
		
			[image: Ten_notes_about_the_revolutionary_perspective_-_Portada.png]
		

	
		
			
			

		

		
			grupo Barbaria

			barbaria.net

			barbaria@riseup.net

			@grupobarbaria

			Madrid

			May 2024

			This material may be freely reproduced and shared.

			Ten notes about the 
revolutionary perspective
and other textes

			grupo

			Barbaria

		

		
			Table of contents

			Ten notes about the 
revolutionary perspective	7

			The alien invasion	17

			World wave of revolts and 
revolutionary situation	23

		

		
			Ten notes about the 
revolutionary perspective

			february 2019

			These notes are intended to respond to two historical needs through which revolutionary minorities have thought their tasks. On the one hand, communism is a real movement that abolishes the existing state of affairs. When we talk about revolution, class or party, we are talking about realities that arise from the contradictions of capital, from the very ground of capitalist society, from social antagonisms that develop, such as volcanic magma, from the constant accumulation of material and social contradictions. These contradictions provoke the conflict between classes, which takes place much earlier in the facts than in the heads of their protagonists. In other words, being precedes the conscience. On the other hand, revolutionary minorities have always tried to analyze and understand the historical period, in its global and international sense, in which they find themselves.

			It is what we intend to do in this semi-elaborated material, in which we claim that we are entering a new period of rise of the class struggle, a period characterized by the resumption of the historical experience of the proletariat through an intensification of the class struggle.

			I

			The revolution is a physical fact, of social ionization, of factual expression that constitutes the class in its fortification process as a party. This real process is the one that can connect it to its historical thread and allows it to reconnect to its communist program.

			II

			On the other hand, the revolution becoming communism, that is, universal human community, is the only realistic possibility that can avoid human and civilizational collapse to which capital wants to lead us.

			III

			3) It is important to place this possibility in the historical period of the class struggle. The revolution is not decreed by the simple desire or will of a party, but it is precisely the class that is constituted as such. In this regard, it is important to individualize the exceptional historical moments in which the social peace of capitalism, its commodity and democratic fetishism, its constitution in counterrevolutionary force is broken in a generalized and profound way.

			These revolutionary periods (which cannot be separated from the counterrevolution that immediately capital´s forces prepare) were expressed in three revolutionary waves of the proletariat that tried to destroy class society, through its process of constitution in class and in party. A first wave from 1848 to 1851 that assaulted the entire European continent, and that lived its climax in the struggles of the Parisian proletariat of June 1848, which were so well analyzed by our party in texts such as The Class Struggle in France or The 18 Brumaire Of Louis Bonaparte (there were also previous attempts such as those of the 1930s in France or the Luddite movement in the United Kingdom and many more). The second revolutionary wave of 1917–1923 that had previous moments in the mass strikes of 1904–1905 in Belgium, Germany, Holland and especially Russia, or in the Revolution in Mexico of 1910. This second wave ended with the defeat of the proletariat in the barricades of May of 1937 in Barcelona; And finally, the third revolutionary wave that went through the sixties and seventies and that ended when the proletariat of the Polish region was defeated in 1980.

			IV

			Locating these periods of generalization and extension of the proletarian struggle the process of class constitution, of rupture with mercantile and democratic fetishism, is very important. On the one hand it places us in real and factual processes, of physical constitution of the class, and, on the other hand, it help us to avoid the typical voluntarism of the capital’s left.

			These are moments which atomization and citizen separation are broken, which the proletarians tend to unite and fight for their immediate and historical interests, which they begin to carry out the same practices and the same experiences that their class brothers and sisters did in other times and places. This is what can really allow us (and without any enlightened conception) to retake the programmatic thread of the past and deepen it. It is what allows us to understand the ungrateful task that the communists and revolutionary minorities carry out in times of counterrevolution, when we are against the current of our class. In the moments of class ascent, of constitution and fortification of the proletariat, there is an invertion of the praxis where millions of proletarians are protagonists of the communist program, understood as real positions and not as ideological principles.

