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... BEYOND.THE SECOND-CONGRESS -.THE BASTS.OF OUR UNITY

" The League is at an important turning point, On the‘one‘héﬁd,thefe aregmany -

- resignations and confusion. Why is this?

very strong positive developments. = On the other hand‘ﬁhere is demoralization,

In the past three years the RCL-has turned into a backward organization,

:‘Idepiqgically it has'been dominated by idealisin, We had a strong preliminary

".:j..

programme, but .once it was established no fupther systematic ‘study was done ‘to °
develop it or explain it. A% no time was it linked to our developing. practice,,
Politically we adhere to the theory of the Three Worlds and the view that the’

‘Gentral task in Britain is to r.lly a vanguard besed in’ the warking class to~
" rebuild the Communist, Party. . But we had a strong rightist aversion to diredtly
" attacking British Impérialism, and shied away from linking the problem of war

and peace.to the British révolution and from taking up the.‘stzjugg'zi'es of the

“Irish and the national minorities, .

Orgahizationglly}ﬁe,weredabsurdlyTévéﬁé&%ﬁtrélizéd and étpltifiéd%_ '

In. the past two years two things have happeneds Firstly more and-mberCeradesns
have seen through our bad way of operating, have struggled against it and have -
instituted new ways: of doing things, - The struggles for anti-imperialist lines,

for the study and investigation carried out by the commissions and sub-committees,

and the attacks on over centralism have all been part of this trend. The othér.
trend has been the demoralization of comrades when faced with the fact that

" behind our -pomp and circumstence we.had nothing much to .offer — that we have ‘to

start again, This leads to demoralization and confusion (towards liquidationism)
It has been a complicated and tiring period, closely linked to deep problems

in the international Communist movementa.. T

Now we must rally our forces. BUT NOT IN THE OLD WAY. . .
First of all. Who are we? .We are a small band who adhere to the theory of "the
three worlds and understand the. grave danger of war, We are anti-imperialists
who resolutely support the anti=hejemonist, anti colonial and anti-imperialist
struggles in the world. We have thé strategic goal of building a party of the
working class, based on the warking class organized in industry. We understand
that.we are at the first historical stage of rallying the vanguard. ~We stand
foursquare with the most oppressgd,; the blan“people and the Irishfpeopleqvi_

A1l this-distinguishes us from other trends, and provides a sound strategic.

drienfation*fo; the British revolutiori. - That is why we' stand together, . -

On all the points on which we agree there are serious subordinate problems,

Who are the vanguard? What is the relationship between 'base-building' work .

and anti-imperialist. work? Ho do we link the struggle for peace with the struggle
for revolution? : . :

" The difference between now and four years-ago is that we understénd‘that-only

an“organization that will collectively study policy questions and.test them in

‘practice can resolve these difficulties. An open CC which reports frankly to its

rank and -file and is involved in the practical wark of the orgsnization,
commissions-that really investigate, an open and honest. relationship with our

TS . |

friends and supporter§ < these avé our weapons.
At the forthépming‘cpngrggsqufmust'un;té; nét as a pack of survivors; but as
a group. of bommun}Sts.gfepéred to learn from some very deep mistakes and make
the contribution to the class struggle that can only be made by a Marxist-
Leninist movement. . T e . ..



SOME LESSONS FROM THE CPGB'S HISTORY ON TUE I CRTAICH OF A STRONG STAND ARAINST
OPPORTUI"ISM,.

Marxist -Leninistrorganisat;ons throughout the world, exist one one planet
and share some conditiong (the d:nger of 'a third .world uer) while differing

drastically i othe¥s (e.gv whethier they orist 1H—the he vilands of inperialism
or iﬁifhg{thir&.wcrld),jThe.organﬁsationipr,the-third:world‘coﬁtinue to.be at the
foréfront of ‘the §trugsle and. provide inspirition -as: they have since. the outbreak
of the October Revoluticn, The organis: tions, of ‘the:impericlist. countries are in :
genereal in the process of "regrouping and accumulating strength" due to the ravags| §
y !
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of .xevisionisw after Stalin's deith. In Noruay end Cdhada -and the UsA there are
strong. il orgaenisations, whiich are successfully: combatting the prevailing difficult

cdﬁdifions..But'furthér”ﬁétbacksfarg'being;sufféred-t:@.'Thg'KPDis'liguiautien of

2t§elf, " the CPUSHL's publicetion in "The Call® of an article régpéning the nossibs b
iltﬁ;of["thé;ﬁe£¢éfulquadﬁg arg:exaiaples of ditehing the principles of lMaxsime i

Leninisn Mao Tsetung Thought, thé nheed for a Vangﬁard7pafty,ftﬁe‘necéssity of viole: !
ent révolution etg, It's important to be aware of these trends abroad because we g
ar&also affected by them. Learning from the ekgériéﬁcéfbf?mpfé’m,tufe“bgfties §
than ours, and from historical expeéeriénce in' this country, may save us a 1engthy
detour over ground that is alrezdy well~travelleds: .+ v » '
‘This Wel}.~t?agelled5groupd?is the -early stages of ‘party-building and the effeds =
Qf,lmperlalxsm,;n.g,metropql;tap.country. The re:sson for this resurgence. of ' '
opportunism, taking as ‘its initial form, a‘cohciliatQ?ﬁ_attitude'tQWﬁrds:bpport-
unism, }ginoﬁwgzpew‘onqg It ;s]tbe'contlnqed,existencefbfvimperialism!which prova
. des-the. material "basis’ for opportunism, . . L imee ok e e ® L bag
- Eoundation of the CPGB: Theoretical tasks not fully eairied out,
i (NﬁlThe'ﬁa%éfiaf on the CPGB it taken from a- long.article by WD on thé history 7
of the CP - incoming editor of “revolution" please note and publishi) ..
' "The period leading upitc world war one’was ‘one of rising class sk ruggle. The &
horrors”of the imperialist war itself, the outbrekk of the Octobér revolution
and the retuwrn of the soldiers only :t6 join' the @oTe queties led -to anm intengif-
ication of struggle. The CPGB-was-founded in 1321 in a period of.mass upsurge,
which Brought forth a Militant and activist vanguard. In "Left wing Communism® 4
Légin_&gg@tibeg»thisrgtége?és:éﬁé of the vanguard being rallied already. Yet
ﬁﬂ&dgh'tﬁ;ﬁﬁﬁayfhaVé”E?eﬂvpérﬁiy‘ﬁﬁﬁé'6fgéniéa#ioqafiy,-btﬁeffviﬁai aspects of
party building which btelong to the first historical stage  simply-hadh'¥ taken
,pl@éé:i;é;;thefépplfcaﬁidnﬂbffMérxism'Leninism.tb the concrete conditions, the
éléﬁéf&fiohjofva'ﬁroéraﬁmeuﬁéﬁathé paty. 4£1s0 in'uniting” the existing Mirxists
it! was done On a pretty ad<hoc basis. For example, the British Socidlist. Party, :
(oné “of the larger organisations) had been 1@d .+ill 1916 by ‘the arch''chauvinist ¢ ¢
Hyndman;- The ifact $hat‘¢hewfguﬁding'congress,<havinggagregdyqn;fundameqtals, the
need'fqrﬂsdviet‘power'anﬁ;ihe dictdtorship.of the proletariat, then:spent most
of itgit}me.&ebating_ﬁacﬁiqg towards‘thefLabpur'Party”shows:the‘thegretical wedse
ness. 'of the infant CP, - To call its foundation premature, or:doomed from the i
outset would be ridiéulous¥y purist, in view5of'the“urgeﬁt;need'forﬁleadérship'to ol
the ongoing struggles at “the time. Yet the blithe ‘disregard for ‘thedwy of the § §
&
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: A
afeature of the British working class often noted by Marx, Engels and Lenin, anl '
ne-:less true-today,.-and the failure to. . ~elaborate a programme-was bound to

lead- o zigzags, and: eventually to, opportunism if not corrected. In.March 1925 ¢
'nmdmntllwrgpQrted”thattthe.CQmintern-advisedzthe party to . Ll : ¥ .
“!Pay: move attention to the international rewolukionaiy experience .of the H

-

various-panéies'andfparticuiarly,thevRusgianﬁparty,,og.ﬁﬁehbaSis.of the
principles of Leninism, Further it ‘wag necessary for-eertain weaknesses i

be eliminated. Two of thése were underlined: first, too dilettante an app- 4
,fﬁéa@bh'toiquestiﬁns,'nq“fgndappﬁta1;thedrép;pqlwanalys;s“bﬁ'the problems s
before the workers i - the party press, which is essential for the dewelop- §

‘ment of revolutionary Ma xist-Leninist: theory, and second, ‘insuffickent

vital contact with the masses of the workers." (History of the British
Communist Party pl02 by Tom Bell) i
Without such work the CPGB couldn't be considered ideologically or politicall y ]
consolidated. . 1
It is vital for us that we should elearly understand that we are in the firsg '4
historical stage of party building. Section 7 of our programmatic document, "Tke i
struggle to build a revolutionary party in Brit.in today" should clearly statet B 5
this. The tasks of working out a programme; rallying the advanced to party §1
|



building, uniting with other Marxist-Leninists and rooting our oxganisation in the
working class azre all still before us. At the Unity Yonference a resolution was
passed that the. CC should -give further leadership -on the relationship;between

-theory and prarctice. This has not been done, which is serious, beecause:an under-—
standing of the need for. the advocacy of revoluticnary theory in such times as ours
undexpin s oux position - that we.are in the first hi:torical stage..

However, .on the questionm .of whether we are in. the: stage of rallying the vanguam
or leading the masses, the draft text puts two lines simultaneously: as-in paragraph
Y where it says "Communists today must strive' to win the le- dership of the class
struggle....at the same time they must develop among advanced workers a consciousnes s
how these immiediate issuces are aspects of the crisis of the imperialist system",
?ThiS‘means'ali things to all peoples, ~To foster the illusion that the RCL today
ig"(without a programme etc) capable of leading mass struggles harbours the danger
of ,liquidating Marxist Leninist polities altogether, This is not at all to deny
rthe “importance of getiting stuck into the existing struggles: and where ou¥ work has
beeri conscientiously carried out over several years, it may be possible to win the
eadership of uparticular strurgles. But to talk in general terms of being capablk
of leading thé masses is pissing in the wind. . N
British imperialisms failure to grasp its import: nce leads to revisionism,

Bythe time of the 6th Congress, the CPGB still didn't hav a programme, Questions
which had been the focus for struggle were mainly domestie., €.Zs the red trade’unio ns

~.the "minority movement", or internal;, e.g. the struggle for-democratic centrale
ism, .But the. 9th Congress of. 0ct827 produced the grossly incorrect theory of - -
decolonisation, ‘This

"took the view that impefwalism had shifted its policy from one of hindering -

the economic development of the .colonies to one of promoting industrialisatim
under:the joint .awspices of the‘imperialists:and native bourgeoisie. This was
shown.partieularly inthe more advanced colonies such as India and Indonesia.
It was the 0Id social democratic theory of decolonisation. It impliedthat the
main contradiction betwwen imperialism and ‘the colonies was being easéd: the
eolonial revolution was thereby being defufclsThe main components of the réve
elution, the naional liberation struggle and the agrarian revolutiony were
~being eliminated through industrialisation, ThuZ, the perspective before the
peoples of those colonies was not natiohal liberation, but Hather a long range
struggle for socialism," (Haexrry Haywood in "Black Bolshevik® p273). This
view was also put forward at the 6th Congress of the Vomintexr n, Harry Haywood -
commentss ' '

"Here was the British party, in the homeland of the world's greatedt imperialit
bower; championing the idea that Britain was -taking - the lead-in'deéolonising
her -enpire, The Tragedy was that the British delegation seemed totally wunaware
of the chauvinigtic implication of their stance . (IBid. p274 my emphasis) -

The decolonisation theory was routed at the Comintern: and the 10th Congress of
the CP was forced to adopt the CCMHtern Iines but they failed to put it into practice,
aor was the detailed and militant support for colonial struggles outlined at the-
12th Congress ever put into practise. '

In the '30's, the correct policy of a wunited front against fascism - was used
fo hide a multitutde of chauvinist sins by the CP, In "The Way Out - a Manifesto »
ublished after the 12th Congress, it speaks for the first time of mutwal assistance
ifter the revolution, It is assumed  that the ecolonies will advance to socialism
ifter revolution in Britain has granted independence. At the 13th Congress, 'a prog-
rammatic resolution entitled Can Britain Feed Herself?M (after the revolwtion,
lat isy, ) proposed: . ' e

.:"The British engineering industry under workers control will ‘'be able o propose.

cooperation with the colonial peoples, who will be able at last to build their
own economy and develop their own industry and transport. They can get the

Iron and steel and machinery they require from Britain and other such. countire

in exchange for foodstuffs,.,. and raw materials."(For Soviet Britain, pl8) This
mpletely fails to envisage eny fundamental change in the relationship between Brits
;in.and_the,execoloniesﬁ'The;l5th ¢ongress dropped support for 1.beration struggles
nd replaced - it with "full demacratic rights for the colonial peoples including -
ade . unions", Further, on Italy's invasion of Abyssinia, the -CP attackedthe nation al
overnment for its "shameful betrayal of the people of Abyssinia® - a blatant
nvitqtionrtp British imperwalism to enter a contest with Italin imperialism., -
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Today it is essential for usto be far more pPrecise and accurate -about how
Britain continues to exploit and oppress the countries and peoples of the thix
world, and to disseminate this understanding in the working class: because

such is the success of hourgeois propagands that it's just not known., To soften
-ap against British: imperial.sm in any way is disastrous for a revolutiongry-
organisation, ,If and when the superpowers  become our main enemy, we must also
draw the lesson of the importance of struggle within the wnited front, from.

