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TOWARDS A 

COMMUNIST PROGRAMME 

"Tbe communists tight tor the immediate ailllS, tor the enforcement 
of the ~omentary interests ot the working class : but in the 
movement ot the present, they also represent and take care ot the 
future ot that moveDlent." 

"The immediate aim ot the communists is the same as that ot all 
other proletarian parties: tormation ot the proletariat as a 
class, overthrow of the bourgeois supremacy, conquest ot political 
power by the proletariat." 
(Communist Manifesto) 

It is a fact widely recognised on the left, that no genuine 
communist party exists in Britain. There is no party capable ot 
forming the proletariat into a class politically independent of 
the bourgeOisie. There is no party capable ot leading and 
organisins the working class in the oyerthro. ot bourgeois 
political power. But the history ot modern society showe that 
such a party is aD absolute necessity for the oyerthro. ot the 
bourseois1e. The stated objectiye of aost lett wing groups is to 
work tor the formation ot such a party. 

Tbere exist at present two basic lines OD the question ot party 
tor.ation: one holds that the _ain obstacles to party foraation 
are organisational. the other holds that they are po11tical. The 
organisational obstacles are obYlous: there are fe••ho consider 
themselYes to be revolutionaries. and these te. are organised in 
groups which, separately and collectively, have little influence 
upon the proletariat. The organisational probl em presents itself 
as the Deed to extend the .e~bersb1p of the revolutionary groups, 
UAtil one or another of them has grown to the point at .hich it is 
a viable and influential party. 

In opposition to this rather naive Tie•• the second line sssigns 
primacy to political problems . Amons the revolutionary groups 
there as yet exists no clear conception, let alone a&rea.ent, as 
to what .ould be the strategy and tactics of a com.UDist part, 
i4 the British Isles . But without clear strategical and tactical 
conceptions. no communist party could have a viable political 
practice. Thus according to this second line tbe prima task in 
the present stage of party tormation IIU.st be the claritication of 
comauDist doctrines on the strategy and tactics of the party. and 
tollowias that, a struggle against the distortion ot communist 
pol~tics by bourgeois ideology. 

A 
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COBI is in full agreellent with this l ine. Ae we say: liThe major 
reason for this failure (to buil d a communist party) has been the 
inability ot revolutionaries in the British Isles to make a 
complete break with capitalist ideology; their tailure to break 
with the pragmatist outlook ot the British capitalist class, bas 
led them t o underestimate the importance of the Marxist-Leninist 
theory of scientific socialism. Witbout the guidance ot this 
theory there can be no communist politics. 

"For this reason COBI takes as its lD11lediate tasks : the application 
of communist theory to the conditions of tbe British Isles, and 
ideo1os:lcal struggles against opportunist distortions ot comaunism 
s\.\ch ss modern revisionism and Trotskyism." 

We hold organisationsl obstacl es to party tormation to be 
secondary tor the tollowing reason: it t he cODlllUDist party is to 
be able to represent the tuture int erests ot the working class 
within the day-to-day struggle, then the party must baYe absolute 
unity and clarity ot purpose. Such clarity and unity does not 
arise automatically, it has t o be tought for. It is an elementary 
precept ot Marxism that comau.nist politics do not spontaneously 
deyelop out of the day-to-day struggles of the proletariat. Tbe 
spontaneous movement is held back by the dominance of capitalist 
ideas. Under normal, that is to say, non-revolutionary conditions, 
the ruling class maintains its power by its control over men's 
thinking. The ideological hegemony ot the ruling class is based 
not only upon the incomparably superior resources ayailable to the 
bourgeOisie for the dissemination of their ideas and world-outlook, 
but also upon the yery structure ot clas6 society. Men's social 
being determines their conSCiousness, and, whilst it is true that 
the position of the working class in capitalist society torces it 
to strug!1e tor its i_ediate interests against ths e.ploying 
class, the conscio~snes8 that this gives rise to is liaited by the 
fraaework within which these struggles are conducted. In an 
advanced capitalist society the .ost 18portant ot these fraaeworks 
are. commodity exchange (structuring trades unionis.), and 
democracy (producing labour1st retormisa as the bourgeOis politics 
ot the working class). 

A communist party's tactics are not based upon the limited, 
partial consciolls.tleS6 that deyelops out ot the da1l-y strug!1ea of 
sectors ot the working class, but upon a scientific co.prehension 
ot the laws ot historical deyelop.ent, and ot the historic tasks 
that tace the proletariat in its struggle for co..unism. Any 
attempt to se~ up a comaunist party that lacksd such a scientific 
understanding would be a formal exercise lacking in political 
substance. For such a party might be comaunist in neas, but DO 
aore, for it would not be able to guide the workers' aoysment in 
the tortuous struggles to come. 

"Without a progrll.lUle, it is impossible for the part,. to be a more 
or less integral political organ!sa , able always to bold a line 
through each and eyery turn of eyents. Without 8 tactical line, 
based on an eyaluation ot tbe current politica1 mo.ent and giving 
exact answere to the 'accursed probleas' of the pre.ent, it is 

possible to have a small group of theoreticians, but not an 
operative political unit. Without an eval uation of the 'active', 
topical or 'fashionable' ideological-political trends, a programme 
and tactics can degenerate into dead 'pOints', which it is 
unthinkable to realise in life, and to apply to thousands of 
detailed, concrete and most concrete questions of practice, with 
an understanding of the essence of things, an understanding of 
'wbat it is all about'." 
(Len.in: "On the Electoral Campaign and the Election Platform" 
1911) 

For communists to give the winning of organisational strength 
priority over the attainment of political clarity and organic 
ideological unity, is to open the door to opportunism, as the 
history of the commu.nist movement bas repeatedly sbown. Active 
participation i n mass work, wbi1st obviously essential, does 
not of itself give rise t o ideological clarity . The attitude 
that it is possible first to establish a party organisation, 
which then as a second step goes out to develop its policies as a 
result of "learning from praxis", leads inevitably to nothing 
more than the estab1isbment of yet another opportunist sect or 
proto-party. The exi sti ng groups of this order are already 
legion and their faults are not acc idental. but the results of 
the pressures of capitalist ideology upon the spontaneous politics 
of such groups. These same ideological pressures, generating 
various forms of opportunism, will act upon any new political 
group, which will inevitably succumb if it lacks an understanding 
of, and a militant commitment to, scientific socialism. 

A communist party's programme is the concise statement of its 
political doctrine, the doctrinal basis of the party's political 
unity iD action. The struggle against the theoretical and 
ideological obstacles to party formation can only gain direction 
and purpose as a struggle for the communist programme. For this 
reason we are devoting this and fut ure issues of Proletarian to 
the programmatiC debate. 

A communist party is the conscious political organisation of the 
proletariat as a class. It represents within a given area the 
historic interests of the proletariat as an international class. 

"That is why it is quite natural that (Bolshevism) as the party 
ot the revolutionary proletariat is so solicitous of its programme, 
so meticulously defines its final aim long beforehand - the aim 
Of complete liberat i on of working people - and looks so jealously 
at any attempt to trim down this final aim; for this same reason 
(Bolshevism) is so dogmatically stric t and doctrinally unbend~ng 
in separating small, immediate, economic and political aims from 
the final aim. Whoever is f~ghting for all, for complete victory, 
caa.ot but be on the lookout lest small gains should bind one's 
hands, divert one from the path, forget that which i6 relatively 
far off and without which all small gains are but the vanity of 
vanities. On the contrary this care for gradual improvements 
cannot be understood by and is foreign to the bourgeois parties, 
even those that are tbe most freedom-lov.ing and people-loving." 
(Lenin: "Political Sophiams", 1905) 
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The domi nant ideology in a class society is the ideology of the 
ru1i~! class, as a resul t, workin g class militants who might j oin 
t he part y, will t o a greater or lesser ext ent r etain el ements of 
capitalist i deology i n t hei r worl d outlook. This provi s ion 
a ppli es with even gr eater for ce to those of non- pr ole Lari an 
origin or position who s eek t o join the communist party . 

The retention of elements of the bourgeois world ou t l ook by 
• embere of the communist party, will tend to prevent the party 
t r o. trul, r epr esen ting the histo r ic inter ests of the 
prole tar i a t . To be a genui ne repr esentative of these i nter ests, 
the part, aust «aiD ideological autonomy from the capitalist 
class as a condition for the politi cal autoncmy of the proletariat . 

The building of a ma ss party, whose membership contains a 
significant proportion of the entire working class , does not by 
itself ensure such autonomy. A large proletarian membership need 
not pro~ide, and historically has not provided , a guarantee 
against the degenerat10n of 8 communist party ~nto reformist 
bourgeois politics . The idea that a large proletarian 
aeaberahip will of itself endorse the revolutionary credentials 
of a party , i6 a reYersion t o democrat i C (that is to say , 
bourgeois) conception of politics. It amounts to the aS6ertion 
tbat fro. the ag~egate of the opinions of a mass of i ndividual 
proletarians a polit1cs that D~cessari1y represents the historic­
strategic interests of the world.nb class will emeree . But this 
is no more than the ideology of national democracy elhe classic 
ideology of the capitalist political system in a new guise), 
whereby the sum of the individual wills of the citizenry is the 
national will or national interest. 

During periods of revolutionary upsurC;e, large sections of the 
working class will learn from their own experiences the need for 
revolutionary measures to solve their problems. Under such 
circu.stsnc es, the greater part of the class may rally behind the 
communist party. !ut the struggle for communism takes place over 
an entire revolutionary epoch , a period Of history that has seen 
and will see both signal v1ctories and grave defeats , periOds of 
revolution , and periods of counter-revolution, like the period 
fro~ which we are only just emerging. The lessons of past 
counter-revolutionary periods show that they can result in the 
delllOralisation and disorientation of tlle whole revolutionary class. 
If tho only guarantee of the parly's revolutionary character lay 
i. the fact that its ranks included large numbers of proletarians, 
then it is doubtful that the party could survive a peri od oC 
counter-revolution ~lth ihis charactor iniact. 

In opposition to this social democratiC conception of th(~ party , 
communists maintain that a party 1s able to be the polItical 
organisation of the proletariat only if it has a theory. a set of 
runda~ental principles embodied in a programme, which transcends 
t he present day situation in order to express : the historical 
destiny of the working class , the III limate objectives and means 
of struggle ot generations of communists and other proletarians, 
past , present and future, and which transcends the limits of 
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na t ional i ty to represent the interests of proletarians of all 

national ities. The programme provides the base upon which the 

poli tical unity of the communist party is founded. It expresses 

t he principles to which all members subscribe, and on the basis of 

Which they are willing to cooperate in political struggle. Only 

when there is agreement on the programme can the party realise 

communist self-discipline and unity in action. Only with such 

unity can the party operate as a conscious co-ordinated political 

organism • 


What, then, should be the nature and extent of the pro gramme? 

Here there exist wide differences between the programmes of 
previous Harxist parties. These range from short documents 
such as the famous Erfurt programme of the old Ger~an Social 
Democrati c Party, the short-lived 1919 Platform of the Social i st 
Labour Party of Great Britain, or the 1917 programme of the 
Russian Social DemocratiC Labour Party, to much more extensive 
and lengthy doc uments such as the 1928 programme of the KOmintern. 
The different types of programme corresponded to the different 
types of party. The Erfurt Programme, the model programme of the 
Second Internat ional, corresponded to the type of mass party 
characteri stic of the International. These parties degenerated 
in t o el ectoral ones despite containing within their ranks a 
considerable section of their respect i ve working classes. For a 
party whose main political activi ties are electoral, t here is a 
strong incentive to maXimise the party's electoral suppor t by 
increasi ng i ts paper membership. The ideological level and 
commi tment of the members becomes a matter of secondary i mporta,nce. 
Th i s t endency i s accelerated if the party programme is brief and 
contains opportunist concessi ons to bourgeOis ideas i n the hope 
that thereby a larger membership may be gained. For a 
revolut i onary party s uch an approach is i mpermissible. If all 
the current deviations that beset the contemporary workers' 
movement are to be aVOided, then the party programme must be 
expl icit in i t s presen t ation of both the strategy and tactics of 
communi sm. Tn Bri t ain , where the heritage that communi sts must 
renounce : l abourism, ec onomi sm, and modern reVisionis m, is so 
insidiou,s and pervasive, t he progra!l1Jllle mU6t cpnsti tute a cOlllplete 
break both in outl ook and in practice. It must be explicit and 
free Crom any gaps thr ough which the labourite tradition might 
reas sert itsel f. 

A programme must deal with at l east the following: 

1) The general nature of the capitalist mode of production, and 
the current stage of deve l opment o f the world capitalist system. 

2) Bri t ish society : i t s modes of producti on, class structure, the 
national questi on, the political superstructure, the "roads" t hat 
i t may follow in its future development. 

3 ) The dic t ator shi p of t he pr ol etariat: its nature and tasks. 

4) The s trategy and tactics of co mmunists in the per iod prior to 

8 
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the dictatorship of the proletariat. 

5) The relationship between the communist a and other political 
parties and tendencies. 

It i s not our intention at present to produce a draft programme 
having these sections. This i s not yet possible, too many 
political and theoretical questions remain to be resolved. What 
can be done is to set terms for the programmatic debat e by 
indi cating the problems that must be faced. 

PRECEDENTS. 

Firstly, there i s the matter of precedents; to what extent do the 
programmes of the past provi de an adequate guide to the formulation 
of a new programme for a communist party operating under the 
economic and political conditions of modern Br i tish society? 

The obvious star ting points are the Communist Manifesto, the 
Statutes of the International Working Men's Association, and the 
critiques of the Gotha and Erfurt programmes - in other words, the 
progra_atic writings of the founders of communiSlll. In these 
works they lai d down its fundamental principles, defined the 
autonomous politi CS of the proletariat as a class. The basiC 
principles lai d down i n the Manifesto remain valid throughout the 
period duri ng which the proletariat s truggles Within capitalist 
society, and to which any communist programme must conform. It 
has obviOUS omi ssions: i t could not deal with modern economic 
developments, its treatment of democracy is confusing in the 
present context, and it does not po i nt out the need to smash the 
state and replace it wi th a proletari an dictatorship; lessons 
that history has si nce taught those willing to learn. Besides 
which , its form is not that required by a modern manifesto, being 
more in the form of a polemical, popular introduction. 

'rhe St.atutes of the First International lay down the prinCiples 
of i nternationali sm that must go into any programme, but again the 
form i s inadequate, due to the diverse coalition which at th.B.t 
t i me formed the International, being the first stage of the inter­
national workers' movement. In a document acceptable both to M&rx 
and English Trades Union leaders compromises were irevitable. 

Marx's trenchant criticisms of the Gotha Programme, and the 
similar criticisms expressed by Engels in his letter to Bebel, 
IB-28th March, lB75, on the same subject, remain of especial value. 
Particularly so are Harx's remarks on the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, and Engels on the Withering away of the state. The 
subs tance of these, duly developed in the light of historical 
experience, must be incorporated into the programme. 

Our next main reference point must be the Erfurt Programme, often 
presented hy the 2nd International as a Marxist one, and which 
indeed served as ~ model for International Social-Democracy. J 
This claim to Marx:lsm i6 only partially valid. A comparison of 
the final draft as adopted by the Erfurt Congress with Engels' 
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criticisms of the first version, reveals that only the preface was 
fully corrected in the light of his criticisms. Nevertheless i t 
is valuable if only for this preface, which is a very clear and 
concise explanation of tbe principal features of the then exi sting
capitalist society. But the Pro gramme also contains errors of 
omission and comi s sion, which were by that stage 1n the dev el opmen t 
of scientific socialism i nexcusable, and which, by their accep tance 
as party doctrine, eased the way for the party's opportunist 
degeneration. 1'he Erfurt Programme has two main defici encies: 
i) it does not deal with the question of the state power, the need 
to smash it, to replace the existing state power' with a state o f 
the Paris Commune type. In fact so crass was the opportunism oI 
tbs Social Democratic leadership, that the programme did not even 
deal explicitly with the establishment of a democratic republic ­
and that in the political conditions of the junker state of 
Imperial Germany. ii) Fol lowing on from this, whilst the 
programme deals with the objectiTee of the party, it says nothing 
about strategy or tactics. The two omissions are obvi ously 
related. The main problem in any communist strategy is that of 
the transition to the proletarian dictatorship; communist tactics 
seek to guide the struggles of the proletariat in such a way as 
to prepare the preconditions (ideological, political, organisatiaml 
aDd military) of the workers' power. In the absence of this 
ultimate objective of the proletariat's struggle under capitalism 
bei.ng realised, it was inevitable that no tactics were dealt with. 

Kindred, but worse, errors were made by the Social DemocratiC 
Federation in Britain, truly the forerunner of our "modern" CPGB. 

Formed as the radical "Democratic Federation" in 18Bl, two years 
later it declared itself a component of international social­
Deaocracy, largely througb the impact made on its leader, H.M. 
Hyndman, by reading Capital in its French edition. One can well 
see how this would have been traumatic for Hyndman, since he had 
beea born into a wealthy mercantile family and pursued a 'career' 
ot financial speculation before and during his 'revolutionary' 
leadership. 

In The Condition of the Working Class in Britain, Engels observed 
that "English SocialiBID arose with Owen, a manufac turer, and 
proceeds therefore with great consideration towards the bourgeOisie 
ADd great injustice towards the proletariat" • .. Likewise, "English 
Harns:a" arose with Hyndman, the financier, and proceded in just 
such "considerate" and "democratic" a fashion. 

Thu8 we find in the opening lines of our truly "reasonable" 
Federation (not eyen party!) of British Marxists: 

"The socialisation of the Heans of Production, Distribution and 
Exchanse, to be controlled by a DemocratiC State (sic) in the 
interests ot the elltire community•.• " 

Lest anyone think this a mere democratic slip in a Programme 
otherwise adequate for proletarian revolution, Article I reiterates 
"That the ellancipation or the working-class can only be achieved 

I 
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t hrough the socialisation of the meane of production, distribution, 
aDd exchange, and their subsequent control by the organis ed 
com.uaity in the interests of the whole people." 

There can be no excuse for such democratic trash after the 
experience of the Paris Commune - whose bloody l e ssons were bought 
a full decade before e~en the Democratic Federation was formed. 
It is fundamental that on becoming comm~ed to prolet arian 
revolution, a principled and strategic anti-democratic standpoint 
be adopted by any scientific socialist organisation. Communists 
dO not striye for lIore of the same "better, fairer, finer" 
bourgeois de.ocracy, s ince the Marxist theory reveals thi s 
hallowed dellocracy to be the most perfect form of capitalist 
dictatorship. 

"A dell.ocratic republic is the best possible political shell for 
capitalism , and, therefore, once capi t al has gained control of 
this ~ery hest shell •• • i t establ ishes its power so securely, so 
firmly, that ~ change, either of persons, o f institutions, or of 
parties in the bourl!:eois-democra tic republic, can shake i t." 
(LeBin, state and Revolu tion, pp.15-l6) 

The extension o f democracy is nei ther a long nor a s hort t erm 
strategic obj ect i vs for the prol etariat. I n the long t erm the 
obj ecti~e 1s communis., a classless, and thus stateless, society. 
With the withering away of the state, democracy as a potential 
form of state also wither s away. I n the short term, the objective 
is not a change or "improvement" in the form o f governmen t , but 
the replac e.ent of the rule of one class by the rule of another . 
It is the replacement of t he bourgeois dictatorship (whatever its 
constitutional form), by the prol e tari an dic t atorship . An 
immediate ob jective of pro l etarian power is the liquidation of 
the bourgeoisie as a class, whereas the bourgeois dictato r ships 
never seek anything more than the subordination of the proletari at 
( they obviously cannot liqui date the clas s they require to exploit ). 
The proletar ian dictatorship may thus be every bi t as r uthless 
towards its own class enemi es as any bourgeois dictato rshi p. 

Un l ike bourgeois polit i cians, communi.sts need not conceal their 
a i ms: we openly declare al l s tates, whatever their cons t itut i on, 
to be forms of class di ctatorship: the s ta te power est ablished by 
the prol e tariat wi l l be no exception. Why such a (social i st ) 
s t ate i s an 'i.provement' i n civi l isation then, i s NOT be cau se it 
pr ovides ' more' or 'better' of what bourgeo i s demo craCi es already 
dish up, but because for t he very f i rst time in hi s t ory the 
interes t s of the (wo r king) majority ar e be i ng effec t ed through 
class di ctat orship, and that f orm o f cl ass ru l e it s el f i s t he 
historical l y final f orm of cl ass r ul e as such . 

Criticising t he Go t ha Programme of 1875, that uni fied (on an 
unprincipled and unscientific basis) the radical-democratic 
General. Association of German Workers (nLassalleans") with the 
ostensibly Marxist Social-Democratic Workers' Party of Germany 
("Eisenachersn ) to form the Socialist Workers Party of Germany, 
Marx blasted its democratic prejudices thus: 
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"Between capitalist and communist society l ies the period of the 
revolutionary transformation of the one into the other. There 
corresponds to this also a political transition period in which 
the state can be nothing but the revolutionary dictatorship of the 
proletariat." (original emphasis) 

Neither did Marx/Engels leave the SPD l eaders (Bracke, Geib, Auer, 
Bebel and Liebknecht) in any doubt about the scientific attitude 
towards a "Democratic State", undertaking "the socialisation o f 
the Means of Production, Distribution and Exchange": 

"As, therefore, the state is only a transitional insti tut10n 
which is used in the struggle, in the revolution, to hold down 
ODe's adversaries by force, it is pure nonsense to talk of a free 
people's state: so long as the proletariat still ~ the state, 
it does not use it in the interests of freedom but in order to 
bold down its adversaries, and as soon as it becomes possible to 
speak of freedom the state as such ceases to exist . " (original 
eaphasis, Engels to Bebel. March 18-28 , 1875) . 

It is truly apposite then that Khruschevite revisionism should 
have replaced the theory of the "dictatorship of the prol etariat" 
ill the USSR, with the boast that it had become" a state of the 
whole people"; despite Marx's explicit demonstration that for 60 

long as the state exists i t serves as the instrument of ruling 
class dominance (bourgeois or proletarian) but never an all-class 
bloc. It is after all a forcible means for adm1nistering "SOCiety 
as a whole", i.e., all the non-ruling classes. 

The following, therefore, will go down in the annals of historical 
materialism, marked NEGATIVE EXPERIENCE: 

" the Stalin personality cult had an unfavourable effect on the 
improvement (!) of the socialist state and interfere d \-ith the 
complete implementation of the genuinely democratiC principles of 
the USSR Constitution. 