			V

			It is important to situate the counterrevolutionary, physical and ideological defeat periods of the proletariat that seem to defeat it definitively and that caused undoubted consequences on it. However the revolution, as an expression of communism in the age of capital, returns and arises again and again like Prometheus. It is important to understand and to experience the irregular nature of the proletarian struggle, like the old mole that spends most of its time digging deep into the capital’s crust, so as not to fall into the recurring social-democratic ideologies that deny, in time of social peace, the possibility of revolution and the reality of the class… In short, the false eternity of capital.

			VI

			We have to analyze the historical specificity of each historical period and its different phases. For example, speaking of the counterrevolutionary periods, the current moment is not the same as the forties and fifties of the twentieth century, which was the historical moment where our class was most unstructured from the material effects of different counterpositions and bourgeois dichotomies: fascism, Bolshevism / Stalinism, Western democracies, Third-Worldism, etc. In the 1960s there was a new revolutionary wave whose effects were seen throughout the seventies. In the 1980s, although with a lower intensity level, there were important elements of class struggle (for instance the struggles in the Spanish region from 1986-87 or the so called Caracazo in Venezuela) that declined in the nineties and that can also be noticed in the crisis or dissolution of many revolutionary minorities at that time. In any case, it is not a comparable phenomenon (despite the democratic cretinism of that time) to that of the forties or fifties.

			In general, we can talk about concentrated periods of revolution and counterrevolution, such as those described so far, and less intense phases of class struggle and revolution. In the first case we can find the example of the time between 1864 and 1871, when the class tends to organize in party through the First International and that reaches its peak in 1871 with the Paris Commune. An example of counterrevolutionary relapse would be the entire period of the 90s of the twentieth century: although the class struggle was still alive, the proletariat was placed in a generally unfavorable situation. In summary, we have concentrated processes of revolutionary ascents, counterrevolutionary periods that arise from the physical and ideological defeat of the proletariat and transition periods (pivotal periods), in which self-activity and class struggle are recovered and that can prepare more intense revolutionary moments. In general, the revolution and counterrevolution are always more intense. And, above all, the revolution tends to synchronize more and more worldwide.

			VII

			For us, the class has a double determination that we present separately for convenience. The proletariat is “suspended in the airflow”, because its reproduction is not guaranteed through material links with life, and the proletariat is a class that is constituted in the movement of opposition to this world. It is act and potency in an inseparable way. We are talking about the same movement, which social democracy separates in economics and politics, in class in itself and class for itself .His precarious, the fact of being suspended in the airflow if he fails to sell his labor force, implies an antagonism against capital, its categorical negation. There is, therefore, an antagonism between human needs and the categories of capital. This is what makes us strongly assert that the being of the proletariat affirming its human needs, negates capital´s categories to affirm the human community. That's why communism is a real movement.

			VIII

			In this sense, it is important to fight the ideologies of defeat that express a counterrevolutionary role in our time, either through the denial of the proletariat existence and proposing an impossible subtraction of this world, either by reducing the class to a simple gear of capital — which fights against it but will never negate it — or reducing it to one more reality among others, so that the general struggle is thought of as a sum of specific and particular struggles: class struggles, feminist struggles, environmentalists, anti-racists, etc.

			These ideologies tend to confuse the immediate phase with the historical process, and above all, reduce the revolution to an ideological fact, of pure conviction or individual choice, and not to a material and physical reality that arises from the irreversible contrast between human needs and capital.

			The class constituted as a party is not born of a voluntary election or of a statistical and sociological aggregate, but of the material process of affirmation as a class, taking up the historical thread and the positions that fortify it to carry out this task.

			IX

			We are in the historical moment of the exhaustion of capital as a social relation, because it is historically reaching its internal limits for its development. Capital, from its internal mechanisms, will doom more and more proletarians in the world to be superfluous humanity.

			This stimulates and will intensify more and more intense class struggle processes. A falsely understood reality tries to make us believe that we live in a world without revolutions and revolts. It is enough to direct our look from Romania to Albania, from Algeria to Iraq, from Bolivia to Ecuador, from Argentina to Oaxaca to see the intensity of the revolts and revolutions that have traveled all over the planet in the last 25 years. Not to mention the intense class struggle process that took place in 2011 in the Arab world, precisely at the moment when many ­social-democrats ruled and announced the end of the revolutions. Our old mole enjoys surprising these mediocre prophets.

