in closer touch with
Toglintti et al. It ig true that Gramsci had previ-
ously refused w contemplate substituting himsell
for Bordiga — mainly because it was impossihle
to conceive of the PCd’l without Bordiga at the
helm. However, now that Bordiga's position had
been undermined (and in any case Bordiga refused
w rejoin the EC after his release from prson
in October), Giramsei appears 1o have had few
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qualms.
Even before he left Vienna one of his first moves.
far from showing “he considered it important 1o
obtpn the active consent of the membership
through muss democratic organization” (praxvi

xxvinl was io preveni the pubhication and discus

sy0n of “lLlﬂll 1 Prison 'n.f.-l.rlurr s, [ Thie rest of
the EC. even ||'HJ'||.’|[|| had been 1'“‘F"”'~1| s dlis
that.) Gramscl returmed to It aly just before the
semi-clandestine Pary conference held near
Comao. This must have revealed 1o him just how
much work he needed to do o shape the PCA
into the Comintern s mould. Although the Lpper

echelons of the Party the EC and the Central
Cormmittee (CC) M IL'L'I:m:i.':lII':. belonged
o thee "Centnst ||+.:,ur|n ithanks 1o Moscow s
intervention | the overwhelming m: uu-m ol the
ederal secretares, who werp r|u-.|:,n closer (o the
grassroots, were with the “Bordigist Left” as was
the Youth Section. Gramsci promptly sel oul o
change the political balance of the Party, First he
armed to ncorporate new elements from the PS|

iln the event this botled down to the admmission of
the terzini, Serrati " fraction which was regady 1o
sibmil o the Intermational and who were admitted
en bloe i :"‘\L"|1|:1‘|!'I!"l.:'r 924 Second. in |v.l.'-;'|!'|||-_'
with the call for ~“Bolshevisation™ of the Communist
Parties at the Vil Congress, he simed 10 radically
rhange the way the Party was organised so that the
leadership would have much more = contral over
the base, Not an open debaie o persuade the
membership and obtain their “active consent”™ to
the directives sent down from above, but the
dismantling of the terntorial Federations and thets
replacement with workplace cells { presamably
'-"-|||I litle contact  w ith
cach other and under the
confred of  “trusted”  cadnes)
wias the method adopted
by somecne who was sup

prmed o eonsider it T e
fant t0 oblain the active
consent of the membership
through mass democratic
oreaniFalion. i xviid

However, before this or
ganisational upheaval could
el underway there came
the Matteoin crisis. In June
1924 Ciacomo Maitteotti, a
PSLT (Unitary  Socialist
Fary ) deputy who had dared
to eriticrse the regume For itg
electoral corruption,
kidnapped and murdered by
Fascists, This led toa public
outery and the first sponta
necus streef demonstrations
for years, The Fascists were

WS

divided and Mussolini was forced to get nd of
some of the more “extremist” figures such as Kossi
and Marinelli. For a time support from Salandm’s
Laberils liung m the balance as the industralists
ok fnght ot the blitant lawlessness  of the
Fascists an the Mateotn affar, For g shor whale
10 11 J'."HI\.L'.‘ as though the King mught demand
Mussolini's resignation. Meanwhile the opposi-
lion parties in Parliament chose to protest by
leaving the Chamber altogether — the so-called
|'"| % 'i'”l i|H' 'ﬁ!'l'l{'ﬁ"‘\i.l i1} ! -I-IlL' ]‘t -I.I I I,Il_'l;ll.ll IL"'a b 1."!'!..'
imstricted by the EC to join them, This was clearly
Crrarmsel ' sdea of a anied front. What his “more
subtler view of Fascism™ (p.xxvi) boiled down to
m prachice was nothing more than bourgeos
democratism: a policy of manoeuvring alongside
the bourgeoss democratic parties against the “im
maral” Fascists.  In a report to the Central Com
mitlee Grramesct described the erisis as 0 "moral”™
o Whitch had led to the “creation of a State withm
[_|1L‘ slate: and anti-fascist government against the
lascist government, The report went on Lo say
thut the parliamentary opposition remained Ilu
Tulerum of the popular antifascist movement™
CaFarmisa Illighl have been ||,-','luﬁ1|_l_!L the Catholic
Popular Party for all this had 10 do with the
political agenda of the working class. Thus,
while the handful of Communist Party deputies
Joaned the  Aventine  opposition  conmmitlees,
reports were comimg in from the regions that
the working elass was restless and ready to act,
Information ke this was discounted  as  Lell-
wing recklessness by the Party Centre which was
now almost completely out of touch with the base
It was, however, i touch
with Moscow and the Inter
national whose Yih Congress
had just presented a revised
interpretation of the “wnited
fromt” wherehy the social
democratic  parties
were now viewed as “social
fascists™., GOramsci's |_|.|_.| i|_'_l..
of  joiming the Aventine
secession was duly cnticised
and i an attempt to follow
the Comintern line the Pany
leadership laumnched the
totally inappropriaie  slogan
of “Workers” and  Peasanes”
"Committees” without any
preparation at the grassroots,
Heaping confusion upon
confusion and under instruc
nons from the Comintern,
Cirmmsct fned 1o rectify his
Aventine “mistake” by veer
ing back f Bouraeois
politicking and directed the
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PCA'T deputies 1o call for the Aventine secession
o be turned into a permanent “anti-parliament™.
When they refused the Communist deputies re-
entered the new session of the ‘real” parliament
alone where Repossi was given the task of reading
out a speech condemning Fascism (for which he
was roughed up and spat on). This was accompa-
nied by yet another tactical turm-round: that of
s

the Communist deputies. who still legally had
parliamentary immunily from arrest, 1o go and
speak “to the masses™ al factory gates and street
comers. This new tum (o the masses was 100 little
too late and only exposed Commumnist Party mili-
tants to Fascist attacks. Moreover, it was during
this shift in tactics that class conscious workers in
ltaly were further disonented and demoralised by
the sight of the Russian  Ambassador holding a
banquet for Mussolini and other top Fascists, By
November |924 trade treaties and official recog-
pition by other capitalist slales were more impoer-
tant for the Soviet Linion than whal was happening
te the mternational working class,

