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£ )n National Parties

(AN EXPOSURE OF THE DISTORTIONS OF THE W.P.P.E.)

In September 1966 the "Irish Communist" carried an editorial
article by Angela Clifford, "On Working Class Organisation In
Ireland and Britain". In this article it was shown that the I.
' C.0. (Irish Communist Organisa-
tion) had been implementing the
national principle of party org
S —-anisation, where Leninism app-
PagE ied the state principle of par
-ty organisation. Lenin never
tired of stating this principle
In the Irish Communist Editorial
two quotes were given from art-
Morh Easisl Takes ot icles of a general nature on the
SEERR TS AR 4, |netional question. The first,
A11 SRl daavasnde I from "Critical Remarks On The
Vational Question" (1913) reads

A1l Correspondence to in part:

be addressed to:

Lenin On #atiohal
OBl e B i nrun g

Aptemabilon . e ciive e 2

"As long as they live together

in. one state, the Great-Russi

-an and Ukrainian workers
jointly uphold, with the clo-

i ses+ orgaplsatlonal unity and
congcert,  the common international culture of the proleta-

“rian movement, Bnd show absolute tolerance on the question
of the lapguage in which propoganda is conducted, or on
purely local or national pecullar1t1es that are +aken into
account in this propoganda. Such is the-absolute demand
of Marxism. All advocacy of the segregation 6f-the workers
of one nation from those of another...is bourgeois natien=—
alism."” (First underling ours)
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The second is from The Socialiét Revolution And The Rights :Of
Nations To Self-DeterminatiOﬁ~(1916): :

" ,.the Socialists of thé oppressed nation must, in partic
~-ular, defend and implement the full and unconditional
unity, “including organisational unity, of the workers of
the oppresséd nation with Those of the oppressor nation.
Without this it:is impossible to defend the independent
policy of the proletariat and their class solidarity with
the proletariat of other countries in face of all the int-
pigueé, treachery and trickery on the part of the bourgeo-
igie.’

The smallest territorial entity that can be called the "British
state” is the United Kingdom state. The U.K. is governed by one
centralised state machine. That being so, the Leninist princi-
ple would require a centralised organisation of all workers (of
all nationalities) in the U.K., in opposition to this state. Of
course if there were found to be insuperable obstacles in prac-
tice to the establishment of such a centralised party, something
less would have to be accepted. But in the first place a deter,
-mined struggle to establish a centralised party was obligatory.

The U.K. includes England, Scotladd, Wales and N. Ireland. The
I.C.0., of course, was primarily concerned with the latter. We
will not here go into the line of reasoning which led it to sug
-gest that a centralised party for Britain and Ireland as a
whole was required. sl w2 : s :

-

Thus in Sept. 1966 the Irish Communist sharply drew attention to
the Leninist principle of party organisation in multi-national
states. At that time there was no suggestion in the British
anti-revisionist movement that seperate national Parties for
English, Scottish and Welsh workers should be established,
though the fact that natioml questions existed in Scotland and
Wales was widely recognised. But shortly afterwards the Scott-
ish Workers Party made its appearance, and the London Workers'
Committee began to talk about forming an English Party. Neither
of these groups made any reference to the 1.C.0. proposal, nor
did the A.C.M.L.U. and the C.D.R.C.U. when they challenged their
position. A1l four simply ignored the Leninist principle. There
was some argument as to whether Scotland and Wales were nations
or nationalities, but all threce applied the national principle
of Party organisation (the A.C.M.L.U. stated the correct but
did not apply it.) o g et

Members of the I.C.0. in London continuelly drew the attention
of the L.W.C. (and, after Oct. 1967, of: the 'October Organising
Ctte' as the LWC became) to the Leninist principle and urged
them to account for themselves with regard to Leninism. Even
though the L.W.C./0.0.C. regarded its views on national parties
as one of the main distinuguishing features of its position, and
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held that the failure of the Comintern to establish national
parties in Britain as an important psource of British revision-
ism, it made nc attempt to account for its position with regard
£0 ﬁenin's statements on the question. Not until April 1967,
on the eve of the "ineaugural Congress" of the W.P.P.E., did it
condescend to publish a statement: "Lenin on National Parties’,
(Workers Broadshecet. April).