			Thus, based on these recent struggles that were expressed at the beginning of the millennium in the Latin American region and the most widespread of the 2008-2013 cycle (revolts of hunger, Greece, Arab world…), we maintain that a beginning of transition is breaking with the historically unfavorable period of the nineties.

			The immediate future will therefore be an intense class struggle. It is something that has been observed for some months in regions such as China, Iran, Iraq, Kurdistan, Haiti… And that more recently is also going through France — with the Gilets Jaunes movement — Hungary or Tunisia. It is a class struggle cut and separated, for now, of the historical thread of its past, its perspective, and its program. That is the great drama of our time: the gap between the intensity of the struggle and the break with the previous historical thread. Something similar, even much stronger, was lived in the fifties, when the Stalinist counterrevolution seemed an endless doom. Nowadays, what we can see in general, is an absence of a communist perspective, a renunciation of the possibility of the universal human community. And yet, the old communist mole continues to dig its way. It even dug it by destroying all the capitalist states that in Eastern Europe had been leading protagonists of the counterrevolution.

			Understanding this peculiar phase of the class struggle is essential. The proletariat despite the historical cut always restarts its historical experience. And it is that its constitution in class is not an enlightened invention, but is born from the soil of the capital society. We are experiencing a transition phase that is ending a moment of reflux of the proletarian struggle (after the wave of 2008–2013) and will resume the international cycle of struggles. This process is a fight; it is the fight for the constitution in class party. To crystallize that process as something already given, as an a priori defeat, is simply criminal, and that is what all the currents of social-democratic catastrophism always do.

			Today we live in a sectarian phase as revolutionary minorities, an isolation similar to that that some comrades of the nineteenth century lived but with the ballast of the counter-revolutions of the twentieth century. We live an isolation of the class positions of the proletariat, a proletariat that struggles, but who suffers from the difficulty of deepening their immediate and historical needs, often diverted their struggles by the multitude of modern and postmodern ideologies.

			Nonetheless, we are convinced that in the revolutionary waves that will reappear in a not very long time, the proletariat will need to fight together for its class perspective, to deepen it, to develop an invertion of the praxis where the struggle for its historical needs, to abolish the State and wage labour, will be increasingly in the foreground. And it is that the struggle for communism is not just simply a struggle among others, it is that which emerges from nature and from the deep being of the proletariat, a nature that is both revolutionary and exploited. And the only way the proletariat has to fight against its exploitation is its association, its solidarity, its self-activity, its constitution in class and in the party to abolish capital. That’s the way it’s been and it’s going to be back. The revolutionary minorities of the present are responsible for being a fully active part of our class in the decisive moments of confrontation that will take place, fighting uncompromisingly for our class to reappropriate and develop its program.

			X

			 To sum up, we live in a hinge period in which the restart of the historical experience of the proletariat coexists, through the revolts and rebellions that range from 2011 to the current ones, with the counter-revolutions and defeats that represent a cut in the transmitted experience and a closing of the future horizon of expectation. The ongoing rebellions constitute the communicating vessels between the current experience and the processes of constitution of the proletariat in class and the revolutions of the future.

			The alien invasion

			november 2019

			This past year we see revolts one after the other all over the world: revolts that lead Macron to visit the bunkers of the Elysée, that make Lenin Moreno move the seat of the government to Guayaquil, that assault the barracks and the headquarters of bourgeois parties in Iraq while reviving the memory of the insurrection of 1991, that topple one after the other prime ministers in Haiti or that plant a black flag in the Hong Kong parliament. The world bourgeoisie is beginning to get afraid.

			As Cecilia Morel, the “First Lady” of the Chilean State, said a few days ago when speaking of the ongoing social revolt: «We are absolutely overwhelmed, it’s like a foreign invasion, alien, I don’t know how to say it, and we don’t have the tools to fight them. […] What is coming is very, very, very serious».