.Yhe period of the united front against imperialism, - 1
Britain - longest history of opportunism in the world, .2

In "Imperialsim and the Split in Socialism", Lenin points out how England hai:-
two features of imperialism much earlier than other‘countriess,i.e.rvast col- %
onies and monopoly profit due to her monopolyposition in the world market: Enge-:
land between 1848-68 was in a unique position ‘and only slowly lost this pre= - §
eminence amongst imperidlist powers., England's superprofits alloed the bourg~ 3
eoisie t6 buy off certain strata of the working class and Ylaxx and Engels tracd
‘the development of the "bourgeois proletariat® and the stirrings of the’
lower strata of the workin olass between 1858 - 92, But the CP apparently never
made the distcintion between the labour aristocracy as defined by Marx at the
time of .England's monopoly, and the definition of it by Lenin in the time of
fully dewveloped imperial.sm, Worse the decoilonisation theory led to the
unguestioned assumption that the labour aristocracy was declining, Undoubtedly,
i n tvimes of imperialist crisis as in the '20s and '30s, and today, the bourg-
eoisie cuts back on the sops that it grants to the working class, andvrefqrmf~
ism loses its appeal when the bourgecisie gives up conceding reforms, -But never
to understand the rb2e of the labour aristocracy; the trojoan horse in the
workers'! movement, was a dangerous blind spot., .

Where the first world war blew to smthereens the idea of patriotism (that
workers had any interest in imperialist war), in hte second world war the. anti-
fascist aspect won a great national unity, Wherz the first world war was folle
owed by a depression and a labour surplus, the second world war was followed by
-prosperity and labour shortage, iIn metropolitan countries .You've got to be
about 80 years old to have taken part in the last rond of really mass struggle.
Reformism has had another leaseof life. But decades of social democratic Iead-

- ership .of the working eclass resulits in the demoralisation on the industrial .
front taday: it is not material interest in preserving imperialism which

. results in a mainly passive attitude towards attacks by the bourgeoisie, - but
Yack of faith in opportunist leadership, and the long st -ding lck of any
other kind.

. The effect of a further 60 years of imperialism since Lenin's time on the
clags structure of Britain -must be summed up in.the work on class analysis -
for the programme. But there are a,lready some points to be made from our own
&xperience.~Firstly, in the CFB; there was some dogmatic distortion of what
Lenin said aboutthe struggle against opportunism. For example, ° a resolution
adopted by the National Committee of the CFB (Printed in Revolution 1) said
"Lenin pointed out that the proletarian party could not win over the class cone
seiouws vanguard without the complete ideological and political victory over
opportunism”, st a stage where revisionits and reformists are grouped in many
separate organisations, instead of the different trends existing within one -
organisation as they were in Lenin's time, such a victory is impossibleduring {
the first historical stage of webuilding a revolutionary organisation, though f
it is still an essential precondition for the ultimate victory of the working
class, Secondly; our strategic opposition to opportunism must be applied to
tacticss we cannot hold aloft unity at any price, and sabotage stratedic oppom-
ition to opportunism. Thirdly, there is no evidence to my knowledge that our
opposition to oppportunism -has demaged our pramtical work. On the contrary, .
such respect as we have gained bas been because of our opposition to opport-
unism. Struggles against the bourgeoisie are generally waged in the teeth of
opportunist opposition.

.. The view that only . a few of the top trade union leaders are class enemies;
and ditto. for the Labour Party, is to narrow the targszt a good deal too much,
I've yet to hear anyone. with anything good to say about paid union officials,

But it is essential to distinguish between the leadership and the membership -
of the unions, and also between hardéboiled opportunists, and opportunist mist-
akes made by : activists in a prevailing atmosphwere of opportunism. On the
other hand, certainly the wlefare state has cushioned the working class, who
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have a better standard of living than in third world countries. But does the .
fact that the national minorities are in the forefrohit of the stru gle .
against the state, as they undoubtedly are, mean that the rest of the working
class is a write off? This line isjerudely, what's put by the RCG and CS in
recent issues. Definitely ho. Though exploitation of workers in !AZania may be. .
#en times as harsh as that of workers in the UK, it's still exploitation. And*
it does not make the working class into allies of the monopplies. If this =
petly bourgeois white liberal Iline were followed to its conclusion; we might:-
as well shut”up shop now. .t Coe T e g
Attitude towards imperislism and opportunism determines attitude towards the
Labour Party. -~ ,

Lacking a thorough understand ng of British imperialism and of the results of
this for the working class movement in Britain, led the CP to have .an approach
owards the-Labour party which elevated tactics above atrategic opposition %o
opportunism, -

At founding meetings of the CPGB the” controversy raged on tactical differemces
to the labour party and parliamentarism, Later when the application to join &
the LP was turned down by the LP, instead of using the event to expose it the .
question of the united front came to the. fore. The CP's development was seen. e
conditional on its relationship to the LP , In the General strike, ‘slogans

were put forward of (among others) "All power to -the General Council' and
"Formation of a Labour government®s Of the General €ouhicil, JH Thomas himself
later said “The object of the leadership was to prevent the stru_gle getting
out of the hands of thoe who would be able to exercise some control" (Quoted in
Palme Duwtt, pi84) As for the Labour Par ty, MacDonald,; speaking of the forged
Zinoviev letter said "Who is it that has stoced against Bolshevism? Liberals
have contributed nothign, Tories nothing... all the work has been done by
leade§s and Labour Party leaders." (Palem Dutt, Social democracy and Fascism
‘ple4.
After the general strike, the CP came in for more criticism by the Comintem
for continuing to call for the formation of a labour government, andthen for
further criticisms, for seeing in the first eriticism only a change in electoral
policy. The 11th Uongr.e.ss in 1929 adopted a strategic line in opposition to tehe
LP characterising it as social fascist., This was followed by a strong report to
the I2th Congress('32) entitled "Crisis policy of the LP, TUC General Council
and the ILP", But PoIlitt's eoneiliatory attitude to opportunism led him *o
say of Dimitrov's speech to the T7th Congress/which putforward the united Front
gainst fascism that of the Comintern
"It is a report that will take the international labour movement
a big step forward to overcoming the split created in 1914 by the war
policy of the social democrats.” (U, ity against the National Government )
Militant struggle against the LP was not reviwed #illL the outbreak of world
war two, when Pollitt was removed from the leaderships: and droppd again
from '41. We know the resuls today.

There's abolutely no doubt about the nature of the LPs;ig's an imperialist
party, which in nine periods of office only helps to foster illuwsions in
parliament arism,whilst laying the founda ions economically and politically
for the corporate stzte. It Is only necessary to lock at the recoré of its
deeds: yet imperialists foster the illusion that it is a working class rartye.
Yet Section 7 says ;, in paragraph 65 "The Labour Party includes leading ele-
ments, particularly in the parliamentary party, who are not just conciliators o
of the monopoly bourgoisie, but in essence fhemselves form part of the bourg-

eoisie", This implies that some leading elements of the LP are not class
enemies: perhaps its just a case of a few bad apples? This formulation is a
complete revision of the exisiting RC7 line. Purther, it disarms communists,
in creating illusions about what social democrats think of communistss they
hate thems and in the history of the working class movement it has been
precisely these characters who have split the working class. For example,
Sherwood of the General and Municipal workers Union talking tothe American
APL in 1927 said

"Branches of our organisation in London, over 15,000 strong, refused to

eomply with the instructions of our general council. Well Mr Presidnet, we
simply smashed the branches... we had on our General Council two men who
represented great areas in our country, but they were going to minoxity




meéfings, and we said “sign a declaration or get out". Well, tney had to
get out'. (quoted in Palme Dutt p190) i :

It is essential that we wreneh our eyes away from what the opportunit ts
are doing , and concentrate our energées and attentions on the sections
of the working class that are not bound hand and foot to them already:

"Our view; which we have found confirmed hy long practice, is that

-the correct tactics in propaganda are not to entice away a few

individuals ‘and memberships here and there from one's opponent,
bbut to work on the great mass, which is not yet taking part in

the movement, The raw force of a single idividual whom one hasg
oneseélf reared from the raw is worth more than ten Lassallean turn-
coats, who always bring the grms of their false tendnecies into the

rarty with them., " BEngles to A Bebel June 20 1873 '

To sum up: we need to hang on tight to our orientation that party-
building is the central task: that the creation nd advacaey of revole
wtionary theory is vital to our success in carrying aht this stagel:”
of continuing to unite Marxist Leninists, and of xooting the oganisatim
n in the working class. This is our best contirbution to the struggle
against opportunism and the fight against imperialism.
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SUPPORT FOR SOCIALIST CHINA: 4 REPLY TO THE CRITIQUE

The .second. issue of the Interim Journal carried a critique of a document that
was first circulated internally within the RCLB entitled "Support for the Communist
Party €China Confirues to be an Important Part of Proletarian Internationalism', The

© ‘author of ‘the critique concentrated mainly on what he saw as "extremely serious”
errors inffhéldqéuméﬁt4wﬁiéﬁ'aéceptéd*the ""class orientation of ‘the . bourgeoisie”,
By.qdmbafiédﬁ_ﬁith“fhé‘spécé devoted to thisy the author of the eritigie did not
write much directly about-the changes that have occurred in:China and how to under-
stand them pésiﬁiveiyfénd.¢6rrécﬁ1y. Before éxamining the significance of this,
fa it iéTsurer*not”aécidental, it would be well to stress first, the political
situation in:which this debate should be firmly set,

_“" 'The’ Chirese revolution of 1949 was ‘the ‘gredtest victory for socialism since
‘the October Revolution ‘in Russia,’ It ‘had special ‘additioml significan¢e in that it
was the most important liberation of atn-oppresséd people in the era of imperialism,
Furthermore, ‘after the seizure of power by'a‘revisiomist clique in the Soviet Union
and the' establidhmsnt of rule there by a bureaicrat state monopoly capitalist class,
China représented the most important stamdard of socialism in the world, - Under
thevieadefShip_qf:the Communist Party of China, the PRC achieved considerable suc—
‘eesses’ in ‘uniting the overwhlming ‘majority of the people politically; and in
building a strong socialist economy . In addition socialist China gave substantial
. aid to the crucial rational liberation struggles of Korea and Indochina, which first
checked ;arnd then broke .the back of US world hegemonism,

. -“Ikiertheiess in the later years of their outgamding revolutionary leader, Mao
Zedong, {the Chinese people ran into significant problems. of Telative economic stag-
“Tdtidn; ‘and of a chaotid ‘political situation in which careerists and demagogues
.appédréd to flourish. 5Sihcé‘the_death of Mao Zedong the' Chinese Party and people
,'Havé7béen trying hard to ‘sumiup what happened, -and“to make necessary political and
““edonomic¢' changes. In some ‘réspécts these changes havé been quite substantial. The
'political question in front “of ‘ds-then, is do we still support the -CPC? -

i -The auther of the critique seems to treat Support as a matter of making a
purely formal declaration in the first paragraph of his artiele, hefore moving on
to other considerations., But giving support to the Chi nese people is not a question
_“of ‘Brief formal declarations but a difficult problem of political practice. Partly
‘*iBédaiise of the great préstige of the Chinese Revolution and of Mao Zedong, -but also
partly because of the dogmatic way this was presented, -many of those who formérly
most supported the Chinésé ‘péople are now badly torn about the present changes in
Chinese policies. N Cian ’

Perhaps the author of ‘the’critiqie was mt fully aware of the situation but
this is an acute and concete’ problem within the British movement for friendship
with Chima, Although a few of our comrades have tried to work: hard in the Society
“of Anglo-Chirnese Understanding duting the all too brief amount of time they can
devote to .this, they would undoubtedly be the first to say that our efforts do not
correspondkto what is needed in uniting with other long~standing and very hard-
working members of SACU in rising to tﬁe~challenges. -Ordinmary people in Britain
have never been more receptive to hearing about China. but the irony is that one
after another, branches of SACU have folded.. Mw even the travel agercy side of
the work has come under pressure from commercial competition, This is not thé time
or place to go into-internal matters of SACU in detail, which we must rely on
friends and comrades within SACU to solwe., But rather than appearing to treat
support for Chim as a question of making a.couple of sentences of ‘an abstract
declaration.of support, the author of the critique should take time to Iisten to
comrades about the problems of SACU and should ‘try ‘to pitch his contribution in
‘a ‘way that ‘assists' this work. : B
~ For.it'is this that the comrade does not do in his critique. On the basis of
careful study of a lot of material, the circulated document aimed to summarise the
mair changeés that occurred in China economically amni politically and:the. serious-
mess. of the Chinese arguments for these changes. -The document tried to draw the
essential-distinction between a change that is an opportunist £1ip and a:change
that is the result -of .honestly and scientifically summing up experience.at’ a higher

’ -
: &
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level, It argued that, wh11e the ‘Chi rese would- 1nev1tably make some mistakes and
while some of the' “changes” were experimental, what the Chinese were doing was part
. of a process of bulldlng soc1allsm on a hlgher level of Narx1st-Len1n1st understand-

e, We are not 1n a -pos tLon to rubber stamp and should not want to rubber stamp,
ang partlcular pol1cy, which only the practice of. the. Chinese revolutioncan.
Teally prove but. we. are.in a position and hawe the duty at this testing time of

.-supporting the general.direction that our Chinese comrades are going in and ‘to
- explain it .better. . That is our proletarian intermationalist duty as Commurists
-in an 1mper1allst country to” support comrades in a third world 5001a115t country.