Amlter this fiasco and display of conlusion and
apportunism by the Gramscian leadership a core
of militants from the Left (who siill represented
the majority of party members) decided that
Bordiga's tactic of leaving the Pany in the hands
of the *Centrists” was not enough, The very rison
d’etre of the Pany was being undermined while
comrades from the Left were being thrown out of
the Party and substituted by "Centrists” withous
any political debate whatsoever. In the Spring of
1925 a small group of comrades from the Left,
including Bruno Fortichian, Leigi Repossi and
Onorato Damen, resolved o form the Comitarn
o "Irresa (translated in the Cambridge text as the
*Committee of Agreement’) with the intention of
trying to make sure there was a full debate about
what was going on, both nationally and inter-
nationally. before the next Party Congress:

What can a Congress which s aiming af
holshevisation be worth if it is attended by
delegates from the various federations
where there has been no previous
discussion, of @ serious and informed
nature, with the recognised represenlalives
the various currents about the
“fundamental problems of national life on
wiich basis the general programme of the
party must be drawn”?’
i Letter from the Committee of Agreement 10
the Party Executive, 1.6.25, in response to a
statement of the Party Executive published in
L Unirg of 26.5.25)

Here would have been a chance for the Cambndge
work to say something new and deal wath an
episode otherwise avoided by studies of Gramsci.

However. despite the singular inclusion of one of
Oramscr’s published responses to the Commuttes,
there is no explanation whatsocver about how
Gramser “persuaded’ paid Parly orgamisers to
withdraw from the Committee with the threat of
losing their “jobs™; there is no mention about how
the Commitlee came (o be dissolved with the
promise of a full and open debate and how that
debate was sabotaged by typical Stalmst tactics
of delaving publication of articles from the Lefi
and surrounding them with condemnations from
the Centre when they were published.  (Though
the very title of the one text by Gramsel that is
published here — The Parry Grows in Strengih
by Comnbaring Anti-Leninivt Deviations — 15
nowadays enough to give a flavour of the sort of
barrage they were being subjected 1o} In short,
there 1s no mention of how Gramsci preferred
‘administrative’ measures to political debate in
order 1o achieve n very precise 90.8% of the vote
at the Lyons Congress, But then this would be o
reveal another aspect of Gramsci, Gramsci the
Comintern hack — an aspect of his thinking that
neither liberal scademics nor erstwhile Stalinists
have an interest in dwelling on.

If you are interested in what CGramscr had to say
while he was actively involved in politics and
you haven't already got or can't afford the two
volumes of the Lawrence and Wishart collection
which cover the same period then this Cambridge
edition will suffice. Otherwise the Chuntin Hoare
collections. despite the basic hostlity to Bordiga
and the Left, come with introductions which
give @ clearer and more accurse piciure of the
political context in which Gramsci was working
and writing.  (Volume One even has articles by
Bordiga enticising Gramsei’s carly “councilism’.)
If. however, you are looking for the political
origin of the [talian Left communists this cannol
be deduced from reading CGramsei and his mler-
preters. For revolutionanies there is another his-
tory which stll remains to be written.

Footnote

[, Samed aler the dth Ceniury BC incident i Ancion
Rosme when the plebs withdrew e the &venune Hill aticr
rejecting patncian-dommnsied rle from the Palatine Fl

Further Reading

For more about Gramsci in English. see ‘Antomeo
Giramsci: Myth and Reality' and “Gramsci: The
Concept of Hegemony ' in Communist Review 3
and & respectively.

There are still some copies of the CWOFs
iranslation of the Rome Thesey — the document
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Theses insisted that the “united front” slogan
could only be imerpreted as the unification of the
miss of the working class behind the communist
banner. and not as political support for coalition
governments which imcluded social democratic
parties. From the outsel the Comintem leadership
objected 1o this interpretation andpressure was
put on the PCAl to withdriw the document, In
Revelutionary Perspectives 22 (previously the
C'WO's theoretical joumal). £1.50 from the CWO
address. For a short history of the lialian Left who
went into exile after the outlawing of the POl by
Mussolini at the end of 1926, see the extract from
(2ctobre which we published in the previous
edition of this journal.

Chver the years the PClnt has published nuomerous
arlicles on the early life of the PCd’lL notably /f
percoran idenlogico delle comroriveluzione in
fradic which appeared in senal form in Battagfia
Comumista Trom December 982 to June 1983,
There is also a collection of writings by Onorato
Damen on Griamsct and the period of his leader-
ship of the PCA'l: Gramsci tra marsisme ¢
ideadismo,  This contains the Platform of the
Commuttee of Agreement | Comiraro J"Tntesal, the
first organised opposition from what was later to
becone the Nalan Left and which we will be
publishing in English later this vear

Internationalist

Communist Review

Back copies of most isswes are available, Price
LL0H} for any single copy, |Plus S0p postage in
| UK. or £1.00 elsewhere]. Please enguire for
cosl of a bulk order and, where necessary,
photocopies of articks from out of print ksoues,
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The Material Bésis of
Imperialist War

A Brief Reply to the ICC

In fternationad Review 79, the theoretical jourmal
of the 1CC (International Commumnist Current )
there is a "Polemic with the IBRP® under the
heading “The Conception of Decadence under
Capitalism’. Unlike most of the quibbling and
misrepreseniation which they haptise as “[ralernal
polemics” this particular one has the ment of al
least being on a substantive 1ssue for the inter-
naticnal working class. touching as it does on both
the nature of capitalism today. and our perspec
tives for working class revolution.

