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TO THE READER

The articles that follow deal with some key events of the
year that passed — namely, the aftermath of the Sept.11"
events (which we view not as an epochal turning point,
but as the acceleration of a process already under way —
i.e., the deepening of the inter-imperialist contrasts,
leading to the preparation of a new world massacre), the
U.S. intervention in Afghanistan (which we view not as a
“war on terrorism”, but as the inevitable move on part of
the U.S. capital aimed to control a vital area in terms of
raw materials and especially of their passage), the bloody
drama of Middle East (which we denounce as a tragic
dead-end for the Palestinian proletarians — and, more at
large, for the Middle-East exploited masses — as long as
they continue to thread the path of national illusions and
myths). These three themes are crucial today, because it
is only around the political issues they contain that a real,
consistent class relignment can take place, thus leading
to that spreading of revolutionary Marxism (un-
adulterated by stalinist, anarchist, reformist, democratic
temptations and biases, and physically represented by
the international communist party) which is so badly
needed today, if we want to stop the never-ending
butchery (on the shop floor as well as in still localized
“splendid little wars™) which is called “capitalist mode of
production”.

To the “historical necessity” of doing away with this
mode of production and of opening the path to the
classless society is then devoted another long article,
which shows how ripe this turn is — not in the sense that
the communist revolution is on the agenda today, but in
the sense that only that perspective is nowadays
reasonable, although still far away from the point of view
of the objective and subjective conditions. Otherwise,
capitalism will have once more a free hand in recurring to
its own solution to its own historical crisis — precisely, a
new world war.

With this in mind, it is urgent both to battle old, tragic
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diversions from the correct way (as is shown by the article

on Gramsci’s “philosophy”’, completing the set of articles devoted
to this champion of anti-Marxism which we started in
“Internationalist Papers 10”) and to reaffirm a correct tradition (as is
brilliantly condensed in the “Theses of the Abstentionist
Communist Faction of the Italian Socialist Party”, 1920). And it is
urgent to carry on a bitter and relentless critique of all those “new”
positions, which tend openly to veer off from Marxism, towards a
revival of past tragical experiences, as the “Anti-Global Movement”
is doing (and the short article on the “Genoa Events” is just the
anticipation of a longer and more complex article on the
movement’s ideology, which will follow in “Internationalist Papers
127).

The “Spanish Supplement’ also contains important contributions:

* El capitalismo esta a la continua busca de oxigeno

» Tras los “Eventos de Génova”, la Unica perspectiva real es la del
marxismo revolucionario

* Tesis de la Fraccion Comunista Abstencionista del PSI (1920)

On the whole, a dense issue, which aptly celebrates this journal’s
first ten years.

Let this be a good omen for that spreading of revolutionary
Marxism (and thus of the party which represents it) of which we
keep underlining the extreme urgency.

Visit our web site:
www.ilprogrammacomunista.com

Write to us:
Edizioni il programma comunista
Casella postale 962
20101 Milano (Italy)

The working class is revolutionary or it is nothing
(Karl Marx)




CAPITALISM’S CONTINUING
QUEST FOR OXYGEN

We are amongst those few, against-the-current ones, who firmly believethat the 11 Sep-
tember, with the terrorist attack on American soil, was not the start of anew era. The
contexts in which the attack on the US was made and in which their response matured
were, instead, afurther demonstration and confirmation of Marxist theory and analysis
regarding the development pattern of capitalism and therole of crisssand warsases-
sential momentsin the accumulation cycle of the capital system.

We shall not dwell on the nature of the attack that the US suffered on its own ground.
Thereisstill much doubt asto how it was prepared and how it happened, hitting aseries
of iconic targetsand defying all the sophisticated technological devicesat USdisposal.
More than oncein ancient and recent history, piloted “mass daughter” hasservedto s
park off or amplify aconflict, not to speak of the many pieces of stop-pressinformation
(including the number of victims) and front page newsthat wasdrastically revised over
the following days after having produced the desired propaganda on public opinion.
Thefact remainsthat the leading economic and military power in theworld was struck
on itsown territory and this (as happened in England, even though it was an authentic
act of warfare at the time) isahard blow to the country’simagein the eyes of its com-
petitors. From ahistorical point of view it isfurther confirmation of aphase of decline,
despite al the much-publicised ruminations over the“ Empire” and post-imperialism.
What also remainsisthe ridicul ous ostentation of an outward anti-imperialism which
—whilst desperately searching for anational flag with which to proclaimitsown social-
chauvinism—endsup by recognising inthemost backward form of 1dam (and therefore
inthemost reactionary ideology intermsof corruption of the proletariat: religion) some
sort of claim to represent the material interests of the disinherited Arab masses—even
though thismay beindirect or dueto some sort of historical nemesis. A further corrob-
oration of Marxism, if thiswere necessary!

Lenininsisted that “there are no abstract wars or warsin general but only specific ones,
bound to the actual situation in the historical period they arisein, and to the balance of
power between classes and States throughout the world” (Socialismand War, 1915).
What exactly istheactual situationtoday?Itisessentia to answer thisquestionin order
to understand what ishappening, the causes of it, what the effectswill be on the balance
of relationships between States and between classes and what the attitude of the work-
ers movement should be.

Although capitalism is devel oping internationally and nations and continents are be-
coming more and more thoroughly subjected to its laws, it cannot spontaneously do
away with itsnational basisnor avoid dependence onits devel opment patternsand con-
tradictions or eliminate its own anarchical structure. The very accumulation of capital
produces a growing excess of production and a gradual diminishing of markets on
which to sell. Sooner or later itstrgjectory is destined to become an economic and so-
cia catastrophe, the violence of which is proportional to the use that has been made of
measures such as credit or debts to support production and consumption. In animperi-
aigt eratheinequality of development isaccentuated and the bal ance of power between
Statesis congtantly shifting according to the respective strength of their capitd, so that
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1. See the article, “Il
dramma dell’ Afghani-
stan e ddlo Zaire sullo
sfondo dei contrasti inte-
rimperialistici  mondia-
li”, in our Itaian news-
paper 1l programma co-
munista, n. 11/1996.

every Stateisobliged to wage an out-and-out battle on al sidestofight for
abetter position on the world market and alarger share of the areas of in-
fluence and world product.

Essentidly, thetheory of US*living space’, elaborated in 1983 by the Air-
land Battle doctrine, merely sanctioned, in terms of political relations (it
should not be forgotten that politicsis adistillation of economy), the be-
ginning of the preparation for wars that could no longer be confined to a
limited areabut were of a“globa” nature, becauseliving space and Amer-
ican interests had expanded in these terms. Since then competing imperi-
alisms have merely taken turnsin searching for amilitary tool and a suit-
abletype of organisation for sustaining it.

Theworld economic crisisthat began in the mid-seventies speeded up the
narrowing gap between USimperiaism —whose powerful hegemony, in-
herited from the second post-war period, guaranteed the capitalist system
arecognised centre for the stability it required —and itsimperialist com-
petitors, Japan and Germany in first place, which, however, were not yet
prepared to assumetheleading role. The process highlighted the aspects of
conflict and instability pervading world capitalism, in particular after the
collapse of the ex-USSR and the world order which had grown out of the
second round of imperiaist daughter. Thisisthe framework within which
it becomes necessary to control the flow of goods and capital, the sources
of raw materials (primarily oil and natura gas, in proportions that now
amount to around 50% of physical exchanges), the transport routes for
these materials and the commercial routes— a necessity that is aggravated
by the growing crisis and the dwindling means available to capital to pre-
vent it or regulateits effect.

Within this context, Central Asian regions, including Afghanistan, as-
sume considerableimportance for the politics of strengthening US capi-
tal. In Central Asia, Afghanistan plays a decidedly strategic role in the
bal ance of economic and military power, both for the North-South axis
(Russig/lndian Ocean) and for that of the East/West (China/Persian
Gulf). Itisalso at the centre of the strategic interests—linked to the trans-
port of oil and natural gas— of the US and Saudi Arabia (the organisers,
financers and suppliers, together with Pakistan, of the Taliban army,
which was meant to allow the region to stabilise, thus weakening Russ-
ian monopoly on the transit of oil and gas pipelines), aswell asthose of
Russia and Iran, China and Turkey, not to mention the European and
Asian imperia powers that import raw materials for generating power.
Through their support of the Talibans' advance, the USs aimed to estab-
lish a new, indirectly controlled status quo. This would have allowed
them to attempt to secure an alternative route for Gulf oil and to exploit
the situation created by the fall of the Soviet Union and the consegquent
financial difficultiesthat prevented Russiafrom establishing astablelink
with the new Caucasian and Central Asian republics. Also, thiswould al-
lowed the USto deny their competitorsthe chance of finding aternative
sources of supply beyond American control.

We were not mistaken, some years ago (1), in considering the US,
Frankensteins—over-optimisticin their illusion that they would be able to
control themonster they had created and useit at will aslong as necessary.



Despitethe outcry by the bourgeois pressand by the frightened half class-
es(2), we argue and demongtrate that thereisnoreal “war” on, but merely
alarge-scalere-designing of inter-imperiaist dliancesin aphasethat may
represent the beginning of acrisisor alull between wars, the duration of
which will be dictated by the evolution of the world economic crisisand
thelength and intengity of this, aswell as by the reaction of the proletariat
to the inevitable worsening of their material conditions. The true, great
“enemy” of imperiaism is, in fact, another, or other, imperial powers,
which areitsdirect competitorson the marketsfor goodsand capital. Inits
contradictory pattern of development, capital has wiped out al civilisa-
tions, inorder to assmilateand unitetheminasingle“civilisation” of cap-
ital: thelaw of value and of production for the sake of production. Within
this pattern of devel opment thereisroom for fierce conflict between capi-
talsandfor al sortsof “dirty dealing” in order to weaken theadversary, in-
cluding warfare on alimited scale. However, to the agents of capital them-
salves, imperialist wars are external necessities, dictated by capital’s need
tovalorizeitsalf, when the only solution that isleft isthe mass destruction
of people and resources, so that the cycle of accumulation can recom-
mence and worldwide inter-imperialist stahility can be re-established.

Imperialist wars can never arise from an act of will, aiming to impose an
ideology or a presumed set of values: no State or coalition of States has
ever waged war for these reasons. On the contrary, warfare represents the
greatest solidarity that capitalism is capable of, sinceitsaim isfirst and
foremost to safeguard the laws according to which capitalism itself oper-
ates: on the one hand, accumulation needs rapid and wide-scal e destruc-
tioninorder to start up again on asufficiently large scaleand to halt thefall
of profit rate; on the other hand, wars are directed principally against the
proletariat.

There is, therefore, no “clash of civilisations’ between the world of
democracy and theworld of theocracy. Indeed, “western” financeand “1s-
lam” finance, blessed by priests wearing “different” robes, have both
proved to be an impersonal meansfor the bourgeoisie of whatever world
latitude to extort plus-value and to centralise and direct world production
of plusvalue and itsdistribution. Islam, initsvariousforms, exactly like
the Chrigtian religion, has—initsownfield of influence, serving the cause
of socia stability inthe Middle East and the interests of the Middle-East-
ern and Asian ruling classes — been functional to the domination of the
world confederation of imperialism and its struggle to preserveitself and
reproduce against the interests of workersthroughout the globe. The pro-
letariat and the disinherited masses of Arab and Asian countries, who are
now being encouraged to wage the “war” of the poor against the rich of
theworld and the“war” of religion, will never find their salvationinthese
outdated tools of sinister nationalism, aswas demonstrated at the time by
the Communist International when promoting the First Congress of the
Peoples of the East (Baku, 1920) (3) and encouraging the common people
of the non-white Continentsto join the international struggle of theworld
proletariat to overthrow capitalism.

The position of the International Communist Party is light years away
from patriotic motivations, incitement and rhetoric, just asit isdistant from
any sympathy for so-called nationalist or religious vendetta, born of inep-

2. We use the term “half
classes’ instead of “mid-
die class’, because it is
more consistent with the
Marxist concept of those
ever dithering shreds of
social classes, both from
the bourgeoisie and from
the labor aristocracy,
caught between conflict-
ing historical and eco-
nomic processes and
thus utterly unable either
to understand them or to
express their own politi-
ca program.

3. See “Apped to the
Workers of  Europe,
America, and Japan”, in
Internationalist Papers,

6 (1997).
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4. See “Sara |I’Europa a
savare gli USA”, in the
Italian financid daily Il
Sole-24 Ore, Sept. 22,
2001.

5. See “Gli USA fanno
cassa in Europd’, in i-
dem.

titude, primitivismand political backwardness. It al so opposestimid paci-
fism, anideology typical of the half classes, incapable of grasping thetrue
nature of war and therefore destined to serve asatool at the service of im+
perialism, because of their disorienting and disorganising role amongst
theproletariat rank andfile.

World capitdismisin the midst of an extreme crisis, revealed but at the
sametime glossed over by the burst of the speculative bubble of the years
1998-2000. The United Statesin particular find themselvesin asituation
which even bourgeois commentators have defined one of structural weak-
ness, with “anet 2000 billion-dollar debt towardstherest of theworld]...]
with currency reserves covering a mere 4% of the figure; the growing
commercial debt, which touched record peaks of 400 billion dollars in
2000, the errors of over-investment in the net-economy” (4). Theduration
of thischronic state of economic crisiswas quite clear before the attack on
the Twin Towers of New York and the Pentagon outside Washington. And
the attack merely madeit possible, without striking asingle blow, to speed
up certain operations, such asthe*team game” involving the central banks,
to safeguard the international system of payments, pouring in amounts of
cash without precedent in the history of international financeand alowing
USfinancia capital toinflict afew direct blowstoitsimperialist competi-
torsin Asiaand Europe, creating “ready cash” by means of huge saleson
the European stock markets and, above al, preventing the collapse of US
stock and allowing for arecovery of the dollar’s exchange rate (5).

These measures have aggravated the basic causes of inter-imperialist con-
flict, even though they have permitted the United Statesto chalk up afew
easy points against their adversaries. The“return” to Keynesian policies of
“deficit spending” that made their comeback dueto the events, thanksto an
immediate manoeuvre estimated at around 300 billion dollars, contributes
to saving the airlines and rebuilding infrastructures, not to mention financ-
ing for scientific research and the armsindustry and contributions that will
soon (“by popular demand”) replenish the coffers of the defence budget
(which, according to officia figures, can rely on regular financing of 310
billion dollars ayear) —this“return” to Keynesian policiesin the US will
sooner or later have to befollowed by a European version, at present con-
strained within the “ Stability Agreement”: which everyone would like to
seean early end to, otherwisethe USA will be ableto scoreanother pointin
their favour, unloading aconsiderable portion of the costs of the crissonto
Europeand Asa

But aword of warning: thisreturn of massive stateinterventionisnot yet
anindication of that “Keynesian rearmament” that our political current
has always defined the explicit sign of preparation for an inter-imperial-
ist conflict. That rearmament should coincidewith an “ unnatural” return
of production activity and would involve widespread and obstinate (on-
going for at least acouple of years) increasesin public spending and the
state deficit, aswell asin the defence budget, for al countries. We cer-
tainly find ourselves — and thisis not an overnight phenomenon —in a
phasethat foreseesitshistorical outcomein preparation for thefutureim-
perialist war or for revolution. However —and thisisfortunate, in view of
the state of theworkers’ movement, which is still absorbed by an oppor-
tunistic framework —it will take world capitalism yearsto “ prepare” the



launch of awar economy, the militarization of economy and, above al,
the social conditions for managing warfare. In this space of time, the
preparation and proletarian structuring carried out by the Communist
Party becomes essential, so that an inter-imperialist war can be countered
by awar on imperialism, with arelentless struggle against the national
bourgeoisie asits starting point.

Paradoxical asit may seem to someinnocent souls, the bourgeoisie could
dowithawar but isincapable of starting one. The sameintricateweb of in-
terests involved in the transport of the main power sources more or less
presided over by Afghanistan, asoillustrates how very carefully US poli-
ticsmust proceed. The USA are attempting to moveinto position along the
Bakans-Middle East-Central Asiaaxisand have certainly included Russia
and Chinaintheir set of alliances, but must face the opposing demands of
German and Japanese capital, at present obliged to act with extreme dis-
cretion. The USA cannot repeat the military tactic of campaigns such as
that carried out in the Gulf: the feature of the land, the massive chains of
mountainsthat offer opportunities for domination and escape to those oc-
cupying the heights and the enemy side, do not allow for a solution to be
found in attacksfrom the air aone. Theresult isthat the USA's only hope
of successliesin an attempt to divide the Taliban front (and thisthey are
trying to do at this very moment, with the mediation of Pakistan and Sau-
di Arabiaand the promise of financia aid), or in the exploitation of the an-
ti-Taliban Mujaheddin front which, with its arms and equipment replen-
ished, has already recommenced its advance and won important military
successes, after having been forced for yearsto take refugein 4-6% of the
territory in the north of Afghanistan. However in either of the two hy-
potheses now being feverishly pursued by secret diplomacy halfway round
theworld, concealed behind the dlogan of the“fight against international
terrorism”, the game would not be over, sincethe alliances are heavily in-
fluenced by aregional situation that would still be extremely unstablein
termsof theinter-imperia balance of power —sufficeit to mention the con-
flict between Indiaand Pakistan or the one between Turkey and Iran—and
therefore quitelikely to be reversed (6).

Animmediate consequence of these eventswill be the opportunity for al
bourgeois States to tighten their control on the domestic front, in order to
contain protests by the proletariat which might occur as aresult of wors-
ening material conditions brought about by the crisis. It therefore becomes
important for the workers' movements of all countries to ignore the
“dren’'ssong” of pacifism and national solidarity throughout socia class-
es, in order to avoid weakening even morethe possibility of afuture, inde-
pendent, class-specific recovery. But we note with satisfaction that the
most important victim on the battleground, although a“zombie’ that may
haunt usfor aperiod, isthat of the“anti-global” movement, which hashas-
tened to take refuge beneath pope-like robes—in atraditional and foresee-
able manner —in the name of non-violence, justice, peace and democracy.
Thisalready extinct movement demonstratesthat throughout theworld the
petit bourgeoisie on the rampage has rapidly realigned with the policy of
sacred national unity and thiswill provide substantia support for the “re-
al” war of the nationa bourgeoisie when conditions are ripe. This, too,
should serve as alesson to the proletariat of all races and at all latitudes
throughout the world.

6. It must be kept in
mind that thisarticlefirst
appeared on our ltalian
journa Il programma
comunista in late Sep-
tember 2001. Facts have
since developed in the
area which precisely
confirmed these hy-
potheses of ours.
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The strategy “terrorism-war”
IS the bourgeois,
anti-working-class answer

to the world economic crisis

The prevailing ideology, as is well
known, is that of the ruling class, which
uses all possible means and circum-
stances to strengthen itself and thus to
defend as efficiently as possible its su-
premacy and the material conditions
which make this possible. The media
impact of the September 11 attacks on
Washington and New York was of use
to all bourgeois States, both in the East
and in the West, allowing them to min-
imise the various sorts of contradic-
tions that were overwhelming them
and which, in the end, can be traced
back to the stubbornly chronic nature
of the crisis — a crisis that is already be-
ginning to raise problems of social con-
trol, particularly in areas that are less
developed but richer in the natural re-
sources essential to the overloaded in-
dustrial machinery of capitalism. The
paralysing and stupifying effect of ter-
rorist acts (and the consequent “mili-
tary retaliation”) which are so skilfully
exploited in the media should give us
cause for reflection.

For example, itis a fact that in the weeks
preceding the attack, the atmosphere in
the United States had been strongly
characterised by news of the ever-wors-
ening trends in the economy. This was
brought up by the “St. Louis Post-Dis-
patch”, for instance, which produced a
headline to an article published four
days after the attacks, reading: “U.S. in-
dustrial production falls for 11th month
in a row” (Sept.15, 2001, BIZ 8). Or by

the “New York Times Magazine”, in a
long article also published after the at-
tacks, in which it argued, supplying am-
ple factual evidence, that: “even before
the attack, our economic condition was
looking unusually precarious” (and it
was shown that the attacks’ actual, di-
rect consequences on the US economy
were in fact only relatively serious)
(Sept.30, 2001, p.38). Or, again — mov-
ing over to the other side — we our-
selves have been clearly demonstrating
this for some time: to quote an exam-
ple, the article “The course of capital-
ism: USA”, which was published in is-
sue 10/2001 of this very journal, was
dedicated to a careful analysis of the US
crisis (as is its updating, published in
this number of Internationalist Papers).

Itis undeniable that many essential sec-
tors of the US economy (from the steel
industry to high-tech, from insfrastruc-
tures to the car industry) had been on
shaky ground for some time, if not al-
ready in the midst of a real crisis. The
airlines, too, had been in a precarious
situation well before September 11,
with waves of redundancies and merg-
ers (not limited to the United States, as
is demonstrated by the bankruptcy of
none other than the Swiss airline, Swiss
Air, the pride and joy of the country of fi-
nance par excellence).

The illusion of an end to economic cy-
cles and unlimited increases in produc-
tivity due to the dawn of so-called
“new economy” was shattered when



the bubble of speculation burst in
spring 2000, clearly revealing the pre-
carious balance of world economy. Its
recent development had been based
on over-speculation and the drugged
growth of the American “engine”, fu-
elled by the growing debts of indus-
tries and families financing luxury in-
vestments and consumption.

Both in the US and in the world a com-
plex process was, and still is, taking
place of economic reorganisation (re-
structuring, mergers, redundancies,
etc.), whose aim was and is to sustain
the growing weight of a crisis that is
now spreading in its full, dramatic mag-
nitude, even though it has not yet
reached the limit of collapse and catas-
trophe. This is also the background to s-
tate intervention, which has become
more widespread and insistent over the
past few months (to the shame of all the
rhetoric that has been spent on neo-lib-
eralism and, on one seemingly oppos-
ing front, of the whining from the “anti-
global movement” regarding the ne-
cessity of regulating liberal excesses).
More importantly, this is the same sce-
nario that sees the military-strategic re-
positioning strategies, which have been
going on now for around a decade, s-
ince the time of the Gulf War, and
whose aim is to control power sources
and their transport routes over an area
reaching from sub-Sahara Africa to
Central Asia—an area in which inter-im-
perialist appetites, increasingly sharp-
ened by the economic crisis, are en-
gaged in what has now become open
and inevitable conflict, in the attempt to
re-draw the political-military map of re-
gions that are precious both under-
ground (oilfields, various raw materials,
even water, etc.) and above ground (ac-
quaducts, pipelines, gas-lines).

As demonstrated in the preceding arti-
cle, the umpteenth military campaign
in this area, whilst awkwardly camou-

flaged as “war against terrorism”, is a
confirmation of the state of crisis and
necessity in which all economies are
floundering, particularly that of the
UsS, still the most powerful and capa-
ble of unloading the burden and ef-
fects of the crisis — be they commer-
cial, political or military — onto the
shoulders of others. But the confirma-
tion reaches beyond this.

There can be no doubt, for instance,
about the openly anti-proletarian na-
ture of the “terrorism-war trap”. For
one thing, the attack on the Twin Tow-
ers of New York slaughtered an un-
known number of workers, many of
whom were clandestine or irregular
and therefore non-existent to official
statistics because of their families’ fear
to come forward and declare their loss-
es (janitors, maintenance workers,
heating technicians, messengers, wait-
ers, plumbers, cooks, mechanics, hy-
draulic technicians, general factotums,
etc.). For another, it sent the city’s un-
employment figures rocketing by sev-
eral tens of thousands (and it was not
only the employees of the stock ex-
change or up-and-coming brokers who
were involved, but the companions of
the workers previously mentioned).
Moreover, the attack made “national
heroes” out of workers such as firemen
and — more recently, with the wave of
“anthrax letters” — the postmen, who
had recently been affected by a huge at-
tack on their working conditions, pro-
moted by the same organisations that
now glorify them as an example of pa-
triotism on the altar of a decidedly ten-
dentious national, cross-class solidarity.

This is an ideological move characteris-
tic of “armoured democracy” - the
same régime which, whilst cloaking it-
self in the appearances of democracy,
has instead inherited from the régimes
defeated in World War Il the centralis-
ing, totalitarian stuff of fascism, both in
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economic and in ideological terms. The
outburst of patriotism that has been re-
leased after 11 September on both
sides of the Atlantic has this precise ob-
jective: on the one hand, to deal a
heavy blow to the working class
throughout the world, fuelling its con-
sternation, fear, sense of uncertainty
and paralysis and, on the other hand,
to project it, in its national segments,
towards a patriotic dimension. Turning
firemen and postmen into “national
heroes” means eraszing the class lines
once again and suffocating the fact that
these workers are the victims of contra-
dictions and conflict within capitalism
in a revoltingly sticky syrup of chauvin-
ism; it means anaesthetising any be-
ginnings of anger or indignation that
might lead in the direction of a chal-
lenge to the status quo. The colleagues
of the firemen and postmen who have
died must replace the stars-and-
stripes-decorated homage to the “na-
tional heroes” (and this will be a long
and difficult path, where the need for
the international communist party will
again be felt) with a vivid and live
memory of fellow workers who fell vic-
tim to a war that was not theirs, to the
umpteenth massacre in an undeclared
war that has been going on ever since
the economic, social, political and eco-
nomic vampire embodied by capital
has been alive, prospering - and
spreading destruction.

This ideological structure informs the
entire field of action of the bourgeoisie
throughout the world. The explicitly
anti-proletarian nature of imperialist
actions (in war as in peace: both are im-
perialist war and imperialist peace)
does, in fact, lie behind the official
proclamations that military campaigns
aim to defeat international terrorism,
just as it is behind the recurring dis-
guise (used by all those involved) of
the conflict as a “clash of civilisations™
or “of religions”, thus encouraging a

return by the working classes to the
mystical-religious, the irrational fanati-
cism of faith which distracts them (and
has always distracted them, whether
they be Christians, Muslims, Buddhists
or Hindus, etc-etc.) from any class-ori-
ented prospects. Official proclamations
from both sides have contributed to
this and are often mere photocopies of
one another: “God is with us”, “We
must fight Evil”, “Those who are not
with us are against us”, etc. Every
bourgeoisie must proclaim a disinter-
ested, moral intention, in order to mo-
bilise the entire population, within a
framework that provides the essential
basis and support network for its own
bourgeois power politics. Moreover,
the recent measures adopted by Bush
to “strike a blow at terrorism” (a free
hand in telephone and electronic bug-
ging, stricter control over illegal immi-
gration, the right to detain suspects in
prison for several days, and so on:
measures that the bourgeoisie
throughout the world is hastening to
imitate) are moving in the same direc-
tion of “armoured democracy” that we
have always described as a character-
istic of the second post-war era, togeth-
er with corresponding measures to
centralise the economy. The loudly-
heralded Freedom of the Best of All
Possible Worlds may thus be sacrificed
“for a just cause”, together with the in-
creasingly scraggy Dove of Peace.

This “armouring” is also evident in
other ways. The atmosphere of collec-
tive psychosis and the war effort have
to be sustained in all fields, particularly
in those that contribute to the much-
praised formation of “public opinion™.
This is why, months ago, Hollywood
was called to order with instructions to
turn out products that could in no way
be seen as “ambiguous”, and why
sources of information (newspapers
and television networks) have received
precise orders, a sort of “Decalogue”,



as to what can and, above all, cannot
be said —a Decalogue that immediately
scandalised sensitive souls but which
we see as further proof of a fascist-ori-
ented process that has been going on
for some time and is now, perhaps,
speeding up. The same can be said of
the military-oriented control of social
life, which, under the pretext of taking
anti-terrorist measures, produces fur-
ther waves of widespread anxiety and
an evident and growing difficulty in go-
ing about daily life. It is clear that the
aim of this “armouring” is not to “cap-
ture and eliminate terrorists™ (a lie that
could only be believed by complete id-
iots), but rather to introduce measures
and structures (as well as to create a
general atmosphere of emergency),
apt to take root in society in readiness
for the period of social tension that the
international bourgeoisie — with its cen-
tury-old expertise in domination, crisis,
and revolts — can see looming on the
horizon, distant as this may be.

At the same time, the return of a
chaotic “outward anti-imperialism™,
“anti-American feeling” and “enthusi-
asm for the Third-World” that we have
been witnessing over these few
months (together with an accompany-
ing and equally charlatan and servile
“pro-American feeling”, with dunces
of various shapes and sizes daubed
with stars and stripes) merely serves
to distract attention from the class
perspective, throwing the straggling,
divided, paralysed international prole-
tariat back into a backward and more
or less explicitly nationalist position,
or even into support for one ideologi-
cal or religious fundamentalism or an-
other, disguised as “anti-imperialism”
(and in reality the expression of up-
wardly-mobile national bourgeoisies),
which exploit and manipulate the des-
peration of vast, hungry masses. In
short, preparing the proletariat of all
countries for a new world massacre,

in the name of “little homelands™, lo-
cal or “area” interests, tired, irrational
and mongrel mythologies.

It must be strongly emphasised that
this is a (limited) war for the control of
power sources and to secure better po-
sitions in the division of the world,
which are already deemed necessary
by world capitalism, and thus, in the
end, a (limited) war to divide and dis-
tract the world proletariat before bind-
ing it once more to capitalism’s own
need to preserve itself. The race by the
various imperialist states to join the
Holy Anglo-American Alliance Against
Terrorism, far from representing a
new-found unanimity, is the most ex-
plicit indication that each is looking to
the “future” of its own national inter-
ests, keen to safeguard its individual
share of the world’s plus-value.

In Italy, in particular, Stenterello (a char-
acter in traditional “commedia del-
I'arte”, representing the unfortunate
common man) has set off once more
with his personal distinguishing marks,
accompanied by opportunistic rhetoric
about “a red, white and green flag for
every family”, by spectacular demon-
strations of “solidarity” towards the
USA, organised by the bourgeois gov-
ernment circle, and by “goodbyes” to
the contingents departing from Taran-
to, arranged by the bourgeois circle of
the opposition, whilst the rhetoric of
timid and corrupting pacifism is once
more to be heard in “alternative” gath-
erings where the social-chauvinists of
tomorrow are being prepared. All unit-
ed, however, in their appearance at the
historical moment.

However, it is not enough to provide
brilliant analyses of the reasons why
this war was, and is, inevitable: analy-
ses which are certainly important but
insufficient. Beyond this, it must be s-
tated that war has been raging ever s-
ince the end of World War Il and will
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continue to rage as long as capital ex-
ists, because the daily extortion of plus
value is itself an undeclared war that fe-
rociously destroys human beings.

Beyond this it must be stated that this is
a war to save capital itself, to destroy
the proletariat as a historical force of
opposition and to turn it from an obedi-
ent machine for the production of plus
value today into flesh ready for slaugh-
ter tomorrow, when the necessity for
another world conflict asserts itself.

Beyond this it must be stated most em-
phatically of all that the only prospect
that must guide us in opposing the war
of capital is that of building agitation
and revolutionary defeatism, starting
out from the ceaseless struggle against
the actions of our own bourgeoisie, in
peace as in watr.

This means denying any claim to legit-
imacy by the rhetoric and practice of
the Union Sacrée, becoming aware of
the need to break any alliances with
our own bourgeoisie, refusing all at-
tempts at blackmail made in the name
of the country’s higher interests, of the
national economy or of the mother-
land.

It means that the working class needs
to strike a mortal blow to the heart of
bourgeois power, where plus value is
produced, returning to a consistent,
constant, and uncompromising de-
fence of its wage and working condi-
tions, never failing to pursue the objec-
tive of economic self-defence, since the
bourgeoisie will inevitably try to sacri-
fice this to its requirements for financ-
ing military venture.

“The proletariat of each country must,
of course, first of all settle matters
with its own bourgeoisie”, states the

Communist Manifesto of 1848. This
text and this agenda, which are today
revealed in their full relevance and ne-
cessity, should once again become
central to the action taken by the
world proletariat.

All complicity must be broken off with
the nation, the motherland, the “higher
interests of the country” and all those
(politicians, priests, policemen, journal-
ists) who defend them, flaunting the il-
lusory hope of improvements being
made within the system, of modifica-
tions and reforms, of patching up a sys-
tem that has merely become destruc-
tive and wasteful for humankind.

It is necessary to start once again to
fight for our interests, for life and sur-
vival — not as individuals (because this
would again mean ruin) but as a class,
a class that now exists worldwide.

It is necessary to return to the path of
an internationalism that is not moralis-
tic or self-pitying but a true battle-cry of
the exploited masses — masses that the
pattern of capital itself, up to its present
imperial phase, has now unified and
turned into a single army whose aim is
to challenge the political dominion of
the world bourgeoisie, to overthrow it
and begin a new mode of production
functional to the effective development
of the species and of Human Society.

This is the perspective, however ardu-
ous and long-term it may appear, with-
in which the International Communist
Party is working and moving against
the current, to start preparing the con-
ditions for the proletariat to emerge
victorious from the future conflict that
history will inevitably oblige it to un-
dertake against its class enemies
everywhere in the world, however they
may be disguised.



THE CONTINUITY

OF REVOLUTIONARY MARXISM
VERSUS THE CONTINUITY

OF IMPERIALIST WAR

Thereisaclear line of continuity linking the present war in Afghanistan (to
which “little Italy” can now make its obedient contribution, happily wag-
gingitstail a...the honour!) to thewar inthe Balkansand, still earlier, tothe
Gulf war of 1990-91. Thecontinuity isthat produced by the economic crisis
which beganinthemid-seventies. But in actual fact capitalist society hasal-
ways been at war: even limiting our considerations to the time of “ peace”

following the World War 11, this has meant as many as 125 conflicts of a
more or less extended nature, with around thirty million deaths! Capital is
war: inthefactoriesand in civil society, ason the battlefront. Aslong asthe
law of profit continuesto exist and society isbased onit, war —inamoreor
lesswarlike form—will beinevitable and constant.

At the time of the Gulf War, we wrote that: “for capitalism in the extreme
phase of imperidism war isin any case a periodic necessity to react against
the trend towards atendential fall in the average rate of profit, by destroy-
ing an excessof capital (of plusvauethat is capitalised on and open to cap-
italisation) that has remained idle or unableto valoriseitself, and, as such,
isinthe midst of an accumulation crisis, inmoreor lessthe sameway asthe
gresat crashes on the stock market, which follow one upon the other at anin-
creasingly giddy rate, destroy their mountains of ‘fictitious capita’ (shares,
obligations, etc.), not necessarily always of a speculative nature. Thisisa
necessary condition for the cycleto start up again at a‘ decent’ growth rete,
evenif itisinsufficient to prevent the mechanism from blocking again soon-
eror later” (1).

We also recdlled the words of Lenin, in “Zimmerwald at the Crossroads’
(/1/1917): “Bourgeois pacifistsand their ‘ socialist’ imitators and spokes-
men have always conceived of peace asbeng something distinct in terms of
itsvery principles, in the sensethat theideathat * War isacontinuation of the
politics of peace and peace is a continuation of the politics of war’ has al-
ways remained an enigmarto pacifists of both colours. Both the former and
thelatter have never resolved to agreethat theimperiaist war of 1914-17 is
acontinuation of theimperidist politicsof the 1898-1914 period, if not of an
evenlonger one. Neither of them can bring themselvesto agreethat, if bour-
geois governments are not overthrown by revolution, peace can only bean
imperialist peace, sinceit isthe continuation of animperiaist war.” (2)

A few calculationswill reveal the continuity between 2001 and 1898 (if not
even earlier)!

The economic crisisthat began in the mid-seventies accel erated and aggra-
vated this propensity towards war. And the last ten years, with the three se-

1. “No to imperiaist war
and peacel”, February
1991, Supplement to issue
1/1991 of our Italian peri-
odical Il programma comu-
nista.

2. ldem.
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3.“Notoimperiaist war and

eace!”, February 1991, A : e
pSuppl ement to i;ryje 11991 1914 to say no toimperidist war, however it may be disguised in order to

of our Itaian periodical I  render it acceptable and digestible to its direct victims, the proletariat dis-
programma comunista. patched to tear one another to pieces on opposing fronts.

rious and bloody conflicts that have characterised the period (the Gulf, the Balkans,
Afghanistan), are dramatic proof of this.

The past decade has thus seen repeated transformations of the economic crisis (astruc-
tural crisis due to over-production: too many commodities and too much capital being
produced, an increasingly sharp drop in average rate of profit, capital leftidleintheim-
possibility of valorising itself asrapidly and intensely as necessary). This has happened
morefrequently and more aggressively in open warfare—in warswhose objectiveswere:
a) to destroy excess production (and thence rebuild), b) to exert control over areas of es-
sential economic and strategic importance by the most powerful capitalism (in this case
the USA versusall theequally lurid but weaker others), c) to strikeanother blow at thein-
ternational proletariat, dividing and confusing them and driving them back into thearms
of their worst enemy —nationalismin al its various shapes. democratic, fundamentalist,
liberal, dictatorial.

Thissituation, which isbeing so dramatically repeated at present, to recur again tomor-
row and the day after tomorrow until anew world conflict explodes, must be counteredin
the only way possible for Marxist revol utionaries worthy of the name: by means of rev-
olutionary defeatism. This may seem adistant and unattainable prospect. Certainly the
disaster brought about by the Stalinist and democratic counter-revolution isso serious as
tohaverobbed it of credibility and madeit seemimpracticableat the present time. Onthe
one hand thereisno other way, and on the ather the prospect still hasto be prepared, right
now, patiently and devotedly. Again at the time of the Gulf War wewrote: “Workerswill
increasingly refuse, and MUST refuse, to put the defence of their living and working con-
ditions, and the physical life of their children, after the dictates of economic efficiency
and the compatibility of their demands with the objectives pursued by the company and
by the government, or social peace as alever to the war effort. It isin constant and un-
conditional daily resistance to the attacks by capital and its State — resistance using the
means and methods of class conflict including agenerd strike unlimited intimeand s-
cope—, intherefusd to servethe' motherland’ to the detriment of eventhemost basicin-
terests of the class, that the conditions are forged for revolutionary defeatism, when, in
any case, every workers' struggle for the defence of their immediate and undeniable
rights automatically sowsthe first seeds, whether intentionally or not. At the sametime
this, if carried out coherently, isthe only form of strugglewhich, in given circumstances,
isat least ableto contrast and even prevent further entrapment [ ...] by theruling classand
by their government. No to war, then: no to national solidarity, no to the mock-strikes.
Oppositionto callsby the government, the parties, and the unionsto socia peace, towork
discipline, to the acceptance of ‘ sacrifices made necessary by the situation’[...]. Itisby
means of thissort of struggle—our struggle—that the conditions are prepared for thefina
revolutionary victory: agreat and sweeping mass movement against the bourgeois socia
order, responsible, anongst other infamy, of imperiaist daughter; therevolutionary class
party as the essential weapon for the transformation of the classinstinct into conscious
action directed against the heart of bourgeois dominion, the State, in all its various rami-
fications. ‘If not today, then tomorrow; if not during this war, then during the next’
[Lenin, ‘ The Situation and Tasks of the Socidist Internationa’, 1/11/1914]. Thereisno
solution to the problem of imperialist wars apart from the revolution of the proletariat.
Thisiswhat we have to work for, obstinately, every day” (3).