£ I the author of the cr1t1que had made serious criticisms of the CIrculated .
document and then gore on ta make better mwints about how we should understand
. and support Chima then his opening statement of support would not be: mere formal
-+ window dressing but would be a: real practical contribution of support, : But:the
y.author of the critique 'did not do this. It is impossible to escape the. overall
. political -direction of -his contribution. - A document is criculated by one comrade
i-- calling for continued strong support of socialist Chima. A reply comes- maklng not
. just strong but extremely strong criticisms of it.  The cr1t1que in -short- is"
- ummistakably mot a:statement of support for the CPC but a hard-hitting Mexposure”
-of . the . comrade- trylng to urge support for China, For what pupose? T

, C It 1s said ‘that in the . 1930's Mao Zedong focussed his CrltICISm on Wang Mlng,
although Wang Ming's line was actually the 11ne of the Communlst Internatlonal,

out of the need to uphold the unity of the international Communist mowment. Whether
‘the author.of ‘the critique:had similar such methods in mind he presumably alone
knows, .. Should we: welcome the fact that he has not criticised China d1rect1y but

- only indirectly. by means of strong cr1t1c1sms ‘of a comrade tryirng to support the

. CBCy Af .that is the case? From oné point: of view it might-.seem to ‘be a concession

to, be welcomed but overall it is - mwt much better than outrlght criticism, For the 1
et effect of contribitions like those of ‘the:''critique".is to paralyse the ‘League
giving concrete support to China, and to accentuate the dahger: of the Leigue taking

up a totally vac111at1ng position on ‘the question, with large elements of sceptic- -

ism and’ even cymc:.sm 1n it,

One strlklng thlng about the critique is the way it proceeds from quotat1ons
rather- ‘than proceeding from reality. 'This is- part of its: fundamentally dogmatlst
distortion of Marxism-Leninism. Although the autheor roundly condemnS'betty-
bourgeois baton-following” it is evident that he simply has. not taken t1me to
think. through. the -questions in the necessary depth. HEA

One example of this is at the begiming of the critique whexy 1n brlefly
.. stating his position on - Chlna, e says; ‘the Chinese have been forced -to take a
step.backwards:.on the ecompmic front: ;.. in order to rectifiy the severe damage
done by the. gang..of four in.the cultural revolution’ This completely misses the
depth of the Chinese T re~appraisal - of their economic pollcles. One: has: to. assume
“that the author 'himself is ‘baton-following the formulas of certain‘articles. of
.a couple of years ‘agoy. which emphasised the damage done by the gang of: four in’
,,order to complete .their exposure and in order to unite the’ people, . But it really
cannot be imagirned that four individuals on their own could disrupt a vast natlon s
- economy, * If our critical comrade would claim that his phrase meant the: gang of
four.and their supporters, ‘this would only beg the whole question, why did they
have. such support?.: Why were they able td be so powerful? - It is a question the
Chirese belive, .of summing up a substantial "left" deviation in the party as:a
whole stretching over a mnumber of years. It is mot.a matter only of the perlod
of the’ gang of four's hegemony, it is a question of economic problems develop1ng
since’ as far back as 1958, 1If: the author.of ‘the critique mechanlcally -and unthink- .
ingly accepts a formula about the damage of the gang of four he is of 'course umable
to understand the depth of the economic summlng up that has been necessary.

~ This is also very evident on page 7 of hlS critique Where he talks about “The
contired struggle to transform the relatlons of production; the struggle against
bourg01s rlght, the law of value ..." Hes he s1mp1y overlooked or has he chosen
to ignore that the Ch1nese hawe con301ously stopped campaigning for’ the restrlctlon
of bourgeois ‘right at present? As for the law of value has he overlooked or has
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he chosen to ignote the fact that they are stressing its -application.must: be
extended, not restricted under conditions in Chim today? - Detailed and serious
argu-ments “havé been’ presented by the Chinese comrades on.this important’ economic
summlng up. ‘What is our: comrade's purpose in ignoring théem while thundering against
“vulgar-determinism of the worst kKimd"? . Or is he simply trying to s§peak out auth-
or1tat1ve1y w1thout mak*no the necessary 1nvest1gat10ns°;=

The comrade quotes the 01rcu1ated document as saylng, "Because the economlc
base more or less dlrectly determlnes the superstructure ..." and does not finish
the sentence in the original which cont1nued, 'we will keep our feet on the ground
better 1f we look flrst at certain important questions in the economic base." The
point is' that this sentemce did mot claim' to be a definitive statement on the rela--
tions between the base and the superstructure but was merely an introductory sen-
temce" to the economlc section of the circulated documernt., "

It is typlcal of the "left"™ sectarian style of the cr1t1que whlch 1s constantly

‘str1v1ng to rose out revisionism in the manner of the worst features ‘of the

cultural revolutlon, that it should pounce ona phrase like this and denounce it
as “vulgar determinism of the worst kind",

It is true that the concept is phrased loosélys: betweén Mmore or less directly”
there is a wide range. But the formula is really not so different from Marx's:
famous statement in the "Preface to *A Contribution to the Critque of Political

Economy " -

:}" In the soc1a1 prodJctlon of thelr 11fe, meh enter into deflnlte relatlons
that are indispensible and independent of their will, relationgs of productlon
which correspond to a defnite stage of development of their material productive
forckli . The sum total of these relations of production constitutes the ecomo-
mic struacture of’ soc1ety, the real foundation on which rises a legal -and
and pOllthal superstructure and to which correspond defimite forms of social

consc1ousness "

"The quote from Engels used by the conrade in the critique says, "the determlrr
ing element in history is ultimat elj the productlon and reproduction of real’ 11fe"
but it goes on to dery that the eco economic element is the only determlnlng one,
Between “ultlmately" and "only"” there is also a wide margin. For the author of
the cr1t1que to 1mplj tnat the circulated document treats the economlc element’

‘as the only determlning ont'ic QUTLC arblt ary as the sectlon in 1t on polltlcs

shows,

What was 1mp]1ed in the circulated document is completely consistent with
Engels ‘statement in the same, qnotﬂtron used by the comrade, that the economi.c
moveme nt f1na11y asserts 1Lselr as necessary._ Ard isn't that exactly what happened
1n Chlna after the years. of ultr - PIngm7 ‘The economy was stagnant ard the masses
were. dlscontented, Tn.many ways tnty made it clear that they were mot prepared
to accept the idealist and LTLra—re-t polltlcs of the gang of four anymore, So
in the end economlc realltles reasserted themselves- Isn't that exactly the sort

of process that Engels cjlescf'lbed'7

The ‘author of the eritigque however: hastens to add a note to Engels at this

‘point to the effect that "in society as a whole there are m final movements"

In principle this is quite correct; both in application to economic: movments and
to political movements, but what is the purpose of the addition here? ’To. use the
quote from.Engels as a. justification for the comrade’s- obvious desire to see

' polltlcal and 1deolog’ca1 struggles ') including the campaign to restrlct bourge01s

rlght, contlnulng 1n ohlna as the main form of building s001a113m.<tl"
~ The assertion in -the cr1t1que that the circulated document: ‘ignored. uthe pollt-

-flcal aml ideological struggle™ is quite false: on the contrary it argued»why‘the

"political and ideologicalsiruggles" of the cultural revolution' were’ so:harmful,

- It should“also ‘be stressed-that the CPC is paying considerable-attertion -now to

ideological work and education, although there was a period of ovetr-reaction against
ultra~left 1deoToglcar struggles after the fall of the gang of four.
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.The crtique makes heavy criticisms of the opering sentences of the circulated
.document, which read:
"We supported Chima in the past as the best example of a socialist state in
* the world.. Summing 1t up broadly, we supported China as a democratic model of
3001allsm 1n contrast to the internal repre381on and - external oppression of
' the Séviet' ‘Union." A
-Some mlght express the matter somewhat d1fferent1y, stre331ng adm1rat10r1for the
revolutlonary sp1r1t of Ch1na, but the sentence was deliberately intended to be
expreSSed broadly, ‘and’ was not counterposed to the spirit of the Chinese Tevolution,

There is no, Justlflcatlon for the inmsinuation in the critique about “petty-
bourgeo1s laudlngs ‘of democracy" whlch ignore the question of class. It is true
*that ‘the quest1on ‘of class is not referred to. specifically in this passage but it
is ‘dealt w1th qu1te systemat1cally in the sectlon on politics, Yes' democracy does
indeed" Have a class.’ nature and should be understood not in a bourgeois' abstract
way but ih a concrete proletarlanway° It was in that .sense. that. “the’ wrlter of
the circulated documient meant it, The passage was intended :to answer the ‘fuhdament-
al questlon° if we supported Chima durlng the cultural revolutlon and we still
.+ upport: China.today;-what is the consistent thread that runs throughout this.

period. despite all:the changes? I belige that we supported Ch1na then and-support
it mww as a-soc¢ialist country in which'the Party consclentlously trres to serve
the people and makes sure that the state serves the people,’ Although the methods
are very different - from rousing the masses in their thousands - to' ‘overthrow
cap1tallst roaders, to promotlng democratic accountability in a much more system-
”atlc ‘way’these’ days, the aim is the same one of serving the ‘interests of the mass

“of the people."

) _ The author of the crlthue completely misses the: point. by repeating in a dog-
matic fashion that the essence of the question is "what class is in power" What
class holds state power is an extremely important question, and for us ‘the crucial
“"one as we str1ve for socialist revolut1on. But does it give the simple revolution-
aty answers to- the problems of. bu11d1ng soc1allsm that the eritique implies? What
‘class held state power in Ch1na when the gang of four and their followers had heg-
~emorny and were exercising a semi-fascist dictatorship over the masses? The prol—
etariat? The bourgeoisie? What class holds state power in Albamia at present?

. The bourge01s1e7 ~The proletariat? The author of the cr1r1que seems to 1mp1y that
it is the mark of a bold proletarlan spirit’ to asmier these questions with dogmatlc
certalty, -and. the mark of ‘a revisionist spirit to try to think them through more

adeeply. This is a. gross "left" distortion of the true Marxist method.of analysis,

Certalnly the . llne and conduct of a soecialist state should be judged in class
1”terms, 1n.terms of which class is served by its actions., But if it is 1mp11ed that
this is a 31mple judgément, then that ignores the amount of experlment and trlal
am. error that still has to take place in buildi ng socialism. Is 1t 80 obv1ously
a red-blooded socialist line that each prov1nce should be fundamentally self-'
suff1c1ent, and a bourgeois line that the provinces should make differ-ing contrib-
utions to the: socialist economy according to their differing cond1t10ns° Is it a
proletarlan pelicy, 'to have a people's army fundamentally relylng on guerr111a war
to deal, with a mniclear attack, and a bourgeois policy to have more technologlcally
.complex deferce systems? Is it a bourgeois policy to advertise the avallablllty
of goods which can be produced better or faster by more modern technlques, amd a
proletarlan pol1cy to ban advertlslng altogether?

