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Well really, dre we syndicalists Centrist!' ?

Vaggugrdists frequently sllcge that syndicalists are centrist; that
18 that we advccate a mass mcvement which is neither clearly ref-
¢rmist nor clearly revcoluticnary but lics between these, ccntaining
revcluticnaries who ‘@are nct prepared tc break with refcrmists,

Given their definitien, it :is argusble that there is s cdertain mecas—
urc @1 truth in the c¢laim, but the igllegaticn is simplistic, & cur
smtuaticn needs a fuller ccnsideraticn. ’

wel us firet -  even if ‘¢ ltegin with eone must be ¢f negessity
Cver=-simple - cCk at what they mean by centrismg - acccrding -
tc vanguardist thecry scéialists -fall basically intc four kindsi-
+he "ultra-left" . P s
Lhe "gseientifioi"/"Morxist"/Leninist Left , k
LThe Centrists ,
The Refcrmists .

Whereas for us refcrmists are anycne whce advances partial demands,
the vanguardists - whce themselves, fcr the meost part, advance
Bransiticnal' demands - see it as anyone whce demands reforms which
wculd themselves strengthen the systcme. :

Revcluticnaries are cbvicusly fcr vanguardists members cf their c.m
ZXOoUp and oi any group with whieh they might merge in the 1mnediatc
future and nccne .else, |

The rest are either "ultra«left"y (that is they reject the transit-
icnal demands that the "revcluticnaries" advancec, (111 grcups
claiming tc be Protskyist pay lip.service tc.a "Trangiticnal Prc-
gramme" that Trctsky produced, but scme think it "ultra-left" to
insist ‘o the whcle programme here & ncwy 'while cthers weculd claim
that the develcpment cf capitalism since Trctsky means that demards
that gc beycnd the Transiticonal Programme must be advanced tc
aveid centrism:; and qucte Lenin's attack cn Kautsky, that eng ci
the mcst pernicicus fexrms cf reformism is tc ccntinue tc cite
what were revcluticnary demands after these have lcst their full
neaningy) ) cr they are centrist,

Just tc complicate matters the vangusrdists frequently allege that
the ultra-left is merely o centrist disguising himself with leigt
verblage.,

i R
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They hcld that refcrmists are, bound by their refermism because they
have nct shed bcurgecis.ways ¢f thinking., Obvicusly they are B
right in seeing that the capitalist system sets cut to brain wash

its subjects, ahd that it i: particularly ecncerned- tc sSee taay
the werkinz class accepts thE desial orthcdoeles; . - while ‘ecoen~-
trid' members cf the "intelligentsia" nsy be allcwed te €scape

this brain-washing, since it is necessary fir the development Fi
capitalism that the "intillizentsia' exercise independentﬁt@cggnt,
since such independence is n:cessary tc the develcpment ci 1ndus-
trial entierprises, (Ccmradss w#ill remember that it 1s 3 carﬁlnal.
pcint c¢f vangusrdist thecery-that the werking class canrot i itge L1
reach beycnd 2 trade unicn level of cconscicusness, without ideas
being: brought tc 1€ from. the intclligentsia.)




(Differing Vangusordist theorics make it impcssible tc state that 1n
the vanguardist analysis refcrmists should or should nct include
"mere trade uniocnists"; but it is cbvious that Lenin when he saild
workers cculd nct £¢ beyond trade unionism without the intervention
¢f ‘the external influence cf the intelligentsia, regarded v« ormisy
sccial demccrats as workers who had gonc beycnd trade unicnism,
Lhis hcowever was beicre tae nolarisaticn within tic Seccnd LOLE T

nafional, )

theretcre either a worker

-etly or Bediately
or a‘menber . of

Bhe true ‘revéluticnary for the Leninist is
~ whce has gained ideas from cutside hig clags =
- & libérated himself from class prejudices;
the petit—-bourgecis derived intelligentsia whc has beccne sccialist
& has made s sericus effcrt tc subordinate his pectit bourgecis
natiire tc the peeda cof activating the werking class and: leading
it ‘to sccialist conscilousncsse ‘ g