Thisisstill, and alwayswill be, our battle cry; thisisstill, and awayswill
be, our line of continuity: with 1991, with 1939, with 1914, with 1898-



The martyrdom of the masses

In the Middle East will not end until
an international, class perspective
IS regained, resisting and opposing

any temptation to be lured
by national interests

It has become a slow and bloody exter-
mination. So much so that, as always
happens in this “best of all possible
worlds”, a monstrous daily routine has
set in of keeping tag on the new deaths
in this war - an undisguised war be-
tween States, whether they be weak or
strong, officially acknowledged or not,
and whatever their connections to this
or that imperialist power or shifting in-
ternational front. We have already dealt
with the “Palestinian issue” (which is in
fact a “a general Middle Eastern issue”
regarding a key area in capitalist geo-
politics) on several occasions. For
decades now the proletariat and the
poor, newly-proletarian masses of this
region have been paying a personal
price as the hopeless, exploited victims
of bourgeois class relations, because of
the region’s importance for raw materi-
als (directly as far as the control and dis-
tribution of water resources is con-
cerned, and indirectly as regards the ne-
cessity for American imperialism to con-
trol the oilfields of the Gulf through the
pivotal State of Israel). They pay the
price of the Arab bourgeoisie’s cow-
ardice, always ready to hire itself out to
this or that imperialist power and ter-
rorised by the thought of uprisings a-
mongst the peasants and the proletariat.
They pay the price of the role allotted to

Israel in the period immediately follow-
ing the Second world war as a “gen-
darme” supposed to guarantee the re-
gion’s stability, as well as the price of the
deadly plague of nationalist prospects,
dangled before their eyes in one way or
another over the course of the decades
but always a paralysing influence (from
pan-Arabic prospects to Islamic funda-
mentalism). They pay for the economic,
political and strategic impact of the
world recession that started in the mid-
seventies and struck the whole area, in-
cluding Israel.

Itis not only the armoured tanks and the
air-force bearing the star of David that
are massacring the Palestinians day af-
ter day. Itis also the blind alley they have
been chased into by nationalism: the s-
logan of the *“State of Palestine” as a po-
litical solution to an endemic state of
warfare, the subordination of their vital
needs, work and daily survival to the in-
terests of a Palestinian (and, in a broader
sense, Arab) bourgeoisie which is just as
foul and cynically anti-proletarian as its
Israeli counterpart, the iron heel of pure-
ly national interests on both sides crush-
ing their battle. Once again it has been
demonstrated - on the scorched hills of
Palestine, amongst the battered houses
and on the battlefield of the streets —
how pertinent the call to revolutionary
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defeatism still is, with its refusal to fight
alongside the national bourgeoisie in
the name of so-called common inter-
ests. There is no national issue still open
in this area that can contemplate the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie rallying
on the same side of the fence (even if
politically and militarily independent) in
order to get rid of suffocating imperial-
ism and thus set up a capitalist mode of
production. Capitalism has been alive
and kicking in this area for decades and
speaks both Arabic and Hebrew, just as
it does English or German, French or I-
talian.

In this region the proletariat can expect
nothing from Arafat or from one Arab-
extremist military leader or another. The
only hope for the proletariat here to
break out of the blind alley of daily s-
laughter - the holocaust for a cause that
is not theirs - is by disengaging them-
selves, once and for all from any nation-

alist prospects. They will only be able to
do this in as far as the proletariat of the
imperialist cities (and therefore the Is-
raeli proletariat, too, which obviously
has certain privileges compared to its
Palestinian counterpart, but which is just
as subject to the paralysing blackmail of
the national myth) begins to take action
and throw out all subjection or loyalty to
its own bourgeoisie.

We shall be returning to this issue in
greater depth. However, we urgently
wish to re-state, loud and clear, the key
to change without which this martyr-
dom will never cease but, instead, be-
come more of a bloodbath day by day.
The only real prospect for the Middle
East, as in other similar key areas where
social tension is building up day by day
and ever-closer to exploding, is a com-
munist, internationalist and class
prospect. Never - NEVER - rallying on
national fronts.

The fact that economic interests play a decisive role does
not in the least imply that the economic (i.e., trade union)
struggle is of prime importance; for the most essential, the
“decisive” interests of classes can be satisfied only by rad-
ical political changes in general. In particular the funda-
mental economic interests of the proletariat can be satis-
fied only by a political revolution that will replace the dic-
tatorship of the bourgeoisie by the dictatorship of the pro-

letariat

W. |. Lenin, What is to be done?




The* Anti-Global Movement” - After The* Events of Genoa” *

THE ONLY REAL PERSPECTIVE
ISREVOLUTIONARY MARXISM

The “events of Genod’ are too
widely known for it to be neces-
sary to summarize and recall them
here. In the streets of the city, on
the bodies of the tens of thousands
of peoplewho flocked to “ demon-
strate against the powerful of the
earth”, a tragic performance was
played out, an angry pre-scripted
event, which resulted in one young
man murdered, hundreds of people
wounded and arrested, and above
all in the usual ballet of lamenta-
tions and blame, indignation and
cynicism. The whole affair, from
the demonstrations against global -
ization to their brutal repression by
the police and the aftermath, runs
therisk of drowning areal and on-
going problem (how to struggle a-
gainst capitalism) in yet another
democratic, reformist, recrimina-
tory and moralistic swamp, and
thus of not taking asingle step to-
ward even aremotely class-based
perspective: rather, to take anum-
ber of steps backward.

Whoever wishes, therefore, to real-
ly draw, serioudy and lucidly,
some non-episodic lessons from
the “events of Genoa”, will neces-
sarily have to do so by beginning
from some genera considerations.
Let uslook at them, while also re-
ferring the reader, for further am-

plification and context, to the sub-
stantial article on the “no-global
movement” which will be put on
theweb in duetime.

1) The state is not an organ above
the different parts of society, a se-
vere but just father who concerns
himself impartially with the good
of al. Onthe contrary- -and Marx-
ism has always said so in theory
and demonstrated it in facts—the
state isa product of the division of
society into classes and cannot be
anything else but an instrument of
therule (and of the maintenance of
this rule) of the class in power: n
this instance, in the capitalist sys-
tem, an instrument of the bour-
geoisie, the social expression of
capital asaworld economic power.
The bourgeois state is precisely at
the service of the general interests
of capital, both on the nationa and
international level (and thus with
all the contradictionsthisimplies):
independently of the puppets (real
and authentic zombies) who arein
this or that government, at this or
that moment.

To think and (still worse!) to make
others think that the bourgeois s-
tate can and should represent the
“collectivity”, the “citizens’ (and
that if it does not, thisis only be-
cause a handful of scoundrels and
rogues have taken it over and sub-

1. For reasons of space,
we have to postpone to
Internationalist Papers
12 a wider article of
analysis of the “Anti-
Global Movement”,
which however can be
found in English in our
website  www.ilpro-
grammacomunista.com.
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ordinated it to their own will) is tanta-
mount to nourishing adisastrousillusion.
To proclaim that the state must be “torn
from the control of the multinationals” or
of “corporative interests’, and “restored
toitsrole as guardian of the collectivity”
comes down to playing arole of mystifi-
cation, of theoretical-political disarma-
ment, of open deception and betrayal .

2) With its* special bodies of armed men,
prisons, etc.” (Lenin, Sate and Revolu-
tion),this state is thus the organ of domi-
nation of the ruling bourgeois class. As
such, it has been and will aways be the
open enemy of revolution and commu-
nism, asit is moreover the enemy of any
partial strugglefor the defense of the con-
ditions of life and work of the exploited
masses (the exampl e of the steel workers
roughed up in Genoa well before the G8
has been quickly forgotten by everyone,
and this should be food for thought.) To
complain because the state has exercised
its real repressive role means not even
minimally understanding what the state
is, and the nature of the regime which e-
merged victorious from the second world
massacre. It thus means to promote, and
to accept, thetheoretical and practica im-
possibility of resisting and fighting it.
With the G8 of Genoa, the Italian bour-
geoisie readily seized the occasion for
some big military maneuvers, and for
testing men and equipment, strategies
and logistics, thus showing once again a)
that it sees (with a perception developed
through the experience of several cen-
turies) the deegpening and the spread of e-
conomic crisis as prefiguring critical
times of growing social tensionsb) that it
must thus prepare itself, making it clear
how it intends to respond, i.e. with vio-
lence and repression. In fact, the main
force to which this message is addressed
isthe proletariat in itsfuture struggles, a
gainst which open bourgeois violence al-

ternates with democratic clap-trap to de-
fend the survival and theimpersond rule
of capital, and only secondarily the mid-
dle classes, who today are protesting a
gainst their increasingly precarious situa-
tion, and who haveto berechanneled into
more modest aspirations. The Italian
bourgeoisie has also shown that it knows
how to use the insipid and irresponsible
character of the so-called “antagonistic
movements’ (movements of a sponta-
neous nature which, it is worth mention-
ing, have a long and dark tradition of
sending into the fray forces politically
and organizationally defenseless) to di-
vide, fragment, intimidate, repress and
parayze.

3) “Police state”? “Chilean situation”?
The bourgeois state constitutes its appa-
ratus of control and repression in order to
aways maintain alevel of potential vio-
lencein its confrontations with the work-
ing class, with the aim of unleashing it
openly when doing so suits its needs.
Whoever today blathers about “demo-
cratic police” isacretin and afaithful ser-
vant of the bourgeoisie. For more than
half a century, we internationalist com-
munists have been arguing that the
regime which emerged victorious from
the second world massacre, behind its
democratic facade, inherited from
Nazism and fascism the latter’s profound
economic, social and political substance:
concentration of state powers, centraliza-
tion of economic lifewiththedirect inter-
vention of the state for the preservation of
capitalist interests, the growing milita-
rization of sociad life, theintegration of u-
nionsinto the state, the constitution of big
clientelisticl lobbies, the media-driven
creation of consensus, etc. And we have
defined this regime as an “armored
democracy”. Democrats, Stalinists, re-
formists, and spontaneists of al kinds,
while throwing themselves into disman-



tling, piece by piece, even the
memory of what Marxism, class
struggle, revolutionary politics,
and communism are, have found
nothing better to do than to laugh at
our “old and outmoded” analysis.
Except, that is, when overwhel med
by the blows of police clubs, the
streams of jeeps and a dead
demonstrator, they shed crocodile
tears over “desecrated democra-
cy”. These people, whether they
today call themselves the Rifon-
dazione Comunista or “tute
bianche”’ (2), Genoa Social Forum
or Black Bloc, or find their affini-
tiesinthe folkloric rainbow of col-
ored (or colorless?) names and
symboals, or are on the payroll of
bourgeois institutions which pre-
tendtofight, or aremotivated by s-
terile and existential rebellion, are
directly co-responsiblefor thedis-
aster of collective experiencessuch
as the “anti-G8 demonstration in
Genod’, adisaster which can only
nourish frustration and a sense of
impotence, or set off achain reac-
tion of adventurist efforts: al of
them, however, having in common
the refusal of arevolutionary per-
spective (and thus of preparation
forit).

4) Itisobviousthat the“no-global”
movement, or whatever one wish-
es to cdl it (in this race entirely
turned upon itself to name some-
thing that has no substance), in ad-
dition to offering no real response
to capitalist cannibalismandraot, is
totally vulnerable to every kind of
provocation, aggression, and infil-
tration: precisely because of itsin-
definite, fluid, “ecumenical” char-
acter, its non-existent political and
programmatic dimensions, and its

eclectic, spontaneist, improvised
nature. But the problemisnot only
that of provocateurs and infiltra-
tors. the problem is that the “no-
global” movement is completely
without any theoretical-political
discourse and thus places its trust
in that “ethical mass participation”
which only leads to disastrous de-
feats. In light of the verbal contor-
sions of the operetta revolutionar-
ies who were playing a being
“hard” leaders of the movement,
and who then squawked that “the
police did not stick to the agree-
ments’, the “events of Genoa’ at
least serve asareminder that revo-
Iutionary palitics, in none of its
forms, from the anonymous work
of theoretical preparationto propa
ganda and proselytism, from the
strike to the picket line, from the
blockage of productionto thelarge
demonstration, without forgetting
for amoment the seizure of power
and the establishment of the prole-
tarian dictatorship, that none of this
isacountry outing, nor atripto the
beach with a guitar and a bottle of
beer, nor a“street rave’ for recon-
necting with old friendsand for be-
ing able to say “I was there”, and
finally not the latest occasion for
acting out one's own nihilist and
individua rage.

Today, in order to struggle conse-
quently against the regime of capi-
tal inall itsforms, something more
is necessary than some eruption of
urban guerrilla warfare here or
there in the world, or the bleating
call for “dternative spaces’, or the
vague and misguided “globaliza-
tion from below” which isnothing
more than a sinister reformism
dressed up with Christian-tinged
appeals to good will. To this end,

2. The“tute bianche” are
those wearing entirely
white clothes and identi-
fying themselves with
the* community centers’
movement,  formerly
“workers autonomy”.
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the necessities of today are revolutionary
preparation, the destruction of every bour-
geois and petty bourgeois myth (from
pacifismto democracy, from ecologismto
the “socid state”, etc.), the reaffirmation
of integral Marxist theory against al the
attackslaunched by theideology of capi-
ta and the Stalinist counter-revolution,
which has destroyed every tradition of in-
ternational proletarian struggle, and fina -
ly the spread on aworld scale of theinter-
national communist party. And what will
be necessary tomorrow isthe world revo-
|ution and the dictatorship of the prol etari-
a, led by itsparty.

5) “Globaization” is not a perverse
process set in motion in recent yearsby a
handful of selfish interests (individuals,
companies, states) which are daily tram-
pling on “collective rights’, to be op-
posed by assembling a large, formless
march every once in a while, or by
wreckingaMacDonad's, or destroying a
field owned by Monsanto, or by smash-
ing the windows of abank (preferably an
American one). What is improperly
called “globalization” is the process
through which, since the beginning and
with different velocities and intensities
according to the phase, capital tends to
penetrateinto every

corner of the world—an individuated
process, one described by Marxism since
the era of the Communist Manifesto, an
“old” book from 150 years ago which
some people would do well to re-read.
What we have been seeing for a quarter
of a century isthe intensification of this
process, under the pressure of astructural
economic crisis erupting as a conse-
guence of the closing of the expansive
cycle of the capitalist economy, whichin
turn was made possible by the enormous
destruction of commaodities (objects, in-
frastructure and human beings), caused
by the second imperiaist massacre. To

react to a crisis of such a scale, capital
knows only a few methods, each of
which is destined in turn to deepen the
crisis: the intensification of commercial
competition and control of markets,
sources of raw materials, of commercial
circuits (=sharpening of inter-imperialist
rivalries); the introduction of ever-more
sophisticated technologies (=expulsion
of manpower with the growth of unem-
ployment, contraction of the living labor
which produces surplus-value and thus
profit); proletarianization of ever-greater
sectors of the world population to secure
more tractable and cheaper manpower
(=great migratory flows, growing social
tensions, destruction of centuries-old bal-
ancesinlargeareas of the planet, increase
in the uncertainty of material conditions
of life). And behind dl this, when all this
no longer suffices, the final solution: a
new world-wide massacre which de-
stroys everything that has been produced
in excess (commodities and human be-
ings), as happened aready with the First
and Second World Wars. Thisisalife-or-
death necessity for capital, and not there-
sult of individual egoisms or bloody
wickedness: it is thus only by breaking
thisinfernal cycle once and for dl that it
will be possible to prevent capital from
destroying the human species.

6) From this point of view, it is obvious
that neither the bleating ethical pacifism
of handsintheair (an exemplary sign of
surrender) nor the anarchoid rebellion of
the window-breakers (with their absolute
and unabashed lack of structureand polit-
ical program), are an answer. The only
answer is the return in force, after
decades of devastating counter- revolu-
tion (carried out by Stalinism, fascism
and democracy) of the international
working class: not because it is “geneti-
cally revolutionary”, as some ingenuous
soul would haveit, but because it hasthe



potential power to block the vitd arteries
of capitalism, to strike at the point where
surplus-valueis produced, and thusto se-
riously threaten bourgeois power. And
this return is prepared, abetted and ren-
dered possible day after day: with acon-
stant labor of clarification, of organiza-
tion, of leadership, struggling against al
thosereformist, legalistic and democratic
positions which divert the working class
fromitspath, whichinvolveitin perspec-
tiveswhich arenot itsown, whichtieit to
the rotten cadaver (but one till unfortu-
nately on itsfeet) of the capitalist econo-
my, of its state, of its nation. Whilethe e-
conomic crisisis laying the foundations,
eroding reserves and guarantees, illu-
sionsand convictions, thisreturnisbeing
prepared with patience and seriousness,
lucidity and consciousness, and at the
same time with that passion and ardor
which characterized generationsand gen-
erations of revolutionary communists:
without diding back into the phantasms
of spontaneism, subjectivism and rebel-
liousness, of “everything and now”, of

the"concrete here and now”, but working
for atomorrow which can only have its
roots in today, for a today which has
meaning only when projected in atomor-
row, no matter how distant.

This can and must be done. But it can be
done only by returning to revolutionary
Marxism: with the hard but bracing work
of revolutionary preparation, of propa
ganda and proselytism, of spreading
communist theory and program, of con-
tinuous specific struggle against al the
openly enemy or, worse, deceptively
friendly ideologies, of the education of
new revolutionary generations destined
for days more luminous than today, of
guiding and steering proletarian struggles
throughout the world in an openly anti-
capitalist direction, of the international
grounding of the class party, solid in its
organization and its doctine.

Thismay seem adistant prospect; in real-
ity, it isthe only possible one, and the on-
ly realistic one, if wewishto avoid other,
and much worse, disasters.

Communism is the positive abolition of private property, of
human self-alienation, and thus the real appropriation of
human nature through and for man. It is therefore the re-
turn of man himself as a social, i.e. really human, being, a
complete and conscious return which assimilates all the
wealth of previous development. Communism as a fully de-
veloped naturalism is humanism and as a fully developed
humanism is naturalism. It is the definitive resolution of the
antagonism between man and nature, and between man
and man. It is the true solution of the conflict between ex-
istence and essence, between objectification and self-af-
firmation, between freedom and necessity, between indi-
vidual and specie. It is the solution of the riddle of history
and knowvs itself to be this solution.

K. Marx, Economic and philosophic manuscripts of 1844
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1. “Report on the Subject-
Matter in the Unpublished
Sixth Chapter of Marx’s
Capital” (Party General
Meeting in  Florence,
1965), now in Raccolta
delle Riunioni di Partito,
vol. XIV, ed. Il Programma
Comunista, p. 75.

One of the characteristic argu-
ments of the ruling capitalist ide-
ology is that which considers (or,
rather, would like to consider) the
present system of life and pro-
duction eternal. The argument
runs that this system is the ulti-
mate and definitive result of a
millenary development of hu-
man history, and that the level of
‘civilization’ achieved is such that
the economic and social rela-
tions which lie at its base can be
improved upon but need not be
altered at all. Consequently, it is
argued, the market, money, com-
panies, commodities and wage
labour are ‘natural’ categories of
man (re-baptized, as it happens,
‘homo aeconomicus’) which,
perfected over time, have
reached the more complete and
rational forms of today.

As an expression of the econom-
ic and political domination of the
ruling class, this false represen-
tation pervades all layers of soci-
ety. Naturally, this idea of the
‘eternal’ capitalist world and its
‘categories’ crops up continually
in a number of different guises
with a view to strengthening
control over and disarming the
proletariat, the class on which all
the economic and social power
of bourgeois domination rests.

Indeed, it is human activity and

THE HISTORICAL NECESSITY
OF COMMUNISM

power (also understood in terms
of the work of preceding genera-
tions and the development of
productive forces) which leads to
the materialization of wealth, but
capital mystifyingly takes pos-
session of that power and quali-
fies itself as being ‘productive’. In
other words, what happens is
that “the contrivance of present
day society and the weight of tra-
ditional ideas with which it is in-
fested lead to the vain belief that
productive forces are an innate
characteristic of capitalism. As a
consequence, the modern social
character of large scale produc-
tion (whose performance levels
have eclipsed those of a more
lacklustre past) is attributed to
the power of capital rather than
the collective power of human
work” (1).

Is Communism Dead?

The fall of the Berlin Wall and the
explosion of the USSR and its
closely knit alliance of states (the
first general consequence of a
historical crisis gnawing away at
the capitalist system, a crisis
which began hitting the weaker
links in the chain during the mid-
seventies), proved useful ammu-
nition in the bourgeois battle to
uphold the underlying argument
that capitalism is eternal. ‘Com-



munism’ was dead, or so the pa-
pers said! (just as it had been
‘created’: conveniently, most for-
got to mention the fact — whether
out of ignorance or calculation, it
matters not — that communism is
the total negation of the bour-
geois economy!). At last the road
was clear for the universal affir-
mation of Democracy and Liber-
ty, Wealth and Peace, brought
forth by peaceful commerce and
the world market.

“Left wing” opportunists wasted
no time in joining the bandwag-
on. They changed their names
and symbols, tarted themselves
up to ply the same rank wares of
yesteryear at the table of the con-
servative bourgeoisie and darted
in among the rank and file of a
proletariat who was so disorient-
ed and disarmed as to be unable
to defend its own standard of liv-
ing. All this at a time when capi-
talism - albeit in haphazard and
uneven manner —was starting to
offload the cost of the crisis.

Never was a conclusion so rash!
Right from the beginning, it was
clear that (non-existent!) com-
munism was far from death’s
door. But another thing was also
clear:  notwithstanding the
means at its disposal, the bour-
geoisie was incapable of explain-
ing the phenomena afflicting the
world, in history as in nature, and
this failure is due to its parasitic
(and therefore superfluous) na-
ture. This was a reminder of the
fact that as far as the further de-
velopment of productive forces
was concerned and, more impor-
tantly, the necessity for a rational
and fully aware organization of
the human species, bourgeois

social relations had by now be-
come something of an obstacle.

The ‘deification’ of the categories
embodying bourgeois relations
lies at the heart of the indirect
declaration of ‘eternity’ of the
bourgeois system, as made by its
open supporters, as well as by
the theorists of opportunist par-
ties and by the half classes. This
deification synthesizes the domi-
nation of the bourgeois class at
the levels of ideological and con-
sensus superstructures. And the
necessity for the Communist Par-
ty to conduct an all-out theoreti-
cal battle derives precisely from
this. The theory, which came into
being at a determined time as a
historical programme of a class
emancipation, really is, in fact, a
weapon, a social force which
takes over the masses when they
are in motion. The possibility of
constantly supporting “the inter-
ests of the movement as a w-
hole” through “the various
stages of development which the
struggle of the working class a-
gainst the bourgeoisie has to
pass through” is indissolubly
bound up with the theoretical ‘ad-
vantage’ of the communists. This
allows them to understand “the
lines of march, the conditions,
and the ultimate general results
of the proletarian movement.” (2)

Generally speaking, as Marx ob-
served a propos Proudhon, it is
precisely the inability to under-
stand the mechanisms and laws
of development of economic
capitalism and the social situa-
tion which lies at the heart of ab-
surd and idealistic philosophical
theories. (3)

2. Marx-Engels, Mani-
festo of the Communist
Party (Ch.Il, “Proletarians
and Communists”), in
The Portable Karl Marx
(New York: Penguin
Books, 1983), p.218.

3. Cf. Marx, “Letter to
Annenkov” (18/12/1846).
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4. F. Engels, Socialism,
Utopian and Scientific
(1892), in F. Engels, Se-
lected Writings (Penguin
Books, 1967), p.206.

5. Cf. Marx “Unpub-
lished Sixth Chapter of
Capital”, where refer-
ence is made to Basti-
at’s text of 1850, La gra-
tuité du credit.

On the contrary, the scientificity
of dialectical materialism rests
on the fact that “the final causes
of all social changes and political
revolutions are to be sought, not
in men’s brains, not in man’s bet-
ter insight into eternal truth and
justice, but in changes in the
modes of production and ex-
change. They are to be sought
not in the philosophy, but in the
economics of each particular e-
poch.” (4)

The struggle against the ‘best-of-
all-possible-world’ apologists of
capitalism (like the battle against
the petit bourgeois reformists
who advocate capitalism without
all its evil frills) has always been
more than simply a question of
theory: in substance, it has also
provided an opportunity for the
scientific verification of the theo-
ry in relation to the development
of the historical process. Nowa-
days, the thesis of Bastiat (whose
theory of harmonious capitalism
saw capital as the democratic,
philanthropic and egalitarian
power par excellence) (5) lies
buried beneath the rubble of cap-
italistic contradictions in an im-
perialist phase: unemployment,
growing insecurity, hunger and
misery on the one hand, and
overproduction, wastage and
mean, superfluous luxury on the
other. All these things derive
from the laws of expanded re-
production of capital.

The Limits of Capitalism

Capitalism is in the midst of its
imperialist phase: monopolistic
and parasitic in economics, reac-

tionary in politics. With the cre-
ation of a worldwide market and
the replacement of the personal
ties typical of feudal social rela-
tions with the system of econom-
ic dependency fostered by the
bourgeoisie (even if, as Marx and
Engels observe, truthfully speak-
ing, individuals are less free be-
cause they are more subject to
an objective force), capitalism
has exhausted any progressive
historical function. Finally, it has
revealed its inability to make use
(as capital) of all the means of
production which have been cre-
ated and the existing workforce.
Capitalism is, therefore, unable
to ‘manage’ the forces of produc-
tion, whose social character is in-
creasingly at odds with the
mean-spirited bourgeois rela-
tions of appropriation and ex-
change.

As all our articles have demon-
strated over the last one hundred
and fifty years, it is precisely
these productive forces which
are seeking to shake off their cap-
italist character in an effort to
overcome the limits of capitalism
and, at last, resolve the contra-
diction between what is — by now
— the social character of produc-
tion and the as yet private char-
acter of the capitalist appropria-
tion of the social product.

From time to time, the capitalist
system is shaken to its founda-
tions by crises which reveal a
grotesque world where a surplus
production of commodities and
capital sit side by side with the
misery and degradation of the
growing mass population of the
world. As we have seen, these



crises represent, on the one hand, a
means of temporarily solving the fun-
damental contradictions between pro-
ductive forces and bourgeois relations
(thanks to the obligatory en masse de-
struction of productive forces); on the
other, they cannot but lay the ground
for further general crises of an even
more violent nature, diminishing at the
same time the means whereby those
selfsame crises might be averted (6).

During these crises the phenomenon
of centralisation becomes more com-
mon: by this is implied the removal
from power and the ruin of numerous
capitalists (especially those lower
down the scale, although the big shots
are by no means exempt) in favour of
an increasingly select minority of capi-
tal resources in the form of stock com-
panies. Recent statistics (see the Italian
Rapporto Ricerche e Studi, July 1999)
point out that there are 241 industrial
and energy groups in charge of 34.000
companies which account for over 17
million employees worldwide. What is
more, during the last ten years the av-
erage size of these mega groups has
grown by 67% in Europe and the USA
and by 60% in Japan, a result which
must be attributed in part to the wide-
spread spate of mergers and takeovers
and the growing interpenetration be-
tween banks, finance companies and
industry.

This process of concentration is a glob-
al phenomenon: it is the direct result of
the internal dynamic of capital devel-
opment, and a consequence of its cri-
sis. Concentration inevitably magnifies
such consequences and at the same
time intensifies the submissive posi-
tion of the state in relation to capital,
while also broadening the range of s-
tate intervention and strengthening the
more important states themselves (de-

spite the process of 6. Cf.
ephemeral geographical
dismemberment bound up
with the proliferation of
micro-states which are in-
dependent in name only).
In the end, the rule of fi-
nancial capital extends and
intensifies conflicts among states
which are, unavoidably, tied to the im-
perialistic carve-up of the planet, the in-
evitable imbalances of capital, and
changes in the respective power rela-
tions.

Notwithstanding the much hyped
progress of industry and technology,
the torment of work has become more
intense, over a billion people are un-
employed or under-employed and
more still live with the real threat of
hunger and starvation. To the wage-
earners the future has become an enig-
ma, thus adding to their misery (which
resides in tomorrow’s uncertainty,
rather more than in low wage levels).
And, with the intensification of the
global market and typically bourgeois
mercantile relations (i.e., that ensem-
ble of historically specific and deter-
mined social relations) the contradic-
tions of the capitalist system have be-
come more intense and widespread.

The Historical Condemnation
of Capitalism

Marx and Engels observed that, from
the introduction of manufacturing on-
wards, commerce takes on a political
importance: various nations become ri-
vals in a no hold barred trade struggle.
As confirmation of this, conflict and de-
struction have always figured high on
the agenda of spreading ‘pacific’ trade:
only through these phenomena can
capitalism temporarily resolve its cri-

Marx-Engels,
Manifesto of the Com-
munist Party (Chapter
“Bourgeois and Proletar-
ians”); and F. Engels The
Evolution of Socialism.
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sis, partially eliminating its suffocating
levels of overproduction and allowing
it to raise that profit rate which is the
mainspring of the entire mechanism of
reproduction of capital. The periods of
imperialist peace which follow imperi-
alist wars are no less destructive for the
proletariat and are nothing more than a
ceasefire: intervals during which more
acute crises and wars are prepared.
Capitalism can only preserve itself by
wielding destruction with an increas-
ingly heavy hand.

All this is in the very nature of capital.
While examining the periodic destruc-
tion of capital Marx noted down in his
fundamental text, Grundrisse, the fol-
lowing extract from the bourgeois e-
conomist Fullarton: “A periodic de-
struction of capital has become a nec-
essary condition for the existence of
any kind of current profit rate. From
this point of view, these terrible calami-
ties which we have come to expect
with so much unrest and apprehen-
sion, and which we are so anxious to
avoid, are necessarily the natural and
indispensable remedy for a plethoric
and artificially inflated form of opu-
lence —a vis mendicatrix [healing force]
which, on a periodic basis, our present
social system is geared to exploiting so
as to free itself of the recurring gluts
threatening its existence. Hence the
system acquires anew its sheen and s-
parkling condition.”

That capitalism is experiencing a his-
torical crisis is evident from the in-
creasingly jaded economic figures and
the growing imbalance in society in
favour of a parasitic, bone idle minority
which (via stocks and shares - those
‘property’ options on other people’s
work) takes possession of a social
product obtained through the employ-
ment of the wage earning population.

Yet not only. The capitalist has turned
into a rentier and the bourgeoisie is, to
all effects, now a superfluous class.
The crisis also manifests itself in the in-
ability of the bourgeoisie to control the
environmental devastation which its
own lust for wealth has generated. For
example, in the United States the tem-
perature recently rose to 40° — nothing
strange about that, you might say. But
if a situation of this kind leads to the
deaths of hundreds of working people
and the poor, it becomes a social fact:
since its organisation is founded on
profit — and, therefore, on money and
commodities as instruments of media-
tion of social needs - capitalism must
carry the can.

The short and tall of the matter is that
capitalism, in its frenzy to accumulate
on an ever larger scale, takes social
degradation and the wastage of hu-
man resources and materials resulting
from human activity to ever greater
heights. This degradation and wastage
corresponds to the ‘rationality’ of capi-
talism which is bent on producing cap-
ital and not goods, exchange values in-
stead of use values, and is obliged to
produce profits instead of satisfying
needs. And this is its historical con-
demnation.

The aim of capital is accumulation, the
production of surplus value extorted
from living labour and, consequently,
the constant and widespread reproduc-
tion of those capitalistic relations which
actually allow for this process (first and
foremost, the wage-earners). Yet the
immanent laws of capital are such that
accumulation can only be built upon
successfully at a price which implies in-
creasingly destructive wars and crises:
these allow for the depreciation of su-
perabundant and surplus masses of
capital produced beforehand (ma-



chines and raw materials). How-
ever, the dialectic of enlarged re-
production of capital simultane-
ously engenders the conditions
of its being supplanted and the e-
conomic basis for a mode of pro-
duction at once antithetical and
superior: communism. In boost-
ing the forces of production, cap-
ital nourishes and increases the
social productivity of labour. And
yet at the same time, greater pro-
duction in use values (= greater
quantities of a given product)
leads to a reduction, on the one
hand, in the value of commodi-
ties, and on the other, in the prof-
it rate (i.e., the relation between
surplus value and the total
amount of advanced capital:
p/ct+v) as a consequence of the
relative reduction of the advance
in employed workforce as op-
posed to the other means of pro-
duction engaged.

This occurs because for every
worker employed, the portion of
surplus value increases in rela-
tion to the labour required for its
reproduction (and, therefore, in
relation to wages). This is so be-
cause the value (and not the
price) of the commodities per-
sonally consumed by the worker
diminishes. The social product
will, therefore, contain a relative-
ly smaller mass of labour and,
consequently, the production of
surplus value in relation to the
total capital employed will - giv-
en the absolute physical limits of
the working day — decrease as
well. As mentioned above, the
profit rate is the mainspring of
accumulation: every time it de-
creases, capitalism responds
with measures which necessari-

ly lead to greater productive
forces and new methods aimed
at producing relative surplus val-
ue (= more intense working days)
which increase its mass, yet fail
however to halt its downward
trend.

Marx called this “a typical ex-
pression of the capitalist mode of
production and the incessant de-
velopment of the social produc-
tivity of labour [ ... ] separate
from any distribution of this sur-
plus value among different cate-
gories” (7) and therefore from
the reciprocal relations which de-
rive from it. The most important
historical law of the capitalist
mode of production, the tenden-
cy of the profit rate to decline
(which can be read in the analy-
ses of industrial production and
the gradual reductions in produc-
tion figures) demonstrates the
transitory nature of capitalism as
amode of production: its failure,
in the sense that its self-valorisa-
tion (the valorisation of the char-
acter of capital of the means it ac-
tually employs) necessitates of
destruction.

The Historical Necessity
of Communism

The historical necessity of com-
munism resides in this capitalist
incapacity to dominate the forces
which historical development
has generated by accommodat-
ing them within the destructive
character of capital. First and
foremost, we are dealing with a
deterministic and not a volun-
taristic conclusion, because the
foundations of a new mode of

7. Marx, Capital, Vol.lll.
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8. Marx-Engels,
German ldeology.

The

production are already presentin
the womb of the old. They are
themselves products of its di-
alectical becoming. Yet the tran-
sition from one mode of produc-
tion to another is neither pacific
nor immediate. It requires, first of
all, revolutionary political action
which will entail the violent dem-
olition of the superstructure of
power and domination erected
by the established ruling class.
Secondly, and by no means less
important, such a transition ne-
cessitates of a period of time dur-
ing which a dictatorship of the
revolutionary class is organised
as the rule of the dominant class,
necessary to resist the inevitable
counter-revolutionary attempts,
to reorganize society along total-
ly different economic and social
lines, and finally usher in the
classless (and only then also s-
tateless) society —communism.

In fact, during the imperialistic
phase — when the economic ap-
paratus and forces of capitalism
are most highly concentrated - a
gradual, pacific and evolutionis-
tic solution to the crisis (without
a civil war between proletariat
and the international bour-
geoisie) is unthinkable. There-
after, a dictatorship of the prole-
tariat would serve to suppress
any attempt of the defeated class
to return to power. It would also
work for the international estab-
lishment of the revolutionary
process and, lastly, carry out
those despotic interventions in
property rights and the bour-
geois mode of production which
inevitably mark the phase of
transition to a new and superior
mode of production.

If, then, communism is not an
ideal or something which can be
established voluntaristically, but
rather “a real movement which
abolishes the current state of
things” (8), and whose condi-
tions ensue, therefore, from ex-
isting presuppositions, it follows
that the “volition” (insofar as it
exists) regards only the Party in
determined historical periods
and to the extent that it acts in ac-
cordance with historical necessi-
ty. Revolutions cannot be radio-
controlled (a well established an-
archist fixation). But what is real-
ly fundamental is the organisa-
tion — military and otherwise - of
the proletariat in the Party (in op-
position to all other parties) rep-
resenting its interests, so that it is
able to win and take control at
the decisive moment. In Marx-
ism, the conception of the rela-
tionship between class and Party
has always been openly anti-
democratic: the Party does not
follow the class, it directs it, and
the selfsame proletariat is noth-
ing without the Party. In its ab-
sence, the proletariat is incapable
of historical action.

There is no autonomous political
movement on the part of the pro-
letarian class (an artless, spon-
taneist and labourite fancy):
“What counts is not what this or
that proletariat — or even the pro-
letariat in its entirety — temporari-
ly establishes for itself as its aim.
What counts is what it will be his-
torically impelled to do in con-
formity with its being. Its end aim
and its historical action have al-
ready been established in ad-
vance, in concrete and irrevoca-
ble form, in terms of its existence



and in the overall organisation of
the present bourgeois society.”
(9) As in all Marxist works, the
term “being” here stands to indi-
cate social being (which deter-
mines social awareness), since
the life of men is founded upon
the existence of social relation-
ships which are independent of
their will. The proletariat itself
will have to be educated by the
revolution, and this revolution is
therefore “not only necessary
because the ruling class can be
overthrown in no other way, but
also because it is the only means
through which the class that pro-
vokes its demise can throw off all
the old filth and corruption and
put itself in a position to lay
down the new foundations of so-
ciety.” (10)

Summing up, if the foundations
of communism are rooted in the
dynamic development of capital-
ist contradictions (economic in
the last resort, but strictly bound
up to the materiality of the trans-
mission mechanisms of the cri-
sis, its political and military pro-
longations, and the leading role
of the Party as the embodiment
of the historical emancipation
programme of the proletarian
class), the transition phase to-
wards a communist society will
still require a state as the political
organ of the victorious class. It
will also imply a political instru-
ment of prohibition and control
alongside the initial, budding col-
lective administration on part of
the proletarian masses.

Communism is not an ideal and
neither is it an imaginative con-
struct on the part of well inten-

tioned men. In this it is different
from the vision held by Utopians
whose leading exponents, dur-
ing a determined historical peri-
od, nourished aspirations which
were legitimate yet based on ide-
alistic (and, therefore, vain) foun-
dations: in this epoch, the prob-
lem of how to go beyond capital-
ism had not yet been confronted
fully because the material bases
of its development were inade-
quate. In a letter to E. Pease dat-
ed 27/1/1886, Engels wrote that
“our ideas concerning the differ-
ences between a future non-cap-
italist society and the society of
today derive from precise deduc-
tions based on historical facts
and processes of development. If
such ideas remain bereft of this
close fitting bond with these facts
and becoming , they have no
practical or theoretical value.”

The harmonisation between
production and distribution
which communism will bring in-
to being - commencing with the
destruction of capitalist appro-
priation relations — must neces-
sarily begin with those elements
of economic socialisation which
capitalism is itself responsible
for producing. If this does not
occur, any attempt at revolution-
ary transformation is destined
to remain a hollow petitio prin-
cipii. From ancient primitive so-
cieties to the necessary commu-
nist society of tomorrow, Marx-
ist theory is scientific criticism of
all pre-history and human histo-
ry. This scientific character rests
on the historical determinism of
the material conditions of devel-
opment in society. In turn, it ad-
mits the definition of the condi-

9. Marx-Engels, The Sa-
cred Family.

10. Marx-Engels, The
German Ideology.
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11. Marx, The Class
Struggles in France (Ch.
3).

tions underlying the transition
from an inferior mode of produc-
tion to a superior one, as well as
the general outline of a society
no longer blindly subordinate to
extraneous-seeming economic
forces, but a society which is fi-
nally able to integrate those
forces within a process of com-
plete and omnilateral develop-
ment of man as a social being.