The cr1t1que completely fails to understand this point in the c;rculated doc-
ument that “what socialism actually is, cannot be ~dreamed up in the mind:of any
;1nd1v1dual.9a Imstead the critique strikes a- pose by quotlng Marx and Lernr1on the
general principles of socialism: (not the-actual cormcrete form).and militantly
. - declares; .''We are Marxist-Lerninists and we can decide what soc1allsm is." (thereby

dropping from the ringing declaration the word "actually" - which is the whole point
at - 1ssue°)., The critique also insinuates that the circulated document suggested
‘that "we no -longer have any criteria for judging ... what socialism-.is";: and:thunders
that "Our comrades argument is liquidation of Marxism-leninism"., But what socialism
actuallz 1s, arﬂ.the criteria for judging different approaches in buildirng socialism
are not identical quest1ons. The fact that the comrade runs the two together
merely 111ustrates hls dogmatlst inability even to begin to .think through the issue.

“-

of
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It is. "our comrade™, the author of the critique, who has liquidated something
Marx1st - the Ma1x1st method of. ana1y31s._

In a sarcastlc passage; with refererices to "Marx1sm-Masochlsm"' the comrade
.accuses ‘the -circulated document of implying that “there-is a new phenomeria’ in the

political- heavens, democratic and undemocratlc socialism®. " One of the idealist
distortions of the -cultural revolutlon was to taik only in terms of the essence
of ' socialist democracy, and not’ to pay attentlon to the" necessary forms and

procedures of: socialist democracy. There is no doubt that as-a tesult socialist
democracy was significantly weakciad and distorted during the cultural revolution,
despite the. subJectlve desires of the overwhelming majority of.the:masses and of
the party., Today the fact is tuat our Chirnese comrades cons1der that the present
Chimese socialist state is. substantially less democratic than they wish;. -although
it will take time to correct this,. It is also a fact that at times when the. Soviet
Union - ‘Was a socialist eta'e, soclallst democracy was significantly d1storted, part-
icularly in the absente or a re*1ab”e .socialist legal system.for protecting the
rights of the people both indivi? “ually and collectively. Unless we accept the
mechanical, metaphyelnal JLyle of .reasoning of the author of the critique, we have
to recogmnize the pos LDl]L,y of .socialist states existing.for a time with severe
weaknesses of democracy either th“ough lack of attention . to necessary democratic
procedures, or due 'to the leader: h1p treatlng contradlctlons among the.people as

contradlctlons w1th Lle en my,_.

Even more perverze is the cr1t1que'° ‘assertion that’ the ‘cirfculated  document
actually-floated the ‘argument that the-Soviét: ‘Union. today is'a socialist country.
S0 ultra~left and 'séctarian is the comrade's style of 'imér: party struggle ‘that he
- refers to (but significartly does mt quote) the following passage, and thén
describes it as a 'smokescreen to cover-the main tarust of the argument'', The thrust

of the passage is however perfe tly clear-

"Thdbore of the theoretical and the burning practlcal problems ralsed by the
‘theory (of “continui nz the revolution under the- dlctatorshlp of -the ‘proletariat
ariat™) lies in the question -of the "new bourgeoisie™. " If it is correct ‘to

say that a new bourgeoisie emerged in the Soviet Union, how did it get ‘there

-ard how can it be prevented from arising in Chim? It is a mark ‘of ‘Mao ‘Zedong's
greatmess.amnd dedication to the cause of Communism that he tackled this
question as energetically as he could, The fact thac he could ™t guarantee

a completely satisfying answer serves to show that social practice is the sole

crlterlon o‘ ‘truth.

" Once an opportunist cl qae has seized control of a Commuhist Party ina
SOClallSt State there seems a strong case for saying that they ard their allies
_1n the’ govermnent and administration occupy a definite relationship: of control
over the means of producticn and the.armed forces of the state; sych that they
and their allies fulf11 the objective ecomomic criteria of an exp101t1ng class.,
This would seem so despite the fact that their orlglns and their form of organ-
‘ization are different in important respects that must be analyzed concretely
from the:bourgeoisie and mompoly bourgeoisie of the west,"

The circulated docume nt aimed to summarise the substantial changes that had
occurred in China and no apology is due if it did not present a completely scient-
. ific statement on the Soviet Union. What is signficant is that the author of the

cr1t1que thinks the matter can be handled so dogmatically. Yes the Soviet Union
is a social fascwst state internally and social 1mper1allst externally and is ruled
by a TEeW bureacrat state moropoly. boarge0131e, The circulated document deliberately
never descrlbed it as a soc ialist state. But we have to .recognize that there are
dertain similarities of forms between the Soviet Union of the past .and the Soviet
Union of today, and that the Soviet Union can appear to be a model of a certain
sort of socialism on superficial analysis,. We.haw to deal with the fact that
marny of the more ccnjcious people in the working class movement, partly undér ‘the
influernce of revisionism, but also partly spontaneously do see the. Sov1et Union
superficially as a model of °001a11am, although a' very umattractive one. What
makes this a partlcu-arly serious problem for us is that they are therefore pre-
pared to cover up or overlook its actiong 1nternat10na11y to a considetrablglegree,

This: is not just the work of the . rev1s1onlsts, although revisiomnists have a
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lot-to :answer for. . The . Soviet Urnion was once.a socialist country and now retains
ma ry of the forms of socialism although its .class’ rature is "social 1mper1a115t.

It is a fact that the highly centralised socialist eco nomy of ‘Stalin®s time was
A;father to both tHé' Chitiese §6c¢ialist ecoromic system and the ‘highly centralised
state bureaucratlc economy of present day Russia. It is a fact that. .a-Communist
Party played the Ieading role in'Stalin's day amd that: the limear: descendant of
that party plays ‘the 1ead1ng role today: in its class essence it is the .antithesis
of 1ts £drmer self but 1n.1orm it cannot be . denied that it is the: llnear desce nmi-

amo

What has happened?f All Marxrst Leninists would agree ‘that there 1s a’ close
1nter-re1at10n of- the problems of bureaucracy, commandism and d1stort10ns of
,socxallst democracy, with. the take over of the party by a rew bureaucrat class. It
. Seems more.correct to see the process of the take over a Communlst party d1a1ect-

: qlcally, in-terms of quantltatlve .changes accumulat1ng to the p01nt where they
lead to the qualitative .class change,- The danger of such a set back is always
there and must consc1ously be. guarded against by genuine Communlsts._ It‘is a mark
of Mao Zedong s greatness. that he tried to tackle this problem head on, Yet in
the 11ght of the set- baCho of the gang of four, we can no. longer’ say- that the-
“theory' of - contlnulng the revolution under the dictatorship of the proletarlat" R
cetainly as it was convejed to us, can be defended as a satisfactory theotry." Rather
it would seem that unless and until the qualitative set~back occurs (a c11que selzes
. power so preparing for the establishment of a new bureaucrat bourge0151e) the
:better ‘way, to build soc1alsm polltlcally is to build socialist democracy.: Bureau-
-grdcy should be restr icted by stressing public accountability: rather than by:.pro-
' motlng mass movements of "class struggle/ against the "bourgeoisie:in the party",
”Lwhlch can so obv1ously be distorted by left-opportunists and demagogues. 5

It was this of course that was meart when it was said in the 01rculated doc-

_umert that "Democracy is not ultra-democracy, and reliance on mass upsurges of
‘,emot1on rather than systematically developing democratic methods, may: provide the
'hcondltlons for demagogues to establlsh a semi-fascist system of ‘power.” ;. : The
”crlthue s sarcastlc remarks on this passage completely fail to see ‘that what is
_'fbelng talked about is mt the anger of the revolutionary masses overthrow1ng the
'“bourge0131e ina cap*tallst state,’ but the erromncous - policy promoted in the cult-~

-ural rewlution of Stlr;lﬂg up ‘ore mass movement after amther, As if delivering
‘a knock-out blow, ‘the critique asks, 'Would our comrade be. opposed to reliance
upon 'emotioiial' upsurges such as the Tien An Men incident?". The Tien An Men
&pare 1ncldent was a decisive mass struggle against the garng of four of:a spont-
aneous-hatuge, - In the historical cortext such a spontaneous mass struggle was
very necessary and in.a. Fu*nre historical context it may - be xecessary again, But
- that 1s not the same thlng as the party dellberately striving to stir up large
scale mass demonstratlons for years and years as an.end in themselves.

Ir1fact the .author of the’ critique specifically advocates and attaches part-
| icular’ 1mportance to "large sciale mass struggles'", Was he simply 1gnorant of the
' fact that on the basis of a wealth of regative experience the Chinese have rejected
this policy? Or did he corsciously choose to igrmore this fact?

The cr1t1que criticises the CPC for the way and the forms of its "recognltlon“
. of the - Itallan and Span&sh CP's, "on which the RCLB should state its dlsagreements
npubllcally ‘but. not make:a. great fuss over." This present writer certainly assumes
that there are ‘at ledst, significant revisiomst features in ‘the Itallan and Spanish
CP's, and agrees. that the CPC could have made an important mlstake. But it is
also pOSSlble that they have notQ .

The cr1t1que sa/s "We'can also state that the CPGB, the Spanlsh and Itallan
CP's are not socialist: (Marx1st—Len1rnot) Parties", by which it means that we_.can
state thlS without imwestigation, - That 1s a dogmatic approach that does nothlng

to strengther1Marx1sm—Len1n1sm.f”

I dq not accept that dlfferences of principle were glossed over by the: CPC
inits exchanges with. the Italran and Sparnsh parties, if that is what is 1mp11ed.
But what the critique malnly seems of call for is public polemics in the inter-
mdtional Cominunist -movemerit -which is a policy that the CPC has not followed for
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_Ha.s the ‘author ‘of 'the cr1

almost..20 years. There is little evidence that is is an effectiwe way of streng-

thenlrg opposition to revisiomnist errors within the particular party urder ‘critic-

ism. The example of the Party of Labour of Albania and the orgamnizations around it,

111ustrates what” sort of " ternatlonal Commumst movement® is created by such methods.
_ ue really hought thlS through’ A . :

It is for the genulne Gommumsts mthln each country to combat revisionism in

the course of .integrating Marxism-leni nism with the actual conditions of theit

class struggle: : No-ome else can do it ieffectively. = Nevertheless if the CPC’s
re-establishme it ‘of reldions with the Spafish and Italian.parties has ‘Been a factor
in their recent strong opposition to Soviet hegemonism towards iAfghanistan and
Poland, it may already to a small degree hawe helped to postpone'an - imwvasion: of
the latter country. ) Am when the imevitable Soviet i mwasion occurs, it will
strengthen the probablhty that the two parties (ore of them the largest in any

:'country ™t holding 'state power) w111 sp11t dec1s:|.ve1y with the CPSUB. - Quite apart

from these short-term com1derat1ons, in the long term it seems quite arguable
that such dewelopments would on balance improve the prospects for a genu1ne revol-

utiomry Communist line in the two courntries concerned.

Of course the CPC may be wrong, but it may also be right., I see no necessity
to make public criticisms between our two organizations, when our doubts and
reserv-atiors can-be expressed quite adequately in private. We do not have to pro-
mote the-Italian and Spamnish parties in our publications unless we..decide we should,
and it isurlikely that large numbers of Spanish and Italian immigrant workers in
Britain would be recruited to these parties on the’ strength of reported contacts

with the CPC,

As for the CPGB, the subtitle in the critique, "Where is it All Headi ng, or
Should the RCLB Join the CPGB?", is a silly piece of sarcasm., It is unlikely that
the CPC would attempt to re-establish relationships with the CPGB unless the latter
took a far more primcipled stand against Soviet hegemonism than it has shown any
sign of doing so far., And even if relations were restored, I see no reason why we
should mt take that situation in our stride, and strive more effectively to win
horest comrades over to a revolutiomary Communist position by firm reasoned critic-
ism. Workers simply do mot flock to support a Commumist Party because it has
fraterml relations with a party in another country on the other side of the world,

The issue of the Italian and Spanish parties is on the surface the only omne
on wheih the author of the critique has stated that he wishes us to criticise the
CEC, But as I have argued, in many respects politically and economically he is
still a supporter of the theory of continuing the rewlution under the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, and simply does not recognize the depth and principled
nature of the reappraisal that the CPC is making. If the change in CPC policy were
an opportunist flip we should be alarmed, but it is not. It is a reappraisal that
in due course will add to Marxism-Leninism-Mao Zedong Thought as an all-round
system, and will add to our confidence that socialism can mt only be won but can

be maintained amd huilt,

I want lastly to return to the comrade's style. Obviously I regret that he
has taken the position he has against the arguments in the circulated document,
for I do not believe we should spend an enorrmous amount of time struggling over
the details of the Chinese revolution, which the Chinese are in a better position
to sum up amd carry forward than we are. There is enough evidence to place funda-
mental support and confidence in the Chinese Party, amd we should be concentrating
instead mainly on the rewlutionary line for the British revolution.

