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I{ENR I stMoA'l

THE NT\iV NICVEN/ENT

I. The stnrggle against capiiallst domination, which, in lts various
modern froms occlrrs in every couniry in the world., exhibits new tendencles,
which are in complete contrast with what occured before the beginning
of the 20th centu:5r

2. The comnon and essential featrre of these tendencj-es, ls the way in
which those who struggle marlage the totality of their affairs by them-
serves in all circr.mstances of their lives, in the field of action as
well as thougLtt.

1. The signs of what could be a radical transfornatlon of social relat-
ionships are to be seen in the upheavals of capltalism itself in its
crises'.a.nd its attempts to adapt itself, These sj-gns can erupt :-n isolat-
ed explosions rapidly destroyed. by the dominant interests or they can be
traced' through their slow progress a.ird firore or less stemrned by refoluso

4. The effects of what has been stated above can be for:nd more or less
in all areas of hriman activity, in all countries, at the 1evel of indi-
vid.trals as well- as at the level of all the organi-satj.ons in whi.ch they
are involved.. the struggle at the very place of the exploitation of nran
liy capltal - the industrial or oomnercial enterprise - remains essential;
but the expression of the new tendency can be found in all areas of life
and takes similar forms. Socia1 conflicts are spreading to all sgctors
of social life showing that autonomy j-s not to be limited but will conguer
in all things.

5. The abolltlon of ah-enated work anL by impllcation, the abolition of
all donination of man over man, will bransforn the entire range of soci.al
relatioashi.ps. If this is t:r:e, it is just as true that the struggle in
all areas of life transforras the whole of soeial relati-onships at the
very moment that the struggle ltself is taking placeo

5. [hese tendenci-es towards autonorqy and the original forns, be they
open or diffuse, that they take, come up against all the st:r:ctures of
the capitalist world.: the State, political parties, trade-unions, trad-
itlonal left-ruing groups, arro against the entire system of ideas and
values of exploitative society. The net result is a permanent conflict
as much for the individual as for the social group to whrch he belongs.
From these conflicts we can Craw the ccnclusion that the various express-
ions of the New Movement are in opposition to al-l,forms of elitisn and
vanguard.isn. They reflect a tendency to destroy all hierarchies and
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establish new forms cf retationships betvireen individuals and organlsationsof struggle, and between these oi.ganlsations thenselves"

7. The new stmggles and tendencies are llnked to certain struggles and
tend.encies in the past. For example, we have seen the appearrrr"" of work_ersr council-s or arralogous institutions in all periods in whlch socialconflicts have tended to threaten the very foundations of the system"
IOrowledge, studj-es and reflection on these events are a feature of ourknowledge of the present' But we must ber,vare of thinki-ng that the col]ec-tion of infozmation ahout former stz'riggles ar.nd the anal-ysis of and theor-ising from this information .,rill provia" bluepri:rts for,future actlvity,sihat arises out of a btruggle is adapted to the necessity of that strug-g1e and for that reeson carrnct serve as the objective for other sinrgglesor the criterion for juoging i,,-lrat lrill cone oui of oi;her stzuggles.

B. The elements of a new world tend to reveal themse'tves continually
frorn the very firnctioning of the capitalist system. These elements are
the prod.uct of the systemrs functioning and necessary to its firnctioningat the same iime; for example the modern capitalist Loupany needs ind-ividual and collecti.ve initiative at grss roots level tl'flnction. Butthe forus in which the ITew }{ovement is revealea cr,rr]orri; il-;;;;sltory,
epheueral and stamped by the societf j:r, which they have-developed" Ex_
amples of such forms are the hlocking of vast r:nilies of pz,od.uition by
spontaneous movements j-n one industriar sector, non-passiuu 

=i=:-tnu=, 
-

resistance to work i.tself, the rrom€nrs movbmeni, tocit 
"our*rirty action,etc. rt is important to enphasise the.existence of these elenents ;;[-'to ana\rse their de.relopr:ent and forns, but it is futire to-giorify -

evelTr example of autononous actirritfr as the iaminent aCvent 
'6fi tfre reval-ution. Tt is just as futile t+ crittcize su_ch exauples systerltie.ally

under the pretext that their idolation leads iher: ii the Lnd td contrib-ute to reinforcing the sJrstem. ?he t::adltional left who eith,€z: see ineve:y strike the revolution or'denormce every strike as refornlst has
been replaced. by nore subtre grou,ps whc propo.se tactical fo:::ers,of strug-g1e supposedly more radieal. 

:

9. Whether they have been glorified or denigrateO, l.utonomous actions
have oniy rarely been consid.ered. as ihe flrst symptoras of a New lfove-
ment whose organisation can only appear anci develop out of struggle it-self. In practice the aitenpts to analyse these ,rtolorrous actions tryto explain their failure either by their lack of organisation, or by the
non-existence of a revolutionary pariy, or by a lack of conscior"r"L",
ideological backvardness, etc, In fact all the above critlcisns referto o1d sehemas of the tradliional lef'c rrho judge what happens accordj.ngto criteria defined by a revolutionary eli.te. This elitl-"oppo""s that
when the time comes it will- have to ptay a central role in the revolution
using various rleans6 In the 'norkers I revolution, this elite would haveto announce crises and nap oui the roacl io liberation, just as the
bourgeoisie did in its own tirne" ?he revclution is thus concej-ved as a
irnique event in i,vhich the revolutronary finds hinself in possession of a
Dagical power enabling him to effect a total and. brutal transfoznation
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of aLl- social relationships; from the moment a suff ieiently .violent force , ^:
woul-d. be able to break an isolated link in the chain of world capitalist. domin-
atj-on all woul-dr'-eceo:d.ing to this ellte, topple o'rer into a cornmunist society.

