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The anti-revisionist "movement" in Britain at the moment is compos-
ed of -a number of small groups and individuals. The influence o f
this movement on British society is negligible, Their existence is
due to an apparent recognition of the existence of revisionism in
the world movement. I the word "apparent® here because there is

very little evidence: that the magoxlty of these groups are prepared

AR ETERE | N R to define what they mean by revis-
Marxists ‘and th« O“klné . lonism, or that they are prepared
: class Mqvemgnt . to anelyse the development of rev
The National QUL°t on in | ~isionism. In my opinion every
Britain. § situation in history demands of

mpe'BouTg001%’ Working Class. | marxists that they accept priorii-
’ o5 i1+ | 18, The priorities will differ

The Communist' is published | g550rding to the situation. Where
for the Communist Workers

marxists are in control of the sit
Orgahisation by Dave Laurie, ~uation, they can to a very large
72£dgioﬁwgll Avenue, exten: determ¢nchthe nature of the
- St situation, and the priorities will
ﬁl; correspondence shpuld be | o pope ciearly seeg. When capit-
sen t to this address. alism is in control of the situat~
i lon, it to a very large extent
determines the nature of the situ-=
.ation, and when it takes the form

»me

e ‘of social democracy which is +the
present phage in the evolutionary development of British capitalism,
and when this phase of its development stretches over a long period,
and maintains a Ielatlvely high level of employment, the class-
consciousness of workers in the main becomes blunted but neverx
obliterated. '

There are many workers who do not lose their awareness, and (this
may suprise some "marxists") because they are class-—conscious they
talk about class, and although they haven't got the "answers",

other workers becomerclass—conscious: the numbers increase ﬂlspite
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of the unfavourable conditiong.: ClaSb—COHSGlOUb workers preach
class war even though in many oaueb they have given up hope for
their own class. The more deéftermined’ are attracted to one or more
of the various "left" parties, organisations or groups. The major—
ity of “those who are so attracted become disillusioned very guickly
(a tribute.to.their ObJeCulVltVO 5 the remainder spend the.rest .of
their time poundlng the drum of bne pafticular orgenisation -they -
belong toson their : job, .adding to thefffucﬁratlon of thHeir fellow
class consclous brOUhGIS (who 81111 inorease in: numoer) w1thout
ever bringing“an ounce of nollm“cal,nWa;m;Z - !

Here the situwation is; and hexre ihe situation stays as far as the
"marxists" are concerned. Whnere does ithe blame for this situation
lie? Not with the workers. There afeffarxist organisations: i n
Nritein today, and more class conscious workers, than there have
ever been, and there is less political awareness among the workers.
Does this situation not clearly indicate theoretical cheaos, and
absence of analysis? :

In the present situation. in Britain the cry that theory will devel=-
op out of practice, or even that theory and praciice go hand-in-
hand, is uitter rubbish, just as is the shout of the trotskyists and:
TeViSlOﬂlutS to "force" labour to change its plicies, and "support"
the workers In their struggles for higher wages. On the other hand
in any system of soci ety where no clear analysis exists of % h e
various forces (poliiical and economic) operating in that society
ox%ids no theory exisis. Clearly then the "practice" for marxists
in such a situation 1s 1o undertake the analysis in order to devel-
op the theory. :

The marxist struggle for tbe overthrow of imperialism, and the pro-
motion of world communism 1s being fought on an international front
with each secotion pleying its role according to the conditions det-
ermined for it by the demends of the international movement, and the
objective situation in which it finds itself. And no section is
more, or less, important then the other, providing it is playingits

role How do we 1n Britain determine what our role should be in
ordev that we may gontiibute “o the international struggle? We can
best answer ihat polnt by First showing how not to work.

The circulation of the "little red book" ih Britain can help +t h e
development of an anti-revisionist movement as can a number of other
Chinese publications, which can be cc:sidered invalable aids. But
to take the view (as some sections of. the "anti-revisionlst" move-
ment obviously do ) that circulation of these works is in itself
enough, and that nc effort to relate the lessons contained within
them to the concrete conditions in our own socliety is necessary, is
worse than useless, its positively reactionary. No soclety can move
forward to revolutlion umless the people who subjectively desire it
have worked aout a clear analysis of all the forces determining the
society's development. If the comrades who oirculate, or quote
from the works of Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin or Maoc have not under
-taken this task, or are not in the process of doing so, the best
that can be said of them is that they subjectively desire that their
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-2orges will stimulate others 1o do the work that they themselves

&re not pr pared to do. This attitude in itself is not a bod thing
but it does not make the people concerned anti-revisionists.

In British society whlch is a highly advanced capitalist system in
a non—revoTutionary phase of its evolution, if no comprehensive ana
~lysis of 1ts recent political history exists, then no marxist org-
eanisation exists., The realisation in the mlnds of only a small num
=-per of people of the objective need for such an analysis would
result in ithe emergence of a Marxist organisation. The refusal of
the anti-~revisionist movement to face this truth can only be &cco~
unted for on the basis of a purely subjective approach to the situ-
ation in which they I¢ﬂd themselves., This has the effect of hold-
ing back the political development of the working class, and in the
sase of the people concerned they, after short periods of tub-thump
~ing and slogan-showvting, emerge as out-and-out reactionaries (e.g.
ACMLU/huOB\ when theilr drcams fail to materialise. It needs more
thian a casual glance at the state of the British anti-revisionist
novement at. the moment (a state which it took no more than 3 years
10 arrive at) to understand the need for political clarity. After
months, and months of discussion, and argument, fragmentation, and
mcr 2 fragmentation what "lines” or "attitudes" have we ended up with?
Here it is worthwhile to mention the positions that some of +these
"marxists" have arrived at. '