But if in all sincerity he has to oppose the case argued in the circulated
documert, can he please improve the style in which he does s0? The present style
does little to clarify the issues and to draw lines of demarcation militantly but
scientifically., There is too much sarcasm in the article and too much of the style
of finishing off people with a single blow, There is also frankly what Mao called
striking a pose in order to impress. What is the purpose of bri nging up a quotatlon
by Mao Zedong from "On Contradiction” when the quotation has mthing to add in
connection with the word ("teeming") that the author of the critique took such
exception to? What is the purpose of bri nging up a quote by Engels on anmarchy of
production in a capitalist ecommy when the point made in the circulated document
was that there is in principle a danger of economic anarchy if decentralization



goes too far in. Ch:.na s socmhst economy" (A point. that the Chznese seem to be
vigilant about..) . :

'The comrade's readlness to suspect amd’ nose out rev1smnlsm in all sorts of
-Places rather than making a e¢lear-cut.criticism for what -he considers to be weakly
".formulated passages (amd inisome.cases probably aré) is'symptomatic of the influ-
eme -of the worst.:sorts of thinking of the cultural revolution. ‘The statement that
,"I am! convlnced that -if -the RCLB.accepts the comrade's statements’ as: correct
'theoretlcal Ppositions then we.would be in serious darger of changing the- class )
onentat:.on ‘of the. proletanat for the bourgeoisie oveér a period of t1me" 1s over= ‘
stal;ed to a.quite sectarian degree at an early stage of polemic.

el Y'es the struggle between 1deas in the party is ultimately a reflectlon of class
struggle within soc1ety. " But T would add that the main darger for us in practlce
eomes ‘not from the 1deology of the bourgeoisie but from the ideology of the petty~
bourgems:.e amd 1rn:elllgent31a, which has a large social base in our ranks,
Although rightist errors of reformism are the greater danger in the work:.ng class
movement as a whole, within the revolutionary ranks the irfluence of the petty-
bourge01s1e has made "left" opportunism the greater darger for the time being, I
beheve the critique illustrates this strongly.

- Ideologiecal struggle i.s not academic struggle. The concrete political situ-
?atlon demands- that we accept the respomsibility to give proletarian 1nternat10na1-
ist- support to the CPC and PRC, That does not mean abstract declarations of' support
in primciple amd scepticism in practlce. I call on comrades to take a concrete
stani on thlS questlon. S

May 1981,



VRe-Affirmatlon of the Fundamentals of Marx1sm is Essentlal at the Present
Tlme. T T . Ly .

It seens that once or tw1ce in every generatlon of Communists, a,
partlcularly acute struggle must be waged between Marxism and antieMarxist
trends drising within the communist ranks.. Bach time, . the:anti-Marxist
trends have caused -some damage; ‘yel in the. end, Marxism, .came: through and
demcmstrated its contlnulng vitality and revolutiomary force with nevw
successes, as when the Bolshéviks led the Russian proletariat in.the October
Revolution after fighting the Mensheviks in- the.RSDLP and international
rev181onlsm, or the CPC led the Chinese: Revolutlon to success after defeat-

ing right and left opportunist limes.. : : : .

Teday, “the imperialist order is in crisis; communists in the. Elrst‘and
‘Second World Bountries face both new problems and new opportunlties. But
the problems. they face in society at large and the opportunities: the
present situation offers for expanding communist influence and bulldzng
. revolutionary organization will be beyond them if they do not put their

own ranks in order and uphold Marxzsm—LenlnLSI-Mae Zedong Thought in
determining what they must do at the present time. Yet some organizations
internationally, notably the KPD and CP(M-L)US, have reacted to -the more
“testing conditiens which they face now by an. abandenment or. ‘serious
.questlanlng of basic principles of Marxism-Leninism. This has only made
thlngs worse, leading to their collapse or decline.

It is not a co~incidence that these problems have arisen in the M—L
movement ata time of imperialist crisis..Inimost developed countries, that
mmvement wis drmmn in large measure from the intelligentsia, and:had a weak
bage in the-warking class; it ‘was not deeply integrated inteo the struggles
of the masses in these struggles, and bhad not applied Maxxism-Leninism well
in the- speclfle condltlons in“éach country. The movement grew. during a
period gﬁ e%atlve stablllty in the imperialist order, but.now that has
énded, & & brcught about a crisis within the international communist move—
ment, Reflectlng their class position, quite a few of the: inteliectuals
‘have taken a’ defeatist attitude to the new problems, dblaming Marxlsm—Lenln-
-ism ﬁor -some basic parts of it} for the failure of their organizations to
moke: progress, when theé problem really lies with' their weakfiess in applying
Marxism=Leninism and with the genuine difficulties of the objective situa=~-
tion, These people ‘have locked for short-cuts to: soclallsm, and. for softer
options in-thé élass struggles It is notable that organizations such as the
Canadian WCP, ¢r the Norwegian AKP(M-L), which have held teo ML principles
~and made a determined effort, to bulld a base in the prcletarlat and ‘apply
Marxism—Lenlnlsm ‘ereatively to the*conditions of their countrles have not
dlﬂlntegrated, but have continued to grow in strength.

‘It should dbe emphasized that the problems theke have led to the disint-
egration of organizations such as KPD and crises in others have prlmarlly
been’ @nes of palltlcal line; organizatiomnal collapse fallawad political
5 degeneratlon. The lesson for us should be.that the. emphasis in the fight

we need t6 wage against liquida ﬁgnlst tendencies should. focus .on: the
’danger of - - * - <46 attacks or undermining of hasic. Marx1st-Len1n1st
priheiples and policies, zather than organizatlonal matters which are
extremely Impartant but éec@ndary.

Some conrades may. questlon ‘the view that the main reason for the crisis

in the M-L-movement at the present time is the 1mper1alist ‘crisis, and say
.that. questioning of developments in China is more 1mportant. That is a fac=

.. - tor, but the evidence from most other o§§anlzatlons and’ our own suggests

this is not the case. But where it is a actor, it surely’palnts to an
unhealthy. state -of affairs anyway; the main job of commmuniets everywhere is
tor make revolution in their own countries, and they should not be so polit-
ically dependent om any sister organization (even one as preséiglous as the
- CPC). or socialist country as to be thrown into deep confusion by what it
does at any time, This really speaks volumes, where it has been the major
influence in. meking < people lose faith in socialism and conviction
for Marxism-Leninism, about those. comrades lack of integration with the



class struggle in thelr own oountries. T.. I il

: Seme nay questlon whether what- has “been sald ‘about. adherlng to “the
the fundamentals: of Marxism-Leninism is not dogmatic. But that is av ‘word
‘that has lately . been much -nisused. It is dogmatlc to fail -to proceed from
maderial reality, but to try to make reality fit 1n,with analyses, etc,
-taken ready=-made .from Marxist clasgices; it is dogmatlc té mls-apply
‘speeifio Marxist policies, analyses, etc;to conditions. where they. plainly
do not ‘apply,. ar to make analogies between dlfferent s;tuetlons where the
anelogy'sxmply ‘does not-applys it is not dogmatic. t@:uphola Marxism-Lenznism
as a.tried and. tested guide for: tackllng the problems we face, nor is it
: .dognaticrto defend basic Marxist principles and policies whlch have been )
proved correct im theory and practice, . There i8 a world of dxfference
between dogmatlsm.and holdlng to Harx1sm-Len1nlsm.

lmperiallst Ccuntrxes~ Left ox: R%bpt Opportunlsm the Maln Danger° <

. ' Onece Stalln was. asked whether"left"or rlght Qppartunlsm was the more
dangereu5° he responded by'saylng that the more dangerous was the-cne

communists had stopped’ fighting agalnst. There is a lot of truth in this,
an& it should ‘be berne in mlnd at any tlme cne or. the other 1s targetted

for crltlclsm.

- Stillye speelfzc condltlens 1n different countries tend to feveur . the
emergence of:one or the other:as . the main opportunist trend overall. In
the imperialist couhtries,. partlcularly in Britain,; the main one. is Tight

~oppoxrtunism, ‘This. is because super-proefits from the oppressed countrles
¢nabled the monopoly capitalist class te buy over to its: servlce & tiny
upper stratum of thé working class-the labour arlstocracy,-and to concede
to the ‘mass.:6f the proletariat a few concessions (essentxally a. 1arger
amount; though mot necessarily a larger. proportlon}of the . value it produced), ’
.thus:creatingrboth -a soeial basis for right opportunisn, and some,materlal
grounds for illusions about. refornln capitalism into soclallsm.--;
: +This is not to.say left: opportunism poses no danger,tat tlmes in the
ﬁi past, it has .affected the British M-L-movement gquite seraouely. Thes is
- bevause ofvits social composition, it having been drawn largelyafrom the
cintelligentsiai. Thus, while-the main danger overall has- been rluht oppert-
unism, within. the M2L movement, there hawe been. tlmes (such as dur;ng the
. Rate '60 ss when:leftism has been the more dangerous. S%Lll, overell, in
" the conditions:in which we work, we -should see- rlghteoppcrtunlgm as; the
main. dneger strategieally, and retain this orientation even th@ugh we‘must

rebuff “leftlst" tenuencles from time to tlme.,; e Ay

Grasp Marxism-Lenlnlsm-Mao Zedonh_Thought as-a Bystem, Vphold 1ts Basxc
’ Prlnc;ples and Fundemental Llnes, end Inteﬁrate w1th the Preletarlat.

i+ We sheould strlve for an: all—round graep of Marx1sm-Lenlnlsm, in parti-
cular, we need to try.te- understand and use. the phllosophyaaﬁ dialettical
materialism. This is necessary if. we are to-master the Marxist. method of
analygis, F4-is For years,. idealism has . been ranpant in the ML movement'
in’ Britain; if the Leagué's 01d: line on Ireland wase socmel-chauvmnlst it
was:alsa idealist, in that it didn'# Tecognize the revolutlonaryﬁcharacter
of. the struggle going on against "our" imperialists in the c@untry next
door, We showld work to £grasp dlalectlcal materialism.as.a- foundation for
a good all-round grasp of Merx1sm; we must try to grasp MarXLSm-Lenlnlsm

. as a system in. order teo apply it and im the course of- applylng it.

o The basic, prlnclples and fundamental llnee worked owt in- the- internat~
lonal communlst movement over a long time must be upheld, These'were def- .
ended in the' early '60'3 by theChinese and other comrades when' the Yevis—
ionlsts attempted to overthrow and bury'them + The same questlons are coming
up agaln, ag well as some other old familiar ones upon Which: ‘the® communist
novement has already dellvereﬁ its verdlct. Tn oppositiom to thls trend,
1t should be affirmed: sk

**Revismonlsm is not Juat a word we use for people we don't llke, Ttevig-
1enlsm uses ‘the forms of Marxism, but ‘seéks to deprive Marxism of its rev-
elutionary éssence. It masquerades as Merx1sm, but is its deedly'enemy,
at the present time (im Britain) partly serving Soviet social-imperialism
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and partly British imperialism. Tactically, we should take advantage of
contradictions among the revisionists, but strategically, we must con-
tinue to treat revisionism as an eneny,
##Social~demoeracy. is not the lesser of two evils and the Rabour Party
is not a working olass party, but a bourgeois party (first and foremost,
by reason of its line). )
¥xx0pportunism’ is bourgeois politics and ideolegy within the working
clags and among working peoples, 1t does not represent a'middje: forcel
In dealing with partieular opportunist groups or individuals, we must
distinguish between the nost thoroughgoing opportunists and thdése who
have some redeeming featurcs, includihg ones whi vacillate.Between
correct and wromg positions, but our strategic orientation must be : -
towards a firu and persistent struggle agaimst opportunisi as the main
enemy within the working class, , o
*#**There is no peaceful road to socialism or to full national liberation,
The cebtral question of eovery revolution is that of political power; in
the capitalist countrics, the proletariat can only seize power by
suashing the bourgeois state with revolutiomary violence, and then
it nust naintain that power through the dictatorship of the proletariat,
The violence witlyy which Dritish inperialism has ropressed the Irish
people right up th.the present time and the way it has developed its
state machine as a morc cofficient, more powerful imstrument of repress-
ion can lcave no doubt that the Leninist view on the state and the need
for violent revolution fully applies to contemporary DBritain,
****The focus of the contradictions of imperialisn is in the oppressed
countries of the Third World, That is where the conditions are most
favourable for revolution, ThevThree Worlds Theory is fully in line
with this truth, L
#***The risc: of revisionisi to the dominant position in a comzuni st party
Leans the conversion of that party into a rceactionary, bourgeois party:
the risc of revisionism in a socialist country leads to the restoration
of capitalisn, The Soviet Union bacame an inperialist country following
the triuaph of re¥isionisn within it, It is not socialist imternally
and inperialist externally; its foreign policies are the direct outcome
and expression: of its inner corruption. Im this connection, it has to
be -« “rlelhiphasized=~inperialisi-is a stage.of ‘capitalisi, not a policy!
Towards the end of his life, Mao Zedong made some errors. of judgenment,
on important questions; in particular, though he correctly pointed out -
the need to continue the revolution imder the dictatorship of the pro=
letariatin order to prcvent the restoration of capitalisn, the cultural
revolution which he launched proved to be counter-productive in’ the
long térii so - . as realizing this objective was concerned, Howevér,
this does not mean that Mao .was not the most outstanding reévolutionary
of our tiie, nor should it lead us th negate Hag Zedong Thought, which
represents a further development of Marxisu-Leninism, .ds well as the
application‘of Marxisn<Leninism to Chinese conditions. Of particular
value to Dritish revolutionaries are three of Mao's theoretical conf- ?
ributions: his distinguishing between antagonistic and non~antagonistic
Contradictions, his views on the correct handling of contradictiong
auong the pecple,and the.,mass line. . ‘