"The 20th CPSU Congress (1956) had changed the situation radical~. 
Our Party, having restored the Leninist norms of state life, 
thereby provided vast prospects for the people's initiative and 
for the improvement of socialist democracy. The life of society 
proper (I propri6te?) and political practice gave birth to new 
state formS, to a new s tyle of management o f state affairs, and 
helped to determine ever more the nature of state power as that of 
the entire people ••• 

"The state which earlier embodied the dictatorship of one class, 
beco.es an organ of the unity and cooperation of all working 
classes and segments (?" directly expressing popular will and 
popular interests. 

" The nature of the party changed accordingly: from a party of 
the working class it turned into a party of the whole people." 
(Thus spake Pravda on December 6, 1964) . 
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And thus we have the full organic link between Revisionism old and 
new, wben we read Klugmann (llone of the foremost tbeoreticians of 
the British Communist Party ••. editor of the Party's theoretical 
journal Marxism Today") claiming (in the CP ' s ofticial history) 
tbe SDF/BSP, replete in its "democratic state of the whole people", 
as the true progenitor of the CPGB: 

"It was the ESP that was the principal initiator, the most steady 
and patient negotiator for the foundation of the CP, and its 
members formed tbe majority of the new Party once established." 
(Volume I, p.l7; the SDF became the S-D Party in 1908, and the 
British Socialist Party in 1911, with the adherence of some ILP 
branches. For more on the history of the CPGB's formation see 
Proletarian Pamphlet No:2 and Ray Challinor's forthcoming book 
on the Socialist Labour Party). 

In Lhe light of the above quote, it cannot be said that Klugmann's 
"!I:istories" contain .!!.Q true statements. 

We have not thought it necessary to undortake a wholesale critique 
of the CPGB's 'British Road To Socialism' here, since even to a 
newcomer to Marxism, it is obvious that the British Road does not 
even begin to approximate to a Marxist programme. We have, in 
addition, criticised the CPOB's programmatic practice in 
Proletarian No:l. Anyone wishing a more comprehensive critique 
should see Bill Warren's article: "The British Road to Socialism" 
in New Lett Review No:63. 

In the British context, two further documents must be taken into 
account in the future programmatic debate: the 1903 'Manifesto to 
the Working Class', and the 1919 Platform of the Socialist 
Labour Party. The 1903 Statement was a short, sharp crystallis­
ation of the split of revolutionaries from the SOF, on the basis 
succinctly described by GDH Cole: 

"In 1903 a part if its LSOF_I Scottish membership seceded and 
formed the Socialist Labour Party, on a basie adapted from the 
American Soc~a1ist Labour Party founded by Daniel De Leon. The 
SLP, reacting against the compromise involved in parliamentary 
action, took the view that the ~orkers' revolutionary struggle 
must be carried on primarily in the industrial fie~d, and that the 
first task .as to create an inclusive revolutionary Industrial 
Union. It attempted to found such a body on the model of the 
American Industrial \','orkers of the World. not however repudiating 
political action, but holding that it should be secondary to 
revolutionary i ndustrial activity. and that Parliament should be 
used only as a platform for the spreading of Socialist ideas, and 
not as an instrument for effective reform. The SLP did not secure 
a Jarge membership; but it became a body of some influence in the 
Clyde area, where it was later to furnish many of the leaders ot 
the shop stewards' movement during the Great War, and thereafter 
to merge itself in the Communist Party of Great Britain." 
(GDH Cole: British Working Class Politics 1832-1914, pp.l76-7) 

The Iy19 Platform was initiated by members of the 5LP who had been 

actively involved in the Shop Stewards' and Workers' Committee 
Movement, and who drew directly from their experience in that 
movement to delineate the strategic orientation o~ their party's 
future activity. The Platform was shortlived, however, its 
demise being speeded up by the involvement of its authors in the 
negotiations towards the CPGB, and in 1920 the 51P reverted to 
its previous Platform, a call for Industrial Unionism alongside 
electoral activity by party me.bers. The 1919 Platform is very 
short and could not serve as a direct model for a future communim 
programme; for one thing it lacks the theoretical analysiS which 
would be required in a present programme. Its importance for 
communists in Britain lies in the fact that it arose specifically 
from the British situation, delineating a strategic orientation 
for communists within British bourgeois democracy; and in the fact 
that it is the only programmatic document in Britain which bas 
explicitly posed the question of state power and the need to build 
"he future proletarian state structure within the shell of 
capitalist SOCiety, i.e., the need to create a situation of 'dual 
power' before the proletarian dictatorship can be realised. 

The first modern communist programme was the 1917 draft RSOLP 
programme of the Bolsheviks, Here we have a programme, drawn up 
by Lenin, whose preamble describes capitalism in its imperialist 
phase, that explicitly calls for a workers' dictatorship, and 
whose programme of 'democratiC' objecti~es amounts to a state of 
the Paris Commune type. Moreover, in the political situation that 
existed after the overthrow of the autocracy. but prior to the 
stabilisation of capitalist power. these 'democratiC' demands 
constituted the programmatiC expression of the prinCipal strategiC 
task of the party, i.e., the prevention of the consolidation of a 
SLate apparatus of the old type in the bands of the capitalist 
class. 

We are also reproducing the early programmatic documents of 
communism in Italy; in this iSBue the Theses of the Communist 
traction in the Italian Socialist Party. 1920, and in a separate 
pamphlet we will shortly reprod~ce the Rome and Lyons Theses of 
the PCl. All of these are made available for the first time in 
English. Their value lies in the way that they try to distinguish 
clearly between communist and refol'mist and anarchist tendenCies; 
they also try to spell out what tactics are, and what are not, 
compatible with communism. They are directed against deviations 
that arose in the Italian movement in the early 1920s, but since 
capitalist production and democracy exist both there and then, and 
here and now, the same deviations are generated in both cases. 
Written in the '20e in Italy, they could be applied almost 
completely to Britain in the '70a. 

PROBLEMS. 

We have mentioned a number of texts which may be conSidered as 
models, positive or negative, in the task of developing a 
programme for a new communist party. We now mention some of the 
programmatiC problems which will have to be resolved before 
communists in Britain can achieve a principled unity. 
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1. Capitalist production; what it is. Whilst it is easy to define 
this in general as a system of universalised commodity production, 
in which the individual producer6 do not possess any of the means 
of production, political issues arise when the definition is 
concretised. The political problem here is how to define 
capitalism in such a way as to give an adequate account of forms 
of commodity production, other than the traditional private firm. 
In particular, the state socialist and syndicalist deviations must 
be countered by showing the capitalist character of workers' 
cooperatives and nationalised industries. 

2. What forms of capitalist production exist in Britain (e.g. 
private capital , joint stock, state, cooperative), and which of 
tbese represent rising tendencies? 

3. To what extent can capital still develop the forces of 
production, and what effect are new technologies having upon the 
production relations and property relations 

4. What non-capitalist elements exist in the British economy, e.g. 
small scale commodity production, small trading, remnants of 
family economy (housework), and are there any inCipient forms of 
socialist economy? 

5. Britain and the world economy; what is meant by British 
imperialism, and wnat are the effects of the internationalisation 
of technological development, pressures tending towards and 
against integration of the British economy into the EEC? 

6. What are the main contradictions of contemporary capitalist 
production, market anarchy, falling profits, exchange rate crises, 
inflation, etc? 

7. What classes and strata exist in British SOCiety; what are their 
places in the economy; which are productive and which are 
parasitiC? What contradictions exist between these classes and 
what should be the attitude of the proletariat towards them? 

8. The origin, function, and present development of the state and 
its ~ar1ous organs must be explained, with particular reference to 
its historical tendency under capitalism. 

9. The national question in the British Isles; what nations 
exist; what state structure allows for the democratic resolution 
of the national question? 

Tendency towards a European state; advantages/disadvantages in 
this for the working class; ability/inability of the bourgeois 
regimes to achieve this. 

;0. Historical explanation at patriotism and raCism; unity of 
interests of all workers of all races and nations and the need to 
combat all forms of patriotism, nationalism, national prejudice 
and raCism. 

,.... 
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SECTION ON PROLETARIAN DICTATORSHIP. 

Need to refute erroneous notions. These range from obvious 
distortions, such as the notion that it may be exercised through 
the medium of the existing state machinery, if only the present 
bourgeois functionaries could be replaced by communists - to left 
deviations according to which a system ot workers' councils can, 
ot themselves, constitute a workers' state . 1n opposition to the 
right opportunist line, it must be stressed that it is the 
structure of state power itself , whether democratic or dictatorial, 
that renders it a support to capitalist po~er. In opposition to 
the left deviatioD, it must be stressed that sovietB only provide 
the basis for a workers' state if they are dominated by communist 
revolutionaries . The workers' dictatorship must be a dictatorship 
ot the proletarian party, a dictatorship that is exercised via the 
institutions ot workers' democracy, but a party dictatorship none 
the less. So long as workers' councils remain dominated by 
reformist tendencies they do not provide a foundation of workers' 
power. Against all democratic or libertarian notions, it must be 
asserted that the workers' dictatorship is a dictatorship in the 
most l iteral ssnse of the word. I t is the rule of one class over 
another, a rule unrestricted by any forms of legality, under which 
the bourgeoisie would be deprived of their civil libertiee, and, 
if necessary, subjected to arbitrary and terroristic measures that 
aimed to liquidate them as a class. The workers' state, like any 
other, would maintain the means of suppression (bOdies of armed 
men, etc.) needed to defend the proletariat against its enemies. 

"Without a people's arlllY the people have nothing." (Hao: On 

Coalition Government, April 24, 1945). 


Problems to be resolved in this context: what are the differences 
between the organs of proletarian state power, and those of tbe 
bourgeOisie? 

In particular: how do the forms of political representation differ? 
Does the proletarian state require a standing army, as opposed to 
a workers' militia; if modern technology does necessitate sucb a 
force, how is proletarian political control over it to be 
maintained? 

How is the proletarian dictatorship in the cultural field to be 
established; how is bourgeois ideology to be extirpated from 
SOCiety? 

What is the economiC programme of the proletarian revolution; tbe 
interrelation betw~en workers' control, commodity exchange and 
centralised planning needs to be explained . 

Finally, a point of cardinal importance , what is the nature ot the 
class struggle under the workers' state, i.e., under what 
conditions can the old, exploiting class survive as a social group 
and thus pose the threat of a return to capitalism? Secondly, wbat 
circulllstances (economic, political, cultural) allow the format i on 
of a new bourgeois class capable of usurping the workers' power? 

c 
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"Atter the enemies with guns haye been wiped out, there will still 
'be eneaies without guns; they are bound to struggle desperately 
agaiast us, and we must never regard these enemies lightly. If we 
do not now raise and understand the problem in this way, we shall 
coaait the sravest mistakes." (Hao: Report to the Second Plenary 
Ses.ton ot the Seventh Central Committee of the Communist Party of 
China, March 5, 1949). 

Until the communists in Britain have reached agreement on the 
nature of the objective dialectics of contemporary British society, 
i.e., the developmental tendencies in the base and superstructure, 
and on the nature of the workers' state that will replace it, no 
possibility exists for them ~o reach a principled agreement on 
tactical questions. Tact1cs simply serve strategy, and the latter 
requires an objective understanding of the present, plus an inro~d 
anticipation of future struggles that must presently be prepared 
for. 

SECTION OW STRATEGY AND TACTICS. 

The ultimate aim of communists is the general liberation of mankind 
through the establishment of communism, a classless, stateless 
society, embracing the whole globe. But the struggle for communism 
must pase through various phases or stages, during which Communist s 
must tight for more immediate aims. These immediate objectives 
are, at anyone time, the minimum programme of the Communist Party. 
The overall programme must include this minimum programme and must 
also lay down certain guidelines as to the tactics necessary to 
realise this minimus programme. 

The communists seek to unite the mass of lhe proletariat, and any 
of its potential allies, around the objectives laid down in the 
miniaus programme in the struggle for the overthrow of the existing 
state power. The overall, or maXimum, programme is the 
ideological and political cement binding the vanguard, the party, 
in the struggle for communism. The minimum programme provides the 
basis for the political unity of the maSSBS in the immediate 
struggle for power. 

The nature and function of a communist minimum programme was 
illustrated by Marx and Engels in 1848 in the works: 'The Manifesto 
of the Communist Party' and 'The Demands of the Communist Party in 
Germany'. Subsequently, the whole issue of the minimum programme 
was obscured and confused due to the reformist interpretations 
giwen to it by most of international Social Democracy. This 
confUsion has been perpetuated by Trotskyism, which accepts the 
reformist interpretation, and seeks instead to substitute a 
'Transitional Programme', an amlga.m of immediate tactics and 
demands, for both maximum and minimum programmes. 

Social Democratic reformism (we specifically exclude revolutionary 
Social Democracy of the Bolshevik variety), misrepresented the 
minimum programme as a series of demands for economic and political 
reforms directed at the existing state. They generally consisted 
of two sections: a set of demands for economiC reforms in the 
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interest of the proletariat, and a series of demands for political 
liberties. The Social Democratic misuse of the minimum programme 
was the more insidious, in that it did not stem from an overt 
repudiation of the revolutionary conception advanced by the 
founders of communism. Instead the damage was done through the 
retention of a form of minimum programme that had once been corrQd 
but that had since lost its revolutionary vitality. 

A minimum programme of democratic 'demands' was quite correct and 
revolutionary at a certain stage in the struggle. The 'Demands of 
the Communist Party in Germany' included just such a democratic 
programme. Whilst political power remained in the hands of 
absolutism, as in Germany in 1848, or in pre-1914 Russia, the 
immediate objectives of the proletarian party had to be the over­
throw of that constrictive form of state, and the introduction of 
democracy under the terms most favourable to the workers. Only 
this could allow the freedewlopment of proletarian class 
organisation and allow the class struggle to come to the forefront 
of political life. The democratic revolution could thus be a step 
on the road to socialist revolution. 

In a bourgeOis democracy, on the other hand, democratic reforms 
can have no place in the communist programme. To include them 
distracts frOm the immediate task, the overthrow of democracy and 
the establishment of the workers' dictatorship. 

Nor can demands for state protection of the working class be 
i ncluded in a minimum programme. These had a justificati on under 
conditions in which the proletariat was too weak to directly 
impose restrictions upon capitalist exploitation. But in the 
.ature capitalist democracy, where the working class has long 
experience of effective economic struggle and organisation. such 
demands become redundantj and the bourgeoisie is itself bard at 
work re-torming, in order that their social production relatioDS 
remain intact through all changes in production techniques. In 
this regard it is instructive to note that virtually all the Erfurt 
programme'a demands are now operational in Federal Germany (and 
Britain). It is clear that where landlordism has long since 
disappeared as a significant festure of agriculture, the ~eed for 
a specific agrarian programme appealing to an oppressed peasantry 
also disappears. 

These three, the democratiC, economiC, and agrarian sections of ~ 
minimum programme formed its substance during the period of the 
first two internationals: but now they can be done away with. 
What then remains of the minimum programme? . 
NOTHING REMAINS OF THE OLD TYPE. Instead, in the capitalist 
democracies at least, a wholly new type of minimum programme is 
required: THE MOBILISATION PROGRAMME, designed to lay the basis of 
class action in, and through, economic struggle, but supplanting 
the traditional defensist trades union struggle by developmental 
industrial unionist struggle, that instrinsically requirea the 
aWakening of class political consciousness for its very operation. 

Dialectically linked into the struggle for, and of, industrial 
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unions (in a Confederate str uc t ure) is t he promotion of the 
Workers' Council/Committee movement on the shop- floor, to displace 
economis. and po11tlcise the po i n t of producti on by i ts 
encroaching control over the pr oduction pr ocess, toward the point 
of outright expropriati on. (For full elucidation see Proletarian 
No:l and Proletarian Pamphle t No:2) . I n parall el lDust develop 
Residential Committees to secure control of the whole social 
situati on. Thus the proletariat emerges combative, standing on 
the two legs of residen t ial and i ndustrial organisation, developing 
through an integrated conciliar structure that encroaches upon and 
expropriates bourgeois production relations in a pincer movement ­
at the point of production and at t he point of citizenship . 

The Prograa.e for industrial uDioDB and the industrial/residential 
conciliar structure, all led by the Communist Party, completely 
displace any old minimum progr8Jllllle "demands" that are put to 
higher authority t o ameliorate t he condi t ion of their subordinates. 
The addressing of de.ands merely confirms their formUlators' 
status as subordinat es , i n the way Marx has shown: 

"Whomever one seeks to persuade, one acknowledges mast er of the 
situation. It (Eighteenth 'Bru.aire) 

As socialism is not an Itimproved", "more just" version of the 
system of wage labour, but a wholly new mode of production , what 
have to be broken through are the social relations intrinsic to 
capital , for it is the immanent laws of capital as a social 
relation that .akes capitalism a sell-sustaining mode of 
production. 

"On the other hand , if the capitalist mode of product i on pre­
supposes this definite social fora of the conditions of production, 
sO does it reproduce it continually. It produces not merely the 
aateria! products, but reproduces continually the production 
relations in which the former are produced, and thereby also the 
cq,rrespondlDg distribution relations." (Capital III, p.879) 

Instead the working class develops i ts ruling muscles, by 
assorting itself here and now. Instead of aaking, petitioning, 
voting, it takes: control over working conditions in the factory, 
control over living conditions i n the streets and estates, and 
control Over ideological produc t ion through the Communist Party. 
All th1s towards the actual sei zure of state power, with tasks 
that then tall under tbe head: Secialist (10 M1n1aum) Prograaae. 

The Socialist Programme must be an explicit programme f or the 
proletarian dictators hip. This does not, however , make it 
identical with the maximum programme, for the goal of that ~s 
world comaunism: the abo l ition of classes, nations aDd states on 
a world scale. But this maximal goal will only be achieved as the 
end result ot an epochal historical process. The proletariat in 
each state must first settle accounts with their own bourgeoisie. 
It must first seize political power within the territory of one 
state and then devote itself to the twin tasks of the socialist 
reconstruction of society, and promoting the international 
revolution. 
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It is in this sense that a programme for workers' power can still 
be said to be minimum, because it is the absolute minimum that 
communists in anyone bourgeOis state can aim for. Such a minimum 
programme, like the old one, would have both political and economic 
sections each coverin~ immediate destructive and constructi ve tasks 
of the workers' state. The political section would be a programae 
for the dismantling of the bourgeois state and the erection of the 
institutioDS of soviet power. The economic section would include 
.easures for the expropriation of property owning classes and their 
state, plus the first steps towards the establishment of a planned 
socialist ecoDomy. 

The minimum programme is the key to communist tactiCS, since it 
defines the i ..ediate strate~c aim, but it is not enough to leave 
the matter at that. In order to guard against opportunism the 
party programme must lay down guidelines on the tactics and types 
of struggle needed to achieve these aims. Without prior atree.ent 
OD such issues, the dangers of opportunist degeneration, 
characterised precisely by its lack of guiding prinCiples, is 
greatly enhanced. 

The SUbstance of the party's programme of immediate measures, and 
of its tactical principles, must be amongst the key issues in the 
programmatic debate, which, i t is to be hoped, will soon de~elop 
among the communists in the British Isles; but this will be (as it 
is now) but empty' tacticising' if the theoretical groundwork has 
not been done. 

A glaring example of the old mistakes re-appear1ng and masquerad­
ing as a Scientific Programme, has recently manifrsted itself in 
the shape of the Programme of the Communist League of West German~ 
Not only has no account been taken of contemporary reality in 
advanced capitalist countries in framing this document, but it is 
merely a paraphrase of the Erfurt Programme with bits of the 
Communist Manifesto chUCked in for good measure, where it is not 
a wholesale crib of these Programmes (and even the very demands 
have been liftedl) 

Engels was not in two minds about the adequacy of the Erfurt 
Programme for 1891; how much more obsolete, not to say obstruct­
iOnist, is such a programme in modern conditions?! That the 
publication ( 5,000 copies in English alone!) of such a retrogress­
ive dOcument should be met with general rejo~cing in the inter­
national ranks of "anti-revisionism", only goes to show the 
bankruptcy to which. revisionism reduces everything, including 
its mirror image. And the final irony is that "anti-revisionists" 
should copy line for line one of the aeminally revisionist • 
programmes, holding it up as the truly communist way forward, just 
like Kautsky and Bebel, professing it to be a model for all 
geauine MarXist Programmes! 

The first time tragedy, the second farce , as ~Iarx hilnsel f said. 
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DOCUMENTARY 

SUPPLEMENT 

1. 1891 Erfurt Programme 

The ecoDoaic deyelopment ot bourgeois society leads with the 
neeessity ot Datural law to the decline of petty enterprise, the 
basis ot which is the worker's priYste ownership of his means of 
productioa. It separates hia from his means of production and 
traDBto~s hi. into a propertyless proletarian, while the means ot 
production ~eco.e the monopoly or B relalively small number of 
capitalists and l a rse landowners . 

Hand in hand with this monopolisation of the means of production 
so: the suppreesioD ot the trasmented petty enterprises by colossal 
.larKe enterprises . the deTelopasnt ot the tool into the machine, 
and an enor.aus t;Towth ot the productivity of human labour. But 
all the adTantages ot this transformation are monopolised by the 
capitalists and large landowners. For the proletariat and the 
ainkiDt; middle-layers - petit bourgeOis, peasants - this means the 
increasiDg t;Towth in the insecurity of their existence, of poverty, 
of oppression, ot servitude , ot humiliation, of exploitation . 

EYer greater srows the number ot proletarians, ever more massive 
'the ar.y ot surplue labourers, ever more bitter the class struggle 
between bourseoisie and proletariat, which divides modern society 
into two hostile camps and is the COllmon characteristic of all 
industrial countries . 

The abyss between haves and ha~e-nots is widened still further by 
the crises rooted in the nature of the capitalist mOde of 
product jon, which become eyer more extensive and devastating, 
which elevate general uncertainty to the normal state of Bo ciety 
and deliver the proof that private property in the means ot 
production has become incompatible with their purposeful 
application and rull development . 