In the first place, communism de-
fines itself as the negation of the
cardinal anatomical characteris-
tics of capitalism, a system which
it supersedes (dialectical nega-
tion). On a positive note, it repre-
sents a classless society where
life and economy will be organ-
ised by a management which is
fully aware of the relationship
between needs, enjoyment and
nature: a management which i-
dentifies itself with an organic
plan for the species and not a s-
tate (a class-ridden body which
will be consigned to past histo-
ry). The Party of today is prepar-
ing for the tasks to be undertak-
en tomorrow, and as these
anonymous and impersonal
preparations take place, commu-
nism is “the declaration of per-
manent revolution, the class dic-

tatorship of the proletariat as a
necessary transition point for the
abolition of general class differ-
ences, of all the means of pro-
duction which said differences
are based upon, of the entire net-
work of social relationships run-
ning parallel to these means of
production, and of all the ideas
which originate from such social
relationships.” (11)

This is what is meant by our be-
ing “explorers into tomorrow”.
Not an illusory and metaphysical
vision of a fanciful tomorrow, like
that of the myriad denigrators
and small time politicians haring
around in pursuit of the ‘con-
crete’ present, losing sight of life
in general and failing to reflect on
the actual situation surrounding
us today. No, it is, rather, a sure-
fire forecast based on the materi-
al facts of the past and the pres-
ent — facts which assert the com-
munist society to be the neces-
sary outlet of the process of his-
torical becoming currently un-
derway, and the only scientific al-
ternative (hence incredibly real)
to the appalling waste of men
and resources that the rotting
capitalist system sacrifices on the
altar of its own conservation.



GRAMSCI, OR THE POVERTY

OF PHILOSOPHY *

“ Philosophy bearsto the study of thered world
the same relationship as does onanism to sexua love.”
Marx and Engels, The German Ideology

1. TheTenacity and Resurgence of “ Gramscismo”

For Marxists good strategy and sound tactics cannot devel op from a het-
erodoxical “philosophy” that positsitself outside of diaectical material-
ism. We understand the proletariat’s revolutionary theory to be of one
piece: aunified body of ideasand practicesthat delineatesthe entirecycle
of human society and anticipates an inevitable revol utionary change. From
ademongtration that Gramsci’s philosophy isanything but Marxism—and
this despite his statement to the 1926 Congress of Lyons, (2) or subse-
quently, that Marxism is “a philosophy that is also a politic and apolitic
that is also philosophy” (3) — there follows necessarily that his politics
could not be fused as one with an authentically revolutionary program, at
the time defended in the international arena only by the Snistra, (4) a
strenuous effort continued throughout the second postwar without regard
to the precarious condition inwhich it 1abored.

But why bother with Gramsci’s philosophical viewstoday?

First of all, if only because Gramsci produced an interpretation/deforma-
tion of Marxism that was destined to have alarge international resonance,
well beyond its merits. These views are at the center of awell-orchestrat-
ed ideological wavethat isgiven favorable acceptancein numerous socia
strata, to be found in advanced or developing societies. Studies on Gram-
sci and in gramscismo — the patterns of thinking he gave rise to — pop up
likemushrooms everywhere. Thereis Gramsci the* workerist” and “ coun-
ciliarist,” the representative of the Third International and Bolshevization,
the anti-Stalinist”, theforerunner of the united frontsand national assem-
blies, the proponent of peasant alliances, the eulogizer of the petty-bour-
geois intellectual. Additionally, thereis Gramsci the philosopher, the lit-
terateur; the anti-scientific Gramsci, the anti-materidist, the anti-Ameri-
can (or the” Americanist”: the consensus hereisnot really clear). In sum,
amanfor all seasons, and a modd for innumerable counterrevolutionary
ideologies—local, regional, national or international.

One thought that the Gramsci Ingtitute of Rome would have been suffi-
cient to spread the spores of gramscismo throughout theworld. Not so. The

1. Thisis the continuation and
conclusion of atwo-part article,
“The Laboratory of Counter-
Revolution”, published in In-
ternationaliss  Papers  10.
Throughout the text, unless
where otherwise possible, we
trandated from Italian editions
of Marx, Engels, Lenin, aswell
asof our own texts. In quoting
from these Italian editions, we
gave the Itdian title, followed
by itstrandation into English.
2. Citing Amadeo Bordiga, a
the Congress Gramsci an-
nounced, in so many words: “I
givenoticetotheSnistra that |
findly adopted and share their
view that to adhere to Marxist
communism means not only &
greeing to aview of economics,
history, and politics, but accept-
ingavision, quitedistinct from
al others, of the entire material
universe” Cf. “Comunismo e
conoscenza umana [Commu-
nism and Human Conscious-
ness|” (1952), now in Elementi
dell’economia marxista (Mi-
lano: Edizioni il programma
comunista, 1971, 1991) p.113.
3. A. Gramgti, || materialismo
storicoelafilosofiadi Benedet-
to Croce [Historical Material-
ism and the Philosophy of
Benedetto Croce], (Torin: Ein-
audi, 1949), p.87, henceforth
referredto asMS Unlessother-
wise indicated, al quotations
both from Gramsci and from
the Snistra (or from other
Marxist classics) arefromthel-
tdian, inour trandation.

4. Theterm “Left” hasunfortu-
nately undergone so many ma
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nipulations that it has become
ambiguous. While “Commu-
nist Left” is a rather common
and accepted way of referring
toour current and traditionin |-
taly and elsewherein Europe, it
may not be so elsawhere. Inor-
der to make clear that when we
speak of “Left” or “ Communist
Left”, weare meaning a specif-
ic current, and not the amor-
phous ectoplasm (not “leftist”
at al!) that sometimesimprop-
erly uses those expressions,
hereand elsewhereweresort to
theltalianword Snistra (mean-
ing “Left"). However, if and
when—for brevity reasons—we
spesk of “Left” and “Commu-
nist Left”, it must be clear that
wemean us.

5. “A sdient characteristic of
Gramscian thought isits mate-
ridism.” L Maitan, Attualita’ di
Gramsci e politica comunista
(Schwarz: 1955), p. 9.

6. “E’ proprio solo stupidag-
gine?[Isitonly Stupidity?]”, A-
vanti!, September 10, 1920.
7.“L’unitanazionale [Nationa
Unity],” Ordine Nuovo, Octo-
ber 4,1919.

8. According to statisticsreport-
ed in the Italian journa 1l con-
temporaneo, February 28,
1987, citing John Cammett, as
of that date there were some
500 studies on Gramsci in the
US, anindication“ of thedegree
towhich Gramsci has been ac-
cepted in American scientific
circles at least as a ‘subject of
historical research.”” We don't
doubt it. Thelittlethat isMarx-
ist and revolutionary in Gram-
sci isnot recognized in Ameri-
can academiccircles.

latest creation wasthe International Gramsci Society constituted in Rome
in 1988, with officesin Italy and the US. It affirmsthat Gramscian thought
can providethe most diverse schools of intellectual thought with asurpris-
ing commonality, even anidentity, and the better if they are animated by the
most digparate cerebral considerations. No surprise, therefore, that Havana
boasts—and could it be otherwise? —achair of “ Gramscian Studies’! We
don’t know if that desirous position has been filled, and suggest that the in-
tellectua barons of numerous house-trained “lefts” apply immediately. E-
qually, we don’t find surprising, the proliferation of committees, conven-
tions, ingtitutes al devoted to the subject. All of thisisnot asign of arising
revolutionary tide, we regret to add. On the contrary, it is the n's
voice of counterrevolutionary opportunism, dressed today in Gramscian
ideology, and ready to stand tomorrow behind the fusillade against thein-
surgent prol etariat.

Secondly, one must concern oneself with Gramsci because the recourseto
hisfixed philosophy, insultingly categorized by hisepigonesas” material-
istic,” would disseminate (and isalready disseminating) further confusion
amongst the ranks of any proletariat arduously seeking to reestablish its
doctrinal clarity. (5) For example, in searching to trace the Gramscian
views of the historical role of theworking class, onereads: “ Theworking
classistheonly force capable of representing theinterests of theltalian na
tionintheareasof liberty and internationa cooperation. [...] itistheonly
agency with the ability today to rescue Italy from the abyssinto which it
hasbeen plunged|...] by capitdistsgreedy and hungry for persona riches
and immense political power.” (6) And elsewhere; “ Today, the proletariat
isthe ‘national’ class, the multitude of workers and peasants, of Itaian
workerswho cannot permit the nation to fall to pieces, becausethe unity of
the state isthe organi zational form of production and exchange construct-
ed by Italian labor, [and it] isthe patrimony of socia wealth the proletari-
at wantsto bring to the Communist International.” (7)

Don't these formulations simply confuse the abjectives of the bourgeois
and proletarian revolution? Doesn't thismanner of presentation confound
the bourgeois order of production, Italian or other, with asociaist econo-
my which scornsal hymnsto hyper-technol ogy aiming for hyper-produc-
tivity, and instead will bring about a deflation of those sectors of modern
production given to the manufacture of an overabundance of wasteful
goods, at the moment that capitalist economy will have been abolished?

Thirdly, one must take up this matter because, notwithstanding what was
said and will be supplemented later, the valorization of therole of Gram-
sci intheranksof the international working-class movement hasmisled a
number of activists who, not knowing or not having looked into the theo-
retical analysesfrom the early years of the Third International, seein him
acourageous bulwark to Stalinism. (8) The “discovery” of Gramsci, par-
ticularly in the English-speaking countries, has centered around concepts
of “hegemony,” “organicintellectual,” and “historic bloc.” Proponents of



theseviewsarecommonly found nestled in various academic departments
givento discussion of sociology, literature, history, and structuralism, and
their influence cannot be discounted. Even today there remain in Italy
those who see him as the “principal theoretician of the Italian workers
movement” in that he* sought to apply therigors of materialism to assm-
ilateand enrich Marxism,” aninterpretation that belieswhat hedid and ob-
fuscates histrue heritage. (9)

The stancein polemicsthat seeksto win by misrepresenting what hasbeen
said isnot sound and we will not stoop toit; nor do we haveto. Rather, we
will make use of long citations from Gramsci so asto get to his original
thought. In fact, we are quite sure that during the Red Biennial (1918-
1920) Gramsci, on the cusp of the revolutionary upheaval then in process
and beginning to open himsdlf to revol utionary communism despite errors
and hesitations, never intended that hisunfortunate formulations should be
employed, asthey were adecade later by hisfollowers, for the most out-
rageous class collaboration. Nonetheless, many of hisoriginal statements,
which never evenin error could have been written by amilitant member of
the Snistra, were revealing of atendency, of an incomprehension of the
theory and practice of revolutionary struggle. Intheyearsand decadesthat
followed, these writings would provide the best of protective cover for an
Internationa already bent on enacting “socialismin one country” and en-
tertaining alliances with the middle classes.

2. Gramsci's" Fortune”

Gramsci’s postmortem “fortune” - and that of numerous publishing hous-
esin various nations -13 rests on philosophical disquisitions in which he
sought to improve or correct Marxism: or, at least, he thought so. Decades
after his death, these views were taken up and drew substantia attention
only because the genuine revolutionary program had been defeated on a
world scale.

In the Western world the elements drawn to this involvement were found
ontheonehand inthelabor aristocracy and intheintellectuality of anin-
telligentsia nourished by “left anti-fascism” views and, by necessity and
sdlf-identification, “non-party” loyalties. Onthe other hand, onefound po-
litically disoriented workers, along with multitudes of callow students ac-
cepting askewed view of the history of past class struggles, given the ab-
senceof livestrugglesfromwhichtolearn. Thisin parallel with an anti-es-
tablishment and, later, an “anti-globalism”, revolt that saw no need for
“fundamental principles’ other than the “ movement” itself, and therefore
continued to view the future through a self-deluding ad hoc multi-class
pacifism —a so boisteroudly anti- and non-party.

In the “devel oping world”, the elements bestirring Gramsci’s influences
arefoundinthevarious*nationa liberation” movements, in the politics of
alliances, and in popular national parties, even in what is called, not sur-

9. Cf. “Il marxismo rivo-
luzionario di Antonio Gramsci
[The Revolutionary Marxism
of  Antonio  Gramsci]”,
Bandiera Rossa, 69, 1997, p,
75. 1t should be noted that, &
longwith othersof Trotskyist o-
rigins, in this essay Gramsci's
heritage is totally endorsed as
anintegral part of what iserro-
neoudy indicated as revolu-
tionary Marxism. The article
closely associates Gramsci with
the tactics of the democratic
revolutionaries (councils) as
well aswith thealliances of the
middle classes. The petty tac-
tics he employed to carry out,
on ordersfrom the Internation-
d, theliquidation of the Snis-
tra leadership of he PCd'| are
presented as brilliant examples
of Gramscian “thinking” and
“initiative,” based on the fun-
damental texts approved by the
first four congresses of the In-
ternational, whilst overlooking
the contribution made by the
Snistra to the Conditions of
Admission to that body; one
hasto have some cheek to men-
tion the Second Congress,
where the international com-
munist movement attained a
pesk performanceinrestoringa
rigorous Marxism, and all
counter totheinter-classist tripe
that Trotskyists have subse-
quently maintained. The text
obscuresthefact tht, after hav-
ing maneuvered to create afac-
tionin 1923, from 1924 Gram-
i turned againgt the Snistra
charging it with factionalism,
when, inredity, thelatter repre-
sented themajority of the party.
It affirms that the united-front
tactic, the very same that had
brilliantly contributed to aterri-
fying succession of proletarian
tragedies in Germany leading
to a subsequent downfall of al
the workingclass political or-
ganizetions, was Gramsci's
way of srategicaly rearming
theltadian party. ItjustifiesBol-
shevization, of which Gramsci
was the diligent applicator,
maintaining that given the het-
erogeneity of the Comintern, in
thefinal analysisaclarification
was needed, which saw thein-
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troduction of methods associat-
ed with Stain, but never in-
forming the reader that such
“clarification” wasnever again
used. Thearticle desiresto cre-
atetheimpression that Gramsci
was opposed to the policies of
party and Internationd in the
crucia time of 1930, whilere-
maining silent on al the hesita:
tions that the International had
exhibited about the German
question, as well as on Gram-
<ci's“off therails’ viewsonthe
Russian question and the “so-
cigismin one country” debate.
Ondl these questions, the Sin-
istrahandled itself correctly, at
atime when Gramsci enthusi-
adtically followed dl the
zigzagging directions coming
from Moscow. After thesefalsi-
fications of Gramsci's politica
actions, the brochure turns to
Gramsci's philosophical
views, and it does so, as we
have seen, inamanner respect-
ful of “historical recongtruction.
“One can not ever be too
scrupulous,” they aver (p. 37).
We cite the following relating
to hegemony as an example of
their practice. This excerpt
from Gramsci is well known:
here Leninis supposed to have
“advanced philosophy as phi-
losophy  to the degree he was
able to advance doctrine and
politica practice. The creation
of a hegemonic apparatus, to
the degree it creates new ideo-
logicd terrain, Sgnifies a
change of consciousnessand of
the methods of awareness,
[and] isafact of knowledge, a
philosophical fact.” (MS p. 39)
Similarly well knownisthefact
that in Lenin (Two Tactics,
1905) the concept of hegemony
simply indicates that with the
democratic (bourgeois) revolu-
tion, the urban proletariat will
exercise a leadership role with
the peasants. But the mere ref-
erenceof Gramsci to Leninwas
and is used by sympathetic
writer/s to joyously proclam
that on thisquestion no onecan
oppose Lenin to Gramsci!
(pp.52-53).

10. Thismonstrous marriageis
particularly popular in Brazil.

-

prisingly, the “theology of liberation; (10) aswell asin those movements
that struggleriflein hand, yes, but for objectives clearly bourgeois. In the
present circumstances, this means deluding onesalf in being ableto divert
some financia crumbs from the predatory statesto the victims. In these
past months, Argentinaand Nicaraguaare only the most graphic examples
of the end result of those processes.

The"redlity of gramscismo” doesnot reside, therefore, initsability tofore-
see amovement leading to the overthrow of world capitalism. On the con-
trary, it isfounded in the heterogeneous compilation of idess, reflections,
and considerations whose keystone consists of anti-materialismin philos-
ophy, voluntarism and spontaneity in politics.

Contrary to what is alleged by the sympathetic press, Gramsci’s “for-
tune” —amisfortune for international revolution —isnot tied to inter-
nationalismin histhinking. The very oppositeisthe case: the elements
of Gramsci that are crowned with success are those that derivefrom his
non-internationalism, from his narrow views of local problems: the -
talian South, theintellectuals, the peasantry, the Vatican und so weiter.
The very elements that every local movement around the world will
adapt to its own needs or to its own locally opportunistic tendencies,
thus transforming the ideol ogy of Gramsci into a spurious internation-
alism, whose base of support — monolithic and unitary, regardless of
formal and other differences — remains the petty bourgeoisie of the
middle class. In al instances, these intellectuals reinterpret theories
meant for the proletariat to fit their own ends, using the latest vogue to
transform them to movementsthat “ concretely advance,” that “better
develop the process of aunitary restructuring of the forces of the left,”
and so on.

Inthislies Gramsci’ssad redlity. Under thefalselabel of Marxism, hepro-
vided recipesfor salsas of al typesand for dl tastes, and the resultswere
lamentable. His“historic bloc” laid out under the flag of the democratic
national popularity inevitably evolved toward the most opportunistic of
class collaboration; his*hegemony” was seen by the most avid self-seek-
ersasthe antithesis to the dictatorship of the proletariat; under the mysti-
fying term of “anti-economism,” he concealed his own incomprehension
of economic determinism, the very element that revolutionaries defend in
historical materialism; and his*“revolutionary ethic” wasapplied merely to
asocia reform or economic change. In the following pageswe will quote
and confront Gramsci’s*“ philosophy” as he expounded it in the Quader ni
del carcere (Prison Notebooks), athough the elements that constitute his
philosophy arehisindelible signatureand areto foundin al hisworks, ear-
ly or later, young or old.

It'slikely that were Gramsci here today, the Gramsci momentarily allied
with the Snistrain the early years of the PCd' |, the Gramsci of the great
strikes of 1919-1920, that Gramsci would be properly indignant at the us-
eshisheirshave put hisideasto. And yet, thefirst to consciously produce



enormous distortions of Marxism through the use of non-materiaistic
bases was he himself. We have in mind not only Gramsci of the prison
manuscripts, but Gramsci of thefirst hour, of thosegreat classbattles at the
end of the First great war. For afact, it followsthat from those theoretical -
ly confused expressions, which conceded so much to the class enemy,
there would emerge the dominant policies championed by all the Stalinist
parties, becoming their sycophantic executors before flip-flopping to a
convergence with Western democracy.

3.What isthe Philosophy of Praxis?

Gramsci did not use theterm “ philosophy of praxis’ to deceive thefascist
censors and as a subgtitute for “historic materialism”. Instead, as critics
have noted, (11) it wasintroduced to avoid too compromising aterminol-
ogy that sounded to him to be “too intimately associated with adetermin-
istic and degraded conception of Marxism.”

Hence, the origina “ philosophy of praxis,” what we stubbornly insist on
continuing to call the* historic diaectics of materialism”, wasnot “the bril -
liant flash of philosophical thought” maturing in the young Marx of The
Criticismof Hegel's* Philosophy of Right’ . Instead it isthe consolidation of
the revolutionary theory of the proletariat resting on the uninterrupted
number of past revolutions and is applied to the latest of the relations of
production within the body of class society.

Asit were, it is absolutely false that the philosophy of praxis — that is,
Marxism — is intended to lead the masses to a superior form of living,
whichisno morethan acerebral conception going back to the old Angelo
Tasca. The contents of Marxism, assuming that it can be synthesized, is
not encapsulated in an ideol ogical expression, whose superiority amongst
other thingsisjustified by abetter use of the dialectic and of formal logic,
to lead a proletariat endaved by a wage system. Its essence liesin con-
fronting history with awar cry against the entire structure and substance of
modern society, in both its material and ideological forms.

Precisdly such avoluntary and intellectua deformation and reduction of
Marxism is expressed by the ideology of Gramsci with its various petty
projects, “the construction of a mass-based intellectual bloc,” and so on,
that emerged in the second postwar, with the class-coll aboration politics of
the workers' parties, characterized by their so-called “mass’ character.
Their tactical warhorses were: workers' culture, the development of par-
ticipatory democracy, theimprovement of the civicsand ethics of politics,
gradualism, and voluntarism. Better till, if all these elements can be made
to concur onthelevel of theindividual voter. For, aboveall, one must nev-
er compromisewith the sacrednessof the“ballot,” evenif the classisdead
and buried, and the kingfishers who have usurped history continue their
tranquil fornication with bourgeois power!

a

Cf. C.N. Coutinho, “Democra
zia e socidismo in Gramsci
[Demoacracy and Socidism in
Gramsci]”, in G. Baratta e G.
Liguori (acuradi), Gramsci da
un secolo al’altro [Gramsci
from One Century to Another],
(Roma: Editori Riuniti, 1999),
pag. 39.

11. SeeR. Mondalfo, Intorno a
Gramsci e alla filosofia della
prass [On Gramsci and the
Philosophy of Praxis], (Milano:
CriticaSociae, 1955), p. 31.
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In this fashion Marxism is reduced to “a matter of conscience,” applicableto al de-
mands - the demands of the peasant owners, and of the landless who aspire to owner-
ship of amiserable homestead that would render them davesfor alifetime. Therewas
not one national communist party that has not, in its quest for market-place popularity,
stooped itself to these demands. They raised the flag of people oppressed by foreign
capital, only to liberate and encase them in additional exploitation by other capital wav-
ing thenationa colors. Thewarhorse of communist and socia-democratic movements
of dl climeswas/isthe“national question,” but completely watered down. Worst of al
arethe platforms of those intellectuals who have opened themselves to every eclecti-
cism, to every compromise, to al aliances, to al “historic blocs,” for the sole purpose
of masking their lurid identity as future lackeys of the bourgeois order, and to that end
are suckered by the parliamentary parties of “theleft.”

Hence our oppositionto all cultural revolutions, from thejunketsand street theatre lam-
poons of Europe— StudentsAgainst the Authoritarian Academy, Women Against Phal-
locratic Domination —to the more serious and armed counterpartsin Asia. We affirm
that such “cultura” disheswill dways |eave the proletariat famished at the table, will

remain circumscribed by the nationa bourgeoisie, and have nothing communist about
them. For too long theworld’s prol etariat has awaited itsown liberation from the hands
of other classes, and for too long hasit sacrificed itself to the revolutions of others. The
proletariat’s theory and culture is embedded in the historic program of the class party
which no bourgeois culture can surrogate. For two hundred years, the bourgeoisie has
planted itsculture over theentire planet. It remainsfor thearmed proletariat to carry out
the historic task and destroy it. The basis of proletarian culture that we recognize at this
historic turning point are those expressed by armsin the hands of the class, and turned
first of dl those against all who define power in terms of a“ revolution of conscience,”

of “cultural conquests,” etc. The proletariat to whomweturn, and in whom alonewe e-
py theprogressof history, ismade up of illiterate barbarianswho will become men and
women when they givetheir heads and heartsto the service of Communism.

4. A Posthumous Dialogue

In the course of his 1922-1923 sojourn in Moscow, Gramsci quite possibly may have
had contact with the works of the Menshevik philosopher A. Bogdanov. Inthelatter’'s
works, one encounters reflections that appear to strike an echo in the Quaderni del
carcere, amongst them that true Gramscian warhorse, “proletarian culture’. As is
known, thisisthe same Bogdanov thrashed by Leninin Materialismand Emperiocrit-
icismfor his continuing didetoward an explicit form of objectiveidealism.

Somewhat apart from Bogdanov, Gramsci, who is entirely taken by hisrediscovery of
Marxism by way of Croceand, at times, Bergson, places himself one step below Russ-
ian empiriocriticism. Heis rather the exponent of a school of immanent subjectivity,
who by means of aconjuring trick hasthe natural world disappear only to reappear in
the " consciousness’ of the subject, beit historical or a-historical. Here we are dealing
with one of he many contemporary philosophical schoolsthat serveto defend bourgeois
ideology from the assault of the proletariat, expressed at its highest point by the dialec-
tics of historical materialism. The bourgeoisie's spiritual withdrawal from all ideologi-



cal forefronts, following its revolutionary ascension culminating in the
mid-19th century, isvery evident in philosophy and science, and Gramsci
ismerely one of the many falseidolsthat misled the proletariat of the 20th
century aong the painful road of defeat. Erroneoudly identified as “the
founder of the PCI” by ahundred charlatan historians most of whom knew
better, Gramsci clearly stated his aversion to Marxist materialism in at-
housand ways and with amaximum of emphasis while acclaiming ideal-
ism and subjectivism. Therefore, we have here a philosophy that cannot
avoid falling into voluntarism, and turns the party into a part of the class
from which it distinguishes itself only because animated by the “ sacred
fire” of consciousness. A philosophy that by opposing will to matter, and
hi storicized subjective consciousnessto externd reality, becomesabl ood-
less duaism in which the former isin no manner areflection of the latter.
Thisisthe“reversa of thepraxis,” tobesure! Butitissimultaneoudly “the
reversd of the praxisof revolutionary Marxism!” Assummarized in one of
our texts:

“ Experience substitutesfor matter, and thediaectic (whichfor Herzen was
the*adgebraof revolution’) isdecisively aterated. Already limited and cir-
cumscribed by Hegel through the addition of a metaphysical limitation
(the State as superior to the contradictions of civil society), thus consecrat-
ing theinsuperability of the capitalist world, diaectic isthus replaced by
an ‘innocuous evolution,” much like what Marx identified as the * shitty
positivism’ of Comte and Spencer. Or it isdebased, asin Proudhon and in
the revisionism from Bernstein on, to the shopkeepers' ‘double entry’ of
transactions ‘good’ and ‘bad. Or findly it is mortified and castrated in
Croce's heo-idealism, which in opposition to Hegel negates the dialectics
of nature and deniesthat it devel opsthrough contrasts or opposites, postu-
lating instead a peaceful and ascetic dialectics of ‘distincts.”” (12)

But let us now look more closely at the central features of Gramsci’s vi-
sion.

a. The Trinitarian Formula of Saint Antonio: empirio-monism, immanen-
tism, and subjectivism.

Asks Gramsci: “What are phenomena? Are they something objective, that
exigsinitsalf andfor itsdlf, or arethey qualitiesthat man has distinguished
in consequence of hispractical interests|...] that is, from the necessity to
find order intheworld and towriteand classify things?|...] Posited the af-
firmation that what we know of thingsisnothing other than ourselves, our
needs and our interests, that is, that our knowledge is our superstructure
[....] itisdifficult to avoid that we might think of something real beyond
thisknowledge.” (MS, pp. 40-41)

Further on abit, citing the famous passage from the Critique of Palitical E-
conomy, according to which the juridical rapports and the nature of the s-
tate cannot be understood in of themselvesor asan evolved form of the hu-

12. Soriadella Snistra Comu-
nista [History of the Commu-
nist Left], Vol.Il (Milano: Edi-
zioni il programma comunista,
1982), p. 189. Henceforth SD-
SOk
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man spirit, but only in their relationship to the material relations of exis-
tence, commenting in his own manner, Gramsci asks himsdlf: “But isthis
awarenesslimited to the conflict between the material forcesof production
andthe[social] rapportsof production|...] or doesit refer to al knowable
knowledge?[...] In that case what does the term *monism’ mean? Cer-
tainly not materialism nor idealism, but contrary identitiesin a concrete,
historical setting, to wit, human activity (history-spirit) inthe concrete, in-
dissolubly connected to acertain organized ‘ matter’ (historicized), of ana
ture transformed by man...” (M S, p. 44)

The above quote clearly underscoresthat Grasci, never having abandoned
his youthful idealism, limits himself to accepting a redity “external” to
man only to the degreeit has been “historicized,” meaning only what has
been lived by man across human experience. Drawn further, this means
that, before man and outside of man, reality in the form of matter which
hasits own history and its own evolutionary autonomy, and even asaso-
cial redlity, does not exist! “Knowledge,” the cognitive act of knowing, is
made possible only to the degree that act corresponds to the man’sinter-
vention and “transformation” of nature. If you apply thisvisontotheclass
struggle, it'sabit clearer why Gramsci remainslocked ina vision of rev-
olution that is spontaneous and voluntarist. For him, the classbecomesrev-
olutionary only whenit “understands’ itshistoric destiny, aknowledge ac-
quired thanksto “culture’ and to itsrole in the productive process.

By contrast, in the proper Marxist view, strenuously defended by the Sn-
istrainthePCd'l, inthehallsthe Third International, and finally during the
difficult restoration of theory undertaken acrossthe last half century, will
and consciousness are éttributed to the party. But this view also “ denies
that it can be formed from the concourse of the consciousness and will of
individuas of agroup, and that the group can in any way consider itself
outside the physical, economic and social determinants of the entire
class.” (13) Andlikewise: “The party isnot formed on the basis of individ-
ual consciousness. It not only isimpossible for each and every proletarian
to be conscious of the classdoctrine, much lessmaster it intellectualy; but
such athing is not even possible for each party militant taken separately.
Such aguarantee cannot even be given by theleaders, but only existsinthe
organic unity of the party. Therefore, just aswe recject every thoery of in-
dividual action or of mass action independent of a precise organizational
tissue, we also refuse any conception of the party as an assemblage of eru-
dite, enlightened, or consciousindividuals. Instead, the party isatissue, a
system, which has the organic function within the prol etarian class of ful-
filling therevolutionary tasksin al their aspectsand through all their com-
plex phases’. (14)

Not so with Gramsci, who scanted the party to give preferenceto theim-
mediate class bodies, i.e., thefactory council, which he confused with the
Soviet, but through which he hoped for workers' control of production.
Thusfor al of hislife Gramsci would find good reason to seein thework-



er, not thewage laborer who produces surplusva ue, but aproducer whois
also a“technician,” aresponsible creator of social wealth, and who, from
within the capitalistic system and thanks to the forms of workers associa
tionsto which the Second International was so inclined, was getting con-
scious of himself and of his powers. “The [workers'] association has as
principal goal to educate disinterestedly: honesty, work, initiative become
goals of themselves, leading to intellectual joy, morality amongst people,
and no privileges of sorts. The wealth that each can produceto the amount
above the needs of immediate living belongs to the collective, is socia
wedth[...]. Work hasbecome amoral duty, activity isjoy, [and] not acru-
el struggle.” (15)

From the fantasized premises of this* historization,” or remaking of re-
ality, atruly furtive manner of reinterpreting reality as are-creation by
man in the process of becoming historic, one movesto atype of idealism,
whether vulgar or not isof no consequence, but with which Gramsci out-
lines the contours of his philosophical speculation. “Not only isthe phi-
losophy of praxis connected toimmanentism[ i.e., for Gramsci, redlity is
behol den to the mind of man, of God for the theist], but also to the sub-
jective concept of redlity, to the degreethat it isinverted [and] explained
asahigtoric fact, as‘the subjectivist history of asocia group...”” (MS,
p. 191) Inthisview, al isencapsulated: “Without man, what isthe sense
of theuniverse?’, heasksin anguish. (M S, 55) And continues: “Without
the activities of man, the creator of all values including the scientific,
what would ‘ objectivity mean’ ?A chaos, that is, nothing, avoid[...] for,
inreality, if one canimaginethat man does not exist, then we could not i-
magine language and thought” —which evidently arefor Gramsci the ob-
jectivereality: we are not far here from the Cartesian cogito ergo sum! A-
gain, we find understandabl e that here, as elsewhere, Gramsci confirms
all his subjectivism by identifying it with his objectivism—i.e,, the exis-
tence of aworld outside man —as a creative act, amost godlike.

On the bases of these presuppositions, it followsthat “ East and West are
arbitrary and conventional constructions, that is, historic, since, outside
of real history, East and West everywhere areidentical at the same point
intime...” (MS. 144) With thislogic, onewould haveto concedethat E-
unice virdis, a small and innocuous sea animal, which for millions of
years reproduces with Swiss-like precision in Polynesian atolls during
the fourth quarter of the October and November moons, a creature that
cannot even be considered alusus naturae, joke of nature (sinceit does
not enjoy autonomous life), isto be set apart asa“moment of arbitrary
and conventional construction, that is, historic” . On the other hand, with
Gramsci, something isreal to the degreeit isrational, meaning think-
able by man and socialized into reality: “rationality and reality arei-
dentical.” (MS, 144) From all thisjargon, it becomes clear we are not
only distancing ourselvesfrom ahistory of the modes of production, but
also from apossible informative history of nature.

15. “Individudismo e collet-
tivismo [Individuaism and
Collectivism]”, Il grido de
popolo, March 9, 1918.
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And finally, after having ground up into one heap both structure and su-
perstructure, or, according to the circumstances, having made the latter
dominant, and negating the principle of causality —which hereduced to a
miserly and failing logical-rhetorical expedient of a“vulgar” materialism
—, Gramsci concluded that a socia science cannot analyze the historic
courseof amode of production, since* astructural phase[that is, amode of
production] is open to an actua study and analysisonly after it has com-
pleted al of its development, not during the actual process, except as hy-
pothesisand clearly stating that we deal with ahypotheses...” (MS, 97)

How distant we have come from Marxism asatheory initself and, at one
and the sametime, ascientific economy, ascience of capitalist economy,
an interpretation of human history, the theory of historic development on
the basis of dialectical materialism, a program of revolutionary action,
and adefinition of communist society! How distant we arefrom the affir-
mation found in the “Preface” of thefirst edition of Das Kapital, which
describes the methodol ogy of the study and analysis of capitalistic eco-
nomics, of itsworkingsin the rapports of production and exchange, “and
of these laws themselves, of these tendencies working with iron necessi-
ty towardsinevitableresults|...] the ultimate aim of thiswork [being] to
lay bare the economic law of motion of modern society...” (16)! How re-
mote from the clear and well-known Snistra pronouncement: “With
every decisive historical development, we have continued to emphasize
that, just as natural phenomena are handled through experimental re-
search, so the conditions of the human environment, economy, sociology,
history must be treated with the same scientific concern, thereby elimi-
nating revelation or speculation, and replacing ‘ natural philosophy’ with
science. All arbitrary suppositions and transcendental or speculative pre-
ceptsareeliminated.” (17)

How close Gramsci remained to Croce'sidealism wasindicated in our s-
tatement from a half-century ago: “For Croce, historiography ispossible,
but it isreduced to an endless registration of incessant facts, and he abhors
all consideration of causality. Croce's historiography isameteorology of
human events, which prohibits all prognosticationsand all predictions of
wesather. Henceits antithesisto Marxism, itshorror at the pretense of indi-
cating the events of the morrow.” (18)

b. “ Dead philosophical idealismgripslive Marxism.” (Lenin)

Wrote Bogdanov: “Truth isan ideological form, an organized form of ex-
perience[...]. The objective nature of the physical world consistsin the
fact that it existsnot only for meindividualy, but for al, or that, depending
onmy conviction, it hasfor al the same determining significanceit hasfor
me|[...]. Generdly speaking, the physical world isasocially coordinated,
socially harmonized experience; in aword, a socially organized experi-
ence...”(19) And he continued: “We have admitted that the same ' physica



nature’ isa derivative of theimmediate complexes (to which ‘ psychic’ co-
ordinates belong), that it is areflection of these complexesin other com-
plexes similar to them, but of amore complex nature (in the socially or-
ganized experience of human beings)...” (20) Bogdanov aso criticaly
analyzed the same passage from Critique of Political Economy that, as
noted above, had drawn Gramsci’s attention. But note what he, Bodg-
danov, said: “the old definition of historic monism, without ceasing to be
essentialy correct, nolonger fully satisfiesus|...]. Intheir strugglefor ex-
istence men cannot but unite through their consciousness; without con-
sciousnessthereisno socid life. Hence in all itsmanifestations, social life
isaconscious[and] psychiclife. Sociability isindivisiblefrom conscious-
ness. Social being and social consciousness, in the preciseness that these
terms convey, coincide.” (21)

The consequence of thisview —that truth isaform which organizes human
experience — necessarily meansthat there can be no reality outside of any
human experience, beit subjective, social, or “historic” ala Gramsci. And
since science is the organized experience of the human society of labor,
there follows the need to establish the foundations of a proletarian cul-
ture. Further, given that at the moment science as an organi zer of social la-
bor is dominated by the bourgeoisie, the proletariat must take its posses-
sion even before the revolution! 1sn't thisanother case of gramscismo of
thefirst hour? More clearly, when trand ated into the political action by the
class, this leads more or less to the “workers' control of production by
means of factory councils.” Meanwhile, the power of the bourgeois state
enforcing social relations remains untouched. What greater example can
there be of the invariance of opportunism?

c. Marx, Engels, and Lenin Teaching.

In The German I deol ogy, after spending two pages describing four funda-
mentals of any economy (i.e., creation of immediate means of life, pro-
duction of new needs, reproduction of the individuals, and formation of
material ties amongst those inside each specific mode of production and
exchange), Marx and Engels continued, “Only now, [...] do wefind that
man al SO possesses ‘ consciousness | ...]. Consciousnessisthereforefrom
the very beginning a socia product [...]. Consciousness is at first, of
course, merely consciousness concerning the immediate sensuous envi-
ronment and consciousness of the limited connection with other persons
and things outside the individual who is growing self-conscious. At the
sametime it is consciousness of nature, which first appearsto men as a
completely alien, al-powerful and unassailableforce...” (22)

That the “young Marx” is pleasing to the diligent Neo-Kantians of yes-
teryear and today is usually explained on the basis of a “coquettish-
ness’ (23) with regard to Hegel, but one, we must hastily add, that led
Marx to overthrow the entire edifice of German idealism. How doesone

20. Ibid., p.224.

21.1bid., p.317.
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reconcile this “theory” with the thousand youthful pages in which we
read of hisexplicit break with all the philosophies of yesterday, today,
and tomorrow? Or with that other page by a not-so-young Marx: “The
concrete totality, astotality of thought, asthought in concrete, isin fact a
product of thought, of understanding, but never of aconcept that generates
itself and thinks outside or above intuition and representation, but rather
the elaboration in concepts of intuition and representation [...]. Thered
subject remains, both before and after, firm in itsindependence outside of
the mind” 2(24)

And Leninwrote: “Bogdanov’s[and Gramsci’s] negation of objective re-
ality issubjectivism and agnosticism [ ...]. [It] isaradicaly faseidedlis-
tic definition, and the physical world existsindependent of men and human
experience...” (25) And again: “ A philosophy that teachesthat natureitself
isaderivativeisaclerica philosophy, pure and simple. ..If natureis de-
rived, it follows that it cannot but arise from something larger, richer,
vaster, more potent than nature, from something that exists, since ‘to cre-
ate’ nature one must exist independent of nature. Hence something exists
outside of nature which a so creates nature. In the common language this
iscaled God. The philosophical idedlists have dwaystried to modify this
term, to make it more abstract, more nebulous and at the same time—to
makeit more probable—closer tothe‘ psychic,’ likea' complex given’, the
giventhat doesnot need to be proven. The absoluteidea, theuniversal spir-
it, theuniversal will, ‘the universal substitution’ of the physical by the psy-
chic, is always the same idea, presented in various manners. Every man
knows, and science makesit the subject of investigation, theidea, the spir-
it, the psychic asanormal function of ahuman brain; to detach these func-
tions of the organized matter in apurposeful fashion, to transform themin-
to universal functionsand in ageneral abstraction, then to * substitute’ this
abstraction for al of natureisthe extravagance of idealistic philosophy. It
means scorning the natural sciences...” (26)

Moreover, “this theory of the identity of socia being and of socia con-
sciousness[in Gramsci, it is*historicized reality,” but it isthe sameindi-
gestible sauce] is a total absurdity and a totally reactionary philosophy
[...]. Social being and socia consciousnessare not identical, no morethan
being in general and consciousnessin general. From the fact that men en-
ter into reciprocal relationsin society as conscious beings, it does not fol-
low that their social consciousnessisthe same astheir socia being|[...].
Men who enter into society are not aware of the rapportsthat are created
by them, of the laws by which these rapports are developed [ ...]. Socid
consciousnessreflects socia being: thisisthe essence of Marxist doctrine
[...]. Ingeneral consciousnessreflectsbeing: thisisatheory commontodll
materidism. Itisnot possible not to seethedirect and indissolubletiewith
thismaterialigtic thesis: social consciousnessreflectssocia being.” (27) Is
further comment necessary?