A

ca the centrist cr ultra left is similarly

(‘
3

Frequently in Leninist ey
5 member of the intelligentsia whc has elther failed HO HaRe
sericus apprceach tc the working class, CT Wag fallen e Bnc
heresy ¢iI cuvrierism (believing that the wcrkers can likherate them-

selves mithout external’leadérship;‘or'5bandoning thell preseini

class—criginated "sre judices" . )

Otherwise the genltrigt 18 8eeh as d rcformist meving leftwards whc
has comé toc accept g reveluticnary chiecchive withcut abdndcning
rcfoermist prejudices, and 's¢ belng unable tc adopt a geTICcUs Irev-
cluticnary perspective and strategy ¢ aclicli Imprecise thinking
is apt tc lead the leninist 1into confusion here; the latest defin-
iticn I read having defined the reformist as being reformist |
because unable tc. shed beurgecis-imposed modes Cl theught s theln
defined the centrist as one nct able To shed refcormist-impcsed

mcdes cf thcught,
o o ® e o @ e & @ | e o o

f to the specific; - mass centrist move=
Al lapee sechion s
¢ :refcrmists, which

However if cne 1imits cnesel
oomentgs = o Nas 9 fairly precise definiticn,
cf the werking class, first boldticicecd 0y th
has beccne disillusicneu with the limitaticns imposed by reformists
cnn activity, thnrcugh the fallure ~f traditicnal refcrmist solmtions
v & crZanizational forms; and whc are therefcre in prccess ol .
adcpting revoluticnary means, organizaticnal Iorms & slocgans, with-
cut shedding o predcminantly reformist (1.¢c% bourge cis-imposed, )

1declogy.

We would eriticise much of the theoretical system that has pyoduged
this analysis. While Wg,might~gccept the thesis that cgp}tallst
ccnditioning allows fcr’ the emeTcENge €4 3" relatively privileged
cgste able to exercise an independence cf thought,  (e.1. Keestler's
chater cn the Intelligentsia 1n the Nfged & Ll Commigsaxr"}) we
veuld stress - more than the Leninists dc — the limi?aticns ok
that indepecndence and tTne fact that the smtbelliectual 18 45 much &
creature of his twn conditiching 88 any cther WCorker.,

We theretcre cannct sccept the e€litist implicaticns tnatv the. Denin=

iats draw from thelr thecry

 f the intelligentsis.




We dc¢ nct therefcore accept the infrated (and near superman) estimate
cf the individual revolutionary, which - despite their denials
— we 1ind implicit in Leninist argument. (Tc be fair tc the Len-
1n1sts thils estime depends on the revcluticnaries adherence to
the revoluticnary perty, the ccncept being: that cutside this,
petit becurgeois influences and characteristics will ccntinually

-~ TEA/SEry themselves in the make up'cf tie revclutionary party, &
1t 18 #n subordination tc the prcletarian party that the petit
bcurgecis becomes intellectusl. But as the vanguard party, has
tc have petit bourgecis influenced cr criginated leaders, this
weuld. seen to'be an ungertain corrective.) ~ | 4

We”have cthér and basic anarchist criticisms:cf the whcle: perspective.,
which gre too cbvicus ¢ need enumeraticn. (Many marxists - i.e.
‘Dunoyevskaya, Cardan, tfannekcek, Kcrsch, cor the SPGB - wculd claim
that the whele venguardist perspective infringed -the basic premises
of Mar§ism; but cbvicusly it ds nct for anarchists Lo Judge that
issue., ok '

Having entered these necessary caveats we can for the sake of argument
accept that mcving between revoluticnism 3nd Pefcrmism there is. a:
bedy c¢f thcught, ncrmally small but..which grcws under certain |
conditicnsy - which cgn bé called centrist. That suéh centrism is
inherently un unstable pcsition, and ‘pecple will have tc move.