Private property in the means of production, which was formerly 
the means ot ensuring the producer ownership of his product, has 
today become a meAns of expropriating peasants , craftsmen and 
small traders , and putting non- workers - capitalists , large 
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la ndowners - in pos ses sion of the workers' product . Onl y the 
transformation of capitalist private proper ty in the means of 
production - land, mines and collieries, raw materials, t ools, 
machines, means of t r ansport - into socialist production carried 
on for and by SOCie t y, can bring it about that large enterprise 
and constantly growing profitabiliLy for social labour become, 
from a source of misery and oppression for the hitherto explOited 
classes, a source of the highest welfare and all-sided harmonious 
development. 

This social transformation means the emancipation not only of the 
proletariat, but of the whole human race sufferIng under the 
present condilions . But it can only be the work of the working 
class, because all other classes , despite lhe conflicts of interest 
among themselves, stand on the basis of private property in the 
means of production and have as their COmmon goal the maintenance 
of the basiS of present society. 

The struggle of the working class against capitalist explOitation 
is necessarily a political ~Lruggle. The working class cannot wage 
its economic fights and develop its economic orSa.isatlon ~~thout 
political rights. It cannot achieve the passing 01 the means of 
production into the possession o f the collectivity without havlng 
acquired possession of pol i tical power. 

To shape this struggle ot the working class into a conscious and 
unitary one, and to pO i nt out i ts necessary goal, is the task of 
the Social-Democratic Party. 

The interests of the workine class are the same in all countries 
with a capitalist mode of production. With the extension of world 
trade and production for the world market, the position of the 
workers of every country is becoming ever more dependent aD the 
position of the workers ~n other countries . The emancipation of 
the working class is therefore the task in which the workers of 
all developed countri es partiCipate equally. Recognissing this, 
the Social-Democratic Party of Germany feels and declares ltself 
one with the class-coDSC10UG workers of all other cOUD~ries. 

The Social-Democratic Party of Germany is therefore fighting not 
for new class privileges and exclusive rights, but lor the 
abolition ot class rule and of classes themselves and for equal 
rights and duties of all without distinction of sex or race . Fro. 
this standpOint. it co.bats in present society not only exploitatl0 
and oppression of the wage labourers, but every kind of exploitatio 
and oppression, whether directed against a class. a party, a sex, 
or a race. 

On the basis ot these principle6 the Social-Democratic Party ot 
Germany de.ands in the first instance : 

1. Universal , equal and direct suffrage with secret ballot for all 
citizens over twenty without distinction of sex for all elections 
and votes . A proportional el ectoral system; and until its 
introduction a legal redistribution of the electoral districts 
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after every census. Two year legislatiMe periods. Elections an~ 
votes to be held OD a legal holiday. Compensation for elected 
representatives. Abolition of any restriction of political rights 
except in case of specific disenfranchisement. 

2. Direct legislation by the people through the right of iniative 
and referendum. Self-determination and self-administration of the 
people in Reich , state, province, and parish. Election of all 
officiais by the people, responsibility and answerability of same. 
Annual voting of taxes. 

3. Education of all in the capability to bear arms. People's 
militia in place of standing armies. Decision on peace and war by 
popular representatives. Settlement of all international disputes
by arbitration . 

4. Abolition of all laws which restrict or suppress free expression 
of opinion and right of association and assembly. 

5. Abolition of all laws disadvantaging women in relation to men 

in public and pri~ate law. 


6. Declaration of reli~on as a private matter. Abolition of all 

spending from Official funds for church and religious purposes. 

Church and re11gious communities are to be regarded as private 

associations, runnin& tbeir affairs completely independently. 


7. Secular education. Compulsory attendance at public primary 
Dehool.. Education, teaching material and board in public schools 
to be tree, as also in higher educational institutions for those 
pupils, .ale and temale, regarded by virtue of their abilities as 
capable of further education. 

8. Administration of justice and legal aid tree of charge. Justice 
to be administered by judges elected by the people, Appeal in 
c~Ainal cases. COmpensation for those innocently accused, 
arrested and conde.ued. 'Abolition ot the death penalty. 

9. Medical help including midWitery and medicines tree of charge.

Burials tree of charge. 


10. Progressive income and wealth tax to cover all public expendit ­
ure, insofar as these are to be covered by taxation . Self-assess­
ment obligation. Inheritance tax, progressively increaSing With 
the sise of the sstate and the degree ot relationship. Abolition 
of all indirect taxes, duties and other measures of economic 
policy wh1&h sacrifices the interests of the collectivity to the 
'interests of the priTil.esed minority. 

For the protection of the working class the SOCial-Democratic 
Party of Oer.any demands in the first instance: 

1. An eftectiTe national and international labour protection lay 
on 	the folloWing basis: 

a) fixing of a normal working day of at most 8 hours; 
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b) prohibition of paid labour for children under fourteen; 
c) prohibition of night work, except for those industries 

which by their nature require night work for technical 
reasons or for reasons of public welfare. 

d) an uninterrupted rest period of at least 36 hours in each 
week 	 for e~ery worker; 

e) prohibition of the truck system; 

2. Inspection of all industrial enterprises, investigation and 
regu1atioD ot working conditions in town and co~ntry by a state 
labour office, ~strict labour offices and labour chambers. 
Thorough hygiene in enterprises. 

3. Legal equality for agricultural workers and servants With 
i.dustrial workers; abolition of the laws relating to servants; 

4. Guaranteed right of combination; 

5. All labour insurance to be taken over by the state with 
decisive participation by the workers in its administration. 

2. 	SDF Programme (1903 edition) 

OBJECT 

The Socialization of the Means of Production, Distribution and 
Ezcbange, to be controlled by a Democratic State in the interests 
of the entire eOIDlllUDity, and the complete Emancipation of Labour 
tro. 	the Domination 0 f CapttaliSll and Landlordism. with the 
establishment ot Social and EconomiC Equality between the Sexes. 

The economic development of .odera society is characterised by 
the more or less complete domination ot the capitalistic mode of 
production over all branches of human labour. 

The capitalistic aode of production, because it has the creation 
of profit for its sole object, therefore favours the larger 
capital, and is based upon the divorcement of the majority of the 
people from the instruments of production and the concentration of 
these lastruments in the hands of a minority. Society is thus 
divided into two opposite classes: one, the capitalists and their 
sleeping partners, the landlords and loanmongers, holding in their 
hands the aeans of prDduction, distribution and exchange, and 
being, therefore, able to command the labour of others; the other, 
the working-class, the wage-earners, the proletariat, posse ssing 
nothing but their labour-power, and being consequently forced by 
necessity to work for the former. 
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The social diTision thus produced becomes wider and deeper with 
e~ery new advance in the application ot labour-saving machinery. 
It is most clearly recognisable, however, in the ti.es ot i ndustrUQ 
and commercial crises. when, in consequence of the present chaotic 
conditions of carrying on national and international industry, 
production periodically comes to a standstill, and a number ot the 
few remaining independent producers are thrown into the ranks of 
the proletariat. Thus, while on the One hand there is incessantly 
gOing on an accumUlation of capital, wealth and power into a 
steadily dillinishing number of hands, there is, on the other band, 
a constantly growing insecurity of livelihood for the mass of 
wage-earners, an increasing disparity between human wants and the 
opportunity of acquiring the ~eanB for their satisfaction, and a 
steady physical and mental deterioration among the lIore poverty­
striken of the population. 

But the more this social division widens, the stronger grows the 
revolt - more conscious abroad than here - ot the proletariat 
against the capitalist systell of society in which this division 
and all that accompanies it have orig1nated, and find sucb fruit­
ful soil. The capitalist mode of production, by massing the 
workers in large factories, and creating an interdependence, not 
only between various trades and branches of indUstries , but even 
national industriee, prepares the ground and furnishes material 
for a universal class war. That class war .ay at first - as in 
this country - be directed against the abuses of the system, and 
not against the system itself; but sooner or later the workers 
must come to recognise that nothing short of the expropriation of 
the capitalist class, the ownership by the community of the means 
of production, distributio~ and exchange, can put an end to their 
abject economic condition; and then the class war will become 
conscious instead of unconscious on the part of the working-classes, 
and the, will have for their ultimate object the overthrow of the 
capitalist system. At the same time, since the capitalist class 
bolds and uses the power of the State to safeguard its poaition 
and beat off any attack, the class war must assume a political 
character, and become a struggle on the part o! the workers for 
the possession of the political machinery. 

It is this struggle for the conquest of tbe political power of the 
State, in order to effect a social transformation, which 
International Social-Democracy carries on in the name and on behalf 
of tbe working-class. Social-Democracy, therefore, is tbe only 
possible political party of the proletariat. The Social-Democratic 
Federation is a part of this International Social-Democracy. It, 
therefore , takes its stand on the above principles, and believes ­

1. That the emancipation of the working-class can only be achieved 
through the socialisation of the means of production, distribution, 
and exchange, and their subsequent control by the organised 
community in the interests of the whole people. 

2. That, as the proletariat is the last class to achieve freedom. 
its emancipation will mean the emancipation of the whole of 
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mankind, without distinction of race. nati onality, creed or sex. 

3. That this emancipation can only be the work of the working­
class itself, organised nati onally and internationally into a 
distinct political party, consci ously striving after the 
realisation of its ideals; and finally. 

4. That, in order to ensure greater material and moral facilities 
for the working-class to organise itself and to carryon the class 
war, the following reforms must immediately be carried through ;­

IMMEDIATE REFORMS 

Political 

Abolition of the monarchy. 

Democratisation of the Governmental machinery, viz. aboliti on of 
the Bouse of Lords, payment of members of legislative and 
administrative bodies, payment of official expenses of elections 
out of public funds, adult suffrage, proportional representation, 
triennial parliaments. second ballot, iniative and referendum. 
Foreigners to be granted rights of citizenship after two years' 
residence in the country, on the reco~endation of four British­
born citizens. Without any fees. Canvassing to be made illegal. 

Legislation by the people in sucb wise that no legislative 
proposal shall become law until ratified by the majority of the 
people. 

Leg1slatiye and administratiYe iDdependence for all parts of the 
E.pire. 

Financial and Fiscal 

Repudiation of the ~ational Debt. 

lbo1itioD of all indirect taxation and the institution of a 
cumulative tax OD all inco.es and inheritance exceeding £300. 

ldministrative 

Extension of the prinCiple of local self-government. 

Systeaatisation aDd co-ordination of the local administrative 
bodies. 

Election of all administrators and adllinistrative bodies by, equal 
direct adult suffrage. 

Educational 

Ele.entary education to be free. secular, industrial and 
co.pulsory for all classes. 'l'he age of obligatory school 
attendance to be raised to 16. 
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Unification and systomatisa t ion of intermediate and high~r educ­
ation, both general and t echnical , and a l l such education t o be 
fr ee . 

Free maintenance for al l at t ending State schools . 

Abolition of schoo l rates; the cost of education in all State 
school s to be borne by the National Exchequer. 

Public Monopolies and Services 

Nationalisati on of Lhe l and and the organisation of labour in 
agriculture and industry under pu bl ic ownership and co ntrol on 
co-operative principles . 

Na t ionalisati on o f t he t rus t s. 

Nationali sation o f rail ways, docks, and canals, and all means o f 
transit . 

Public ownership and contro l of gas, electric light , and water 
supplies; as well as of t r amway, omni bus, and other l o comotive 
services. 

Public ownership and con t r o l of t he f oo d an d coal supply. 

The establishment of State and municipal banks and pawnshops and 
public restaurants. 

Public owner ship and control of the l ifeboat service. 

Public ownership and control of hospitals, dispensaries, cemeteries 
and crematoria. 

PU91ic ownership and control of the drink traffi c . 

Labour 

A legislative eight-hour working-day, or 48 hours per week, to be 
the maximum for all trades and industries . Imprisonment to be 
inflicted on empl oyers for any infringement of the law. 

Absolute freedom of combination for all workers, with legal 
guarantee against any action, private or public , which tends to 
curtail or i nfringe it. 

No child to be employed in any trade or occupation until 16 years 
of age, a.nd imprisonment to be inflicted on employers, parents, 
and guardians who infringe this law. 

Public provision of useful work at no less than trade-union rates 
of wages for the unemployed. 

Free State insuran.ce against sickness and accident, and free and 
adequate State pensions or prOvision for aged and disabled workers 

Pu bl ic assistance not to entail any forfeiture o f pol itical rights. 

The legi slative enactment of a minimum wage of 30s . for all 
workers. Equal pay f or both sexes for the performance of equal 
work. 

Social 

Abolition of the present workhouse system, and reformed adminis­
tration of the Poor Law on a basis of national cooperation. 

Compulsory construc tion by public bodies of healthy dwellings for 
the people; such dwellings to be let a t rents to cover the cost of 
construction and manitenance alone, and not to cover the cost of 
the land. 

The administration of justice to be free to all; the est ablishment 
of public offices where l egal advice can be obtained free of cbarge 

Miscellaneous 

The disestablishment and disendowment of all State churches. 

The abolition of standing armies, and the establishment of 
national citizen forcos . The people to decide on peace and war. 

The establishment of jnternational courts of arbitration . 

The abolition of courts-martial; al l offences against discipline 
to be transferred to the jurisdiction of civil courts. 

3. SLP: Manifesto to the Working 

Class (1903) 

Fellow-Workers, 

The most signi ficant feat ure o f th e political development of this 
last ten years is the growing dis-satisfaction of the working-class 
with the existing poli t ical part ies. The defection of the werkers 
from the capitalist part ies has for long been the theme of 
orthodox politicians . Very few of their speeches at the present 
time fail to conclude with a querulous expostulation with the 
workers for their desertion of those whom they had previously 
trUsted , or a tearful entreaty to return to the fold. The causes 
of this phenomenon are pretty well known. The ruthless stacks 
made upon the workers striving by mesns of strike or boycott to 
obtain slifhtly better conditions of life, as ev~denced by the 
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aetions of capitalist Home Secretaries at Featherstone, Broxburn, 
Motherwell, Bull and Gr1msbYi the suppression of Trade Union 
orsan1sation bl the legal decisions in connection Witb the Taf! 
Vale Railway dispute, and the cass of ~u1nn versus Leatham - these 
and other occurences for which all parties at present represented 
i. the British House ot COm.ons are equally responsible have 
induced in the workers the belie! that their interests as a class 
are .eaaced hI their present legislators, and that the welfare of 
their ..aters alone seets with consideration. The need for a party 
representins the working class and defending its interests is 
senerally felt and expressed. Class feeling in short is becoming 
i.creaaingly .an1fest. But what is not clearly recognised is the 
necesldtl for such a party having a clear. definite and practical 
basis, and an intelligent conception of its position. method and 
spa!. There is considerable danger that honest aspirations of 
the workers and their sincere endeavours to better their lot by 
political actiYity say be frustrated and led into a blind alley by 
the efforte of crafty and unscrupulous politicians self-styled 
Labour Leadere. Theretore in calling upon you to give us your 
support in toraing the partl ot the workers we lay before you our 
.ethode and our aia. together With the attjtude which we intend to 
adopt towarda the existing political parties, "Labour" or otherwise.. 

The SOCIALIST LABOUR PARTY differs froa all parties at present in 

existeDce iD that it appeals to the working class and the working 

~laBe aloDe tor Bupport. Whether it be in the City or the nation. 

i. Town Councilor iD Parliaaent. it is the one section of the 
population that has any right to considerQtion. They alone 
produ~e the wealth ot society. and it is our aim that they alone 
shoUld poesesB it. Our attack UPOD the present constitution of 
societ, 1. both its political and economic aspects is due to ths 
fact that the clae8 that dominates the state, to whose interest 
ADd ad~antage all our social institutions are directed, is the 
u8eleBs. obsolete and parasitical capitalist class. The power to 
rob and explOit, which is ~ested in this class, reste upon their 
political supre.acl. It is thus they are enabled to bring all the 
powers of the state. police and Military, to bear upon those work~ 
who 8tr1~e to decreass their master's spoils by increasing their 
ai8arable wagss. It tollows then that all erforts at the workers 
to hetter lheir condition. aust be centred in the task of over­
throwing the supremacy of the master class in the state, and of 
using the power so gained to seize the means of life to be used by 
the workere and their dependents, in short, to obliterate the 
CApitalist class as a social and political entity. 

By this we do not .ean what is variously called "State Socialism", 
"Public Ownership", or "Municipalislll" - that is the ownership of 
certain public utilities by a community in Which capitalism is 
still dominant. A worker is as much exploited by a capitalist 
state or corporation as by a private capitalist employer _ as pos~ 
ottice or lIIunicipal emp~oyees can testify. We insist upon the 
political o~erthro. ot capitalism as an absolutely necessary 
prelia1nary to the emaneipation of the working class, and the 
establishing of the Socialist RepublIc. OtherWise an industry 
controlled b, a capitalist state differs only from one controlled 
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by an individual capitalist in the superior powers of the for.er 
to rob and oppress those under its thraldom. 

This is precisely the point that has been hitherto ignored by 
organisations appealing to the working class. At the present time 
there are certain bodies of this nature named ~espectively. the 
Independent Labour Party, the Labour Representation Committee, the 
Social Democratic Federation, and the Fabian SOciety - parties 
differing only in naae and in phraseology, but almost identical in 
principles and tactics. All theae organisations are dominated 
either by middle-class men or working men influ~nced by m1ddle­
class habits and thoughts. 

As contrasted with all such compromisers and confusionists who 
would lead the working class to destruction, we desire to lay 
betore you the principles ot political action on which our party 
will proceed. We intend wherever possible to contest on behalf of 
the working class, and against all other poli tical parties. every 
elect10n, aunicipal or naLional. We do not cater for the support 
of those workers who do Dot recognise the goal, nor agree with us 
as to the means whereby it is to be attained. These means, we 
repeat, are the conquest of political power by the working class 
and in the interests ot the working class, IIIsn1festing itself 
through an avowedly SOcialist organisation. 

This explains alike our policy and our name, Socialist Labour 
Party. SOCialist, because through Socialism alone can the workers 
be emancipated; Labour, bscauss by the labouring classes alone can 
Social1Bm be attainedj Party, because we are not merely an educat­
ional or propagandist body, but stand tar the political expreSSion 
~f our class interests [or lhe formation ot the Socialist 
Republic. 

SOCIALISM IS THE ONLY HOPE OF THE WORKERS. ALL ELSE IS ILLUSION. 

4. SLP Platform (1919) 

The SOcialist Labour Party is an organisation seeking to oysrthrow 
Capitalism. and the establishment of a SOcialist Communist Repub11c 
To accomplish this objective, the SOcialist Labour Party endeavours 
to secure Political and Industrial Unity ot the working class. 

We affirlll that so long as one section of the community own and 
Control the instruments of production, and the rest of the 
community are compelled to work tor that section in order to obtain 
the means of life, there can be no pesce between them. 

The Communist form of organisation, which we regard as the most 
effective machinery whereby the workers can wage the conflict, and 
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essential for Socialist Communism, is dual in character, i . e ., 
industrial and residential. The unit of organisation industrial l y 
is the Workshop or Yard Committee wherein the workers are organised 
as workers irrespective of craft, grade or sex. These Committees 
are coordinated by the formation of the Works or Plant Committees, 
composed of delegates from each Workshop or Yard ~ommittee. The 
Plant or Works Committees are coordinated by delegates from each of 
these ~ommittees in a village, town, city, or district, forming a 
Workers' Council, in which there are also delegates from the 
Residential Committees, these latter being the units of the social 
aspects of the organisation. 

The Residential or Ward Committees9 the unit of organisation at the 
pOint of residence, is composed of delegates elected in the Ward 
where they reside to focus the needs, elc., associated with this 
part of communal life. The electorate for the Ward Committees 
consists only of those who render social service to the community. 

The Workers' Council, which thus unites within itself all phases 
of social activity, forms internally whatever Departmental and 
Executive Committees the complexities of the administration demand. 

The Regional or National organisation is for.ed by the convening of 
Congres8es of delegates of all the Workers' Councils, which elect 
the Regional or National Administrative Committees in similar 
aanner to the local councils. 

Such is the skeleton outline of the communal organisation desired. 
It is, therefore, obligatory upon the adherents to Communlsm, to 
expedite the development of the organisation in industry as 
described and to establish Communist branches in the Wards. 

The recognition of the class struggle being the determining factor 
in our attitude to the Capitalist Class, the Communist structure 
beiD~ the form ot organisation essential for the efficient waging 
o~ the Class struggle and the establishment of Communism , the 
Socialist Labour Party should attack the capitalist class in every 
direction, industrial and political, as occasion demands. Every 
me.ber ot the organisation is, therefore, invested with the 
responsibility of doing their best to propagate Communism, to help 
along independent working c~ass education, and to wage the 
iadustrial and political fight. 
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5. RSDLP Programme (Bolshevik-1917) 

The ,deTel opment of exchange has eatablished such close ties 
between all the nations of the civilised world that the great 
aOTe.ent ot the proletariat towards emancipation was bound to 
beco.e - and has long since become - international. 

RuseiaJl SOcial-De.oerac,. regards itself as a detachment of the 
world army of the proletariat, and is working towards the same 
u~tiaate goal as the Soci al-Deaocrats of all other countries. This 
ultimate goal is determined by the character of modern bourgeois 
societ,. and by the trend of its deTelopaent. The prinCipal 
specitic feature of this society is commOdity production based on 
capitaliat production relations , under which t he most important ani 
.ajor part ot the means of production and exchange of commodities 
belongs to a nuaerically small class of persons while the vast 
aajority ot the population is made up of proletarians and semi­
proletarians, who, Owing to their economic pOSition, are compelled 
peraanently or periodically to sell their labour-power, i.e., to 
hire theaaelTes out to the capitalists and to create by their 
labour the incomes of the upper classes of society. 

The ascendancy ot capitalist production relations extends its area 
m.ore and more with the steady imporvement of technology, which, by 
enhancing the economic importance of the large enterprises, tends 
to eliminate the small independent producers, converting some of 
thea into pro l etarians and narrOwing the role of others in the 
social and economic sphere, and in some places ~aking them more 
or less completely, more or less obviously, more or less painfully 
depeadent OD capi tal. 

"oreoye~ this technical progress enables the employers to make 
«row1n& use of temale and child labour in the process of 
production and e~change of commodities. And since, on the other 
hand, i t causes a r elative decrease in the employers' demand for 
nUlan labour-power, the demand for labour-power necessarily lags 
behind its supply, as a result of which the dependence of wage­
labour on capital is i ncreased and explOitation of labour rises to 
a higher leTel. 