Wars - Ascendant and Decadent

Feonomic theory has never been an 1CC strong
point so that in some respects this anicle has the
them returming 1o a battleground from which they
had o retreat Tifteen or sixten vears ago.' They
begin by amacking the IBRF's view of war mn
this century. Al first sight it is not clear why
they are doing this but if we look back through
Iniernational Reviews and their polemics with
the Bordigist International Communist Party we
can better understand the 10C's concerns. Their
debate with the Bordigists centres on the latler s
apparent view that there is a mechanical causal
relation between war and the eyele of accumu-
lation, We say “apparent” because fypically the
ICC doesn’t actually quote anything o show that
the Bordigists view history so schemancally

We are even less inclined 1o accept the assertions
about Progreome Comaruriste when we see the
way Lhey interpret our views The 1CC first twisls
what we sav into what we don’t say then launches
into a polemic {alihough none oo coherently)
against what we don't say! The article opens by
sy ing:

The IBRP explains world i prerialist war,
which is a fundamental characteristic of
decadent capitalism, as follows ...

A just as in the 19th century the crises
of capitalism led to the devaluation of
existing capital (through bankruptcies),
thes opening the way 1o a new cvele of

accumulation based on the conceniration
and fusion of capital_ in the 20th cenfury
the crisies of world imperialism can no
longer be resolved other than by a stil
greater devaluation of the existing capifil,
through the economic collapse of whole
countries. This is precisely the economie
function of world wars. As in 1914 and
1939, this is imperialism’s inexorable
“solution ™ to the crisis of the world
ecomomy.” |IBRP quoted in IR 79 p.1 2]

This gquotation from Conreid Review 4 shows
that we say that the econpmic funetion of » okl
war {i.e. il consequences for capitalism) s to
devalue capital as a necessary prelude 1ooa
possible new cycle of accumulation, Bl the
ICC anticle alters 1he issue by ils next comment
that this means we are “according an economic
rationality to the phenomenon of world war .
MNow this implies that we see the destruction of
capital values as the capitalists” aim i.¢. that this
is a direct canse of war, But causes are not the
same as consequences.’ The ruling classes of
imperialist siates do not consciously go 1o war 1o
devalue capital, On the contrary, they go (o war
tey defend the existing capital values which they
control. The causes of war stem from the bour
wenisie’s efforts to defend those capital values
against their rivals. Under ascendant capitalism
such rivalry was largely on the economic level and
between nival firms. Those who could achieve a
greater degree of concentration of capital (cap
1al's tendency to centralisation and maonopoly b
would be in a position — via price culting. whilst
atill selling commodites at, or even below, value

to drive their competitors to the wall. Ths
Avalry also led 1o an oy er-gecumulation of capital
which resulted in the decennial cnses of the
nineteenth century, In these the weaker firms
would collapse or be taken over by more pow erful
rivals. Capital would be devalued m each Crigis
and thus a new round of accumulation could
begin, but each time capital would become more
centralised and concentrated.’

In the era of monopoly capitabism, however. thit



a0 Imternationalist Communist Faaw

concentration has reached the level of the nation
state. The economic and political have now be-
come intertwined in the impenialist or decadeni
stage of capitalism. In this epoch the policies
which demand defence of capital values invelve
the states themselves and herghten the nvalries
hetween the imperialist powers. Increased tarifl
barmiers, preventing or gaiming access 1o sourees
of raw matenals and control of markets all lesd to
WIIrs:

But il the nature of capitalism begins to change ai
this point. the mature of war oo is dilTerent. Whilst
the post-Napoleonie Wars of the nineteenth cen-
tury world had their horrors (as the 1CC correctly
sees) the real difference is that they were fought
for specific ams which allowed them 1o reach
rapid and often negotiated solutions. The bour

gesisie in the nineteenth century stll had its pro

grammatic mission o get rfid of old relics of
previous modes of production and create truly
matiznal (i.e. bourgeois states). Slavery, serfdom,
censarship and purely arbitrary government all
succumbed i the nineteenth century as the resull
of war and no war lasted longer. or was more
Bloody. than the LIS Civil War ( |B&]-65).

However imperialist wars have no such limited
objectives, The bourgeoisie don’t lightly enter
them and cnce they embark apon them there is
only 4 strugale to annihilation, uniil one nation or
bloc of nations is militarily and economically
destroyed. The consequences of war are. that not
only has capital been physically destroved, but
that there has also been a massive devaluation of
existing capital. Those powers which aren’t
physically destroved (ke the LSA in World War
Twob cam aciually use the war 1o devalue their own
existing capital by taking advantage of the emer

sency conditions of war o print money o fund the
war efffort. They also gain by seizing the markets
and sources of raw materials of their “allies” who
are o longer capable of eéxploiting them (e.g. as
the USA did with the British investments in South
America, especially Argenting, during World Wor
Twol Destruction of capital values both physically
and as Adam Smith used 1o say “morally” lvs the
hasis on which a new post-war growth can take
phace.

The 1CC denies all this. They deny the renewed
growth after wars., They denv the economic ne

cessity of the process. They deny 1oo that the
Torces of concentration and centralisation which
brought capitalism into its imperialist slage con-
1imtlf I operate (o create an even greater concen

tration of capital under decadence and with i
bring new problems. To search for any kind of
ratonality in capitalism today is for them o dem
the very idea that it is ripe for overthrow.