One "theory" is that the British working class is a bourgeois work-
ing class; ‘another is that the entire working class is a labour
azlutnn“acy with the exception of the lowest paid sectioms. . Now
these "theories" are not worth dwelling on, except to say that they
arose out of the anti-revisionist movement and the people who hold
tnem are still members  of it. Of the remaining sections of the
fanvi-revisionist movement" in Britain no less than four of them will
have constituted themselves as "parties" during the course of ‘this
year, Not one of them, to my knowledge, has put a pen to paper %o
explain the nature dof British revisionism, its influence on Iiritish
soclety as a whole, and on the British industrial working Olaob +in
particular, oxr the effects of its influence. . ;

Yo sev up "parties™ or even to ilssue vague calls for unity, as other
sections of the anti-revisionist movement do before we have demons-
trated that we wnderstand at least something of all the forces oper
-~ating in our own society is surely an indication of a purely subj-
ective approcach, i.e. a desire on the part of the people concerned
10 - ve assoclatn d with what clearly exists, (one does not have to be
a marxist to see it) the world movement agalnst imperialism and rev
-isionis~; but associlation in a passive sense, similar to a fan-

¢lub --sitting on the side-lines cheering on their heroces, but never
taking parit 1n the geme., Such activities as far as the 1ntermation
~al movement's interests are concerned will pass until something

tetter comes along. The international movement caunot determine the
exact moment in which a British marxist organisation will appear on
the scene. Only British marxists can do that. But if and when one
does appear it would be welcomed by the international movement, (no
matter how small i- numbers) as a tremendously important factor in
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_the struggie.

Because of the nafure of the role of British imperialism in the
World situation, and because of the lack of understanding of the
contradiction that exists in the political situation in Britain
itself,  oné esscntial is neceSsary for a Marxist organisation —-
the realisation on the ‘part of each and every member of it of the
necessity for theoretical clarity. Only a thorough analysis of
recent international political history which geve rise to the
various forms of revisionism which exist in Britaein to-day ¢ a n
achieve such clarity. If we are not capable of understanding the
- necessity of theoretical clarity, and if we are not capable of
“undertaking the analysis necessary to arrive at such clarity, then
our condemnation of the various forms of revisionism that exist
in Britain smount to mere "cries in the wilderness®. And indeed,
each and everyone of the organisations which we subjectively con-
demn constitutes in realilty a potentially more positive means of
progress for the working class than we do. We are in fact less
positive than the class conscious worker who continues to preach
class war while having given up hope for his own class, his atti-
tude can only induce apathyito the political level. Ty
N THE Eccnorrie. CEVEL GRS BR/iWVG-S ;7
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A real Merxist organisation in Britain comprised of a fraction of
the numerical strengtn of the combined "Marxist" parties and
groups would constitute a powerful weapon for the promoiion of the
interests of the British working class and the internasional move
~-ment. !

Can we achieve such an aim by ignoring the existence of these
"parties™ & groups, and concentrating on that sectior of the work
-ing class which is, as yet un-influenced by them? To answer this
guestion it will be necessary to ask: what is the explanation for
the attraction of such a large, and potentially powerful section
of the working class into organisations which can cnly retard, or
compeletely -destroy its political development? Thare are two POS
-sible explanations. One is that this chaotic political situati-
on is a true reflection of the conformity of the Eritish movement
%0 the demands of the international movement, ané needs no further
‘explanation, until such time as an explanation is called for, and
supplled by the needs of the movement external +> Britain., In
other words there is no need of a British anti-vevisionist movem-
ent, and the British working class exists as a ~eserve force 1t o
‘be organised, and called to action at a time ir the future which
Wwill be determined by the strategical, and tacsical demands of the
international movement, _ :

‘There 1s only one thing wrong with this sort o militaristic app-
roach to the problem. Anyone with. even a basic knowledge of mil-
itary tactics knows that a reserve force is ir reserve as part of
the main body, and can be called into battle &t any time if +the
course of the struggle deems it necessary. Further the reserve

force is conscious of its position, it is aware that it is part
of the main body, it understands the developments in the struggle,



it is orgenised snd re-dy at a moments notice to enter the strus
. ~Zle. Tne Bfitish working class is none of these things, and it
is the jol of Marxists to ask why, not to btenoan the fact. i

And that brings one tc the sscond possikble explanation, which is
that 'orgsnised marxism® as it exists in Britain todey is merely
an expression of various forms of reaction, and that these var-

ious forms of reaction, consciously or uncono01ously exist =8 @

“reke on the potential deVGlODubﬂt of the working class.

If this is true it follows thet in the interests of the British
workinz class and in the .interests of the entire international
movewent, it is necassary for British Masrxists to expose .the

various forms of reaction to the British working class 2nd to
the International movement, in order thet, on the one hand the
international movement con gauge the otrGD”bh of: the British
movement, ~nd on the otherhand the British working class cean
develop & true assesmSnet of the chaorscter of ths internstional
struzggle,

There is one way, ~nd only one way this can be done, =nd thnt is
by isdlating the 'theorists' of the various reactionary move~
ments from their supporters, and this can only be done by expo-
sing the'falseness of their'theories'.. Which in turn cen only
be done Ly a. real Marxist theoreticgl analysis of thebr 'theories!