This state of affairs in the bourgeois countries and the steadily 
grOwing competition among them in the world market make it more 
and more difticult for them to sel~ the goods which are produced 
in ever increasing quantities. Over-production, manifesting itself 
in more or less acute industrial crises followed by more or less 
protracted periods of industrial stagnation, is an inevitable 
consequence of the development of the productive forcea in 
bourgeois society . Crises and periods of industrial stagnation, 
in their turn, still further ruin the small producers, still further 

E 



•••••••••• 

- 30 ­

increase the dependence of .age-Iabo~ on capital, and lead still 
more rapidly to the relative and sometimes to the absolute 
deterioration of the condition of the working class. 

Thus, improvement in technology, signifying increased labour 
productivi ty and greater social wealth, beComes in bourgeois 
society the cause of greater social inequality, of widening gulfs 
between the rich and poor, of greater insecurity, unemployment, 
and various hardships of the mass of the working people. 

Howeyer, in proporti on as all these contradictions, which are 
inherent in bourgeoi s society, grow and develop, so also does the 
discontent of the toiling and exploited masses with the existing 
order of things grow; the numerical strength and solidar.ity of the 
proletarians increase and their struggle against their exploiters 
is sharpened. At the same time, by concentrating the lIIeans of 
production and exchange and socialising the process of labour in 
capitalist enterprises, the improvement in technology more and mOre 
rapidly creates the material possibility of capitalist production 
relations being superceded by socialist relations, i.e., the 
possibility of bringing about the SOCial revolution, which is the 
ultimate aim of all the activities of international Social­
Democracy as the conscious exponent of the class movement. 

By introducing social in place of private ownership of the means of 
production and exchange, by introducing planned organisation of 
social production to ensure the well-being and many-sided 
development of all the members of society, the proletarian social 
revolution will do away with the division of soci ety into classes 
and t hereby emancipate the whole of oppressed humanity, for it nll 
put an end to all forms of exploitation of one section of society
by another. 

A necessary condi tion for this SOcial revolution is the dictator­
ship of the proletariat, i.e., the conquest by the proletariat of 
such political power as will enable it to suppress all resistance 
on the part of the exploiters. Aiming at making the proletariat 
capable of fulfilling its great historic miSSion, international 
Social-Democracy organises the proletariat in an independent 
political party opposed to all the bourgeOis parties, guides all 
the manifestations of its class struggle, reveals to it the 
irreconciliabl e an t agonism between the interests of the explOiters 
and those of the explO i ted, and explains to the prol etariat the 
historical significance of and the necessary conditions for the 
impending social revolution. At the same time it reveals to all 
the other toiling and explOited masses the hopelessness of their 
position in capitalist society and the need for a SOcial revolution 
if they are to free themselves from the yolk of capital. The 
SOCial-Democratic Party, the party of the working class, calls 
upon all sections of the toiling and exploited popUlation to join 
its ranks inSOfar as they adopt the standpoint of the proletariat. 

World capitalism has at the present time, i.e . , about the 
beginning of the twentieth century, reached the stage of imperial­
ism. Imperialism, or the epoch of finance capital, is a high stage 
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of development of the capitalist economic system, onp in which 
monopolist associations of capital i sts - syndicales, cartels, and 
trusts - have assumed decisive importance; in which enormously 
concentrated banking capital has fused with industrial capital j i n 
which the export of capital to foreign countries has assumed vast 
dimensions; in which the whole world has been di vi ded up territor­
ially among the r i cher countries, and the economic carve-up of th 
world among international trusts has begun. 

Imperialist wars, i.e . , wars for world dOmination, for markets ~or 
banking capital and for the subjugation of small and weaker nations 
are inevitable under such a state of affairs. The first great 
imperialist war, the war of 1914-17, is preCisely s uch a war. 

The extremely high level of development which world capital i sm in 
general has attained, the replacement of free competi tion by 
monopoly capitalism, the fact that the banks and the capitalist 
associations have prepared the machinery for the soc i al 
regulation of the process of production and distribution of 
products, the rise in the cost ot living and increased oppression 
of the working class by the syndicates due to t he growth of 
capitalist monopolies, the tremendous obstacles standing in the way 
of the proletariat's economic and political struggle, the borrors, 
misery, ruin, and brutilisation caused by the imperi alist war - all 
these factors transform tbe present stage of capitalist development 
into an era of proletarian socialist revolution. 

That era has dawned. 

Only a proletarian socialist revolution can lead humanity out of 
the impasse which imperialism and imperialist wars have created. 
Whatever difficulties the revolution may have to encounter, what­
ever possible temporary setbacks or waves of counter-revolution it 
may have to contend with, tbs final victory of the proletariat is 
inevitable. 

Objective conditions make it the urgent task of the day to prepare 
the proletariat in eTery way tor the conquest of political power 
1. order to carry out the economic and political measures which 
are the su. and substance of the socialist revolution. 

The tulfilment of this task, which calls for the fullest trust, 
the closest fraternal ties, and direct unity of revolutionary 
action on the part of the working class in all the advanced 
countries, is impossible without an immediate break in princi~le 
witb tbe bourgeois perYersion of socialism, which has gained the 
upper hand among the leadership ot the official SOcial-Democratic 
parties. Such a peryersion is, on the one hand, the social­
chau~1n1st trend, socialism in word and chauvinism in deed, tbe 
de'••C'e of the predatory interests of "OM'S own" national 
bo~ge01s1e under the guise of "detence ot the fatherland"; and, 
on the other band, the equally wide international trend of the 
so-calJ.ed "Centre", which stands for unity nth the social­
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cbauvinists and for t he preservation or correction of the bankrupt 
Second International, and whic h vacillates between soci al-chauvi nism 
and the internat i onal revolutionary s t ruggle o f the prol e t ariat far 
the achievement of a socialis t syste•. 

In Russia a t the present moment, wben the Provis i onal GOTern.ent, 
which is part and parcel o f t he capital i s t class and enjoys the 
confidence - necess arily uns t abl e - of t he broad mass of the pe t ty­
bourgeo i s population, has under t aken to convene a Constituent 
Assembly, the immediate duty of the party of the proletariat is to 
f igh t for a poli tical system which will best guar antee economic 
progress and t he r ights of the peopl e in general, and make 
possible the l east painful t ransition to sociali sm i n particular. 

The party o f t he pro l etari at cannot rest content with a bourgeois 
parliamentary democra t ic r epublic, which throughout the worl d 
preserves and strives to perpetuate the monarchist i ns truments for 
the oppression of t he masses, namely, the police, t he standing 
army, and the pr ivi l eged bureaucracy . 

The party f i ghts for a mo r e democra t iC wo r kers' and peasants ' 
republic, in whic h the police and the s t anding army will be 
abolished and r eplaced by the universally armed people, by a 
people 's militia ; al l officials will be not only el ective, but 
also subject to recall at any time upon t he demand of a majority 
of the elector s; all officials, rtthou t exception, will be paid at 
a rate not exceeding the average wage of a competent worker; 
parliamentary representative institutions wi l l be gradual l y 
replaced by Sovie t s of people's represen t atives (from various 
classes and pro fessions, or from various localities), functioning 
as both l egisla t ive and executive bodies . 

The consti tut i on of the Russian democrat i C republic must ensure: 

1) .The sovr eignty of the people; supreme power in the stat e must 
be ves t ed en tirel y in the peopl e's r epresentat i ves, who s hall be 
elec ted by tbe people and be subject to recall a t any t ime, and 
who shall cons t i tute a single popular a ssembly, a single chamber. 

2) Universal, equal, and direct suffrage for all citizens, men'and 
women, wbo have reacbed tbe age of twenty, in the el ec t ions to the 
legislative assembl y and to the various bodi es of local sel f­
government; secre t bal lot; t he right of every vo ter t o be elec ted 
to any represen t ative i nsti t uti on; bienni al parl iaments; salari es 
to be pai d to tbe peopl e's representatives; proporti onal r epresent­
ation at a l l ele c t ions ; al l delegat es and el ected offi cial s, 
withou t exception, to be subjec t to recall a t any time upon t he 
deCision of a majo r ity of t heir el ec tors. 

3) Loca) self-government on a broad scale; regional self-government 
in localities where the composition of the popula t ion and living 
and social conditions are of a specific nature ; tbe abolition of 
all state appointed local and regional authorities. 

4) Inviolability of person and domicile. 
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5) Unrestricted freedom of cooscience, speecb, the press, assembly, 
strikes and aSSOCiation . 

6) Freedoa of movement and occupation. 

7) Abolition of the social estates; equal rights for all citizens 
irrespective of sex , creed, race, or nationality. 

8) the right of the population to receive instruction in their 
native tongue in schools to be established for the purpose at the 
expense of tbe state and local organs of self-government; the right 
of every citizen to use his native language at meetings; the native 
language to be used in all local public and state institutions; the 
obligatory official language to be abolished. 

9) The right of all member nations of tbe state to freely secede 
and for~ independent states. The republic of the Russian nation 
aust attract other nations or nationalities not by force, but 
exclusively by voluntary agreement on the question of forming a 
co~on state. The unity and fraternal alliance of the workers of 
all cOUBtries are incompatible with the use of force, direct or 
indirect against other national ities . 

10) The right of all persons to sue any official in lhe regular 
way belore a jury. 

11) Judges and other offiCials, both civil and military, to be 
elec~d by the people with the right to recall any of them at any 
tiae by decision o f a majority of their electors. 

12) The police and standing army to be replaced by the universally 
armed people; workers and other employees to receive regular wages 
trom the capi tal ists for the time devoted to public service in the 
people's militia. 

13) Separation of the churc h from the state, and schOOls from the 
church; schools to be absol"utely secular. 

14) Free and compulsory general and polytechnical education 
(faeiliarising the student with the theoretical and practical 
aspects of the .ost important fiel ds of production) for all 
children of both sexes up to the age of s i xteen; training of 
children to be closely integrated with socially productive work. 

15) All stUdents to be provided with food, clothing, and school 
supplies at the cost of the state . 

16) Public education to be adminis t ered by democratically elected 
organs of local self-government; t he central government not to be 
allowed to interfere with the arrangement of the sc hool cuuriculum, 
or with the selection of the teaching staffs; teachers to be elected 
directly by the popula t ion with the right of the latter to remove 
undesirable teachers . 

As a basic condition for the democratisation of our country's 
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national economy, the RUssian Social-Democratic Labour Party 
demands the abolition of all indirect taxes and the establishment 
of a progressive tax on incomes and inheritances . 

The high level of development of capitalism already achieved in 
banking and in the trustified branches of industry, on the one hand 
and the economic disruption caused by the imperialist war, every­
where evoking a demand for state and public control of the 
production and distribution of all staple products, on the other, 
induce the Party to demand the nationalisation of the banks, 
syndicates ( trusts), etc. 

To safeguard the working class from physical and moral deterior­
ation, and develop its ability to carryon the struggle for 
emanCipation, the Party demands: 

1) An eight-hour working day for all wage-workers, including a 
break of not less than one hour for meals where work is continuous. 
In dangerous and unhealthy industries the working day t o be 
reduced to from four to six hours. 

2) A statutory weekly uninterrupted rest period of not less than 
lorty-two hours for all wage-workers of both sexes in all branches 
of the national economy. 

3) Complete prohibition of overtime work. 

4) Prohibition of night-work (from Sp.m . to 6a.m.) in all branches 
of the national economy except in cases where it is absolutely 
necessary for tech1l1cal reasons endorsed by the labour organisat­
ions - prOVided, however, that night-work does not exceed four 
bours. 

5) Prohibition of the employment of children of age (under Sixteen), 
restriction of the working day of adolescents (from sixteen to 
twenty) to four hours, and prohibition of the employment of 
adolescents on night work in unhealthy industries and mines. 

6) Prohibition of female labour in all branches of industry 
injurious to women's health; prohibition Of night work for women; 
woaen to be released from work eight weeks before and eight .eeks 
after child-birth without loss of pay and with free medical and 
medicinal aid. 

7) Establishment of nurseries for infants and young children and 
rooms for nursing mothers at all factories and other enterprises 
where women are employed: nursing mothers to be allowed recesses of 
at least half-hour duration at intervals of not more than three 
hours; such mothers to receive nursing benefit and their working 
day to be reduced to six hours. 

8) Full social insurance of workers: 
a) for all forms of wage-labour; 
b} for all forme of disablement, namely, sickness, injury, 

infirmity, old age, occupational disease, child-birth, 
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Widowhood, orphanhood, and also unemployment, etc. 
c) all insurance institutions to be administered entirely by 

the insured themselves; 
d) the cost of insurance to be borne by the capitalists; 
e) free medical and medicinal aid under the control of self­

governing sick benefit SOCieties, the management bodies of 
which are to be elected by the workers. 

9) Tbe establishment of a labour inspectorate elected by the 
workers' organisations and covering all enterprises emplOying hired 
labour, as well as domestiC servants: women inspectors to be 
appOinted in enterprises where female labour is employed . 

10) Sanitary laws to be enacted for inproving hygienic conditions 
and protecting the life and health of workers in all enterprises 
where hired labour is employed; questions of hygiene to be handled 
by the sanitary inspectorate elected by the workers' organisations. 

11) Housing laws to be enacted and a housing inspectorate elected 
by the workers' organisations to be instituted for the purpose of 
sanitary inspection of dwelling houses. However, only by abolish­
ing private property in land and bUilding cheap and hy~ienic 
dwellings can the housing problem by solved. 

12) Industrial courts to be established in all branches of the 
national economy. 

13) Labour exchanges to be established for the proper organisation 
at work-finding facilities. These labour exchanges must be 
proletarian class organisations (organised on a non-parity ba.1s), 
aDd must be closely associated with the trade unions and other 
working-class organisations and financed by the communal self­
gOTerning bodies. 

In order to do aw~y with the reliCS of serfdom, whicb are a heavy 
y&ke on the necks of the peasants, and to enable the class struggle 
to develop freely in the countryside. the Russian Social-Democrat1c 
Labour Party 

~) Fights with all its strength for the immediate and complete 
confiscation cf all landed estates in Russia land also crown lands, 
church lands, etc.). 

2) Stande for the immediate transfer of all land to the peasantry 
organised in Soviets of Peasants' Deputies or in other organs of 
local .elf-government elected on a truly democratic basis and 
cO~letely independent of the landowners and bureaucrats. 

3) Demande tbe nationalisation of all lands in the country; 
nationalisation implies that all property rights in land are vested 
in the state, while the right of disposal of the land is vested in 
the local democratic institutions. 

4) Encourages the initiative of those peasant committees which, in 
.arious localities of Russia, are turning over the landownere' 
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livestock and agricultural implements to the peasants organised i n 
these committees for the purposs of their socially r egulated 
utilisation in the cultivation of the land . 

5) Advises the rural proletarians and semi-proletarians to strive 
towards turning every landed estate into a sufficiently large model 
farm, to be conducted on a communal basis by the local Soviet of 
Agricultural Labourers ' Deputies under the direction of agricult ­
ural experts and with the aid of the best technical appliances. 

The Party under all circumstances, and whatever the conditions of 
democratic agrarian reform may be, will unswervingly work for the 
independent class organisation of the rural proletariat, will 
explain to the latter the irreconciliable antagonisms that exist 
between it and the peasant bourgeoiSie, will warn it against the 
false attraction of the systea of petty farming, which, while 
commodity production exists. can never do away with the poverty of 
the masses, and, finally, will urge the need for a complete 
socialist revolution as the only means of abolishing poverty and 
exploitation. 

6. 	 Abstentionist Theses 
(Communist Fraction, P.S.I.- 1920) 

1. Communism is the doctrine of the social and historical pre­
conditions of the emancipation of the proletariat . 

The elaboration of this doctrine began in the period of t he fi r st 
proletarian reaction against the bourgeois systea o f prod uction ; it 
took shape in the Marxist critique 01 the capital is t economy, t he 
method of historical materialism, the theory of class s t ruggl e and 
the conception of the form assumed by the historical process of the 
fall of the capitalist 'regime and the proletarian revolution . 

2 . It is on the basis of this doctrine, whose first and fundamental 
expression was the Communist Manifesto of 1848, that the Communist 
Party constitutes itself. 

3. In the course of the present historical period, the s i tua t ion 
created by bourgeois relations of production, baaed on the private 
ownership of the means of production and exchange, on the private 
appropriation of the products of collective labour , on f r ee 
competition in private trade in all products , becomes more and more 
intolerable for the proletariat. 

4. To these economic relations correspond the political ins t itutions 
proper to capitalism: the State based on democratic and 
parliamentary representation. In a society divided into cl asses, 
the State is the organisation of the power of the class which is 
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privi l eged 	on the economic plane . Although the bourgeoisie 
r epresents 	a mi nority within society. the democratic State 
represents 	a system of armed force organised to preserve the 
capital i st 	rel ations of production. 

5. The struggle of the proletariat against capitalist explOitation 
as&uaes a succession of forms: from the violent destruction of 
machiDes to the organisation of crafts to improve workin 
conditions. to factory couDcils and to attempts to take 
possession of enterprises. 

Through all 	these particular actions, the proletariat directs 
itself towards the decisive revolutionary struggle against the 
power of the 	bourgeois State, which ensures that the present 
relations of 	production shall not be broken. 

6. This re~olutionary struggle is a conflict between the whole 
proletarian class and the whole bourgeois class. Its instrument 
is the class political party, the communist party , which achieves 
the conscious organisation of the vanguard of the proletariat 
which has understood the necessity to unify its action, in space, 
by transcending the interest s of particul ar groups, categories or 
nationalities, in time, by subordinating the extents of partial 
gains and advantages, which do not modify the essentials of 
bourgeois structure. to the tinal outcome of the struggle . 

It is therefore only organisation into a political party which 
consti t utes 	the proletariat into a class struggling for its 
emancipat i on. 

7. The objective of the action o f the Communist Party is the 
yiolen t overthrow ot bourgeoi s rul e, the conquest of political 
power by t he pro l etariat, the organisation of the latter into a 
ruling class, 

8. Whi le parliamentary democracy based on t he representation of 
citizens of every class is the form assumed by the,organisation o f 
the bourgeOisie into a ruling class, the organisation of the 
proletariat into a ruling class will be achieved through the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, that is, in a type of State in 
which representation (the system of workers' councils) will be 
selected only by members of the working class (industrial 
proletariat and poor peasants), the bourgeois being excluded from 
the franchise. 

9. After the old, bureaucratic, police and military machine has 
been destro yed , the proletarian State will unify the armed forces 
Of the labouring cl ass into an organisation, whose duty will be to 
repress all counter-revolutionary efforts by the dispossessed clasa 
and to effect measures of intervention into bourgeois relations of 
production and propert~ . 

10, The transition from the capitalist to the communist economy 
wUl be an extz:emely complex process and its phases will differ 
according to differing degrees of economic development. The final 
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end of this process will be the total achievement of the possession 
and management of the means of production by the whole unified 
collectivity, together with the centralised and rational distrib­
ution of productive forces between the different branches of 
production, and the central administration by the collectivity of 
the allocation of products. 

11. When the relations of capitalist economy have been entirely 
eliminated. the abolition of classes will be an accomplished fact 
and the State, as a politica~ apparatus of power, will be 
progressively replaced by the rational, collective administration 
of economic and social activity. 

12. The process of transforming relations of production will be 
accompanied by a long series of social measures deriving from the 
prinCiple that the collectivity takes charge of the material and 
intellectual existence of all its members. In this way, all the 
corruption and degeneration which the proletariat has inherited 
from the capitalist world, will be progressively eliminated and. 
in the words of the Manifesto, to the old society divided into 
hostile classes will succeed an association in which the free 
development of each will be the condition for the free development 
of all. 

13. The preconditions for the victory of proletarian power in the 
struggle for the realisation of communism consist less in tbe 
rational use of skills in technical tasks, than in the fact that 
political responsibilities and the control of the State apparatus 
are confided to men who will put the general interest and the 
final triu.ph of communism before the partic~ar and limited 
interests of groups. 

Precisely because the communist party is the organisation of 
proletarians who have achieved such a class conSCiousness, tbe aim 
of the party will be, by its propaganda, to Win elective posts 
within the social organisation for its adherents. The dictatorship 
of the proletariat will therefore be the dictatorship of the 
Communist Party and the latter will be a party of government in a 
sense totally opposed to that of the,old oligarchies, for 
communists will assume responsibilities which will demand the 
maximum of sacrifice and renunCiation and will take upon their 
shoulders the heaviest burden of the revolutionary task, which 
falls to the proletariat in the hard labour in which a new world 
will co.e to birth. 

II. 

1. The communist critique, remorseles~y elaborated fro. the basiS 
of its fundamental methods, and the propagation of the conclusions 
to which it leads, have as their objective the extirpation of 
those influences Upon proletarians exercised by the ideological 
systems proper to other classes and other parties. 

2. In the first place, communism sweeps away idealist conceptions, 
according to which the material of the world of thought is the base 
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and not the res~t, of the real relations of the life of hUmanity 
and their development. All relieious and philosophical 
formulations of this type must be considered the ideological 
baggage of classes whose supremacy, which preceded the bourgeois 
epoch, rested on an eccleSiastical, aristocratic or dynastic 
organisation, warranted only by an alleged super-human investiture. 

One symptom of the decadence of the modern bourgeOisie ~s the 
rs-appearance in its midst, under novel forms, of those old 
ideologies which it had itself destroyed. A communism founded on 
idealist bases would be an unacceptable absurdity. 

3. In still more characteristic fa~hion, communism is the 
critical demolition of the conceptions of liberalis~ and bourgeois 
democracy. The juridical assertion of the freedom of thought and 
the political equality of citizens, the notion that institutions 
founded on the rights of the majority and on the mechanics Of 
universal electoral representation are a sufficient base for a 
gradual and indefinite progress of human SOCiety, are ideologies 
which correspond to the regime of private ~conomy and free 
competition, and to the interests of the class of capitalists. 

4. It is one of the illusions of bourgeois democracy to believe 
that an improvement in the living conditions of the masses can be 
obtained through a development of education and training by the 
ruling classes and their institutions. On the contrary, the 
raising of the intellectual level of the masses, demands as a 
pre-condition, a better standard of material life, which is 
incompatible with the capitalist regime; on the other hand, through 
its schools, the bourgeoisie tries to broadcast precisely the 
ideologies Which tend to prevent the masees from perceiving in 
present institutions the very obstacle to their emancipation. 