Wle need to work to integrate with the proletariat, to re-educajc
ourselves and learn from its strengths. Our policies will be tested and
strengthened in our doing this, and our class character further trans-
forned, .Qur organization is still predominantly cortposed of conrades of
intellectual or petty bourgeoils origin; they have madey; amd will continue
to nake, ‘an important contribution to the ‘League,: but their origins :
will still nake their effects felt negatively, Wc not ohly need to build
up, the nass work which, in a snall way, is beginning to draw advanced
elements of the proletariat to us, but also need to build up a healthy
internalilifc which encourages the participation and developneitt of
working class coulrades. Then we may hope to build a proletarian party
which is a true vanguard of the ¥ - .ig class,

14/6/81,
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'TherIrieh Struggle, the CIB and the RCL.. -

1. “A'eeries of articles published in Marxist Leninist Quaterly, the .

theoretlcal Journal of the Communist Federation on Britain, in 1974
‘showed’ that there were two’ sharplv demarcated lines within that organ -
-ization concerning the nature of the struggle in Ireland andithe .
associated sol1dar1tv tasks of the British comunistse.. One line
argued that the Protestants of Northern Ireland had been ass1n11ated
into the’ Unlted Kingdom and that there was no material basis for the
ending of partition. That line identified the main and principal
content of the st uggle in the Six Counties as being the fight for
«01v11 rlghts. That same line also attacked the Provisional IRA on the:
grounds that: they were terrorists and that, as there was no national:
democratic revolution, their actions divided still further the peopﬂe

of “Northern Ireland®a

24 & second line weas -tht the strugvle in the Six Countles was an ..
integral part of an overall Irish natitnal democratic revolution. This
line argued that :the partition of Ireland was a device used by British
. impwrialism to halt and divide the Irish natic..al democratic
revolution and.to deepen the divisigns of the Irish people.

3. © Both lines.opposed the Provisional IRA. The natinnal llberatlon
school at that 'fime took the view that the Official IRA was a more
genuine natirdal liberatio; movement., Both these lines coexisted within
the .CFB(ML) which didi not practice democratic centralism, permlttzng
dlff erent 1oca1 groupu to inplement. thelr preferred linesa

'3.‘- The strugr e betwsen these two lines was effectlvely htlted at

the' time of thé formation of the RCLB. As a result of the struggle for

unity between the CUA .and the CFB(IML) several "'developments' were

made in the -line on Ireland. The postive side of things was that the

~manifesto of the new RCL stood for supporting the Irish national

democratic revolution and for re-uniting Ireland. A self-cri
~ticism was made for .the previ ous view that there was not'a
national democr- tic revolution.’ HoWever, this "self-criticism”
was. -not mede gystematically, nobt was it made in public.Then: caue
the negative- developments.. It was declared that the RCLB Would
build branches in the North of Ireland to help further the Irish
national liberation struggle. This was supported by the contention
that "one pa rty - one. state" was auarxist-Leninist principle",
Given the idealist atmcsphere prevailing in the League at that ti .me
this contention. was sufficient to 'silence or confuse most of the
eppesition to the new line. It wa s further argued that as pa rty
- builders; it was to be the RCL's responsibility to struggle against
opportunlsts in Northern Ireland. Foremost amongst these was named
the Provisional IRA, who were declared to be- "the foremost props ef
impe rialism within the Republican movement". This set the secne for
a twe-year perlod in which the RCLB vied with the bourge01sia in
the vehemence of 1ts denun01at10ns ‘of the Provisional IRA.

5. Durlng the struggle fer unity between the RCLaand the- CWM, the-
RCL line on Ireland was ‘the major line of demarcation. In general’ -
the CWM held a national liberation line, was opposed to building
of .a section .0f the British Communist Party in Northern Ireland,
and understdod the re-unification of Ireland as the strategic goal
of the present phase of the Irish natlonal democratic revolutlon._
The CWM also understood the significanceé of the Irish revolutiom
for the class struggle in Britain, a factor that was not grasped at
all by the RCLB. The struggle between the two organisations -on this



vquestlon stretched over a period of two years. The exchanges
were conducted in private, and on the RCL side, they were not
reported to the rank and file. or ‘to the Central Commlttee‘
in any systenatic fashion.:

6. At -the end of the strungle, the RCL surrendered its pos-
ition .on party building in' the six counties. All of the other
lines of demarcation remained blurred and confused. The Unity
Committee could not ddcide who constituted . the leadershlp of
the lrish revolutlon, wh t imprtance to'attach to partition
how to evaluate the Revublican movement, and what attitue to
take to the Loyalists. In fact, by now deep divisions existed
on these questions within as well as between both organisations.
At the Unity Congress of the new organisation, formed by the
‘amglgamation of the RCL and the CWM, the Unity Committee
presented a document which s .tempted to gloss over all these
contradictions. quite rightly, the founding Congress refused
to vote on this document and referred it back to the new
Central Committee. The Céntral Commlttee in turn referred it

hack to the Irish Commission.

7. It quickly became a pparent on the Irish Commission’ that

we were dealing with deep-rooted defferences, and that in .~
many- 1nstances, we had to argue ofer the ABC of Irish solidar-
1ty. Many of the lines of demarcation have been deep~g01ng. In
crltlclslng the minority position in this document we wish it
borne “in mind that many individuals in the Marxist-Leninist
Movement ha ve held reactionary.views on the Irish question.
This-is a result both of the impérialis.t ideology of. our own.
ruling clai ss and of those privileged sections which support it
and it is also a product of our extremely weak and dogmatic -
grasp of revolutionary. communism. Only a few have ‘any cause for
pride. However, the -past ten years in Ireland have been mrement-
ous. The struggle has been more deep rooted, had more widespread
effect and has achieved greater advances than at. any time since
“the - .- . :1... Irish.civil war. The Unionist monolith has
crumbled, the ruling classés in Britain a nd Irek nd are f orced
to take account of the Irish revolution, and the Republican
movemént; wi th mass support,  daily forges on its armed struggle
~aga1nst Brltlsh imperialis: m. As we write, the. hunger strikers
in H-block, with massive nationalist sup, ort in Ireland,” openly
defy the attempt of the British state to mame them as. .ecriminal.
It is under these circumstances that the Irish commission. calls
én ' .comradés to support the Irish national democratic revolution
and its republican leadership. In this view we will. attemgt to -
thoroughly criticise the minority point of view., - S

8¢ 'The Comm1551on, like .every other body of the League, has _
been short of resources. As well as having to pay attention to
other aspects of the internal life of the League, its members
have ‘a 1lso been engaged in practical solidarity work. On ‘the
whole-we ha ve been in a position to do very little new research
or investigation. Instead we have seen it.as our job to majke
clear the lines of demarcation on this question. This is the
firgtt-.ime it will have been done in the RCL. We have had six
meetings. We have studied the ISTP document ( and recommended
it as an official League publication with some 1mprovements),
and we. have studdéed the Unity Conference document}- as: well as
circulating some documents and articles a mongst ourselves- :
We mve voted a series of amendments to the Unity Conference
‘Document to bring it into line with the majority position. This
has been circulated and in the main our comments follow the

general la yout of that document.



'Is there a Revélution in Ireland? _

9. The minority line does not take -the view that the present -
struggle in Ireland is revolutionary.It was proposed that we
should delete the word 'revolutionary' from the first sentence
of ‘our resolution. Here is the proposed amendment: "to para I,a)
line I, Delete "revolutionary'. (ThHis confuses the present.’
concrete struggle, which is not in itgelf revoiutionary, with
the potential long-term struggle.)" This small deletion lies at
the very heart of the two-line struggle, and do we will con~—
sider the gquestion at some length. - R

" 10.. Exactly why is the present 'concrete struggle', not revol-
utionary? Because, we are told, the vresent fight in Northerm
Ireland is one for civil-rights. Becaxuse the people . there have
suposedly not moved beyond the conscigusne.s of:ihe struggle
for civil rights, and because there can be no revolutionary .
advance until a significant section of the one million’ .~ . "
Protestants have been either neutralised or won:over. Thus to
talk of revolution now is simply to build sandcastles in the :.
air. We are told that htis is a scientific. question. of.the
reh tive balance of forces.. To deal with these arguments, -~

-which ha ve been used many times, many times before, 1is toiget
"to -the foots of the struggle in Irela nd. ‘ ' .

II. The Northern Ireland state was created in I92I, but its
origins . go back further. Asiis well known the Protestant - .
community in Northern Irela nd is there as a result of the.

.English policy of plantation in the Seventeenth century. This
plantation, similar to those in Australia and North America,

....drove the natives off their land and replaced them ~_with - -
. seftlers. This difference between native and séttler was strongly
... acecentuated during the nineteenth century when Belfast ™ W,

" industrialised rapidly, . - its ship-building, linen and =
engineering industries operating as a practical adjunct of .~
British imperials. t expansion. The settler system was carried -
into industry. Protestants filled the skilled and semi-skilled
positions and Catholics the unskilled. The Protestant labour .
aristocracy in the North East of Ireland was considerably.
more highly paid than its English equivailent, and the unskilled
workers considerably more badly paid. The situation was thus
'more eguivalent to that'in South Africa than to the rest of the

United Kingdom. (With the possible exception of Gla sgow,
- where a.similar situation was reproduced with a strong,preacmr
inance of Catholic Irish in the lower stratum of the wrking
class.) _ : . ' .
12, .Throughout the greater part of Irela nd the rising Catholic
. petty bourgeoisie wished to break: the link with Britain and -
form an independent republic within which native capitalism -
could flourish. In t his they had the support of the Irish
%easantfy, groaning under the weight of rents and taxes. However,
he Protestant capitalists of the North East with their close
connections with British manufacturing and imperial trade were
opposed to any independence of Ireland. In toelr opposition
they wére supported by the Protestant workers who saw their
privileged position.could not be maintained if they were a
minority wi:thin an independen t Ireland. ‘ ' ‘
13. The Ulster 'Unionista' at first thought to oppose Hdme Rule
.altogether. Then, sceing the weight of the Irish nationalist-
movement, t hey tiiought that all Nine counties of Ulster could
be excluded from a Home Rule Ireland. In ths desire they had-
the support of the British Conservative Party, the British :
Army, and a la rge part of the Liberal Yarty. This was at a




time of profound political re-—-alignment in Britain when the
Conservative Party were prepared to wage civil war to topple the .
Liberlas. Their open support for Unionist war preparations in-
Ireland and the Curragh mutiny are instances of this. During the
First World War, and after the Easter Rising, Lloyd George, anxious
to pacify Ireland and open the way to conscription there, proposed
the partitioning off of the S5ix Counties and the passing of a Home
Rule Bill for the rest of Ireland. Now, the rebellion in:Ireland
intensified over the following years and the nationalist forces
won a Free State and eventually a Republic, in' considerable advamce
of a Home Rule settlemsnt; but the Six Counties were paritiioned.
off from the Free Sta tie. Thus in the North of Ireland,: the balange
of forces was in favour of the Umionists and they could build what
their first Pripme Minister proudly referred tocas , "A Protestamt

state for a Protestant people'.

1} The resulting partition was disastrous for the Irish peoplk.

The 26 Counties were conceded virtual constitutional independence,
but only ‘as an element :n a wid er scheme through which British '

im perisflism aimed to ensure the continued subservience of the Irish
economy to its needs., For the industrial areas of the North-East were.
still incoporated directly into the British imperialist state by means
of the institution of the Six-County State entity. While a EwmRXY-Six
County economy produced ships to sail the seas ruled by Britannia

and shirts for the backs of all wao sailed in them, the Twenty-8ix
Counties remained an agricultural backwater more helplessly dep
-endent "~ on the vagaries of the Bpitish impe rialist market for
agricultural goods than it had been even in the days of the great

famine of the 18L0s.

15, Only a unified Ireland held out the prospect of building an
integratec economy in which agriculture and industry could give
each other mutual support for their further development, instead

of each separately serving an gspect of British imperialism's needs.
Partition thus constituted the central cbstacle to the development
of the productive forces in Ireland and to the achievement of '
econonmic independence from British impe rialism.