'10, The New Movernent oppo*es i-tself to wha.t rrye call the 01d. lVlovement. this 01it
Mov.ement refers to the plans i,nd situ:itions of the historic periofibeginning.
around the opening of the nineteenth century arrd. continuing until the outbreal<"..
of the 1914 wdr" Before the First liVorld. Y/a.r v'ie could consider-that the values.-
tnd. id.eas of 'this period- had. some valld.:ity, flihat could ]rave seemed. to be rev-
olutionary at that moment, in the social d.emocrtrtic and" bolshevik parties or in
union organisations, ivas onJ.y e' revolution in the,{gfs of capitalism (i"e"
planned bureaucratlc capi-talism instead of libera:- -crrpitaf ism) " This feft the
d.om:ination of capital-ism and the exploitation of work conpletely intact.

1'1. Since the tr'i::st l-[orld. SIrr', t]re 0'!C- ite'rement has increasingly become. inadequate.
to the situation resulting from the renewai of capitalism, which emerged.. From its
first signs, the New }lorrement ceme uo against not only the old. forus of capitalist
dom:ination but also against the various forms of the 01d Movement, even if ,at the,.
sa.ne time these forns couid. still contain revolutionary il1usions; for inst'ance
the conflict between the Bolsheviks arrd tkre factory oon:nittees in 1917, i:r Russia,
and. their epilogue at Kronsta&t can be seen as a clash between the €J.d. and" the
N6w Mo'rement;'The New Movement not on-1y questions the eristence of what we can :

encompass in'the term vanguard- (pa:r:tles, g1'oups etc) but..also the very conception
of the revolutiono To the extent tl rt the 01d- Movement is the present or potential
hold.er of capitalist power, it !e_E to engage in a stmggl-e to the d.eath with aL1
manifestations of the New.Ulovement, whetherl:y violent d.estruction or,total-. g.bsorp-
tion" 

,-' :.
"12.One essential characteristic of the'New i{ovendnt is at the prese4-t-tirne
theiattitud.e of those who struggle and. who no 1onge9 lust d.emand. things fron- .:.
people, groups and. institutlons which,are outsid.e them e"g. f:'om their parents,
in thb'fanily, from their husbend. in marriage, fro:it the teaeherin. sehool or
universi-ty, from the boss in the factory, from the unicn in conflicts, from
par.ties lnd.'groups i.n the organisation ol',actions o:: the provision'of theoriesr. :

etc. ?he form of struggle tend-s very often to.be the rnei'y-doiag or taking of the
thing d.emand.ed.i The new tend.ency is towards people C.oing what they want by then1
selves rind. fo? themsel-ves, towa:'ds taking and d.oi-ng instead of asking g.nd wailing.

, - , ,, a, ...:* 13. Ihe most visi-b1e d.emonstration of this ,tenclency occurs in the new fgrns of,
class 'stir-rg61e: .and. the rvidening of class corrflic'cs to clashes between the d.ominato-
rs and domlnate& in''all structures of 'society. Ihese confrontati-ons iilltrstrate
the' spl-itr between all those who claim, to'act for the workers -,,rhatever their
notive.tion and. the actions of the exploited. thensel-veso The attempts at rejecting
trad.e unions, the und.erground organisation of conflicts, the attempts to make
horizontal lir:hs betlveen those rn s-bruggle, the nelv atti,tud.els of stud.en$p, rrooerrl;
honosexuals and so on, 'the attitud.e of workers tovrards pork, all these reflect
the d.esire of those concerned. to menage their struggle !g thercselves.and !g

ri

.^, .l

themselves o ,'
''l

14. One of the constant features of the Old. Movenent was that its practi.ti.oners. 
-
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ccnetdered. thems.elves as the workers? movement, and. had mad.e of the history oftheir organisati-ons the nETory of the labour ;";;;";;. e;t-tha New &rovement
d'evelops its own history which is nothing more than the activity of the wrorkersthemselves, masked.-untiI now by those whJ wrote and mad.e 'IiistorXr' out of their
ewn rRevolutionaryt activitl'"

11. The 0l-d- &lovement will only acknowled.ge the d.ifferent mani-festati-ons of the
Ner,v Movement in ord.er to subject them to its o,;,rn political objectiyes" In generalit cond.emns such manifestations r,vithout pard.on und.er d.ifferent 1abels such asI'reformist", ,lacking in consciousness", t'hippyt', etc, But the Ne';u }lovement isso strong that it forces those who adhere to ihe Old. iiioyssgrl to perform a series ofacrobatics in ord.er to maintain themselves, es lvel1 as possible, in their self-appointed- role or in the role ',,rhich is asslgned to them" For this reason changesor conflicts within parties or unions, :inc[ the present splits in d-ifferent paities
and. groups, can often be explained. by attempts 1o ad"apt iund.amental positioirs tothe nei'v character of movements of struggle, bend.lng tirese movements to serve their
own interests.