5. Another of the fundamental affirmations of bourgeoie democracy 
lies in the principle of nationality. The formation of States 
on - a national basis corresponds to the class neceSSities of the 
bourgeOisie at the moment when it establishes its own power, for 
it can thus avail itself of national and patriotic ideologies 
which, in the initial period of capitalism, correspond to certain 
interests common to thOse of the same race, language and customs. 
1n order to delay and attenuate the confrontation between 
capitalist State and proletarian masses. 

National irredentism is thus born of essentially bourgeois 
interests. 

The bourgeOisie itself does not hesitate to trample on the 
prinCiple of nationality as soon as the development of capitalism 
drives it to the often violent conquest of e~terna1 markets and 
precipitates conflict between great states over them. Communism 
transcends the principle of nationality. in that it demonstrates 
lhe identical predicament in which workers unreservedly find 
themselves face-to-face with employers, whatever their nationality; 
it proclaims international union to be the type of political 
organisation which the proletariat w1~ create when it, in turn, 
accedes to power. 
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In terms o f the communis t critique, therefore, the recent world 
war was engendered by capitalist imperialism. This critique rips 
to shreds those various int erpretations which, from the standpoint 
of one or other bourgeois s tate, try to present the war as a 
vindicat ion of the rights of certain peoples or as a struggle of 
democrati cally more advanced states against those organised on 
pre-bourgeois fo r ms, or f inally , as a necesBity of alleged self­
defen ce against enemy aggression. 

6. Communism is equally opposed to the conceptions of bourgeois 

pacificism and Wilsonian illusions on the possibility of a world 

association of states, based on disarmament and arbitration and 

having as its pre-condition the Utopia of a s ub-division of state 

uni ts by nationality. For communists, war will become impossible 

and national questions will be solved only when " the capitalist 

regime has been r eplaced by the International Communist Republic . 


7 . In a third respect, communism presents itself as the transcend­
ence of those systems of Utopian social ism which soueht t o 
eliminate the faults o f social organisation by planning new 
constitutions for society who se possible realisation was i n no 
way r elated to the real developmen t of history a nd which were to 
be realised by th e ac t ions of potentates or the preaching of 
philanthropists. 

8. The elaboration by th e proletariat of its own theore t ical 
interpretation o f society and his tory, capable of directi ng its 
action against the social relations of the capitalist world, 
continuously gives rise to a multiplication of school s or current~ 
inflenced to a greater or lesser degree by the very immaturity of 
the conditions of struggl e and by the mast di verse bourgeois 
prejudices. 

From all this flows errors and reverses in proletarian action; but 
it is out of t his material of experience that the communist 
movement succeeds in defining with ever greater preCision, the 
ce~tral features of i t s doctrine and i ts tactiCS, in different­
i ating itself clearly from all the other currents acti ve in the 
midst of the proletariat itself, and in openly combating them. 

9~ The formation of producers' cooperatives, in which the capital 
belongs to the workers who work in them, cannot be a route towards 
the suppression of the capitalist system, since the acquisition of 
raw materials and the distribution of products are eff ected 
according to the laws of the private economy, and ultimately 
credit and therefore private capi tal, exercises control over the 
collective capital o f t he cooperative itsel f. 

10. Economic organisations on a t rade basis cannot be considered 
by CODlUJUsts as organisations su f ficient for the strug[le for the 
proletarian revolution or as organs basic to the communist economy. 

Organisation in trade unions serves to neutralise competition 
between workers of the same trade and to prevent wages falling to 
the lowest level; but it cannot lead to the elimination of 
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capi tal ist profi t, sti ll l ess to the unificat ion o f workers of all 
t rades against the privilege of bourgeois power . Furt her, the 
simple t ran sfer of property in enterprises from the private owner~ 
to t he worke rs' un i on could not achieve tb e economic essenti als 
communism which requires that property be transferred t o the whole 
proletarian collectivity, since t his is the only way to eliminate 
the characteristic s of the private economy i n tbe appr opri ation 
and distribution of products. 

Communist s consider the union as the location of an initial 

proletarian experience, wh i ch permits the workers to go further 

towards the i dea and t he practice of pol itical struggle, whose 

organ is the cl ass party. 


11. In general, it is an error to believe that the revolution is a 

question of forms of organisati ons of proletarians in accordance 

wi t h the groups they form from their position and i nterests Within 

the fra.ework of the capital i st system of production. 


It is not a modification of the structure of economiC organisations , 

then, which can provide t he proletariat with an effective 

instrument for its emancjpation. 


Factory uni ons and factory co uncils emerge as organs for the 

defence of the i nterests of the proletarians of different enter­

prises at the point when it appears possible to l imit capitalist 

arbitrariness in the ~anagement of the latter. But the wi nni ng of 

a greater or lesser degree of the right to exercise a control over 

production by these organisations is not incompatible with the 

capitalis t system; for the latter, it could even be a last resort 

for its preservati on. 


Even the transfer of factory management to factory councils would 
not (any more than to the unions) mean t he advent of the communist 
system . According to the true communist perspective, workers' 
control over production wil l not be achieved until after the 
overthrow of bourgeOis power, and i t wil l be a control exerCi sed 
by the whole pro l etariat unified in the state of tbe councils over 
the runni ng of every enterprise; communi s t management of producti on 
will be the direction of every branch and every productive uni t by 
rational collec tive organs which will repre sen t the interests of 
all workers associated in the labour of bUilding communism. 

12. Capitali st relations of production cannot be modified by the 
intervention of the organs of bourgeois power . 

This is why the transfer of private enterprises to the State or 
to l ocal administrations does not correspond in the s l ightest to 
the communist conception. Such a t ransfer is invariably accompanied 
by the payment of the capital value of the enterprises to the 
former owners who thus integrally retain their right of 
explOitation; the en terpr ises themselves continue to funct ion as 
rivate enterprise s within the framework o f the capi talist economy; 

they often become useful instruments in the work of class 
preservalion a nd defence under laken by the bourgeois State. 



- 42 ­
- 43 ­

13. The idea that capitalist exploitation of the proletariat can 
be ~adually diminished and then eliminated by the legisl ative 
and reformist action of present political institutions , which can 
be elici ted from within be representatives of the proletarian 
party inside those insti tutions or even by mass agitation, leads 
only to co.plicity in the detence o f the privileges of the 
bourgeoisie. which will on occasi on pretend to cede a minimum in 
order to try to appease the anger of the masses and to divert 
their revolutionary efforts directed against the bases of the 
capitalist regilDe. 

14. The conquest of political power by the proletariat, even 
considered 8S the total objective of its action, cannot be achieved 
by the winning of a lDajority within bourgeois elective organs. 

Thanks to the executive organs of the state, which are its direct 
agents. the bourgeoisie very easily ensures a majority within 
the elective organs for its delegates or for those elements, which 
in order to get there, individually or collectively, fall under 
its influence or .anipulation . Moreover , participation in such 
institutions implies an undertaking to respect the juridical and 
political bases of the bourgeois constitution. The merely formal 
value of this undertaking is nevertheless sufficient to free the 
bourgeoisie trom even the slightest embarassment of an accusat i on 
of formal illegality at the point when it will logically resort 
to its real means fo armed defence rather than ebandon power and 
permit the proletariat to smash the bureaucratic and military 
machine of its control. 

15. To recognise the necessity of insurrectionary struggle for 
the seizure of power, while at the same time proposing that t he 
proletariat exercise its power oy conceding representati on t o the 
bourgeoisie in new political organisations (constituent assembl ies 
or combinations of these ~~th the system of workers ' counc i l s) is 
a progr~e unacceptable and in opposition to the cent r al 
objective of communism: the dictatorship of the proletariat . The 
process of expropriating the bourgeoisie would be immediat ely 
co.promised if it retained a means to infl uence 1n some way th e 
for.atioD of the representative organs of the expropr iati ng 
proletar~aD State . This would permit the bourgeoi sie to use t he 
influence it will inevitably retain because of its experi ence and 
its intellectual and technical training to deploy its politi cal 
actiTities towards the re-establishment of i ts power in a counter­
revolution. The same consequences would result if one allowed to 
survive the slightest democratiC presupposition on an equal i ty of 
treatment which the proletarian power ought to apply to the 
bourgeois in such mat ters as freedom o.f association, of propaganda 
and the press. 

16. The proposal ot an organ of pol itical representati on based on 
delegates of the professional categories of al l the so cial classes 
is not even in torm a road leading to the system of workers ' 
councils. since the latter is characterised by the exclusion of 
the bourgeois from electoral rights and it s central organisati on 
is not designated by profession but by ter ritorial cons t ituency. 

The form of representation in question is, on the contrary, an 
inSerior stage even in comparison ~ith present parli am ent ary 
democracy. 

17. Anarchism is profoundly opposed to the ideas of commun i sm: it 
tends towards the immediate installation of a society without a 
state and political order and advocates, for the economy of the 
future, the autonomous functioning of units of production, 
rejecting any concept of a central power to organise and regulat e 
human activities in produc t ion and distributi on. Such a 
conception is close to that of the private bourgeoi s economy and 
remains alien to the essent ial content of communism. Moreover 
the immediate elimination of the Stat e as an apparatus of political 
power would be equivalent to a failure to resist the counter­
revolution or would pre-suppose the immediate abolition of classes , 
the celebrated revol utionary expropriation contemporary wi tb t he 
insurrection against bourgeois power. 

Not the slightest possibil ity of this eXists, given the complexi ty 
of the tasks imposed on the proletariat by the substitution of the 
communist for tbe present economy, and the necessity that such a 
process be directed by a central organisation which represents the 
general interest of the proletariat and subordinates to the latter 
all the local and particular interest s whose interaction is the 
principal conservative force within capitalism. 

III. 

1. The communist conception and economic determinism do not make 
communists into passive spectators of historical destiny but on the 
contr ary lnto indefatigable f i ghters . Struggle and action, 
however, would be inef fec t ive if divorced from the lessons of 
communist doctrine and critical experience . 

2. The revolutionary work o f communists is based on the organis­
ation into a party of proletarians, who are conscious of 
communist principles. and who decide t o consecrate all their 
efforts to the cause of the revolution . The party. organised 
internatlonally, fUnctions on the basis of discipline towards tbe 
decisions of the majority and of the central organs designated by 
that .ajori ty to direct the movement . 

3. Propaganda and proselytism - which on the questi on of the 
admission of new members must be based on the most cast-iron 
guarantees - are fundamental activities of the Party. Although 
it bases the success of its action on the propagation of its 
principles and its final objectives and al t hough it struggles in 
the interest of the immense majori ty of SOCiety, the communist 
mO~ement does not make the approval o f t he majority a pre­
determining condition of its action. The criter ion which 
determines the occasion t o launch a revol utionary action is the 
Objective evaluation of our own forces and those of our enemies in 
all the complexity of thei r relationships, in which the numerical 
element is not the sole or even the most important determinant. 
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4. The commUDist party, internally. develops an in t ense labour of 
study and criti cism, closel y related to the exigencies of action 
aDd historical experience. while st r iving to organise this work 
on an international basis. Externally. in all circumstances and 
with all the .eans at its disposal, it works to diffuse the lessons 
of its own critical experience and t o refute enemy schools and 
parties. Above al l , the party conducts its activity of propaganda 
aDd conversi on in the midst of the proletarian masses, particul ­
arly a t those times when they are set in movement i n reaction 
against the conditions capitalism inflicts upon them, and in the 
.idat o f the organisat i ons formed by proletarians to defend their 
i ..ediate intersBts. 

5. Co..uBfsts therefore penet r ate proletarian cooperatives. unions , 
factory cOUDcils. and within them, form groups of communis t workers, 
striving to win a majority and posts of leadership , s o that the 
mass of proletarians mobilised by these associations subordi nate 
their action to the highest political and revolutionary ends of 
the strug~le for co~unism. 

6. The com.unist party, on the other hand, remai ns out s i de all 
institutions and associations in which bourgeois and workers 
partiCipate in common, or worse still, which are l ed and directed 
by bourgeois (societies of mutual assistance, cultural schools, 
popular universities, Freemasons' Lodges. etc.); in combating their 
acti on and influence, it tries to divert proletarians from them. 

7. PartiCipation in elections to the representative organs of 
bourgeOis de.ocracy and parliamentary activity, while pre senting 
the endless danger of deviation could be exploi t ed for propaganda 
and for the formation of the movement dUring the period in which 
there existed no poasi bility of overthro~~ng bourgeois rule and 
in which, as a consequence, the task of the party was restri cted 
to criticism and opposition. In the present period, which began 
with the end of the world war, with the first communist revolutions 
and the creation of the Third In ternational, communists pose , as 
the direct objective of the political action of t he prol etariat in 
eyery country, the r evolutionary conquest of power , to whi ch end 
all t he power and all the preparatory work of t he party must be 
deyoted. 

In this period, it is inadmissable to partiCipate in these organs 
which function as a powerful defensive instrument o f t he bourgeoisie 
operating Wi t hin the ranks of the pro l etariat i t self; it is 
precisely in opposi t io n to these organisations, to their structure 
ae to their funct i on, that communis ts demand the system of work ers' 
counCi l s and the dictatorship o f the prol etariat. 

Because of the great importanc e which it assumes in practi ce, it 
is not possible to reconcile el ectoral action wi t h the assertion 
that this is not the means of achieving the principal objective 
of the party'e action: the conquest of power; and it is not 
possible to prevent it absorbing all the activi ty of the movement 
and deflecting it from revolutionary preparation. 
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8. The electoral conquest 0 f COmmunes and local administrations, 
which entails the same inconveniences as parliamentarism but to an 
even greater degree, cannot be accepted as a means of action 
against bourgeOis power, on the one hand because these organs have 
no real power but are subjected to the state machine, on the other 
hand because such a method, though it can today cause the 
bourgeoisie some embarasaeent in its assertion of the princjple of 
local autonomy, itself however contrary to the communist prinCiple 
of centralised action, Will prepare a support point for the 

bourgeOisie in its struggle against the establishment of 

proletarian power . 

9. In the revolutionary period, all the efforts of communists 
concentrate on endOwing mass action with the maximUJII of inlensity 
and efficacity. Communists accompany propaganda and revolutionary 
preparation With great and frequent proletarian demonstrations 
above all in the major centres and strive to use econOmic movements 
for demonstratioDS of a political character, in which the proletariat 
re-affirms and strengthens its will to overthrow the power of the 
bourgeOisie. 

10. The Communist Party carrie. i ts propaganda into the ranks o f 

the bourgeois army. Communist anti-militarism is not based on a 

sterile hUJllanitarianism but seeks to convince proletarians that 

the bourgeoisie arms them to defend its own interests and to 

e.ploy their force against the cause of the proletariat. 


11 . The Communist Party trains itself to act as the general staff 

of the proletariat in the revoluti onary war; that is why it 

prepares and organises its own network of intelligence and 

communication; above all, it supports and organises the arming of 

the proletariat. 

12. The Communist Party conclUdes no agreement or alliance With 
other political movements which share with it a determinate 
contingent objective, but diverge from it i n their programme of 
further action. It must equally refuse all alliance _ otherwise 
called a 'united front' - with all working-class tendencies 
Which accept insurrectionary action against the bourgeoisie but 
diverge from the communist programme i n the development of 
subsequent action. 

It serves no purpose to strengthen forces working for the overthrow 
of bourgeois power when those forces are still insufficient which 
are working for the creation of a proletarian power under communia 
direction. whi ch alone can ensure its survival and success. 

13. The soviets Or councils of workers, peasan ts and soldiers, 
constitute the organs of proletarian power and can exercise their 
~rue function only after the overthrow of bourgeois rule. 

SOviets are not in themselves organs of revolut~onary struggle ; 
l.hey become revol utionary when the cOtln:unist party wins a majority
Within them . 
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Workers' councils can also arise before the revolution, in a 
period of acute crisis in which the power of the state lS subjected 
to seriOUS threat . 

In a revolutionary situat ion , it may be necessary for the party to 
take the initiative in forming soviets , but this cannot be a means 
of precipitating such a situation . If the power of the bourgeoisie 
is strengthened, the survival ot councils caD present a serious 
threat to revolutionary s truggle, that of conciliation, of a 
combination of proletarian organs ~~th the institut10ns of 
bourgeois democracy. 

14. \';hat distinguishes communists is not that, in every situation 
and every episode of the class struggle, they call for the 
immediate mobil isation of all proletarian forces for a general 
insurrection, but that they maintain that the ph~se of insurrect­
ion is an inevitable outcome of the struggle and that they prepare 
the proletariat to lace it, in conditions favourable to the 

success and the further development of the revolution. 


According to circumstances. which the party can better asseSB than 
the rest of the proletariat, it can find i tself confronted with 
the necess1~y to act in order to precipitate or to postpone the 
moment of the final clash . 

In any event, the specifiC task of the party is to combat equally 
those who, wanting revolutionary action at any price. could drive 
the proletariat into disaster, and those opportunists who exploit 
every occasion on which decisive action is discounted finally to 
block the revolutionary movement by deflecting it towards other 
objectives. The Communist Party. on the contrary, must always 
lead mass action towards an effective prepara tion for the final 
and inevitable armed struggle against the defences of the bourgeois 
principle. 

• 
* Proletarian Books No.1 • 
• William Paul: "The State: Its Origin and Function. tI
• First published 1917 by 5LP. 

• 

•
• Preface by Harry McShane . • 

• Price: £1 . 25 + 15p postage . • 

Available from: N. 'Vatson , 62 , Thistle Street, •• Edinburgh 2 . •• Cheques and postal orders payable to Proletarian • 
Publi shing . 
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Comments on the 

TRANSITIONAL 

PROGRAMME 

We do not consider that the Transi tional Prof,raa:me of the. Fourth, 
or Trotskyist, I nternational can be considered a valid ~odel for 8 
cor:munist proC'ral'me. This document 15 rUled out of court by 
virtue of itG man y confuF.Ed and non-Marxist formulations. 

First there is the lIIat ter of 1 ts structure. A cot:!!:'uni.st progra 
must sci enti fieally I3pell au t tile 0 bj ec II ve tendencies nnd con tr.. ­
dictions eXisting in SOCiety's economic base. In the c~se of a 
party that operates wit~in Lhe confines of a single state, it 
must deal with the development and articulation of the various 
modes 0 f pror.luc lion tha t exlst wi tilt n Lhe terri tory a f tha t state. 

In the case of a global party or lnternattonal, 1 t l1'.us t explain 
the contradlctor~ combination of nodes of producLion that goes t o 
make up Lhe worle. econo~1c system. The Transitional ,Programm 
(henceforth TP) contains neither of these. It does not even 
contain a scientific characterisation of capita11sm and its 
internal contradictions. Far leSE does it aLtecpt to explain the 
inter-relationships bet~een the various ..odes of production exist ­
ing in the various parts of the e;lobe: feudal, capitalist, slate 
capi talis L, soclalist, etc . Instead 1 t oakes do wi th a series 0 
journalistic phrases and unsubstantiated assertionc. 

For example, in lhe first see lion entit.led "The objective pre­

reqUisites ot socialist r-evolution" we find E'.lch gem!! 8S:­

The econor.i c pre-requisite 0 f the proletarian revol u tion has 
already in general aChieTed the highest pOint of fruition that 
can be achieved llOder capitalism. Nankind's productive forces 
stagnate. Already new invenlions: fail to raise thE' l~vel of 
material wealth. 

This passage bears all the marks of that superficial illl,pressionism 
that we have come to expect from the Trotskyist movecent. The 
first sentence would still b£ false 35 years later . It implies 
that capt talis~, was already lhe preponderan t mode 0 f productjol!. 
throughout the world. But this is, and was, preposterous . It 
ignored th~ survival in large areas of the globe: Asia, Africa, 
and Latin America . of small scale pre-capi tali st production wi tb 
its accompanying feudal and even pre-feudal relations of 
}::rodUction. Such an 'oversight' is inexcusable for an org80J,aation 
Clai~ing to be a communist internatlonal. For the great majority 
of the worlds population, the development o f capitalist production 
would have constituted a .'reat adVaIICe over the feudalism which 
still predominated. 

http:econor.ic
http:cot:!!:'uni.st
http:confuF.Ed
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In this senten ce we can see a typical Trotskyis t error: to mistake 
the existence 0 f a world narket for a world capi taliat systel!J of 
production . It is t rue that there did exist a world market in the 
1930s , but only in a few industrial nations was t nis accompanied 
by a capitalist system of productlon . China and India, for 
instance, produced commodities for the world market. But commodity 
exports from the third world countries were based eiLher upon 
feudal exploitat~on of small scale peasant farmers or UpOD the 
exploi ta Cion 0 f semi-servil e labour on planta i.1C"1n. · and la ti fundia. 

Secondly, this stater"ent would have been alse ev(;n within those 
nations with developed capitalist industry. The "'otential of the 
capitalist sysLem for economic development was far from e;,haLiEted 
~s the enormoUs developments n technolofY, and improvements in 
living standards, in the last decades have deconstrated ( to the 
i nevitabl e bewildermen t 0 f all cuch soo thsay ine 'f.\arxists'). 

~uite apart from such ~mpirical inaccuracies, lhe assessment of the 
economi c si tua tion reveals a cO'nception 0r economicievclopment 
that is alien to Marxist dialectics. The forces of production are 
presented as if they had some self-sufficienL force that generated 
their own development. The impression given is of the forces of 
production developing autonomously until they meet an absolute 
barrier in the capitalist relations of production . But this notion 
of a self-sufficient motive force of history, the subject of 
history, derives from idealist dialectics not materialist 
dialectics. Idealist explanations of natural process invariably 
rely upon such a self-sufficient force or spirit . The terms for 
it vary: in idealist psychology it is the Will; in idealist social 
theory it is the subject; in political theory the citizen/subject 
or alternatively ' human nature'; in bourgeois economics it is the 
'economic man' whose rational decisions and preferences are held 

to determine all prices, etc . In history the same role is played 

by such notions as the 'concept of the epoch', the ' spirit of the 

age', or national character. There are passages in Karx that are 

subject to this idealist interpretation if read out of context . 

The most common of ~hese is the 1857 preface to the Critique of 

Political Economy. In this we find the following passage:­

At a certain stage of development, the material produc t ive 
forces of society come into conflict with the existing 
relations of produc tion or - this merely expresses the same 
thing in legal terms - with the property relations within the 
framework a f which they blilve operated hi tb,erto. From forms 01' 
development of the productive forces these relations turn into 
their fe tters . Then begins the era of social revolution . 