Ircm At cone way cr the cther. | ‘

- There are hcwever other factcrs that need tc be considered. - Lhe
Vanguardist - fcr the most past = dces nct view the elites cf
the stalinist states as being a ruling c¢lass and therefcre doe€s.
nct include the btalinist voiriant of tarxist—Leninism'as a-foerm.
cf capifalist ideclcgye. W

The Venguardist does not for the most pert trcuble to analyse The
differing currents within refcrmist thinking, (citen dcesn't
within beocurgecis thinking) and dces nct accept that wigile all
capitalists are cf ths Sanevclass differeft seclhcry ave Qiiigl-
ing particular interests and sc impose differing views cn differ-
ing secticns ¢l . the woerg ng clasgs.

Finally the Vanguardist has extehded the word reformist tcc widely -
rightwards tc includc pecple who nct only postpone sccizl tran51§7
icn indefinitely by advocating minor relorus which serve Tc repalir «

the fabric ol capitalism, but alsc pecplc whe don't even want ;
such a transition ever, thcugh they may want scme mincr reicrms
iocr. . their cIn. Sake. Those Labeour Party dignitaries who advecate
a "mixed eccnomy" are not strictly within Lenin's usage ci the

tern, even refcrmists; end only when cne hes t_ken this for
cranted is it possible tc understand that he ccnsidered Teformlists
3t least tc be one stage better than "mere trade uniocnists’.

e o @ e oo e o @ e o @
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¥t 18 drue . locking Baek o the Icrmation «f the French CGT, that
the fcundatiocns cf ‘syndicslism lay ir wecrkers in large massSes




neverthe less insist :** 5+ we e¢an cnly now tentatively sugzest o
revoluticnary strategy and pcst-revelutionary cbjective and that

he workers will have tc adapt such strategy and cBjective o .Tit
thelr desires when the revclutionary upsurge ccmes.
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- Can we then learn scmethine frer the Centri
M—_ﬂ—-——-——-—__—gm ——

Once the fervour cif o revcluticnary upsurge decclines it is inevitoble
x that revclutionaries w#ill beceone ig@elated, ond pc deing turn in-
ward-lccking, cr that they #ill water down their ViEWS in . order
tC nointoin scme contact with wider necvements, and sc dcing acccn-
T ursodate t0 velorniisn, er that many will flatly sell-=cut, The
vanguardist vill assume (a8t least in thecry) that only centrists
are capable of selling cut, making such asccomodaticn Ec centrismn,
CT SC turning inwords; and they will waste ccnsiderable ancunts
Ci energy tracing e€lcments in the thinking cf their erstwhile
-ccmrades tc e«plain their present actions.

The inward-lccKling fcrmer revoluticnary c¢an coften learn tc ccexist
with capitalist scecicty and behave as if he were 3 conventicnal,
1ndecd ccnservatively crthodox, supporter of capitalism, - $he
cbvicus exsmples ¢f this are the varicus religious millenariasl
Sects which started off calling for o chiliastic reviclution here
cn €arth and then after the hope of this ftdaed,. retirver into other
werldly -pietism, refusing to allow their memberg to take-any int~
erest 1n pclitical events, However the same could be said to be
truc of say the SPGB during the Tifties, Tfervently preaching the
ccming of sccislism, but drowing its skirts away frcm tht contan-
inaticn of any movément thuat attenpted tc change anything herc &
now or tried.tc build the censcicusness cf the working c'lass in
crder tC attain that sceialish, 1t 18 gn gttitude not unfertunat-
¢ly tctally unkncwn in the gnarchist troditicn. |

Certainly the tcrm: centrist can validly be applied tc those whe acc-
cmedate tc refcrmism, when they have so Jcccncdated, though it
dces net necessarily folleow that they always were centrist. Fhe
cause cf the compremise moy well just bec weariness and old age. &
eVery ledtist i3 subjected to an host of family & enployment pre-

i Bires tc make such sccomecdaticn, (If it werc not sc,-eccncmic
. determinism wculd be either s myth, cr the mer¢ mechanical detcr-
. minism it is painted in capitalist caricature.) S