In this article the statement made by Lenin in the two articles
quoted by the I.C.0. (articles of a general nature, written in
1913 and 1916, when his main work on the national question was
done) are simply ignored, and it is maintained, on the basis
of extracts from articles written in 1902-3, that Lenin fa ourdd
the formation of secparate national parties within the same state.
It makes no attempt to relate these to the general principles
quoted by the I.C.0., and leaves it to be understood that Len-
in's writings are highly contradictory on this point. In fact
there is no contradiction, and Lenin's 1916 position is in this
respect 1dentical with Anis 1902 position. The appearance of
contradiction is created by the most brazen piece of trickery
so far attempted by a group purporting to be anti-revisionist.
Since this trickery involves guoting out of context, and misqu-
oting some space will be required to expose it. But it is nece
-ssary to expose it. '

* * * *

The L.W.C. maintains that, while "there were many different
races" within the Tsarist Empire, most of them '"while seeing
themselves as different, still regarded themselves as politica=-
lly a part of Russia. They saw the need to unite in one party
to fight as one for the socialist revolution". But there were
a number of nations "which had no other ties with Russia than
a common oppressor. They saw the need to form independent par-
ties for their own nations..."

"Lenin's attitude to independent national parties was naturally
different for these two distinct groups of nations. He upheld

the need for those distinct ndions (?g who saw themselves a s

part of the all-Russia proletariat to organise in the one party
oo He also upheld the right of those coloniged nations withno
other tie than that of being ruled by the same regime, to orga-
nise in separate parties." (p20) .

Mow let us look at the following paragraph in detail:

"In 1903, all the nationalities had separate parties, and
Lenin held that: ‘'Autonomy in questions specifically concern
~-ing the proletriat of a given race, nation or district, imp-
lies that it is left to the organisation concerned to determ-—
ine the specific demands to be advanced (...), and the methods
to be employed'." (C.W. Vol?7. p95)
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The dots between brackets have heen inserted by us. At this
point the LWC has omitted, without acknowledgement, six words
which occur in the original, and which if published would have
given the game away. These words are "in pursuance of the com
mon programme" (our emphasis).

Lenin's position, which has been distorted out of all recognit-
ion:'by the IMNC, is as follows:

"The Social-Democratic programmc only sets forth the basic
demands, common to the entire proletariat, irrespective of
occupational, local, national, or racial distinctions." But
these distinctions mean that "Onec and the same point in the
programmc will be applied differently depending on differen-
ces in conditions of life, differences of culture, differences
diffcrences in the reclation of sociel forces in diffcrent
parts of the country, and so forth. Agitation on behalf o f
one and the same demand in the programme will be carried on in
different ways and in different languages, taking into account
21l these differences. Consequently, autonomy..." (the sent-
ence misquoted by the LWC follows.) "The Party as a whole,
its central institutions, lav down the common Ifundamental
principles of programme and tactics; as to diffcrent methods
of carrying out these principles in practice and agitating for
them, they arc leid down by the various Party organisations
subordinate to the ccntre, depending on local, racfal, nati-
onal, cultural and other differences." (C.W. Vol. 7 p o4/5
The Position of the Bend in the Party.)

Lenin asks: "Is there anything unclcar about this conception of
autonomy?". There wa n't —-until the LUWC began to rewrite
Lenin in a pathetic attempt to enlist his support for their
position.

The TLWC +takes Lenin's writing against federalism and in suppart
of centralism in Party organisation covering the workers of sev
—oral nationalitics under a single state, and, by quoting scnb-
ences out of context and dropping clauscs out of sentences,
tries to suggest that Lenin was & federalist. Could there be
more brazen dishonesty than that? It is one thing to disagree
openly and honestly with Lenin and give reasons for doing sSo.
Nobody is claiming that Lenin was infallible (though it 1is worth
noting that none of the Lenin-critics have shown him to be wrong
in any essential matter, and that none of them have been honest
in their approach to his work). But it is an entirely different
matter to pretend to agree with Lenin, and then to engage in
deliberate distortion of his writing to make him appear to say
the opposite of what he actually said, as the L.W.C. does.