5. Behind the Philosophy of Praxis, the Hidden Conservative Praxis
of Decadent Bour geois Philosophy.

The“fecund osmosis’ between the Gramscian re-elaborations of histo-
ry and Croceian idealism to which Gramscian views are traceabl e |eads
to arepudiation of determinism and every form of economic prognosti-
cation. Properly speaking, with historical materialism having been
turned into the * philosophy of praxis’, proletarian thinking (?) absorbs
what remainsvita from theideology of the dominant classes, and the di-
alogue closeswith the reaffirmation of the valuestypical of the man: lib-
erty. The opposition that Gramsci invokes at every step between “ mate-
rialism” and “dialectics’ hasonly oneimport, which he attemptsto clar-
ify often. Heinvokes dialectics against the world of nature so asto grant
to the subjectiveworld, to the“human” world, to thought, a status of be-
ing both autonomous and antithetic.

But the elimination of materialismisnot an easy task. Marx spoke of vul-
gar materialism (and of vulgar economy) to identify those movementsthat
sprang up everywhere after the bourgeoisrevolutionsin order to serve so-
cia conservativism. One found it in the scientific materialism of posi-
tivism, the materialism of Comte, Ardigd and Spencer. Thiswasthe phys-
iologicd materidism that attributed all to theindividual, that “ explained”
society by aresort to psychology, and psychology to physiology. There-
fore, it remained aphilosophy that fell back uponitself, in which therewas
no placefor an analysisof therapportsbetweenindividual and society, be-
tween individual and the class.

But Marx spoke also of classical materiadism, thefindings of the Encyclo-
pedists. That wasthe philosophical school of therevolutionary bourgeoisie
initsstruggleagaingt every manifestation of fideisminthe material world
and spiritualismin the social world. Onthis subject, wewrotein 1958:

“But the victory of capitalist society bringsthese classical doctrinal de-
velopmentsto astop; it reduces economic science to vulgar economics,
concealing the extortion of surplus value and surpluslabor in the same
manner that it reducesthe classical materialism of Diderot and D’ Alem-
bert to a vulgar philosophy that does not affect bourgeois domination,
and defends economic oppression after having condemned the samein
the areas of culture and law [...] The difference between the two mate-
rialisms does not rest on the fabricated view that Marx may have de-
camped from monism to establish the questionable parity between na-
ture and man, aform of neo-dualism, but on the fundamental criterion
that we don’t rely on theinaccessible determination that playswithinthe
singleindividual and his personal mind; we don’'t seek the empty phan-
tasm of ‘personality’, but found the relationship on the material condi-
tions of asocia community, with al of its manifestations and historical
developments. On these grounds for good reason and with an abundance
of evidence we affirm that the influence of the individual on the social

INTERNATIONALIST PAPERS 11



INTERNATIONALIST PAPERS 11

28. “Lateoria della funzione
primaria del partito politico,
sola custodia e salvezza della
energiastoricadel proletariato
[The Theory of the Primary
Function of the Political Party,
Sole Custodian and Salvation
of the Historic Energy of the
Proletariat]”, 1l programma
comunista, n. 21, 1958.

29. In The Portable Marx, cit.,
p. 156.

eventisnil, and that history and human sociology must betaken as one of
theareas of analysisin which the knowledge of natureisarranged, without
this distinction and separation being assigned a pre-eminent value above
al others. Inthissenseg, it is correct to say that in Marxism the science of
human society isto befound in that of material conditions, and in fact the
elaboration of the second must of necessity precede thefirst. (28)

The arguments made by Gramsci’s idealism used the expurgated body of
dialecticsto eliminate the body of materialism, in particular historical ma:
terialism as social science. The“historicization” of social events consists
infact in their historic actualization undertaken by society, by socia man
who isthe protagonist of hisown history. As aconsequence, the philoso-
phy of praxisisaphilosophy that isalso apolicy and apolicy that isalso
aphilosophy. “Oneissurprised”, Gramsci maintains, “that the nexus be-
tween the idealigtic affirmation that reality in the world isthe creation of
the human spirit and the affirmation that the historicity and thefrailty of all
theideologies on part of the philosophy of praxis|...] has never been &f-
firmed and handled properly” (HM, 139). It isin fact stupefying how all
theidealistsmasked as“Marxists’ pretend to base their philosophical fan-
tasies on non other than the historic materialism of Marx, the Marx of the
“theses on Feuerbach”. And it isin thelll Thesisin which Gramsci would
like to find confirmation of his own ideas, there whereit iswritten, “cir-
cumstances are changed by men and |[...] the educator himself must be e-
ducated|...] Thecoincidence of the changing of circumstancesand of hu-
man activity or self-change can be comprehended and rationally under-
stood only asrevolutionary practice.” (29)

When Marx wrote hisfamous Theses, the time had cometo settle onceand
for al with Hegelian idealism. It required overturning the philosophical
tower conceiving theworld asarising from theidess, by tracing them back,
materially speaking, to the primacy of concrete acts of life, of production
and reproduction, of rapports amongst men and amongst socia classes.
Theinsistence on human activity in Marx has nothing to do with making
man the maker and originator of an environment which is separate and de-
pendent on him, since Marxism isamonistic conception of redlity. It de-
claresrevolutionary war, and thisiswaged by one historic classand isnot
the expression of ideas reflected by unknown social rapports. Therefore,
no compromise with idealism, but turning it right side up. Dialectics can-
not be madeto servein order to substitute man for nature.

“One must not intend that dialectics consists in saying: the economy
makes palitics, but then palitics|...] inits own fashion remakes the econ-
omy. Thisisaninversion of theses and not the synthesis of afecund thesis
and antithesis. Marx said that men make their own history: and thisison
old objection by feeble-minded objectors. Men surely maketheir own his-
tory, with their hands and feet, even with mouths, and with armsin hand;
materially men makeit, but what we deny isthat they make it with their
minds, or that they are able to build it [...] on a model or a plan fully



worked out. They makeit, yes, but not asthey had hoped, had foreseen or
desired” (30).

Therefore, Gramsci’s philosophy of praxisis arepudiation of all deter-
minism. It deniesthat Marx defined histhinking as materialistic; it posits
the unity of structure and superstructure; it believes that objective redlity
cannot be demonstrated without a recourse to man and his history. Tam-
burrano correctly noted, (31) that from such premisestherewould emerge
anew and very different Marxist philosophy: “ Objective aways signifies
“humanly objective,” which can correspond exactly to ‘ historically objec-
tive,’ that is, objective would stand for ‘ universally objective.’ ” One can-
not deny, Tamburanno concluded, that this synthesis that stands for the
“overcoming” of both materialism and idealism ends on a position very
closetoidealism, and leadsto asubjective conception that disassociatesit-
self from (Soviet?) dialectic materialism (32). “Fromaradical criticism of
every determinism, there derivesthe affirmation of the possibility, and not
the inevitability, of a new society. Socialism is reduced to an outcome
whichisonly possible’ (33).

On the other hand, having overturned the dial ectic rapport between struc-
ture and superstructure and reset them onidealisti c bases, the phil osophy of
praxis arrived at itslogical conclusion: that “consciousness’ and “educa-
tion” pose man in an active reaction to structure. In so doing, one affirms
“theunity of the process of thereal,” adynamic synthesisof subject-object;
the revolution occurs smultaneously in the mode of production and ex-
change and in the head and consciousness of men. The class evaporates
amidst the fumes of the " philosophy of praxis,” and Sorel’s“historic bloc,”
inwhich the “materia forces are the content and the ideol ogies the form”
(HM, p. 49) precisely caught “this unity sustained by the philosophy of
praxis’ (HM, 231).

Gramsci’s criticism followed thislogical procession: 1) inthe Theseson
Feuerbach Marx resolves the antinomy “thing initself/thing for us’ inthe
sense of the historization of consciousness; that is, consciousness devel -
opsin the course of human history. From this exact consideration, Gram-
ci, performing 2180 degreeinversion, concluded that 2) the object of con-
sciousnessisalso “historicized”, isitself the product of social evolution;
thereforeit cannot exist outside of human history, and, tout court, outside
of man; from thiswould come 3) the* overcoming” of historical material-
ism, in the sense that object and subject come to coincide, and the coinci-
dence occurs exactly in history.

We can arrive at the same result — Gramsci’ sidealism — through aa poste-
riori demonstration: that it to say, starting from the affirmation common to
Gramsci and all the “immediatists” and “voluntarists,” who believe that
socialismisfirst of al anintellectual and cultural conquest by the prole-
tariat, first within the productive process, and then in the general move-
ment of society. There are numerous passagesin Gramsci, clearly derived

30. Ibid.

31. G. Tamburrano, Op. cit.. E-
specidly pp. 228-275, to see
what he makes of gramscismo.
32.1bid., p. 243.

33.1hid., p. 252.
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34. A.Gramsci, Note sul
Machiavelli, sulla politica e
sullo Sato moderno [Noteson
Machiavelli, on politics, and
on the modern State] (Torino:
Einaudi, 1949), p.8.

35. A. Gramsci, Gli intellet-
tuali e I'organizzazione della
cultura [Intellectuals and the
organization of culture] (Tori-
no: Einaudi, 1949), p. 13.

36. Lenin, Che fare?[What Is
To Be Done?] (Rome: Editori
Riuniti, 1958), p. 365
37.Alack of preparation not so
much and not only in the orga
nizational structure, aready
shattered by the process of
Bolshevization imposed by the
International on al the sec-
tions, but above al in not
knowing how to prepare the
party to defend the program
and theory bothinthebaseand
a gpex of the party, to keep
themselvesanchored to princi-
plesin an eraevolving rapidly
toward counterrevolution. Not
arunning after the masses, not
united fronts with opportunis-
tic parties, but a rigorous de-
fense of the class's autonomy:
such was the long battle con-
ducted in the International by
the Snistra, unheeded.

from Tasca, in which one findsthat thought. For example: “ Thus, thereis
astrugglefor objectivity, toliberate oneself from partial and fallaciouside-
ologies, and thisisthe same strugglefor the unification of mankind” (HM.
142). Or as regards the much invoked * collective popular will”, the work
of thelatest demiurge: “ Themodern Prince[the Party, in Gramsci’swords]
must be and cannot but be other than the announcer and organi zer of anin-
tellectual and moral reform, which means preparing the grounds for a
futher devel opment of the collective national popular, leading uptothees-
tablishment of awholly superior modern civilization”. (34)

But not only culture will redeem mankind. It will be able to do this only
through theclassparty, al of whose members must be considered intellec-
tuals, because thereal, final function that Gramsci assignsto the revolu-
tionary party is“directive and organizational, that is, educationd, that is,
intellectual” (35). Now, one caseisLenin’sproper treatment in What IsTo
Be Done? where he borrows from Kautsky the view that socialist con-
sciousnessisimported into the class struggle from the outside, and thisis
done above al thanks to the action of bourgeoisintellectuals. This com-
pelling argument was used by Lenin to oppose and head off a dangerous
“workerist” and* spontaneous’ deviation developing in theyoung Russian
revolutionary movement at the end of the 19th century. It issomething else
to givethe class party the task of importing cultureinto the class, anided -
istic conception that reflects an erroneous anaysis of the rapport between
party and class and is diametrically opposed to the Leninist vision and to
Marxism in general. “ The greeter is the spontaneous surge of the masses,
the more the movement grows, all the more there increases—in amanner
incomparably more rapid — the need for consciousnessin the theoretical,
political, and organizationa activities of social democracy [read: commu-
nist party]” (36). Inactua history, the masses are moved into spontaneous
action by the pressure emerging form the economic and social crisis; act-
ing as the conscience of the masses, therole of the party isnot adidactic
one, but aleading one. Thelack of preparation by the Italian party at that
time (1923-1926) — and of itsfalsely mgjority faction, the Gramscian fac-
tion— paraleled by asimilar weaknessfound in the other communist par-
tiesof Europe, and not theinsufficiency of critical consciousnessamongst
the masses, lies at the base of the difficult reprise, even today, of theloose
threadstorn by counterrevolution. (37)

In the same fashion and with the same objectivity Gramsci has Marx say
thecontrary of what hewrote: “ Thetraditiona saying that the* anatomy’ of
asociety isits‘economy’ issimply ametaphor [sic!] taken from discus-
sionsrevolving around the natural sciencesand the classification of anima

species]...] The metaphor wasjustified also by its* popularity’, that is, by
thefact that it offered even to apublic not intellectualy refined a schema
that iseasily understood”. We will leave to the “refined” Gramsci the re-
sponsibility of such a statement on Zur Kritk (A Contribution to the Cri-
tique of Palitical Economy), a text that for complexity of analyses and
boldness of conceptualization isequal to itsbigger brother Das Kapital!



Gramsci writes: “ Thisfact has never been properly eva uated: that the phi-
losophy of praxis, which proposestointellectually and morally reformcer-
tain strata that are culturally backward [our italics], resorts at times to
metaphorsthat are‘ grossand violent’ in their appeal” (HM, 68). Hence, a
total liquidation of historical materialism, which appears “gross and vio-
lent” to Gramsci’srefined and reactionary Bogdanovian-Kantian sub-ide-
alism! Could it be otherwise?

Considering that Gramsci’s various apologists and supporters, in all their
hues yesterday and today, celebrate their saturnalia on the remains of the
“young Marx,” we dedicate to them these sentences taken from The Ger-
man | deol ogy:

“Since, according to their fantasy, the relations amongst men, al their do-
ings and actions, their chains and their limitations, are products of their
consciousness, the Young Hegelianslogically put to men the moral postu-
late of exchanging their present consciousness for human, critical or ego-
tistical consciousness, and thusof removing their limitations. Thisdemand
to change consciousness|eadsto another demand, to interpret redity inan-
other way [...].The premises from which we begin are not arbitrary ones,
not dogmas, but real premises|...]. They arethered individuas, their ac-
tivity and the materia conditions under which they live, both those which
they found already existing and those produced by their activity. These
premises can thus be verified in a purely empirical way. Thefirst premise
of al human history is, of course, the existence of living human individu-
als. Thusthefirst act to be established isthe physical organization of these
individuals and their consequent relation to the rest of nature [that evi-
dently Marx and Engelsin their ‘gross materialism” consider external to
theindividuas]. What doesit mean, the natural conditions found by man
[found by man as pre-existing man and not immanent or subjectively his-
toricized] ? These are the geological, orohydrographical, climatic, and so
on, conditions. Any historical writing must always set out from these nat-
ural bases and their modification in the course of history through the ac-
tion of men[our italicg].” (38)

However one wishesto flip the omelet, it will always emerge bright and
clear that “the philosophy of praxis’, with its contortions to reconcile the
irreconcilable, conflating idealism with materiaism, eclecticism with de-
terminism, cannot ever present itself asarevolutionary theory to substitute
for historical materialism. (39) On the contrary, at every nodal point it re-
vedlsitsdf assurrendering to theideol ogical flatterings of theruling class:
indeterminism, agnosticism, voluntarism; and, at the head and tail of this
entireconcourse, wearriveat afull-bodied idealism. Thefact that Gramsci
may not wish to see himself asasolid idedlist isnot enough for aMarxist
anaysis. “To believe that philosophical idealism disappears because the
consciousness of the individual is replaced by the consciousness of hu-
manity, or that the experience of anindividual isreplaced by abroad socid
experience, isthe same as believing that capitalism should disappear with

38 L'ideologia tedesca [The
German |deology] (Rome: Ed-
itori Riuniti, 1958), pp.16-17.
39 With emphasis Gramsci
negates the existence of a sci-
enceof society , asciencewith
itslaws and its possibilities of
foreseeing the historic road:
“by means of a strange over-
turn of perspectives [...] the
historic methodology was con-
ceived ‘scientifically’ only if
and as an abstract ability to
‘foresee’ the future of society.
Hence the research into essen-
tial causes, in fact of the ‘first
cause’ of the ‘cause of the
causss.” HM, 135.
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the introduction of share ownership”. (40) Thislast quote was by Lenin,
who had Bogdanov in mind: with Gramsci we read of the“the unitary cul-
tural system” supposedly arising from “the historically unified human
race’ (HM, 142). Itisin fact areactionary theory that by basing its gnosi-
ologic presuppositionson the“unification” of the human race—acondition
that capitalism has brought about for thefirst timeinthe history of the suc-
on of theforms of production —findsathorough justification the mo-
ment the bourgeoisie becomes, urbi et orbi, the fully dominant power, on
the material aswell cultura level; amoment which isrooted in aglorious
past, indeed revol utionary, but exclusively bourgeois.

6. From Absolute Historicity to the Disappear ance of the M aterial
World

“ Absolute historicism” is the keystone of Gramsci’s idealism, the nexus
whichtieshimto Croce and Hegdl . Historicism seesreality —which Marx-
ism accepts as existing both as asocia and anatural reality, since for us
there is no difference between the two — as history, as becoming. In the
classic exposition of idealism, historicism isthe manifestation of the Spir-
it in the process by which it embodiesitself in theworld. Both Hegel and
Croce identify this moment in all things. For that reason historicism e-
quates philosophy and history; for that reason Gramsci can arrive at the
idedlistic absurdity of stating that the philosophy of praxis, that is, absolute
historicism, is the worldly embodiment of thought. Hence, the Spirit, or
thought, incarnated, has descended among us humankind. Communismis
no less than the embodiment of thought, of the Spirit! At this point not
much would be needed to convert to some religious fundamentalism!

AsLeninwould say, aphilosophy that teachesthat physical natureisitself
aderivation— beit also historicized —isclericalism pureand smple. (41)
But neither the young nor the old Gramsci gave much thought to thisprob-
lem. In his scheme of things, Marx, not he, istheidedlist. For “Marx was
not aphilosopher by profession, and sometimes he just dozed off on the
job. What is most certain is that the heart of hisideas is dependence on
philosophical idealism. One must just consider the ponderous use social-
istshavefor theword ‘ consciousness [...]. [There] isimplicit in thislan-
guage the philosophical conception that ‘oneis only when ‘oneisaware

of being”. (42) After that passage, if anyone still hasany doubts on where-
in Gramsci stands, behold the final indication: “Marxism is founded on
philosophical idealism, [that] isadoctrine of being and consciousness, ac-
cording to which these two conceptions are identical and reality is that
which we know theoretically, our own self”. (43)

Given the above, isit awonder that academic scoundrels, beginning with
hismoreor less ex-party comradeswhose pedigree was best established by
the number of revolutionaries they allowed to perish in Siberia, exalt him
asa“Marxigt, aLeninist, aBolshevik”, “thefirst Marxist of Italy”, a“ So-
craticfigure”, one of “the greatest geniuses of today’s Italy” ? (44)



But what is Gramscian praxis?

Inthe“ Theses on Feuerbach”, written by Marx as notesduring his studies
of Hegelian philosophy, he madeit very clear that thought and sensiblein-
tuition arenot abstract forms, but practical activity; likewise objective con-
sciousnessisa* purely scholasticissue’, if not subjected to thetest of prac-
tical human activity.

This reference to human activity (principally revolutionary activity: “the
real movement that abolishesthe state of present things’ and, as such, op-
erates in the bowels of contemporary society) formally, but not in its
essence, constitutes the sense of the Gramscian “ philosophy of praxis’.

It has been clearly ascertained even by so-called speciaiststhat the term
“philosophy of praxis’ was adopted by Gramsci to substitutefor Marxism,
the more coherent terminology, and not simply to evadethe censor. Hisuse
of theexpression actually identifies aphilosophy that departsat many cru-
cid pointsfromthedialectical historical materialismthat Gramsci submits
to severecriticism.

He departs from materialism when he asserts that in the cognitive process
reality istransformed — one of the many examples of hisidealism, shared
by asubstantial element in contemporary physics—or when oneadmits, in
atypical Gramscian view, that knowledge and action areidentical. Initsto-
tal defense of Marxism, the communist Snistra has aways attempted to
clarify that in the revol utionary process action and consciousness are two
separate moments, whose conflation, whose welding, occursonly inrare
moments of history, when the masses and their party find themsalves unit-
ed in the struggle to conquer political power.

With this understanding it comes as no surprise that Gramsci sponta-
neously adhered to the new idealistic tendencies flowering at the end of
the 19th century which moved eveninto the philosophy of nature, greet-
ed by many asaliberation from “the naturalistic and positivistic incrus-
tations’ (Gramsci) contaminating Marxism. (45) These“ positivisticin-
crustations” that Gramsci eplored in Marx not only lie at the source of
amaterialism that is accepted and defended against every deviation or
neo-Kantian suggestion, idealistic or spiritualistic, by al Marxists; itis
also the foundation upon which we posit our view of the future of
mankind, the rapports between structure and superstructure, and be-
tween reality and knowledge.

Whereas Gramsci sees the emancipation of the proletariat in “the or-
ganization, the disciplining of the interior I, which means taking into
possession one's personality, conquering a superior Conscious-
ness’ (46), Marxism counterpoises the impossibility for individual or
classto arrive at any form of “understanding” on the basis of “ opinions”
and “realizations’, which alwaysresult in apoorly disguised act of class

45.A.Gramsti, “Larivoluzione
contro |l Capitale[ The Revolu-
tionAgaingt Capital]”, Avanti!,
November 24, 1917.

46. In Scritti giovanili [Early
workg), cit., p. 24.
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conservation. First of all, our school deniesthat society is established and
managed on the basis of thoughts transmitted from mind to mind on a
sort of hierarchical ladder. Moreover, we deny that “ consciousness’ can
in any fashion precede action by the classes (within which individuals
move and act ignorant of the historic destiny of their own class), and this
abstracting from the historic role assigned to these classes on the basi s of
the material relationsof production. Thisisso truethat all classstruggles
in the most diverse historical forms of production during past centuries
and millenniawere not resolved because of a“manner of thinking” that
differed from the dominant belief, and for the reason that before the ar-
rival of capitdistic relations of production no class had cometo the fore
on the historic stage able to claim for itself the ability to eliminate all
classes. Also, heretofore ruling classes along with their destroyers poor-
ly understood their historic roles. This understanding can come only to
the modern proletariat: and not because it is the incarnation of some
“gpirit” or “historic becoming” or “ new conceptual immanence”, but be-
causeit isthelast and only classin human history to be deprived of any
resources and thus to be forced by the laws of capitalism, by the social
moresand juridical actsthat are the system’s make-up, to sell itself in or-
der to reproduce itself as a socia class. Such a consciousness is never
brought about by an infusion of knowledge. Quoting from one of our
textsfrom 1953:

“Theindividua fighter from within the mass, anonymous and unknown to
history, takes positionin thecivil war infavor of hisclass'sclaims, andin so
doing heisanimated by acollectiveegoism, i.e. by theneed to dleviate his
own economic conditions, and so on. And, well before he joins school's of
thought and gets there his degrees or even embraces a new faith, in the
process of struggle he managesto overcome apurely conservative instinct
[...]. Not asoldier, but an unknown volunteer of the revolution. This oper-
ator of cudgelsor riflesis caught up in the common action even before he
isaware of the benefits alotted the orphans of the fallen and the medalsto
hismemory. Having forgotten himsdlf first, hewill beforgotten by al”. (47)
In his desperate attempt to reconcileidealism and materidism, and failing
to convincingly demonstrate that Marx can be coupled with Hegelian and
Kantian views, Gramsci turned to an old ruse: Marx wrote philosophy, he
remarked, but was not a philosopher; historical materialismisagood tool
for today, but on the morrow idealism will be triumphant (HM, 96). Be-
sides (fill paraphrasing Gramsci), we all know that Engels was so en-
veloped in the natural sciences, he used expressions closeto, believeit or
not, the “ neo-scholastic Casotti.” (HM, 143).

Having made these observations, how could heextract himself out of such
aninfernal mess?Clearly, by visiting the“intellectual debts’ of the Found-
ing Fathers! Hence, as happens with al who indignantly distance them-
selves from Marx, passing themselves off to on-looking goofs as more
“up-to-date improvers’, oneturnsto the“youthful works’ —the very ones
that already and securely lay down the ungquestionable autonomy of the



revolutionary perspective—in order to trace adirect affiliation with ideal-
ismor with Kantian criticism. Well before these el ucubrationsby Gramsci
—who wasin fact not that familiar with these works, not enough to have
detected “ postitivistic encrustations’ —one could read in the Postscript to
the Second Edition of Volume | of Capital asomewhat opposed position.
HereisMarx quoting the Russian critic, M. Block: “ At first sight judging
from the exterior form of the exposition, Marx isthe most important of the
idedlistic philosophers, that is, in the bad German sense of theterm. Inre-
ality, heisinfinitely moreredigtic than al hispredecessorsintheareaof e-
conomic criticism... There is no possible way of fashioning him into an
idedist”. Further on: “Marx considersthe socia movement as aprocess of
natural history informed by laws that not only are independent of will, of
consciousness, and of the intentions of individuals, but on the contrary
shapethewill, the consciousness, and theintentions ... If the conscious €l -
ement occupies such asecondary position in human history, it followsthat
criticism whose object isthe same history cannot ever have any foundation
or resultant deriving from that very consciousness. This means that the
phenomenic datum, and never the idea, serves as point of origin”. Com-
menting on thisview, Marx himself asks, “ By illustrating in such a perti-
nent fashion what the author callsmy actua method...what has he shown
if not the didectical method?’ (48)

Thuscapitalismisaprocessof natural history informed by laws, using the
expressions that appealed to Marx. Not so with Gramsci’s capitalism, for
which therewere laws, but “not lawsin the natural senseand in the sense
of aspeculative determinism, butina‘historicist’ sense” (HM, 91). By so
doing, scientific socialism was returned to its distant precursors— to the
Cabets, the Babeufs, the Buonarrotis, and other utopians. Revolutionary,
yes, but impotent given theimmature materia conditions.

7. About Some Executors

What had happened in Germany in thefirst half of the 19th century hap-
pened again in Bogdanov’'s Russiaand in Gramsci's Italy. That wasthe
timewhen Hegelian idealism, agigantic system of philosophy that wrote
thewords*“theend” to philosophy at the same moment that it summed up
its whole development in a grandiose pattern (see Engels's Ludwig
Feuerbach), imbued the sciences and the arts, penetrating, consciously
or unconsciousdly, into the heads of the“ critical” intellectuals. A manlike
Gramsci, an intellectual who from head to toe had formed in the school
of idealism, could not free himself ever from the dominant ideology. All
of his misunderstandings on the decisive moments of class struggle, de-
veloping during the span of hislifetime, are, inthefinal analysis, attrib-
utableto hisattitude vis-a-visdialectical determinism—which heaways
forced in the direction of voluntarism and subjectivism. With the result
that, when the obj ective situation began to worsen, such policies became
inevitable asthose of the“united front”, of the “ acculturation of the pro-

48. 1| Capitale, Libro | (Turin:
UTET, 1974), pp. 84, 86.
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49. Inaletter written by Gram-
sci on 9 February 1924 to
Togliatti, Terracini and others,
from which we cite, thereisa
sort of “anadlysis’ of theltalian
and international Situation that
isvery revedling of the party’s
murky circumstances after the
subgtitution of the Snistra
majority in the Central Com-
mittee. Some of Gramsci’'s ob-
servations deserve further and
deeper consideration. For ex-
ample, he maintains that in
1917 Lenin and a majority of
the Bolshevik party passed
over to “Trotsky's concep-
tion.” The October Revolution
isdescribed asa“coup d' état,”
implying the substitution of
one group by ancther, rather
than the seizure of power by
the Russian proletariat in de-
fense of itsclassinterests, un-
derstood immediately by the
Shistra (See “Avanguardia”,
12/2/1917,in DSC, 1, p. 339).
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party in the Internationl,
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(Gramsci speaking of the So-
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haps even after a revolution
and that gives their supremacy
apermanence difficult to chal-
lenge.” Herewasan anti-inter-
nationalist servility that would
be promptly picked up by Ital-
ian representativeswho settled
inthe Hotel Lux of Moscow.

letariat”, of a*“subalternity” dominating (and responsible for) the mass e-
conomic activity (HM, 14).

And it isthe consequence of this same*“ cultural” bent that led Gramsci to
continuoudly express admiration for [lluminism and the Encyclopedia
movement, interpreted by him asalargeintellectual and moral reform at
the popular —even peasant —level. Such areform, by coming together and
placing itself at the leadership of the French Revolution, would forge the
national and patriotic tie between the masses and the intellectual s whose
absence Gramsci identified as the reason for the absence of an Italian
bourgeois revolution, and which he hoped to realizein his projected Con-
stituent Assembly, from 1924 on. Thus while in the international arenaa
decisive struggle was deciding the fate of communism for decades to
come, and theinternational Snistra movement stroveto havethe Russian
guestion examined by the International, not vice-versa; whileintheInter-
national and in each national section the methods of work are discussed, as
well asthe need for reorganizing arevolutionary movement faced with a
growing fascist threat and suffering huge losses; while on the agendawas
an unbending defense of revolutionary and international Marxism against
all economic, political and socia deviations— whileall thisdramatically
took place, well, Gramsci simply fell back to adefense of the large num-
ber of peasant cultivators’ who by erupting onto the Italian political scene
“will agreeto the formation of anational-popular collectivewill”! Let the
reader beware: thiswas not the Gramsci of the prisonwritings, cut off from
political lifeand confined to hisfascist cell. Thiswasthe Gramsci of 1924,
when dtill a representative of the Communist Internationa! The very
Gramsci who declared in polemicswiththe Snistra: “ Youarefor aninter-
nationa minority, [and] we arefor anationa majority” (49).

We shall not comment on Gramsci’s legacy to his party. In due time that
party would change from “ section of the Communist International” to “a
national communist party,” and then disappear completely leaving behind
inconsolable ex-Stalinistswho would recyclethemsel ves as Greens or par-
liamentary “dissidents’.

From the humus of subjective idealism and voluntary spontaneity
would flower intellectual swith confused heads. To begin with, we have
in mind “workerism,” always present whenever genuine class move-
ments spill over into the streets. Then thereisthat view of “factories as
the center of power and social conflict” ala Toni Negri. Likewise, the
anti-party spontaneity often associated with factory origins, asite that
can be more noxious in some ways than prison from whence some
would have sprout the first tender shoots of a“communist society,” as
well as other views all hostile to any political organization. Finally,
mention should be made of “immediatism”, always blooming where
living and working conditions are such as to give rise to impromptu
workers' reactions, but unable, because of the very narrow and local na-
ture of those struggles, to raise questions of power on anational and in-
ternational scale.



Marxism being the product of a struggle between two classes that would
continuoudly confront each other on an internationa scale could not have
been born as atheoreticd, politica and tactical doctrine of the proletariat
before the middle of the 19th century. Having entered the fray for its own
final goals, the working class thus opposes a deterministic and dialectical
historical materialism to bourgeoisideol ogy.

Wasthere an unconsciousintent on the part of Gramsci? Evidently that of
formulating arevised and corrected Marxism, asystem of “ upside down”
consciousness (and worse, action), in which diaectical idealism rules.

For our politica current, Marxism was not born because Marx was or was
not “incrusted” with positivism, or because he was or was not a “good
philosopher” or a“good economist”. Marxism was born the way it isbe-
cause it was and will be the theoretical expression of ared class, which
fought and will fight for itsown goal's, and will undertake the gigantic task
of abolishing all classes. Our choiceisnot between a” moredialectic” or a
“lessmateriaistic’ Marx. Our “choice” is between one class or the other.

Thereisno“open” terrain in between, the way thereis no “compromise’

between wages and capital, between wage labor and the extortion of sur-
plus vaue. The ideathat on the basis of presumed new epistemologica

findingsMarxism must be subjected to editing isfor those who do not have
the courage to make a class choice, who have not yet recognized the sure
road that |eadsto the overthrow of capitalism. It arisesfrom a hidden need
to evade revolutionary conclusions—the total break with bourgeoisideol-
ogy —, by relying on the support of intermediate social strata.

In addition to hisidealism, what is pleasing in Gramsci to some contem-
porary intellectualsisthe assertion —or implication —that Marx’s*“ philos-
ophy” is incomplete, that it needs to be emended, improved, restudied,
and, intheend, “re-invented”.(50) Since Marxismisatotality of history, e-
conomics, politics, it is most opportune to advance amore compl ete theo-
ry, to go beyond to atheory of theory!

In hiscriticism of Bukharin and of other Marxists, Gramsci continuously
lamented the excess of materialism and the defects of dialectics. Heinsist-
ed that dialectics operatesin history, and in dialectics was manifested all
the power of Marxism. He reduced materialism to a mere acknowledg-
ment, an elemosynary fee paid by Marxism to the bourgeoisrevol utions of
the 18th century.

Asfor us, weremain faithful to the binomial “ diaectical materidism”. S
ince theseterms, in their indissol ubility, represent the synthesis of natura
reality, and, as aconsequence, of social reality, we see no need to attribute
greater power to one or the other of them. It istrue, on the contrary, that a
peculiar stresswas placed on the term “dialectica”, dwaysin anidedis
tic sense, by the scientific tendencies of the 20th century: which, com-
pelled by the mass of evidence, have to acknowledge the dia ectics of na-

50. Consider these affirmations
by Althusser: “Marxist philoso-
phy inwhichMarx set thebasis
intheact of establishing histhe-
ory of history isin great part yet
to be congtructed|...] thetheo-
reticd difficultieswhichwede-
bated during the night of dog-
matism [...] resulted even in
large part from the non-devel-
oped condiition of Marxist phi-
losophy”, in L. Althusser, Per
Marx [For Marx] (Rome: Edi-
tori Riuniti, 1967), p. 14. Does-
n'tthisbringtomind Gramsci's
“Marx isnot aphilosopher”?
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51. A. Gramsci, Note sul Ma-
chiaveli..., cit., p. 317.

52. Ibid., p. 317.

53, Ibid., p. 115.

ture (just to cite some of the innumerable examples: the concept of mass-
energy and that of wave-particles, in the camp of physics, the concept of
individual -species and that of gene-environment, in biological evolution).
But, while they are obliged to do o, at the sametimethey all rgject mate-
rialism, to the point of arriving at fideism and spirituality.

Stalinism, Americanism, Fordism... theWhirling of Waltzes
by Way of Concluding

Just as he had unbounded admiration for the mechanized industry of
postwar Turin, so when it came to the highly automated American in-
dustry, i.e., Fordism, Gramsci saw init aconfirmation of histheories of
hegemony, “which is born in the factory and to establish itself only
needs a minimum number of intermediary professionals from politics
andideology”. (51) Thiswasviewed asthe consequence of the defeat of
the workers' movement, unable to counter awide penetration of bour-
geoisideology into all aspects of life. “Rationalization has dictated the
imperative to develop anew human type, conforming to the new system
of work and productive process|...] Thisisstill the phase of a psycho-
physical adaptation to the new industrial structure, sought after by
means of high salaries’. (52)

As so0 understood, American “hegemony” found its alter ego in the Russ-
ian economy, where there was taking shape “areform of consciousness
and methods of knowledge, it is a matter of knowledge, a philosophical
fact” (HM, 39). Therein lay the greatness of Lenin (Gramsci speaking)
who " advanced philosophy as philosophy to the degree hewas ableto ad-
vance doctrine and political practice” (HM, 39). With thiscriterion, even
even Ford, and before him Tayl or, “ advanced philosophy as philosophy.”

On the other hand, this rationalization of the productive process, which is
intrinsic to capitalism, had to be part of the organization of work inthe So-
viet Union which lacked discipline and order, where habits were not up to
the demands of modern labor. We can well understand, affirms Gramsci,
the strong Tayloristic impulse given Soviet industry by Trotsky. With
Gramsci, aswith al the Stalinists of the period, there existed the necessity
to “construct socialism”, and constructing it precisely by resorting to the
technical and productive apparatus and the organizationa and police man-
nerisms displayed by the most advanced capitalistic industries, seen espe-
cially with American Fordism. Given that with thefailure of revolutionin
theWest the Russian Revol ution had fallen back onitself, Gramsci’shege-
monic views were hurriedly aligned on the theory of “socialism in one
country”: “Theconcept of hegemony isonein which the demands of ana
tiond character are co-joined|[...] A classof international character, to the
degreeitisleads socid stratavery obvioudly nationa (intellectuas), and
even less than national, particularistic and municipalistic (the peasants),
must in acertain sense‘ nationalizeitsalf’ ”.(53)



It become clear why aman who in 1916 esteemed “ socialism to beaprob-
lem essentialy of intense production” (54), would twenty years |later de-
clare “the principle of coercion, direct or indirect, in the management of
production and work is proper”. (55)

Thisat thetime of the 5 Year Plans, when, despite adifferent set of longi-
tude and latitude coordinates, capitalism was devouring its victims with
great voracity, above all inthe paradise of “really existing socialism”.

Itisprecisaly for thesereasons (Gramsci’sinterest in theforms of labor ex-
ploitation being perfected inthe USin those years) that we can understand
the growth of theinterest of American intellectualsin Gramsci during the
1970s, that exploded in aseemingly “commercial manner.” Gramsci was
praised for his criticism of economism (defined as Marxism), for the pri-
meacy of politics, theautonomy of civil society, and therole of theintellec-
tuals. (56) In thismanner Gramsci's* hegemony views’, idealism, histori-
cism and subjectivism found their definitive and necessary consecrationin
“left” UScircles, alongsidethecritics of authoritarianism and of sexual re-
pression: Reich, Marcuse, and the representatives of the Frankfort School.
Against this background, Michel Walzer published a“critical” analysis of
Gramsci and Marxism, whichwaswell receivedinradical UScircles. (57)
Correctly, the author underlined Gramsci’s dubious Marxist orthodoxy,
observing his break with the revolutionary tradition by proclaiming that
only after the creation of a proletarian culture was revolution possiblein
the West. “ Gramsci’s great discovery,” affirms Walzer, was the impossi-
bility of the proletariat taking power inthe West. What isneeded instead is
a“war of position”, that is, “ the conquest of civil society [...] along and
exhausting cultural war in which the new world slowly and painfully re-
placestheold”.