Ihey continue their argument by saying that,

Impenalist war has ne ceonomic

rafn ity. World war's “economic
Junctton™ in destroving capital may seem
analagons to what happened in the previous
century b this is ur:!I:' in rance. In
the iwentieth century war's function i
radically different, and the IBRP must feel
this confusedly since they put the word
“sofution” m guotes, Far from being a
sofution to a evelical crisis “thus upem'ug
the way to g new cyele of acenmulation”
war is the clearest expression of
capitalism’s permanent crisis. It expresses
the tendency to chaos and disintegration
which fﬁp.'. world capitalivm, and moreover
if accelerates this fendency.

There is nothing confused about our use of the
word “solution™ i quoles. War s a “solution” Tor
capital in the sense that it provides the possible
miatenial basis lor @ renewed round of scoomula-
ton. It is, as we have stated many times, nol a
solution For humanity. Bt to agree with the 10U
that. after more than twenty years of this capitalist
ensis there are increasing signs of chaos and social
fragmentation, does nol mean that there 15 no
capitalist logic in operation. For the 1CC every-
thing is just “chaos™ and “decomposition™ and we
need nol trouble ourselves too much with a detailed
analysis of anything. This is the erux of their
position. In the cowrse of it they unwittingly deny
miarsism as a valid method of analysis of reality,

The Growih of the Productive Forces
and Decadent Capitalism

In rhr.-ir [h'lr'l'll.'I]!I]t‘[ The ﬂr‘:'n;m":'.r.l.":' f.lff'{.rlr:lf'.l'u."jt.l;lr
the 1CC comectly reject the Trotskyist idea (it used
to he a Lvourite of the old Workers” Revolutionan
Party of Gerry Healey) that there has been a total
halt 1o the growth of the productive forces but then
try 1o prove, against all the evidence. that growih
rates have slowed down dramatically since 1914,
In the IRT% article they nat only deny that capatalis
growth rates since the Second World War are
historically high warning that we shouldn't “he
blinded by dazzling statistics™ but aleo add

i‘.""".""“ wction between 1913 and 1959
includmg army production) grew by 2500,
whereas if it had increased at the same
.l'f.'_'b'll'."lﬂ'l ax between 1880 and 890, the
period of capitalism’s apogee, it would have
grown by over 400,

The ICC"s statistical proof for these figures is their
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own pamphlet. When you go back to check the
original article this contains mere assertions or
some hadly cited source that is difficult to check
Their pamphlet on The Decadence of Capitalism
is almost entirelv based on a single source (Fritz
Sternberg) and he only gives figures for 1880 1o
1890, The ICC don’t say where they conjure up
their growth rates for the post- 1945 penodd,

However, it is not just the statistics that are shaky
The whole way this discussion is posed is lalse.
Cycles of accumulation are inherent 1o capitalism
and they explain why, at different moments,
capitalist production and capitalist growih can be
higher or lower than in the preceding periods
Table | below illustrates this For the inter-war
years where 1929 shows a universal peak by
comparison with 1913, 1932 actually does show
declining output but by 1937 (with the war economy
already begun but the cyele of accumulation still
unable to restore employment levels) the level of
1929 has been surpissed everywhere except France
and the USA. This underlines the fact thal
capitalism, even as it grows, can still be in crisis if
there is no fundamental shift in value relations.

Tahle 1:
Recovery from the Great Depression
Industrial output [%]

19289 1932 1937
ci1913 ct1929  cl1929

K 104 83 124

=armany 1148 58 114

France 13w (o) 21

Sweden 143 BG 149

USA 172 54 o2

tamca: | Svennison Growih and Stagnation in the
Ewopsan Fconomy p 26 and Dovid 5 Landes The
Unbound Prometheus p. 37

We can also see from this that although war
devalues capital and makes a new round of accu-
mulation possible, the First World War was insuf-
ficient in this respect, given that destruction was
confined to a fairly limied geographic area, This
partially explains the shoriness and feebleness of
the truncated cycle which took place between the
two workd wars, Table 2 (above nght) illustrates
this even more clearly.

Alderoft's views are believed by other economic
historians to exaggerate growth rates in the 1920s
(See D). Landes, The Unbound Prometheas, for
example.) However, this only underlines our
case that the 1CC's effort 1o argue that growth
tates since 1945 are either well below those of the

ascendant peniod or are easily explamed away by
the growth of unproductive expenditure, espe-
cially armaments, 15 wrong., If we subtract the
191359 growth rates from the 1913-59 peniod the
actual growth rates for 1945-59 must have been
substantial in comparison with those of 860
1913 (even taking into account the undeniable
increase in armaments production in the perniod).

Tahle 2:
Global Growth Rates: annual
compound % of national income

1840-1913 1913-29 1913-59
2.2 1.7 2.4

Eowre’ O H. Alderah Fom Vesoiles fo the Wol 5 Crash
{Penguin) o598

The Meaning of Decadence

We do not argue that proletarian revolution is
necessary because the growth of the productive
forces is less than it was in the past or even that i
has dramatically slowed down. Marx’'s concep-
tion of capitalism, the most dynamic system of
production hitherto known to humanity. leaves
little room for the idea of either a slowdown or a
total halt in the growth of the productive forces.
Even feudalism grew as it created the condinons
for capitalism and, given the goad of the law of
the tendency of the rate of profit o Tall, capitalism
has to “expand or dic”. Expansion is its general
condition even in the present epoch. The capatalisi
system is not decadent because it cannot grow but
because its continued existence is incompatible
with the present and future interests of humanity
and at the same time the objective conditions (a
world economy and an international antagonistic
class, the proletariat) for the ereation of a higher
mode of production already exists. The costs of
further capitalist development of the productive
forces are no longer materially imevitable. More-
over these costs have reached such a scale that
they threaten the destruction of civilised life both
in the short term (environmental decay. famines.
senocide) and longer term { generalised imperialist
war). Marx expressed the idea clearly enough in
the Crrundrisse