If such 2 programme of nction properly carricd out did not show
results in term$ of the development of the oolltlc 1 awareness
of the British working cless then —c¢ would h~ve to pay attention
to those in the nnti -revisionsit movement who telk in torms of
the Bourgeois work ing class, or the entire working class being
2 lebour.sristocreacy. But not before. We would indeed hove to
recon81&er our position in relation to Marx. To undortake guch
‘programme of action effectively will undoubtedly® result in the
pVOpLe concerned telng limited in their actunl 1nvolvement with
the current activitics in the workinz class for o consideratle
times "But o5 the rcsults of their efforts bear fruit, nnd begin
to be chonnelled back into the movement they will bB:;n to recs-
tablish their position in thd movement in » much more .positive’
w2y, in such 2 way, that if their -~nclyses are correcs they would
be entit1'd to r8fer to themselves s the veongurrd of the work-
ing class. £nd it would not bte lonz before  the movement saw
them o8 UCi-

To fril to undertokc s ch a +task 71}l certeinly result in ‘the.
permcnent. ispolation of the anti-revisionist movewenst ~nd will
leacve the movcnofit to the tcnder merclies of oppurtunism of one
kind, or enother. G. Golden e

ntl'acoocoooo.nroOll...lwcu-oonu..cltt-o..t-}--D.auo.o..oooolituo.
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T4z wvaTronwvne QUEsTION IN HERITATN.

The March-April 1968 issue of'Red Front' (i.L.0.B., i.e. Bnker

& Blond publication) enrries an article cnlled 'Brendon Cliffords
Rescarches' It purports to e a reply to an article on the hisbry
of Scotland in the I6th. ~nd I7th. centurgss, published in The
Communist in November I967.

This erticle w~s & rofutotion of M.Bckers contcontion that k forc
the Puriten Revolution (I640% there wns o single British n¥iong
that Scottish 2nd Bnglish nntions h2d ncver existed; and that
the triumph Of c-pitalism in Scotland, ensured by the massscre
of the clans at Culloden, served the intcrests of the Scottish
masses. The main, historicnl part of this articlc is iznom d by
$he cuthor of 'Brendnn Cliffords Rosearches', who relies oy the
probability th~t nobody mill resmeber vh-at was in the previous
articles, ~nd that nobody is intercsted enoush to find out. 4nd
it must bo admitted thet in meking thet ~ssumption he is very
near: thetruth.

The answecr to one of the secondary points runs =s follows: "™ In
1891 crics Mr.Clifford triumphantly, Bngels refferred to the
British Isles 'where the two isleonds are peopled by four nations",
Mr. Clifford'forgets', hovwecver, that lMarxist-Leninists do not
regord the clossics of Marxism s 'holy writ'...In I89I the .
Marxist concept 'nation' had not yot been developed". (Paze 8).

In frct quoted from Lenin's State 2nd Revolution. In this work,
written five yecrs after the notion had been scientifically
tdefined') by Stalin, ond o yerr after Lenin himself h2d deve-
loped the theory of the notionak question in the imperislist ere
Lenig quoted this passoge from Engels ~nd added in his own —ords
thet despite appecarences the nationel question had not been soB-
ved in Britain. That is tho first picce of Bekers charlotanism

The second ccnczrns Stelins analysis of the chenze in the contemt
of the national qucstion in the imperislist ere. The M.L.0.B.

is bothecred about this, but docs not quitc know why it is bothe-
red. Porhaps the matter is too simple to serve the purpose of
tricksters. In the pre-imperinlist crn the esscnce of thc notia-
nal question ~2s the question of the merket; the attempt by the
native bourzcoisie(e.g. the Amoricen) to control its o-m market.
In the imperialist era nrtioncl struzzles crnnot achiove suc-
cess on the basis of the wmarket. The netional struggle then
tnkeés on the contoxt of o strugsle of the messes &zninst imperik-
isme Its succesuscs must in fact le2d to the spcedy elimination
of the market as the resuletor of notional life, as in China,
Vietnam, ilbaniaj ~nd if the domincnce of the mrrket is not
ebolished the independcnce of the n~tion crnnot be meint~ingd,
imperiolist domination must be rustored, c¢.z. Yugoslevin (or, if
the resources arc grent cnough, that n~tion will itself bocoms

an Jdmporinlist power). eyt R 55 e ‘ :
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(Hence, if onc bnscs oneself on 'definition of conceopts', instcdd
of en ~n~lysis of historieel dovelopments, onc con only Sceo para-
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doxes. If the nation is defined 2s o category of the market how
can there .be o nctional struggle which is not led by the bourged-
sie, and whose success uwncndo not on the consolldutlon of the
nuthD“l merket, but on the abolition of the merket 2s a ula-
tor of national llfc?)