These ex~-revoluticnaries (and ex-centrists) contribute elements e
the noture of the JCTrKing class, and therefore tc all reformist
nevenents (end sc, whether by vongusrdist cr libertarisn theory,
pc J11 refcrmist—originated mevements.)  EBlements that revolut-
1CNaxry theorists ignecre at their PE T L
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Libertarian 1Gl-"insmeriism embodies 3 subtle paradcx, it is in~-
herent in all libertariun theory; ‘
” whe ther traditionzl snarchist like
Bokunin, Kropotkin, Pellcouticr, Lagerdelle or Malatestas




turn@ng Ircn-thesdeaderahlip of o their old veltornmlsth leadersa snd
setting up new crganiszaticns, It is true that the workers who
set up the Bcurses de Travail & thce pre-fusicn CGI brcught with
them ideas derived frcm such refcocrmists as Louis Blanc, e€litists
like Blanqui, refcrmist variants of Proudhcnism & of Marxism,
“B.d3 true morecver thal they did not shed Gncee vhilcsophles, nor
did they adcpt the views cf some pre-existing clearly revelutlion-
ary ‘eroup; but instead they forged cut of these @ new philoscphic
syathicsls. ! '

-~

The  same 13 equally true when one locks at the IWW; the British
shop stewards movement & numerous cther instances ci sFriy syndic- ¢
gl;qm,” - (Bhough the Spanish CNT was fcormed . from the older Bakunin
~Guillaume inspired anarchist federaticn, that had arisen ircm
the working class sectors of the Pi y Margdll proudhonian "Federal—,
ists", sc that wmediately the CNT cculd be said tc have had similar
criginsg, ) T |

2

A

This tl: Vanguardist wculd se. as the classic pattern ol geptrisms

the fact that the ‘syndicalists did nck a6ceplh ehtire snd unscathed
3 pre-cxisting revcluticnary philosophy as evidence that they
remaired syndicalist, :

However ‘the picture is equally truec cf the Gernan workers' ccuncils

% thos: cf Nerthern lfaly in: theiearly 1wentles, OFf -the Bussian
soviet: themselves, uhtil after the October revolution.,  Of th

neo-cotacil cemmunism of E3st Berlin & 77 w53, 'of Hungary o6
& the D st-intervention workers' movement cf frague 68; of the
reawskerzd negre nmevement stemming frem the bus strikes Gl Do

& while “here was a2 fundamental difference - in that the rising
Was spared off by different issues and the forms of lelftlism were
ccnsequertly different - there were parallels, thouch faint ches,
i ithe Forde 68 Plsifc.

The Van¥uariist would noet cf course -be. put cut by thils, He yould
srgue that the revclution in Russis succeded, nct bhedause cof the
militancy f the soviet masscs, but because of the leodership Bt
the bolshex st party:; and he wculd peint ocut thad. the restafadlcan
He weale 1 eclirge . hereg e directly ccntradicting Lenin himse 11,
she said in the Summer of 1917, beth from exile end on his return
tc Russgia, "\he party masses are CLEE thcusand times mcre revclut-
ionary than he party leadership, and tAc non-party masses ten
thecusand tines mcre revceluticnary than the party mnasses,’ 4 V1ew
whieh din effect ¢ast aside as wvaglnelegs +he wheole concept ci the

ety b0 leadt o the Basla CI Vinguardlsh,

o ¢ o8 e » 0 ' e o © e o O

The whole reflects s fundamental difference between fict - Just the
cvert t .ecries :f libértarisns ardd vanguarulsts, but cf underly-—
ing onalyses. -i#le hold that the pre-existing revoluticnary group
con only sct (ot mcst) as-d catalyst te the .gelf—-activity 2nd the

autconcnous deve lypment c¢f the working clags mass MCVEMENT, : 1
all ncverthelecss

even cur mcst dogmatic advocates ci spcntanelty,

bely tctal spentaneity by deing prcpaganda work here & ncwj €ven
‘our-pest deoidey spponents ol

spontaoneity as beall ond endall




”_ Marxist anth-=2tate socialist like
De Lecn, Pannekock, Korsch, Cardan cr Dunayevskaya;
ultra=Ghandian radical paecifist
like Tolstoi, Thereau, Muste, Skinner & Frome; |
- e that revolution can only ccme a mass change of
cinsclouaness'& the adoption of o totally new cthos by the working
¢ lass, | |

Libertarisnisn therefcre does not, (however much scme libertarians
may stregs the danger inherent 1n 311 orgenizational fcrms ci degz—
cneration and burcaucratisation,) mean the rejection ci the need fcr
4 . pre-existing agitational snd prop2gandlist groups.