Beyond a certain point, the development of
the powers of production becomes a barrier
for capital; hence the capital relation a
barrier for the development of the
productive powers of labour. When it has
reached this poind, capital, 1.e. wage labour
enters info the same relation towards the
development of social wealth and of the
forces of production as the guild system,
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serfdom, slavery, and is necessarily sinpped
off as a fetter. The last form of servitude
assumed by human activity, that of wage
tabour on one side, capital on the other, is
thereby cast off like a skin, and this casting
aff itself is the result of the mode of
production corresponding e capital; the
material and mental conditions of the
negation of wage labour and of capiral...
are themselves resulis of its production
process. The growing incompatibility
between the productive development of
sociely and ity hitherto existing relationy
of production expresses ifself in bitter
confradictions, crises, spasms. The violent
destruction of capital not by relations
external to if, but rather as a condition of
its self-preservation, is the most siriking
Jorm in which advice is given it fo be gone
and fo give room to a higher state of secial
prrivdiction,

And just to underine how he saw the overthrow of
capitalism arising from the real movement of
capilal (1e cyeles of accumulation ) Marx finishes
the same passage by saying,

These contradictions, of course, lead to
explosions, crises, in which momentary
suspension of all labour and annihilation
of the greater part of the capital violently
lead it back to the point where it is enabled
fte go onf fully emploving its reproductive
powers withoul committing suicide, Yer,
these regularly recurring catastrophes lead
fe their repetition on a higher scale and
finally to s final overthrow. [p.749-750
Penguin edition, |

Today eapitalism has accomplished its historic
Lisk. Capitalism has now produced the “agencies
of its own dissolution™ (Capital Vol 1 Ch.32), a
globalised economy and a proletariat who are jts
“gravediggers™. It is no longera progressive
social system, since the further development of
the productive forces which still takes place is in
the context of a productive technology which
could be wtilised by associated labour 1o reduce
the labour time of everyone, 1o find meaningful
employment for all and 10 satisfy the present
starvation and undermounshment of millions un
der this system which destroys or stockplies the
necessitics of life. What we are seeing today is,
nol an arvestation of the growth of the
ve forces compared with the past. but
an arrestation of the productive forces com-
pared with what is objectively possible if the
fetters of capitalism were removed.  This is the
reasoning behind our statement that the ohjec-
tive basis for a higher mode of production

The Wooden Schema of
“Satvrated Markets"

The 1CC accuse Battaglis Comunista and the
Burean of being,

a prisener of is schematic cycles of
accumulation .. based solely on the theory
af the tendential fall in the rate of profit,
without taking aceount of the theory
developed by Rosa Luxemburg on the
saturafion of markets. |[IR 79 p. 13|

We have already shown how value analysis allows
us o understand the movement of capital in both
its ascendant and present epochs. The “schematic
cycles of accumulation™ in which we are happy to
be rmprisoned happens to be what Marx [eft us
with. 1tis the ICC which is trapped in an analysis
which owes little to the operation of capitalist
laws. This explains why they have to resort to
distorting statistics about capitalist growth rates.
The quotation above illustrates some of the
problem. The 1CC repeatedly assert that they
follow Rosa Luxemburg yet they have never once
demonstrated how Luxmenburg’s theory can
concretely operate today. Indeed their relationship
1o Rosa Luxemburg's theory is an odd, and fun-
damentally dishonest one. We cannot give a
global cntique of Rosa Luxemburg's The Acou
sicelalion of Capital here but a schematic over-
view 15 necessary to understand the rest of the
discussion.

For Marx the sources of all real crises lay within
the capitalist system itself, within the relationship
between capitalists and workers. He sometimes
expressed this as a crisis created by the limited
capacity of the workers o consume the product
of their own labours, For example, in Capiral
Volume 111 he states,

The last cause of all real crives remains the
poverty and restricted consumption of the
masses .. |[Lawrence and Wishan p. 257)

He went on to add thar this was not because of
overproduction per se

There are not too many necessities of life

produced, in proportion to the EXINring
population. Quite the reverse. Too litfle ix

produced to ntly and humanely satisfy
the wants of the great mass, |loc. cit |

And Marx goes on to explain that this crisis arises
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outl of the falling rate of prodit.

Not too much wealth is produced. But, a
times, too much wealth is produced in ifs
i?aumi.: self-contradictory forms.

I'he limitations af the capitalist mode of
production come (o the surface:

I} In that the development of the
productivity af labowr creates our of the
falling rate of profit a law which at a
cerfain point comes infe arlagonistic
conflict with thix development and must be
avercome constantly through crises,
Jop.cit. p.258]

The crises devalue capital and allow a new cycle
of accumulation 1o begin.

Initially Luxemburg supported the idea the cause
of crises was (o be found in the value relahions
inherent in the capitalist mode of production itself,
In her book. Social Reform and  Revelution
(written in 1899} she could wnite:

It is the threat of the constant fall in the
rate of prafit, resulting not from the
contradiction between production and
cxchange but from the growth of
productivity of labour itself ... (which) has
the the extremely dangerous tendency of
rendering impossible any enferprise for
small and middle-sized capitals. i thus
limits the new formation and therefore
extension of placements of capital.

|1n R. Looker Selecred Political Wrirtags of
Rovsa Licxembiirg|

Hut the fight against revisionism inside German
Social Democracy seems to have led her by 1913
to search for ancther economic theory with which
to counter the revisionist assertion that the law of
the tendency of the rate of profit to fall was no
longer valid. In The Accumulation of Capital she
concluded that there was "a flaw in Marx's
analysis” (op. cit p.155) and she decided that the
cuuse of capitalist enisis lay outside capitalist
relations. She now insisted that capital could ex
pand only as long as there existed “thied buyers™,
who were not workiers or capitalists. The continuing
existence of pre-capitalist forms like peasant
production were necessary for capital expansion.
Once these were used up the capitalists could not
realize the surplus value contained in the com-
modities they produced and it entered into its
historic crisis as a mode of production, of as the
1CC elaborate today, this explains the decadence
of capitalism.