To prove beyond all recasonable doubt that the L¥C has engaged
in delibcratc distortion of Lenin, and has not made a genuine
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mistake, in the foregoing section, we will deal with other dis-
tortions of a2 similar nature which occur in the very short
statement of the L.W.C. A second distortion occurs on p21:

"Those parties representing the proletariat of nationalities
which considered themselves a part of All-Russia, wished to
join forces with the R.3.D.L.P. Lenin, while he suw the desir-
ability of the merger, had doubts as to whether it was the right
time:

'We cannot but favour the representation of all (the original
reads "all", C.W.0.) nationalities at the Congress, but at the
same time we must remember that we can think of expanding
the nucleus or allying it with other organisations, only ertter
the formation of this nucleus has been completedecsos Until

we have oursclves become united organisationally and have
firmly set out along the right path, amalgamation with us has
nothing to give all other (this should read "all other") nat-
iopalities'. ® (C.W., Vol. 6 p324)

The IWC here suggests that Lenin was resisting pressure from
the workers of other nationalities in the Russian Empire to
form a single working class party with the Russian workers. But
when we refer to Lenin's article we find that he is dealing with
a statement issued by the Jewish Bund. TFar from resisting a
demand from the Bund to become part of the R.S.D.L.FP., TLenin
points out that the Bund "on the basis of a decision of the
Party Congress in 1898, (i.e. 5 years earlier C.W.0) was affi-
linted to the RSDLP" (p319). And he criticised the Bund for
ignoring the Party Organising Cttel "we must protest cmphati-
cally against the Bund coming out with a seperate statement in
the press, since such action is an infringement of the most
elementary ruleg governing the joint conduct of revolutionary

activities and cspecially organisational activitics.” (p320)

The real aim of the Bund was Go revorse the decision of 1898 to
affiliate to thc Party, and instead "to enter into a federative
alliance with it" (p321), but it had not the courage to state
this aim honestly, and discuss it honestly.

nywe ghall tell the Russion proletariat, and shall speecially
repeat to the Jewish prolctariat, that the present Bund lcad=-
ors are committing a grave politicel crror... We fought
against the urge towards terrorism... We are convinced that
the nationalist passion too will vanish. 1In the end the Jew=-
ish proletariat will understand that it most vital interests
demand the closest unity with the Russian proletariat in one
party..." (P

Far from decmanding the formation of a common party for workers
of all nationalities in Russia, the Bund wanted to disrupt the
already existing Party, and found another on 2 federal basis:
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"By formally advancing the "right" of "all" nationalities to
found the long-ago-founded RSDLP, the Bund manifestly confirms
that it is precisely over the question of the notorious "fede?-
ation" that it has raised the whole issue" (P 324. "rights" is
in quotation marks because, "in general, we do not irdulge in
talk about "rights" in the cause of revolution except in cases
of dire necessity" p321: a very appropriate piece of advice
for the groups in the British anti-revisionist movement. )

The L.W.C. quotes three lines from Lenin's "On The Manifesto of
The American Social-Democrats". It does not wuote the follow-
ing:
"As to the Caucasus, in view of the extremely diverse natio-
nal composition of its population, we shall strive to unite
all the local socialist elements and all the workers of the
various nationalities". (p328)

* * % *

The L.W.C. quotes a few lines {rom Lenin's "The National Ques-
tion I? Qur Programnme". It docs not gquote the Tfollowing:

"....undeterred by chauvinist and opportunist heckling, w e

shall always say to the Polish workers: only the most comp=-
lete and intimate alliance with the Russian proletariat can
meet the requirements of the present political struggle aga-
inst the autocracy.... What we have said on the Polish ques
-tion is wholly applicable to every other national question.
The accursed history of the autocracy has left us a legacy
of tremendous gcstrangement betweeen the working classes of
the various nationalifics oppressed by that autocracy. This
estrangement is a very great evil, a very great obstacle to
the struggle against the autocracy, and we must not legitim—
ise this evil or sanctify this outrageous state of aifairs Dy
establishing any such "principles" as separate parties .or a
"federation" of parties. 1t is, of coursé, simplcr and cas—
ler to follow the line of least resistance, and for everyone
to make himself comfortable in his own cormer... So long as
the injuriousness of estrangement is not rcalised.... there
is no need for the fig-lcaf of "federation"... That being
the case, it is better to lct the lessons of experience akd
f the actual mevement prove that centralism is essential for
success in the struggle wagcd by the proletarians of all nat-
ionalities oppresscd by the autocracy against that autocracy
sees" (p463 Our emphasis)

It:is clear why the 1.¥W.0. did not quobe: thats it rcfubes . its
entire position on the "national parties". Farthermore, the
L.W.C. quotes the following two sentences from this article :