For some Marxists the temptation has been to interpret this as a 

simple inversion of the Hegelian dialectiC of history - Hegel on 

his head - in which the development of the productive [orces 

replaces the development of the 'notion' or absolute idea. But 

this is too simplistic. In the Hegelian dialectic, the notion 

~ndergoes autodevelopment, that is to say. it is responsible for 

its own development. The notion develope as a result of its 

internal contradictions. The notion con Lains I'll thinit self t.he 
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motor of historical progress, in the form of i ts contradictions, 
potential and actual . The Hegelian interpretation of Marx makes 
the productive forces play this same role. 

But a closer examination of the relev8.nt texts by ~jarx (in partic­
ular the section of Capital devoted to the production of relative 
surplus value) shows that the Marxist idea of the development of 
the productive forces is more complex. In the Marxist case, the 
productive forces are not an 8utodeveloping motor of history; 
instead their development has itself to be explained . Harx showed 
that under the capitalist mode of production the developmen t of 
the productive forces was an effect of the relations of production; 
specifically, the forces of production develop as a result of the 
attempts by the owners of capital to maximise their rate of surplus 
value and thus their rat e of capital accumula tio n. The tendency of 
capital to accumulat e gives rise to the developmen t of technology. 
not vice-versa. The relations of production do not play a merely 
permissive role with r espect to the development of technology ­
they don't JUBt allow the development of Lechnology, they force it 
to develop. It follows that a capi talist crisis is no t the result 
of technology meeting some external and insuperable obstacle in 
the form of capitalist production relations. Technology does Dot 
develop as a rising tendency to reach a stagnant plateau when it 
reaches the limits permiSSible within capitalism. But this is the 
perspective on capitalist development presented in the TP ­
technology can develop thus far and no further under capitalism . 
Its second sentence says: "The economic pre-requisite for the 
proletarian revolution has already in general reached the highest 
pOint of fruition that can be achieved under capitalism." 

For the Trotskyists, therefore, capitalism was in its death agony 
and the only question that remained was how it would end. They 
presented only two alternatives: either socialism or a catastrophe 
that would Lhreaten the "whole culture of mankind". A formulation 
that verges upon the idiotic alternative of socialism or barbarism 
proposed by certain left communists. The foolishness of this 
alternative becomes evident as soon as we look behind ihis stirring 
phrase to see just wbat it implies. 

For Marxism barabaris~ is not just some slogan or catchword but as 
used by Engels and Morgan it deSignates a scientific concept . It 
is a stage in the evolution of SOCiety in which horticulture, but 
not field agriculture, has developed and in which society is still 
organised upon a gentile or tribal ~asis. Under barbarism there 
is no division of SOCiety into classes and no territorial states 
eXist, since these require the existence both of field agriculture 
(implying the possibility of private ownership of land) and a 
sizeable surplus product , which both permits and necessitates the 
growth of a state apparatus. Barbarism would only be possible now 
1t all the developments of technology that have occurred over the 
past two or three millenia Ylere io vanish without trace, which 
could not happen even in the event of an atomic war. The whole 
notion of a catastrophe wiping out the whole cUl lure of IJankind 
and causing the collapse of civilization is lased upon .a .facile 

nal0t:y \"i th the collapse of ancient civilizaLon. ROMe fell 

http:relev8.nt
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before the barbarian invaders, and centuries passed before society 
in Western Europe regained the level of economic and cultural 
development that it had achieved in the first century AD. But 
t his was possi bl e because the slave economies of an tiqui ty no t 
only failed to advance the productive forces, but actually 
de6troy~d ther, causing depopulation and soil exhaustion etc . The 
collapse o f anc i£ nt civilisaLion took place when its already 
narrow techn i cal advantage over barbarism had been eroded by 
centur1~s of s lavery. Unlike those of antiquity, modern capitalist 
civili s atLon i s based upon the constant revolution i sation of the 
mode of materlal product i on. The capitalist relations of product­
iOn cons tantly prove themselves incapable of sustaining the new 
tachnolO f,ies Lhat they themselves have engendered . But this does 
not result i n techni cal advance coming to a halt to await in 
suspended animation the advent of socialism or a descent into 
barbarism. The two possible exits from the crisiS are not 
socialism or barbari sm, uut socialism or reformed capitalism. 
Li ther the proletariat is suffiCiently organised poU tically, 
militarily and i deologically to seize power and abolish capitalism, 
or, in the absence of proletarian initiative, history does not 
stand stil l: capitalism reforms itself. 

The description of Lhe economic situation in the TP was not based 
upon objective investigation and anal~Bis, but upon subjective and 
impressionistic assessment. This cannot be allowed in a communist 
prorramme. 

Further on this same section of the programme characterises the 
NeVI Deal merely as a I special form of poIi tical perplexity' which 
it is said will open no exi t from the' economic blind alley' . 
But once again the cause o f this 'blind alley' is not identified. 
One is forced to conclude that the leadership of the 4th 
Inlernational had little more of an understanding of the economic 
crisis than had the majority of capitalist statesmen . But without 
the necessary understanding of Lhe situation it was entirely 
reckle s s to say that there was no way out under capitalism from 
the econoll',ic bl i nd alley. In fact the ~!ork of Keynes and the 
Polish Luxe~burgist ~conomlst Kalocki had by then shown that it 
was possible for capitalism to escape from t.he slump. The success 
of l<eyn('sianism ,las soon proved in practice with the post-war 
boom, and indeed i ts potential had already been hinted a t in the 
fascist economies. 

The use of :·:arx::st theory to examine the !.'i tuation would have 
shown t~at the crisis was not sa euch a crisiS of the capitalist 
6yste~ of production, as a crisis of the ideological, fiscal and 
monetary superstrIJ cture tha t n;ono poly capi tal had inherited from 
the period of liboral capitalism. The adoption of the appropriate 
fiscal and mon(tary policies by the state could , and eventually 
did, regenerate economic crowth. Before this could occur, 
ideolo r ical obstacles would l:ave to be F.urMounted as would the 
polltical resistance of sections of the bourgeoisie (especially 
bank carita!). !Ian: hall already provided a basis fo r the analysis 
of the form of the crisiS that developed during the 30s with hi s 
writines on t he British bankint leeislation . That fact that t his 
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was iGnored in the TP in favour of 'revolutionary' phrasemonE'erin 
about the total inability of capitalism to escape froF the economic 
crisis, is evidence oJ the low priority that the Trotskyists 
assiened to ~ scientific analysiS of the base (this does not l~ply 
that the Comintern had a better analysis) . 

In its understanding of economic events Lhe 4th International 
proved itself inferior to the social democratic advocates of 
Keyneslanism . The 4th I nternational said that this was the final 
crisis of capitalism, Lhat socialism was the only way out, e tc., 
etc. Following the war the Social Deoocrats introduced Keynesian 
reforms under the guise of socialism. These restore economic 
prosperity, l~prove living standards, etc . Conclusion: both on 
th~ arguments of the Trotskyists and on those of the Social 
Democrats, workers ;\'Ould have been justi fied in thinking that the 
introduction of socialis!!l was indeed what the SD's were up to. 
Admittedly, since the Trotskyists had very little influence within 
the proletariat, whatever they said would have very little effect, 
but they claimed to be organising the most conscious vanguard 
elements in the proletariat. Such inaccurate forecasts by those 
who claimed to be the representatives of communism could only 
discredit communism in the eyes of these elements . 

What follows in the first section of the TP is more overblown and 
imprecise rDLtoric i n the same style . 

From inaccurate interpretation of the economic situation ~here 
follows in the neXL section: 'The Proletariat and its Leadership', 

~ an extrel'lely over-optimistic assessment of the political s1 tuation.
/f The entire \\'orld is seen as being in a pre-revolutionary state, 

and the only thing preventing world revolution is said to be the 
opportUnist leadership provided by the Comintern and Social 
Democracy . 

According to Freud, dreams provide a means 0 f Yiish ftil filmen t for 
the subconscious mind . For isolated political sects as the ~th 
International then Vias, (and largely remains), pro[rammatic 
documr.m ts sometimes seem to act as dream substi tutes . The 
Trotskyists' desire to become the leaders of a revolutionary 
workers' movement, led them to clail!l that the \';orking class was 
eVerYWbere 'instinctively' striving for revolution. It was only 
held back by its opportunist leaders, so the new leaders had but 
to present themsel ves to be acclaimed . Put of course, besides ~ 
being over-santuine, this interpretation verges upon idealiso. 
For instance it says : 

The unprecedented wave of 6i blown strikes and the amazingly 
rapid t;;rol'.'th of indust r ial unionism in the United States 
(the CIO) is the most indisnutabl e evidence of the inshnctive 
striving 0 f the American wo·rkers to raise themselves to the 
level of the tasks imposed upon them by history . 

To seek to explain historical developments in terms of instincts 
ras nothina in COl'"MOn with I'arxism. Exanination of the period 
shows that it is not necessary t o have recourse to instincts to 
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explain the Anerican developments j n the econo!:lic class struf:[le . 
Far frol:l bein£: in<itinctive, t.heGe develolmenls were a rc>sponse to 
material conditions. The nell' technical condit.ions rof production 
( assembly-line mass-production ) brought together large numbers of 
semi-skil l ed v.ort{cr6 in new industries - jlril'larily those aSLociated 
with au t omobile pr oduction. The outdated craf t unionism of the 
An was unll'il l in and unable to ore;anise these 'IIor~ers, thu!'; mak.ing 
it possible for auto-workers, Q tc., to organi se ther.Jsel ves in La 
new industrial unions. The sii - down strike was not adopted as a 
result of instinctive strivings towards proletarian revolution, 
but because it was a good tactic in these new forms of industry. 
The Trotskyists committed the old econOm1st error of pretending 

~ that spon t aneous syndical struggles were incipient socialist 
P revolution . The subsequent development of the CIO has proved how 

wrong they I'.ere . 

THE PROGRAHME OF "TRAI':SITIONAL DD-IAtmS " . 

According t o Trotskyism, it was a fault of classi cal social 
democracy that i t divi ded i t s programme into two parts: a m.inimum 
programme of reforms within boureeois society, and the maximum or 
s ocialist programme . According to Trotsky, whi l st this was 
possible during the period of proeressive capitalism, it VIas now 
impossible as capitalism was in decay and there co uld be no 
discussion of systematic social reforms and the raising of living 
standards, as "every serious demand of the proletariat and even 
every serious demand of the petty bourgeoisie inevitably reaches 
beyond the limits of capitalist property relatIons and of the 
bourgeois state." Because of this new situation, the day to day 
wor k of the party could now be carried on indisoluably from the 
actual task of revolution . This enabl ed the minimal and maximal 
programmes to be merged into ihe Transitional Programme, whose 
demands, stemming from "today's condi t ions and today's conscious­
ness of wide layers of the working class and unalterably leading 
to one final conclusion: the conquest of power by the prol e t ariat", 
ware incorporated i n the pr ogramme of the 4th International . 

This is hea dy rhetoriC, but anti-Barxist . It constitutes a 
reversion t o the lailist politics cril~cised by Lenin in "What Is 
To Be Done". 

First, the claim that every serious petty rourgeois deDand reaches 
beyond capitalis t property forms and the capitalist state is so 
grotesque that it is scarcely credible that anybody with Harxist 
pretentions could make it. The whole ~urden of the attacks on 
petty bourgeois socialism that had occupied much of the attention 
of Marx, was that the supposedly SOCialist demands of the petty 
bourgeoisie were no more than a plea for the enforcement o f 
capitalist property relations in an idealised form . The specific 
demands of the petty bourgeoisie are for the establishr.-.ent of an 
idealised commodity-producing society, where I.he "universal 
justice" of the exchange of "strict equivalents" will prevail. But 
in his economic wr1tings, Marx went out. of his way to make clear 
that it is prec1sely th.. full and fair enforcemert o f Lhe laVi of 
equivalent exchange, i.e., the exchante of e~ual values, that 

"* 
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resul ts in c&pitalist production. It is the Ia'" of value,1. e. , 
bourgeois property in motion, that allows capital accul',ulation Bnd 
the proletarianisation of the petty bour c; eois. The dcr.;ands of t.he 
lat ter are pro[ressi ve only wi th respect 1.0 feudalism, agains t 
which they constitute the main force in al l democratic revolutions. 
With respect to capitalism, the specific dem~nd6 of the petty 
bourgeois are reactionary. They seek to turn back the clock to the 
'golden age ' of free competition. Insofar as they come into 
conflict w1th capitalism 1t is because capitali£1!I is too adVanced 
for their liking, not because it js backward. They thus provide 
material for all sorts of reactionary populist Movements. The 
National Socialists in Germany were able to win ma5£ su~port by 
playing upon this petty bourgeois opposition to rronopoly capital 
and finance capital. Further, through their claim that the 
spontaneous demands of the petty bourgeois r:ere now objectively 
revolutionary, the 4th Internationalists antiCipated the creatiye 
'Marxism' of the modern revisiOnists with their populistic 
strategies of anti-monopoly alliances. 

Second, the idea of transi tional demands is only tenable wi thin a 
catastrophist outlook, which sees even the most minimal proGress 
as being impossible whilst capitalism continues. But to the extent 
that tbe mode of production remains capabl~ of further development, 
the whole notion of transitional demands falls. As we have said, 
the capitalist relations of production still held considerable 
potential for development . Noreover, this was possible because 
capitalism did carry out a number of serious social reforms •• Keyne 
advocated retorms, which were carried through almost in their 
entireity (a t least in the AnglO-Saxon countries) and which, far 
from being incompati bl e VIi th capi tal ism, were the precondition both 
for further capi talist development, and for the aClelioratlon of the 
conditions of the working class under capitalism. They were 
reforms in the way that the state operated: specifically, reforms 
in the way taxation, government spending, and the banks were 
utilised . They in no way changed the basis of the mode of product­
ion itsel f , which remained capital ist commodiLy production; but 
they were reforms all the same, as the developments of the 
productive forces and in popular living standards showed . 

Econo~ic crises arise when the social relations are incapable of 
sustaining a development of the forces of production. To under­
stand a crisis one must know precisely in wha t ;\'ay the Eocial 
relations are preventing development; and further, -now what 
chanees aegravate the crisis and just what. chanfes 'liould clear the 
block upon the development of production. One must find out what 
are the minimal measures for the removal of the block. For it is 
these minimal measures, the minimum necessary reforms, that the 
ruling class will eVentually insti tute, prOvided 0 f course that 
they are compatible with the fundamentals of the existing relatione 
ot Production. Unless this is done, one is not able to say if the 
criSis is ter~inal. 

If on the contrary, reforms are still possible ~itbin the frame­
IIIOrk of the existing order, then the whole justification for 
transitional demands vanishes . If it .s not true that every 
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ceriouc demand f Lhe proletaria t reach&s beyond the li~lt6 of 
carJ1talist .. ro!' t:r',Y , then t:uch demands, far from being transitional, 
far fron leaciinG to Lhc inevit-.ble 'looUt ion of i,rivate property, 
Dre a nere dr~Esed up ver ~ ion o f the old minimu~ proLra~me of 
Bocial jenocracy . Eut ~hereaE a miniMUM pro&ra~me ~as not incompa­
title t':ith r<:vc.1utionnry :;ocial democracy, for insiance the 1917 
Pol"hevik Fro'lraJ.,me conlained a Id-,il'lum proc;ral me; revolutionary 
cocial democrac iid not claim that a r.in~mum ro ramme could of 
i Lself cnalle a tran!Oilion La !:ocialisl'l , 'lor Jid i clcum tnat 
l hese ,;C'ulLl lead un~l terably ~ 0 Lhe COIIC)Ut?St ref power by lhe 
I,roletariat. 

The minj !:;um pro l ra:'me ~','as advanced on t he grounds that it was 
cornp"t~ LIe "' i lh the continued existence of capitalism, and thus 
could De effected cefore the ceizure of stato power by social 
democracy . Put the r ea~ures of the rninirum programme WOUld, if 
;;>nac ted. allow t he further I ~ a terial and organisa t.ional develop-
men t of t ne ,',0 rlt:' rg class . For instance. the Ghortening 0 f the 
\~olking Clay (an demo nt ("If the 1917 B~lst-.evik programme) aided the 
develop,ent. of a stronl'; labour r.-,oveoment.. It would leave more time 
free for political/oreanis tional activity . The transitional 
]lro, ramm€ is 'Present(:d as tomet.hint; Clore than a struCgle for 
improved conditions under capitalism. But. insofar as ~any of the 
transitional demands nre nO more than this, it conetltutes an 
opportunist. attcr ,pt to dress-up 'eformisr." as revolutionary struggle . 

If on the other hand the TP does contain demands +hal cannot 
posbibly be realised under capitalism, the format is still 
ol"Portun::'st. If it contains demands for measures that '.Iould 
entail the abolition of capltalism , then a precondition for these 
demands Leing r,et would be proletarian state po .....er. But in that 
case, the whole notion of advanCing 'demands' is absurdly reformist.. 
I! you demand something then j'OU acknowledr e , 38 Marx put it, that 
you are not the laster of the situation. A 'demand' is made byIth9se who lack the power to achipve what t.hey desire. 

It is a contradiction in terr.s for the proletariat to demand 

measures that entail the abolition of capital1sm. Thi~only 

be achieved by the working class relyinE upon its own efforts; it 

can only bf; aChieved by the workine class organising itself as 

ruling class. As the nasters of society the \'Iorkers will have 

no need of demands - inc,tead of deoanding, they '~'ill act. Here 

we can see the onportunist essence of the Trotskyist programme: 

the belie.! that the reformist practice of advancing demands can, 

by the simple escalation of these, be transformed into revolut­

ionary practice. The duty of cOC'lIIllnists is not to demand 

impossible reforns, out '0 show the working class that 

revolutionary solution to its problems is both necessary and 

possible. 


An exaoinat_on of just a few of lhe specific transit1on~1 demands 
bears Dut Lhe validi ty of our [eneral cri ticism of the transi tional 
prot;ramme. 

'fhe slidinr scale of '1Iat;es. This demand is in no way revolutionary, 
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the stru ... gJ e fDr a slidinG scale ., f wages being a specific 
r-yndical tactic . It is no ~ore than the adaptation of noroal 
trades unionism to inflation. WDrkers oreanise 1n unions to 
rrevent the employinr cla$s reducing the pr_ce of the only 
commodity Lhal they have ~o sell - labour power - below i ts value. 
As the value of labour power is alv.c·ys expressed in terms o f ::laney. 
a fall in the value of money reqUi res a rise in money wages to stop 
the price c f labour power falling bplow i Ls value. A sliding 
scale of wages is just ~he best way of preventine wages falling 
below the value Df labour power . As such it is essentially 
defensive, not offensive, not revolutionary. In gOing for a 
sliding scale Of wages the unions are just doing the same as every 
ulher celler of conmodities in conditions of inflation . They do 
the sarne as capitalists whD raise the price of their COMmodities 

t.en tho value of I",onl'y falls. As sellers Df a commodity in a 
cO::1modity-producing sociclty, thE working class must be as ruthless 
as any other sell er in 1 tI; appl i ca ticn a f the la.. s 0 f the market, 
but a strucgle over commodity prices can never per-se be 
revolutionary. 

In the trantitional pror'; ramme this tactic is coml:ined with another: 
the demand fer a sliding scale of ho urs to combat unemployment, 
i. 8., work-charing. It proposes that whilst wOI'king hours are to 
be reduced , wages are not. DespiLe Lhe reduction in the working 
week, the weekly wage is to s:tay the srune. Here we have the other 
side of the ~ransitional coin. The sliding scale of wages is 8 

feasible tactiC, but is just standard trades 1l1IionislII: in combinat­
ion with a sliding scale of hours it is transformed into an 
~po",sible utopia. During a elump, capitalists layoff workero 
because sales are falling, and consequently they are unable to 
mpet their wages' bill. A cut back in production and wageB becomes 
t heir only neans of avoiding bankruptcy. 1 f workers in fact 
succeeded in cut ting the lenGth of the t"Drking week 'hhi1 st 
Maintaining rt?al wages consLan.t, this y;ould EllUl nol be enough 
to prevent unemployment. Instead , it would lead to the more 
ra[id bankruptcy of the firm for which they worked, thus producing 
in the end yet hiE;her unemploYfllr:nL . 

As ~'arx showed in Chapter IIJ of Capjtal, tbe possibility of an 
imbalance between total ilupplv and total demand, leadi ng to an 
interruption in commodity circulation, is built into the very 
nature of commodity production . As the working class under 
capi tali 5m are sellers 0 f a COI"l'Iodi ty in a cOl'lmodi ty-producing 
system, they canDot hope to escape j ts l08ic so long as the rystell 
! tsel f reMai ns unal t ered . Trades union stru£ele can never prevent 
the. anarchy of commod1 ty production. Hocessions arise from an 
interruption of the Circulation of commodities: and thus of capital: 
from the inability of value in COMmodity form to complete it.o 
neta-rnorphc~is into I'loney. Tileir reMedy reqUires an incresse in 
the I'!onntllr,;- circ~aLion, "'htch only Lhe state can do. It rt''lulrer. 
ccntrnlised in'.ervention jn the economy . 'han tt carnt! to fj&ht~lIg 
unemployment, tht' Keynesian proeramme of t.he reformists prov~d more 
effeClivo than 1hp TI'ot<iI-':":.st trnnf.'itional onL' . 

BUsiness Secrets and Workers' Control. The first theses tn this 

http:TI'ot<iI-':":.st
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sectioD deny the possibili ty of ecoDomic planning under capi talism, 
especially under monopoly capital. "In their cowardly experiments 
in 'regulation', democratic governments run head on into the 
iD'Yincible sabotage of big capital." The assertion that the state 
as the collective representative of capital is unable to carry ou 
any regulation of private industry does not accord with the facts. 
In Britain, state regulation of capitalist enterprise dates back 
to the Ten Hours Act of 1847. Such regulation forced through 
under proletarian pressure, was opposed initially by the industrial 
capitalists, but. as Marx has shown, this regulation was in the 
10Dg term interests of the bourgeoisie themsel ves. Since then the 
scope of state regulat i on has been greatly expanded. War provided 
an extra-strong impulse to this . During WWII the British state 
took over almost complete control o f product i on in the "national 
interest". This was directed at producing maximUlll mil i tary 
production. Since then. non-military applicati on of capitalist 
planKing has proved its potency in the more progressive bourgeOiS 
states like France and Japan. In their attempt to introduce 
indicative planning, the French government did not meet the 
"invincible opposition" of big capital; on the contrary, the 
latter welcomed it, as big capital realised that planning brought 
the prospect of greater stability and higher profits. 