~If. the national question  ceases to be esscentially a question of

-~ market, if 2 metion-l question defelops in a society in which
the market hﬂs now qFVelOped the bourgeois nation, if a2 netipnal
strugzle develops, under the¢ leadership of the working class, in
a society hosc subsistcnce cconomy has been disrupted by imper-
iclism, and in fhich no unified national morket has developed,
andif the success of that national struggle depends on Drcvent-
‘ing the mzxket from becoming the regulator of - . notional
life: then ve hove 2 very differrent state of affairs from that
described in Stalins I9I2 article- as St~lin himself made c¢lear.,

Finally Mr. Baker strug-les over the qucstion of whethar copita-
lism serves the best interests of the wasses. He writes: "By
the title of his article-'How Capitﬂllsm serves the Pcople '=-
B.Clifford wishcs to Suggest that Haomm or Anvil 1is szyingeee
that capitalsm serves the interests of thc nasses now, in theé
poriod@ of general crisis of capitalsm" (wh recs the L.C.M.L.T,
only holds that copitslism only served the pcople in the pre-
imperialst era) "This is to sink to the depths of political
dishoncsty new even for trotskyists such cs Clifford.(Paze?),
(Mr. Watkins-Bekor rccently oxplained how he crushes trotskyists
without bothering to find out what trotskyism is 211 sbout: he
always calls them trotskyites! How oric becomecs a trotskyite in
Bakers eyes secms to be leargely = matiter of chénce. Lt € public
meeting én Mrrch 23rd. he doscribed lMco most of the time as &a-
trotskyite, but oceassionslly »s a Bucharinite. In his vocabu-
lary the difference betwecn the words 'keutskyite'!, Trotskyite',
and 'bucharinite' is the scme as that between scoundrel, blackg-
unrrd end rogue). : :

I must trJ to regein my politicnl honesty by assuring Mr. Viat-
kXins-Beker thft, even though he is first of all en a;cnt of his
omn shallow cgoism nnd through that has become 2 very minorx
gzent of 1mnorlrl$sm he hts not to my knovledege ever said that
1mpcr1“llsm serves tho pcople. Ho hos only said that the pre-
impcrielist capitolism that Slu shtered the clonsmen in cold
blcod at Culloden, snd loter drovn thu Cl?mS off the Hi; hlﬂnds
to starve nand meke 7oy for animsls served the best interests of
the Scottish pcople. :

Bakor continues to insist that capitalism, at lcast whon it was
coming into cxistance, scrved the intcrests of ths masses. . In
'Capitel' Marx shows preciscly how cepitelsm served the interes-
ts of the pcople in Englend: by murder, dogradation and starvati-
on; and by lowering their standard of living:faepr:below that'whidh
exis ted under the foudzl system that proccded it. To say that it
wesS € historicaelly necassary phose 1n the devclopment of class
society, and thnat it brdought into being the forccs and conditions
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that can abvolish cln sscxploitation, is very diiffcrent from seying
that it scrved the intorests of thé peoplec. It served their int-

ests only by meking them the sravediz-ers of this finak, msst
intense, and most viscious Torm of class exploitation.

Beker quotes frowm Lenin's 'Two Tactics' in supp ort of his view:
'...the bourgcois revolution is in the highcest dgrcc advontoagcous
to the proletarict.® That would scem to put the C...0. in O pPposS—-
ition to Lenin 'on ‘thnt séorc. But th-t's only the half 6f itt.,: In
the same work Lenin went on to say that-'a bourgecies wyolution

is morg -cdventagcous to thc prolcterist thetn ‘to the bourgcoisis!
Yhy did'nt Mr. Boker crush us altogethor by quoting thet? Bgceuse
once again it must be admitted th?t Mr. Beker is a charletan,

The first. quote might pass without raising suspiciohs. The sec-
ond Curt”lnlj would'nt. ‘

.Did Lenin sey thet capitalist cxploitction scrved the working
cless intercst'in the highest dezrec', ond that the capitalist
cxploitstion of labour wos more adventageous to the vorkers
than to the capitalsts? If he did, then Mao as he éppears in
Bekers cari¢ature would be o truc Leninist. But of coursc :
Baker caricatures Lenin oS well as liao. He roprescnts both as
saying thet capitlism scrves the workingz class intercst in the
highest degree, and then ﬂgrees'V1th_Lun1n while discgreeing
0. (4 most remerkeble miné our Mir. ‘Beker hast. ). :

Of coursc Lenin d4id not hold this view any wore then Mao docs.
1 am not seying that ho did‘nt write the words Baker quote d, or
the w1qrds I ouot 3d.. -He wrote thvm .in the oamphlet in which he
worked out the streo tegy for t working class in the Russien
bourgeois dsmocratic rovoulutlon *Two tactics of Socizl Democ~-
ru cy In the Decmocratic RevnluLlon’, I905, TIn this work he sho-
wad that therc were two ‘possiblec outcomes of the bourzcois
d craoern tic revolution in Russia: ¢ recctiondry bourgeois dicta=-
torship, most probably trking the form of a constitutionsl mon--
archy, or &2 'rcvolutionary deomocratic dictatorship cf the pmwle -
tariat and peesantry'. Tho sccond outcoms wes. possitle because
the. belatedness of the overthro- of the autocracy permitted the
developuent of & strong independant politicael movemcnt of the
working class. In the struggle for demoerstic pelitiecsl rcforms
1t wis pessible for the workers, through forming =n allience
with,. ond leadinz, the poosant revolution te ensure thot the
bourgeois reveolution did not rosult in 2 reoctions 1Ty bourgedis
dictatership, but in a revolutionary workcr-pcasent dictatcrship.

Benefiting from the bolatcdness of the Russion bourzecis rew lu-
tion, and leorning from twe and a half ecnturics of bour~cois
revolutions a bro(- an@l from more thdn half e century of do velop-
ment of the lierxist movement abroad, the Russien “orkers could
beat the Russian en pitalists in the DtrUNMlL for democratie poli=
icael forms (the “bsoncc of hlcb Te8 shnockling the devclopment

of capitelism in Russis).