16. In the North-East, in the Six County State, partition put a

state machine into the hands of the Orange/Unionist alliance,
guaranteeing that the privileges of the Protestant workers would
be reinforced at the empemse of the Catholics. Situated on the
periphery of the British manufacturing area, the Six Counties
experienced far mere acutely than the mainland the protragted
decline of British manufacturing during the inter-war period. ‘High
levels of unemployment made  sectarian mpethods of distribution
and patronage more important than ever. The prospe cts of building
unity betweenr Unionist and Nationalist workers became worse, not
better. This was exactly as envisaged by Connolly who peinted out
that so long as partition lasted no class unity would be possible
and that partit ion would therefore usher in "a carnival of

reaction®,.

17. Since that time, in both parts of Ireland, the struggle for
political and economic progress has been bound up with the st ruggee
against the partition system. The fundamental nature of the partition
gystem is that political'y it divides the people of Ireland, North
an d South, and in the North it is the only means of guaranteeing
the supremacy of the Unionist® bourgeoisie. It is is this fundamental
sense that the struggle against partition is revolutionary; it is a
_necessary and intrinsic part of the struggle against the

imperialist domination of Ireland.




18. Now we must see whether or not the present struggle in Ireland
constitutes an integral part of. the struggle agalnst partition and
the imperialist domlnatlon of Ireland; we must see whether or rot . 1t
is a revolutionary struggle . The present phase o “the struggle 1n
Ireland started. with 'a Catho ic demand in the Six‘Couwities for '
civil rights. Howevef, it soon became clear ' to the most oppressed.
sectionso of the ‘Catholic people in.the North that the struggle was

a national one. The immediate manlfestatlon of this was the.fact that
the civil rlghters wer bheaten back into their own ghettoes by the .
weight of the RUC, 'B' Specials and their Paisleyite supporters.

The Palsleyltes and the Unlonist rullng class knew that a cema nd:
for civik rights in an economical y declining sectarian statelet )
could onlz be met by taking privileges away from Protestants.
Sectaraian pr1v1lege and its defence was the raison d'etre. of the

Six County State. S0 the Paisleyites understood, even if some

Marxist Leninists did not, that the demand for civik rlghts was a
demand which challenged the existence of the Nortle ra t‘relamd

state, ie 8 national an d revolutionary demand.

19. Now, 1s 1t ‘true as the mlnorltj line says that the can501ous
-ness of the oppressed nationalist people is st 11l at the stage of
civil rights? Ovér the past ten years, the British government has
trled every conceivable piece of fake wreform.that their experienced
minds could dream up. At the end of that time the modgl Protestand -
worker is' still skilled, and the model Catholic worker unskllled
and every other—statlstlc and social index shows no 1mprovement 1n
the p031m.on of the nationalist population. Durlng ‘that ten: years
the Republican movement, with the su.port of the nationaisgt: sect—
ion of the people in the North and w1th considerable support in

the rest of Ireland, have overthrown Stormont, atomised the Unlonlst
Party and sustained ten years of armed struggle in the face of
Europe's most experienced "counter-insurgency" forces - the

British Army..Every famlly living in the ghettoes of Northern Ire
Ireland has suffered directly or at second hand, murder, torture,
1mprlsmnment. If the same struggle were to take place in Brltaln,
the cérresponding figures in 1978 would be (pro rata) over 4
milljon unemployed, 100,000 anti-imperialists in gaod, (150 of them
having been killed in gaol), 75,000 workers a year being tortured
ir police statlons and’ somé 500,000 homes raided and ransacked.
There would be one and a half mllllon troops working im working
class areas. Facedvv1th corresoondlng conditions, the nationalict
people are. étlll g1V1ng théer thel r su,port to the Republlcan moveme

movenment.”

20. The Republiman movement are fighting for a united Ireland, they
are directly oppesed to partition. And in the immediate context they .
are fighting.foi:the destriction of the Northern State. It is truwe, -
as the Republicans:themselves point out, that their have heen - -
weaknesses in thei# political wecrk that have gllowed the SDLP and-
other reformist-parties to maintain an electoral dominance. But,
despite that; what- is the situation? It is that the most oppressed,
sections of ‘the people are pursuing a struggle with revolutionary
consequences under the armed leadership of a revodutionary movement:
with a revolutionary programme against opponents whose main concern
is to stabilize and protect their own class rule. Is that not a

revolutionary struggle?




The rong; Revolution?

21. As far as the minority line is concerned; the foregoing
arguments fall on deaf ears. When forced to consider the. questlon
it concedes that there is a revolution to be made" in Ireland, but .
not the.‘one that.is going on now. Their argument is that the-
sectarian state cannot be hroken, and the road to Irlsh unlty
opened ug, unless and-until a signifiecant section of the one |
million” Protestants in the North East consemnt .to.it, Until that
happens, the present fight can be no more than a dlverslon and

a guarantee of further divisions. . Bl : 2

22. Thls is a line of argument w1th a 1ong, reactlonary and
counter revolutiona ry pedigree. Its most recent adherents-, have
been the.Official IRA (now known as Sinn Fein, the Workers

Party, . SFNP) a nd the revisionist Communlst Party of @reat-
Britain. -This line argues that the Reuubllcans must put away
their guns a nd unite with the Prot estants on 'bread and:

butter! issueés. Only when the Protestant wirker sees that the
Republlcans have his interests at heart will he be prepared to
consider a United Ireland. James Connolly opposed and exposed this.
line at ‘the turn+of the century in his polemie with Walkewr,

the Belfast socialist, describing it as "gas and water" socialism.
(The material of this polemic is avallable in the Cork reprimnts -

series. )

23, It . ig a false line of argument on three counts. Flrst of all
it is not materislist. The Protestant working .class ‘contains

a lrge privileged section who are tied to the Union because,
and only because, it protects their position vis a vis that

of the Catholics. At 'the 901nt at which the -Union appears
unreliable their 'Loyalism' guickly turns to naked sectarian’ _
separatism e la Paisley. If the nationalist people are to unite.
with the Loyalists when the Loyalists surrender thelr pr1v11eges,
then they will have to wait forever. In pre01se1y the same way,
if the black edvil- rights campaigners in the “outhern Unlted
Stuates had to tail their demands to thé consciousness of-the-.

- white majority they would . canel thel r.own progress.

24. Secondly, this Iine of argument taroets the wrong enemy.

It 1dea11st1cally places the responsibility for the continu-
ation of partition on .the Six County Protestants;, and 1gnores
that partition was devised by a sector of the British big:
‘bourgeoisie. .The existerece of the Northern Ireland state and its
‘aconomic and mllltary v1ab111ty is, in the final analysis, in
the hands of the British state. It is against the British state-
that the Republlcan movement directs its fire. Since the fall of -
Stormont, % he Government of Northern Ireland is in the hands - of
_the British state directly. When that British state is forced-

to give ground. and is compelled to allow for an all-Irish. settle—'
ment, - then. there will be the p0881b111ty of d1s1ntegrat1ng the; .
loyalist. 5t alliance; (in just the same way that ZANU {Patriotic
Front) could deal with the settlérs in Zimbabwe once it was.

clear they were the domlnant force). As that p0381b111ty - me
approaches, the 1oya11st allia nce is increasingly-'consolid-
ating under the leadershlp of its most reactionary elements.

To. glve up the struvgle now, - to surrender ground now; would

he t o expose the Cathollc conmunity to the worst sétbacks

‘and -pogroms 31nce the Twentles° let anyone who doubts that ¢con-
sult the hlstorlcal record, or read a few current loyallst

papers. . -
25. Thirdly, tnls llne of argunent conceals a fundamentally

revisionist view of the na tional question. In esserice, it puts
the Unionist cause .on a par with the Republ;can causes It

)



becomés 1ndlat1ngulshable from the view that the Protestants are a

na tion whose political :and economic. development depends on theil

their rlght to self-determination: This is not true. Fifty years

of day-by-day practicali historical experience ‘shows that a .
Protestant state is inseparable. from economic decline, political
reactlon, -open fascism and naked sectarianism. Leave aside all
arguments of wha t does or does not constitute a nation. The

fundamental Yarxist view of the national question is that the
revoluticnaries must do- all they can to sweep aside those

undemocratic .and reqctlonary obstacles that stand in the path off

the socialist revolution; that not for one minute than is historically

necessary. shall the suppression of one people by another st and

in the way of the question of the epoch - the socilaist revolution.

Now, what is the hlstorlcal evidence in ireland? That the quickest

and most economlcal Wway to opén the road for socialist revolutlon

is to confer natlonhood and thé ' right to self-determination on

the -shoulders of the Protestants of the North-East? Neo. Fifty years

of practical historical experience shows this to be a reactionary

dead end. The fight on an all-Irish basis for the democratic settlement
of the question is the only realistic and revolutlonqry alternative.

26, Confronted with these arguments and facts, the minority line
falls back on other diversions. We are told that now:is not the time
for armed offensive; that the struggle has to be put on an all-Ircland
footing, and so on., We shall come back to sme of these arguments later,
At this poinit it suffices to say that we do not call on revolutionaries
to be perfect, nor do we call on a people struggling for their freedom
to achieve it w1thout mistakes. Even if the present phase of .the -
struggle was to bring no pooltlve results in the forseeable. future-
eve n if ithe Republican movément were to renounce and denounce ;all their
present, tactics ( and we do not admit these at all as likely possiblité
-ties); it would still be right to give firm and resolute support to
the struggle of the most oppressed against their OpPressors, and to
give it the nane of a revolutlonarz struggsle,

27. There is a - v1tal general aspect to this question. . Marx and Engels
originally felt that colonialism was objectively progressive ( wile
always. denounc1ng its brutallty) becauseg of its development of the
productive for ces. he and Engels did qot live ‘to .see the rise of
imprialism as a world system, but they saw it taking shape in England
and this led them to reverse their oplnlon. They revised thelir previous
position on Treland.and sald quite openly that the British revolution
could only tiriumph subsequent to the.libération of !reland. They .becane
explicitly anti-colonialist and began to develop their analysis of
the corrupting effects of colonialism upon the metropolitan. working
class, -This view .was opposed by the early rivisionists such as
Hyndman and Bernstein who called for a "soc1allst colonial’ pollcy"
This revisinhist line has knocked around on the British left ever
since, today mm in the capable hands of the CPGB., One of - Lenin's -
greatest zontributions to the Marxist movement was to analyze imp-
erialism and its effects on the erklng class.s At the second congress
of Comintern, in 1920, he fought for the Thesés on the National ad
Colonial. Questlon ﬁnd.the policy that the proletarlat must support
national liberation movements, and build a revolutionary alllance
between the workers movement in the oppressor nations and the hatio nal
liberatien movements in the oppressec countlreb. Later that same year
in Baku this line:was dramatically put into effect in the Congress of
the Peoplées of the East which was organized by the Comintern and .
ubited Communists and revolutionary nationalists. Sum.ing up and
defending Lenin's contributions to - Marxism, Stalin pointed out that
even the struggle waged by the Emire of Afghanistan was revolutionary
in that it weakened and undermined imperialism: In the same passages



he exposed and denounced those so-called socialists in the Eurepean latm
labour movement who failed to support the liberation movements in the

eolonies.

28, The Sixth Congress of Comintern affirmed that the struggles in
South Africa and the struggles of the black peoples in the United
States were national questions, concerning the rights of people to
self-determination. The triumph of revisionism in both the United
States -and South Africa were closely tied to the victory of the line
that thc Black peoples struggles were nerely civil rlghts struggles!
In Mao's article, "On New Democracy", Lenin's and Stalin's anglyss -
is developed further and Mao explicitly states that in the era of
imperialism, the national liberation struggles are a component- part
of the world proletarian eocialist revolution., The attitude to adopt
to the ‘struggles of the oppresséd was a major factor in the anti-rev-
isionist struggle waged by the CPC in the early sixties. The CPSU
accused the CPC of sham revolutionism, , war-mongering, anti-white racim
racisn -and collaboratlon with reactionaries in what we now cal 1
the Third World - all because the CPC stood firm on the standpoint
of Lenin, Stalin and MaoZedong on the national and colonial questions,
Today, -the Thecry of the Three Worlds expliciti}y states that the
countries and people of the Third World are the main force in the
world revolution. This theory. states that because of repeated splits
in the workers movenents in the Pirst and Second worlds théy can only
remain at the stage of regrouping and accumulating strength for some
time; it openly calls on the Third World to exercise its leading role
even more vigorously. This thesis is argued within the tradition of
revolutionary com:unist. theory.

28a, Within {reland this two-line struggle in the world revolutionary
movement is reflected in two traditions; one stretches from Connolly
through to the Provisionals and the othér stretches from William
Walker's "Gas and Water" socialism through to the. "Better Life for A11"
campaign, the SFWP and evebn sections of the UVFeg g
S8imilarly. in Azania it is the PAC and the BCM that bave picked up the
revolutionary natio al banner raised by the Comintern in 1928 of the

Black Republic, that has been discarded by the SACP. The history of the
strugple between Marxism Leninism and revisionism hes—thus been bound up
with the struggle between those who understand clearly and resolutely
affirmed the revolutiouary nature of thé national question andcthose who
sought to deny it.