»

e

The traditicnal syndicalist thecry ci the nmilitant mincrity mOrecver
’ stresses thot scme revcoclutionsriles, cveEn after the inhitial creat~
" ion of mass syndicolist -movements will have a mcre revclutionary
 ccnsciousness than the rest, end have o duty to agt in such 3 way,
(through their oasn direct action,) as toc ccntinually €Xpose the
riatare cf the statc and class socclety., (Prcpaganda by deed )

Mcreover the concept of the politicel myth; sn inherently desirable
end & mesns tc 9n end which ¢an Be sdvceatecd in simple Terms,
~when the advecates know full well th3t thec movement tc attain hhe
ends or means will be such as tc moke the end /me ans UNNECESSATY
since they will make possible 1S attoinment by cther less demand-
"ing efforts; again partakes €I Some cf the characteristics of
vanguardism while avoiding its centrol manipulative nature. The
worker is told that a soccial general strike would be the ddeal
w2y tc bring uocwn capitalism - true€ - he is teold that the best
pcssible way to prepare fcr it here and now is to build-liliertarion
5 direat actionist ronk & file industrial organizations = true -
if hc decides to ccnsider the case 1cr these, he will immediately
see for himself (though be tecld if neces ary) that if he had such
mass healthy crganizations he would not need tc rescrt to. the
general strike tTO 3ttain the ends cf soccialism,

“he egsential distinction between
centrisn and spontarecus. workers' self-sctivity. The libertaorian
secs the revoluticnary propagendist 38 scting ‘@as a catalyst;

. necessary tc the ccmpounding of disparatc elements intc the new
revclutionary synthesis, but nct the decisive factor therein.

It is a dialectic that underlines

sn 11 ! ‘ ,
: ' & o o
o .o

® The SPGB calls syndicalism refcrmism by blows; - (reformism tc then
¢ w nnlike the vonouordistn - BMEINS the advancement ¢f any specific
demand;: shert of total social transiticn, for whiech they dnsist

1t wouldrlie g% leagt atcurate O
.3¢ccept the descripticn cf "making transitionsl demnands by blows',

gs'a deseription of the syndisalist aim; oand accepting that untal
a8 revolutionary situsticn aerives, syndicates nust make refornist
demands by blows. (By thc some tcken, and gith thé¢ same Gualil=
ications anarchist influence in libertarian peychoclogy, frece schocls

etoetera ¢can be called transiticnalist reformism by construction.)

there can be nc blueprint,)

Renenbering that Maxrx died befcre tmceinvgnticn of the ccnveycr belt,

(or at least befcre its widespread usc, since it is claimed that




1t existed in Bismingham before the days cf Taylorism,) and before
thaot c¢f wireless or the motor car: remembering that his first pre-
mise wads thot differing stages of technicoclogical develcpment made
1nevitable differing cccnomic .infrastructures, reflecged by differ-
1ng scclc-political superstructures; which in turn nust be cpposed
By radical decmands which in turn differed from those cf the precced-—
1ng s8cclol stage; we can claim to be more orthodox marxist than
the. "MarxXists" in rejecting the demands Marx made in his lifetinec
38 @n 1nadedquate .basis for s sccialist platform today.