"That programme in no way precludes the adoption of a free
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and independent Polish republic by the Polish proletariat(ood
It merely demands that a genuinely socialis® party shall not
corrupt proletarian class consciousness, or slur over the
struggle®. (Vol 6 P450)

A clause is omitted without acknowledgement where we have ins-
erted the brackets. Lenin's sentence here continues "even th—
ough the probability of its becoming & realitv before socialism
is infinitesmal" (our emphasis). Also omitted 1s Lenin's
sherp criticism of the Polish Socialist Party and its leader,
Pilsudski. The P.S.P. was a national Polish Party Jjustifying
the organisational separation of the Polish workers from the
workers of other ndionalities in the Tsarist Empire by referr-
ing to the right of national self-determination. These two
omissions are highly significant in view of subsequent develop
-ments.

Polish national independence was established after the social-
ist revolution in Russia in HMarch 1918. The Teader of the ind
-pendent Polish state was the leader of the Polish Socialist
Party, Pilsudski, whose line on natiord Party organisation was
sharply criticised by Lenin in 190%, Pilsudski went into all-
jance with the imperialist states against Soviet Russia, a nd
invaded Russia with a Polish Army in 1920. Until his death in
1935 he was the leader of a fascist dictatorship in Poland.
Pilsudski's later fascism was implicit in his splitfing of the
Polish workers into a national party in the 1890'a. It is not
for nothing that the other name of fascism is "national social

-ism".

3 * * *

It is clear that the W.P.P.E. has engaged in a deliberate dis-
tortion of Lenin's writings in order to make it appear that
Lenin upheld the federative principle of Party organisation,
as against the centralist, in multi-national states. In fact
TLenin was a consistant centralist in this matter and in every
article quoted by the aW.P.P.E he opposed federalism. The
W.P.P.E., in its attempt to split the workers in Brbain into
seperate national Parties, is in fact following the principle
which the Jewish Bund, Pilsudski and others set up in opposit-
ion to the Marxist princige. And, it should be stressed, that
while attempting to split the workers under the British state
along national lines the W.P.P.L. contributes nothing, and has
not attempted to contribute anything, to an understanding of
the historical development of the national question in Britain.
Only the C.W.0. 2nd I.C.0., who adhere stricily to the central
-ist principle of Marxism, have attempted to do this.

(We have not dealt with the WPPL assertion that Lenin did no?

apply an objective standard in this respect (i.e. unity in a
common organisation with a common programme of all workers opp-
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ressed by the same state, with autonomy in implementing the
programme in the different natioral conditions), but a subject
-ive standard (i.e. unity of the workers in the Tsarisv Empire
who "saw themselves as part of the all-Russia proletariat," and
separation for those who saw themselves as being separate.) We
must admit that we are not familiar with every article in Len-
in's Collected Works, but it seems highly improbable to us that
he ever stated such a view. Anyhow we are not in a position to
dea% with the assertion until the WPPL states its grounds for
it.

* k) B *

Most of the articles misquoted by the WPPL were written by Len
~in in the period before the 2nd Party Congress in 1903, At
the Congress Lenin continued he forceful opposition to federa”
~ion: "Federation is harmful because it sanctions segregation
and alienation, elevates them to a principle, to a law". (Vol.
6 P486a). And in his Draft Resolution on the Bund: "that
the Congress emphatically repudiates federation as the organis
—~ational principle of the Russian party..." (p470). There
speaks the man whom the WPPE represents as a federalist!

* ES % 3k

«n. Workers Broadsheet, June 1968, we read: "...the WPPE rec—
ognises that a mistake was made at the very foundation of the
CPGB in 1920, the theoretical and practical achievements of
James Connolly and John Maclcan, both acclaimed by Lenin, were
not heeded as they should have been.

"W recogrise that Ingland, Scotland, Wales and Ireland are four
nations, not one, and that therefore each requires, and will
certainly soon develop, as already in Scotland and now in [Eng-
land, its own revolutionary party," and these four parties
will later develop "a FPederal Party of the British Isles".
(P1/2) A lcading member of the WPPZ, at an O0C meeting last
March, stated that the 'mistake' referred to here was a major
cause contributing to the development of revisionism in Britain

Now, it is well known that Lenin played a lcading part in the
formation of the CPGB. He was familiar with the history of
Britain, and with the contemporary situation in Britain in
1920, He was also aware (and few other Marxists of the period
werc aware) that the national question had not, despite appea
-rances, been finally solved in Britain. (See State & Revolu~

tion.)

