REVOLUTION, SOCIAL DEMOCRACY, CLASS AND PARTY,

Intreduction.,

In a previous CC meeting we saw that the working class is
heir to all thet is good in the British philosophical tradition,
and that the culmination of this tradition is diaslectical
materiaslisnm.

The application of this philosophy to society is lerxism-
Leninism, the science of revolution. With the foundation of our
Party this application has teken a guslitative leap forwards.
But, just as we recogniss ourselves heirs to Roger and Francis
Bacon, who were not dialecticsl meterislists, so we should also
recognise that our Party is heir to a revolutionary tradition
within our class:which goes bsck beyond Marx. We accept that
dialectical materialism needed the empiricist materialist
tradition as 2 base from which to spring and as an asntagonist
which it could transcend, a unity of opposites. When we say that
Marxism is the product of our class, but that lMerx ralsed this
experience to a new level, do we fully recognise the truth of
the first part of the statement? At a previous meeting the uni-
que role of Marxism-Leninism was stressed - the working class
on its own can make only insurrection; revolution requires
revolutionary theory. True, but what about the other side of
the picture? Vihat do we mean by the revolutionary origins of
our ¢lass? What do we mean by social democracy belng a concerous
growth within the class? Before llarx, before the Labour Party,
there were two lines, revolutionary snd reformist, alwsys in
competition for worker's allegiance, as fsr back es our class
origins in the 17th century. The historical perspective that
follows is to be used a#s a basis for looking at our present
theoretical outlook.

FIRST PHASE.

During the bourgeois revolution of the mid-17th
century, the class of ertisans snd smell tradesmen under the
name of Levellers put foiwerd democratic demands for manhood
suffrage, law reform snd religious tolerstion. In the context

of the time these were revolutionary demsnds which the new
ruling class of gentry snd merchants couldn't fulfill without
giving up their class dictatorship, and so the Levellers were
crushed by Cromwell. But Leveller ideas lived on as an under-
ground current, especially among the London skilled trades., In
"Pilgrim's Progress', written by the Bedford tinker, John Bunyen
you can see how these artisans and journsymen recognised the
struggle between two lines. The open class enemles were obvious
to Bunyan - the capitalist landlords Lord Carnal Delight, Lord
Luxurious, Sir Having Greedy. But the really dangerous people
were the compromisers, the fifth columnists, always ready to
divert Christian with their slippery arguments. One of the worst
was Mr. By-ends of Fair Speech, the Jack Jones of the C17th,who
said "Why, they rush on their journey 211 weathers; and I am
waiting for wind and tide. They sre for holding their notions,
though all other nien are agsinst them; but I am for religion in
what, and in so far as, the times snd sefety will bear it. They
are for religion when in regs snd contempt, but I am for him
when he walks in his golden slippers, in the sunshine, and with
applause". Mr.By-ends relstions nave the suggestive names of Lord




Turn-about, Lord Tiﬁéféérﬁéfg' ..... Sﬂnoth Man-and Mr.Facing-
both-ways.

"Bupy en's tinkers, weaversg and tallors handed on the
avolutionery tradition tnraugh the Jacobin movemgnt of the
790s to ths new industial working class born in the Industrisl
evelution. They alsc hsnded on a tradition of vigllalnce :
-aingt reformist 'turn-sboubs' andé social ‘democratlc time-
ervers and snooth-talkers
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INDUSTRIAL REVOLULTION.

: So by the time of the Industrial
Revolution, the Horkav alass had slresdy a long tradition of
struggle. The cleares thinkers among them didn't believe the.
fight over wages end DtﬂﬂltLﬂﬂ. wos the be-all 2nd end-all of
their strikes and-riots - it couldn't be,hecause +hey understood
thet the imbterests of employers and workers were antagonistic.
They knew that the mill-owners' profits were due to the
exploitation of their labour power, but they also saw through
the attenpt to disarm them frcu within with bourgeois thinking.
John Gast, editor of the Tredes Newspsper, wrote in 1825, that
"If liegsrg. liz2lthus; HICM|JﬁuL¥ Flace snd Co. sre to be believsad,
the working clesses have only to consider how.they can most
effectuelly restrict their numbers, .in order to arrive-at s
complete solutign of all Their difficulties....Malthus and Co.
would reduce the whole matter to a qusstion between :

mechanics and their sweethearts and wives rather than a question
hetween the .employed and their employers." Remember this wes
written in 1825, 23 years bhefore the Cornunist Manifesto, and
meking with equal clarity the ssme-point =as the Chinese
delegation at the U.N., rejecting class collaboration in: fdecglogy
rejecting socisl democratic thinking.