'l 6. There are sone lrho tirelessly repeat the same o1d. id.eas or slo6ans as if thecapitalist world had. not changed. profoundly d"uring the last one hund.red. and. fiftyyears. But others have tried. to adapt.' One can thus sritness two currents of opini-on:
a)There are those vrho place an absolute va"1ue on certain pa.rticular struggles,This gives rise to a whole flock of theories privileging ihe youth r"vort, womens1ib, stud.ent power, the d.rop-out movement, etc. Some consid-er the refusal to workand the physical d.estruction of the workpiace to be the only sign herald.ing thed'estruction of capitali-sm1 others want to restrict the notill oF tir"-*""f.iig-"i*""only to the factory proletariat. Finally there are those who d.eny that a class
S$|ug91" sti-ll existsr- seeing only ind.ivid.ual victims of universtt a.lienation.
D/un tf}e other hand, there are those who reject all particularism and- retain anattempt to give a total explanationo In d"oing so, they mod.ernise language and theory,
more or less rntegrating the evolution of capitalism and. the class strugg!-e, butat the same time rejecting the essential characteristics of the Ney,; ivtovemeni,
1anely autonomy, without exception, in all the fields of activity and. "trrrglie.
17. Such attempts-are not always insignificant, for they often help to,elucj-d.ate the

''sense of new manifestations of autonomy and. unierline t-he ambiguities and. limits ofautonomy within capitalist society, But the inportance of such theories, id.eas orgroup aetivities as those referred. to above is often exaggerated. beyond. neasurethrough passi-onate d-ebates, linited" to the revolutionary vanguar&ist ghetto.Besides, these d.ebates themselves and the id.eas which 
"t*" oit of thet are recuper-ated, lj'ice al-} whi-ch d"evelops in capitalist society, by the ruling class itseri,

whatever the originators of such delntes might thinlc, hho ,urrgrrar&ists themselvesend up as the melting pot wherein an id.eo1ory is elaborated yrhic; r; ;p;;"p"irt"ain,theend.bytheestab1ished-structuresofthe01d.]r[ovement.

18. fn conflicts the intervention of this mod.ernised. vanguard. lead.s to the abovesituation. The vanguard.ists claim that they bring a great d.ea1 to the struggle ina1l areas. But what actually happens is enlirely different from what they itirrr..Sometimes, those that they would. like to make tire instruments of their poriticat
aims turn the situation against them, and transform the tgood.wiS-1i;f-"i"ir-"""g"""a"
into the instruments of their own struggle" Sometimes, on the other hand., an6 moreoften, such i-ntenrention only succeed-s in hold"ing back the autonornous d.evelopment
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of the stmggle. Here also, 'uhe political parties and, trad.e irnions which they elaimto surpass, use this in'berventlcn to channll and. suppress the very autonomy towhich the inierveners seemed. to c.ntribute orig"inariy.

19" lt the level of acti-on and the,-rry, vanguard.ist g?oups, whatever the d.is-agreements amongst then, even 1f they u"n u,t iaggers d.rlwn, all have one essentialfeature in common: they refuse to those rnc striigle the p6r"ililty of manag::::::::::::::::1ngby themselves anF- for themselves the enti-re situation in irhich they are i.nvolved.(sucrr situatl-ons^imply actlon, organ5-sation, aims, tacti-cs, reflection and.perspectives) ' rf pnslred., the groups recognise that those who are in a conflictcan d'ecid'e their ovrn action unc. orgarrisation; but they d.eny them the ,conscious-
ness'of their siruggle, and., a fortiori, the theory and per;pectives of thesrruggle' Doing this, they Sivq priority to certain forms of'thought concerning,aetion itself^ ,Jn !ni1 way, -these specillists in pot-l-tlca1 theorlsing beconeagain the superiors of those for whom action and. thou$ht are i.:rseperable.such inseparabiJity is .natural to each j:rfi"i-ar.i -i;H; 

;;;";. of stnrggleagainst social d.omina-Llon at the very heart of the social collectivity in s:hichhe-is invo]-'red, rn numerous group.si !h? autonocy of actj-on is acceptable only ifit learis to alcattern of eveits wtricn is rlefineAii;;;;;-;"Ty*expe"t"."I social-istr or- trevolutionail,.; 
.

2o- The New iviovement is not what, some, b." !!:v relatj-veIy numerous, organlsed.,struotured- or coherent, can think of or buil-j to liberate cthers. The NewIviovement is wha.t each and. a1i create by them"ur"""-irr. trr"l"""i*ggru, for theirstrriggle, in their ol,in interests" T!" "",rrpo"rirrg of partieularisms, the uniflcationof d'emand-s and' their transcend"ence in roorl g"rrural and. fund-amental probrems, theperspectives of the struggle, all of these can only be, at any given moment, theproduet of ';he struggle itself. Trad.e unions speak often of uniiy, the trad.itional1ef', of popuiar rron{s, of committees, etc; oui for exanple, in every strjke
Tl?"u autonomy of action expresses itself noane speaks any longer of suchthings, for the struggle is the expression of a1l the worke"" 1rr*.litol""
21" The appeal'ance of the autonomous movenent has led, to the evolution of theconcept of the party. fn former !ime9r, the party, as arlead.ership, saw itselfas the revolutionary vanguard-, id.entiiying itseii with the proi"tlri;;. i;""-'saw itself as a rrcnscious fraction' .?'tf,u proletaria.t, who ha6 to play adetermining role-in the raising ofrclass coirsci-ousrr"."i, the high 1evel ofwhich would' be the. essentj-ar sign or tire formaiior. or the proletariat as aclass' The mod-ern heirs of the Party a:-e well aware of the d.ifficulty of nain-taining sgch a position; so they- enlrust the party or the group with the verypreeise mission of making good. what they consl-d.er to be any d.eficiences inworking class acti-v:-ty. This gives.rise to groups speci-aIi"ea in-intui"u"t1o",liasion, exenptary.icti-on, thJoretical explJnutio",'"t;.1;;-";""-tir"""-;;;;;"t
can no longer exercise the hierarchical function of speeialists in the generalmovement of stmggie" The New Movement, that of workers and. others in struggle,oonsid-ers all these elements, the o1d. groups like the new, to be of exactlyequal inportance as their own actions""rrr"yltrk" what they ean borrow fz.orn thosetbo 