			Indeed, what is coming is a new cycle of class struggle that is raging under our eyes. From Iraq to Lebanon, from Iran to Algeria, from Sudan to France, from Haiti to Ecuador, from Hong Kong to Chile. Struggles stemming from the immediate, human needs of our class, and which from there open the historical perspective, still distant, of the social revolution, of communism. In Chile it is because of the increase in the metro fare, in Algeria because of political corruption, in Haiti because of the Petrocaribe Gate and the rise in petrol prices, as is also the case in France and Ecuador. In Hong Kong it began against the repression, in Iraq for the living conditions and water, in Lebanon because of the increase of the taxes on Internet. But these immediate needs tend to generalize and go beyond the reason that caused the initial spark. As one can see, we do not include Catalonia, which is a process totally located on the terrain of national liberation, which results from the defense of some bourgeois politicians who were sentenced and which seeks the creation of an independent Catalan State. The will of those who fight in these uprisings (or what they believe to defend) counts for little in relation to what each national demand prepares: imperialist wars and conflicts. The criterion for determining the nature of a movement is not its violent or non-violent character, which means nothing, but what it denies and challenges: one nation State is not denied by building another. Kurdistan is another good example of this.

			We can draw some first lessons about this ongoing social polarization from the Ten Notes on the Revolutionary Situation that we had written a few months ago.

			I

			Most of the world is polarized. We are entering the beginning of an epochal change characterized by the confrontation between the classes, putting an end to the long retreat of the 1990s. In reality, we are experiencing the increasingly intense and strong development of processes of social ascent of our class, from 2001 in Argentina to 2006 in Oaxaca (passing previously through Ecuador or Bolivia), from the hunger riots in 2008 around the world to 2011, the year when our class generalized its struggles from the Arab world to Spain, the United Kingdom, the United States or even Greece.

			II

			Capitalism has reached a dead end. We are entering a period of social revolution because capitalism is exhausted as a social relation: it generates more and more superfluous humanity, it expels living labor from social production, and it consumes energy and raw materials with increasing voracity to try to address with more commodities what it loses by expelling human labor. Its crises are and will be more and more catastrophic.

			III

			The waves of struggle that emerge worldwide (2001, 2008, 2011, and 2019) cannot be understood as events in themselves, as snapshots isolated one from each other. It is the same film – in time and space – that has a common protagonist: the old mole of the revolution that strongly claims its needs and interests.

			IV

			Rebellions and revolutions have a physical, material character: one fights for immediate needs. The important thing is to analyze the material facts that get the practices on the move. What the movement says is important, but what the movement does is more important now, as long as the struggle arises from the immediate needs of our class: something very different from the nationalist or political-electoral struggles that move completely on the terrain of bourgeois politics. The revolution starts from a process of ionization in which social molecules tend to be prepared to fight, polarized, regardless of the consciousness they initially have of the goals of the struggle. This is what we are seeing these last months in the different ongoing revolts. Nothing to do with bourgeois illustration.

			V

			This social slump, this clash of tectonic plates has a common root and therefore tends to become increasingly synchronous. Revolts spread to each other, from Ecuador to Chile, from Sudan to Algeria, from Iran to Iraq or Lebanon. The common root is the human needs that capital attacks from its needs of reproduction.

			VI

			And yet, it must be understood that the opening of a new era characterized by confrontation between classes does not mean the opening of an insurrectionary period. We are still a long way from this, since an insurrectionary period would require a conscious determination, a program, a will recognized by our class: in short, a reversal of the praxis that needs a higher level of organization and that needs a party, as we will explain below. Even so, there is no doubt that the collision of tectonic plates we are witnessing will be increasingly intense and constant, extensive and concentrated, in spite of the ups and downs it will experience in the coming years.

			VII

			What tasks can we as revolutionaries give to ourselves? We are at the beginning of a new historical period in which it is very important that the processes learn by themselves. Our party, as a social force fighting for communism, lives and is already formed on the ground of these revolts. As revolutionary minorities we are part of the proletariat and of these struggles, we are not a party apart [separate and distinct], but we are those who, as Marx said, try to promote and deepen the determinations of the movement, and at the same time try to clarify theoretically our practice around the general objectives of the class. As we have said, the beginning of a new phase of class struggle, a long period of social revolution marked by the terminal crisis of capitalism, does not mean that communism is just around the corner. We are very far from a revolutionary situation: the ability of the proletariat to constitute itself as a class, as a party, is fundamental for this; the convergence between the material processes of the class struggle and the communist historical program that comes from those same struggles is essential. That is why the questions of theoretical and programmatic clarification are so important today. Our struggle does not stand alone in the barricades of the present, but also in the lessons that can be drawn from the barricades of the past.