Gast, wao heade” 'The Committee of the Useful Classzest, :
rade up of Lendon Trade Unionists. rejected the idea, put forward
by the bourgeois political economists like Bentham and Ricardo,
of a 'natural' and self- retblftlif political eeonomy which would
operate to the bepeflt of Tane emp_oyers snd employed alike, if
only the workers would s top interfering with the mechanism by
combinationa ard strikes. Gsst sssumed that the essential
antagonism of interest buuwc&n the two tlssses would hesve to hc
resolved eventually by force. Gast's fellow worker-intellectuel
at the lMechsanics Inetitute. Thomas Hodgskin, spoke for the
skilled tradesmen of Londoa in opposing the capitalist
speculators and parasites "who live oxn profit sad interest, and
who have no Jjust eclairm but custor %o any 'share of the netional
produce." Aoﬂp*an spoke .of the wep of capitel shd lsbour, which

woth not end ‘antil -The workers received the full product of
their ' labour, Buat, Hodgskin W“Ltlﬂg *n 1825, offered no
alternative aystem, no analysis of social and economic laws that
would replsce capitelism by'soelalism, o theory of revolution.
As a regilt the most the working class-eculd achieve or hope
for was an insurrecticn., In 1819, at the time of Peterloo, =a
popular hallad wurt,

Off with your fetters; spuri the slavish yoke,

How, ﬂun' or H .can youar chain he hroke;

Switt then rise and give the fatal stroks.’
But when in 1830 snd 1831 the opporvunity care for giving the
fatel stroke, the urban working class could not rise above
uneo—orﬂits:&ﬂ apts of violence, while the agricultural labourers
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pursued their own revelt independently. This isn't to discredit
what they did, but sinmpiy to emphessise the truth of lenin's
statement that "Without 2 revoluticnesry theory; there ecan be no
revolutionary movement."

Despite their limitstions, men like Gsst znd Hodgskin were
putting forward the revolutiohary line for their conditions. -
they sew beyond the workers' immediate interest in defending
wages and conditions to the fundsrmentsl interest of the working
class in overthrowing the capitalist system., Though they didn't
produce a sclence of revolution, they did know what constitutes
the essence of & correct revolutionary line - the correct
relationship of the particular to ‘the general, of todsy's battle
to the total campsign, tactics to strategy.

It's no surprise thst the form sociasl denocracy took in the
Lndustrial Rewvolutibn period wrg to try to restriet working class
action to mere reformybo simply getting rid of the most glaring
evils of the factory system, Combinstion Lets, repressive laws,
which would leave @& purified capitalism benefitting both
employers and workers. The Redical M.P.g at Westminster who claimed
to represent the working clsss, saw their task as curbing the
working class movenient inte respectable channels. Ons of thHem,
wajor Cartwright, s=id that Luddism wegs evil snd futilr. [e
oppoged "eny sttempt to execite the :poor to invede the property
of the rich. It is not by en invesion of such property thet the
condition of the poor is-to be snehded, but by EQUAL LAWS."
Cartwright said workers should petition perliament, not nmake
insurrections. He toured Luddite ereas, trying to persuade the
underground trede unionists to give up their sscret organisations
‘and illeggl asctivity end ihstesd try to influence Ferliament by
legal means., Peaceful petitioning, relisnce on Parliament,
cbtainlng soelal justice through reformist legislation, the evil
of independent working dclass action - these are the hall-merks
of British social democracy from Cartwright 'in 1816 to relying on
the Lebour government to patch up capitelism by priority for
the low-psid and de-rived asress, social contract and nationslisat-
ion by legislation. :