As we have pointed out before, this theory makes
nonsense of Capital since Marx carmed ol his
analysis assuming a closed capitalist system that

wis already devoid of “third buyers” (and yel he
still found & erisis mechanism). It also gives
seographichal rather than economic limits to capi-
wlist self-expansion and finally. it cannot explain
why there has been such a massive development
of the productive forces under decadence. If
markets were already saturated in 1913, il all pre-
capitalist outlets had been exhavsted no new ones
could be re-created (short of a trip to Marsh. 1f
capitalism goes beyond the level of growth of the
previous cycle how could it possibly do it in
Luxemburgist theory”

We have already seen how the 1CC resolve the
dilemma — by empirically denying that there has
been real growth. Luxemburg seems 1o have
realised too that her theory virtually denied the
possibility of any new accumulation but she was
aware that it was taking place. Her solution was 1o
abandon value analysis altogether. In her final
chapter she concluded that arms production, of
=militarism ™, was ~a province of accumulation”™.
Earlier in her book she had refused to consader
warkers as cansumers of part of the surplus value
destined for accumulation but now she concludes
that taxation of v (variable capital. or thiat appor-
tioned 10 workers for their means of subsisience)
provides extra surplus value for capitalisation,

Rut as vet no opportuninies for such
capitalisation have come into being, ne

new market, that is to say for the surplus
varlue that as become available, in which it
could preduce and realise new commodities.
But when the monies concentrated in the
exchequer by taxation are used for the
production of armaments the picture ix
chapged. |The Accumadarion of Capifal
p456|

This is a break with marxism. Marx clearly stales
that
surplus value ix only comvertible wilo
capital, because the surplus product witose
value il is, already contains the material
constituents of new capital.
|Capital Vol § (Everyman edition ). p.638|

Whilst machine tools, and food, for example,
already contain “the material consituents of new
capital”. what part can arms play in the formation
of new capital? They can be neither used o create
new means of production nor eaten. They are
unproductive or waste production. s isn ¥ @
moral question. By wasle production we mcan
that they are a net loss Tor total secial capital. The
ICC themselves reject this weakness in
Lutemburg's theory although until the CWO
pointed this out they were rather coy in doing 5o,
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In fact the 1CC are still intellectually dishonest
here since they quote the very chapter in The
Accumularion of Capital , *Militarism as a Prov-
ince of Aceumulation’, to support their views on
war vel they try o dissociate themselves from the
main argument in the chapter. They definitely
don’t seem to be able (o grasp that the argument
about amms produchion as a province of accumula-
tion was the crowning point of her analysis

and not something that can be wished away.
Luxembirg's arguments against militarism in this
final chapter amount to moralism, She was anx-
1ous {for perfectly understandable reasons) o tie
war and militarism to her theory of impenalism
bt this led her into abandoning the value theory
which 1s the core of marxism. The ICC, by
denying that we need to analyse the real develop-
ment of capitalism in this epoch, also leaves us
with nothing except moral outrage, a point we will
refurn to below,

There 1=, however, no guestion that militarism is
inextricably intertwined with imperialism. Whilst
arms production is a net loss for global capitalism
it can benefit those imperialist powers which can
wil them to lesser plavers on the plobal stage
I'his enables them 1o
drain the surplus value
produced by the
working class in the
weaker states lowards
themselves. In con:
Crede Ierms we 5w
this during the Cold
War where arms sales
by the LISA, Westen
Europe and the USSR
1o their clients and sat-
ellites amounted 10
little more than a pro-
tection racket. How-
ever. since the end of
the Cold War, and es-
pecially since the Gulf
War, the absolute
dominance of the 1S
in global terms has no
better confirmation
than in its sales of
arms.  This, as the
graph here clearly
shows, has reached a
position akin to me-

Giraph 1:
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Arms Sales as a % of World Total

T'he great bulk of these arms sales go to the Middle
East where they are purchased by the oil dollars of
the Gulf states. This, like the devaluations of the
LIS dollar in 1971-3 actually pushes the US crisis
onte its so-called “allies”™. However, such
palliatives — like the other measures the US has
used 1o make other states pay for its crisis { mainly
evident in its massive foreign debt) — do not
resodve  the fundamental problem of  over-
accumulation at the end of the cycle. Whatever
short term successes these policies enjoy, all the
manaeuvres under the sun cannol restore capital-
ist profitability to the required level. outside of a
major new imperialist conflict.

The ICC have been consistent since their founda-
tion twenty years ago in dismissing all attempts to
analyse how the capitalists have managed the
current crisis, Indeed they seem to think that any
attempt 10 look al the historically specific features
of the present crisis 1s tantamount 1o sayving that
capitalism has solved the crisis. This is not the
case. What is incumbent on marxists is 1o actually
Iry 1o understand why this has been the longest
drawn-out enisis in the present capitalist epoch
and is now about o surpass that of the Great
Depression of 1B73-
96. But whilst the Jat-
er was a crisis created
as capitalism entered
its monopoly phase
and was still soluble
by purely economic
devaluation the cnsis
of today threatens hu-
manity with a [ar
greater catasirophe.