Capital is not averse to planning as such, so long as it remains 
a means towards the accumulation of capital. In fact, the 
e'Yolution towards a greater degree of state control and planning is 
aD ineYitable stage in the centralisation of capital, e .g. 
nationalised industries. 

The attitude of communists towards such capitalist state planning 
and control of industry should be the same as towards any other 
progressive development within the capitalist mode of production. 
If the advance is objectively required by the development of the 
forces of production . and if, as in the case of capitalist 
planning. it modifies at least to a certain extent the syst em of 
'pure' commodity production. then communists should welcome it. 
They should not on the other hand commit the working class, or 
attempt to commit it, to an alliance with that section of the 
bourgeoisie that seeks to introduce the refor~ The reform should 
only be actively supported and fought for, if the struggle for it 
will aid the development of the working class as an autonomous 
pol1tical class capable of acting in its own right. Such advances 
should nevertheless be welcomed, since they show the extent to 
which modern technology 1s incompatible with the principles of 
commodity exchange upon which capitalism is based. As such they 
are yet another practical argument for SOCialism . The reforms that 
the bourgeoisie make under force of economic circumstances are the 
beet evidence of the historical inevitability of socialism. For tbey 
olten go against every precept of classical capitalist ideology, 
and aa a result, it cannot be claimed that the measures have been 
artificially imposed upon society as a result of some utopian 
scheme. Such reforms produce ideological effects not only within 
theoretical debate but also within the popular consciousness. 
Keynes Dot only forced capitalist economic theori sts t o admit that 
a capitalist economy was not self-regulating - not automatically 
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capable of maintaining full employment - the practical effect of 
his policies also registered upon the consciousness of the masses. 
Their attitude to unemployment has changed as a result. What was 
once seen by the mass of workers (as opposed to the vanguard with 
a socialist education) as some sort of 'natural' catastrophe, now 
is instead a crime. To allow unemployment is nOIli considered to be 
little less than a criminal neglifience on the part of government. 
As a result, the immediate demand of the unemployed is not for 
"full maintenance" but for the state to intervene to guarantee the 
"right to work" . The historical developments and transformations 
of capitalist production. tend to produce an ideological climate 
which is increasingly favourable to the communists' propaganda. 

But in addition to these aspects of capitalist reforms which in 
the long run benefit the proletarians, there are other short term 
effects. which produce immediate political gains to the bourgeois. 

We have argued that the 4th International programme was wrong to 
take a catastrophist attitude towards capitalism i n the 1930s. that 
it was incorrect to see capitalism as incapable of further reform. 
However , it ie the case that when it does prove necessary for the 
capitalists to reform their system , this is only done after a 
struggle. The reforms that are recognised by the more progressive 
among the bourgeoisie to be a regrettable but inevitable necessity, 
are seen by the less far-sighted members of that class as 'creeping 
socialism', etc. Since, in order to survive. capitalism must 
increasingly mimic socialism, such accusations may appear to have 
some substance . The New Deal, a very mild version of what was 
later to become the capitalist orthodoxy, was greeted with hyster­
ical opposition from conservative circles of the ruling class who 
believed that it was some kind of socialist plot. The struggle 
within bourgeois politics could not but have an effect upon the 
proletariat. The opposition to reform by the more backward sect­
ions of the bourgeoisie would add credibility to the idea that the 
reforms were really fundamental. leading to the masses putting thcir 
faith in populist political leaders, and coming to believe that 
some kind of socialism was being introduced . For this reason it is 
foolish to deny that capitalism has any capacity to reform itself. 
Communists, Whilst admitting the possibility of capitalist reform, 
should rather pOint out the limited extent of such reforms and how 
they differ qualitatively from socialism. 

Looking again at the 4th International proBramme, we can see that 
it completely misread the situation by presenting the bourgeoisie 
as being utterly opposed to any form of state intervention in the 
economy. It claimed that this opposition was put into effect by 
the capitalist firms denying the government access to their 
"bUsiness secrets". To these secrets it attached a quite inflated 
iIIportance claiming that: "The business secrets of the present 
epoch are part of a persistent plot of monopoly capitalism against 
the interests of SOCiety." 

These notions have more in common with the demagogy of US Anti­
Trust Law campaigners than With Marxism. It contains that 
standard stock in trade of the demagogue; the conspiracy against. 
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the interest of "society". garxism lends no credence to the 
COn/iI,iracy theory a f history , nor does 1 t recognise any such thing 
as th~ int~rests of society. Except under com~unism the interest 
of society is a myth, I'Ihat really exists are the conflicting 
interests of different classes . In general the ' interests of 
r.OClcty' are just the interests of the ruling class in disGUise. 

PredatinG the emergence of science, all primitive societies 
develop a system of magic enabling them to come to terms with the 
rorces of nature, ~f which thtey can have no real comprehension, and 
over which they have no real control. Having no conception of 
nature as an objective material process, primitive peoples are 
constrained Lo explain the 'otherness' and power of Nature by 
anthropol.:orphi c devices, i. e. , ascri b':'ng to it' human' properties 
on a greater; 'super-hu~an', transcendental scale. 

Likewise, those lackine; comprehension of ccientific socialism ­
fail~ng to see history as the unfolding of objective process 
fuelled by the internal contradictions of class struggle - must 
resort to magic for their worldv1ew . They too, in their turn, are 
forced back upon Anthropomorphism; in this case the ascription of 
historical change to 'great individuals'. This approach spans the 
•Caesar-Napoleon' complex of bourgeois individualism to the ' Cult 
~f Personality' of Revisionis~/Trotskyism, through the permanent 
swamp of petit-bourgeois demagogy_ 

Hence if individ~als, more or less ereat, more or less arbitrarily 
'make history', then of course a few such individuals 'conspiring 
together' can drastically aller its course . Thus in the system of 
Populist/Nationalist demagogy taken to its Ultimate logic - Nazi 
Ger~any - it comes as no surprise to find that the vital interests 
of the German People (Volk) are being undermined by an 'internat­
ionalist, Communist, Jewish conspiracy': truly the antitheses of 
populist nationalism. The whole 'Anti-Nonopoly Alliance ' fetisb 
of Revisionism/Trotskyism is but the 'Left' inversion of such 
hysterical petit-bourgeois demagogy. Not for them Marx ' s view that 
the 'Monopolists' are but the agents of the forces inherent in 
capital; rather the 'monopolists' bestride history like Colossi, 
and for them capital is a mere plaything of the rich, in the view 
uf history 60 mercilessly ridiculed by Marx: 

"Victor Hugo confines himself to bitter and witty invective agai nst 
the responsible publisher of the coup d'etat . The event itself 
appears in his work like a bolt from the blue. He sees in it only 
the violent act of a single individual. He does not notice that 
he makes this individual great instead of little by ascribing to 
him a personal power of initiative such as would be without 
parallel in world history." 

"As ever, weakness had taken refuge in a belief in miracles, 
fanc~ed the enemy overcome when he was only conjured away in 
imagination, snd it lost all underslanding of the present in a 
passjve glorification of the future that was in store for it and of 
the deeds it had 1n petto but which it merely did Dot wan t to carry 
out as yet." 
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This is Marx commenting on the flopped French Revolutions of 
1848-52, in The Eighteen th Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte . 

Business secrets are no~ in fact part of a secret conspiracy 
against society, arising as they do out of the exigencies of 
capitalist competition. I t is qUite i .ncorrect for the Programme 
to claim that: "In reality the trusts keep nO secrets from each 
other. " Quite the opposi te, as the number o f firms operating in 
an industry falls the importance of commerCial secrecy rises, and 
the growth throughout this century of industrial espionage 
underlines this fact. 

If 100 firms compete to produce a commodity the financial strength 
of anyone of these 100 is of little interest to the remaining 99. 
To them it makes no difference whether the 100th firm remains 
within the industry or leaves it. When on the other hand a few 
giant firms dominate the market , the streng~h and inten~ionB of any 
one of them is ot vital concern to all of the others. The motivat­
ion for business secrecy increases with the centralisation of 
capital . 

"Workers no less than capi talists have the right to know the secrets 
of the factory, of the trust, of the .....hole branch of industry, of 
the national economy as a whole . First and foremost, banks, heavy 
industry , and centralised transport should be placed under an 
observation glass." 

"The immediate tasks of workers' control should be to explain the 
debits and credits of SOCiety, beginning With individual business 
undertakings; to determine the actual share of national income 
appropriated by individual capitalists and by the explOiters as a 
whole; to expose the behind-the-scenes deals and swindles of the 
banks and trusts; finally , to reveal to all members of society that 
unconscionable squandering Of human l abour which is the result of 
capitalist anarchy and the naked pursUit of prOfits." 

"The working out of even the most elementary economi.c plan - from 
the paint of visw of the explOited and not the exploiters - is 
impossible without workers' control , that is without the penetrat­
~on of the workers ' eyes into all open and concealed springs of 
capitalist economy . Committees representing individual bUsiness 
enterprises should meet at a conference to chose corresponding 
committees of trusts, whole branches of industry, economic regi.ons 
and finally of national industry as a whole . Thus, workers' 
control becomes a school for planned economy . On the basiS of the 
experience of control, th~ proletariat will prepare itself for 
direct ~anagement of nationalised industry when the hour of that 
eventual i ty e:trikes . " 

T)lese quo tes, from the same section, con tain proposals that .....oUld 
be excellent if carried out as presented . Unfortunately, as set 
out the proposals are voluntarist and one-sided . They describe 
What 'phould' be the 'tasks' of workers' control . The development 
of workers' control is presented as the unfolding of some pre­
arranged rlan, rather than as an objective process that revolut ­
ionaries might seek to influence . 
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This is typical of the Trotskyist tendency to adopt a teleo12g1c~ 
~ie. l~Ten~ that we ssw in their estimation of induStrial 
union s in t e USA. From the teleological viewpoint, present 
events are not seen as the result of past and presen t causes. 
Instead one Tiews occurences in terms of some purpose or design 
that they are claimed to serve. For instance, US industrial unions 
were presented not as the result of their real cause - conditions 
of contemporary US class struggle and technical development - but 
as the expression of an ulterior purpose: "The instinctive 
striving of American workers to raise themselves to the level of 
the tasks imposed on them by history." 

The treatment of workers' control is teleol ogical because it speaks 
of tasks workers' control should carry out. In other words it 
present; workers' control as a purposeful and orderl y process that 
works towards the achievement of some definite goal. ThiS, of 
course, is a very convenient, satisfying approach to history. I t 
saTes you the trouble of trying to understand the dialectics of the 
evolutionary development and revolutionary transformation of 
society. With this approach it is unnecessary to look in detail at 
what workers' control would be in a capitalist society, and how it 
would in fact function. lnstead, you just decide upon some 
desireable ruture outcome - in this case the building of a planned 
econoay - you then say that the 'task' of future historical events 
is to achieve this outcome. 

This approach is, of course, idealist. Unfortunately for its 
proponents, the historic tasks and objectives exist only in their 
minds as hopes and aspirations . But hopes and aspirations will 
not change history if they go against the force of material events. 
Instead of this idealist pro cedure, the Marxist world outlook of 
dialectical and historical materialism abolishes all teleological 
notions of final causes or historical purposes, and examines the 
objective contradictions governing developments. These contra­
dictions give rise to opposed developmental tendencies. Communists 
must identify these and struggle to r einforce those which are in 
the long term interests of the proletariat. 

T~us. to take the concrete example of workers' control, communists 
cannot proceed by the abstract method of declaiming what should be 
the tasks of workers' control. The programme should explain what 
is meant by workers' control, what social relations and property 
relations it entails. On the basis of this i t should identify the 
contrary tendencies existing in a system of workers' control, 
those tendencies acting to preserve capitalist produc tion relations, 
which must be fought (The Yugoslav example shOWS these can be very 
powerful ), and those developing towards SOCialism , whi ch must be 
reinforced. This approach to workers' control is lacking in the 
Transitional Programme. 

The central problem in communist strategy is that of the transition 
to the workers' dictatorship. A correct strategy towards workers' 
control is in its turn vital to a transition to the proletarian 
dictatorship in advanced capitalist countries. Because of i ts 
undialectical approach to workers' control, the 4th International 
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programme does not as i t stands provide a basis for a communist 

programme on workers' control . 


"The socialist programme of expropriation , 1. e., of poli Lical 

overthrow of the bourgeotsie and the li'luidation of its economic 

dOmination, should in no case during the transitional period 

hinder us from advancing, when the occasion warrants, the demand 

for the expr opriation of several key branches of industry vital 

for national existence or of the most parasitic group of the 

bourgeoisie." 

The above quote (from section 8 of the TP) reveals thal the 
Trotskyists, for all their scorn of the minimum programme , hav 
adopted i n disguised form the old reformist policy of national­
isation . The 4th International apparently demands Lhe expropriat­
ion of the corporations holding monopolles of 'liar industries, 
railroads, the most important sources of raw materials, etc. The 
4th International has of course the r ight to demand vlhaLever it 
likes, but these demands have no political significance unless it 
is in a posi tion to en force them. Towards whom are these demands 
directed? 

In the context the only answer to that must be the capitalist 

state. In that case, are these realistic demands to expect the 

state to ful fill? 


That state will at times take into its hands bankrup t companies or 
industries, if and when the state ownership of these is helpful 
to the continuation of capitalist production as a whole. i. e. , 
when it is "vi tal for national existence". In the speci ric case 
of bankrupt firms, it is perfectly legitimate even in bourgeois 
juridical terms not to indemnify the- shareholders . The state will 
also take over branches of industry which, if not bankrupt, are of 
low profitability, and as a result are unable to attract sufficiem 
capital to modernise. These will be nationalised if their stagnant 
co_dition threatens overall economic development; the British Ste~ 
Corporation being a clear example. In these cases indemnification 
will occur. The property of foreign nationals, however, is fair 
game for confiscation, since the nati on state exists by, and for, 
its own national bourgeOisie exclusively . The state will definite­
ly not, on the other hand, nationalise without compensation 
prOfitable, key branches of industry belonging to its own nationals. 

The demand that the bourgeois state do precisely lhis is utopian. 
It thus comes 8S no surprise to discover that this section of the 
tranSitional programme reflects the practical impossibility of 
its proposals by being internally grossly inconsistent. At the 
beginning the demand for the expropriation of separate groups of 
cap1talists is presented as a pre-revolutionary measure, a measure 
to be carried out prior to the political overthrow of the 
bourgeOisie. In practice, however, only in the l imited cases 
mentioned above could it be carried througb before the seizure of 
state power. 

Effectively recognising this the programme eoes on to say: 
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"(3) we call Ulon the masses to rely upon their own revolutionary 
Ltr<> n6 Lh ; (4) ':Ie link up the question of expropriation wi th that 
of the oeizure of power by the workers and farmers ." 

70 calIon the macses to rely upon their own revolutionary 
5tr~ngth to carry out expropriations is tanta~~unt to admitting 
that these measures are impossible short o f the proletarian 
dictatorship. But this will expropriate not only the most 
"parasilic [roup of the bourgeoisie", rather the whole of it. 
What then was Lhe point of demanding the expropriation of only a 
portion of the capitalists, other then Lo confuse the masses as 
to the nature of state power . 

We have here presented criticisms of only a f ew aspects of the 
Transitional Prograr:une . We have deal t only with those aspects 
which have either a general significance. or else, are of 
particular importance in advanced bOUrgeois states like the UK. 
Other sections of the progra~e have been negls cted since, 
ei ther they were acceptable in any communist programme, or they 
were relevant only to the specific historical situation existing 
in the 19505; or finally. they \Vere depend en t for Lheir val1di ty 
upon an acceptance of the Trotskyist analysis of the USSR, which 
forms part of quite another debate. On these last sections we 
are unable to comment, without falling into subjectivism. Until 
a proper ~Iarxist-Leninist history of the USSR has been prepared 
there is no scientific basiS for a critique of the Trotskyist 
analysis. 

WE have devoted attention to the Transitional Programme here, 
because it has had a considerable influence upon the thinking of 
the British Left. The Marxist-Leninist groupescules, whilst loud 
in their criticisms of Trotskyism, have been noticably reticent 
in their criticism of its programmatiC basis. Hopefully, this can 
provide the starting point for a polemiC that will differentiate 
Trotskyism from I"~arx:ism-Loninism . 
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How COBI Proceeds ~ 
THREE LETTERS ON C. O.B.I.'s FERSPECTIVES: 

Not a barrage of critiCism, but a stupefied cilence greeted the 
formation of COBI as of 1st January, 1974. That a revolutionary 
organisation could commit itself to scientlf1c socialism as a 
fundamental perspective, and in so dOing, repudiate the whole 
Br~tish empirical, nose-following 'labour movement' tradition, 
stunned all the organised left into the silence of incomprehens1on 
- such an against-the-Erain approach was after all 'so unrealietic 
and contrary to co~mon sense ' that it was best ignored. 

However, unbven development 1s an absolute law, and COBI received 
a considerable amount of correspondence from thinking individuals, 
anxious in the main to clarify what was unclear in their own 
minds and in our formulations. 

This correspondence tended to fall into three broad categories: 
1) scientific socialism and what is required for its development, 

i . e., on the leading role or theory and its relationship to 
practice; 

2) how COBI sees itself as developing (on the bsis of Proletarian 
No:l) and recruiting its cadres; 

3) 	vanguardism versus elitism in the development towards the 
Leninist Party. 

Obviously all these three aspects are inlerrelated parts of the 
process leading to the formation of the class party. Accordingly, 
most of the letters ranged over each of these aspects, but 
emphasised different parts. So LO clarify (briefly) 'what COBI is 
all about' in relation to the three basic areas, we sought and 
received permission to reproduce three items of correspondence 
(along with our replies), each fitressine a different area of 
concern, thus to clarify our perspect~ves . 

LETTER 1. 

Dear Comrades , 

I Vias r"ecently sent a copy of Proletarian hy a friend 
anti I have also just read the recent issue of the N.E.R. on Gramsci. 

The article by Williams in N. E.R. seems a very solid piece of work 
and the review of Hinton's book in Proletarian seems interesting, 
balanced and sensitive, though I laCk the specialised knowledge 
which would enable me to agree or disagree with your assesement or 
the S.L.P. or Bord1ga . In any case it is a major reassecsment of 

Ur 	MarXist tradition. 
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I must add that I have known of the B&ICO group for some time, in 
fact I remember that I just met Brendan Clifford sometime in 1962 
or 63 in a cafe off Soho Square! I have disagreed with many of 
the B&ICO's analyses while admiring the very solid work that they 
seea to have done on a whole number of what I consider to be rather 
peripheral issues such as dealing with some peculiar Irish trendies 
in the academic world. 

However I must say that despite the excellent research you seem to 
have done and I am sure are now dOing, I consider your main 
orientation as laid down in your editorial of 1 . 1.74 in Proletarian 
to be lunatic. Your line on workers' control is obviously correct. 
B&ICO are now quite clearly to HIGHT not merely of Scanlon but the 
TUC!! To enter your group one has to pass an exam (a) write a 
dissertation (b) ; start a PhD Cd) and start two subsidiary 
subjects ( e)lll All in Marxism! You must all be academics and I 
seem to remember a certain text by Karl Marx dealing with being 
and consciousness which seems apposite! Of course there is a 
gesture towards practice in (c). If you continue like this though 
you are bound to degenerate. The SLP was after all thoroughly 
working class if skilled working class (not to say Proletarian!) 

In any case I would like to subscribe to N.E.R. while you control 
it! and Proletarian•• • 

Yours fraternallY'T.C. (London, 16 . 5. 74) 

COB! REPLY: 

Thanks for your interesting letter. We are glad to see you found 
HER so worthwhile under its current management, and likewise 
Proletarian with the reservation over "academic elitism". 

You will no t e that we make (and often) a very firm distinction 
between bourgeois academic education and education for proletarian 
self-consciousness. In so doing we will use bourg~ois disciplines 
ror all they are worth, and thus subsume its usefulness in the 
development of the proletarian world outlook . 

You point to the obvious danger of us going the way of the B&ICO, 
and also Theoretical Practice, in our stressing the priority for 
theoretical work. We think this by no means follows as: a) it was 
the very awareness of such degeneration whil:h alienated us both 
from B&ICO and TPj b) more importantly, out of this consciousness 
we have structured a methodological framework and series of 
perspectives which should enable us as an organisation to keep the 
correct dialectical balance between theory and practice; 
c) consequently our members are engaged in tenants' associations, 
rank and file work and trade union activily, but all this to 
develop and enrich their theoretical grasp of SOCial realities. 

So we unashamedly maintain that our premise of theoretical advance 
being the priority for the foreseeable future, is the correct one. 
Not only does vanguardism not equate to elitisn (a fundam Ental 
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poin t of LeniniSM in its cleavage from economism and trotskyism; 
(cr. What Is To Be Done) but the fact that you have found the 
practical results of our perspectives rewarding, we Vlould think is 
sufficient proof of our approach's validity. So if you find "our 
line on workers ' control is obViously correct", on reflection 
you' l l probably agree that like the rest of the British Left, you 
still haven't broken from what Engel s described exactly 100 years 
ago : "Without a sense of theory among the workers, this scientlfic 
Sociali sm would never have entered their flesh and blood as much as 
is the case. What an immeasureabl e advantage this is May be seen, 
on the one hand, from the indifference toward al l theory Which is 
one of the main reasons why the English working-class movement 
crawls along so slowl y in spite of the splendid organisation of 
the i ndividual unions." You must admi t the British malaise hasn't 
been cured these hundred years. 

In a so~iety as developed, complex, insular (mentally) and ~ 
as this, there can be no other way forward than by becoming more 
conscious in over-View and skilled operationall y than its currently 
1D0st cOlDpetent element, i.e. the ruling class. How else bu t by the 
failur e t o do this , can one explain the singular lack of success 
(or even i mpact) by Brit ish revolutionaries? 

So i t has to be back to the drawing-boar d; back to doing it the 
hard, boring, unglamorous way; back to doing our homework; back 
to the British Museum! 

LETTER 2 . 

I am writing for furt her informat ion about COB!. I am a twenty 
year old T.U. Engineer and shop steward in the EEPTU. Until 
recentl y I was a member of the Labour Party Young Socialists but 
baving read Proletarian No.1, ProgrammatiC Documents, Prole t arian 
Pamphl et No . 1 , Communism, The Labour Party and the Left, and also 
the B&ICO document - The Economics of Partition, I found I could 
~o, longer reconci l e working for and within the Labour Party with 
the tasks of Marxism-Leninism as adumbrated by the COBI in the 
above documents. 