After the fiasco of the 1832 Reform Act, the struggle
between social derocratle and revolutionasy lines beceme more
clear cuty In the Chartist movement we have the reformist line of
Willigm Lovett, — rely on peaceful petitioning of Perlisment,
graduagl persuaasion and educatioh of the ruling class so that they
will eventuslly accept the justice of the workers' demands, and
on the cther hand, the revolutionary line of Ernsst Jones, the
friend of Marx, who rejected reliance on constitutional methods
and demande "prepare for revelation". In the event, desplte
insurrectionsry bursts like the Fecwport Rising when workers
gttacked the town hsll snd were shot down by troops, the soclal
democratic line mansged :to paralyse the movement. The Government,
with a much clearer class consciousness, met the petitions with
orgsnised viclence, while the Chertist lesders, despite Joneg'
criticiasm, copncentrsted on'ilmmediste demands, with ho overall
strategic direction. ;

; On the whole the working clesss falled to learn the lessons
of Chartism's defest. ifter 1850 the New 1I0del Unions rectlified
the organisstiocnal defects thet had so far made the working class
movement open to atteack, but on the negative side they restricted




political activity to lobbying Parllament for reforms. As the new
stroeng unicns gave workers some success in managlng,by struggle,
to survive under capltalism, so politically there arose the
doninaree of the social democratic political line that capltalism
can be reformed and scciallsm wor witheut revolutlon.

At the eame time, at the end of the ISthC, lebour history
wes re-written and revised. The Fablans threw out the luddites
and other illegal activiats of the Industrial Kevolution as
nindless fanatics wno hedn't observed the proper chanrels. The
Harmmonds described Jeremish Brandreth, leader of tne Pentrildge
Rising of IBI7 as "a half-starved 111¢Lﬁru:5, ready to put forward
eny proposal howwer wild." The new neroes becanme the compromnlisers
like Bamford, the reformlsts like Place, and the poor gtarving
[ES8Ea, Uaﬂﬂv‘-qa under the welght of lalassez-failre erltLL_Jm
untll] the iabour Party cane Lluln with socizl justice through
Parliament. The Iabour Party uhrL inly populerised this
?m]ﬂifiﬂftiﬁ”, but: the strength of eppinl demoeratic thinking
has always resided within the class itself, &nd this brings us
to the nature of the strugele betwsen the two 1ines in our npresent
situation, :

PRESENT STRUGGLE BETWEZN TWO LINES.

yejer Cartwright In THIE AW
is job as diverting worker's revolutiocnary -'.-.:_:'[].L_'['"clt-i'.’,‘".’"t"! into
IP, cornatitutional channels. The labour Party wes founded to
asurp the leasderahlp of the upsurge of working ¢cless Bction in
the years betore world war One. Today, in the saue tradition,
soclal demoecracy is tie cancer witain t.e class ailmimg to destroy
1ts will and capacity. to struggle.

Scoinl democracy can be thougat of as the perapeychclogists,
the mind-benders within the working class. Parapsychclogy ites 1T
ia an etteack on dlalsctlca! Hdttfl"ji“ﬁ by ruﬂurr*rt’qg jdeallam
in & pseudo-scientific form. T weditional ideslist phllosophny
has ‘been expossd as an obvious tool ef ruling class reactlcn,
g0 it has to ba dressed up &8 plausible and
reasonable. In & similar way the olatant attacks cn the working
clags of In Place of Strife, the Industrisl Relatlona fect, and
Phases I, II end III have been exposed and defeated. So soclial
democracy ls ':J;r'ﬁ'.:;g-;.'lt into asrvice as a reascnable way of
tgetting the country back onto 1ltvs foet." Ite role 1s to
expleilt the contradiotion within workers' minds between "never
ceasing to atruggle but neltiher being tru@ to their révolution-
ary-orlgling.t Tha sogial derocratic Uri Gellers aim to bend
workers! ninds 1lt0 paralysls. Once the will to struggle has
reer tﬂnpnrurih broker and the achievements of workers in