Keason and
Unreason

Nothing discredils the
idea of the operation
of decadent capitalism
under imperialist con-
dittens more than the
way in which the 1CC
presents the origins of
state  capitalism,
Brieflv, we see the
tendency to centrali

sation and concentra-
tion that Marx identi-

nopoly in this field, o . .

Despite a global drop '9%6 %7 1eea
i arms sales, the US
his managed 1o main-

e

abigioeE, Wy Longiass Wepsorch Banics

1 *BEZ

155 fied as leading before
the First Wordld War

to the beginnings of

tain the same level of sales by obliging its allies MORCpoly capitalism. To quote the passage dis-

and competitors to leave the field free for US arms
mianulaciurers.

liked by the 1CC,
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It ix precisely in this historie phase that
capitalism enters ity decadent phase.
Free competition, sharpened by the fall
it the rate of profil, creafes ifs opposite -
manopoly, which s the form of

misatron that capitalism adoprs in

r to stave off the threat of the further
fall in the rate of profit. |Bauaglia
{omunista’s contribution 1o the Second
Conference of Groups of the Communist
Left.]

The [1€CC commen! that

.Hmnpnﬂ:ﬂ; survive in decadence bt

are far from constituting its essential
characteristic ... It % d be clear that

this theory makes if difficult to understand
in depth the universal tendency ... 1o stafe
capitalism. |Imernational Review 79 p..15]

This is a perfect confession of ignorance of
marxism. Not only do monopolies “survive” but
they are continuing to develop in the form of
multinational financial conglomerates capable of
disposing of more capital than many states. Fur-
thermore monopoly is the consequence of the
growth of concentration and centralisation of
capital. Monopolies are able to use the law of
value to threaten whole productive sectors of
economic life (via the tendency to equalisation of
the rate of profith, This is naturally a threat to the
econamic life of capialist siates and draws the
stale into the management of the economy, in-
cluding the use of taxation to redistribute surplus
value to strategically imporiant arcas (the so-
called “sharing out of fnancial revenue™). Thus,
monopolies are powerful forces in ereating siate
capitalism. The state intervenes (o preserve the
national economic wealth from the threat pro
duced by the tendency for the equalisanion of the
rate of profit. The 1CC see this completely upside
down, For them it is the intervention of the state
that distort’s the law of value, not the operation of
the law of value which calls forth the intervention
of the state. OF course the state then does go on to
intervene in the operation of the law of value, by
redistributing surplus value according to the needs
of the national capital a1 home and carrying oul
vanous imperialist policies to defend the national
capital (and especially its manopaly forms) abroad.

The ICC also cannot see that the tendencies which
brought about capitalist decadence don’t just
conveniently stop at the beginning of the First
World War. Concentration and centralisation of
capital is going on still as the capitalists iry to find
new ways of restructuring the economy. We know
this will fail because it runs up against the fact that
it cannot escape from the crisis without the mis-

sive devaluation which only a world war can
bring. The capitalists are trymg everything they
can 1o avoid this: Setting up the World Trade
Organisation, writing off capital, as the British did
in the 1980s, writing off Third World debi. i1~
plementing a technological revolution in both
manufacturing and service industnes. { The latter,
pace the [CC ean be productive for capatal. They
should re-read Capital Vol 1) These are all
policies based on the lessons of the past. How-
ever. as the crisis continues new problems are
arising and these need further analysis by revolu-
tionanes. The restructuring (and, dare we say it,
growth) of the working class. the tendency for
capitalist states 10 be economically dwarfed by the
volume of world trade and the amount of capital
which is controlled by world Ninancial instilulions
{which is now at least four times the budgets of all
the states put together) have produced a further
extension of the world economy of Bukharin and
Luxemburg's day into a globalised economy.”

All of the above have to be subjected to a ngorous
Marxist analysis which takes time to develop. The
IBRF has been trying to get to gnps with these i
recent issues of its publications.” This is our
agenda. It is depressing that the [CC seems Lo
think that nothing new is happening in the world
that is worthy of analysis. Whilst we can all agree
that there are tendencies for decomposition and
chasos {after twenty years of the end of the cycle of
accumulation it is difficult to see how there could
niod be ) these should not be used as slogans 1o avoud
concrete analysis of what is happening.

And this leads to the ultimate objection the 1CC
have to our use of Marxist categories 10 analyse
the drift towards global war. For them “Imperi-
alist war has no economic rationality”, But this is
not trse. 1t may have no economic mtionality from
the point of view of humanity but it has @ kind of
distorted rationality for decadent capitalism. IUis
why we have always said that war or revolution
are the only ways out of the present ¢risis. To
argue that the disintegration of capitalism is so
oreat that we have entered a world of irrationality
takes us onto new ground. It is very difficult 0
answer arguments that claim that “irrationality”™
governs human actions. Such arguments are not
susceptible 1o scientific proof or disproof. They
must simply be accepted or rejected. They are, in
short, simply religions. The more the [CU punc-
tuate their sentences with the words “as marxists™
the more they depart from historcal materialism.

If further proof of 1CC idealism was required their
final accusation against the Bureau is that it has
“no unitary and global vision of war” which leads
io the “blindness and irresponsabality [sic]” of not
seeing that the next war would mean “nothing
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other than the complete annihitation of the planet™.
The 1CC might be right, although we'd like to
know the scientific basis on which they predict it
We ourselves have always said that the next war
“threatens the continued existence of humanity”.
However there is no certainty about this wiping
out everything. The next impenalist war may not
actually lead to the final destruction of humanity,
There have been weapons of mass destruction
which have not been used in previous conflicts
te.g. hiological and chemical weapons) and there
15 no guarantee that a nuclear holocaust would
envelope the planet next time round. In fact the
present war preparations of the imperialist powers
includes the decommisioning of weapons of mass
destruction whilst developing so-called conven-
tional weapons.” Even the bourgeoisic under-
stands that a destroved planet is of no value 1o
anyone (even if the forces which lead to war and
the nature of war are oltimately bevond their
control L.