I was, however, slightly perturbed by some of the 'entrance 
qual i f i cations' o f t he COB!. Whilst appreCiating the necessity o f 
deyelop1ng a homogeneous, theoretically adroit Marxist-Leninis t 
organisati on I fel t t hat BOme of the pre-conditions for membership 
would lead t o the exclUsion of even t he most conscious worker, the 
consequence of t his being t he i nevitable degener ation of the COBI 
into an 'academic vanguard '. 

I Will be i nter es t ed to h ear from you and appreCiate a conSiderat­
ion of the above points. 

Yours fraternal l y, 
J.P. (Banbury, Oxon, 18.6 . 75) 

COBI REPLY: 

Your letter was doubly interesting. In the first place you were 
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able to correctly identify the fundamentally differ ent perspectives 
of the B&ICO (before degeneration) and subsequently COBI, in 
relation to the rest of the Left: the scientific adumbration of the 
tasks of )';arxism-Leninism to supplant the myth and magic that goes 
under the name of ,·jarxism in Bri tish Left organisations. Specific­
ally, you correctly perceive that COBI's membership requirements 
are designed to develop 'a homogeneous, theoretically adroit 
r.arxist-Leninist org~nisation'. 

In the second place, again correctly, you point the possible 
dangers of ctiff entry requirements as being the potential 
'exclusion of &V8D the most conscious workers, the consequences of 
this being the inevitable degeneration of the COBI into an 
"academl c vanguard"'. This is well pu t, and we are not unaware 0 f 
lhe dangers. These lie chiefly in a rigid adherence to a purely 
formal set of ~ntrance Qualifications. Now, some formal structure 
~essary so that an 'objective standard is posited - one 
designed explicitly to keep both 'pure and simple ' academics and 
'pure and simple' T.U. militants out. So the entry requirements 
(for full members) are set such that the theoretical/practical 
development demanded of associates continues to advance after the 
acceptance into full (voting) membership, and they don't get the 
attitude that having 'passed the entry test' they can sit back and 
coast, or be passengers. At no level whatsoever will COBI tolerate 
passengers, and full membership in particular is much more onerous 
than just voting and 'taking decisions'. 

TUrning now to the entry requirements themselves (in Proletarian 
No:l, p.8): Point 10 calls upon "all those who regard themselves 
as revolutionary socialists whether organised or not to work with 
us as associates". This is the only entry requirement for assoc­
iates. Having worked satisfactorily with COBI for some time, and 
having covered the reading required, associates can be admitted as 
full members upon the writing of something of substance in the 
{ield of Marxism-Leninism. This is not the PhD some spontaneists 
have suggested, and neither is it just any essay-subject t hat takes 
the fancy, but a meaningful treatment of a significant theme agreed 
in advance between the organisation and the associate . And that in 
sum is the substance of the formidable-looking items (a) to (d) of 
point 11. 

Item (e) only seems remarkable in Britain. Throughout Europe a 
second language (at least) is standard and multilingual ity is 
common. If we are real internationalists in fact , and no t just in 
phrase, then the little effort to learn a European lang~age - to 
which the term 'foreign' scarcely applies - is the minimum required 
to break from British insularity, and exchange revolutionary 
experience, within and out~~th, Europe. Neither is learning 
another language difficult once the British fetish against 'other 
languages' (an Imperialist hangover) is overcome . I n this 
(ideological) as well as in the technical regard, the f i rst 
'foreign' language is always the hardest, each thereafter becoming 
easier as general linguistic skil ls are acquired . And all that 
point (e) demands of associates becoming full members is that they 
undertake to learn at least one foreign language; i . e . fluency at 
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the time of entry is preferable but not mandatory. 

Item (e) likewise calls on all those who would be full members to 
familiarise themselves with a natural science, which can be any­
thing from Astronomy to Zoology . This does not mean that the 
prospective member should upon winning full membership be ready or 
able to get a job in an observatory or research lab; but it does 
mean that he/she should understand the inner workings of some body 
of natural science if his/her claim to scientific social1sm (erasp 
of objective process) is to have any substance . 

If items (a) to (e) are largely designed to overcome ouvrierism, 
pbilistinism and academic specialism endemic in the British Left, 
then items (f) and (g) can be regarded as attempts to root out 
the carry-over of the bourgeois division of labour into revolut­
ionary practice: 

(f) means that every single member must (at least in the field of 
practical work) be able to perform the tasks that every other can. 
Thus we won't have the situation where 'specialists' in 'theory' 
(as per Klugmann, Dut t, Cornforth, etc.) do the thinking while the 
rest just see to ' getting it out' or popUlarising 'the line' from 
the 'experts' on high . Further, by such interchangeability, no 
member is enabled to become indispensable. 

(g) 'mens sana in corpore sana ' has been an overworked cliche, but 
it has validity nonetheless. One thinks better when one's physical 
etate is good; the lack of which in Gramsci's case he always 
lamented . Further, when the time comes for the translation of 
'combative ' words into deeds, physical fitness and the mental 
aggressiveness thus prepared are the fundamental prerequisites for 
any real mass leadership. This does not mean, as SOme spontaneists/ 
dilletantes have alleged , that you need at least one conviction 
for Grievous Bodi l y Harm to be even considered for membership. It 
does mean that members must get and stay fit, not get drunk or 
blown out of their n1.inds by dope (no matter how ' soft') and cut 
down/out smoking. 

So what COBI Entry/Membership requirements really demand is that 
all 'intellectuals' work and all workers 'intellectualise' in a 
continuous learning process designed to break down the barriers 
between mental and physical l abour, between thinking and actually 
doing. No aspect of this can be a once and for all 'achievement ' 
upon which to rest, but only part of a continuous dialectical 
interaction between theory and practice, with each informing and 
correcting the other . 

And surely that is the least that can be expected of those who 
'ilould take upon themsel ves the vanguard role of leading the class 
as a whole toward standing capital ist society on its head? 
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LETTER 3. 

I have read your document 'The Crisis of Bri tis h Capi tal' \'/h i ch I 
bought in Colletts while in London. I can't find a publi shing 
date so I ' m not sure how recent it is; have you considered fur ther 
and published anything on your attitude to the need for a Marxist ­
Leninist Party? I think this is th e paramount quest.ion for us at 
the momen t. 

On your document - I agree more or l ess with your analysi s 0 f t he 
Labour Party et al, and of the Trade Unions - but yo ur at t itude to 
Indust r i al Unionism seems open to a Syndicalis t interpretation, 
and unfortunately ther e is a great deal of Economi sm in t he Bri t iSh 
'M-L' Groups (e.g. CPB(M-L) , Feds, etc) who l'Ioul d l eap onto such 
a bandwagon a s an 81 ternative to po I i tical struggle. Yo ur last full 
paragraph on page 37 ful l y exemplifies the a ttitude s I have found 
within maDy M-L Groups - their economism and opportunism is rife . 

I agree completely with the points listed a t the end of your 
pamphlet 8S f ollows:­ Srw.MARY, pOints 5, 6, +7 - ','mAT IS COBI -
poin t s 3,. 5 + 6. 

~ga1n, t he main point of my l etter is to find out your a t titude to 
t he formation o f t he Party. 

Yours fraternally, 
O.B. (Ormskirk, Lancs. 6. 9.75) 

COBI REPLY. 

Proletarian Pamphlet No.2 - The Cri sis o f British Capi tal - i s our 
most recent publ i cation, having appeared abo ut 6 weeks ago. You 
don't mention whe ther you've Been either number o f the ( t wo) 
i ssues o f t he t heo r etical journal Proletarian t o have a ppeare d t o 
date. No.1 is largel y concerned with t he nature of t he role o f 
the Communist Party, while section I V o f Pamphl e t No . 2 syst ernat ises 
t his. an d ends vdth formulat i ons as to how (u po n wha t basi s ) t he 
Party is consti t uted. Going to press this month is Prole t arian No.3 
which analyse s t he Programmat i C requi rements f or t he proper 
constitution of t he party upon strategiC principl es . 

I agree with your stat ement t hat British M-L gro ups a r e permeated 
through and through wi th Eco nomi sm. But for preci sel y tha t reason 
will t hey not jump on t he bandwagon of i ndustrial uni oni s m, 
becaus e: 

a) t he latter i s part o f a str ategy for qualitativel y a l t ering the 
whole basi s of Left pol i t ics in Britain 

b) as permanent tai l ender s and empiricis t massworker s , the groups 
have no other perspective than bei ng radical ginger-er oups for 
working-class ins ti tutions and politics spontaneousl y thrown up 
in economic/defensist struggle . 

As the development of indus t rial unions requires consc i ous building 
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by militants of organs 1n oPPOsi t ion to the (!stilt-li~hed TradE'S 
unions, no bandwagoneer s could jum}1 aboard, as the whole pror;ra'"m 
(including e . g . the re:,lac€Mcnt of Trades Council!.: by local "iork ,)t~' 
Committees) moan!" embracing a wholly new inteGrated perS!lective 
antithetical to everythina the Left now does . Likewise , vie may be 
accused of syndicalism , bUL only by those seeking to pull oui of 
context one pl ank in an integrated platform. And as you have 
noticed we stress the leadlng Clnd ln1tiatlng funcllon of the P'lrt)' 
throughout. 

All of which boes to indicate our atti tude to party-building: til 
Party is not something ~hich can simply be caJled inlo exlcLenc~ 
by just recognising the paramountcy of having, a nd therefor 
creating, the vanguard party. 'ro be a real 1 eadj ne party 0 f th 
class, the party must elllerge fro!:', work that i5 seen to b(:.11 
crucial relevance La the class: e.g. the analYSis of In!latton 
and the need to build industrial unions, to mention but two asp~ctE " 
When a party was just called into existence by sub:ectively 
perceived 'need ', we got the glorious CPB(H-L); and we wtll al 
et still-births like that unless the Party is ecstated ~f 1 

it cannot be conjured up out of the ground fully-fleared b'lt 
from the strul!:gle to do substantive work. 

Proletarian Reprint No.2 

WHAT IS A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY ? 
(S.L.P. -1903) 

"As in priVate life th!.' dtstinct,ion 1s made between what a man 
thinks of himself and says and that which he reaJly is and (1OeS, 
so , all the 1Il0re, must th~ phrases and notlons of parties in 
historic struggles be distinguished from their reaJ organism, and 
thelr real interests, their notionE from their reall Ly.1I 
El,ht eenth Brumaire. 

The extraordinary success of the German Socialist Party, as Evi"­
enced by the recent voting for the Heichstag, raises at Once th 
question as Lo the character of the Eupport VOUChsafed tu them. 
Generall y epeakine. th.: en tire cap! tali st press has been euio~lstl0 
towards the German Socialists for their devolion Lo prinCiple, thei 
unbounded enthuG'iaam, and the thoro'Jghnes6 'A'ith which they undertak 
the task of organising the working-class on socialist 1i.nos. Thnt 
is,of course, righL and proper (or mere Germlinn, not for "co 
English.JIen ll or the HeavEn-l nspi red "Anela-Saxon". The grov."th 
the Socialist Party ir. Gercnany js indeed the phenomenon w 
thinking men .....i11 examine with care. Bertrand Russell, 
cri tic 0 f German 60c:!.n11 sm, descri beG' them a5 "Not Ii party of 
eCOnomic reformers, but a party whose fai th in their princlpl ,e 
amounts to a religion." Springing immediately frolll iho embers of 
the rnolutionary fi .tes ot 1848,,,e hav" presented 'to Us a party 
growth, a political organisatIon, that is equalled by nane in 
Europe , casting, 8S they now do, nearly three Milli~n votes. It 
is ,tmposBible for th:1s extraordinary groy;th to go on vr:1 thout In t;~e 
ilUlediate and near fu lure compelling the German l"ul1 nr: clalo:s to 
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realist: that capi tali!;!" has run it!' coursp. What then will be t.he 
rosition of the militant socialisl party in Ger~any? It has often 
beUIl declared by the rr.inisters of tnE Kaiser from their o fficial 
(.laces, lnat the ~oldiery of the empire would be turned on to the 
8uciHCioUG socialists at t.he first guod orrortunity. It has as often 
been answered from the sociaJist benches that they are not to be 
pro voked into any fou>: pas )f meeting armed soldiery wi t.h naked anns. 
Tnerein l ies the struggl. and how bast it will be played. We are 
reminded, hov.evor, that tne Germans who vote socialis tic are not all 
f'repared to fight fer so cial.!.snj tha t even 'i:ithin the organisod 
Rociali st j'arty, as represented by Lh.ir congresses , Lhare has 
arreared a large and seemingly [rowin(; secLion who have declared in 
f<lvour of the :no:::t !'loderate and !.Jourgeois-like minds amongst them. 
As far gOI e as 1890 , Vollmar, one of lhe aristocratic leaders of the 
South German party tried conclusions ~ith the veteran revolutionar­
ies of the German par ty. Iiismnrcy. , then in his full power , thought 
to sleal Lht: socialif'l thunder by e vincin& an apparently anxious 
interest. in the working class a nd its welfare. The reformers were 
overthrown. Je have since had a considerable change in the temper 
of the party toward Lhe revolut.ionary ideal upon which the party 
has been buil t. It is now no t merely Vollmar, but Bernstein, Von 
Kol, and a host of oLher bourgeois radicals who have hitherto been 
compelled \.0 march in the rank and file of the socialist army who 
n'l\V rear their heads openly and demand that a pact be made. So 
much is this the case that we even have the editor (Kurst Eisner) 
of tho chief party organ, Vorwarts, explaining in the London 
NorDing Leader of June 26 that lhe three rnillion votes poled were 
"republican, democratiC, SOCialist, anti-military, and a nti-protec­
tion votes." This lumping of opinion and diversity of interest is 
to our mind the beginning of the undoine; of German socialiSln. Hith ­
erto the success of the proletarian movement in Germany has been 
founded upon an almost fanatical faith and rigid belief. Under the 
hope that on~y by completely overthrowing capitalism will the worker 
have his economic and social freedom immense difficulties have been 
overcome . Now in the hour of battle, while the pamphlets, the 
leaflets, and general articles i n the party press may have the o~d 
religious tone, yet, nevertheless, it 1s not to these that the 
people have looked in vo~ing the socialist ticket. It is rather 
because the revolut i onary party in Germany has become the saViours, 
not of the proletarian , first and alone, but of the entire 
bourgeoisie itself, which has no other ~eans of suppbrt or chance 
of expression. Thus it is that a party, fed and nurtured on the 
revolutionary tradition , has become the ~host of its former self. 

The mere mass of constantly increasing supporters at the polls is 
the most dangerous ground that a revolutionary party can accept, 
and unless that vote be Lhe class-conscious intelligent vote of a 
people who have a cl ear conception as to their ideal, it is 
always within tho immediate possi1:ilities that the mad Kaiser may 
yet save his empire for the ruling class by the bayonet. Who then 
dare say that the voters will be the fighters? According to Eisner's 
own shOWing, the composition of the socialist vote is of the most 
nixed kind . JL is, therefore, incumbent upon us here to learn 
from our co~rades abroad all they can teach us in the manDer of 
orY-anisln/," the rlorki ng class, Lut it is 01160 necessary that we 
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avoid t heir lIListakes. Ree;arded, Lhen, from this poin t 0 f vj elY, 

the German socialist party has ceased to be revolutionary, and 
has become r eformatory. 

The revolutionary essence is not expressed in words but in deeds. 
"In the first French Revo l ut ion", says ~:arx, "upon the rei En of 
the 'Constitu t ional ists' succeeds that of the 'Girondins', and upon 
the reign of the 'Girondins' follows that of the 'Jacotins '. Each 
of t hese parties in succession rests upon its most advanced 
elements. So soon as it has carr1ed the revolution far enough not 
to be able to keep pace with, much less march ahead o f it, it is 
shoved aside by its more daring allies , ,',ho stand behind 3. t, and it 
is sent to the guilotine. Thus the revo l ution moves along an 
upward line." That is the pOint. With the mob voting for 
socialist candidates While not thinking socialism we see clearly 
that it is but rushing to the point where i mm ediate relief is 
expected. Then begins the bargaining with the ruling class for 
what amount of ameliorative measures they £hal l allow the workers, 
and thereby is blunted the edges of the working class sword of 
emancipation. SOCiety is again saved. The sun of the revolution­
ary party in Germany, as p resent composed, is set. The paeans of 
praise from the continental press on their behalf, the fact that 
English radical papers can induce their chief edi tor to wri 1.a a 
"column" for them, shows how far already is the decline. We in 
England of the Socialist Labour Party must learn the lesson of 
mere political success, if we deSire that in England there be 
formed a real militant class conscious working class. Not like 
some sectIODS of social democrats as are here exhibited in 
England, who try hard to shine with the reflected glory of the 
revolutionists of the continent, men who mouth mere phrases and 
catchwords, and take themselves as if they were of importance. 
They are a hindrance to the growth of a real revolutionary party. 
A party which conc.edes nothing to the other Side, a party which 
should pursue its object with the determination of fixed failh, 
that also realises that ~ concession to or sympathy for the 
opPOSing class strengthens its enemies - that party is the real 
revolutionary party. It is the ambition of the Socialist Labour 
Party to achieve to the full and earn that distinction . 

...............•. 

It is no coincidence that the Socialist Labour ~arty constituted 
itself a distinct entjty in 1903, just when the BolsheViks did, 
but with nei t her having any real knowledge of the other. 

Tbe qualitative rupture between Bolshevism and Nenshevism, that 
was to become the gulf separating the 3rd from the 2nd 
International, has often, and rightly, been stressed. 

What has never been stressed is that it was Dot initially the 
Bo~sheviks, but the SLPs of Britain and the US, which first 
spotted, and assaulted wholesale , the cancer of reformism within 
International Social Del!locracy. 
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The SLP began to nail reformiam while still a tendency within the 
Social De mo cratic F€cerati on, when George Yates - who was to 
become the first ed i tor of the SLP organ, The Socialist - at the 
Par i s Ccngress (1 900 ) deno unced the entry of Millerand into the 
Frencn b0urg eois cabi n ~ t. 

Th e, SLP never let u p - and t he perspicacity of their vi sion is 
indj cated by the abo ve cri tique of tne Soc i al Df'mocratic Party of 
Germany - undertaken i n 1905 in terms Lenin was to uae over a 
decade later, but aeainEt the Farty Which unt i l 1914 was uniformly 
(wi th the except io n o f the SLP) held t o be the jewel 0 f the 2nd 
International. 

WHAT IS C.O.B.I.? 

:1. COBI 1s a HarXi s t-Le nini st col lee Live, formed on 1st January, 
1971f. i n secession fror:! thl'! Bri ti sh and Irish Communist 
Organisat-t oll, noll' become revisionist. Its purpose i ~ to integrate 
Harxist-Lenini Et theory with the concrete conditions prevaillng 
i n :he British Isl e s. nnd euide d by thi s concreLe development of 
~:arxism-Lenin i sm, to promote the development of communist politics 
a mone the wo rkin!; clas s. It aims, through its activities, to help 
bri De abou. political and ideological conditi ons in which the 
f o rmation of a nl)1I/ communist party wi ll be a meaningful step in 
the deve]opment of communist politi cs as a link in the chain or 
proletarian int ernationalism. 

2. \'/e take the natural eco nomic uni t 0 f the Bri Ush Isles as the 
area of our organisation and oppose any attempts by bourgeois or 
populist nationalism to fragment working class organisation 
d thin. the above economic unit. Vie resolutely base ourselves 
on the proletariat of the whole British Isles lYithout exception. 
As a European state develops 11/6 shall extend ourselves 
accordingly. 

3. In terms of the development and strength of its economic 
organisation, the working class of Britain is second to none in 
the ca~italjst worldj its political and ideological development 
15. however, much less advanced. In particular it lacks its own 
political party. without such a party. a real communist party, 
i~ will be unable to decisively defeat the capitalist class. 
build socialism and advance to comMunism. 

4. The history of the struggle to build such a party in the 
Brlt1sh Isles has been largely one of failure. The conspicuous 
exception to tlus was the Socialis t Labour Party 0 f Great Bri tain. 
whose' emblem COBI has adopted, and whose valuable experience we 
i ntend to assimilate. 

r ­

A ffiRjor r~ason for Lhi~ fnilurE has been thE 1~8bility of 
revc lut;. c r,iJ!'iu; :i n tlt(J Pri.ti-sh I alus 1.0 make a conplete breaK 
::t~r. c"1I J it.,)l1~t ideo .10ey; tneir f;.:!.lure to break with th 

tlo.):": of the P.rl tid, capi t"li£L class has led them 
~e t . :< i!r.;·crta!ICe of the I'larxist-Leninist cheory 
oCla1ism . ','iit.hout til(l G:Jidance Of this theory 

r o cOr.mun~E t t'oli1.i C fi. 

:0;' tncso reasons CO!:'I takes as ~ts immed:!.ate tasks: I..he 
a flH:ation ..1 l' cOI!'''lUnlSl thee,ry to the condl tions of the :!:.r.t tish 
Jelen, 3nti ld1!01oC1c<l1 Ftrut:8l"s against oPl:ortunist distortions 
of COI'H:u:Jism, l~uch <IS modern reviEionislII or TrotEkylsm . 

. COFI d0~nnds the maxjmG= ideolOG1cal unity amongst its mombers. 
AU rr, " l1'bfJrs, in uodi tior; to engai.:;ing in practir:al ... ork, must 
imfrove thclr understand1nb of scientific sociallsm and contribute 
lo ll! ,~ iU0ulQ!,';l cal I;" trucsle. NobOdy ,....ill lJc '1dniLted to full 
~~~~crEhip Qf the oreanisatlon unless they have de~onEtrated their 
co·~cit".lQnt to tn!:' CLISE strug~le ,'lnd their Understanding of 
Ecie~t~fic socialisffi. 

6 . To su))plem€nt Lh£> efforts of it::: fl!ll membership, COBl 
encourafEs a wider Group of associate members to work in 
co operation wlth it 

For ful) elucidation of t.hese prerr,1ses see Prol etarian No:l, and 
if you ·..:-i Lin LO Ju.OW £lore about COSI con tac t: 

J . I':aisels, 
.3/8, May Court, 
Edinburgh EH4 45D. 
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Proletarian Ko . 2 : Inflation, Class SLrJ-sle and 
Sciontii"1c COI':ounism . 

Ircludos: Inrla~ion - base and superstructure 
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