ruggle {in 1iwing standards, educatlon, Heaslth) have been
nbmoiiqLel, the mc'rgnﬁi-Jo -hopes o impose more formal
regtraints. But fascilsm besins ez scon as workers have
succumbed mantelly, not when the flrst strlker is shot.
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To some extent we in the Party have essisted this
cgppﬁ,lpr of paralysls, because everytlme wsa falt to do
something that has to be dene, or fell to do J+ 800N snougi,
the bourgeocisie wins a viectory. Untll 1ssue 20, Q76 of the
worker we falled to put the situation In prnpew pufapectivc.
subjectivisn and pessimism were & trend within the Party. The
working cless was blamed for not ilving up to our expectatlons,
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The wﬁrkiﬂg-elugﬂ was blamed feor mot living ur te our
eXxrectatirns -, for fa 1ling &oiaet aa we saw it mast. Of
gourse we wers “'uut to tell the class it must facs ap to 1
reapensibilitica, But we were wrong In 2l}owlng tha' clasa's
lnadequats PQSPHHJGItP makes ua doubt the Upnrtmﬂ 8 of
leadsranlp, when leadership was the one thing whicr could
rectify the aituation, Some slements in the Party swung
towarda capltulaticnlam = to becoming pelit ic41]; ahril rsed a8 &
& reflection of the clasa's own temporary peralysis. Ve should
have seen much earlier that the rullng eclass is in strategle
retreat, that we must be. the theruplata to massage away mental
raralyslscof.a working elasa wnich hes an unprecedented
opportunity for aiming decligive blows at the enemy. Is anything
1ike the who le of the Party really aware of the true ‘nature

of the present situatiorf Discussicns st Agoregates and other
Party forwns must make us wonder. What, in-Lfectky 13 the

natures of the presernt aitusticn? :

PRESENT SITUATION.
THa pressnt sltusticn rﬂs-’clas that
described by 8talin for the mid-I920s - a partial, temporary
stebilisatlen. of capltalism, which can orly eceur because
the worklng ¢lass sllowa Iy ihyelsenling to passive defence,
temporary paralyslas 5 in othep vwords, only the grevalerce of
goelal dercerstle thinking In the welass prevents capitallsm
purgting at the ssams, i

In a sltuation of tenporary stabillsation ef capltaliasm
Stalin seild that it . wes "incumbent on ths Communist Parties
to propare the proleotarlat for.the ccomlng revolution, that the
eifensive launched by capltalism ir a vain effort toc congolild-
ate the stabilisatlon csnnot but evole BN ﬂlduUPmrg struggle
on the part:of the worlking clogs and the Poingiep {€s fDr“ﬁS
sgainst capltal, that the Communist Perties must 1ntervens in
this iLﬂan¢1\14T claaas struggle and turrn the attacks of
caplital into.counter-attecks ef the proletariat, with a view
to eatablishlng the dletatorship ef the rrojc-fﬂil s that 1n
order tc achleve these .aims the Communist Partiles must win ovep
the vast riasses of the werklng class which still adhﬁrﬁ te
reformlst trade wuniens and the Seceond International." That 1is
g model of iIngisive Commuanitast ;EAJ(IHllI and those agre *n”

taaks we should be setting ourselves,

Leckling at the rieture in a different way, 1t's a
feature of all PP““JJLLDIA“‘ altuatlens that the revolutiorary
clasgs iﬂ on the strategloe rifenaivo, while acting in a
tactleally defensive way, while the resctionary slasgs 13 on =

atrategic defenalve,; but tactically on the offersive, Stalin
obae ved thet'a peculiar feature of the tactlecs of the
revolution In the perled of October ISI7 was thet the revole
uwtion strove to take every, or nearly evel'y stew, 1In lts
attack 1In the gulse of defence. The refusal te allow troops
to be withdrawn from Petrograd was an. Ilmportant step in the
revoluticn's strategle offensive but wes carrisd out under the
slogan of prote thLH Fetrograd from possible attack by ‘the
outside enemy." It was actlve defence. "The revolution",
Stalin continues,"as it were mosked - its acticome 4n atbvﬁk
under the cloak Di defence in order the more easily to draw
the irresolute, wvacillating elements into its 51L1+ n
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In the same way the Chinese Commurnilst Party founc it easler to