the changes wrcught by the Russisn % Chinese revcluticns snd the twc

World Wars in the political superstructure cf the world are- at. -
least ds far rcaching as those introduced by the ¥rench Revolution
& the, Nepcleonic Wars snd the rush for colonies in the .Ci9th. 2.
o s | | ;
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1t 13 nct for ncthing therefore that the majority of issues which
hove spsrked nmajor. leftist movements since the Second World War.
have ' been = 1in the West - nocn bread & butter issues. (In the
Bast the fundsmental issues have been freedom from despotism,
which+was cf course as much a major issue in Marx's time as sheer
matters. cl.econctuiic survival, and were trested by Marx as being
cf magor significance; while the forméer cclonisl world has been
noved by issues cf naticnal independcence, issues which Marx saw.
as ilmpertant in Ircland, Pcland & the Balkans.) 2

llany issues - nctably oliensticn - whHich Marx menticned in ccnsid-
crable detail, -sc much sc that modern marxists such as Dunaycv-
skaya & Th omscn sec¢ them as central tc Marxism, (earning Hebsbown's
rebuke that the cenyral core cf Marxism is.nct cppesiticn to alien-
ation but tc econonic exploitation,) ~ were nevertheless seen by
Marx as secondsry issues and have becceme primary since his daye
War is obvicusly a2 case in point, Marx saw it as endemic . in Ccapit-
alism, and it was undocubtedly an additicnsl reascn for wanting
tc abolish capitalism: but the days cf the permaneng arms econcny,
cI prestige weaponry, or of weapons capable cf destrcying the
woerkd were far in the future snd the issue wes faor from central.

Marx undoubtedly wrote about the way the bourgecis relstionships,
reduced bcurgeois women intc possessions and proletarian wemen
into comuocdities 1or Lhe DOUPREQ1S 'S pDieasure. Neverthcless 1t »
woculd heve struck him'es sbsurd that a significant blow against
capitalism could be struck by attacking accepted sexual mcores.
Finally of course his view c¢f the state, It should be noted :
that when he celled it the executive comuittee of the ruling class,
he used the terw literally as an "implementaticn ccmmittee" which
would put ipto effect pcliciecs deecided Dy others, 1t 18 fhe meag~-
ure of the growth cf managerial importance since his day that one
nc longer thinks of 2@ mere executive committee; and as the statc
has become central to the nature of modern capitalism so has the
managerial-executive stratun., | |

“-‘.
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Ve therefore find new areas cf resistance tc capitalism; issues
which were formerly cnly raised by s few middle class protestors




hove ¢ mass appeal, and issues which were central tc the Mass
nevenents cf thc past are kept alive cnly by a few middle class
theorists, Resistance normally springs up specntanecusly wherc
actusl circumstances bely the humane aspects ci the prevailing
ideclogy, = that is the ideclogy (or "anti-idcclogy" as ruling
classes in the older settled states deery idcology & pretend to
havec ncne ) +rath the ruling elite .imposes thrcugh the crthodox
media, cducational system, etc.  (The Western "democratic rix <
cc¢onomy & rulc of law" is cbvicusly belied by racialism, by tne
Cvert recmains of imperialism, by toc overt nilitarism, by Maggic
Thatcher's larder, by £26,000 cruiscs & tco crude attenpts to
legislote ogoinst wage incrcases without similar acticn against

¢ profits,) '

Lhe movencnts cf protest so created are in large neasure diasjointcd,
" They sre not cf cocurse divorced from bread & buttcr issues, onc
Nas cbvicus cases, such as the hcme less-squatters, homeless half-
way-house hostcl residents, unenmploymcnt & redundancics or factcery
closings. One has residual classical bread & butter issucs at
wcrk, though conditions arc as much oan issuc in mecst factories

Now as wage ., and where wages beccme significunt is preciscly
where the prescvaticn cf the liberty cf the worker to strike or tc
Jein trade uniohs is at issue, |

Besides these fragmented 1ssues, onc gets overall campaigns, such

- as for instanc. CND, where large numbers support demards which
cannot be met within the context cof class socciety. (It is inc-
cnceivable that any masjor naticnal power wculd abandon its
greatest weapon cf ccercicn;. and if it weré possible the change
could only be maintained if the statc's power to remake the bomb
was abolished,) -