The recvoluticneyy "’rkbr-ne sont dicts torship would bring ebout
thorough politiesl, sceicl and cconcmic (me inly ezrarion) changes,
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measurcs which, ~s Lenin explained, do not in themsSclves imply
the rbolitien of cnpitalism, and in fact were wost favourabloe

to the rapid develc ombnt of capitslim. But even though a
thorouzh aeﬂocr”tlu revolution vould bring ~bout conditioc
vf“vourubW >0 the rapid development of capita 1lism (?“”1nst quQ-
d ism), politicecl power would not be in the hands of the bourge-
oisie. Vhot rould happen then? iould the revelutionary wcrker-
poassant-dictatorship set sbtout encourcsing the dcovel-
,Dment of the ca ypitalist wode of proaucticn, which M.Baoker sccs
‘as Serving their interests (cnd which his idol LuiShao-chi,
tried to do in China)?

Lonin-snid: "Thoh the time comes we shall . ~ttend dircctly
to the question of the sccifli°t dictatorship of the proletariat®
(Two Tactics P(bc 95.). "The complcte victory of the present

revolution will mark the end of the demccretic revolution ~nd the
esinning of n do ermined struggle. far 2 secianlist xevolution®”,
(1b1d Prse I45). THerc was never ~ny quostion(for Lenin) of the

democrsa tlc dictatorship furtherinzg the ceopitalist interest.

In I9I7 the Leninist stratezy ensured thnt the most thorough
borzeois revolution the world had scen scunded the death knell of
capitalism. So we can sce 7hat Lenin meont he snid that the'bou-
rdecois revolution 'is in the hishest degrecc a~dvantazeous: to the
proletarict', and thet *a bourzcois revolution is more s2dventa-
~eous to the preletariat then to the bourgecisis'. He did net
mcan thet copitalist explcitation served the interests of the
-mosSses. And ncbody —ith nny understanding of c¢lass strugsgle
reading Two Teetics (as distinct from so#Ichin; for quotes ' in it)
coulld poSsibly feil to understond thet Lenin' was developing a
strategy for preventing the b“urt-oi iie fyom goining political
pover in the revolution tc establish be wurneois-demccratic polit=
ienl end sccial conditioms, ond for cutting short the developuent
of copitalésm in'Russia at the point of the bourgeois rovolutl N
aztinst Tsarismi.

(Trotsky v2s never able to puzzle this cut. BEven vhen he started
pretenfiinzg to be & Leninsit he insisted th-t this stratezy wes
self contradictory. Bub then Trotsky was rarely atle to mcke
egntant with ~nything but his own inspirations. Like Mr. Boker
he was blinded to realitm by the pure 1nbp1r ticnal preducts ©
his own imoginatiens).

Cepitalism dces nct serve the interests of the desses, “heatever
the diciples of Tui maoy S27. Ltnd how fitting it is .that such &
drab mor~liser ns Lui should heve such thoroughly *British' -nd
middle c¢lass diciples =8 Mr. Baker and Mr. Blend). Lnd it never
sgrved them 1 ss then when it .wos coming intoc existence.in Eng-
land.

—

the fact thet crpitellsm 7ns his “rlc 11y necassary, and that the
emencipation of tho masses 12v throuzh socinlist revolution ezoi-
nst ¢apitelism, and not throu*h pininz for the rc-estsblishment
of DTG*C“D;t“llut §ocinl fnrus,ﬂxes not mean thet capitelism
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serves (or serf¥ed) the m~Sscs.

The bourgecis revolution.is an entirely different .matter, :The
bourszeols revoluticn cven threc centurices ago unleashed sccicl
forcecs whose intorests wore not in the least bourzeois; their
common intersset with the bourgecisie only 7ent as - far the dest-
ruction of feud-l forms. In Russia Chine and Vietnam the social
forees “of the mosses released 1in the bourzgevis damocrutic.revol—
ution were sble to destroy -capitalism at birth. (0f ccurse. Mr.
Bekers position has ‘chanzged 0fn01ﬂcco%ly since last year. Last
year hé wes -including Revidionist Russie ond Ecstern Europe in
the socialist camp. Now he declares that egven China is capiteli-
ste The logic of his'criticism'of Meo should leed him to wake
the some criticism »f Nerth Vietna m, but like the trotskyists
whese compeny he hes joined, he has'™nt the zuts tc do this.

In mv article in 'The Communist' last November I showed thet: the
substqrce of -his position wes identical with Liu's ‘even thouzh he
slozanised obowut Mec. His attack on Lino has not involved hin im
any change ”f appecach or pcsition. The skunk hos wmerely -discea
rded his flimsy comeflcuse ond opéemlu joincgd the coupshy of his
fellow skunks. But the ncoture of the stink has boen umistokoble
for- a lonz tine).

TThy has Beoker distorted Lenin in the monner? Is he ¢ .knove or B
He & fodl? The truth is that he is & bit cf each.

THE BRITISH N.TION.

Baker 'holds thot 'it wns not until I950 that Stalin came to diff-
crentinbe clearly cpt"ben 'n.tl,n' ¢n the one hond and the fore-
runner of o nation-'notidnality' or ‘*pre-nction'-on the other!.
Stalin did not claim to be the first Mc-rxist to meke these dist-
inctions. In foct in I866 lcrx wrote that:'the representatives
of *Young Fronce' came out with the "nuun ement that all notion
s1ities and nations ~ere 'entiquated produdices' " (Selected
correspondence Pnze 208). .[Lnd in the 'Orluln of - the Fomily!
Engels described how Burope-n nationalities vhich developed into
the modern Europecn nations came into béing in the early middle
a3es. :

My, Bokey implies -that when Ehzels seid - "four mations! in I89I;
he mesnt four naticnolities. In my ¢a8¢ mr. Boker himself "is
nom-able to describe the British Isles more correctly cs two
islonds peopled by two nationst'. 'These two ncticns cre the Irid
:nd the British nations, the latter being .composed of three nat-
ionglities'. (liy cwphasis]).