1¢J¢lirﬂ the workers tfd paasents in active defence against
Japanrese lmperlalism's occupation. The Albanisr revolution was
forged in the ecourse GI actlive dafence against fasciet dominat-
ion. In the @nglish bourgeols revolution of' the 1€40s  the 3
ravolutlionary Pr1rpﬂ01diﬁ ru“rmjto to be ‘merely defending its
Property and 'libertiles! against tdHe increa glng powers of the
menarchy wxf lts feudal HuppETth“D. The. redctlonaty elasa
appeared tec be or 'the offensive, making all %inds of rew demands
and eclaimg, while in fﬂzt these wére forced upen {t.as a defénce
against a rizing ¢la¥s which refused to suppert a reglme that did
not servs ﬁta in,trﬂ{wu.'ﬂha' ritish working.e¢lass has forced. the
bourgeclsle now to attack education; ' heslth, living atandaprds as
a tactlcal defenes agalinat workers!ipefusal te aupport & capital-
lat reglme whilch doedn't rEpresent their intereats. Another
perallel with the bourgeois revolutibn is thas right up until

the exacutlion of. C ﬂrlf‘ I the capltalist class-didn't Feek
congcloualy to go ontp the at *._llf gle'offenalves They really did
imagine that they were merely defending their property rights.
But this kind of defersive corseic usnesa is not sulfislent for
the working claess, preclsely because it has no property to

defend. 5o the parallel with the I7th century may appear comfort-

iy SRR i e e R if would spell Hlsagter for us. The u“PIiﬁg
class today stlll largely belisves that education cuts are the
work of & strong *u1inﬁ n &8s, that partial defence agalnst
unamployment by negctiating over natural wsstage - is th*-c¢0nt.
Unlike thm bourgecisils leCL.wdu def'ending rroperty, or the
hussisn, or the Russian, Chinese or ALlbanhlan réevoluticors which
began a3 national liberatlon movements dﬂfﬁndinﬁ-tl v land:
against imperiglilst occupatlon and war, we have got to spsll out
tie need fop“a eondclous ‘declslon in favour of revelution., This
dceﬂﬂ‘ﬁ mean we don!t mobllise foridefence of 'Britain agalnst
caplitallay ﬂ HfPlﬂt*ﬂh. But it dopa pécn,thot a= mbre and more
seotlons of. the CIJJH grerdrann Snte  adstlive felence around the
slegan 'Save Britain! we have to pbee the queastlon of Wlt"ﬁ Ly pe
of soclety we re ﬂuvlnf LG f“w Lhe questifon of revalutlon,
becausge tHere 18 ne roal defence hgpingt the deetruction of
Brisain execept rovoluticn. .

Somatimes we. are our own worst enewni « e apa go awarg of
the strength of saeclal democrs oy Lt e ﬂurgﬂt the egunally

important,; though as yet histerlcally wedlkar, revoclutionary
tradlitlon of SUP.?luu « We lgnore thot sapecs of the contradlction
which we 8should bé modt active %o sultivats. Such historical
perapective should make us cchecntrate or developing the positive
sapects of our class while fighting the negative ones..

As the problems "fT{TC]flrb us begoms mons c,wplﬁx, there
8 gring.te be an lnereasing nced for vigllance: agalnst a
capltulationist mentality 1Irn the Purty, because that's the weay
zoclal demoergey will seek to destroy Znﬁ Farty, as 1t hes done
gevery other revolutiongry movement of oupr class. 0f course the
Farty 1s unidue - g completely now development in Britaln - but
itz not Invalnerable, Itfs bound to be attacled, .and the real
attack wilill come Lrog within, not from the Spoglal Branch lobblng
tombs through the windewa of' 155, 5

Dopn't say thet Brandreth and the uddltes wersn!'t raal

revolutionarics hecewuse they didn't produce o aglence of
revolution. We're talking of Ylnes, of seeds, whlich lt'!s our Job
to bring te fulfilment. But the luddites knew that.fthe real
gnemy, the ‘Bth column,  lay within theilr own c¢lass, within them-
selves, and 1f thie Pavty ls golng to lead the worklng clasg to
revolution, all:of us have'got to understand that too, and
underastend 1t better than Was Adore’ dln %ne peat.
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