			The road is still long and yet there can be no turning back. We have to live the passion of the struggle but also the struggle for theoretical and programmatic clarity.

			Many times, when we debate in “radical” spaces and refer to the need for revolution, we feel like aliens who would have landed from Mars. «What! Revolution? Worldwide? Vade retro: that’s totalitarian, reactionary». What do you want? For it is neither a pious desire nor a fact of will. Revolts and revolutions will be a current data of our historical time, more and more synchronous. It is not a question of wanting them to happen, since they do so spontaneously: it is a question of directing them in the perspective of the abolition of classes, of the State and of commodity.

			That is why we dedicate these notes to all those who had thrown the revolution into the dustbin of history, to all those who reduced the proletariat to a manipulated and manipulable mass at will, who subjected the immediate needs of the proletariat, of humanity, to the games of the movements of capital. Let’s never forget the strength and power of our class.

			World wave of revolts and revolutionary situation

			december 2019

			Translated by Třídní Válka1

			This text is an attempt to deepen the understanding of the current phase of the class struggle and at the same time it expresses how this effort is the result of the international communication and discussion conducted by minorities of the proletariat in different latitudes of the world.

			We believe that we are witnessing a pivotal period that puts an end to the strong period of ebb that was experienced in the nineties of the 20th century. A period anticipated by the struggles of 2001 in Argentina, Ecuador, Bolivia, 2006 in Oaxaca, 2008 the hunger revolts, until 2011 all over the world and its continuation in 2013 in Brazil and Turkey.

			We consider it important to differentiate between entering a historical period of social revolution and facing revolutionary situations. We believe that we are at the beginning of the former but there is still a long way to go before the latter. That is, the increasingly strong crisis of capitalism, the development of more and more superfluous humanity, the crisis of valorization, etc. will force the proletarians to struggle in defense of their living conditions and to activate more and more strong and radical struggles. In this sense, we are living the beginning of a process of social polarization on a global scale.

			These struggles have a synchronized and worldwide character. They tend to feed off each other and the dynamic will be increasingly this way.

			But we are facing a wave of revolts, rebellions, etc. These are not revolutions or revolutionary situations where we could reverse the praxis of capital, where we would be in a position to develop an attack on capital and its social relations in order to impose in some region of the world the dictatorship of the proletariat against capital and the State. In our opinion there is still a long way to go.

			That’s why we have to read what is happening not as a snapshot but as a movie that will know ebbs and flows. But it is a movie in which social polarization is increasingly intense and concentrated; with the development of increasingly antagonistic social blocks.

			Thinking about it as a movie and not as a snapshot helps us to reflect upon the dynamic process under way and that one of the most important tasks for minorities like us is that of programmatic clarification through the study of the lessons of the past, that of international communication and coordination between different groups… These kinds of questions are decisive. Today is not about carrying out a victorious insurrection that will put an end to capital in the most advanced places of the ongoing revolt (Chile and Iraq). But it’s about trying to develop at maximum the levels of self-organization and class autonomy as they exist — which are a fractal and impressive repetition of the revolts and revolutions of the past — seeing the images of Tahrir Square in Baghdad is something incredible. And above all it’s about ensuring an intransigent defense of our communist and anarchic positions, for example in Chile the criticism of the constituent assembly.

			The defense of these positions will be decisive for the future processes to come. We believe that we are at the beginning of a historical period that will become more and more radical and strongly international. This is why we keep repeating that it’s important to think of today’s dynamic as a movie and not as a snapshot, as we said above. It’s not about becoming obsessed now with the insurrection or with the ebbs and flows of the processes that are being and will necessarily be experienced, as in Ecuador, but it’s a matter of thinking about the dynamic that is underway, and this dynamic is revolutionary, it is toward levels of social antagonism that are increasingly intense.

			In this sense, we indeed believe that we are at the beginning of a new epoch of social revolution. An epoch still characterized only by revolts and rebellions and not yet by revolutionary situations all over the world as it happened a hundred years ago, in 1919. We are at the beginning of an epoch of social revolution and revolutionary wave like the one that went through the world from 1910 to 1937 (especially from 1917 to 1921) or from 1968 to 1980. And this wave is going to continue and develop with ever greater force.