When the WPPE says that "....the theoretical and practical
achievements of James Connolly and John Maclean, both acclaimed
by Lenin, were not heeded..." 1in the formation of the CPCB, it
is clear that these words refer most of all to ....lLenin.
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Lenin stood for the formation of a centralised Party in Britain,
as he had in Russia. John Maclean stood for the formation of
a national workers' Party in Scotland. If the WPPE thinks that
Lenin's view was incorrect and Maclean's view was correct, let
them say so, instead of searching for verbal ambiguities which
suggest (without actually stating) that Lenin supported Macle-
an's position while the CPBG opposed it. (An assessment of
Mgclian's position will be found in The Irish Communist, May
1967) .

With regard to Connolly: if the WPPL have studied Connolly's
writings (cerzin of which are only now being made available by

the I.C.0., and thinks that there is something in them which
supports their position, let them. It is our opinion, based

on a close study of Connolly's writing, and a long acquaintance
with the L.W.C./W.P.P.E., that there is nothing in common betw-
een either the spirit or the letter of Connolly's position and
that of the WPPE, and that their reference to Connolly is mere
phrasenongerikg ..

In a situation in which the ruling class has succeeded in bri-
nging about a "tremendous estrangement between The working
classes of the various nationalities oppressed by the autocracy'y
Lenin did not, as the WPPE alleges, base his polic_ies on this
estrangement., He did not say that the estrangement made "fed-
eralism" necessary. He carried on a merciless struggle against
the federalists, who, instead of basing themselves on the class
interest of the proletariat, based themselves on ~ She division
of the proletariat along national lines brought sbout b y the
autocracy. Without any ambiguity he declared: "we must nov
legitimise this cvil or sanctify this oubrageous state of aff-
airs by establisning any such "principles” as seperate patties
or a "federation" of parties". -

In Britain (excluding the Irish question for the moment) Tt he
English, Scottish and Welsh workers have a strong tradition of
united action regardl .sr oi nabtionality. In the British work-
ing lcass movement estrangements as great as those which Lenin
had to struggle against in Russia do not exist. The anti-
revisionist movement which arosc as a consequence of the deve-
lopment of modern revisionism did not find itself confronted
with a working class movement divided along national lines.
But within a couple of vears of coming into being sections of
the movement begen to make themselves agencies for dividing
the movement along national lines. These sections can only be
considered in this respect to be the vaaguard of bourgeois
naionalism in the working class movement.

4

Why has there been this sudden capitulation to bourgeois nati-
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onalism by these sections? In our view it is because the lead
-ership of the anti-revisionist movement failed in 1963 to id-
entify the main tasks, and to consciously set about accomplish
--ing them. They failed to answer the question (which was put
to them): Is the main task in the present situation theoreti-
cal or organisational? Is the working class movement being
held back because of theoretical or organisational shortcomings?
Thevy either refused to answer this gquestion, or they gave the
meaningless answers to it. They rejected the view that the
primary task was the development of an .adequate theory, and
that until the th eoretical task had been adequately .accompl-
ished no positive practical work could be done. Meaningless
phrases such as: "We've nad too much theorising: what we need

q

is some practice', abounded.

The theoretical task being in objective fact the mein task, and
being rejected, it was inevitable that the movement should
fragment and that opportunism should find an casy development
in it. The "practice" of the various grcups which rejected
the thsoretical taslk was irrelevant to the needs of the working
class movement., and. luckily, had no influence on it. At best,
these groups could only have been an added source of political
confusion in the working class movement, so it was fortunate
that they had no base in that movement. -

Their "practice", not being guided by theoretical analysis,

was determined by the subjective whims of the "leaders" and by
the line of least resistance. It was, therefore, determined by
he bourgeoisie. Some groups, under the influace of the grow-
ing bourgecis nationalist movements in Scotland and Wales,
began to set up "national parties". The "criticism" of these
groups by others (i.e. the C.D.R.C.U. and A.C.M.L.U.) expressed
the imperialist position. Only those groups who identified

she primary task as theoretical (the ICO and CWO) were capeble
of taking a position on this question which reflected neither
the imperalist or the bourgeois-nationalist positions (and it
is only these groups which have carried out coherent, systema-
tic wgrk, and have developed their position during the past 5
years). '