9om5 to them and. rejectwhat d.oes not ulit th"*. ?heory and. practlce appearnow to be no rnore thaa orre anil the same element in the revolutiorr.ry process-neither ianlpreced.e or d.ominate the other. No one political group has thus a4essential role to.play; -- r---



22. The revolution is a processo Vfhat we have been able to in&lcate are the
first manifestations of this process in all the field.s of social activity, IToone
can say hovr long this process'.vi11 'Lake, its rhythm and. the forms in which it
will progress" its mani-festations will ilnevitably be violent for no dominant
class will a1Ios itself to be dispossessed without reslsting with the utmost of
its foree. But this battle wil-I- not. be a pitched. one end.ing in the collapse
of capit'al.isn and the setting up of'lrevoiutionary structui'esr. A whole series
of evLnts, of which we ean pred-ict neither the p1lce, the rlomai-n, or the form,
could. affect all social- structures in all parts- of the world, surpri sing
everyone r-:r 5i'.'::r-as; r:ucll by their'sud.denness as by their charaeter" Noone
event vrili eoastitute the brutal and general rupture expected. Noone coulA clai-:n
tod-ay that the Russian Revolutlon, the Spanish Revolution, the insurreetlons
in the Easiern bloc (Hungaryr Polanrlretc) or l\tay t68 in France were the
Revolution, Nevertheless, each of these evenis has d-eepIy influenced. the.evolution
of capitalism and. the revolutionary process. If one looks at the v,iorld today, one
can $ee that the reyolution, in the Jaeobin sense; is becorolng progressively
outdated, but that the revolutlonary process itself is beeomlng aore and. more
powerful.
2J" Iine id.ea of the'revolution as a single event continues to haunt not only
the old- Marxi-st or Anarehi-st theories of the d.est:rrction or conouest of the
state by a direct confrontation. It also haunts all the more or less modernised
substitutes of these theories. The 0Id. Movement d-isplays endless treasures of '

ingenuitv and. makes unmeasureable efforts in its attempts to,reconstruct the
ad.equqte organisation, ei-ther.with the help of old formulas (various Leninist or
neo-anarchist ones), or with new formulas ('d"op-or1t groups, various committees,
conmunes, etc,) or by pronoting a new form of elitism in the name of theoretrcal
or practical'!exigencyt.

2]". At the same time, organisations assuming particular tasks develop accor&lng
to the struggle o:: to ci-rcumstances. These organisations then break up and
reform themselves elsewhere" Very often they exhibit an ambi-guous character
since they ai.e often anirated by members of'groups which have not lost all their
vanguardism anrl tend" to substitute themselves for those who struggle. But raore and
rnore the existence of sueh organisations is linked. elosely to a particular
conflict and the-, have to express the interests of those who stnrggJ-e, and
i'emain under the eontrol of those who struggle. All attenpts either to keep sueh
organisatj-on aJ-ive after a conflict or to give them another d.irectj-on, or to join
them to a political organlsation end" i-n failure and very often lead to the d.eath
of the original organisationso

2!" lviore and more, ind.ivid-ua1s fighting for their own interests tend. to und.ertake
themselves all the tasks which ""ir" d-u::ing the eourse of the struggle (such as

co-ordination of information, liasion, etc.) " Tlt:the extent that they d.o not
feel strong enough to unrlertake such tasks themselves the-v resort to organisations
which offer their services to them, such as union branches, leftists and various
other groups. The interventions and l-iasions of trad-itional organisations
d.e.re1op and. are a brea^|i cn autonomyr'-r-t'r.;:!r.6-Flnd., tho ean*'rtir.r&! ih6lr d-eve'lap;1.e
,antoncry to the extent that they multiply openings anrl eontacts,
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rf a1! kind.s an{ -gr.vg confidence to those who use them in their strrggle
against .the established-legal structures. But they are e break rn auddnomy to !..

the extent that they 1ead. the struggle back into structures or j-deologicai
currents (such as unions, parties, etc) and. to the extent that they block, by
meams of an ideoIory referring to the past, an action, and- the imagination
accompanying that action, rvhose sense is in the d.irection of the future. 

:f

25" It,thui seem" itot a d.ouble confrontation exists. The rank-and.-fi1e is up
against, on the one hand. capitalism and its structures, and. on the other hand,
those who appapently are in conflict rvith the established ord.er, but who d,ream of
build.ing new stmctures which would impose upon those who -xork the concepts of arrevolutionary eli-ter, AniL.so, an enormous netlvork of horizontal links is being
bul1t up which takes d.ifferent routes, is extremetry mobile, has many forms,
ephemeral as well as permanent, is powerful through the accumulation of good" wi11,
and lvhieh renews the materia] means available to i-t with an und.reamed. of energr.
An enormous melting-pot of id.eas and" theories is created., which lays bare vrithout
concession the weaknesses and. strengths of everyone: a whole process of self-
ed.ucation and self-organj-sation b;. and in the struggle seems to have begun,
and we cannot foresee the form and final end of this proeess.