Whatever the future capitalism has 1o offer. our
task today is to agitate for proletanian revolution as
the only aliernative to it. Fortunately we have
some time in which to get ourselves prepared but
ifimpenalist war does break out we still have 1o
fight against it (assuming we are practically in a
position to do so). The 10C, whose predecessors
i the French Gauche Communiste predicted the
destruction of humanity and abandoned revolu-
tionary work at the beginning of the Korean War
over forty years ago have got it wrong before. So
far the two great historical pointers for the work-
ing class (the Paris Commune and the Russian
Kevolution) have come ol of a war situation.
This 15 not 1o say thal war is a necessary condition
for proletarian revolutien but it would be a sorry
state of affairs if so-called materialists simply
gave up the revolutionary cause in the face of
all-out imperialist war because they could see
na further than some sort of religious
Armageddon, In reality we have no alternative but
l continue working for & future for humanity —
whatever the circumstances — and at the moment
that includes being able 10 demonstrate that we are
in touch with reality. The 1CC's reluctance to face
urp t the fact that capitalism has changed, not only
during the twentieth century in general but over
the last decade or more in particular, does not help
the cause of communism one oz,

Fooimotes

L. The Burcui us such has never debated the fssie of the
present mahure ol capitalism (al though i was implicd in the
debates arund the three [nternstional Conferences held
beiween 1977 ond 1980, The Internstionalisa Comnmuemst
Farty (Baltaghia Comunmisin) wiole two briel  aricles
vilbod Apgmemié sulds Decrdenza (Notes on Decadence) in
Prometee Scrics [V Mos | and 2 which laid out ther s 1w
without podemics agamst any other positions CNCEPL Lhuse

el powdiny s so-called refommsis

The CWO, however, was formed borpely under the
probitrcasl lemberstup of the small group, Bevolutionary Per-
wpoctites (whch published o iheoretical pournal of the swne
mame), As this preup had been mfluenced by Révolmmon
Imiemaionale (ibe French Joundimg prowp of the 10T )it wes
cdliged e confrent [OC positions on economac theory much
carlies, The CWE therelore wnote dorect]y agminst the [
Pl Acvinmarlation of Contradic tions i Hhe Ereimidc Com
segpivitc ey ool Rees Loty | Kevol FEN
g1 amd The Meaming of Decademee (RPI® which were
eribiersms of the W0C's pamphled Fie Decadence af Capi-
bitinin. The ICT respended in fovernatiomal Review 15 with
an article YWarviser and Criaty Theory, Thes wis LR LIS HTTE
cally demaolished i Crlsiy Fheary - A Reply o the fe
[ Kevelulienary Perspeciives §1). The 1O now wentslent
The CWO was dismissed o “the politival economasts of the
communist 1efi” and the CWO's pamphlet The Fooman
Frmalwtions of Capiraliss Decadence (anitien in 1974 snd
1977 which the 1CC prowmased in o lootmate o wiollvs
article o entise, remanead manswered. Filieen of sistecn
vears futer the 1CC ss now resurming the debate.
2. Just ax *laws’ amd ‘phenomena’ sre nol the same thing
Something we explained w the 10T the les) time we dis-
cussed this sssue (sce Revolutionory Perspectives 11}
3. This s more fully expliwned m Mars Capital Vol I and
in the CWO pamphlet The Economic Foundationy of Capi
tiedint Pevadence (which is 20 present being ap-dased )
4. A more scientific discussion 15 precluded by these
procedures. The ICC may be Inighiened o be seen using
boirgeoes slutistics bt then they are all we have o go on,
The most impeortant thing is &0 make sure that we pebdish the
SUHITCES Wo i using s thal we can serulinese them o cnnch
the detsile,
5. Maore on the Luvemburg-Mars icsue can be Tound in Jhe
Acvimmilulion of Uwidradiciions in Revolutlonary Per-
spectives 6 and Cristi Pheory - A Reply to the 100 m
Revolutiomary Perspectives 1 p.23%) id owr paumphilel The
Evonemic Frundations of Capitalist Decadence,  As
Revolutionary Perspectives = now o of print, a photoacop
of the Tirst two arucles (32 ppo) will be sent 1o wnyone
seriding £3 (inclmies postagpe).
fr. The ICC's unilateral stress om this Tewivre of suaie
Capulabism seems w0 permanently throw them mi the arms
al the neo-Trotskyist SWP, The SWE'S one-ume economig
theoretern, Michae! Kidron developed a sinilar argument
in hix Western Capitalicn Since the War (Penjpinn 1965
The dilference being that he thought that arms production
could stave off the crasis idefinitely whilst the 10T sees i1
av the sole soarce of growth [based simply on revenoe
redizinbution) 10 a permanent crisis coonomy .
7. This i ancther carse of misunderstanding. The 100
critkcises our formulation of *the extension of imperialise
dorminution cnver the world murket” o we meand that 11 had
Just happened. “Extension™ for us 1< not a fixed event bul o
conlimnng prowvess, But this brings us back 1o the 1CC's
wisalen idea of coonomic development. 11 11 happened in
PR a5 mesw Dimshied!
®. Sec, lor cxemple, the 1exts in this wnd Lhe previows. ssue
el fhe changing structure of the working ¢lass.,
t This i illustruged by the palicy of the Clinton government
imthe USA. Smee Junuary 1993 11 kas been Cofceritrting on
prevenimg the proliferabon of nuclear weaposs whilst at the
same ime prodideraling conventionnl weapoas all over the
plancl 1 See Le Monde Diplomatique, January, 995 pax]