Wide sectors of the “people of Seattle” have subscribed (perhaps without
knowing it) to these positions: from Trotskyistsaways onthelook for new
phases of transition so long as they are not identifiable with the dictator-
ship of the proletariat to the Third World activists meeting in Porto Alegre
—all seemingly united in the creation of a*“new popular will”, and in the
dedineation of a“common goa”, in which, with Gramsci at the head, the
role of the party becomes clear. No more a class party, by which is meant
aparty of oneclass, but aheap of intellectuals, defined, who knows why;,
asorganic. No morearevolutionary program, laid out in al itsdetails, but
“cultureitsdf, from philosophy to religion, to the most common notions of
health and illness, love, matrimony, work, interchangeability, honor and
solidarity”... Insidethisvision of cultural gradualism, in which the prole-
tariat istransformed into aquiet petite bourgeoisie, acculturated to Gram-
scianideasthat, according to Wal zer, “aim to substitute political economy
withasort of cultural anthropology,” therevolutionary party isfinaly dis-
solved into anebul ous aggregation of intellectuals“organically” soldered
to... thedominant ideology.

Here the trgjectory of Gramsci finally comesto a close. Starting in 1914

54. A.Gramsci, Sotto la Mole
[In Turin] (Torino: Einaudi,
1960), p. 93.

55. A. Gramsci, Note sul
Machiavelli..., cit., p. 329-330.
56. Cf. N. Urbinati, “La sua
fortunaamericana[HisAmeri-
can  Fortung]”,  I'Unita,
1/15/'91, Supplement.

57. The Company of Critics
(New York: Basic Books,

1989).
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from clearly idealistic grounds that quickly translated into support for
Mussolini’sinterventionism, he remained a“ defensist” during the war
even after Caporetto and the October revolutionary seizure of power,
moving to avoluntaristic intellectualism with Ordine Nuovo. In those
issues his*“historicism” found expression in the misinformed and mis-
applied exultation of the factory council movement of Turin, depicted
as an autonomous and innovating example of the revolutionary process.
Since then, Gramsci was in no position to comprehend the role of the
class party, and this lack of understanding contributed to the tardiness
with which that party was born, adelay that prevented it from co-join-
ing into the incendiary outburst Italy experienced in the red biennial of
1919-1920. But even the party that Gramsci headed between 1924 and
1926 quickly turned to ano-holds-barred struggle against the Snistra-
leadership and the rank and file base, in numbers amajority of the par-
ty. Asheir to theformerly Snistra-led party, he never understood or as-
similated concern for an intransigent defense of the political program,
of the class autonomy, and of the arduous effort needed to assurethe so-
lidity of theory and tactics without opening the door — as would actual -
ly happened in later times and in the worst of conditions—to local and
national “choices’, entrusted to “ groups of thought” or factions, without
apolitical line except that coming from Moscow.

The voluntarism that impregnates Gramsci’s ideology from before his
Turin yearsled him, and the party he headed for atime, to situate him-
self amongst the masses, which, seen in clearer light, meant at the tail
end of the masses. And when these defeated masses relented in their
strivings after years of heroic efforts, the only opening that he could es-
py was that of “forcing” the historical situation by manipulating Cul-
ture, Intellectual Progress, and a Historicized Subjectivity. His“modern
Prince” recast in the form of amodern party succumbed to total defeat
and decomposition, when faced with the twin menaces of fascism and
Stalinism!

And whilst outside his cell acounterrevolutionary terror destroyed aw-
hole generation of revolutionaries, and in Russia Stalinism buried with-
in afew yearsthe party of the October Revolution, Gramsci, faithful to
hisviews, carried on his silent battle against dialectical materialismin
the name of philosophiesand currentsthat during the preceding decades
had been opposed and fought by Marxists. Here is how the Snistra
summarized them:

[The “voluntaristic” and “immediatist” schema] was typical of petty-
bourgeois corporativism, hence opportunistic and reformist (Prudhon-
ism, anarcho-syndicalism, workerism, Ordinovismo, council socialism,
and English laborism, etc.). It clearly fitsin with alibera viewpoint of
whichitisavariant. Therein, theindividual, ways placed at the basis
of any process, becomes aware of the physical and economic impulses
that compose the substratum of his existence. The resulting conscious-



ness conditions the will and in turn the action. The confluence of indi-
vidual consciousnesses |eads to economic and political organizations,
and the class results from the summation of networks of these immedi-
ate organizations. Such positions are totally alien to any notion of his-
torical direction. Thereisnever any awarenessinthe Marxist senseof a
classinitself and for itself. (58)

In opposition to this Gramscian view, we affirm an integral return to
Marx:

Historic-dial ectic materialism, counterpoising its views to those drawn
from illuminism and idealism, does not see in ideology, that is, in the
mystified and reversed representation of what is real, the results of an
error to be corrected so as to open the eyes of the blind, but the in-
evitable outcome of areal process that corresponds to actual material
rapports, the very samethat ideology distortsin its projection. Thisdis-
tortion arisesin turn from the historical situation of the socia forcesthat
express themselves through ideol ogy and impose it on the social body,
the dominant ideology being always that of the dominant class [...]
Marxism’s opposition to the ideologies of the past, still reigning today,
is, therefore, historical and dialectic. Which does not preclude, on the
contrary implies, that the global sciencewith which it identifiescan re-
construct the real processes that underlie the ideological construction,
making known how ideology mystifies the underlying reality, quite a-
part from all individual and collective ‘ consciousness . (59)

L et this be the epitaph over every future attempt to “revert” to explana-
tions of the real world that, by moving from the individual, from
thought, and from the subject, come to embody the historical enemy to
be overcome in the name of the only brotherhood of class— the revolu-
tionary one.

58. Partito e classe (Appen-
dice) [Party and Class. Appen-
dix] (Milano: Edizioni il pro-
gramma comunista, 1974), p.
128.

59. 1bid., p.127.
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1. This conference was held in Florence
on May 9, 1920. The Theses were pub-
lished in nos. 16 and 17 of Il Soviet
(June 6 and 27, 1920).

Back To Basics

THE THESES OF THEABSTENTIONIST
COMMUNIST FACTION OF
THEITALIAN SOCIALIST PARTY (1920)

Introduction

The Theses which we are publishing here
were drawn up for the national confer-
ence of the Communist Abstentionist
Faction of the Italian Socialist Party in
1920 (1). This faction, to which we trace
the origins of our party today, was to split
from the Socialist Party in January 1921
to form the Communist Party of Italy. Al-
though the Faction was officially formed
in July 1919, it had already organized it-
self in the end of 1918 around the news-
paper Il Soviet and had a long history of
far-left opposition within the Socialist
Party behind it. This opposition dated
back to the struggle in 1912-1914 against
reformism, electoral blocks with the
bourgeois left, and the Libyan war
(where our current opposed the annexa-
tion of Libya for internationalist reasons);
later, during World War |, a small group of
young ltalian Marxists firmly and res-
olutely adopted the stance of revolution-
ary defeatism as advanced by Lenin.

The decisive question which confronted
the Faction in May 1920 — just a month
before the convening of the Second Con-
gress of the Communist International —
was the split from the Socialist Party. In
the words of a motion adopted at the
conference, the SP was “absolutety inca-
pable, given its present make-up and
function, of assuming the leadership of
the proletarian
revolution. Its
many deficien-
cies are the re-
sult of the pres-
ence within it of

a reformist tendency which inevitably
will take a counter-revolutionary position
in the crucial moment of the class strug-
gle, and of the practice of a verbal sup-
port for the communist program [this
refers to the centrist current, the so-called
Maximalists] coupled with the oppor-
tunist practice of traditional socialism in
the area of political and economic ac-
tion”. The problem in short was that of
laying the foundations of the Communist
Party of Italy, Section of the Communist
International. This party was born ap-
proximately six months later, on January
21st, 1921, on the basis of the same prin-
ciples formulated in the document we are
translating here. While it upheld the tactic
of abstaining from elections and the par-
liament in such countries as Italy where
the bourgeois revolution had long since
been achieved and where there existed a
long corrupting democratic tradition, it
did not in any way turn this tactic into a
matter of principle which might keep it
from supporting the political, theoretical
and programmatic platform of the Third
International. On the contrary it unre-
servedly shared its cardinal points.

The importance of the Theses of the Fac-
tion lies in the first place in their interna-
tional perspective, which is something
that has always characterized the Italian
Left. They do not present the platform of
a national party but instead are a synthe-
sis of the theoretical, programmatic, and
tactical positions which necessarily dis-
tinguish the party of the world commu-
nist revolution. The Theses do not con-
fine themselves to the Italian locality
(which is not even mentioned in any of



the theses) but formulate the principles
which delimit the communist party from
every other, supposedly working class
political organization and which must
guide every communist party in any area
of the world and in any phase of the era
opened by the first world war and the
Russian Revolution. This aspect of the
Theses has a special importance in that
one of the central demands of the Left at
the Second Congress of the International
was precisely that a single program for
all communist parties should be formu-
lated, a program binding for all without
any exceptions because of supposed
“national peculiarities™.

In the second place the Theses respect
the criteria which we also would have
liked to have seen centrally applied at the
Second Congress even if it were to be
done in a condensed and even schematic
form. The Theses develop the questions
of theory and principle separately from
the question of tactics and take up the
tactical directives only after clearly defin-
ing the theoretical and programmatic
foundations and ultimate objectives of
the communist movement and only after
clearly showing that tactics and program
are closely interconnected and insepara-
ble. The Theses thus respect perfectly the
dialectical schema which Lenin, at the
Third Congress of the Communist Inter-
national, correctly reproached the infan-
tile extremists and theoreticians of the
“offensive at all costs”, for having forgot-
ten — or for never having learned; a
schema in which doctrine, principles, fi-
nal aim, program, and tactics each have
their precise place and can not be
lumped together indiscriminately in a ter-
minological confusion. On the other
hand the Theses very firmly insist on the
bond without which the unity between
theory and praxis, between thought and
action — one of the cardinal points of
Marxism — would be broken.

Accordingly, the Theses are divided into
three parts. The first summarizes the fun-
damental premises of the communist
doctrine and of its vision of human histo-

ry. This history is the history of class
struggles which culminate in the con-
quest of political power by the class
whose very existence expresses the an-
tagonism which has become unbearable
between the forces of production and the
relations of production. This conquest of
power can only be achieved —and in fact
has only been achieved — through vio-
lent revolution, which has as its neces-
sary corollary the dictatorial exercise of
political power by the victorious class.
The Theses insist on the necessity of a
centralized military organization of prole-
tarian forces against the assaults of the
counter-revolution. They also give a pic-
ture of the economic and social transfor-
mations which the proletarian dictator-
ship will implement by means of
“despotic inroads” extending up to the
point of the complete suppression of cap-
italist economic relations, the abolition of
classes, and consequently the dissolu-
tion of the state as a political apparatus of
power which will be progressively re-
placed by the collective rational adminis-
tration of economic and social activity.

Above all the Theses clearly bring out
the primary function of the party. They
state: “it is only by organizing itself into
a political party that the protetariat con-
stitutes itself into a class struggling for
its emancipation” and further that “the
dictatorship of the proletariat will [...] be
the dictatorship of the Communist Par-
ty”. These two concepts were very
strongly insisted on in the “Theses on
the Role of the Communist Party in the
Proletarian Revolution” adopted at the
Second Congress of the Comintern;
they were the criterion used by the Com-
munist International to distinguish itself
from all other supposedly close political
currents. Many of these currents, al-
though abstractly recognizing the princi-
ple of revolution and therefore of vio-
lence, ignored or worse yet denied the
following imperatives: 1) that this vio-
lence be guided before and after the
conquest of power by a consciousness
both of the general objectives and of the
methods required to attain them, and 2)
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that it be directed by a centralized organ-
ization.

For Marxism this consciousness and this
organization can only be materialized in
the party. Nothing could better distin-
guish our current from the innumerable
contemporary variants of workerism, im-
mediatism, and spontaneism represent-
ed in Italy by “Ordine Nuovo”, the anar-
cho-syndicalists or the anarchists them-
selves, and in Germany particularly by
the KAPD. Nothing could prove with
greater clarity that our view of the revolu-
tionary process and its premises was ex-
actly the same as the Bolsheviks’. The
question of the role of the party and the
process of revolution and dictatorship
was central to the great polemics of
Lenin and Trotsky against both the infan-
tile extremists and Kautsky; the positions
of the latter two confirm the fact that all
the variants of opportunism sooner or
later end in the centrist negation of the
very bases of the revolution and the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat. Only a weak
echo of these polemics reached Italy, yet
this did not prevent the Italian Left from
assuming once again a principled posi-
tion on these questions that was identical
to that boldly advanced by the Bolsheviks
amid the cries of dismay from all the
philistines flourishing in the ranks of the
Western proletariat. In this respect as
well, the Theses bear a clear internation-
al imprint, which makes them the one re-
al support given by the West to the great
task of re-establishing the cardinal points
of the Marxist doctrine undertaken by the
Third International. All this shows, more-
over, that we not only had nothing what-
soever in common with the infantile ex-
tremists but were at the opposite pole
from them.

The second part develops a critique of all
the ideologies which communism open-
ly criticizes and combats: philosophical
idealism and its translation into political
terms, that is to say parliamentary
democracy; petty-bourgeois and Wilson-
ian pacifism, utopian socialism in all its
manifestations, from its classical form up

to its most extreme offshoots, the latter
of which see the forms of organization
assumed not only by the struggle for rev-
olutionary preparation but by the con-
quest of power, and even by the exercise
of the dictatorship, as a transposition of
the immediate organizations in which
proletarians are assembled under the
domination of capital (that is according to
their positions and their short-term inter-
ests within the bourgeois mode of pro-
duction); reformism with its theory that
the proletarian class can take power
gradually, moving little by little from its
position as an oppressed class to that of a
ruling class, including here its conception
of the exercise of this class rule; and fi-
nally anarchism which has its direct ori-
gins in bourgeois idealism and conse-
quently is a reflection of the capitalist
form of production and distribution.

In the third part, the entire spectrum of
activities which the party is summoned
to pursue as the representative of the
general and permanent interests of the
class is deduced from the theoretical and
programmatic principles of communism:
theoretical work, propaganda, prose-
lytism, active participation in the life of
trade unions and economic organiza-
tions, anti-military propaganda within
the army, revolutionary preparation in-
cluding legal and clandestine work, and
finally the revolutionary insurrection, the
attempt to seize power. The Theses reit-
erate our rejection of the tactic of partici-
pating in elections and parliamentary ac-
tivity in the countries with a long demo-
cratic tradition. This tactic clearly is re-
jected not for reasons of principle, valid
in any period, but on the basis of argu-
ments founded on the Marxist view of
the historical period in which the revolu-
tionary seizure of power is posed as the
single, direct perspective for the proletar-
ian class. In particular this rejection flows
form a recognition of the enormous ob-
stacle which is created for revolutionary
preparation in the advanced capitalist
countries by the persistence not only of
democratic institutions, but also of illu-
sions nurtured by the exploiting class a-



mong the oppressed class concerning
the possibility that it can attain its eman-
cipation by means of these institutions.

The Theses proceed to emphasize the re-
fusal on principle of “agreements or al-
liances with other political movements
which share with it [the Communist Par-
ty] a specific immediate objective [or
even which accept insurrectionary action
against the bourgeoisie] but diverge
from it in their program for further politi-
cal action”. As was made more explicitin
our critique of the slogan of the “political
united front” advanced by the Comintern
in 1921, this refusal did not exclude the
call for united actions by union organiza-
tions — including those linked to other
political movements — in the area of the
defence of the living and working condi-
tions of all proletarians, whatever may be
their ideological or political affiliation.
Point 13 dealing with the soviets is in
complete accord with the Theses later
adopted by the Second Congress; it very
explicitly states that soviets are not in
themselves organs of revolutionary
struggle, but become revolutionary to
the extent that the party conquers a ma-
jority in them. Whereas on the one hand
they can constitute a precious instrument
of revolutionary struggle in a period of a-
cute crisis, they can likewise present a se-
rious danger of conciliation and combi-
nation with the institutions of bourgeois
democracy whenever the bourgeoisie’s
power is reinforced. Noteworthy also in
light of future polemics is point 3 which
does not make the approval of the major-
ity or some gross numerical coefficient a
pre-condition for the party’s action.

It might seem strange that the Theses re-
ject the idea that majority approval is
necessary in the area of class action led
by the party, but state with respect to the
internal functioning of the party that “the
party functions on the basis of discipline
towards the decisions of the majority and
towards the decisions of the central or-
gans chosen by that majority to lead the
movement” (part lll, point 2). One must
not forget however that for our current,

as was stated in the Rome Theses (1922),
“the proclamation of the Party’s program
and the selection of people for the differ-
ent functions of the organization results
in appearance from a demaocratic vote by
delegates of the party. In reality, however,
they are the products of a real process
which accumulates the lessons of experi-
ence, and prepares and selects leaders,
thereby enabling the program and the hi-
erarchy of the party to take shape™. (2)
Discipline is the result of this “real
process” in so far as this process has no
break in continuity. It cannot result from a
mechanism which, like any mechanism,
can have no intrinsic value independent
of the purpose for which it has been de-
vised and can produce results opposite
from those for which it was intended. It is
for this reason that our party later on uti-
lized the formula of “organic centralism”
(in place of “democratic centralism”)
which better expresses the party’s mode
of functioning (see especially our text
The Democratic Principle which we pub-
lished inissue ... of this review).

The Theses conclude with two formulae
which express the unequivocal Marxist
position which renounces, in the Blan-
quist theory the idea of a coup by an au-
dacious minority, the voluntarist act not
based on an appreciation of the real rela-
tionship of forces in society as a whole;
but which claims Blanquism as its own
and as the very substance of Marxism, i-
nasmuch as it is the theory of armed in-
surrection, dictatorship and civil war.

With the excep-
tion of the for-
mulation of the
tactic of elec-

t_ora_l absten- 5 continuita del programma comunista,
tionism — the French translation in Defense de la
which was very  continuité du programme communiste.
important  for

us in regard to the formation of real com-
munist parties from the elements and
currents within the old socialist parties in
the West — there is not a single point in
the Theses to which the Bolsheviks could
not then subscribe. When barely seven

2. “Rome Theses of the Communist
Party of Italy”, part I, point 4. These The-
ses were adopted by the CPI at its
Rome Congress in March 1922. The I-
talian text can be found in In difesa del-
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years had elapsed, the Italian Left, at the
Third Congress of the Communist Party
of Italy at Lyons and at the Sixth En-
larged Executive at Moscow, was oO-
bliged to remind the Leninist Old Guard
— which was then locked in a tragic
struggle by the vise of counter-revolu-
tion mounting within the very ranks of
the party — that Marxism is a single
global vision of the world and of history,
and that tactical maneuvering has and
must have a limit because it necessarily
has repercussions on a factor which
plays a great role in the influence of the
party on the class: namely, the continu-
ity of principles and program openly
proclaimed, translated into practice con-
sistent with them, and implemented by
a close-knit organization.

|
Theses of the Abstentionist
Communist Faction
of the Italian Socialist Party
(May 1920)

1. Communism is the doctrine of the so-
cial and historical preconditions for the e-
mancipation of the proletariat.

The elaboration of this doctrine began in
the period of the first proletarian move-
ments against the effects of the bour-
geois system of production. It took shape
in the Marxist critique of the capitalist e-
conomy, the method of historical materi-
alism, the theory of class struggle and the
conception of the development which
will take place in the historical process of
the fall of the capitalist regime and the
proletarian revolution.

2. It is on the basis of this doctrine —
which found its first and fundamental
systematic expression in the Communist
Manifesto of 1848 — that the Communist
Party is constituted.

3. In the present historical period, the sit-
uation created by bourgeois relations of
production, based on the private owner-
ship of the means of production and ex-

change, on the private appropriation of
the products of collective labour and on
free competition in private trade of all
products, becomes more and more intol-
erable for the proletariat.

4. To these economic relations corre-
spond the political institutions character-
istic of capitalism: the state based on
democratic and parliamentary represen-
tation. In a society divided into classes,
the state is the organisation of the power
of the class which is economically privi-
leged. Although the bourgeoisie repre-
sents a minority within society, the dem-
ocratic state represents the system of
armed force organized for the purpose of
preserving the capitalist relations of pro-
duction.

5. The struggle of the proletariat against
capitalist exploitation assumes a succes-
sion of forms going from the violent de-
struction of machines to the organization
on a craft basis to improve working con-
ditions, to the creation of factory coun-
cils, and to attempts to take possession of
enterprises.

In all these individual actions, the prole-
tariat moves in the direction of the deci-
sive revolutionary struggle against the
power of the bourgeois state, which pre-
vents the present relations of production
from being broken.

6. This revolutionary struggle is the con-
flict between the whole proletarian class
and the whole bourgeois class. Its instru-
ment is the political class party, the com-
munist party, which achieves the con-
scious organization of the proletarian
vanguard aware of the necessity of unify-
ing its action, in space — by transcending
the interests of particular groups, trades
or nationalities — and in time — by sub-
ordinating to the final outcome of the
struggle the partial gains and conquests
which do not modify the essence of the
bourgeois structure.

Consequently it is only by organizing it-
self into a political party that the prole-
tariat constitutes itself into a class strug-
gling for its emancipation.



7. The objective of the action of the Com-
munist Party is the violent overthrow of
bourgeois rule, the conquest of political
power by the proletariat, and the organi-
zation of the latter into a ruling class.

8. Parliamentary democracy in which cit-
izens of every class are represented is the
form assumed by the organization of the
bourgeoisie into a ruling class. The or-
ganization of the proletariat into a ruling
class will instead be achieved through
the dictatorship of the proletariat, that is,
through a type of state in which repre-
sentation (the system of workers’ coun-
cils) will be decided only by members of
the working class (the industrial proletari-
at and the poor peasants), with the bour-
geois being denied the right to vote.

9. After the old bureaucratic, police and
military machine has been destroyed, the
proletarian state will unify the armed
forces of the laboring class into an organ-
ization which will have as its task the re-
pression of all counter-revolutionary at-
tempts by the dispossessed class and the
execution of measures of intervention in-
to bourgeois relations of production and

property.

10. The process of transition from the
capitalist economy to a communist one
will be extremely complex and its phases
will differ according to differing degrees
of economic development. The end-point
of this process will be the total achieve-
ment of the ownership and management
of the means of production by the whole
unified collectivity, together with the cen-
tral and rational distribution of produc-
tive forces among the different branches
of production, and finally the central ad-
ministration of the allocation of products
by the collectivity.

11. When capitalist economic relation-
ships have been entirely eliminated, the
abolition of classes will be an accom-
plished fact and the state, as a political ap-
paratus of power, will be progressively re-
placed by the rational, collective adminis-
tration of economic and social activity.

12. The process of transforming the rela-
tions of production will be accompanied
by a wide range of social measures stem-
ming from the principle that the collectiv-
ity takes charge of the physical and intel-
lectual existence of all its members. In
this way, all the birth marks which the
proletariat has inherited from the capital-
ist world will be progressively eliminated
and, in the words of the Manifesto, in
place of the old bourgeois society, with
its classes and class antagonisms, we
shall have an association in which the
free development of each is the condition
for the free development of all.

13. The pre-conditions for the victory of
proletarian power in the struggle for the
realization of communism are to be
found not so much in the rational use of
skills in technical tasks, as in the fact that
political responsibilities and the control
of the state apparatus are confided to
those people who will put the general in-
terest and the final triumph of commu-
nism before the particular and limited in-
terests of groups.

Precisely because the Communist Party
is the organization of proletarians who
have achieved this class consciousness,
the aim of the party will be, by its propa-
ganda, to win elective posts for its mem-
bers within the social organization. The
dictatorship of the proletariat will there-
fore be the dictatorship of the Commu-
nist Party and the latter will be a party of
government in a sense totally opposed to
that of the old oligarchies, for commu-
nists will assume responsibilities which
will demand the maximum of sacrifice
and renunciation and they will take upon
their shoulders the heaviest burden of
the revolutionary task which falls on the
proletariat in the difficult labour through
which a new world will come to birth.

1. The critiqgue which communists contin-
uously make on the basis of the funda-
mental methods of Marxism, and the
propagation of the conclusions to which
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it leads, have as their objective the extir-
pation of those influences which the ide-
ological systems of other classes and
other parties have over the proletariat.

2. First of all, communism sweeps away
idealist conceptions which consider the
material of the world of thought as the
base, and not the result, of the real rela-
tions of human life and of their develop-
ment. All religious and philosophical for-
mulations of this type must be consid-
ered as the ideological baggage of class-
es whose supremacy — which preceded
the bourgeois epoch — rested on an ec-
clesiastical, aristocratic or dynastic or-
ganization receiving its authority only
from a pretended super-human investi-
ture.

One symptom of the decadence of the
modern bourgeoisie is the fact that those
old ideologies which it had itself de-
stroyed reappear in its midst under new
forms.

A communism founded on idealist bases
would be an unacceptable absurdity.

3. In still more characteristic fashion,
communism is the demolition of the con-
ceptions of liberalism and bourgeois
democracy by the Marxist critique. The
juridical assertion of freedom of thought
and political equality of citizens, and the
idea that institutions founded on the
rights of the majority and on the mecha-
nism of universal electoral representa-
tion are a sufficient base for a gradual
and indefinite progress of human society,
are ideologies which correspond to the
regime of private economy and free com-
petition, and to the interests of the capi-
talist class.

4. One of the illusions of bourgeois
democracy is the belief that the living
conditions of the masses can be im-
proved through increasing the education
and training provided by the ruling class-
es and their institutions. In fact it is the
opposite: raising the intellectual level of
the great masses demands, as a pre-con-
dition, a better standard of material life,
something which is incompatible with

the bourgeois regime. Moreover through
its schools, the bourgeoisie tries to
broadcast precisely the ideologies which
inhibit the masses from perceiving the
present institutions as the very obstacle
to their emancipation.

5. Another fundamental tenet of bour-
geois 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 mo-
ment when it establishes its own power,
in that it can thus avail itself of national
and patriotic ideologies (which corre-
spond to certain interests common in the
initial period of capitalism to people of
the same race, language and customs)
and use them to delay and mitigate the
conflict between the capitalist state and
the proletarian masses.

National irredentisms are 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 capital-
ism drives it to the often violent con-
quest of foreign markets and to the re-
sulting conflict among the great states
over the latter. Communism transcends
the principle of nationality in that it
demonstrates the identical predicament
in which the mass of disinherited work-
ers find themselves with respect to em-
ployers, whatever may be the nationality
of either the former or the latter; it pro-
claims the international association to be
the type of political organization which
the proletariat will create whenit, in turn,
comes to power.

In the perspective of the communist cri-
tique, therefore, the recent world war
[WWI] was brought about by capitalist
imperialism. This critique demolishes
those various interpretations which take
up the viewpoint of one or another bour-
geois state and try to present the war as a
vindication of the national rights of cer-
tain peoples or as a struggle of demo-
cratically more advanced states against
those organized on pre-bourgeois forms,
or finally, as a supposed necessity of self-
defence against enemy aggression.



6. Communism is likewise opposed to
the conceptions of bourgeois pacifism
and to Wilsonian illusions on the possi-
bility of a world association of states,
based on disarmament and arbitration
and having as its pre-condition the U-
topia of a sub-division of state units by
nationality. For communists, war will
become impossible and national ques-
tions will be solved only when the capi-
talist regime has been replaced by the
International Communist Republic.

7. Inathird area, communism presents it-
self as the transcendence of the systems
of utopian socialism which seek to elimi-
nate the faults of social organization by
instituting complete plans for a new or-
ganization of society whose possibility of
realization was not put in relationship to
the real development of history.

8. The proletariat’s elaboration of its own
interpretation of society and history to
guide its action against the social rela-
tions of the capitalist world, continuously
gives rise to a multitude of schools or
currents, influenced to a greater or lesser
degree by the very immaturity of the con-
ditions of struggle and by all the various
bourgeois prejudices. From all this arise
the errors and setbacks in proletarian ac-
tion. But it is due to this material of expe-
rience that the communist movement
succeeds in defining with ever greater
clarity the central features of its doctrine
and its tactics, differentiating itself clearly
from all the other currents active within
the proletariat itself and openly combat-
ing them.

9. The formation of producers’ coopera-
tives, in which the capital belongs to the
workers who work in them, cannot be a
path towards the suppression of the
capitalist system. This is because the
acquisition of raw materials and the dis-
tribution of products are effected ac-
cording to the laws of private economy
and consequently, credit, and therefore
private capital ultimately exercises con-
trol over the collective capital of the co-
operative itself.

10. Communists cannot consider eco-
nomic trade or craft organizations to be
sufficient for the struggle for the proletar-
ian revolution or as the basic organs of
the communist economy.

The organization of the class through
trade unions serves to neutralize compe-
tition between workers of the same trade
and prevents wages falling to the lowest
level. However, it cannot lead to the elim-
ination of capitalist profit, still less to the
unification of the workers of all trades a-
gainst the privilege of bourgeois power.
Further, the simple transfer of the owner-
ship of the enterprises from the private
employer to the workers’ union could not
achieve the basic economic features of
communism, for the latter necessitates
the transfer of ownership to the whole
proletarian collectivity since this is the
only way to eliminate the characteristics
of the private economy in the appropria-
tion and distribution of products.
Communists consider the union as the
site of an initial proletarian experience
which permits the workers to go further
towards the concept and the practice of
political struggle, which has as its organ
the class party.

11.In general, itis an error to believe that
the revolution is a question of forms of
organizations which proletarians group
into according to their position and inter-
ests within the framework of the capital-
ist system of production.

It is not a modification of the structure of
economic organizations, then, which can
provide the proletariat with an effective
instrument for its emancipation.

Factory unions and factory councils e-
merge as organs for the defense of the
interests of the proletarians of different
enterprises at the point when it begins
to appear possible that capitalist des-
potism in the management of the enter-
prises could be limited. But obtaining
the right of these organizations to su-
pervise (to monitor) production to a
more or less large degree is not incom-
patible with the capitalist system and
could even be used by it as a means to
preserve its domination.
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Even the transfer of factory management
to factory councils would not mean (any
more than in the case of the unions) the
advent of the communist system. Ac-
cording to the true communist concep-
tion, workers’ supervision of production
will not be achieved until after the over-
throw of bourgeois power, and it will be a
supervision over the running of every en-
terprise exercised by the whole proletari-
at unified in the state of workers’ coun-
cils. Communist management of produc-
tion will be the direction of every branch
and every productive unit by rational col-
lective organs which will represent the in-
terests of all workers united in the work
of building communism.

12. Capitalist relations of production can-
not be modified by the intervention of the
organs of bourgeois power.

This is why the transfer of private enter-
prises to the state or to the local govern-
ment does not correspond in the slight-
est to the communist conception. Such a
transfer is invariably accompanied by the
payment of the capital value of the enter-
prise to the former owners who thus fully
retain their right to exploit. The enterpris-
es themselves continue to function as
private enterprises within the framework
of the capitalist economy, and they often
become convenient instruments in the
work of class preservation and defense
undertaken by the bourgeois state.

13. The idea that capitalist exploitation of
the proletariat can be gradually dimin-
ished and then eliminated by the legisla-
tive and reformist action of present polit-
ical institutions, be it elicited by repre-
sentatives of the proletarian party inside
those institutions or even by mass agita-
tion, leads only to complicity in the de-
fense of the privileges of the bour-
geoisie. The latter will on occasion pre-
tend to give up a minimum of its privi-
leges in order to try to appease the anger
of the masses and to divert their revolu-
tionary attempts against the bases of the
capitalist regime.

14. The conquest of political power by

the proletariat, even if such an objective
is considered as the final, total aim of its
action, cannot be achieved by winning a
majority within bourgeois elective or-
gans.

Thanks to the executive organs of the s-
tate, which are the direct agents of the
bourgeoisie, the latter very easily en-
sures a majority within the elective or-
gans for its delegates or for those ele-
ments which fall under its influence or in-
to its game because they want to individ-
ually or collectively win elective posts.
Moreover, participation in such institu-
tions requires the agreement to respect
the juridical and political bases of the
bourgeois constitution. This agreement
is merely formal but nevertheless it is
sufficient to free the bourgeoisie from
even the slightest embarrassment of an
accusation of formal illegality at the point
when it will logically resort to its real
means of armed defence rather than a-
bandon power and permit the proletariat
to smash its bureaucratic and military
machine of domination.

15. To recognize the necessity of insur-
rectionary struggle for the seizure of
power, while at the same time proposing
that the proletariat exercise its power by
conceding representation to the bour-
geoisie in new political organizations
(constituent assemblies or combinations
of these with the system of workers’
councils) is an unacceptable program
and is opposed to the central communist
demand, the dictatorship of the proletari-
at. The process of expropriating the bour-
geoisie would be immediately compro-
mised if this class retained a means to in-
fluence somehow the formation of the
representative organs of the expropriat-
ing proletarian state. This would permit
the bourgeoisie to use the influence
which it will inevitably retain because of
its experience and its intellectual and
technical training, in order to deploy its
political activity towards the reestablish-
ment of its power in a counter-revolution.
The same consequences would result if
the slightest democratic prejudice was al-
lowed to survive in regard to an equality



of treatment which is supposedly to be
granted to the bourgeois by the proletar-
ian power in such matters as freedom of
association, propaganda and the press.

16. The program which proposes an or-
gan of political representation based on
delegates from the various trades and
professions of all the social classes is not
even in form a road leading to the system
of workers’ councils, since the latter is
characterized by the exclusion of the
bourgeois from electoral rights and its
central organization is not chosen on the
basis of trade but by territorial con-
stituency. The form of representation in
question is rather an inferior stage even
in comparison with present parliamen-
tary democracy.

17. Anarchism is profoundly opposed to
the ideas of communism. It aims at the
immediate establishment of a society
without a state and political system and
advocates, for the economy of the future,
the autonomous functioning of units of
production, rejecting any concept of a
central organization and regulation of hu-
man activities in production and distribu-
tion. Such a conception is close to that of
the bourgeois private economy and re-
mains alien to the fundamental essence
of communism. Moreover, the immedi-
ate elimination of the state as a machin-
ery of political power would be equiva-
lent to a failure to offer resistance to the
counter-revolution, unless one presup-
poses that classes have been immediate-
ly abolished, that is to say that there has
been the so-called revolutionary expro-
priation simultaneous with the insurrec-
tion against bourgeois power.

Not the slightest possibility of this exists,
given the complexity of the proletarian
tasks in the substitution of the commu-
nist economy for the present one, and
given the necessity that such a process
be directed by a central organization rep-
resenting the general interest of the pro-
letariat and subordinating to this interest
all the local and particular interests which
act as the principal conservative force
within capitalism.

1. The communist doctrine and econom-
ic determinism do not see communists
as passive spectators of historical destiny
but on the contrary as indefatigable fight-
ers. Struggle and action, however, would
be ineffective if divorced from the les-
sons of doctrine and of experience seen
in the light of the communist critique.

2. The revolutionary work of communists
is based on the organization into a party
of those proletarians who unite a con-
sciousness of communist principles with
the decision to devote all their energy to
the cause of the revolution. The party, or-
ganized internationally, functions on the
basis of discipline towards the decisions
of the majority and towards the decisions
of the central organs chosen by that ma-
jority to lead the movement.

3. Propaganda and proselytism — in
which the party accepts new members
only on the basis of the most sure guar-
antees —are fundamental activities of
the party. Although it bases the success
of its action on the propagation of its
principles and final objectives and al-
though it struggles in the interest of the
immense majority of society, the com-
munist movement does not make the
approval of the majority a pre-condition
for its action. The criterion which deter-
mines the occasion to launch a revolu-
tionary action is the objective evaluation
of our own forces and those of our ene-
mies, taking into consideration all the
complex factors of which the numerical
element is not the sole or even the most
important determinant.

4. The communist party, internally, devel-
ops an intense work of study and political
critique intimately linked to the exigen-
cies of action and to historical experi-
ence, and it strives to organize this work
on an international basis. Externally, in all
circumstances and with the means at it
disposal, it works to diffuse the lessons of
its own critical experience and to refute
enemy schools and parties. Above all,
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the party conducts its activity and propa-
ganda among the proletarian masses
and works to polarize them around it,
particularly at those times when they are
set in motion in reaction against the con-
ditions capitalism imposes upon them
and especially within the organizations
formed by proletarians to defend their
immediate interests.

5. Communists therefore penetrate pro-
letarian co-operatives, unions, factory
councils, and form groups of communist
workers within them. They strive to win
a majority and posts of leadership so
that the mass of proletarians mobilized
by these associations subordinate their
action to the highest political and revolu-
tionary ends of the struggle for commu-
nism.

6. The communist party, on the other
hand, remains outside all institutions
and associations in which bourgeois and
workers participate in common, or
worse still, which are led and sponsored
by members of the bourgeoisie (soci-
eties of mutual assistance, charities, cul-
tural schools, popular universities,
Freemasons’ Lodges, etc.). It combats
the action and influence of these institu-
tions and associations and tries to divert
proletarians from them.

7. Participation in elections to the repre-
sentative organs of bourgeois democra-
cy and participation in parliamentary ac-
tivity, while always presenting a continu-
ous danger of deviation, may be utilized
for propaganda and for schooling the
movement during the period in which
there does not yet exist the possibility of
overthrowing bourgeois rule and in
which, as a consequence, the party’s task
is restricted 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 International, communists
pose, as the direct objective of the politi-
cal action of the proletariat in every coun-
try, the revolutionary conquest of power,
to which end all the energy and all the

preparatory work of the party must be
devoted.

In this period, it is inadmissible to partici-
pate in these organs which function as a
powerful defensive instrument of the
bourgeoisie and which are designed to
operate even within the ranks of the pro-
letariat. It is precisely in opposition to
these organs, to their structure as to their
function, that communists call for the
system of workers’ councils and the dic-
tatorship of the proletariat.

Because of the great importance which
electoral activity assumes in practice, itis
not possible to reconcile this activity with
the assertion that it is not the means of
achieving the principal objective of the
party’s action, which is the conquest of
power. It also is not possible to prevent it
from absorbing all the activity of the
movement and from diverting it from
revolutionary preparation.

8. The electoral conquest of local govern-
mental bodies entails the same inconve-
niencies as parliamentarism but to an
even greater degree. It cannot be accept-
ed as a means of action against bour-
geois power for two reasons: 1) these lo-
cal bodies have no real power but are
subjected to the state machine, and 2) al-
though the assertion of the principle of
local autonomy can today cause some
embarrassment for the ruling bour-
geoisie, such a method would have the
result of providing it with a base of oper-
ations in its struggle against the estab-
lishment of proletarian power and is con-
trary to the communist principle of cen-
tralized action.

9. In the revolutionary period, all the ef-
forts of the communists concentrate on
enabling the action of the masses to at-
tain a maximum of intensity and efficien-
cy. Communists combine propaganda
and revolutionary preparation with the
organization of large and frequent prole-
tarian demonstrations above all in the
major centers and strive to use economic
movements in order to organize demon-
strations of a political character in which
the proletariat reaffirms and strengthens



its will to overthrow the bourgeois power.

10. The Communist Party carries its prop-
aganda into the ranks of the bourgeois
army. Communist anti-militarism is not
based on a sterile humanitarianism. Its
aim instead is to convince proletarians
that the bourgeoisie arms them to defend
its own interests and to use their force a-
gainst the cause of the proletariat.

11. The Communist Party trains itself to
act as the general staff of the proletariat
in the revolutionary war. For this reason it
prepares and organizes its own network
of intelligence and communication.
Above all, it supports and organizes the
arming of the proletariat.

12. The Communist Party concludes no
agreements or alliances with other politi-
cal movements which share with it a spe-
cific immediate objective, but diverge
from it in their program of further action.
It must equally refuse the alliance — oth-
erwise known as the “united front” —
with all working class tendencies which
accept insurrectionary action against the
bourgeoisie but diverge from the com-
munist program in the development of
subsequent action.