2J. There are those who believe they have d.iscovered in this new bubbling over
of forces. and id.eas the birth of a new movenent of revolutionaies, of a new
party. With thei-b$p of the nev,, situation, they try to rejuvenate the o1d. theories
of oqganisatlon and. parties, or theori-es concerning the d.irect a.etion of minorj-ties

.' ., ,: . 
,

28. ?he Ner,r lviovement is however the ver;r negation of such o1d. theories. Some
evid.ence for this can be found- in the absolute failure, i-n practical terms,
of aL1 attempts to monopolise in a single organisation all the strands cf the .
rejuvenated. 01d. Ivtovement and. in the failure to englobe in a si-ng1e ideolory
the innumerable forms of action .and. thought thrown up, in the struggle by
those involved. The temptation to try and. group th.is d"isparate and-irreclperabl-ervariguard.t in street demonstrations, comes itself from thq thinking of all
those who consider that they are includ.ed. rvithin it" Such d.emonstrations show
at one and. the same time the strengths and. the weaknesses of. the rrevolutionary
elitet.They aru strong because, in terms of trad.itional parties, they appear
to be numerous and can play a not altogether negligible role in certain
conflicts" ?hey are weak because of their very elitism; and. because of the
belief in their own strength, which allows all sorts oi manipulations by such
leftist groups and the illusion that they can substitute themselves for the
self-activity of the expl-oited. Behind. all these theories and::.ctio,ns we find.
again thg id.ea,that one ean lnake the revolution for,others. ]

29" tle have. already emphasize* that the ne,,v forms of struggle whi-ch bear
witness to the existence of the Nevr lVlovement are transi-tory forms, moul-d,ed. bv
the very ci-rcumstances of a struggle at a given moment, and that in the attempts
to disarm thosc rrho struggle e"nd. to overcome the crises which openerl up such
struggles, capitalism tries to use and profit from what the practlce of struggle
has thrown up, for its own ends. r[e find. this happening inevitably in the mostrdynamier sectj-ons of the structures of d.omi-nation, those stmctures which
regi-ment the exploj-ted.: rprogressive' companies, urli ons, parties, etc. Self-
management set up by a d,ecree of Statc povrer (ubqlgrqr State) is only one
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attempt among others to ad.apt the structures of capitalist d.omination. But
Jike all such ad-aptations th:'y only manage t.o ereate new forms of struggle,
:and- to develop nelv struggles for enancipation. All those.uriho confuse true autonourylof struggle wilh i-ts recuperation (never conplete) yrant to d-eny the dialectic of;the process" of stn-lggle. They want to impose their 'theoretical science? upon .
the working class und.er the p,retext of $rarning them to avoi-d falling into the trap
of seff-managementr'etc. In reality: lthose who struggle knov letter than most
of the id-eologists of the new groups how to d,istihguish., ir1 tteir practice,
between aut.onomy dj-ctated- by their own interests and. attenpts to iirtegrate-
then d.ictated- by the interests of capital.

J0. 1'{hat happens in conflicts d.oes sharp justice to all claims of leftistgroups: one of the.characteristics of the liiew Iiovenent, the crovenent of theexploited- themselve.sr.is to lessen the claims of iminoritesr or'revolutionaryelitesr to be this New }dnysn-.n1 and. to red-uce them to the role that those who
stru8glq assign to them. The existence and- .the role cif a revof,rtiinu"y ;"";;is thus radically transformed. The claim of such a group to universality is*
re{uced- to an elenent cf an experience amongst others. A11 thcorisation is but
s rpart'of a who1e, and- und.erstood, as sueh. lvioreover, the transforuation ofattitud.es towards the traC.itional values of capitalisn and. the institutions
lgu_na up with then is at least as inportant as- the struggle itself, an6 is
linlced. closely to its evolution. Thi; transfornation :-s'In iraportant part ofthe revolutionary proccsso

J1. A critique based-.en the faqts concerns all aspects cf -theory, includ.ing
all coneepts of organisation. lhe involverent wq und.ertaiic nr""uir"s is abJveall motivated- by cur personal experience of social relationshipS "fn u. capitalist
world-. This experienee, the reflection of its consequences arrd. the conclusions
we draw from thi-s are never more than a particularised aspect of 1ife, in a
world- which. is so vast and. contains such unknovrn d.epth" oi irt"r-relationship
and" which i-s in constant transformation; noone can olaim to possess a t4ith lother than his own, vrhich he places at the sane level as all other truths"

J2' Even rvhen pe-op1e get together vrith others to think things out or have somejcint activity, each ind.ivid.ual acts in the first place only for himself. The
refrection and.'aetion of a group have no more value than thr,se of aiiy other
similar groupo''i{hatever ttasksr a group may set itself , whatcvcr. the level cf
generalisation of it intervention, or thought nay be, there is no *ay in rvhich it
can conclud.e fron its own existenee.that it has a supcrior position to any other
similar $"oYPr'or" to the crganisation of the *o,rur"r-t of struggle itself, as it
appears in the New Niovement.