On the question of theory and practice, as on other fundamental
questions, the WPPE and other "Maoist" groups distort liao's
position, and transform Mao from a Marxist into a vulgar social
-ist. Mao has never said that in the development of the work-
ing class movement practical tasks are always primary. Nor has
he said that theory znd practice develop (or "should develop"
—-whatever that might mean) along with one another in a harmo-
nious manner. Mao, on the contrary, holds the orthodox posit-
ion that the relation between theory and practice is contradic
-tory, that practice always tends to outshtrip its reflection .
in theory, and thecory tends to lag behind. When theory lags



i g IR

behind practice becomes blind and the movementlcannot progres:s
until an adequate theory is developed, at least on essential
questions., But even when an adequate theory 1is developed, and
there is "unity of theory and practice", this unity is o f a
conditional nature and will be upset by the further develop-
ment of practice ~-which is primary. That is Ehe meaning o * i
the primacy of practice. It is the opposite of the meaning
that is given to it by the "practice first" elements (the arm
—-chair practitioners). It does not mean that there tends to
be ample theoretical development in the working class moyement,
that development is held back by organisational shortcomings
and that practical work is therefore always primary.

In view of the hundreds of thousands of copies of the works of
Mao which have been circulated in Birtain in the past few vyears,
and of the unending sloganising about Mao, it is remarkable
that nine anit-revisionist groups out of ten should attribute
to Mao a position which is at variance with Marxism, and which
is at variance with Mao's own clearly-stated position.

* x *® *

Lenin's view on this matter was forcefilly and concisely expr—
essed: "In our opinion, the absence of theory deprives a rev-
olutionary trend of the right to existence and inevitably cond
-emns it, sooner or later, to political bankrupcy." (Vol 6é8§
In Britain the overwhelming dominance of bourgeois ideology
brings about this political bankrupcy with marvellous rapidity.
Group after group proclaims i*s "historic™" nature, and passes
into oblivion. The W.P.P.E., when confronted with concrete
demonstrations of the falseness of its position declares that
history will show who was right. This is precisely an express
~ion of political bankrupcy. Is the W.P.P.E. so overcome with
megalomaniac delusions that it believes that history will jus-
tify its distortion of Lenin's writings?

* * * *

Not only is the W.P.P.E. attempting to split the workers i n
Britain along national lines, but it is also attempting to
split them along racial lines --black against white. Next
month we will complete the criticism of the WPPE position with
relation to the Black Power movement in Britain which was begun
in the June issue of The Communist.
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AUTOMATION

Mr. Gunter has not found much difficulty in replacing the loss
of his Labour Minister's job. FHe is to continue his good work .
as a part-time director of the Foundation on Automation and
Employment (salary up to £1,500 p.a.). The aim of this insti-
tution 1is: :

"educating industry to accept automation on the prineiple
that no worker is left derelict." (Fin. Times. 12.8.68)

The directorship is made up of "senior industrialists" and
their lackeys -—Gunter will be joining amongst other the
Lords Carron and Robins. The organisation is financed by an
Americen monopoly capitalist concern: United States Industries
which manufactures automation equipment.

One of the Labour Government's main aims has been to encourage
increasing monopolisation. But as the capitalists themselves
point out, size of itself is not enough. It is only the pre-
requisite for Upgtionalisation”™ and automation.

4

The last few years have seen an increase in the number of mer-
gers. Now the mergers must be made to justify themselves 1 n
the eves of the capitalist. This means making use of the large
resources of the combined monopolies to introduce automated
production lines. Automatad production will be supplemented
by automated distribution (e.g. containcrisation) --a fiecld
whick ot Ll moment is relatively technically backward in cap-
ijtalist terms. Alrcady the Government itself is giving a lead
in the public sector (e.g. one-man buses, automated ticket col
“lcction and sales on tubes, rationalisation in steel indwbry,
even productivity schemes in council labouring. )

The whole aim is to continuously intensify the exploitation of
labour power, so that the quantity of commodities produced by
the individual labourer increases continuously. The British
ruling class has been aware of this coming intensification of
automation for many years. It realised years ago that this
meant that unlimited supplies of unskilled labour would no lon
~ger be needed --that in fact the availabaility and cheapness
of unskilled labour would hamper this change by putting off
the development and installetion of labour-saving machinery
and methods. It also realisecd that unless this change was made )
seriously it would lose its position among the leaders of :
world imperialism.