® % 0 5 6 & » © » 6 9 A

IThis has meant a change in the nature c¢f reformism. Onc has the
Left ¢f the traditicnal reformist party engaged in one or cther
liberal campaign or in militent trade union activity, in tenants'
aggociations and so forth, Their activities are fragmented, but
they do nct sec¢ this as the case as they see their acticns & links
in thc¢ Tabour Party os uniting their cother activities; even though
they wculd agree that the babour Party is not socialist. - The
game 18- true. for the ncst part of the rank & file of the Lomtiunist
Party &« thc radicals amcngst the Young Liberals; 3nd with minor

A qualificaticns it is alsc true of the Trcotskyists and other lcft
Leninists, ond the¢ communitsrians, alternative society, ccunter-

g gulture faeticans,

13

It is a trddition that has sometimes flirted with anarchism, and .
Irequently sc been labelled by the orthodox:; ' but is mere anarchic
thon snarchist. It can cnly find an unity (other than thc spur-
icus offered it by those whc work within the Labour Party and call
the rest tc join them) cn 5 decentralist, fedéralist, anti-state,
internally libertarisn basis, Linking itseli to ipdustrisl gst-
ruggle and appreciating that fundamentsl change can only be 23Tt~
ained by sction at the point of production without - in sc orient-
ing itself to industry - lcsing its other concerns, Such an unity
needs an upsurge p2ssing beyond the existing rcformist limits &




crealtinz its own new synthesis, It . will embrace claszical
syndicalism witiout apeing 1it.

Just as in the past thc classical syndicalist movement cculd cnly
arise with the catalyst of reveoluticnary snarchists decpening
the ccnscicusness cf sociolist industrisl nmilitonts, putting
firc bock intc the thcories cf Broussists, froudhonisns snd other
cx=3narchists: sc I beclieve the mew synthesis will need on
anarcho-syndicalist catalyst.
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Like the TLibertarian, the Vangusrdist (& the true Centrist) will _
be working for an united movement, to tie the fragmented parts ¥
intc one body. The difference lies with the nature of power imn s §
such movements, reflecting the differing aims, the vanguardist B T
centralised and heirarchical, the libertarian decentralised and

cgalitarian,

'he touchstone in the first instance is whether a campaign which 15
launched is subcrdinated tc the interests of the fcunding group.
The pattern is well illustrated by a recent Aiwigicn o1 cpinion
within IS (the suthentic ventrist bedy in Britain) cver rank &
file industrisl orgenization. One faction wanted tC concentrate
cn building "rank & file"™ committees tied €O 15, 88 15 fronts.
The other said no cne shculd leave the formation ci such orgsn-
isationz to the workers themselves and ccncentrate cn putting
the 15 gase €0 them, The second at first sight sounds libertar-
isn, i wosn't, it wes traditionel cdntrism "tail-ending" the
mas3es; - though @ more rigidly bolshevlist group woculd have pur-
sued a similar line, with the addition o1 sctting up IS-dominated
caucuses within the spcntanecusly created rank & Ifille grouplings.

4 libertarian "militant mincrity" on the cther nand would tToke the
initiative in pushing for the creation ol rank & file movements,
but would nct try tc contrcl it once created, (theough it too
nmight well create 5 facticnal caucus within the groupilng created,)
« would accept the fact that movements 1t creates woculd pass ocut
of 1its sphere of @nfluence into the orbit of one ‘or other Of . ENe
state sccialist groups. Tt would draw comfort from the fact '
that while there is healthy renk & file democracy within a workers
eroup, that democracy will 3lways militate against the domination = e
cf an heirsrchical and burcaucratic party; so thot though a4F By %
accept the ideclogy cf the part (as the reformist organizatlon 2
agcepts that of the bourgeoisieg its immediate interests will . 3
- while it remains democratic and milijent - mske 1oI @ perpetual :
¢clash.ocf interests. 3

36 iz cut:pf just such clashes (whether amcng the fcllowers ¢ Bhc
reformists, or cf the elitists) that the springs ol tne nEw TeEVO L~
utionary upsurge will ccric. ' ‘
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