IN Hemmer or [lnvil Nov-Dcc 1966 ‘Beker scid thet: "The British
notiond..li"s evolved from the fusion of three developing nation~

alities"y through the "fusion of the develcpient of the
rec nbortive nationclities." (Our emphosis). The fusion tock
place at lecst more thon thres cnd ¢ guarter centuries azo,
‘since'the elvil wdr wos a cless wcr Betweon the British bours-
ecisie cnd the British nobility...By this revoluticn thb British
bourgzgeoisie teeome the ruling class: of Britain *,
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Ve must apply a bit of reason to this. If the English nction-
ality-had developed into non Enzlish nction it would no longer
haove existed =8 @n English nctionality. By beccouing ¢ notion

it would haove ce-sed toc exist s ¢'pre-nction'. Boker holds

thet it @id'nt become ¢ nation, but theat in the I6th. or early
I7th tentury it 'fuuuu‘ with the Scottish and Telsh nationtlities
to form o British nation.

Whet hoppened to the three natiocnlities once they had developed
into & singzle nation? Having btedcme the British nation did they
e=sc to exist (s does every 'pre-nction' which becomes 2 natin)
or did they still somejor cr other continue to exist as seperate
'pre-nations', despite the foct theot they hnd becouwe ¢ single
nation.

It has been generally cccepted by Marxists that notions are uni-
fied by the markst. Stalin writes that:'With the cppecrencé of
cqpitnlism, the eliminction of feudol diwision end the formation

of nation~2l werkets, n-ticnanlisties developed intc nations".
(Morxism ond Lin~uistics). 2 —eak deve lopment of eapitaelism:
would therefore hinder the consclidation o £ o nstion. Stalin
pointed out that 'reverse processes alsp ocecur', when'cwing to
the cbgefhce of ths necassary economic conditic ps of development!
the languége of & nationglity instead of developing into a moti-
onal lanzunze splits up throuzh its digcliects into seperate
lonsuozes, -

But since -the I6th.century one thinsg that has certcinly not been
lacking in Britcin is a strong developkent of copitclism to
onsolidate the single nation which, asccording to Baoker wes form-

ed cbout thot time. Yet, aecc ‘dlnm to Baker the thiee ('cbortie')

nationalities still exist. ThulC ~rc three 'pre-nations' and one
nation. The three "abortive® natiinalities fudéd to zive birth

tc @ single notion,, end y et they remcin in cxistﬁnce alonz with

thot nation after wore than three centuries, during part of which

that notion wes a master ¢of the world to a degree that no notion
ever wns before or ever. could be o~ain.

7ell, be thot as it my, Boker now hes to admit that there still

are Scottlsh and "'elsh nation _Llstlus. If He did not cHmit 'this

he would hrve to explain the Scottish ond “elsh noticnalist

:overients os hoving been conjured out of the uir. Lnd hoving
r‘~e this concession to renlity his various idc-s connot be made
to dovetail. On the one hand he denies wheot on the otherhcnd he
asscrts EERTT
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In the Jon-Feb I968 issue of Vanguard, R...rchbold comes$ out in
support of the M.LO.B.'s distcrticn of British history. (Archbold
until rceently =2 contributor to the Communist and Irish Conmmunist
now, for reosoms best known to.himself, deeclores the €.:%. 0. and
I.C.0.°1%% be lu“DOnDT“lbt rien trotsk jlat bodies.s Thegy have

been the cnly consistent oxposcrs cof trotskyism and defenders of
Stalin omer the post few yoors becruse 'thet is the best dishuise
for trotskyiswm'. Furthermore, 'Not only are they brended as

:
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trotskyists everywhere' (i.e. by Lrchbold; by I.Kenno (P.C.00)
who ch racteruses the British working closs ¢s 2 —hole as o

labowr aristocracy whose intobjective interest is - servad

by C“l borating with the impericlists to exploit the nec-colonies

and by Baker- Blﬂn whe declnre that bico is a trotskyist and a
fascisit)

lrehbold writes: 'Brltﬂln is one nurlgn, couposed of its constit-
uent parts of Scotlan Enzland end Yales, historicelly evolved: ..
and develowred -7ith tho gr owth of cqpltﬂllqn.~ Tc deny that Brita-
in.is one nation is to deny the historical development of Brit-
nin as one nation, occupying e single territory, having 2 comnon’
ianpuege, integrs teu economy, and on 3verall cormion culture.

The fact thot a 5% minority in 7ales and I~w in Scutlnnu, Speak
Cymreis and Gaelic respectively, is the best nroof thet Enzlish
is thc comuon kanguage of the British nation, not becouse of
forced anglicisation, but btecause it has historicolly superceded
the former lansucge.