			As we said above, one aspect of the current wave is the enormous extension of the international synchronization of the ongoing revolts. This is why we do believe we can say that the tendency to the internationalization of struggles of the world proletariat will be increasingly strong. It is very emblematic to think about the current synchronization in relation to the beginnings of the previous revolutionary waves, in 1917 or 1968. This is undoubtedly one of the most outstanding and important elements of the current earthquake of the class struggle. Against all the deniers of internationalism, the struggle of the proletariat will become increasingly international.

			The most important thing now is how can be provided the asymptotic lines that communicate the revolutionary learning of the proletariat in struggle and the programmatic lessons of the past carried out by minorities. In other words, how the proletariat can constitute itself as a class, as a party, and reach clarity, from its own experience, that leads it to display its antagonism against capital and value in its many forms. And to do that, the role of minorities like ours, as part of the class, is essential; as well as our participation in the moments of barricades but also in the moments of balance sheet, in the flow of the class struggle but also in the ebbs that will follow. That’s why initiatives like the ones you’re doing there are so important. What role can revolutionary minorities play? This is without doubt one of the weakest aspects we are dealing with in this new wave of international class struggle. Concretely this means how we can strengthen the centralization and the debate around positions, experiences, balance sheets… among the different groups of the communities of struggle in which revolutionary and internationalist proletarians tend to get organized. And this means, ultimately, strengthening the role of revolutionary theory in understanding the nature of capital in order to break with it; this means recognizing the discontinuous thread of our class history and the lessons that can be drawn from past revolutions and counter-revolutions; and this means also deepening and consolidating the role that minorities can play from within current and future class movements in criticizing the weaknesses of our class and seeking to advance the practical movements and clarification around the overall and historical objectives of the proletariat. These aspects seem decisive to us today.

			We have always insisted that it seems very important to us to try to analyze the balance of power between classes. Ultimately a period of counter-revolution is an epoch marked by social peace and the absolute triumph of capital. These are the normal times of capital, of its commodity fetishism and its democratic logic. Periods that were interrupted by periods of intense class struggle, such as the revolutionary waves mentioned above. That’s why we indeed believe that we are emerging from of a period of counterrevolution and of intense social ebb like that in the nineties. However there is not a clear demarcation line between revolution and counterrevolution; above all it is necessary to know that the revolution always coexists with the counterrevolution, that the current struggles arouse everywhere the counterrevolution supported by the bourgeoisie.

			Having said this, it is very important to know how we revolutionaries analyze the epochs of counterrevolution in order to make a distinction with the present one. As we said, we are before the beginning of a pivotal epoch that leaves behind the counterrevolutionary ebbing wave of the nineties. A period preceded by a whole series of struggles at the turn of the century and especially in 2008-2013. Anyway, the counterrevolution of the nineties, which was never absolute, is a good example of how the perspective of overcoming capitalism through a revolutionary process that would contribute to the achievement of human community over class societies was weakened. This is the main element of the counter-revolution of the nineties and it continues to lie like a heavy burden on the weaknesses of our class in today’s struggles. Anyway, we do not believe that the ebb of the nineties can be compared with the ebb that started in the late 1920s and during the 1930s, when it was “midnight in the century”, and the counter-revolution was affirmed through the twin regimes of fascism, stalinism and the social-democratic New Deal. A counter-revolution that reduced the proletarian and class structures of the previous revolutionary wave to a few handfuls of isolated minorities.

			Finally, such correspondences are very useful to us, so that we can commonly clear up many points. We hope we’ve clarified something; it seems to us, in short, that we are only at the beginning of a new historical epoch marked by social revolution, by social polarization that will arouse class antagonisms increasingly strong and virulent. This is the fertile ground for the constitution of our class as a party, clarifying its historical perspective: its negation as a class to negate capital and its social relations. But to do that, there’s still a long way to go, as Marx said after a first European wave of international struggle he experienced (in 1848):

			Whereas we say to the workers: You have 15, 20, 50 years of civil war to go through in order to alter the situation and to train yourselves for the exercise of power, it is said: We must take power at once, or else we may as well take to our beds.

			

			
				
					1	See www.autistici.org/tridnivalka
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