Therefore various measures were taken to limit future supplies
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of labour. TFirstly, supplies of 1mm1grant labour were progress
-ively curteiled. This, seem in the light pf 1nten51fying aut-
omation is not the senseless racialism which 1t is cmOplonally
described to be by some sections of the labour movement. It is
sound.: capltallsu economics. The only hole for 1mm1gratlon yet
to be. pluggodlls from Ireland and to.plug this hole in.the pre-
snet situation-would be suicide for the British ruling class,
for it would cause-a terrific explosion in Ireland. .Irish imm-

igration will have to- be allowed .to continue .for the moment, -

At the-same time -as-.greatly reducing the-inflow' of workers,
another source of labour far moreuuseful is being.tapped by
promoting.mare ‘attractive-pay conditions for women. Married
women in particular are a useful- part -of- the labour-force .foI-
capital. With the development of automation and ra tlonallsat~
ion more“partstime labour is meeded. Alsocertain.-areas oI
repetitive, monotonous-work. is.reserved for women. Women ~can
be mezde redundent ‘more..easily than_men. The-development of a
nore-efficient and pleasant’ mode--of - contraceptlon, i.e. Ehe "

“Pill, releases these.-internal Teserves of. labour for- capltallst

" redundancy bribes in the form of redundancy pay

exploitatlono

Militant reaction-by workers to redundency is” staued. off by

dYe . e

‘Organisations such as that Mr: Gumter has-joined are  set up~to

amongst-certain important sections of “the state -machine..such
as the educational_and. propcganda sections.

--The- question arises whether the workers-who are made redundant
will be absorbed into the rest of the economy. With large sec.

-tions of industry sacking workers (or failing to take on mnew- -
workers. as “they expr nd), will there be a pool of unemployed

labour_again? The capitalists-themselves realise that to -ret—---

urn to the methods of pre-Keynsian copitalism would be to court
revolution in England.. I%.is for this reason that they have
planned for this change in their system-so-carefully. However,

it remains to-be seen whether the contradications in the-system. .

will .allow their carefully laid plans to achieve their aim..

~Angela--Clifford .77

popularise automation amongst smaller manufactures as well. -8 -
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M ORL
- SOCIAL- FASCIST
[RIC KERY

The social-fascist Finsbury Communist Association, which holds
that the class interest of the Biritish working class lies in
supporting imperialism and sharing in the surplus-value extra-
cted by 1mper1allsm from the colohlﬂl workers —--and which has
been Jjeering at the working class and ﬂGlgul“? its approval of
attacks on the working class by various petty-bourgeois, anti-
Communist elements-- has roccntly issucd a document in which
it ‘alleges that the C.W.0. "absolutecly refuse(s) to show how
Britain is benefiting from cheap food ard raw materials from
abroad. They dare not tell the British workers that the Afro-
 Asian~-Carribeab countries will bring this expldtation to an end"
"(This quote is from a document called "The Black Man's Burden""
by the P".C.A.: the first F.C.A. publication we have scen for
6 months, since the T.C.A. rbnusbd a subscription to the "Fin-
sbury Communist" from a member of the C.W.O.

Having funked a conftfontation with th. C.W.0., position at meeti-
ngs of the Anti-Revisionist PrOﬂt last year, and having disrup-
ted the Frount when it failed to gain acccptﬂﬂc for its social-

fascist line, the F.C.A. now recsorts to outright lies. A

glance at the artisles on unequal exchange and the international
division of labour published in The Communist and The Irish
Communist will show how blatant these lies are.

What the CWO did was refuse to support the underhand attempt
by the FCA to propound the ideas of Hérbert Marcuse under cover
of phrases about Marxism.

Our articles on 1mpor1 alist exploitation througb unequal cxcha-
nge were published Go refute the argument of the ACMLU (MLOB)

that the imperialist €Xp131trtloﬂ was drying up and the objective

basis for a labour aristocracy in Britain had dlsqppeared We
showed that the ACMLU hed completely abandoned Marxism. At this
time the FCA was developing friendly relations with the MLOEL,
And when the MLOB attack on Mao was published the FCA declared:
"The MLOB has been one of the main bulwarks against the revisio-
nists. (An Open Letter To Comrades of the MLOB). And NOW.c.s.
but why waste any more time on these tricksters!
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