Communists have no reason to consider
the growth of forces tending to over-
throw bourgeois power as a favorable
condition when the forces working for
the constitution of proletarian power on
communist directives remain insuffi-
cient, since only a communist leadership
can assure its success.

13. The soviets or councils of workers,
peasants and soldiers, constitute the or-
gans of proletarian power and can exer-
cise their true function only after the
overthrow of bourgeois rule.

Soviets are not in themselves organs of
revolutionary struggle. They become
revolutionary when the Communist Party
wins a majority within them.

Workers’ councils can also arise before
the revolution, in a period of acute crisis
in which the state power is seriously
threatened.

In a revolutionary situation, it may be
necessary for the party to take the initia-
tive in forming soviets, but this cannot be
a means of precipitating such a situation.
If the power of the bourgeoisie is
strengthened, the survival of councils
can present a serious danger to the revo-
lutionary struggle — the danger of a con-
ciliation and a combination of proletarian
organs with the organs of bourgeois
democracy.

14. What distinguishes communists is
not that, in every situation and in every
episode of the class struggle, they call for
the immediate mobilization of all prole-
tarian forces for a general insurrection.
What distinguishes them is that they
clearly say that the phase of insurrection
is an inevitable outcome of the struggle,
and that they prepare the proletariat to
face it in conditions favorable to the suc-
cess and the further development of the
revolution.

Depending on the situation — which the
party can better assess than the rest of
the proletariat — the party can therefore
find itself confronted with the necessity
to act in order to hasten or to delay the
moment of the decisive battle. In any
event, the specific task of the party is to
fight both against those who, desiring to
hasten revolutionary action at any price,
could drive the proletariat into disaster,
and against the opportunists who exploit
every occasion in which decisive action
is undesirable in order to block the revo-
lutionary movement by diverting the ac-
tion of the masses towards other objec-
tives. The Communist Party, on the con-
trary, must lead the action of the masses
always further in an effective prepara-
tion for the final and inevitable armed
struggle against the defensive forces of
bourgeois rule.
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WHERE WE COME FROM
A BRIEF CHRONOLOGY

Our party, the International Communist Party, comes down from afar
and has nothing to do with * 68, the youth movements, the infantile reac-
tionto Stalinismthat callsitself “extremist,” “ spontaneist,” “ movement-
oriented,” “worker-centered,” etc. Let usadd that thisis amatter of rad-
ical, even genetic, difference. No matter how small today, with littlein-
fluence and of limited membership, our party represented and represents,
through the highs and lows of atremendously counterrevolutionary pe-
riod, the uninterrupted continuation of the grand tradition of the interna-
tional communist movement from 1848 (The Communist Manifesto),
through the creation of the First and Second International, and the Paris
Commune of 1871, to the October Revolution of 1917. It's comparable
to an underground stream that had (or was able) to course below the
rocks and sand and through the mire and landslides. L et us retrace this
long march by means of asimplified outline.

1892 - Theltdian Socidist Party (PSl) wasborn. Arising from the conjoin-
ing of various currents, not al revolutionary and internationalist, the party
wasled by reformists (although, in contrast to those who followed inthe so-
called“Left” particularly after the Second World War, the former were, so
to speak, at thevery least... possessed of dignity!). Thoseturn-of-the-centu-
ry years witnessed huge workingclass strugglesin Italy, Central Europe,
andintheU. S, and thereformist leaderships of the PSI and of thelargela
bor confederations often found themselvesin conflict with the more mili-
tant masses.

1910 - A clearly l€eft current, the Sinistra, emerged at the PSI’s Congress
of Milan in opposition to the reformist leadership of the party and the
trade unions, and soon took a leading position in labor struggles. This
L eft, the Snistra, made clear itsinternationalism by strongly opposing the
Libyan War (1911), and organized itself nationally as the Intransigent
Revolutionary Faction at the Reggio Emilia Congress of 1912. A similar
conflict broke out in the Socidist Youth Federation against those who
wanted the body to become largely aculture-dispensing organization. By
the Snistra, both party and Young Federation were seen as organs of
struggle. The militant youth were to receive their revolutionary inspira
tion and staminafrom thewholelife and experience of the party asit guid-
ed the working class on the road to revol ution, and not from some banal
“party school” education. Amadeo Bordiga (1889-1970) and the “ Revo-
lutionary Sociaist Club Carlo Marx” of Napleswere decisiveinfluences
amongst the Intransigent Revolutionaries, and have remained fundamen-
tal references pointsin the history of the Snistra.

1914 - With World War | the Snistra proclaimed the need for revol utionary
defeatism, which wasin full agreement with Lenin’stheses, hardly known



a thetimein Italy. With abackground tragicaly highlighted by the failureto opposethe
war when most Socidist partiesvoted war creditsand solidified with their respective na-
tiona bourgeoisie, the PSI, notwithstanding the efforts by the Snistra, approved an am-
biguousdlogan, “ neither support nor sabotage,” which meant no support for thewar, but
no fight againgt it either. With Mussolini at their head, theinterventionists had earlier a
bandoned the party.

1917 - At the outbresk of the October Revolution, the Snistra digned itself unhesitat-
ingly with Lenin and Trotsky, greeting the event as the opening phase of an internation-
a revolution. “Bolshevism, A Plant for Every Clime” was the piece written by Bordiga
which warmly greeted the revolution. Antonio Gramsci and Palmiro Togliatti, who
would form the group publishing L' Ordine Nuovo in 1919, were initially under thein-
fluence of anon-Marxist idealism and displayed a somewhat confused and ambiguous
understanding of the event. Inthearticle“ The Revolution Against * Capitd’,” Gramsci
erroneoudy asserted that the October Revolution negated Marxist materialism. In [taly,
the Snigtra, the only faction inthe PSI with anational network, was ableto convokethe
party toamesting in Florencein 1917 that led to the reaffirmation of intransigent oppo-
sition to the war. Beginning in 1918, with the nation sei zed by mounting social tensions
resulting from thewar and indicated by theincreasing strikes and mal content, the Snis-
tra, in possession of itsown organ, // Soviet, from December of that year, took thelead in
getting the PSI to support revolutionary Russia and openly recognize the international
significance of Lenin’sstrategy.

1919 - Thiswasthe crucia year for al of Europe: the year of the great strikesin Italy
and revolutionary attemptsin Germany and Hungary, the year Rosa L uxemburg and
Karl Liebknecht were massacred, and the year of the birth of the Third International
asthe party of theworld revolution. In Italy, apolemic broke out between the Snistra
- pressing for the creation of an authentic communist party able to apply the experi-
ence of the Russian Revolution to the West and stressing the social and political nov-
elty of the soviet as an organ of sovereign power in the revolutionary process - and
Gramsci’s L’ Ordine Nuovo, that insisted in identifying the factory council asthe e-
quivalent of the soviet, portraying the council - normatively asubsidiary organ oper-
ating within the social and political functionsof capitalism - as*“the embryo of thefu-
ture society.” Still in 1919, thanks to the theoretical and practical actions of the Sin-
istra, a Communist Abstentionist Faction was founded in the PSI, the nucleus of the
future Communist Party of Italy (Partito Comunistad’ Italia). One of the views char-
acterizing the faction wasthe belief that in the nations of established democratic rule
- Western/Central Europe and the US - the parliament was no longer the site where
important political and economic decisions were taken, an axiom drawn from the
classical texts of Marxism. It had ceased to be a usable tribune from which to make
known communist views, and for the longest period served to lead astray and dissi-
pate revolutionary forces. Hence the parliament was to be opposed: with ademocrat-
ic government, opposition to the bourgeois system was rendered most dramatically
by boycotting political elections. A second tactic advanced by the Snistra was the
concept of “united front from below”: this meant avoiding the confusing political
convergence of parties and organizations having disparate if not conflicting pro-
grams, while drawing all workers of whatever political, ideological or religious con-
viction into a common struggle for clear economic and social objectivesand in de-
fense of their conditions of life and work.

1920 - At the Second Congress of the Third internationa, the Snistra played adetermi-
nant rolein stiffening the conditions of admission. In so doing, a atimeof continued and
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considerable social ferment, it hoped to bar admission to groups and parties whose
acceptance of arevolutionary program and discipline would prove rhetorical and
their actions detrimental, particularly if the postwar verve and revolutionary condi-
tions receded, as was soon the case. In seeing the International as atrue, authentic
world party rather than aformal arithmetic summation of national parties, which lat-
er would be free to go on and “make politics’ as each saw fit, of all the European
communist groups the Snistra was the clearest on the question of internationalism.
Even asit wasinvolved in founding acommunist party in Italy, the Snistraintheln-
ternational stood for the reaffirmation of Marxism’sintegrity and for an internation-
alism strategically and tactically binding the working classes of the West with there-
bellious people of the East. It believed that a revolutionary communist party must
seek the violent overthrow of the bourgeoisieleading to the establishment of the class
dictatorship asabridge to aclassless society. Strongly favoring internal discipline, it
maintained that, within both the national parties and the International, obedience
must rest on the voluntary acceptance and understanding of the revolutionary pro-
gram by each and every adherent, and not on bossy compulsion.

1921 - At the PSFs 1921 Congress of Leighorn (Livorno), the Communist Snistra
broke away from the old reformist party and founded the Communist Party of Italy
(CPI), a Section of the Communist International. Regardless of the subsequent as-
sertions of a Stalinist historiography, the leading offices of the party were staffed en-
tirely by Snistra representatives and by Bordiga. At thistime, Gramsci and Togliatti
were in total agreement with this leadership. For two years, in a Western Europe
where revolutionary elements were seeking aroad to revolution to provide decisive
aid to the USSR, the Snistra-led CPI was the foremost edge of the politics of “Bol-
shevism, A Plant for Every Clime.” Amongst the trade unions, it carried out a stren-
uous campaign to construct areal united front - not of parties - of the working mass-
eswhatever their political loyalties; it fought no less strenuously against social-dem-
ocratic reformism that misled the workers with itsillusory pacifism and legalism; it
openly confronted fascism, which it described asthe reaction of industrial and agrar-
ian capital to aworldwide economic crisis and the militancy of the proletariat, and
not afeudal phenomenon aswould be averred later by Stalinists; it built adefensive
military apparatus against reaction and did not have to rely on such organizations as
the* Arditi del Popolo,” aformation of spurious and uncertain nature; and during al
those years marked by the reflux of the postwar revolutionary wave, the party main-
tained an international and internationalist stance, criticizing from the outset therise
of localism or autonomous actions and, above all else, the moves subordinating the
International itself to Russian national needs.

1923-24 - After the arrest of Bordigaand agood many of the party’sleadersin early 1923
- although they would be released by year’s end following a successful defense leading
to acquittd - leadership passed to asecondary group more open to manipulation by the
International . Despite anational conference of the party heldin Como in May, 1924, at
which the del egates voted overwhelmingly for the Snistra, the party leadership wasgiv-
en by Moscow to anew Centrist grouping formed under Gramsci and Togliatti. The Sin-
istra was thus barred from leadership. Employing means, methods and language cor-
rectly identified with Stalinism, in the course of the next two years the Snistra was
crushed and itsinfluence eradicated: Prometeo, ajournal speaking for the Snistra, was
suppressed after afew issues, party sectionswith Snistra mgjoritiesweredissolved, Sn-
istra spokesmen were removed, their articles and views censured or not published, and
the party put under a regimen of intimidation, suspicion, and discipline that was ever
bossier and bureaucratic.



1926 - Archival evidence has shown that the |11 Party Congress held outside Italy at
Lyons, France, met before an assembly stacked by the Centrist |eadership; two ex-
amples of the methods used will suffice here: 1) in the pre-congressional congresses,
the votes of absentee Sinistra followers were automatically given to the Gramscian
Center; 2) at afina meetingin Milan, del egatesto Lyonswerewinnowed to eliminate
Snistra representation. At that congress, the Snistra was completely marginalized
and no longer ableto act or haveitsviewsknown. At the VIl meeting of the Enlarged
Executive Committee of the Communist | nternational held in M oscow between Feb-
ruary-March of that year, Bordigaopposed “Bolshevization,” that is, the reorganiza-
tion of the party on the basis of the factory cell that, under the pretense of increasing
theworkers' influence, had the effect of enclosing the base within the narrowness of
the factory or shop, to which the person of the functionary-bureaucrat becameanin-
dispensable source of “thelineto befollowed” and the embodiment of leadership. At
that incandescently dramatic session of the V1 Enlarged Executive Committee, Bor-
diga, who openly confronted and questioned Stalin, wasthe only delegate amongst all

present to ask that the grave internal crisis extant within the Bolshevik Party - the
prelude to the emergence of the faux and lying theory of “socialism in one country”

- be posted asthe order of the day for the next world congress. To quote hiswords:
“the Russian Revolution isour revolution a so, its problems our problems, and [there-
fore] every member of the revolutionary International has not only the right but also
the duty to labor initsresolution.” Meanwhile, the Fascist authorities saw to it that
Bordiga and the entire Italian Communist leadership were arrested long before the
next world congress. In the USSR, Stalin isolated the United Opposition. Between
1926 and 1930, the Snistra followers were expelled from the party, and thus given
over to Fascist repression or forced to emigrate. The campaign against the Snistra
was undertaken in parallel with the persecution of Trotsky and his supporters, al-
though between the two currents there were dissimilarities of views - which did not
prevent the Sinistra from defending Trotsky in the crucia years of 1927-1928. Bor-
digahimself was expelled in 1930 on the charge of “Trotskyism.” Meanwhile, first
with the betrayal of the English General Strike in 1926 and then with the subordina-
tion of the Chinese Communist Party to the Kwomingtang during the Chinese revo-
[utionary year of 1927 resulting in the massacre of the Canton and Shangai Commu-
nards by the Nationalists, Stalinism, a degenerative manifestation indicative of the
rise of abourgeoisforce within a USSR isolated by the absence of supportive work-
ingclass revolution in the West, undertook the complete reversal of the principles of
the communist program.

1930-1940 - With Bordiga under continuous police surveillance and isolated in
Naples, the Snistra suppressed and hounded by Fascism and Stalinism, its members
dispersed through emigration to the West where they had al so to fight and opposethe
growing illusions cast by bourgeois democracy, there began a phase of our history
best described as heroic. The Snistra reorganized in France and Belgium under the
name of the Faction Abroad (Frazione all’ Estero) and published the periodicals
Prometeo and Bilan, thusreturning to the political battle. The situation was very dif-
ficult for this handful of scattered comrades. Theirs was a battle waged on three
fronts: against Fascism, Stalinism, and bourgeois democracy. They continued the
criticism of Moscow’s policies- the“united fronts,” theillusion about the efficacy of
democracy, the continuous political somersaults that bewildered the working class,
the Nazi-Soviet Pact, and Togliatti’s appeal to “the brothers in black shirts.” They
worked vainly during the Spanish War to get the uncertain | eft groupsto orient them-
selveson aclassbasis. They carried on the struggle against Fascists and Nazisin oc-
cupied France, even spreading defeatism amongst German troops. With the myths of
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democracy penetrating ever deeper in the international workers movement, the Sin-
istra responded with critical analyses. At the onset of war in 1939, they pointed out its
imperialistic character. It was aready clear to them that Stalinism represented the
worst of counterrevolutionary waves. With insufficient forces due to their isolation,
they began the analysis of what happened in the USSR. It was this tenacious resist-
ance, thisdetermination to not allow abreak in the“red thread” that |ed to therebirth
of the party in 1943.

1943-1952 - Thanksto the repatriation to Italy of anumber of comrades, the work to
reweave area and viable organization was begun. At the end of 1943, the first issue
of Prometeo appeared clandestingly. Contacts were made with Bordiga; thefirst po-
litical work was undertaken among proletarian elements deluded by the resistance
movement. The effort was made to give a class basis to the strike wave in the last
years of the war. By working in contact with the proletarians, significant gains were
made in the North, and often internationalists were el ected shop stewardsin the fac-
tories. At last, the Internationalist Communist Party was born having asits journal
Battaglia Comunista. The clash with the Stalinists emerged into the open. While
Togliatti as Minister of Justice decreed ageneral amnesty of fascist leaders and rank-
and-file members amidst pacansto “the new man” and “the reborn democracy,” his
party denounced the Internationalists as “fascists,” inciting a policy calling for their
physical elimination. The culmination of this defamatory campaign was the assassi-
nation of two comrades, Mario Acquaviva and Fausto Atti, and others massacred by
Stalinists but whose fate has remained shrouded in anonymity. In thisinitial period,
party lifewastill characterized by theoretical uncertainties and doubts brought home
by repatriates from the Faction Abroad. Matters cameto ahead in 1952 with the need
to reestablish the party solidly on the corpus of a Marxism cleansed of all Stalinist
distortionsand freed from theimperative of animmediate activism. Thisled to afirst
split. The periodical 1l programma comunista began publication in 1952. Until his
death in 1970, Bordiga devoted himself to the enormous task of reconstructing the
theoretical and political basisof the party, which becametruly international in fact as
well as namein the 1960s. The “ Fundamental Theses of the Party” (1951), “Consid-
erations on the Organic Activity of the Party in a Situation which is Generally and
Historically Unfavorable” (1965), “ Theses on the Historic Duty, the Action and
Structure of the World Communist Party” (1965), and “ Supplementary Theses”
(1966) gave the party itstheoretical, political, and organizational structure.

For amorecomplete presentation of our history and positions, read:

“What Isthelnter national Communist Party”, in I nternationalist Papers9
(Spring-Summer 2000)

Ordersto:

Edizioni Il Programma Comunista, Casdllapostale 962, 20101 Milano (Italy)
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LO QUE DISTINGUE A NUESTRO PARTIDO

La linea que va de Marx a Lenin, a la fundacion de la
I nternacional Comunista y del Partido Comunista de Italia
(Livorno, 1921); la lucha de la | zquierda Comunista contra
la degeneracion de la Internacional, contra la teoria del
“socialismo en un solo pais’ y la contrarrevolucion estalini-
sta; el rechazo de los Frentes Popularesy de los Blogues de
la Resitencia; la dura obra de restauracion de la doctrina 'y
del érgano revolucionarios, en contacto con la clase obrera,
fuera del politiqueo personal y electoralesco.



EL CAPITALISMO ESTAA LA

CONTINUA BUSCA DE OXIGENO

Estamosentre aquellos, pocosy acontracorriente, que no piensan en efecto qued 11 de
septiembre, con € atague terrorista en suelo americano, se hayaabierto unanuevaera
El contexto en el cua seredizae ataque alos USA 'y aquél en el que maduralares-
puestaamericana, son efectivamente ulteriores demostracionesy confirmacionesdela
teoriamarxista sobre la dinamica de desarrollo del capitalismoy sobrelascrisisy las
guerras como momentosesencialesdd ciclo deacumulacion ddl sistemade capital. No
nos detenemos aanalizar lanatural eza de laaccion padecida por 1os USA sobre su pro-
pio territorio. Muchas son todavialas dudas sobre laforma en que esa accién hasido
preparaday llevadaacabo, golpeando objetivos arepeticion, enlasbarbasdetodoslos
detectores de sofisticada tecnol ogia de que disponen |os americanos, muchas veces en
lahistoriaantiguay reciente, “estragos’ pilotados han servido para hacer de fulminan-
te de un conflicto o paraamplificarlo, sin contar que muchas noticias de primerahora
(incluido e nimero de muertos) y de primera pagina han sido abundantemente redi-
mensionadas con e paso delos dias después de haber surtido | os previstos ef ectos pro-
pagandisticos. Quedael hecho de quelaprimerapotenciaecondémicay militar mundial
hasido golpeada en su propio territorio y esto, como sucedié con Inglaterra, aunque se
tratase entonces efectivamente de un acto de guerraverdadera, representa un duro gol-
pe parasu imagen de caraasus competidorese, histéricamente, unaulterior ratificacion
de su fase de declive, adespecho de todas | as pregonadas €l ucubraciones sobre €l Im-
perioy sobreel post-imperialismo. Pero quedatambién € ridiculo delas ostentaciones
deun antiimperidismo a uso que - aladesesperada blsqueda de unabanderanacional
con lacua ondear al viento su propio chovinismo - acaba atribuyéndole a islamismo
mésretrogrado (y por consiguiente alaideol ogiamasreaccionariay corruptoradel pro-
letariado: lardigion) unapretensién cual quierade representacion - yafueraindirectao
por Némesis histérica - delosintereses materiales delas masas &rabes desheredadas.
Otras confirmaciones del marxismo... jS esque hacian faltal

Lenin repetia que “no existen guerras abstractas o guerras en general, sino solamente
guerrasdeterminadas, ligadas alasituacion concretadel periodo histéricoen el cua és-
tassedesarrollany alasrelaciones defuerzaentrelas clasesy los Estados del mundo”.

¢Cud eshoy esta situaci on concreta? Responder a esta preguntaes esencia paracom-
prender qué esta sucediendo, cudles son las causas'y cudles serdn los efectos paralos
equilibrios en lasrelaciones entre Estados y entre clases, y cud debe ser laactitud del

movimiento proletario. El capitalismo, por méas que se extiendainternacionamentey
profundice en medida cadavez mayor el sometimiento asusleyesde nacionesy conti-
nentes, no puede suprimir expontaneamente su base nacional ni puede evitar sucum-
bir aladinamicade su desarrollo y de sus contradiccioneso cancelar su estructuraanar-
quica. Lamismaacumulacién capitalista produce una creciente sobreproduccion y un
progresivo restrefiimimento de los mercados de salida, y sutrayectoriaestadestinadaa
transformarse, antes o después, en catastrofe econémicay social, aun tanto mas viru-
lenta cuanto mayor hasido el recurso amedios, como €l créditoy el endeudamiento,

utilizados como apoyo delaproduccion y delosconsumos. Enlaépocaimperidistase
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acentlialadesigualdad del desarrollo y se modifican continuamente las relaciones de
fuerzaentre Estados sobrelabase delarespectivafuerzadel capital, asi que cada Esta
do estdobligado aconducir una asperaluchaen cua quier terreno paradisputar uname-
jor posicion en e mercado mundia y un reparto masfavorable delas zonas deinfluen-
ciay dd producto mundial. En € fondo, lateoriadel “espacio vital” americano, elabo-
radapor los USA en 1983 con ladoctrinaAirland Battle, no eramaés quelasancion, en
¢ terreno delasrelaciones politicas (y no se olvide que lapaliticaese concentrado de
laeconomia), del arranque de la preparacion de guerras que no podian yacefiirseaun
terreno limitado, Sino quetenian un carécter “global”, porquetd eralaextension dd es-
pacio vita y delos intereses americanos; los imperialismos competidores, desde en-
tonces, no han hecho mas que chupar rueda en lablsqueda de un instrumento militar y
delacorrespondiente organizacion funcional aéste.

Lacrisiseconémicamundial que se abrid amitad de los afios setenta, ha determinado
unaaceleracion en e proceso de reduccion de distancias entre € imperialismo ameri-
cano, cuya formidable posicion hegemonica heredada de la posguerra garantizaba a
sistema capitaistaun centro reconocido parasu necesariaestabilidad, y losimperidis
mos competidores (Japdn y Alemanialos primeros), que sin embargo no estan prepa-
radostodaviaparasustituir aaquel en sufuncién guia Este proceso haacentuado lasca
racteristicas de conflictividad e inestabilidad de todo €l capitalismo mundia explici-
tandolas sobretodo apartir del derrumbamiento delaex URSSy del orden mundial se-
guido alasegundacarniceriaimperialista. En este marco, lanecesidad del control sobre
losflujosde mercanciasy capitaes, sobrelasfuentes de materiasprimas (petréleoy gas
natural sobretodas, en una proporcion que hoy llegaarepresentar cercadel 50% delos
intercambiosfisicos), del control delasvias detransporte detales materias primasy de
lasviasdetrafico comercial, se acentliacon laprofundizacion delacrisisy con e ago-
tamiento progresivo de los medios adisposicion del capital paraprevenirlao parare-
gular sus efectos. Es en este contexto que laregion del Asia Central hastaAfganistén,
asume unaimportanciarel evante parala politicade potenciadd capital americano. En
Asia Central, Afganistan juega decididamente un papel estratégico en los equilibrios
econdémicosy militares, tanto en € ge Norte-Sur (Rusia/ Océano Indico) como en el
geEste-Oeste (China/ Golfo Pérsico), y estaen e centro delosintereses estratégicos,
ligadosal transporte de petrdleoy gasnatural, de Estados Unidosy ArabiaSaudita(que
junto a Pakistan fueron los organizadores, financiadores y suministradores del gército
taiban, con laintencion de que éste estabilizaralaregion en detrimento del monopolio
ruso sobre € transito de oleoductos y gaseoductos), de Rusiae Iran, Chinay Turquia,
sin contar todas |as potencias imperialistas europeas y asi&ticas importadoras de mate-
rias primas energéticas. A través del apoyo alaavanzadadelostaliban, los USA apun-
taban alainstauracidn de un nuevo status-quo bajo su control indirecto, tratando de ga
rantizarse de estaformaunaviaaternativaa petréleo del Golfo, explotando lasitua-
Cién que se cred después deladisolucion delaUnion Soviéticay las consiguientes di-
ficultadesfinancieras queimpedian aRusialigar establemente adllaalasnuevas repl-
blicas caucasicasy centro asidticas, sustrayendo alacompetenciauna cartaaternativa
enlabulsquedade fuentes de aprovisionamiento fueradel control americano. No nosha
biamos equivocado hace afios a juzgar demasiado optimistaslasilusiones americanas
de controlar facilmente el empleo del monstruo de Frankestein que habian creado y de
disponer ded asu propio placer y hastaque hubieraservido.

A despecho del estrépito delaprensaburguesay delas clases medias aterrorizadas, sos-
tenemos y demostramos que no hay ninguna “guerra’ en accion, sino solo unavasta
obrade nuevo disefio delas dianzasinterimperidistas en unafase que puede represen-
tar e arranque de una crisis o fase de interguerra cuyos tiempos seran dictados por la



evolucion delacrisis econdmicamundial, de sustiemposy de su intensidad, como por
lareaccion proletariaalainevitable exacerbacion de sus propias condiciones materia-
les. De hecho, €l verdadero gran “enemigo” del imperialismo es otro u otrosimperia-
lismos, sus competidores directos en los mercados de las mercanciasy delos capitales.
En su desarrollo contradictorio, € capital hacancelado todaslascivilizacionesparaasi-
milarlasy unificarlasbgjoladnica“civilizacion” del capital: laley ddl valor y delapro-
duccion. En € interior de esta dinamica de desarrollo hay espacio parad conflicto ce-
rrado entre capitalesy paratoda suerte de trabajo “ sucio” de debilitamiento del adver-
sario, incluidalaguerraaescaalimitada; pero laguerraimperiaistaseimpone- alos
mismos agentes del capital - como necesidad externa dictadapor las exigenciasdeva
lorizacion del capital, cuando no puede existir otra solucién que la masiva destruccion
derecursosy hombres paraconseguir iniciar denuevo el ciclodelaacumulaciony res-
taurar laestabilidad interimperiaistaaescalamundial. Laguerraimperialistano pue-
de nacer de un acto de voluntad con miras aimponer la propiaideologia o un propio
presunto conjunto de valores. ningun Estado o coalicién de Estados ha combatido ja-
mas por estos motivos. Al contrario, laguerraimperialistaes el maximo momento de
solidaridad del cual escapaz € capitaismo, porque esta dirigida ante todo a conservar
lasleyes de funcionamiento del capitalismo mismo; en efecto, por un lado, laacumu-
laci6n pararepartir aescalaadecuadatiene necesidad deingentesy veloces destruccio-
nes parafrenar lacaidade latasade ganancia, por otro, laguerraestadirigida sobre to-
do contrael proletariado.

Ningun “reto” de civilizacion, pues, entre el mundo de lademocraciay € delateocra-
cia por otraparte, benditas por curasde“ diferente” tlnica, lafinanza“ occidenta” y la
“iddmica’ sehan revelado ambas como medio impersond atravésdel cual laburgue-
siamundia de cualquier latitud chupaplusvdiay centraizay dirigelaproducciony su
reparto. Lardigionisamicaen sus digtintas formas, exactamente como lacristiana, se
hahecho funcional - en € campo de su competencia, 0 seaa servicio delaestabilidad
socid dd Medio Orientey delosinteresesdelas clasesdominantesmeridionalesy asia
ticas- parael dominio del imperialismo mundial confederadoy de suluchapor su con-
servacion y reproduccion contralaclase proletariamundial. Laclase proletariay las
masas desheredadas de los paises &rabesy asidticosalas que hoy selesdirigeinvita-
cionesparala“guerra’ delospobrescontralosricosdel mundoy parala®guerra’ dere-
ligidn, no pueden encontrar en estos vigjos arneses del nacionalismo mas retorcido su
propiasalvacién, como en su tiempo demostré lal nternacional Comunista promovien-
do € Congreso delos Pueblos de Oriente en Baku einvitando alas plebes delos conti-
nentesde color aunirsealaluchainternaciond delaclase proletariamundia paraaba-
tir al capitalismo. El Partido Comunista Internacional esta sideralmente distante dela
judtificacion, delaexcitaciony delaretéricapatritica, como delasimpatiapor lapre-
tendida venganza nacionalistay religiosa, hijade laineptitud, del primitivismoy del
atraso politico; delamismaformaque combate también € pacifismo cobarde, tipicaex-
presion delaideologiade las clases medias, incapaz de comprender laverdadera natu-
ralezadelaguerray por elo destinado aser uninstrumento auxiliar a servicio del im-
peridismo através delaobrade desorientacion y desorganizacion llevadaacabo entre
lasfilas proletarias. El capitalismo mundial se encuentrainmerso en unacrisis profun-
disima, que d estallido de la bola especul ativa delos anos 1998 - 2000 haevidenciado,
pero a mismo tiempo hatomado |as medidas parasuavizarla. Los USA, en particular,
Se encuentran en una situacion gue los mismos comentari stas burgueses definen como
debilidad estructural, con “ & endeudamiento neto de dos mil millonesdeddlarescon €
resto del mundo... con reservas que apenas garantizan el 4% dedichacifra, € creciente
déficit comercia queen e 2000 haalcanzado lacifrarécord de 400 mil millonesdedo-
lares, y los errores de Slper inversiones en lanueva-economia’. (“SAR)... I Europaa
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salvaregli USA”, Il Sole24 oredel 22/09/2001). Laconstatacion de este estado de cro-
nicidad enlacrisiseconémicamundial erabien evidente antesdd ataque alasTorresde
NuevaYork, y este Ultimo Unicamente ha hecho posibley acelerado, sin combatir, al-
gunasintervenciones como € “juego de equipo” entre los bancos centrales parasalva
guardar € sistemainternaciona de pagos, con unaintroduccion deliquidez definidasin
precedentesen lahistoriade lasfinanzasinternacionales, y le hapermitido d capital fi-
nanciero americano asestar alguin golpe directo a sus competidores imperialistas de
Asiay Europahaciendo “caja’ atravésdefuertes ventas sobretodo en las Bolsas euro-
peas, impidiendo lacaidadelostitulos americanosy permitiendo unarecuperacion del
cambio del dolar. (“ Gli Usafanno cassain Europd’, IL Sole 24 Oredel 22/09/2001). Es-
tas medidas han acentuado | as causas de fondo de laconflictividad interimperidista, s
bien han permitido alos USA marcarle comodamente un tanto asus adversarios. El re-
torno alas paliticas keynesianas de “déficit spending”, relanzadas por |os aconteci-
mientos, graciasaunamaniobrainmediatava oradayaen unos 300 mil millonesdedo-
lares (saneamiento de compariias aéreas, reconstruccion deinfraestructuras, sin contar
lasfinanciaciones que serén concedidas alainvestigacion cientificay alaindustriami-
litar y que pronto engordaran “por voluntad popular” un presupuesto de defensa que
puede disponer seglin cifras oficiales de 310 mil millones de délares de asignacion es-
table cada afio). A esta“recuperacion” del keynesismo en América, tarde o temprano
deber seguirlelaeuropea, por ahoraencerradaen lasjaulas del * Pacto de estabilidad”
guetodos quisieran hacer saltar pronto, pues de otraformalos USA podran marcar un
segundo tanto asu favor, descargando buena parte delos costes delacrisis sobre Euro-
pay Asia. Pero, atencidn, estarecuperacion del intervencionismo estatal no estodavia
indicador de ese“rearmekeynesista’ que nuestracorriente hadefinido semprecomola
sefial explicitadela preparacion de un conflicto interimperialista. Ese deberia coinci-
dir con unareanudacion “ contranatura’ de la actividad productivay comportaria ex-
tensosy repentinos (y continuos, a menos por un par de afios) incrementos del gasto
publico, ademéas del presupuesto de defensa de todos | os paises. Nos encontramos se-
guramente, y no de hoy, en unafase que prevé, como desembocadurahistérica, lapre-
paracién delafuturaguerraimperialistao delarevolucion, pero todavia- y por fortuna,
visto e estado en € que discurre € movimiento proletario, alin sometido a encuadra-
miento oportunista- leharan faltaafiosal capitalismo mundia para“ preparar” d arran-
gue de laeconomiade guerra, lamilitarizacién de la economia, y sobretodo las condi-
ciones sociales de conduccion de laguerra. En este espacio de tiempo se convierteen
fundamental la actividad de preparacion y encuadramiento proletario por obradel Par-
tido Comunistaafin de que puedaresponderse alaguerraimperidistacon laguerraa
imperialismo, apartir delaluchaintransigente contralapropiaburguesia.

Por paraddjico que pueda parecerle acuaquier amacandida, laburguesiatendriane-
cesidad delaguerra, pero no consigue hacerla. El mismo tejido de intereses ligado a

transporte de las principales fuentes energéticas, sobre las cuales practicamente se
asientaAfganistan, ofrecea mismo tiempo laexplicacién de como lapoliticaamerica
natiene que moverse con extrema cautela: [os USA estén buscando situarse alo largo
dd geBalcanes- Oriente Medio - AsiaCentral; han introducido seguramenteen su dis-
positivo de dlianzas a Rusiay China; pero deben contar con las exigencias contrastan-
tesdel capitalismo aleméan y japonés, que por ahora se ven obligados a moverse con
mucha discrecién. No pueden repetir - en lo que respectaalatécnicamilitar - expedi-
cionescomo ladel Golfo: laconfiguracién ddl terreno, laimportancia de altas cadenas
montafiosas fuertemente pronunciadas que dan la posibilidad tanto de dominar como de
envolver aaguellos que ocupan la cresta montafiosay laparte de lavertiente que daa

lado adversario, y no permiten unaresolucion limitadaalasincursiones aéress; deello
sededuce quelatnicaposibilidad de éxito paralos USA consiste en d intento de divi-



dir el frentetaliban (y estén probando ahacerlo, en  momento en que escribimos, con
lamediacion de Paquistén y Arabia Sauditay lapromesade ayudasfinancieras), o bien
en el empleo del Frente delos muyahidines anti-talibanes que, abastecido con armasy
equipamientos, hacomenzado yaaavanzar y aconquistar pasos militares deimportan-
ciarelevante, después de haber estado obligado durante afiosaagazaparseenun 4 - 6%
deterritorio del norte de Afganistan. Pero en ambos casos, sobrelosque alegrementees-
tatrabg ando ladiplomaciasecretade medio mundo amparadapor laconsignadela“lu-
chacontrael terrorismo internaciona”, la partida no podria considerarse cerrada, es-
tando tales aianzas fuertemente condicionadas por un orden regiond queresultariato-
daviamuy precario respecto alosequilibriosinterimperialistas, y paraconfirmarlo bas-
tapensar en € contraste entre Indiay Paguistén o entre Turquia e Irén, donde dichos
equilibrios son, por consiguiente, facilmente susceptibles de romperse.

En un tiempo inmediato, &l verdadero resultado de estos aconteci mientos serala po-
sibilidad para todos los Estados burgueses de reforzar las medidas de control en €l

frenteinterno, en funcién de una ulterior contencion de las reivindicaciones prol eta-
rias que podrian seguir al mayor agravamiento de sus condiciones materialesbajo la
presion delacrisis. Rechazar la“sirena’ del pacifismoy delasolidaridad nacional e
interclasi sta se hace por ello muy importante para el movimiento proletario de cada
pais, paraevitar un ulterior retroceso de las posibilidades de unafuturarecuperacion
auténomay clasista. Pero € cadaver masimportante que quedaen € terreno, y regis-
tramos esto con mucha sati sfaccion, aunque durante algiin tiempo puedatodaviacir-
cular como un “zombi”, es el de los movimientos “no-globa” que han pasado apre-
suradamentey con furiaarefugiarse bajo lastinicas papalinas en nombre - como tra-
dicionalmente han venido haciendo, y como erade prever - delano violencia, dela
justicia, delapaz y delademocracia. Este movimiento, yamuerto, eslademostracion
de que la pequefia burguesiamundial fuera de control se havuelto aalinear rapida-
mente en la politicade sagrada union nacional, y tal comportamiento se convertiraen
autentico apoyo ala“verdadera’ guerrade lapropiaburguesia cuando se presenten
las condiciones parainiciarla; también esto debe servir como ensefianza parael pro-
letariado de cualquier razay latitud.

sito web:
www.ilprogrammacomunista.com
Para correspondencia:
Edizioni il programma comunista

Casella postale 962
20101 Milano (Italia)
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Los “hechos de Génova” son ya demasiado
conocidos para que se deban resumir y re-
cordar aqui. En las calles de la ciudad y en
los cuerpos de las decenas de miles de con-
centrados, “para manifestarse contralos po-
derosos de la tierra”, se representé un tragi-
co recital, un livido juego de las partes cuyo
balance fué el de un jéven asesinado, cente-
nares de heridos y arrestados y, sobre todo,
el usual bailecito de lamentaciones y mutuas
acusaciones, indignacion y cinismo.

Todo ello, desde las manifestaciones anti-glo-
balizacion a su brutal represion policial con
sus resultados, acarrea el riesgo de ahogar
un problema real y de siempre (cdmo luchar
contra el capitalismo) en una enésima ciéna-
ga democratoide y reformista, recriminatoria
y moralista que no hace que se dé ni siquiera
un paso adelante hacia una perspectiva aun-
gue sea lejanamente clasista, sino que se den
en cambio bastantes pasos hacia atras.
Quien desee, pues, extraer de verdad, con
seriedad y lucidez, algunas lecciones no epi-
sddicas de los “hechos de Génova”, deber
hacerlo partiendo necesariamente de algu-
nas consideraciones generales. Veamoslas,
emplazando al lector, para ulteriores amplia-
ciones e integraciones, al amplio articulo so-
bre el “movimiento no-global” que también
publicamos en este y en el proximo numero,
el 42.

1) El Estado no es un organismo que esté por
encima de las partes; un padre severo pero
justo que se preocupa del bien de todos im-
parcialmente. Por el contrario - y el marxismo
lo ha proclamado siempre en teoriay demos-
trado en los hechos -, el Estado es un pro-
ducto de la divisién en clases de las socieda-
des, y no puede ser mas que el instrumento

Tras los “eventos de
Génova’’, la unica
perspectiva real es la del
marxismo revolucionario

del dominio (y del mantenimiento de este do-
minio) de la clase que esta en el poder. En el
caso de la burguesia, la expresion social del
capital, en cuanto potencia econémica mun-
dial. Y precisamente el Estado burgués estA
al servicio de los intereses generales del ca-
pital en el plano tanto nacional como interna-
cional, con todas las contradicciones que es-
toimplica, independientemente de los titeres
que estén en el gobierno de éste o0 aquél pa-
is, en éste 0 en aquél momento.