31. Groups and erganisations have, alvra;rs exi-sted. in various forms, making
various clairos. 'Their nultiplicati-on to-d.by is a po'sitive factor and sho#s : '

precis-1y that each group develops aocerd.ing tc the particular eircunstancescf those who fcrm it" This entire tcxt has had the aim cf defining,.rhat might be.the general orientati-on forthe work of such a group, which could. be mad,e more
precise.relatlve to the New lvlcvernent as it ha. b"rrr-eutl-inod above. The very
cqncepti-on of, the New I'iovement, as 1,?e.have approachcd. ii in this text, rvill"
beeome transforncd- as the evolution of the rlvclutionary process ccntinues.
The New lfiovenent.is not an immutablc absclut= but o pru"ti"c in eonstant change.bf which we cannot foresee the future. ':." 1

Publishe.d by SOUDAiiiTI (London), c/o 12) Latihom Road; E.6" - February 19?6."
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Henri Simonfs tNouveau Mouvementr was first published in 1g?4"Thisisatrans1ation@bytheauthor.Itisaninter-
esting and provocative text, and we strongly urge alJ. our read.ers andsupporters to get it, to distribute lt, to study it, to argue about i-t.

With many of its propositions we would find li-ttle to disagree.
Long before 1974 Uotn I.C.O. (Informations, Correspond.ance Ouvridres,
the,group wi-th which ilil-r**r assocj-ated) and Solidarity wereexplj-cit1y stating that the rrery functioning of moaelnGlT[fi:-sm-was
forci-ng people - and vuould forcl them on an increasing u"i1" - to breakwith the established. order on a very wide front: a rnew movementr was
developing around us, visitile for anyone with eyes to see. This new
movement was not only challenging the j-nstj-tutions of existlng society(nation states, parties, uniois)-nut also its values, j_ts priorities,
its modes of thought. Starting v.rith a challenge to authority at thepoi-nt of production (in which area il partly echoed the age-old struggleof workj-ng people agai-nst exploitation, but also introducua ,"* elementsof critique), the new movement carried. its challenge (ei.ther explj-cit1yor inplicitly) to every assumption of the dominant ideology, c::lating "
thereby a deep-going crj-si-s j-n the aulhorj-ty relations on which classsociety was based..

Autonomy was certainly one of the cardinal features of this nevrmovemen'"" People we,:e begj-nn'ing to break with the habit of ashingothers to d.o things f or them ( t[e government, the TUC , the lead"rJhi,oof the f,abour Party). T!"y were siarting to do things for themselvei,of ten discovering thernselvls in the pro"Eu". Reso]-uiiorrary politj-cs
Y9r"_falling j-nto contempt. people ,i.,ho still talked in teim3 of ,mahlng
the left MPs fightr only covered themselves with ridicu1e. The processis continuing, although o1d attitudes die hard.

going on. In-iTilEffifvement in the Direct Action wing of the anti-bomb
movement and in the struggles of the homeless we were doing things withpeople, not for.peoplg: The new movement was not soraethin! exteln"T-6us. 0n the Giltrary it was at the very center.of "*, poiiiicat exis-teace and. of our political preoccupations. This feeling of i-nvolvementi-nfluenced the content of our p*pei, the thenes we tirou[tit worthy of
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fuf1eF di-Scusslon irr;,olr,'p+glBhl.e!s, , the issues :oa which
heated].y both'w"ith -oLhers ,and.* amohg ourselves. .$le even
explore its historical roots, in earlier.explosi-ons of

l. I/

we wpuld,. argue
sought tO :

self-activity.
As a logical consequence of all. this we fu1ly endorse what seemsto us to be the mp.ini thesi-s of Hgnai simonrs text, namely that no onehas the right to astrTire tp becomirig a lea,fer 4"r",1y because he thi-nkshe has a better undeistand.ing of evdnts than other p"opI"., ,

But it is on this issue of political judgments and criticismsthat our perplexities also begin" One the one hand (section Jo) Henri
,Jir-non stresses that I the transformation of attj-tud.es towards the trad-i'tional values of .capi-talism and the j.pstitutions. bound. up with them isat le'ast as important as the struggle it."ff and.i,s linked closely tolts evolutionr, and describes this transformation of.attitudes as ran
important part of the revolutionary process I . with both of these asses-sments we vlould agree

On the other hand H.S. seems hard (section 9) on those who darecriticise the new movement because of its tl-ack of consciousness' or
'ideologi-cal backward.nessr. Although we have never used these words., ifwe are honest wj-th ourserves we must include ourselves, at times, inthis category. The d.ominant ideology has very deep roots ind.eed. (itwould.nrt be the dominant ideology:-i-it iraanri)" it uu"*, obvious to usthat if the nevr movement possessed the attribute of soci-alist conscious-ness in high neasure r the process of social change would u" moru "a"*"-athan it is. we have repeated.ly stressed that the crj-sis of modernsociety was a crisis of consciousness, not a crisis or-r*"a"""iripl 

""asee no reason to modify this assessment.

simon also seerns suspicious (section 19) of those who rgive prior-ity to certain forms of thought concerning action itself'.
Two interpretations cf these statements are possj-ble.
The first is that Ii.S. is here merely attacki-ng the practi-ce oftraditional organisati-ons rvhich, because of their belj-ef in their exclu-sivb possession of truth, feel entitled. to castrate or at least mani-pu-I'ate all struggles which express di-fferent aspirations or use differentmethods from theirs. With this critique of the traditlonal Left wewould fulIy agree

But H-S. n:i-ght alternatively be suggesting (and this j-s the secondpossible interpretation of sections ! and 4g) tirit tne mere possessionof a coherent system of i-deas, of a frame oi reference from which to makecritica] comments, of itserf constitutes some form of elitism.