The remncnts of Scotiish end Telsh culture ~re relics of the pest
oand one of the preserves of bourgzecis intellectuzls end profess-
ionals, ond not them possesion of the working class in either
country. The defeat of Charles Edwerd Stuart w~s not the destr-
uction of Scottish national 1nucooannco, but the defeat of feuddl
and reactonary forces. The merchants and bankers centred in
Edinbursh did not supvowt 'Bomnie Charkis' but Georze. Their
class interest Zermended this, the merging of the class interests
of the bour;eoisie cf Scotlend cnd Englend (Englend Mr. fLrchhold
That cbout Yales which was 2lreedy in the Union) 2t a time whHen
the bourseoisie in the strusgsle azainst feudalism 7as & revolut-
ionary cless; when they could cleim to sweak in the name of
’f“eechr'ﬂnﬁ 'liberty*..." (Pages 5/6).

Only & man whose soul hos been rotted to the core by imperialist

ideology could represent the butchery at Cullodedn 2s a triumph
for '"freecdom' end 'liberty', or of the Hizhland clearences as a
victory far progzress. He will find nc support for such views in
Marx., Let Mr. .irchbcld try.tc mcke his bourzecis drivel tally
with Merx's writing on the defelcpment cof ca pitalism in Engzlond,
and of the Hl;hlcnu clearences (which finally broke the ba ok of
'reaction! in Scotldnd) in Vol. I. of Capitel.

When the English boursecisic wos at its most revcluticnary when
1t wns coustructing the bourgecis state in England, this revol-
uticn wes endangered by ¢ robplllon in Irelend thich hod ibs
basis in a histcericelly obsolescent mode ¢f producticn. '
Crorwell, the riost revolmtionery boursgecis leader who has over
existed @in Britoin went to Ireland with his Lrmy, the most
democratie bourgeocis ermy thet ever existed, toc put down Irish
regction. [ Irelaend ct thot timec constituted o*groator threat

toc the bourzecis revolution then the 'Bonnic Prince Charlic?
incident of a century later. But did liorx ever breath a word
of supportfor Cromwell's Irish campaim? '

L. century after the Union with Scotlané saw the 'merningz of the
class interests of the bourzecisie' of Ireland ond Britain.
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The Irish Parlicrment liquidated itself and Ireland ceme into the
Union. * Perhaps lir. Lrchbold would care to cxplein why Ireland
~@1d not thereby become part of the British naticn.

‘-Mr. Lrchbold treat Scottish oid Welsh cultures »s 'rglics of the
pest' (Brkers phresc.is 'survivels from the past'). Only 5% of
the Velsh speek Telsh and I4% of the Scottish speak Scocttish,
Perhaps lir. Lrchbold would care to say vwhat percentcze . ¢of the
Irish speck Irish. He will find thot there are fever native
speakers of Gaelic in Ireleond than in Scotland or Wdes. Engzlish
'hes historieally superceded the former lensueze', to use an inp-
erialist way. of putting it,

-8 to the existance of & separate Irish capitalism, the Irish
‘bourgecisie merzed their interests with the British bcourgeosisie
in I800. The national rovemenys of Tone, Burett end the Fenians
vere opposed by the bourzeoisie in Irclond(which were just as rmuch
the Irish section of the British boursecisie as these in Scotland
were the Scottish scetiom).

Lis to unity of cconomic lif: the Partiticn of Ireland by icperiel
ism wes bosed on the diunity of Irish cconomic 1ife: on tho fect
that the economy of the North could not exist without the British
market while the petty-bourzeis naticnalists of the South wanted

protection 2sainst thet rarket.

In treating the national question -s teinz essenyially a questicn
of the niarket (a2s he dces in ¢ letter th 7orkers Broadshest Jan-
Feb. 1968) Ir. Lrchbold dces not besc himself on Stalin's cnal-
ysis , but on Koutskys and Trotskys. Stalin showed thet in the
erc of imperiolism the esscrnce of the notiocnal question wes the
struzsle of the rigses acainst izperielism. Tith his Keutskyite
outlcok Lir. Lrchbold cculd make no son.se of the netional stru-
@3le in Irelcnd. He hes of .course to pay lic service to it,:but
despit the writings of iinrx, Engels, Lenin ~nd Connolly on this
aspet of the natiomal question in Britein, it is clear thet it is
ell Dutch t¢ hiwn, ~s to lir. Beker.

'Red Front' osserts thet the C.7.0. hos 'endorsed the reacticnaly
pscudo-naticnalist views put ferweard by the S.77.P. (Paze9). The
writer in Red Front, of coursc, kncws that this is a lio (which
*histery ' will justify). In fact the C.7.0. hes pointed out that
neither ths K.L.0.B nor ths S.7.P. have iwplemented the Marxist
principle that 211 the workcrs Cppresscd by cone stote shouls foro
@ comron crsanisnticn, irrcspcetive of netional differonces withe
in the Stote, :

The Only British stotc is the United Kingdon state. Marxists
therefors should bezin frowm the principle of a singke U.K"orpgan-
isetion, and only abendon thot principle if it provss irmpossible
in .practice to - implement it, But neither the M.L.0.B. lir. Lrch-
bold or thc. S.W.P. basc thomsclves on tho Stato principle ¢f
organisaticn. .11 bese thomselves on the n2ticnal principle of
orzenisetion. Their diffcrences orisc from disagrecrents as to
which neticns exists. .11 erc noationalist in outlocok. L1l stand
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for nationel principle in pérty orgzanisationes L11 refuse "to stand
for the Marxist : principle of organisation of all the work-

ers under the U.K. state in 2 single orgenisction. L1l stand for
the organisation of & party which includes @ segment of the exis-
tidg Stutb, and basis itself on netionality.

The M.L.0,B. has consistently refufied to acknowlecdze the existence
of the U.K. state. Lt & public meetinz in Novomber 1967 Mr.