Creer o (peor ain!) hacer creer que el Estado
burgués pueda y deba representar a la “co-
lectividad”, alos “ciudadanos” (y que sinolo
hace es sélo porque un pufiado de bribones
lo ha ocupado sometiéndolo a su propio arbi-
trio) significa nutrir y alimentar una ilusion
desastrosa. Proclamar que el Estado tiene
que ser “arrancado del control de las multi-
nacionales” o de “los intereses corporati-
vos” y “restituido a su papel de tutela de la
colectividad” significa s6lamente desempe-
fiar un trabajo mixtificante, de desarme teori-
co-politico, de engafio y de abierta traicion.

2) Con sus “destacamentos especiales de
hombres armados, carceles, etc.” (Lenin, Es-
tadoy revolucion), este Estado es pues el 6r-
gano de dominio de la clase dominante bur-
guesa. Como tal, éste ha sido, esy serd siem-
pre enemigo declarado de la revolucion y del
comunismo, como también de cualquier lu-
cha parcial para la defensa de las condicio-
nes de vida y de trabajo de las masas explo-
tadas (el ejemplo de los trabajadores del me-
tal vapuleados en Génova bastante antes del
G8 ha sido rapidamente olvidado por todos: y
en cambio deberia hacernos reflexionar).

Lamentarse porque el Estado ha desempefia-
do su propio papel represivo significa no



comprender lo mas minimo qué es el Estadoy
qué es el régimen parlamentario que salio
victorioso de la segunda carniceria mundial.
Significa, pues, ponery ponerse en laimposi-
bilidad tedrica y practica de ofrecerle resis-
tenciay de combatirlo. Con el G8 de Génova,
la burguesfa italiana ha aprovechado inme-
diatamente la ocasion para llevar a cabo al-
gunas grandes maniobras militares, para po-
ner a prueba hombres y medios, estrategia y
logistica, demostrando una vez mas: a) que
tiene la percepcion (madurada a través de
una experiencia plurisecular) de que la pro-
fundizacion y la extensién de la crisis econ6-
mica anuncian tiempos criticos, de crecien-
tes tensiones sociales y que, por tanto, es ne-
cesario prepararse declarando abiertamente
en qué forma se piensa responder - con la
violencia y la represion-; de hecho, el desti-
natario Ultimo de este mensaje es el proleta-
riado que mafiana luchara, contra el cual la
declarada violencia burguesa se alterna con
la cautivacion democratica para defender la
supervivencia y el dominio impersonal del
capital, y s6lo en segundo orden las clases
medias, que hoy se quejan de su acentuada
precariedad y que deben ser reconducidas a
pretensiones mas suaves; b) que sabe apro-
vecharse de la incipiente irresponsabilidad
de los llamados “movimientos antagonistas”
(que equivale a decir de un espontaneismo
que, armado o pacifista, tiene una largay ne-
fasta tradicion conduciendo a la derrota, y a
la dispersion a fuerzas organizativa y politi-
camente inermes) para dividir, quebrantar,
intimidar, reprimir y paralizar.

3) “Estado policial”? “Situacién chilena?”. El
Estado burgués constituye sus aparatos de
control y represién para mantener siempre
con respecto a la clase proletaria un nivel de
violencia potencial , con el objetivo de des-
plegarla abiertamente cuando convenga a
sus fines. Quien habla hoy de “policia demo-
cratica” es un cretino o un siervo fiel de la
burguesia. Desde hace mas de medio siglo,
nosotros, comunistas internacionalistas,
sostenemos que los regimenes salidos victo-
riosos de la segunda masacre mundial, de-
tras de la fachada democratica, han hereda-
do del nazifascismo la sustancia profunda,
econdmica, social y politica: concentracién

de los poderes estatales, centralizacion de la
vida econémica con intervencion directa del
estado como salvaguardia de los intereses
capitalistas, creciente militarizacion de la vi-
da social, integracion de los sindicatos en el
estado, constitucion de un gran clientelismo,
creacion mediatica del consenso, etc. Y he-
mos definido este régimen como “democra-
cia blindada”. Demdcratas, estalinistas, re-
formistas, espontaneistas de todas las varie-
dades, mientras que se daban un gran traba-
jo en desmantelar pieza a pieza incluso sélo
el recuerdo de lo que es marxismo, lucha de
clase, politica revolucionaria y comunismo,
no han encontrado nada mejor que hacer
que reirse de nuestro analisis “viejo y supe-
rado”: salvo luego, cuando se escapan los
palos, los carruseles de jeep y el muerto, de-
rramar lagrimas de cocodrilo por la “demo-
craciaviolada”. Ellos, ya se llamen hoy PRC o
“monos blancos”, GSF o Black Bloc, o se re-
conozcan en el arco iris folclorista de nom-
bres y siglas coloridas (o descoloridas?), ya
estén a sueldo de las instituciones burgue-
sas, a las que fingen combatir, 0 movidos por
una contestacion existencial y estéril, -ellos,
son corresponsables en primera persona del
desastre de experiencias colectivas como la
“manifestacion anti-G8 de Génova” - un de-
sastre que solo puede nutrir frustracion y
sentido de impotencia o alimentar una reac-
cién en cadena de tentaciones aventureras:
todo ello, de cualquier modo, bajo el signo del
rechazo de la perspectiva (y por tanto de la
preparacion) revolucionaria.

4) Es evidente que un movimiento como el
“no-global” o de cualquier otra forma que
quiera llamarse (esta carrera, cuyofines ella
misma, por darle nombre a algo que no tiene
sustancia), ademas de no ofrecer ninguna
respuesta real al canibalismoy a la putrefac-
cion capitalistas, le presta éptimamente el
flanco a cualquier tipo de provocacion, agre-
sion e infiltracion, precisamente por su ca-
racter indefinido, fluido y “ecuménico”, por
sus inexistentes contornos politico-progra-
maticos y por su naturaleza ecléctica, espon-
tanea e improvisada. Pero el problema no es
sélo el de los provocadores o de los infiltra-
dos: el problema es que el “movimiento
no-global” est4d completamente exento de
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cualquier discurso tedrico-politico y por tan-
to se confia en ese género de “participacio-
nismo ético de masa” que Unicamente puede
conducir a desastrosas derrotas. Frente a las
contorsiones verbales de los revolucionarios
de opereta que primero se dan aires de “du-
ros” dirigentes del movimiento para después
hacer de papanatas diciendo que “la policia
no ha respetado los pactos”, valgan los “he-
chos de Génova” al menos para recordar que
la politica revolucionaria, en ninguna de sus
formas, desde el andnimo trabajo de prepa-
racion tedrica hasta la propaganda y el pro-
selitismo, desde la huelga hasta el piquete,
desde la paralizacion de la produccion hasta
la manifestacion callejera - sin incomodar
por el momento la toma del poder y la instau-
racion de la dictadura proletaria -, todo ello
No es una excursion o un paseo por la playa
en los que se participa con guitarras y bote-
llas de cerveza, no es un “street rave” en el
que se vuelven a encontrar los amigos para
después contar que “también estaba yo”, ni
tampoco la enésima ocasion para dar rienda
suelta a la propia rabia nihilista e individual.
Ahora bien, para luchar consecuentemente
contra el régimen del capital en todas sus
formas, es necesario algo mas que cualquier
cita de guerrilla urbana aquiy alla en el mun-
do, o la peticion gimoteante de “espacios al-
ternativos”, o la vaga y equivoca “globaliza-
cién desde abajo”, que no es mas que un per-
verso reformismo barnizado de cristianuchos
llamamientos al buen corazon. Por esto son
necesarias hoy la preparacion revoluciona-
ria; la destruccion de todo mito burguésy pe-
quefio-burgués (desde el pacifismo hasta la
democracia, desde el ecologismo al “estado
social”, etc.); la reafirmacién de la teoria
marxista integral contra todos los ataques
llevados a cabo por la ideologia del capital y
por la contrarrevolucidn estaliniana que ha
destruido toda tradicion de lucha del movi-
miento proletario internacional; la difusion a
nivel mundial del Partido comunista interna-
cional. Y mafiana seran necesarias la revolu-
cién mundial y la dictadura del proletariado
dirigido por su partido.

5) La “globalizacién” no es un proceso per-
verso puesto en marcha en los ultimos afios
por un pufiado de egoistas (individuos, em-

presas, estados) que pisotean cotidianamen-
te los “derechos colectivos”, al que pueda
oponersele una confusa procesién una vez
cada cierto tiempo, o destrozando un Mc-Do-
nals, devastando un campo de la Monsanto o
rompiendo los cristales de un banco (preferi-
blemente estadounidense). Lo que impropia-
mente es llamado “globalizacion” es el pro-
ceso a través del cual, desde siempre y con
velocidad e intensidad diferentes segun las
fases, el capitalismo tiende a penetrar en ca-
da angulo del mundo - proceso analizado y
descrito por el marxismo desde la epoca del
Manifiesto del Partido Comunista, un libro
“viejo”, de 150 afios, que alguno haria bien en
leérselo de nuevo.

Alo que se esta asistiendo, desde hace un
cuarto de siglo, es a la intensificacion de es-
te proceso bajo el impulso de una crisis eco-
noémica estructural que ha estallado como
consecuencia del fin del ciclo expansivo de
la economia capitalista, que a su vez fué po-
sibilitado por las gigantescas destrucciones
de mercancias (objetos, infrastructuras y se-
res humanos) causadas por la segunda car-
niceriaimperialista. Para superar a una crisis
de tal alcance, el capital conoce sélo algu-
nos medios, cada uno de los cuales esta
destinado a su vez a profundizarla : intensifi-
cacion de la competencia comercial y del
control de los mercados, de las fuentes de
materias primas y de las rutas comerciales
(que equivale a la agudizacion de los con-
trastes interimperialistas); introduccion de
tecnologias cada vez mas sofisticadas (igual
a expulsion de mano de obra con crecimien-
to de la desocupacion, contraccion del tra-
bajo vivo que produce plusvaliay por lo tanto
ganancias); proletarizacion de sectores cada
vez mas amplios de la poblacién mundial pa-
ra asegurarse mano de obra mas chantajea-
ble y barata (igual a grandes flujos migrato-
rios, crecientes tensiones sociales, destruc-
cién de equilibrios naturales seculares en
amplias areas del planeta, aumento de la in-
seguridad de las condiciones materiales de
vida). Al final de todo esto, cuando ya todo
ello no sea valido, la solucion Ultima : una
nueva masacre mundial que destruya todo lo
que se ha producido en exceso (mercancias
y seres humanos), como sucedié ya con la
Primeray con la Segunda guerra mundial. Se



trata de una necesidad de vida 0 muerte para
el capital, y no de egoismos individuales o
sanguinarias maldades: y por lo tanto sélo
rompiendo una vez por todas este ciclo infer-
nal, podra evitarse que el capital destruya a
la especie humana.

6) Desde este punto de vista, es evidente que
ni el pacifismo éticoy plafiidero de las manos
alzadas (ejemplar signo de rendicién) ni el re-
belismo anarcoide de los “ocupas” (con su
absoluta y reivindicada falta de estructuray
programa politico) son una respuesta. La Uni-
carespuesta es el retorno a escena, después
de decenios de devastadora contrarrevolu-
cion (entre estalinismo, fascismo y democra-
cia), de la clase obrera internacional: no por-
que ella sea “genéticamente revolucionaria”
como quisiera cualquier ingenuo, sino porque
tiene el poder potencial de bloguear los nudos
vitales del capitalismo, de golpearlo alli donde
se produce la plusvalia, y de amenazar seria-
mente por tanto al poder burgués. Y este re-
torno debe ser preparado y posibilitado, dia a
dia, con un trabajo constante de clarificacion,
de organizaciony de direccion, luchando con-
tra todas las posiciones reformistas, legalita-
rias y democraticas que desvian a la clase
obrera de su camino, que la enredan en pers-
pectivas que no son suyas, que la atan al ca-
daver putrefacto (pero que desgraciadamen-
te todavia camina) de la economia capitalista,
de su estado, y de su nacién. Mientras la crisis
econdmica pone las premisas, erosionando

reservas y garantias, ilusiones y conviccio-
nes, este retorno debe ser preparado con pa-
ciencia y seriedad, lucidez y conocimiento, y
al mismo tiempo con la pasién y con el ardor
gue han caracterizado a generacion tras ge-
neracion de comunistas revolucionarios: sin
correr tras los fantasmas del espontaneismo,
del subjetivismo o de la contestacion, del “to-
doy hoy” o del “concreto aqui y ahora”, sino
trabajando por un mafiana que sélo puede te-
ner sus raices en el hoy; por un hoy que s6lo
tiene sentido si viene proyectado hacia un
mafiana, no importa cuan lejano sea.
Esto se puede y se debe hacer. Pero solo
puede hacerse volviendo al marxismo revo-
lucionario: con el duro pero entusiasmante
trabajo de la preparacion revolucionaria; de
la propaganda y del proselitismo; de la difu-
sion de la teoria y del programa comunistas;
de la lucha continua y puntual contra todas
las ideologias declaradamente enemigas o,
peor aun, fingidamente amigas; de la forma-
cion de nuevas generaciones revoluciona-
rias destinadas a dias mas luminosos que los
de hoy; de la guia y de la direccion de las lu-
chas proletarias en el mundo en el sentido
abiertamente anticapitalista; del arraigo in-
ternacional del partido de clase, sélido en su
organizaciény en su doctrina.
Puede parecer una perspectiva lejana, pero
enrealidad es la Unica posible Y realista si se
quieren evitar otros desastres bastante mas
graves.

De “ll Programma Comunista” n. 6-2001
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TESISDE LA FRACCION
COMUNISTA ABSTENCIONISTA
DEL PSI (1920)

PREMISA

LatesisdelaFraccion ComunistaAbstencionistadel Partido Socialistaltaliano, que
volvemos a publicar aqui, tomadas de los numeros 16 y 17 del 6 y 27 de Junio de
1920 de“ll Soviet”, fueron redactadas en la primavera del mismo afio y aprobadas
por la conferencia nacional mantenida por la Fraccion en losdias 8 y 9 de mayo en
Florencia.

Como es conocido, nuestracorriente, se organizo yaafinalesde 1918 entorno a se-
manario ‘Il Soviet” sobre el hilo delalargabatalla mantenidadurantelaguerrasobre
las mismas posiciones de Lenin y de lalzquierda de Zimmerwald; se constituyd en
Fraccion ComunistaAbstencionistaa primeros de Julio de 1919. El adjetivo absten-
cionista fue conservado esencialmente paradistinguirlade lafraccion serratiana, que
también se proclamabacomunista; pero como saltaalavistadesde estas Tesis, lo que
lacalificabay definiano eralacuestion particular del abstencionismo, sino laadhe-
sion total aladoctrinarevol ucionariacomunistarestablecidaen suintegridad por los
bolcheviques, delos que nuestros nacionalistas tenian unaidea extremadamente con-
fusa, enlamejor delashipotesis, y completamente distorsionada en la peor.
Lastesis preceden en unos meses a que fue [lamado, justamente, verdadero congre-
so congtitutivo delalnternacional Comunista, € 11 Congreso (19 de JulioB7 deAgos-
to de 1920) y representan por un lado la Gnica aportacion internacional que se adap-
t6 plenamente alos principios directores del cuerpo detesis programéticasy tacticas
que sali6é después en aquella sesién mundial del movimiento proletario, y por otra
parte un claro gemplo delo que lalzquierda esperabaBy lo que dijo su representan-
te sobre el curso del debate sobre las condiciones de admisién ala I nternacional
Comunista, como también, y més explicitamente, en articulos aparecidos antes y
despuésdelacongtitucion oficial del PC deltalia[Véaseend “Il Soviet” n° 24 dd 3
de octubre de 1920, En torno al congreso I nternacional Comunista, y en Rassegna
Comunistan® 4, del 31 de Mayo de 1921, en Partido y Accion de Clase: Quizas ha-
briasido mejor si € congreso, en lugar de seguir la disposicidn de argumentos que
siguio en las diversas tesis, todas tedrico-tacticas, hubiese fijado |as bases funda-
mental es dela concepcién tedrico-programati ca comunista sobre cuya aceptacion se
deberia fundar primeramente la organizacion de todos los partidos adherentes; v,
por consiguiente, se hubiesen formulado las normas fundamental es de accion frente
al problema sindical, agrario, colonial, etc., en cuya observacion disciplinada estéan
comprometidostodos|osadherentes... - delamismaasambleaplenaria: untexto que,
partiendo de la definicién genera de los principios y de las finalidades del movi-
miento comunista, recogiesey expresase a mismo tiempo lacriticaalas variopintas
escuelasadversariasy lasinsuperablesnormasde accidn (latactica) del partido aes-
calanolocal, ni contingente, sino mundial € histérica, y opusiese comotal unabarre-
rainsuperable alos muchos reconvertidos a un comunismo que se habia puesto de
moda (lafrase no esnuestra, sino dela premisaalos Estatutos del Comintern).
Lastesis, en efecto, no son concebidas como plataforma de doctrinay accién de un
partido nacional, sino como un esquemade | as bases programéticas y técticas que ne-
cesariamente distinguen al partido de larevolucion comunista, respecto alas cuales




hemos defendido siemprey defendemos que no debe ser concebible, ni por tanto, ad-
misible, una consulta preventivade corrientes o de individuos ni, cuando estatuvie-
selugar, unaaceptacion por disciplina de deliberaciones mayoritarias, tratdndose de
adherirse 0 no aun patrimonio colectivo, impersonal einvariantesin e que seriava
no definirse o pretenderse comunistas: En las confrontaci ones o cuestionamientos del
programa - dird Bordiga en nombre de la Izquierda en €l congreso de Moscu - no
existe disciplina. O seacepta 0 no se acepta; y en este Ultimo caso sedegja €l partido.
El programa es algo comin para todos, no es una propuesta de la mayoria de los
compaferos.

Laexigenciade un programa nico paratodas |as secciones de la Internacional Co-
munista- devenidaasi finalmente partido comunistamundial - estabatanvivaenla
Izquierda, queen € Il Congreso, su portavoz, cuya participacion paradarle formade-
finitiva alas condiciones de admision fue determinante, pidié que ali donde (en el
proyecto originario delos bolcheviques) seinvitabaa los partidos que han conser -
vado hasta hoy susvieg os programas socialdemacr atasa modificarlosen € tiem-
po mésbreve posible, y elaborar, correspondientemente con las condiciones par-
ticulares de su pais, un nuevo programa comunista en € sentido delasddibera-
cionesdelalnternacional Comunista, se escribiese en sulugar elaborar un nuevo
programacomunistaen e cual losprincipiosdelalnternacional Comunista es-
tén fijados de modo inequivoco y plenamente concordante con lasresolucionesde
los congresosinternacionales. la minoria que se declare contra este programa,
por tal motivo debe ser excluida de la organizacién del partido. Asi se habrian
puesto fueradelacirculacion, apriori, lasexcepciones nacionales que ofrecian alos
grupos oportuni stas un arma preciosaparaeludir las cuestiones de fondo, y luego ten-
dran como bautismo la desgraciada formula de las vias nacionales al socialismo,
manifestacién extremade latraicion.

Que por lo demés setrate de latinica aportaci én internacional alasolucion delospro-
blemas del movimiento comunista plenamente concordante con | as posi ciones éspe-
ramente defendidas por 10s bol cheviques esta demostrado por € hecho de que, ape-
sar delotenue delasrelacionesinternacional es, aqui estan afrontados uno por uno los
mismostemasdel siguiente congreso (1) mundial, sin que nunca aflore ni unasolade
las desviaciones tedri cas, desde entonces perfiladas particularmente en Alemania, en
referenciaalas cuestiones centrales del partido como 6rgano de larevolucién prole-
tariay de su dictadura, de lasrelaciones entre €l partido y |as organizaciones econé-
micas de laclase obrera, delas condiciones necesarias paralaconstitucion delos So-
viets, y de la naturaleza especifica de estos; como también en relacion al debatido
problema del parlamentarismo revolucionario, acerca del cual no se remachara
nunca suficientemente que laposicién asumida por lal zquierdano teniani tuvo nun-
ca nada en comin con las de origen anarcoBsindicalista de |os abstencionistas ale-
manesy holandeses [V éase nuestro texto O Preparacién Revolucionaria o Prepa-
racion Electoral y e volumen | delaSoriadella Snistra]. El esquemanotiene, por
otraparte, nadade académico; su formulacion esun armacortante de delimitacion del
partido de clase de cualquier otraformacion politica sedicentemente afin, sobre el do-
ble plano delateoriay delapraxis - dos términos que € marxismo considerapor de-
finicioninseparables. lateoriano siendo tal seaisladelapraxis (o sea, delaluchare-
al de emancipacion del proletariado) y lasegundano alcanzando su objetivo, einclu-
so convirtiéndose en su contrario, se separade laprimera, y confiadaen su desenvol -
vimiento a juego imprevisto eimprevisible delosflujosy reflujos delas situaciones
contingentes [Hemos hablado de esquema a o0jos vista, porque desde entonceslalz-
quierdareivindico lanecesidad de dotarse de una formulacién estable paratoda una
serie de puntos programaticos y técticosincluso a costa de unaciertasimplificacion,
por lo demésinevitabley, con fines de laaccion practica; todo lo contrario de contra-
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producente, (porque tales puntos son'y es necesario que sean, a mismo tiempo con-
signas'].

Lamismadefinicion deladoctrinay del programa- es decir, de las finalidades Glti-
mas, y delaviaobligadaparaconseguirlas- en laprimeraparte delas Tesis es, como
siempre para nosotros, la premisa de una seleccién organica delos militantessinla
cual no seria tampoco posible la accion eficiente, seguray disciplinada de lo que
elos, anticipando lascléasicasformulasdel 11 Congreso, llaman € 6rgano delalucha
revolucionaria; o sea, € partido. Y, mientras excluye aungue sdlo fuese como objeto
dedebate cualquier ver sion del marxismo fundada sobre presupuestosidealistas, ex-
cluye también toda concepcion de la histérica lucha de emancipacién proletaria que
no desconozca o ignore losinevitables desarrollos, 0 que los considere pasivos ante
desembocaduras aternativas, entre las cuales, sdlo laexperiencia permitiriadecidir
con conocimiento de causa.

Asi también, la presentacion de los pilaresideol 6gicos (el materialismo dialéctico) y
programati cos (realizacion del comunismo atravésdelaviatnicadelaconquistare-
volucionariadel poder y del gercicio deladictaduraproletaria, con todaslas medidas
de orden politico y econdmico que conllevan, bajo la direccion hegemoénicadel par-
tido), en una presentacion que volvera a aparecer en formamas sintética, pero tam-
bién maés esculpida en los 8 puntos del programade Livorno (enero de 1921), se de-
dicaorganicamente aladenunciay demolicion criticadelasdoctrinas adversas: y di-
ciendo adver sas entiéndanse no solo las emanantes de la clase burguesa (liberalismo,
democratismo) o de sus lamecul os reformistas (gradualismo, reformismo, parlamen-
tarismo, ministerialismo), pero también las que revisten con un lenguaje aparente-
mente revolucionario la propia natural eza oportunistay la propia derivacion peque-
fio-burguesa: maximalismo, sindicalismo, anarquismo, ordinovismoy, en general, in-
mediatismo.

Y valelapenasubrayar, como también esta segunda parte demuestra una convergen-
ciacompletacon lasque serén lastesisfundamentalesdel |1 Congreso del Comintern,
con lasolapero relevante diferencia de que un Unico texto basico, que compromete
y vinculaatodos, condensael historico veredicto comunistade condenade cualquier
visién del proceso revolucionario (y por eso también de susfinalidadesy de sus me-
dios de lucha) que nieguen o aunque sblo eludan uno cualquiera de los postulados
programéticos del partido segin Marx, Engelsy Lenin.

Unavez mas no es un lujo tedrico lo que guialamano de |os recopiladores-redacto-
res, Sino unaconciencia precisa de | as necesi dades permanentes de latitanicalucha
revolucionariadel proletariado, remachadas por balances sangrientos de susvictorias
momentaneas y alln mas de sus derrotas admonitorias en |os paises de capitalismo
avanzado, desde hace mas de un siglo, marchitos de democraciay empapados en he-
rencias ideol 6gicas burguesas. La conciencia precisa, que el renacimiento del movi-
miento revolucionario marxistasobrelasruinasdell Internaciona y de sus partidos,
casi todos manchadosy deshonrados por laadhesi6n abiertao enmascaradaalague-
rray de capitulacion frente alos idolos del democratismo interclasista, no habiasido
(como no fue) plenay duradera, si sobre uno cua quierade tales puntos claves hubie-
se subsistido € equivoco, 0 si 1a aceptacion genérica de los principios de la destruc-
cion violenta del estado burgués, como objetivo al que todas las fuerzas de los na-
cientes partidos comunistas debian tender, hubiesen encubierto divergencias de fon-
do sobre el partido (laconstitucion del proletariado en clasede Marx), sobreladic-
tadura(laconstitucion del proletariado en clasedominante de Marx), sobrelasre-
laciones entre partido y clase, entre lucha politicay lucha econémica, entre objetivos
finalesy metas contingentes, o sobre |os respectivos érganos de batalla. El balance de
los 40 afios sucesivos demuestrasin posi bilidad de apel acion como, sobretodos estos
problemas y sobre las graves desviaciones que se han generado en torno alos mis-



mos, en €l curso secular del movimiento proletario, debe realizarse laméximaclari-
dad para evitar las demasiado frecuentesreincidenciasy lasfatales derrotas.

Sin embargo, latercera parte es paranosotros quizaslamasvital, en cuanto quelare-
proposicion del programay de los principios generales del comunismo revoluciona
rio encuentra su complemento en unaprimeracodificacion delas normastécticasne-
cesarias, seglin aquellaque seraunaconstante reivindicacion delalzquierda, desgra-
ciadamente no escuchada o no comprendida suficientemente en su valor por lalnter-
nacional. Se hara mucho ruido desde entonces contrael esquematismo en el que ha-
briamos caido, insistiendo en quelasgrandeslineas delaaccidn tacticadel partidoen
losdesarrollos sucesivos de lalucha fuesen establecidos con el méximo rigor posible,
y convertidos en no menos vinculantes que las grandes lineas del programa. Y, sin
embargo, las 21 Condiciones de admision, planteadas por la Internacional unos me-
ses después atodos | os partidos aspirantes a entrar (qué son sino laformulacién ulti-
mativa de normas tacticas, siendo suficiente lainobservanciade unasoladeellas pa-
raexcluir como no-comunistaaun partido que pretendiaserlo? No hay accion revo-
lucionaria sin teoriarevolucionaria, habia proclamado Lenin) qué significaesto, si-
no que ladoctrinamarxistao eslaguia paralaaccion emancipadoradel proletariado o
no esnada, y que d confiar lasolucion delas cuestiones précticas planteadas por lalu-
chade clasealas solicitudes delas contingenciasinmediatasy locaessignificatraicio-
nar alaunay alosotros, y colocarseen € plano inclinado de aguel oportunismo quelLe-
nin definio, con formulavalida paratodas|a épocas, ausencia de principios? Esver-
dad, que, por gemplo, latécticadel partido en lasfases deladoble revolucion, previs
taspor Marx paralaAlemaniade 1848B50y por Lenin paralaRusiade 1917 (o para
el Oriente en los afios sucesivos), no puede ser idénticaalarequeridapor los paisesy
por lasfases histdricas de revolucion Unica; pero setratade unadiversidad prevista por
el marxismo como estaprevisto el fatal alineamiento delos partidos burguesesy delas
corrientes oportunistas en las fases aternas delalucha. Tomando un segundo gjemplo,
estamuy claro que las tesis de Lenin sobre & parlamentarismo revolucionario dejan
abiertalaeventualidad, tanto delaparticipacion enlascampafiaselectoralesy en d par-
lamento (pero siempre con fines subversivos), como del boicot de lasunasy del otro;
pero setrataprecisamente deaternativas previstasy codificadas en relaci6n asituacio-
nes marxistamente previsiblesy codificables, y que no toleran solucionesderecambio.
Laelasticidad tactica, sobrelaque seinsistiratanto desde entonces hastaidentificarla
desdichadamente con € eclecticismo primero, y con €l agnosticismo después, siempre
habia sido rigurosamente mantenida por |os bol cheviques dentro de limites coinciden-
tesconlosconfinesinvariablesdd programa; nuncahabiasignificado abandono al ca
pricho delas situaciones, 0 a caso de eventos oscuros e impenetrables; o, peor aln, a
laglorificacién de individuos o de un partido sedicentemente inmunizado de unavez
parasiempre de infecciones oportunistas.

Dd mismo modo, si esverdad que determinadas tacti cas hoy manifiestamenteinsos-
tenibles, como ladd parlamentarismo revolucionario, tuvieron unajustificacion his-
téricay unafuncién positivaen un cierto periodo del movimiento obrero (y, como di-
ralalzquierdaen e Il Congreso, laconservacién en dadas areas geogréaficas), € pun-
toeray esel des lafase abiertaal capitalismoYy, por tanto, a proletariado con la pri-
mera guerramundial en los paises de capitalismo no s6lo maduro sino podrido (fase
no medible con el metro de un afio 0 de un mes, sino de todo un ciclo) le permita su
adopcidn con €l fin de la batallaresolutiva por € poder, o si por € contrario nuestra
prevision de esta desembocadura le impone por necesidad €l abandono preciso y so-
lamente en interés de la preparacion del partido y de las masas proletariasen €l mis-
mo. Finalmente, es verdad que muy otraeslaaccion del partido en lasfasesde pre-
paracion para este choque, con todas las maniobras tacticas que comportan; distinta
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es su accidn en las fases de ataque directo al poder; pero latécticaaseguir en el pri-
mer caso esvalida, o sea, practicamente eficaz, en tanto en cuanto no rompa sino que
refuerce la continuidad de programa, de agitacion y de lucha; por consiguiente, tam-
bién de organizacion, que esel verdadero coeficiente de éxito, o de altacombatividad
en el segundo; y es en estaclaridad donde se ha previsto, se ha hecho explicitaalos
militantes, se hailustrado alasmasasy se ha aplicado constantemente en la batalla
cotidiana, porque precisamente en esta estrictaconvergenciadel programa, delapro-
paganday delaaccion en lo vivo delaluchaestala premisa paralaconsecucion de
unainfluenciano efimeray ficticiasino real sobre los estratos obreros que ladiné
micahistorica (en el choque teorizado por nosotros, como inevitable no sdlo con los
partidos burgueses y con su Estado, sino con € oportunismo) abre al conocimiento,
alaconciencia- pocoimportasi esconfusa- dequelaviatrazadapor el partido esla
Unica; y Unicaeinsustituible su guia.

En el oportunismo se cae, en origen, no por eleccion deliber ada, sino por lailusion
de que al éxito sellega mas rapidamente por lavia menos ardua, la més inmediata-
mente accesible alas reaccionesinstintivas delas masas, |laaparentemente menoslle-
nade obstaculos. El gran artedelatécticarevolucionariareside en lacapacidad dete-
ner siempre unaruta prevista y proclamada como Unica también en los momentos
maés dificiles, en la certeza de que (en un proceso cuya mayor 0 menor rapidez de-
pende, por cierto, en primer lugar de factores objetivos; pero el partido, en cuanto ac-
tUa, € mismo esun factor objetivo delahistoria), lasoldadurao union entrelaaccion
consciente del 6rgano politico y laaccién fisicay elemental de las masas se creard
precisamente gracias alatenacidad con laque se hayaresistido frente alasféciles su-
gestiones del camino mas corto, del camino con menos obstacul os, del camino nue-
vO; siguiendo por & contrario el camino escarpado pero seguro, sobre el cual, no nos-
otrossino loshechos, empujaran alos proletarios, acualquier partido que se adhieran,
pertenezcan alacategoria que pertenezcan, seadel color que seasu pidl.

Solida en esta conviccién, lalzquierda aprobd en mayo de 1920 las directrices tacti-
casqueed Il Congreso del Comintern remachaba con fuerzay validez estatutaria (en
relacion, por gemplo, con los sindicatos, con los consejos de fabrica, con los soviets,

con lapropagandaen el g ército, con los métodos de organizacion, etc.) pero lascom-
pleté con lacondenaanti cipada de los frentes Uinicos politicosincluso con lasfuerzas
gue aungue comparten € principio delarevolucion violenta, sin embargo, por diver-
genciasinsuperablesen lateoriay por tanto, en laaccion, rechazan nuestro modo de
concebir y valorar los desarrollos ulteriores de lalucharevolucionariaen € campo
mucho mas dificil y vital del despuésdel triunfo delarevolucion violenta[esto valia
y vale en particular paralos anarquistas, los sindicalistas revolucionarios, etc.]. Ta

condenavalia- y vale - seglin nosotros a mayor razén para las propuestas de frente
nico con partidos que consideramos y denunciamos publicamente como contrarre-
volucionarios: lasocialdemacracia, € centrismo y susinnumerables variantes; fuer-
zasalascuales en un 1920 de hierro y de fuego ni siquiera se pensaba que un diase
les pudiese ofrecer (como desgraciadamente sucedi6) el ramo de olivo de un acuer-
do aunque solo fuese momentaneo, con e engafioso argumento de quelaprevistare-
pulsade nuestrainvitacion publicale habria abierto los ojos alos prol etarios ain mi-
litantes en susfilas, casi como si estaremota eventualidad pudiese compensar la se-

gura eventualidad de que un mayor nimero de proletarios (aguerridos de un modo
muy distinto) el mismo hecho de la oferta de un blogue Unico o de un apoyo parla-

mentario a partidos obrer os purulentos y putrefactos habria nublado |os ojos, con-

fundido lasideasy obstaculizado el normal proceso de orientacion politicay précti-

ca. Lasmismastesis (siendo verdad que las manifestaciones, aunque solo sean em-

brionales, de un abandono de larectaviatienen unaconstante propiaen lahistoria, y
esta constancia debe permitirnos preverlas en lugar de sufrirlas), anticipan las discu-

siones de 1921-1922 sobre la cuestion de laconquista de la mayor ia, no por cierto



rechazando el principio, tan obvio como para no tener necesidad de ser reafirmado,
de que el partido no estal si no se adapta para ganarse entre |os prol etarios la maxi-
mainfluenciacompatible con lasituacion objetiva, s no esrechazando el asumir co-
mo medidade lapropiaeficaciael nimero bruto delosinscritos, o aquel aln masva
go eimpal pable delos simpatizantes, y de sacrificar a mismo el conjunto delosotros
factores, mucho més determinantes, a cuya seguraposesion €l partido se habilitaen
lasolamedidaen que sabe estar con lacaradescubierta- no en las proclamacionesre-
téricas, sino en laaccion practica- solamente é mismo.

Comentando | ostextos sucesivos, veremos como e problemadelatécticasefue con-
figurando en los afios veni deros, preci samente sobre dichas cuestiones defondo, des-
delalnternacional por unladoy desdelalzquierdapor otro. Aqui quedapor reclamar
la atencién sobre el hecho de que € punto menor de divergencia entre nosotros y
MoscU, el del abstencionismo contrapuesto al par lamentarismo revolucionario, en
primer lugar no atacaba minimamente €l juicio (concordante) sobre lasinstituciones
delademocraciay sobrelasuerte que d proletariado |les deberareservar, y secunda
riamente no tocaba ninguna cuestién de principio, estando nuestro abstencionismo no
en chifladuras idealistas a la anarquista sino en consideraciones practicas que lo
convierten en imperio en las areas geogréficas y en las épocas historias de capitais-
mo avanzado; en otras pal abras, siendo lareivindicacion de un método por otraparte
muy idéneo parafavorecer e alineamiento delas masas proletariasen € frentedela
negacion total y definitivadel Estado burguésy para concretar |as fuerzas del parti-
do enlabatalla por laconquistaviolenta del poder y por su gjercicio dictatorial Bes-
tas dos manifestaci ones supremas de nuestra antidemocracia.

El balance de | os Ultimos cincuenta afios prueba de modo aplastante que el del parla-
mentarismo revolucionario fueuno delos coladerosatravés delos cuales- contrato-
da expectativa de los partidarios de tacticas audaces - se introdujeron en la Interna
ciona de Lenin partidosy grupos solamente y corruptamente parlamentarios; pero,

mucho mas que en este aspecto rel ativamente secundario de la praxis revolucionaria,

sacaalaluz lanecesidad de que el conjunto delos postulados de accién del partido de
clase, como sobre sus bases de principio, todatransigencia esté definitivamente veda-
da. Nosotros no pretendiamos ni que € programade lal. C. debiese ser necesaria-
mente & formulado por lalzquierdaen 1920, ni que bastasen unastesisdedoctrina, de
programay de técticapara salvaguardar €l partido delarevolucion comunistadelos
contragol pes ruinosos de rel aciones de fuerza adversos, o paragarantizarle lavictoria
en laoleada de situaci ones objetivas ascendentes; sin embargo, escierto que el proce-
s0 dedegeneracion delalnternaciona no habriasido tan rapido y debilmente contras-
tado, y lareanudacién proletaria después de la ventisca estalinista ain hoy tan tor-
mentosay dificil, si labarrera de unaand oga plataforma politica hubiese sido eleva
daacondicion dela pertenenciaa partido mundial Unico, acostade perder algo en
términos de resultados numéricos y de prestigio, dolorosamente pagados con la au-
senciade claridad tedrica, de eficienciaprécticay de solidez organizativa.

Endl 1l Congreso de Moscy, lalzquierdalanzé un grito deaarmasobre el peligro de
que, unavez arrojado por lapuerta, el oportunismo sereintrodujese por laventanaen
lamedidaque laprueba general delal guerraimperialistase algjabaen €l pasadoy
el primer acto delarevolucién searredrabaen un futuro quizés no cercano [Contrato-
dareconstruccion péstumade los hechos histéricos, es €l caso de remachar que €l

juicio delalzquierdasobre | as potencialidades revol ucionarias de 1920-1921, como
resultadel ya citado discurso en el Congreso de Moscu, eramucho menos optimista
gueel delosbolcheviquesy, para€llos, del Comintern; y lo decimos no por escrdpu-
lo... profesoral de verdad sino porque responde alaobjecion fritay refritade quela
viatrazada por nosotros (quizas) ibabien para una situacion revol ucionaria, pero no
ofreciaalter nativa parasituaciones dereflujo. Larealidad es que nosotros nos preo-
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cupabamos, como nos preocupamos hoy, no tanto de la hora nimero uno delarevo-
lucién - cuando las mejores fuerzas prol etarias hallan de un modo natural y casi me-
canico su camino, a condicion de que esté € partido, y le mantienen hasta el final -,
cuanto de laduravigiliaen laque estan facil perder lanocion, en el ardor del entu-
siasmo, de que quien no esta con nosotros, estd contra nosotros (la frase es de
Marx y de Rosa L uxemburgo, no de Mussolini), y alin mas del durisimo diasiguien-
tede posiblesgolpesy retrocesos o, peor aln, de derrotas, cuando es casi fatal laten-
tacién de propter vitam vivendi perdere causas o, en otras palabras, de sacrificar a
una perspectivailusoria de supervivenciainmediata las razones de nuestra perenne
batalla. En lo que radica quizés labase de aquello que eray es, este si, nuestro opti-
mismo - e mismo de Marx, Engelsy Lenin en los periodos mas negros, como en los
periodos mas fulgurantes del asalto proletario al cielo delarevolucion comunistal.
Aquello que entonces pudo parecer exceso derigidez, y alo mejor abstractismo, apa-
rece hoy como la dura pero larealista premisa de cual quier reanudacion del movi-
miento proletario marxista, sobree hilo ininterrumpido de aquellavisionintegral del
curso de lasluchas de clase, de sus articulacionesy de su desembocadurafinal, dela
gue no se puede romper un eslabon sin destruir, quiérase o no, todala cadena.