I

i
a

ff we accepted this second inierpretation the concept of elitismwould be completely trivj-alised.. to itrint before acting is not elitisn.It is what d'istinguishes nan from most other s,pecies, aid enables himio dreain of - and eventually to ereate - another tcind of worl-d. Nor is
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it elitist to jud.ge, to weigh things up, to evaluate, to compare and,
if necessary, to find. certain forns of autonomy unacceptable. (When
millions of ordinary people voted for Nationar sffiiFE-IEdid.ates j-n
193J, or supported the two imperialist wars, should revoiutionaries have
refraj-ned from comment, on the ground that such ccnrmeni implied rd.enyj-ngr
people their autonomy?) To us the term relitist'has a very specific
meaning" It implies the belief that wiihout a revolutionary e1i-teordinary people are incapable of meaningful action, eilher in destroyi-ngexisting society or j-n build.ing a nerr one" This beri-ef is patently
absurd and deeply reactionary. We have i.epeatedl;i str.essed. that it is
lhig vj-sion which makes bf politi cs a techniqu" oi *u.nipulation. Thisleninist belief is rnoreover controverted by a who]-e hislorical experience,in which the masses in action have repeateily revealed themselves morerevoluti-onary than the most revolutionary of existj-ng revolutionary
Sroups.

But the final critici-sm of the conception that there is somethingessentlally elitist in ideas would come irom the fact that it would. ilakefl'S'fs pamphlet self-contrad,ictory. let us assumer in fact, that this iswhat H.S. means" Then his text wouid assume the form of'a coherentattack on rcoherence', ful-i of interesting J-deas, despite the assuraptionthat the nere formulation of id.eas is, soiehow, rvanguardistr"* Althoughit would cond.emn those who analyse events (in atternpts to achieve anoverall view) it would do so in a deeply analytical manner. rn itsimplicit emphasis on coherence and anatysis, and r,rhe-;her H.S" likes i-tor not' his text is j-n the best tradition of what fCo used. to prod.uce"One of the functions cf a group 1j-ke ICO was, after all, lro dj_scussgeneral problems such as state capltalism, hierarchy, bureaucratj-cmanagement, w&rr racislt, sociaiism, the abolitj-or:' oi tir" state and ofwage labourr. The group advocate4 rthe establj-shmeni of committees.,actively associating the g"""t""t number or ,""r.ur.i. it aerenaea rnon-hierarchical demand.s and not those of partic;la;.;"t"g""j.ffi+ffik";;T:
It stood for tanything that enl-arged the strugglet and agains.t ranything
that tena&-to isolate itr " 

u--- 

r , .

. One may agree or disagree with these views. One cannot pritenahowever that they are not political judgments, made rror-r''"""t;i;;;;*_point" The same applies to H.s.ts text on the l:gL_ryIlyement"--wi."trr""-"the author rikes it or not.his text is a porit+""l .t"t;;;. ii"*iiibecomeapo]itica1.ra11yingpoint,ast:.mffi.1i;i;;id.j.fferentiat1on
!ln":: ,rri-'gEE with ii ,.ia-tno"e who don,ri, 

-;r;;i;i;";;"", 
ror a whi1e,the ideologicar garb of the very movement tre is-.o.""rrralery a"."rirr;;:'There is nothi-ng wrong i-n this. rdeas have ar-ways played an important, .role in human history and to suggest otherwise is to r.e-d"uce trumi.n-u"irg.*to less than their ful1 stature

_ This would perhaps
like rit is j_mportant
Important? Important
real individuals, in
But, i-f he is seeki:rg

then best be epitornised i-n H"s. rs use of expressionsto empirasj_set, Do. 'it is futile to critici.e,.."to whom? To an abstract histor.ical process? Or toa reaL movement, whom he is seekj_ng to convince?to convince people. " .
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In spite of the contrad.ictions inherent in this second. interpre-tation of sections 9 and 19 we r+onder whether it isnrt j-n fact quiteclose to I{.S" ts views. We say this because this partj-cular i-nterpreta-tion would seem to foIlow quite logically from H.s.rs uncriticalexaltation of autonomy as such" Here again his text i-s unclear. Theabsence of any critique of the aims of iutonomous struggles may be takento imply that autonomy per se ifEe one and only criterion for revolu-tionary politics. rt i;Eue that the examples girun of New Movementacti-vities (section B) alr have a socialist content. But there areother problems. llh}.t is part of the New i,lovement, and what is not? Howd.re-we to judge whethef-a struggle reflects, or not, (secfiorr-Sfr.

tend.ency to destroy all hi.erarchj-esr?

Autonomy, although extremely important, is not enough, There canbe autonomous reactj-onary dissent as well as autonomous revolutionary
Ti::::'.:'^Pjrhasnevergivenab1anketend-orsementtopeop1e'ool-ng what they wanted, by themselves and for themselvesr. nighiry orwrongly (ancl we think righlly) we sought io apply certain yardstictcs toour political judgnents of what people were doing" '1,tre saw a connectionbetween means and ends. we had a certain vision of the ki-nd of soci-etywe tuanted. (a non-alienated, non-hierarchical society, in which wagelabour has been abolished)'rr,a that visi-on deep].y influenced the criterj-awe applied to what-we sal.i happening around. us" Without illusions as tothe effect j.t would have ," iao" what support ive cou1d (in terms ofpropaganda for their ideas and creations) to the self_managed upsurgesof Hungary 1955 and, of Paris 1968" w" aia this because we saw in thernthe harbingers of meaningful revolution, in the bureaucratic capitalistsocieti-es of East and,rleit arike. eut in 19?i we cond.emned. the reac_tionary assumptions und.erlying the self-activity of the ulster I^/orkers,council' And we repeatedly warned against the rimitations (and. stressed.