Blend declared that if a British party uncluded the N. Ireland
resion of “the U.K. state it should elso, to be logical include
Hong Komz. Hong Kong occupies the dame position 2s N.Irelond

In this he wos parroting Lir. I. RGJHQ of the F.C.L. 7who has over a
period of yéars ridiculed the idez of hr"“nioing e party along
stote lines, and declated that if it included N.Ireland it sheould
alsc include Hong Konz, Mzlta ete. ‘

Y&t none Of thet cén rsfute the 2tenment th=t the stote machiné
in N.Irelend is part of the Br 1t'“b state riacchine in the same
sense the stoe machine in Scotelnd or Cernwall is. The State
‘mechine in N.Irelend is distuinguished only by having the most
hizhly develcped coercivo 0 ::no, arried police, arred special
forces, neked brutality, no pretence of Hobeous Corpus , polit-
ical prisoners etc. By wasking their hends of this section of
the U,K. state they are not'recognising' Irish independence:
they are recomiising the “Lloydd Georze-Ch@rchill?tsclution'of the
Irish question.

If the C.7.0. has not published an account of its disagreerments -
whth the S.7.P. thot is bvecause 7e consider i% e niore urgent
rmetter to expcse these anti-revisionist sroups im Ehglend who are
sntureted with the British imperinlisd iutlock, endé who have been
talsyfying the histiry of Scotland nlong imperialist lines in an
atternpt to justify their coppurtunisn.

....:

The imperialist outlock: of the r:¢ jority of the anti-bevisicnist
*rfups in En~19r3 dnes not c: course justify Merxists in Scct

~n concessicns to the bourgeois natiocnelist outléock, but it B
unn“ubtcﬂl" one of thé contributcry causcs of their concession to
bourzesis-notionalisn, 4nd since 'The Comrunist! is published in
Tondon it rust settle a2ccounts (theoreticrllyl with the imperie-~
1ist outlook before it can degl scicntifiwme llv with the qucstlon
of Scottish nationclism. There ray. be 'noticnalist disrupticn. in
Scectland' but there is also lup“_lillst disruption in Englend,
Those a~ents are Mr. Bakeir ete., First things first,

e 0z e e ¢ C ®O O 0 S 6L SPOS OO

7e recoznise that we hove not rode a thoroush enalysis of the
present staté of the nationel guesticon in Britain, and thot this
must be done. -But such an 2nelysis must be made historicelly.
in cnalysis which bezins wiht a falsification of the I7th.
century in drder tc justify = certein line of tectics is totolly
oppurtunist. ’



It 1s cleor that, as Lenin said in State c¢nd Revolution the
naticnel question in Britain has not been solved. This meens
that there is still an objective basis for netional movenments.
The rise of Scottish 2bd TJelsh nationelism has proven Lenin's
statement: they could not have 2risen without an objective basts.,
Baker, ALArchbold, etc., 2re in the ludicrous position of condemming
these netional nioverents for havinzy 2arisen without an ot jective
besls, 1.6, for perfor wing a miracls.
e hcpe in the coming months to produce & historicel treament of
the natiocnel question in Britrin ~nd 2s a consequance an 2nclysis
of the present notional novements.,

B. Clifford.

I.........l0...'....CQI...Il.......‘.......Ill..'......‘l...,.l...

THE 'BOURGEQCIS' 'ORKING CL..SS.

Lt » suuposium on Neo-Ccloniclism crganised by the Spirit of
Bendung concittes onm Seturday Liarch 30th. I968 H.Edwords, an
srieriean, seve © new lesse of life to an old idea in the ncvembrt
7ith such phreses os the British workers fare 'bribed asgents of-
capitalism' the unbroken role of estern working clssses in opp-
osing Coloninl liberaticn,; she proved thet the bourzgeois workingz
class idee is still vepy ruch elive in the movericnt.

sfter her contributi-n L.H.Evens, vho thanked Bdwerds for her
'striking contriibution', and I.Kenna both spoke from the floor
explaining how they have supported the bourzenis working class
idea for yecars.

During the whole period@ of discission B.Clifford was attempting to
32in the chairmons permission to speck. He eventually took the
floor when the chairmans subtle vigilance in stopping hin
slackened,

Lpert frow ¢ handful of people in the prcdorinantly student audie-
nce. everyone supported this ccunter-revolutionery idea of the
'bourze-is workins cless',

Lfter a question from the floor which was not ~iven a straizht
ansver by Edwnrds 1t becere obvicus thet & jenuine discussi-m on
this contreversisl issue was not 30 ing to be alloved.

Lt this pé¢int H.B~ins left the platform, and other merbers of the.
audience left the meeiting, includin-: supporters of 'The Comrunist!

O‘Olon.t...l...-oo-.-...ooo...oolool..0...0.-.'.-o-o.oon......o‘..

Letters from re~ders will hove to be cerried over for putlication
in the next issue of 'The Comnunist', alonz with the next part of
the anelysis of Yuzoslcvin,
LITER.TURY LVLIL.BLE: POST FRREE. '
STLLIN: Econoizic Problems of Sccirlism in the U.S.S.R. (I952) 3F
Revisionism and Imperinlism (» study of revisicnism in Econonices)9d
Mao. Quotations. 34
SUBSCRIPTIONS to 'The Cormrunist' 4/6 for 6 rionths.
2lso 'The Irish Corrunist' 9/- for 6 ronths,
Orders to: Dave Laurie,
75, Cromwell ALvebuc,
London N.6.
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