TESISDE LA FRACCION COMUNISTA
ABSTENCIONISTA DEL PS|
(Dell Soviet, n° 6, del 27-6-1920)

1. El comunismo esladoctrina de las condiciones sociaes e historicas de la eman-

cipacion del proletariado.
Laelaboracion de estadoctrinaseinicié en € periodo delos primeros movimien-
tos proletarios contra las consecuencias del sistema de produccién burgués, to-
mando forma en la critica marxista de la economia capitalista, en el método del
materialismo histérico, en lateoriade laluchade clases, en la concepcion delos
desarrollos que presentara el proceso histdrico de lacaidadel régimen capitalista
y delarevolucién proletaria.

2. Enestadoctrina, cuya primeray fundamental expresion sistematicaes el Mani-
fiesto delos Comunistas de 1847, se basala constitucion del Partido Comunista.

3. Enéd presente periodo histérico sevuelve cadavez mésintolerable parael prole-
tariado la situacion que le crean las relaciones de producci én burguesas, basadas
en la posesion privada de los medios de produccién y de cambio, en la apropia-
cion privada de los productos del trabajo colectivo y en lalibre competencia del
comercio de esos mismos productos.

4. A estasrelacionesecondmicas corresponden lasinstituciones paliticas propias del
capitalismo: e Estado de representaci on democraticoBparlamentaria. El Estado,
en una sociedad dividida en clases, eslaorganizacién del poder delaclase eco-
nomicamente privilegiada. A pesar de quelaburguesia representelaminoriadela
sociedad, €l Estado democratico constituye el sistema de lafuerzaarmada orga
nizada parala conservacion de las relaciones de produccion capitalistas.

5. Laluchade proletariado contralaexplotacion capitalista asume formas sucesi-
vas, desde la violenta destruccion de la maguinaria, ala organizacion por profe-
siones para el mejoramiento de las condiciones de trabajo, alos consegjos de f&
brica, y alastentativas de toma de posesi6n de las empresas.

A través de todas estas acciones particulares, € proletariado se dirige hacialalu-
charevolucionaria decisiva contra e poder del Estado burgués, que impide que
las actual es rel aciones de produccion puedan ser destruidas.



6. Estalucharevolucionariaesel conflicto detodalaclase proletariacontratodala
clase burguesa. Suinstrumento esel partido politico de clase, €l partido comunis-
ta, que realizala organizacion consciente de aquella vanguardiadel proletariado
gue ha comprendido la necesidad de unificar su propia accion, en €l espacio, por
encimade los intereses de diversos grupos, categorias o nacionalidades; y en el
tiempo, subordinando, a resultado final delalucha, las ventgjasy las conquistas
parciales, que no modifican laesencia de la estructura burguesa.

Es, pues, sdlo laorganizacién en partido politico, laque realizalaconstitucion del
proletariado en clase que lucha por su emancipacion.

7. El objetivo delaaccion del partido comunista esladestruccidn violentadelado-
minacion burguesa, la conquistadel poder politico por parte del proletariado, la
organizacion del mismo en clase dominante.

8. Mientraslademocraciaparlamentaria, con larepresentaci én delos ciudadanosde
todas las clases, es laforma que asume la organizacion de la burguesia en clase
dominante, laorganizacion del proletariado en clase dominante seredlizaraen la
dictaduraproletaria, es decir, en un tipo de Estado cuyas representaciones (siste-
made Consejos obreros) serén designadas Unicamente por losmiembrosdelacla
se trabajadora (proletariado industrial y campesinos pobres), excluyendo a los
burgueses del derecho electoral.

9. El estado proletario (rotalaviejamaquinaburocrética, policiacay militar) unifi-
caralas fuerzas armadas de la clase trabajadora en una organi zacion destinada a
reprimir todos losintentos contrarrevol ucionarios de la clase depuesta, y a gjecu-
tar las medidas de intervencion en las relaciones burguesas de produccion y de
propiedad.

10.El proceso atravésdel cual se pasaradelaeconomiacapitalistaalaeconomiaco-
munista sera muy complejo, y sus fases seran diversas seguin los diversos grados
de desarrollo econdmico. El término detal proceso eslarealizacion completa: de
la posesion y de la gestién de los medios de produccién por parte de toda la co-
lectividad unificada; de ladistribucion central y racional delas fuerzas producti-
vas en las diversas ramas de la producci én; de la administracion central, por par-
tedelacolectividad, en lareparticién delos productos.

11. Cuando las relaciones de la economia capitalista hayan sido totalmente suprimi-
das, laabolicién delas clases serd un hecho consumado, y € Estado como instru-
mento politico de poder habra sido sustituido progresivamente por laracional ad-
ministracion colectiva de laactividad econémicay social.

12. El proceso de transformacion de | as rel aciones de produccién ird acompariado de
unaserie vastisimade medidas sociales, fundadas en el principio de que la colec-
tividad tomeasu cargo laexistenciamaterial eintelectual detodos sus miembraos.
Asi iran eliminandose sucesivamente todas las taras degenerativas que el proleta-
riado hereda del mundo capitalistay, segiin las palabras del Manifiesto, alaviga
sociedad dividida en clases que chocan entre si |e sucederd una asociacion en la
cual e libredesarrollo de cadauno seralacondicion del libre desarrollo de todos.

13.Lascondiciones delavictoriadel poder proletario en laluchapor larealizacion
del comunismo consisten, mas que en laracional utilizacién de los individuos
competentes para las tareas técnicas, en confiar 10s cargos politicosy de control
del aparato estatal ahombres que anteponen € interésgeneral y € triunfofinal del
comunismo alas sugerencias de limitadosy particularesintereses de grupos.
Yaque precisamente € partido comunista es |a organizacion de aquellos proleta-
rios quetienen esaconcienciade clase, objetivo del partido serdconquistar, conla
propaganda, los cargos electivos del organismo social parasus miembros. Ladic-
tadura del proletariado serd, pues, ladictaduradel partido comunista, y éste sera
un partido de gobierno en un sentido totalmente opuesto aaquél en el quelo fue-
ron las vigjas oligarquias; dado que los comunistas asumiran |os cargos que exi-
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giran el méximo derenunciamientoy de sacrificioy tomaran sobre si laparte méas
gravosade latarearevolucionariaque incumbe al proletariado en las duras con-
vulsiones que generaran un mundo nuevo.

. Lacriticacomunista, que se elaborasin cesar sobrelabase de sus métodos funda-

mentales, y lapropaganda delas conclusiones alas quelamismallega, apuntan a
extirpar lainfluencia que gjercen sobre el proletariado los sistemas ideol 6gicos
propiosde otras clases y de otros partidos.

. El comunismo despeja en primer lugar €l terreno de las concepciones idedlistas,

seguin las cuales los hechos del mundo del pensamiento son labase, y no € resul-
tado, delasrelacionesrea esdevidadelahumanidad y de su desarrollo. Todas|as
formulacionesreligiosasy filosoficas de tal género deben ser consideradas como
el bagaje ideol 6gico de clases cuya dominacion precedio ala épocaburguesa, y
que estaba basada en una organizacion eclesiastica, aristocratica o dinastica, jus-
tificable s6lo con pretendidas investiduras sobrenatural es.

Un sintoma de decadencia de la moderna burguesia es la reaparicion en su seno,
bajo nuevas formas, de estas vigjasideol ogias que ellamisma destruyo.

L uego un comunismo fundado sobre bases idealistas constituye un absurdo in-
aceptable.

. Demaneraalin més caracteristica, el comunismo representalademolicion critica

de las concepciones del liberalismo y de la democracia burguesa. La afirmacion
juridicadelalibertad de pensamiento y delaigualdad politicadelos ciudadanos;
y laconcepcién segiin lacual las instituciones basadas en el derecho delamayo-
ria, y en & mecanismo de la representacion electoral universal son la base sufi-
ciente paraun progresoilimitado y gradual delasociedad humana, constituyen las
ideol ogias correspondientes al régimen de laeconomiaprivaday delalibre com-
petencia, y alosintereses de clase delos capitalistas.

. Forma parte de las ilusiones de la democracia burguesa la concepcion segiin la

cua puede conseguirse el mejoramiento de las condiciones de vida de las masas
mediante & incremento de la educacion y delainstruccion por obrade las clases
dirigentesy de susingtituciones. La€levacion intelectual delasgrandes masastie-
ne en cambio como condicién, un mejor tenor de vidamaterial, incompatible con
e régimen burgués; por otra parte, laburguesiaatravés de susescuel asintentadi-
fundir precisamente aquellasideol ogias que tienden aimpedir alas masas reco-
nocer en las actualesingtituciones el obstacul o para su emancipacién.

. Otradelas afirmacionesfundamental es de lademocraciaburguesaesd principio

de nacionalidad. Corresponde alas necesidades de clase de la burguesia Bcuan-
do la constitucién de su propio poderB |aformacion de Estados sobre la base na-
cional, con € fin de valerse de lasideol ogias nacionales'y patri6ticas, correspon-
dientesaciertosinteresescomunesqueen € periodoinicial del capitalismotienen
los hombres de lamismaraza, delamismalenguay de las mismas costumbres,
pararetrasar y atenuar € conflicto entre el Estado capitalistay las masas proleta-
rias.

L osirredentismos nacionales nacen, pues, de intereses esencia mente burgueses.
La burguesia misma no duda en pisotear € principio de nacionalidad cuando €l
desarrollo del capitalismo leimpone laconquistaaln violenta de los mercados ex-
teriores; y determinapor consiguiente lacontienda entre las grandes unidades es-
tatales por los mismos. El comunismo supera el principio de nacionalidad, por
cuanto pone en evidenciala anal ogia de |las condiciones en las que € trabajador
sinreservase encuentraante el patrono, cualquierague sealanacionalidad de uno
u otro; y ponelaunién internacional como tipo de la organizacién politicaque e



proletariado formara cuando asu vez llegue a poder.

A laluz, pues, delacriticacomunista, lareciente guerramundia hasido origina
dapor el imperialismo capitalista, y se desmoronan las diversasinterpretaciones
tendentes apresentarla, desde € punto de vista de uno u otro Estado burgués, co-
mo unareivindicacién del derecho de nacionalidad de algunos puebl os; como un
conflicto de los Estados més avanzados democréti camente contra otros Estados
organizados en formas preburguesas o, en fin, como pretendida necesidad defen-
sivacontralaagresion enemiga.

6. El comunismo también estden oposiciénalavision dd pacifismo burgués, y alas
ilusiones wilsonianas sobre la posibilidad de unaasociacion mundia delos Esta-
dosbasadaen €l desarmey en € arbitraje, condicionada por lautopia de una sub-
division de las unidades estatal es seguin | as nacionalidades. Paralos comunistas
las guerras se harén imposibles y |as cuestiones nacional es seran resueltas, solo
cuando €l régimen capitalista haya sido sustituido por la Republica Internacional
Comunista.

7. Bajo un tercer aspecto, € comunismo se presenta como lasuperacion delossis-
temas de socialismo utdpico, que proponian eliminar 1os defectos de la organiza
cién socia mediante planes completos de nuevas constituciones de la sociedad,
cuyaposibilidad de realizacién no estaba de modo alguno en relacion con el des-
arrolloreal delahistoria, y eraconfiadaalasiniciativas de potentados o a apos-
tolado defilantropos.

8. Laelaboracion, por parte del proletariado, de unainterpretacion tedricapropiaso-
bre lasociedad y la historia, que sealaguiade su accion contralas relaciones de
vida del mundo capitalista, dalugar continuamente al surgimiento de escuelas o
tendencias mas o menosinfluenciadas por lainmadurez mismade las condiciones
delaluchay por los méas diversos prejuicios burgueses. De ello resultan erroresy
fracasos de la accién proletaria; pero es con este material de experiencia, con €l
gue € movimiento comunista llega a precisar la doctrina y la téctica en linea-
mientos siempre més claros, diferenciando netamente y combatiendo abierta-
mente atodas|as otras corrientes que se agitan en el seno mismo del proletariado.

9. Laconstitucion de empresas cooperativas de produccion, en las cuales € capital
pertenece alos obreros que trabajan en éstas, no puede constituir unaviaparala
supresion del sistema capitalista; en cuanto que laadquisicion delas materiaspri-
masy lacolocacidn delos productos se desenvuel ven, en esas empresas, segun las
leyes de la economia privada, y sobre su mismo capital colectivo termina por
obrar el crédito, y por lo tanto € control del capital privado.

10. L as organi zaciones econdmicas profesional es no pueden ser consideradas por los
comunistas, ni como organos suficientes paralalucha por larevolucion proleta-
ria, ni como 6rganos fundamental es de la economia comunista.

Laorganizacion en sindicatos profesionales sirve paraneutralizar lacompetencia
entre los obreros del mismo oficio eimpide lacaidadelos salarios aun nivel ba-
jisimo; pero asi como no puede llegar alaeliminacién delaganancia capitalista,
tampoco puederealizar ni siquieralaunion delostrabajadores detodas|as profe-
sionescontrael privilegio del poder burgués. Por otraparte, e smple pasgjedela
propiedad delasempresas del patrono privado a sindicato obrero, no realizaralos
postul ados econdémicos del comunismo; seguin |os cuales la propiedad debe ser
transferidaatodala colectividad proletaria, siendo éstalanicaviaparaeliminar
los caracteres de la economia privadaen la apropiacion y distribucion delos pro-
ductos.

Los comunistas consideran € sindicato como e campo de una primera experien-
ciaproletaria, que permite alostrabajadores proseguir més adel ante, haciael con-
ceptoy laprécticade laluchapalitica, cuyo érgano es el partido de clase.

11. Es, en general, un error creer que larevolucion seaun problemade formade or-
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ganizacién de los proletarios segun las agrupaciones que ellos forman por su po-
siciony susintereses en los marcos del sistema capitalistade produccion.

No es, pues, unamodificacion de laestructurade organizacion econdmica, lo que
puede dar al proletariado el medio eficaz para su emancipacion.

Lossindicatos de empresa, o consejos defébrica, surgen como érganosparalade-
fensadelosintereses delos proletarios de las diversas empresas, cuando comien-
za a aparecer la posibilidad de limitar €l arbitrio capitalista en la gestion de las
mismas. La adquisicién por parte de estos organismos de un derecho de control
més 0 menos amplio sobre la produccion, no es sin embargo incompatible con €
sistema capitalista, y podriaser por esto un recurso conservador.

El mismo pasgje de lagestion de las empresas a estos organi smos no constituira
(andlogamente acuanto se hadicho delos sindicatos) € advenimiento del sistema
comunista. Seguin la sana concepcion comunista, €l control obrero de la produc-
cion, serealizarasolo después del abatimiento del poder burgués, como control de
todo el proletariado unificado en € Estado delos consejos, sobrelamarchade ca
daempresa; y lagestion comunista de la produccion seraladireccion de éstaen
todos susramosy sus unidades, por parte de racional es 6rganos colectivos, quere-
presentaran los intereses de todos | os trabajadores asociados en la obra de cons-
truccion del Comunismo.

12. L asrelaciones capitalistas de produccion no pueden ser alteradas por lainterven-

cion delos érganos del poder burgués.

Por eso, el pasgje de empresas privadas a Estado 0 alasadministracioneslocales
no corresponde en o més minimo a concepto comunista. Dicho pasgje vasiem-
pre acompariado del pago del valor capital de las empresas al antiguo duefio, que
de estaforma conserva integro su derecho de explotacién; las mismas empresas
continvan funcionando como empresas privadas en |os marcos de laeconomiaca
pitalista; éstas se vuel ven, amenudo, medios oportunos paralaobrade conserva
ciony de defensade clase, que desarrolla el Estado burgués.

13. El concepto de que la explotacién capitalistadel proletariado puede ser gradual -

mente atenuada, y por ende eliminada, con laobralegidativay reformadoradelas
instituciones politicas actuales, solicitada por |os representantes del partido pro-
letario en dichasingtituciones, o incluso por laagitacion delas masas, conduce s6-
lo avolverse complices de ladefensa que laburguesiahace de sus privilegios, ce-
diendo algunavez aparentemente unaminima parte de éstos, paraintentar aplacar
laimpaciencia de las masas, y desviar sus esfuerzos revolucionarios contra los
fundamentos del régimen capitaista.

14.Laconquistadel poder politico por parte del proletariado, alin considerado como

d finintegral delaaccion, no puede ser al canzadaatravésdelamayoriaenlosor-
ganismos el ectivos burgueses.

Laburguesia, por medio de |os érganos g ecutivos del Estado, sus agentesinme-
diatos, aseguramuy facilmentelamayoriaen |os organismos el ectivos a sus man-
datarios 0 alos elementos que, paraentrar en ellosindividual o colectivamente,
han caido en su juegoy bajo suinfluencia. Ademas, laparticipacién en dichasins-
tituciones comportael compromiso derespetar lasbasesjuridicasy politicasdela
constitucion burguesa. El valor puramente formal de tal compromiso essin em-
bargo suficiente paraliberar alaburguesia hastadel leve embarazo de la acusa-
cion deilegalidad formal, cuando ellarecurraldgicamente a servirse de sus me-
dios reales de defensa armada, antes que entregar su poder y dejar romper su méa-
quinaburocréticay militar de dominio.

15. Reconocer la necesidad de la luchainsurreccional paralatomadel poder, pero

proponer que el proletariado ejerza su poder concediendo alaburguesia unare-
presentacion en los nuevos organismos politicos (asambleas constituyentes o
combinaciones de éstas con €l sistema de los consegjos obreros), es también un



programainaceptabley opuesto a concepto central comunistade ladictadurapro-
letaria. El proceso de expropiacion delaburguesia seriainmediatamente compro-
metido alli donde le quedasen a ésta puntos de apoyo parainfluir de algunama-
neraen laconstitucion de las representaciones del Estado prol etario expropiador.
Esto permitiriaalaburguesia utilizar las influencias que inevitablemente le que-
daran, debido asu experienciay preparacion técnicaeintelectud, parainjertar su
actividad politica encaminada a restablecer su poder con una contrarrevolucién.
L as mismas consecuencias tendria todo prejuicio democrético acerca de la pari-
dad detrato que €l poder proletario deberiaaplicar alosburgueses, enlo quesere-
fierealalibertad de asociacion, de propaganday de prensa.

16. El programa de una organizacion de representaci ones politicas, basada sobrelos

delegados de | as distintas categorias profesionales de todas | as clases sociales, no
€s, ni siquieraformamente, una viaencaminada haciael sistemadelos consgjos
obreros; porque éste esta caracterizado por laexclusion delos burgueses del de-
recho electoral, y su organismo central no esta designado por profesion, sino por
circunscripcionesterritoriales. Laformade representaci on en cuestion representa
més bien un estadio inferior alademocracia parlamentariaactual.

17.Profundamente opuesto a las concepciones comunistas es e anarquismo, que

tiende alainstauracion inmediata de una sociedad sin Estado y sin organizacién
politica, y que en la economia futura reconoce el funcionamiento auténomo de
unidades productivas; negando todo centro organizador y regulador de las activi-
dades humanas en laproducciony enladistribucién. Tal concepcion se aproxima
alaconcepcion burguesa de la economiaprivada, y permanece extrafiaa conte-
nido esencia del comunismo. Ademés, ladliminacioninmediatadel Estado como
instrumento de poder politico equivale alano resistenciaalacontrarrevolucién;
0 bien presupone lainmediata abolicién delas clases, laasi |lamada expropiacion
revolucionaria, contemporaneaalainsurreccion contrael poder burgués.
Unaposibilidad tal no existe ni siquieraremotamente, por lacomplejidad delata
reaproletariaen lasustitucion de laeconomiaactual por lacomunista, y por lane-
cesidad de que dicho proceso seadirigido por un organismo central que coordine
ensi mismo € interés general del proletariado; subordinando al mismo todoslos
intereseslocalesy particulares, cuyo juego eslamayor fuerzade conservacion del
capitalismo.

. Laconcepcidn comunistay € determinismo econdmico no hacen, en absoluto, de
los comunistas, |os espectadores pasivos del devenir histérico; sino que, por €l
contrario, hacen de dlosinfatigables |uchadores; laluchay laaccién setornarian
sin embargo ineficaces, s se apartasen de los resultados de ladoctrinay de laex-
perienciacriticacomunista.

. Laobrarevolucionariadelos comunistas se funda sobre la organizaci6n en parti-
do, delos proletarios que unen alaconcienciade | os principios comunistas, lade-
cision de consagrar todos sus esfuerzos alacausade larevol ucion.

El partido, organizado internaciona mente, funciona sobre la base de la discipli-
naalasdecisionesdelasmayoriasy delos 6rganos central es designados por éstas
paradirigir el movimiento.

. Actividades fundamentales del partido son la propaganday el proselitismo, que
deben basarse, parala admision de nuevos adherentes, en las mayores garantias.
Aun basando €l éxito de su accion en ladifusion de susprincipiosy de susfinali-
dades, y aun luchando en €l interés de lainmensa mayoria de la sociedad, € mo-
vimiento comunistano hace del consenso delamayoriaunacondicién prejudicial
paralapropiaaccion. El criterio sobrela oportunidad de realizar acciones revo-
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lucionarias eslavaloracion objetivade las propiasfuerzasy delas del adversario,
en sus complejos coeficientes de los que el nimero no es el Unico ni € masim-
portante.

4. El partido comunistadesarrollaun intenso trabajo interno de estudio y de critica,
intimamente ligado alaexigenciadelaaccion y alaexperiencia histérica; ocu-
pandose activamente de organizar dicho trabajo sobre basesinternacionales. Ha
ciaafuerade él desarralla, en cadacircunstanciay con todos los medios posibles,
lalabor de propaganda de las conclusiones de la propia experienciacriticay de
oposicién alas escuelasy partidos adversarios. Sobre todo, € partido desarrolla
su actividad de propaganday de atraccion entre las masas proletarias, especial-
mente en las circunstancias en | as que éstas se ponen en movimiento para reac-
cionar contralas condiciones que d capitalismo les hacreado, y en el seno delos
organismos que | os prol etarios forman para proteger sus interesesinmediatos.

5. Loscomunistas penetran, pues, en las cooperativas proletarias, en los sindicatos,
en los consg os de empresa, constituyendo en ell os grupos de obreros comunistas,
procurando conquistar alli lamayoriay los cargos directivos, paraobtener quela
masa de prol etari os encuadrada en tal es asoci aciones subordine su propia accién
alasmas altasfinalidades paliticas y revolucionarias de lalucha por el comunis-
mo.

6. El partido comunista, por € contrario, se mantiene fueradetodas|asinstituciones
y asociaciones en las cual es proletarios y burgueses participan con el mismo titu-
lo o, peor aln, cuyadireccidny patrocinio pertenece alos burgueses (sociedades
de socorros mutuos, de beneficencia, escuelas de cultura, universidades popula-
res, asociaciones masonicas, etc.) y procura apartar alos proletarios de las mis-
mas, combatiendo su acciény suinfluencia.

7. Laparticipacion en las elecciones para los organi smos representativos de la de-
mocracia burguesay la actividad parlamentaria, aun presentando en cada época
continuos peligros de desviacion, podian ser utilizadas parala propaganday la
formacion del movimiento en el periodo en que, no delinedndose todaviala posi-
bilidad de abatir el dominio burgués, latareadel partido selimitabaalacriticay
alaoposicion. En € periodo actual, abierto con el fin a delaguerramundial, de
las primeras revoluciones comunistasy del surgimiento de la Tercera Internacio-
nal, |os comuni stas proponen, como objetivo directo delaaccion politicadel pro-
letariado detodos|os paises, laconquistarevolucionariadel poder; alacua deben
ser dedicadastodas |as fuerzasy todo € trabajo de preparacion.

En este periodo esinadmisible toda participacion en esos organismos, que apare-
cen como un potente medio defensivo burgués destinado a actuar en las mismas
filasdel proletariado; y en antitesisalaestructuray alafuncién delosmismos, los
comunistas sostienen el sistemade consegjos obrerosy ladictadura proletaria.

Por lagran importancia que en la practica asume la accion electoral, no es posi-
ble conciliarlacon laafirmacion de que ésano seael medio paraalcanzar € obje-
tivo principal delaaccion del partido: laconquistadel poder; ni es posible evitar
gue ésa absorbatodalaactividad del movimiento apartandol o de la preparacion
revolucionaria

8. Laconquista electoral de los ayuntamientos y de las administraciones locales,
mientras presenta en mayor medida los mismos inconvenientes que e parlamen-
tarismo, no puede ser aceptada como un medio de accidn contrael poder burgués,
sea porque dichos organi smos no estan investidos de poder real, sino que estan so-
metidos a poder de laméaquina estatal; sea porque un tal método Baun pudiendo
causar hoy algunamolestiaalaburguesiadominanteB, afirmando e principio de
laautonomialocal, antitético con el principio comunistadelacentraizacion dela
accion, prepararia un punto de apoyo paralaburguesiaen laluchacontrael esta-
blecimiento del poder proletario.




9. Enéd periodo revolucionario, todos |os esfuerzos de los comunistas estan dirigi-
dosavolver intensay eficaz laaccién de las masas. Los comunistas integran la
propaganday la preparacion con grandes y frecuentes manifestaciones prol eta-
rias, especialmente en los grandes centros, y procuran utilizar [os movimientos
econémicos para demostraciones de carécter palitico, en lascuaes el proletaria-
do reafirmay consolida su propésito de derrocar €l poder de laburguesia.

10. El partido comunistallevasu propagandaalasfilasdel gército burgués. El anti-
militarismo comunistano se basa en un estéril humanitarismo, sino quetiene por
finalidad convencer alos proletarios de que la burguesialos arma para defender
losintereses de éstay paraservirse de su fuerza contrala causadel proletariado.

11. El partido comunista se adiestra para actuar como un estado mayor del proletaria-
do enlaguerrarevolucionaria; por eso preparay organizasu propiared deinfor-
macionesy comunicaciones; sostieney organizasobre todo € armamento ddl pro-
letariado.

12. El partido comunista no se aviene a acuerdos o alianzas con otros movimientos

politicos, que tengan en comUn con él un determinado objetivo contingente, pero
que divergen en el programa de accion posterior. Se debe rechazar igualmente el
criterio de aliarse con todas aquellas tendencias prol etarias que aceptan laaccion
insurreccional contralaburguesia (el Ilamado frente Ginico), pero quedisienten del
programacomunistaen el desarrollo delaaccién ulterior.
No debe considerarse una condicién favorable el aumento de las fuerzas que
apuntan aladestruccion del poder burgués, cuando sean insuficientes las fuerzas
dirigidas a la constitucién del poder proletario sobre las directivas comunistas,
gue por si solos puedan asegurar su duraciény su éxito.

13.Los soviets 0 consejos de obreros, campesinosy soldados, constituyen los érga-
nosdel poder proletario, y solo pueden gercitar su verdaderafuncion después del
derrocamiento del dominio burgués.

L os sovietsno son, por si mismos, 6rganos de lucharevolucionaria; éstos sevuel-
ven revolucionarios cuando su mayoria es conquistada por €l partido comunista.
L os conse os obreros pueden surgir incluso antes de larevolucién, en un periodo
decrisisagudaen € cual € poder del Estado burgués sea puesto en serio peligro.
Lainiciativadelaconstitucion delos soviets puede ser unanecesidad parael par-
tido en unasituacion revolucionaria, pero no es un medio paraprovocar dichasi-
tuacion.

Si el poder de laburguesia se consolida, la supervivencia de los consejos puede
presentar un serio peligro para la lucha revolucionaria, el de la conciliacion y
combinacion de los 6rganos proletarios con las ingtituciones de la democracia
burguesa.

14. Lo quedistingue alos comunistas no es proponer, en cadasituacion y en cada epi-
sodio delaluchade clases, lamovilizacion inmediata de todas las fuerzas prole-
tarias parala sublevacién general, sino sostener que lafase insurrecciona esla
desembocadurainevitable de lalucha, preparar a proletariado paraafrontarlaen
condicionesfavorables parael éxitoy parael ulterior desarrollo delarevolucién.
Segun las situaciones, que € partido puede juzgar megjor que € resto del proleta-
riado, & puede, por lo tanto, encontrarse en lanecesidad de actuar para precipitar
o retrasar € choque definitivo. En todo caso, tarea especificadel partido es com-
batir, tanto alos que precipitando atoda costa la accion revolucionaria podrian
empujar a proletariado al desastre, como alos oportunistas que aprovechan las
circunstancias que desaconsejan la accién afondo, para crear paradas definitivas
en el movimiento revolucionario, dispersando hacia otros objetivos la accion de
las masas que, por € contrario, el partido comunista debe conducir cadavez més
sobre € terreno de la preparacion eficaz paralaindefectible lucha armadafinal
contralas defensas del principio burgués.
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Lee los texos de nuestra corriente

Elementos de economia marxista

Partido y clase

Los fundamentos del comunismo revolucionario
El proletariado y la guerra imperialista

El programa revolucionario de la sociedad comunista elimina toda forma
de propiedad de la tierra, de las instalaciones de produccion y de los productos
del trabajo. (Reunién de Turin, 1-2 de junio de 1958)

Teoria marxista de la moneda

Comunismo y fascismo (agotado)
La sucesion de las formas de produccién en la teoria marxista
Lecciones de las contrarrevoluciones

Las grandes cuestiones historicas de la revolucidn en Rusia-Estructura
econdémica y social de Rusia 1913-1957.

O preparacion revolucionaria o preparacion electoral (agotado)
Fuerza, violencia y dictadura en la lucha de clase 300

Serie de textos sobre el activismo revisionista de actualizadores y enriquecedores.
Sobre el papel del individuo como titere en manos de la historia.
Sobre los que proponen los caminos intermedios, méas cortos y mas faciles

Factores de raza y nacién en la teoria marxista

La reconquista de Latinoameérica por el capitalismo imperialista espafiol y europeo
chocacon el nacionalismo militar y econémico
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Il programma comunista - n°2/2002

“Proteggere la democrazia” o “preparare I'assalto al cielo? - Tecniche dell’opportuni-
smo sindacale - Gli Usa dalla “prosperita” alla crisi - La battaglia per I’Asia centrale
nella dinamica dei contrasti interimperialistici - Pacifismo e comunismo

Il programma comunista - n°3/2002

Guerre degli Usa o guerre del capitale? - Invertebrati a convegno
(a proposito di Porto Alegre) - La lotta dei pulitori delle FS -

Il corso del capitalismo in Russia - Lotte di classe nel mondo

Il programma comunista - n° 4/2002

Per un primo maggio che apra finalmente la vvia alla ripresa della lotta

di classe! - Immigrazione e leggi per il controllo dei flussi - Veleni e salari, deli-
zie del mondo borghese

Il programma comunista n° 5/2002

Fuori dai vicoli ciechi democratici e nazionali! -Sulla via del Partito compatto e
potente di domani - Guerra dell’acciaio o preparativi di guerra? - Il “Libro
bianco” - Festival dell’idiozia: note a “Impero” di T. Negri

CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES (NOUVELLE SERIE) 1
Le cours du capitalisme mondial et ses crises A propos de la Palestine et du
Kurdistan. Contribution critique a la “question nationale”

CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES (NOUVELLE SERIE) 2
La bourgeoisie redécouvre les luttes ouvriéres en pleine orgie électoraliste
Les lecons de la gréve a Chausson
Actionnariat populaire et privatisations
La lutte prolétarienne contre I'embargo en Irak est une exigence

de la préparation de la révolution communiste Afrique du Sud: les prolé-
taires ne sont qu’au début de leur lutte La Tchétchénie, une autre face du
capitalisme

CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES 3-4

Editorial. Un monde a la débandade, un avenir a construire

A propos des calomnies contre les communistes révolutionnaires

La fonction de la social-démocratie en Italie (publié dans “Il comunista”, 6
février 1921) Les sociaux-démocrates et la violence (publié dans “il comu-
nista”, 12 avril 1921) Les voies qui conduisent au “noskisme”

(publié dans “il comunista”, 14 juillet 1921)

Le fascisme (publié dans “il comunista™, 17 novembre 1921)

Le programme fasciste (publié dans “il comunista”, 27 novembre 1921)
Du gouvernement (publié dans “il comunista”, 2 décembre 1921)

Rapport de A. Bordiga sur le fascisme au IV Congres de

rinternazionale communiste (12eme séance, 16 Novembre 1922)
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CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES 5
Editorial. La taupe de la “globalisation” capitaliste est au travail
L'Algérie, un exemple supplémentaire d’une dérive inévitable a I'’époque
impérialiste de I'indépendance nationale, & I'impasse démocratique et au
massacre systématique de milliers d’étres humains pour le seul bénéfice
d’intéréts impérialistes Eloge de la patience
Il N’y arien a attendre du nouveau gouvernement de gauche
Convergences et divergences entre les théses bolcheviques de Lenine-
Boukharine et celles de la gauche communiste d’ltalie sur la question par-
lementaire

Rapportapport de A. Bordiga sur le fascisme au V™ Congres de
I'Internationale Communiste

La lutte des sans-papiers en France

CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES 6
Qu’est-ce que le Parti Communiste International?

CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES 7

L'impérialisme des porte-avions

Crise économique et science marxiste

Invariance de la social-démocratie, invariance du marxisme

Introduction aux “Considérations” et “Théses de Naples 1965
Considérations sur I'activité organique du parti quand la situation générale
est historiquement défavorable Théses sur la tache historique, I’action et la
structure du Parti Communiste Mondial (Napoli 1965)

La question kurde

Quoi de neuf en France?

CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES 8

La nécessité historigue du communisme

Le spectre du communisme, cauchemar permanent de la bourgeoise
Contre toutes les illusion démocratiques

La loimarxiste de la chaute tendancielle du taux de profit
Globalisation et internationalisme prolétarien

Luttes économiques et luttes politiques

Parti et classe- Parti et action de classe

La question palestinienne et le mouvement ouvrier international

CAHIERS INTERNATIONALISTES 9

La continuité du marxisme révolutionnaire contre la continuité de la guerre
imperialiste

Le marxisme face a la paix et a la guerre

Le capital a la vaine recherche d’un ordre mondial

Le Parti e I’action économique

La bataille incessante du marxisme contre un antimperialisme de facade
constitue la base nécessairre a la reconquéte prolétarienne de ses traditions
de lutte contre la bourgeoise

La doctrine de I’énerguméne

Honte et mensonge du “défensisme”

Tartuffe ou du pacifisme



OUR PRESS

Storia della Sinistra Comunista

Vol. I - 1912-1919 (pp. 423, $ 20.00, or € 20.00; Vol.2 - 1919-1920 (pp. 740,

$ 30.00, or € 20.00; Vol. 3 - 1920-1921 (pp. 517, $ 30.00, or € 20.00; Vol. 4 -
1921-1922 (pp. 467, $ 35.00, or € 20.00)

A comprehensive reappraisal of the formative process of a revolutionary

Left wing within the Italian Socialist Party which gave rise to a definitely
communist group. This group expressed the tendency which led towards the
foundation of a party fulfilling all requirements established by the historical
experience of Bolshevism and as stated by the Third International.
Documentation is given supporting the essential statement that the theoretical
and practical activity displayed by the real founders of the Communist Party of
Italy, was a consistent application of some criticai points of Marxist strategy
and tactics - as restored by Lenin’s work - to a specific and indeed typical
western situation.

Russia e rivoluzione nella teoria marxista

(pp. 222, $ 15.00, or € 7.00)

A painstaking and polemic reconstruction of the basic Marxist positions on the
“Russian question” before February 1917, which restores the correct analysis
and strategy drawn by Marx-Engels and by Lenin as regards the “double
revolution’. Originally published in 1954-55

Tracciato d’impostazione. | fondamenti del comunismo rivoluzionario.
(pp. 70, $8.00, or €6.00)

A synthetic exposition of our doctrine, followed by a defence of the
fundamentals of revolutionary communism against all anarchist and
spontaneist deviations.

In difesa della continuita del programma comunista

(pp- 189, $ 15.00, or € 6.00)

The theses of the Communist Left, of the Communist Party of Italy, and of the
International Communist Party from 1920 up to today with a historical
presentation and commentary. Includes: Theses of the Communist
Abstentionist Fraction of the Italian Socialist Party (1920); Theses on the
Tactics of the Communist Party of Italy (Theses of Rome, 1922); The Tactics of
the Communist International - Draft theses presented by the Communist Party
of Italy at the Fourth World Congress (Moscow, 1922); Theses Presented by the
Left at the Third Congress of the Communist Party of Italy (Lyons, 1926);
Nature, Function and Tactics of the Revolutionary Party of the Working Class
(1945); The Party’s Essential Theses (1951); Considerations on the Organic
Activity of the Party When the General Situation Is Historically Unfavourable
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(1965); Theses on the Historical Task, the Action and the Structure of the World
Communist Party (1965); Supplementary Theses on the Historical Task, the
Action and the Structure of the World Communist Party (1966).

Elementi dell’economia marxista. Sul metodo dialettico.
Comunismo e conoscenza umana

(pp. 125, $ 15.00, or € 6.00)

A summary of Book One of Marx’s “Capital”, part of the integral
reconstruction of Marxist theory undertaken by our Party, against all
democratic and reformist deviations. Followed by two texts on
methodological and theoretical issues in the same tradition.

Partito e classe

(pp- 140, $ 15.00. or € 6.00)

Party and Class: the Theses on the Role of the Communist Party in the
Proletarian Revolution Approved by the Second Congress of the Communist
International (1920), and some contributions by the Communist Left on the
relationship between party and class, such as “Party and Class™ (1921), “Party
and Class Action” (1921), “Proletarian Dictatorship and Class Party” (1921).

“L’estremismo, malattia infantile del comunismo”’,
condanna dei futuri rinnegati

(pp- 121, $10.00, or € 6.00)
An extensive commentary on Lenin’s “Left-wing Communism, An Infantile
Disorder”, as an indictement of all future renegades.

Lezioni delle controrivoluzioni

(pp. 81, $8.00, or € 6.00)
An analysis of the various counter-revolutionary waves, and of what
communists must learn from them.

Visit our web site:
www.ilprogrammacomunista.com

Write to us:
Edizioni il programma comunista
Casella postale 962
20101 Milano (Italy)
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What distinguishes our party is
the political continuity which
goes froma Marx to Lenin, to the
foundation of the Communist
Party of Italy (Livorno, 1921); the
struggle of the Communist Left
against the degeneration of the
International, the struggle a-
gainst the theory of “socialism in
one country” and the Stalinist
counter-revolution; the rejection
of the Popular Fronts and the Re-
sistances Blocs; the difficult task
of restoring the revolutionary
doctrine and organization in
close interrelationship with the
working class, against personal
and electoral politics.
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