ilir:;:"perabiii-tv) 
of localised. forms of self-managerent r.rirhin capi-

lJe have never felt it was enough for alr. acti-vity to be autonomousfor it to warrant our uncritical endorsement" we are not ,autonomyfetishistst. we are opposed to racialist stri-kes, however autonomous.tr{hen pa:'t-tirne hospital-consultants 
"""r.-t" wreck the lriational ilearthservice in order to enhance their p"irirug"s, or when rooing oite,s ewnthingt consists of signing up for Angola,"we feel entitled, co11ectively,to make politicar- comraents. The samJ appries-i;-r,;;;-;;;;" areasTeruorist activities. for instance, holrii"r strongly directed againstestablished. society they may be are, in our opinion, deeply colrnter_prod'uctive- These are pori-iical judg::rents, which are th; iegi-timateconcern of a poh-ticaf 6@ffiat:-on. uare

This i-snrt ni--t-pi-cking" At siake in discussions of this kind aresome very f,undarnental [uestilns" Is socia]-ism rmanrs positive self-consci-ousnessr? rf the phrase means anything at arr, it surely rneansthat people have achieve& some understalding of their environment and ofthemselves - and know what they want" rs socialism something which wj-l1
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have to be consciously fought:for and col-l6btively
some God in the revolutionary Pantheon who, i_n i{is
a revolutionary content and a soci-alist destination
and rconflictst wj-thin existing society?

t,r
created.? Or i-s there'
wisdom, has allocated
to all I struggles t

Will manklnd. evolve into social-ism through coherent, creative
action or through a seri-es of defensive reflexei directed against the
oppression of existing socJ-ety? Are l,enints preconditions for rev.o_1U_ti-o.11,
namely that the rulers no longer have the confid.ence to rulii dnd the 

''''-'-
ruled are nc longer prepared. to put up with the old systern, rea11y suf-ficient? (We are obviously not implying that there i"s anything leninistin the -yl?r. expressea in ttiE- ggw Mqygmsn-1" ) or shoul-a one ad.d a thj-rdprecondition, namely that thosE:l^fiTEGger accept the existing socie!yshould have at least some notion in their iinas coicerni,r.g ,hat't-ir"y *""iaIike to replace ii by? In our opinion the 'classical'preconditions mayproduce the collapse of the old society. fhey will not - and have not -ensure'f, that it will be replaced, by a non-hierarchj-cal, noii-authoritarian-cl-assLess society. rn fact, reft to themselves, the classicar ;pi;;;;el:"
tionsr,will'51most inevitably guarantee that one form of class socie ty. ,,:,..is merely- followed by ahother" But if one accepts this proposition,certain things foIlow. Judgments w111 be callerl for. Choices will have _to be mad'e- Revol-utionaries are not nere surf-riders on-the tldes ofhistory

clo lZ3 Lathom Rd. E.6. :

LJ

A paper for militants - in industry and elsewh9r9"
Attempts a total critique of nod.ern society, and. a
systematic tdemystificationt of its values, ideas,
and forns of organj-sation" Discusses what libertarian
revolution is al-I about "

Send fl2.O0 to SOLIDARITY:, c/o 12J Lat]nom Road, London E5
to receive forthcoming issues of the paper and parnphlets
to that value. " :

,.SCRIBE TC SOLIDARITY



14-

SOCIALTS},I OR BARBARISM. A
in the light of the events

SChIE
IHE IiIEANTNG _oF socrAlrsM by Paul cardan. what is a socialist
programme? The real contradiction in eapi-tah.st prod.uction"
socialist values" A re-statement of socialist objectives. The
case for workersr tnanagement of prod.uction" 1Op"

MopqRN cAPrrALrsM AND REvOtuTIoN by paul cardan. A func.amental
criti-que of the traditional l-eft. Tire problens of our society(bureaucratisatj-on, political apathy, aLenation in-liod.uction,
.consumption and leisure)" i^Ihat are revolutionary poH_tics now.)Op

redefinition of socialist objectives
of the last fifty years" 1Op"

As idE DoI\ilX SEE_I!. An elaboration of the statement of our views
ffitries to eliminate certain ambiguities i.n ourprevious formulations" For those who could not read between theLines.. " 'lOp

REDPI'INrNG REvorurroN by paul cardan" A new l-ook at contemporary
society and at the struggles within i.t" To remain revolutionariesor to remain marxists? ZOp"

yoRl(EEs ' c,ouNgrrs AND THE ECONoMrcs or sErF-IiANAGElgi{I,!xr paul
C atl capital-
isn and to bureaucratic state capj-talj-sm" From workerst management
of the factory to workersr &anagement of society. 4Op"

THE IRRATIONAI IN POLITICS by ivlauri-ce Brinton. How modern society
conditions its slaves to accept thei-r slavery. sexual repression
and authoritarian cond.iti-oning - in both Eastern and Western con-texts" 4Op.

TF+DE uNroNrsl4 oR socrAlrsM by John zerzan. A detailed document-
ati-on of how deeply, cynicalry and consciously the trade unions
have beeome pillars of the established order and obstacles tosocial change " 'lop"

TI{p tuMP by D. Lamb. A long cooL look at a new way of selli-ng
labour power in the building industry, r*hj.ch has aroused the bitterhostility o,f employers and traditional left alike. 2Op.

THE roRDSTol{N ST_RUGGTE by Ken welier tr,Ihat happened at this
General l.{otors plant tn 1972" The new tendencies in prod.uction
and the developing criti-que against work i-tsel.f" 2Op
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