28b. Here we ‘arc, in the heartlandof o broken down old empire in a
revolutisnary novement that has yet to take its first Xzu steps. And
when the oppressed people rise up in the oldest British colony and demond
the overthrow of the system that. oppresses them, whatxdmxkhzgxkezx® are
they to hear? That it is all just a questiun of civil rights? Absolutely
note We must give the fullest possible support to their revoluticnary
struggle. As we shall see, that support is not just the expression of
fine sentiments or a mosterly grasp of revolutionary theory, but an
absolue necessity for our own further advance, .
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The Irish'ﬁ“vo}utionq tne Struggle in the. World and the’ Struggle
in Brltuln(Relaulnﬂ to para 1 amended UC resolution)

29. The - oppression of . the Trigh peovle By the British ruiling class
dates back to, the 11th century and’ since the invdsions of '
Elizabeth 18t has involved ‘the entire Irish nation. For the past
two hundred years there has not been a single Irish generation

in which therée nohas not Leen a n armed uprising against British -
-rule, At various tines tre. 3'3uleh ruling class has benefitted
from its mastery. of Ireland *n defferent ways. Unequal exchange,
rent, tithes, taxes, formed co nsciiption, settlement, strategic
gain. Located on the bacikxdoor of British imperialism and tied

to it by a fthousand and ong uﬂreuduy the political stability .

.and. reliability of Irisl political 1ife is a matter of cardlnal
importance. to the Britinsh ruling class. Ireland also remains an

important market Tor Britcin. The Iris sh stru ggle is thus a.

component part of the WﬂWwalde strugele against colonlallsm

and 1mperlallemp
30, The otnl *01- in Imns 1
two su perpowers and Lo L

n& alao bas a bearlng on the N

ca arly Soviet social 1mper1allsm. " The
unéqual and oppre381ve- vl ations between Britain and Ireland
and th e consequent divisions which ex ist within that Ireland,.
constitute Dre01se17 those 'troubled waters' that social
imperialism looks for when plotting further advances. In seeking
to further the fight : ngnsu hegenonism we must unite with the
desire of the Irish 3eop e for a united, free and independen §
Ireland. If Irish revolutionaries have the faintest doubts
concerning the soliddrity of the British revolutionaries (and
they do), there is the wedge for social imperialism.

31, Im the. past-the Trish revolution has heen a great source of
support for’ Brl,lsh revoluulonqmeuo ”h*S'ha s been so inm at
least two.Wways. Firstly, the Irish

our own ma in ener:_y° n ygle‘geperaulony weth the deepenlng of the
world imperialist crisis, it is obvious that the 'IZrish problem'
is once again a running Toxe in the side of our rulers, causing
division amongst them: It costs the British exchequer Sp L POX~
imately one billion pounds mer year wo omnitrol Northern Ireland
It weakens the credibillty of the British bourgeoisie all around
the W@rld.-It.leuan open secrat that at le ast one section eof the
bourgeoisi e wishes to vi thdraw from Irela nd.

32, There is a second s enge in wiich the Irish revolution is a
source of support for the British revolutiond In the past the
periods of the most intense claso struggle in Britain have
coincided with the most for-ceful entwy of the Irish question onto
onto the British political ccena, The activities of many prominent
revolutionaries have spanned both cuntries (the Cha rtist leader
Feargus O'Conunior and the greatv s ocialist James Connolly, to name
but two examples.) How, at present, the revolutionary forces in
Britain are pitifully weak. wWe have .ha d a sectarian style of
w rk and weak links with the mass movements that exist. A
sectarian style of work thaw manifests itseld in a superior
attitude to the revolutiona ry movements of the oppressed has been
fed by the minozity line on lreland. The oppressed national
minorities in this country contaim literzlily hundreds and thousands
of individuals with an unce rstanding of the imperialist and
oppressive nature of our ruling class. Many of them have
experiencedof strugsle against it, either here or in the r home
country. The Irish people i1 this country stand in the ranks of
the doubly oppressed., If we free ourselves from chauvinism, and
are genuinely willing +o learn, then we can indeed link up with
an importan t reservoir of opgposition to our own ruling class.



The minority line cla ims that we overrate this factor. We say
that at this stage of party-building it is scarcely possible
to over-estimate it.

33. 1If we:ichose the opposite course, 1f we wish to Pemain a
smalil gect- with -pure reservatlons about the Irish stmggle
then it Wild be true, as the mdnorlty ‘lirie eclaims, :that we )
'overestimate' the importince of the-Irish revolution. There -
will glso. e ino- question of . us playing any role other than

a counmer-revolutronary one ln aly Brltlsh revolutlon.mv, i%

3. Im fact, thls questlon of the relatlve strateglo Welght to
place. on the Iridi revolution.within the context of the British -
revolution. has been & line - of demarcati.on between the maJorlty o
and the minority: %¥he minority line ( and this has been RCL X
pelicy. ) has repeatedly laid emphasis on the fact " that we must be
prepared for the possibility that the socialist revolution may.
triumph in brltaln before the lrish win their freedom. Now
revolutlnnarles must indeed be prepared for every eventuality.

But .let ug thlnk carelully. We.-live in a decayed imperialist country
1_1n which .the mass of peopPe, including the working .class, are riddled
~ with racisn and great—natlon chauvinism. So long as these

4;-pre3udloes fare not overcome .the-masses will be tied to theé

racist and. chauv1nlst Labour and Conservative Parties. What klnd

of "revolution" can we have without these prejudices belng T
overcome? Will not the-liberation of Ireland be a necessary step

in the fight against that racism and chauvinasm? Won't thit be a -
neoeosary step on the road to socialism in Britain? The mlnorlty
line falls into’ the ‘revisionist oos1tlon of ignoring the .
revolutionary 81gn1flcanoe of the struuglec of the oppressed

and therefore sees ilaperialist influence on the worklng class as
either insignificant or unimportant. It is an essentlally

chauvinist viewpoint.

. The ,B.re,s,éilt' Situation in Ireland

A ThlS ‘section relates mainly to ‘paragraphs 3 & 4 of the ammended
resolution. Most of the ground in para 2 has been dealt Wlth in
_the flrst section of this article.)

35. In the past twenty years- -the Irlsh situation has undergone

some s1gn1flcant changes that we have not ana lysed as yet.

36. Flrstly, the relatlonshlp betweon the Republlc of Ireland and

Britain. Until the late- 1960s Eire was primarily an agricultural -
country. It exchanged its primary produce for British coal and e
manafactured goods and was almost totally dependent on the U.K. o
Under progressive Fianna Fail administrations . it made some limit ed -
progress -building up a small protected manafacturing sector— -
behind a tralff wall, However, the economy foundered ax'd in
the early 1960s the Irish bourgeoisie dismantled the tariff wall
and allowed in forelgn investment. An inflow of capital cam& fr om
Britaih at first, but then in increasingly large amounts- from
Europe, Japan and -the United Sa tes; This investment has had
dramatic effects, The industrial ‘sector expanded. rapidly and has
overtaken+ the agrlcultural sector in volume of exports.Ireland 8
economic dependence: on Biitain has been 51gn1floantly weakened
by this, and this has been reflected and reinforced by Irish
nwmbemshrp of the EEC. On the other hand the Southern Irish
economy ha s become more closely tied to the world economy as
successive governments have ma de concesgions to multinational
companies, along thé same lines as ' many Third World governments.
All this has been reflected in ful’ Irish pa rt1c1patlon in the
present world recession., In return for the closed coeperatlon with

o
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Bri%éimfimpliedﬁby*fhaféisméﬁtling of tariffs, the then Irish
premier, Sean Lemass, made overtures to London for some imprcdvement
in the coéndition of: the nationalist population in Northe rn Ireland.

Zf. Secondly, in the Six Counties, the decline of local industry
whs offeet by inviting in foreign mcnopoly capital. Being a

part of the United Kingdom,.this meant relying heavily on the .
planning apparatus of the British state, and this in turn meant that
the Rawek devolved system of local government in the Six Counties

was to some extent undermined. This system of develved government

was crucial for the dispensatiori.of patronage in ghe Orange/ '
Unionist system. This disruption ‘led to Protesta ntcworking class
suspicions - of their mnew leader,. Terence M Neill, who presided orer
the process. The contract between the Protestant warking class

an & the Unionist bourgeoisie :was threatened and this destabilized
the Stormont regime. O'Neill was t:ying te present a'modernizing '

and 'progressive' image to monopoly capital and 'to the British state,
and he made a number of conciliatory statements about. the. position o
the Catholic peeople in the Six Counties. This further enraged frotestant
opinion, despite the fact that he did nothing at all to improve.

the conditions of the nationalist populatinn, :

38, It wa s in this conjuncture that the Civil Rights Movere 1t
appeared in the Six Counties. The British Government shaed themselves
more prepared to make cosmetic reform._in. the :8ix Counties than ™~
were the local bourgeoisie who were closely tied to their local
sectarian base of support.Such cosmetic reforms did nothing to
improved the actual conditions of the nationalist peopX, but they
further undermined the power-bsse of the Unionist bourgeosisie
whose political leadership was supplanted by Paisley and his
petty bourgeoise "loyalist" alliance. Thus “the _ritish state now rules
directly in the Six Counties and the British Army is the main
military instrument for the suppression of the nationalist minority.

39. These are some ‘of the feature underlying the crisis of British
rule in Ireland. . It is ohyious that we need a better understanding
of the mo@ern economics of partitioh. However, one thing is '
apparent. Theigartition spistem remains the most reiiable instrunert
of British rule in Ireland.-An argument. frequently deployed in

the left press is that the invasion. of momopoly capital in Ireland
led to a demand on the part of: monopoly. capitalisgts or financiers
for the disméhtlingfof-the‘partition,ﬁystém.?Thefefis no evidence
for this. Capital is able tc -move freely throughout the two. stdies.
and almost certainly - benefits.from.competition between them.It may
be the case that.at the time of the  Sunningdale agreement some
sections of . thé British ruling class wer prepared i contemplate

a United Ireland.. However; they were By no means a dominat trend

and even the sliglhitest sugsestion of a move in“that direction
vanished completely at the first signs of Protesta nt protest. In fact
even the cosmetic concept of i"power-sharing" was dropped in the face
of loyalist resistance. - Since that time, the British bourgeoisie has
spent ten years USinglevery1trickpinathe'imperialistrbook'towcrqsq,
cowe ,.'sWwindle or -cajole.the nationaliist. people into submission. .

40, The minority line disputes the importance of partition. They
maintain that the passing of the years has lessened its centrality

and that the main questions are civil rights in the North and ,
independence for the whole of Ireland; reunification is very low

on their agenda. They will not grasp that Partition is still the

key to British control of Ireland,The British ruling class cannot

devise a better way of maintaining their class hegemony in Irelands

The Irish revolutionaries recognize this and so must we if our solidarity



is to be based 'on’ reallty. THat 1s why We agree with the. Irish.
revolutlo aries that the Present ‘phase of the struggle hlnges on the
dcstructlon o the partltlon systemu In our solidarity work, this

should be carefully explalned.j”

L1, However, 1n the past the ”eague has nos wanted.to put much emph
-asis on the quest;on of partltlon because it was held that: to do

so would bé divigive ( ). But it is oppos1tlon to the partxﬁﬁcn
system that unites republlcans. Although it was never.clearly spelled -
out, the ideg  behind this line was that the Protestants cannot be

won over 1if epublicans or their supperted mention pastitior.

Thls line ofTargument thinks it 1is best. to win the friendship of -~ ~ .
the . Jr’r'otestand: peoplé: first and only later raise vhe question of a.
unlted.Ireland. This 1s.the height, the wvery pinnav&le, of ddealism.:
The very first thing any Protestant wishes to know concerning a .-
political party. or programme is " where they stand on the border",

So both loyallsts and republlcans are united on what the central ¢
issue is in Irish politics, The Provzslonsal Sinn “ein have bent -

over backwards in making co ncessions to the . rotésta nts, proposing
a four province federal structure for Ireland which would give them
considerable local autonony.But in the meantime the Republicans
understand, qulte s well as an Urangeran y the futility of pretending

the war is about anything other than partition.

Should we Suoport'the Republican Movement?

42. Should we support the Republlcan movement? The failure to deal
‘stralghtforwardly w1th this question in the. inital unity resolution

was a glarlng one coverlng up sharply opposed points of view. In the
conEn ts ‘that follgw our remarks deal exclusively with the Provisional
Sinn ‘Fein and the ~ rovisional IRA, the foixces which have been the fo cus
of centention within the RCL. We think that the Republlcan movemant as
a whole,’ deflnltely 1nclud1ng the IRSP and INLA, .should ‘be given. .-
support but our work and investigation so far has centered malnly on
the, rov151onal section o the Republlcan movement whic¢h has .- .
undoubtedly played the main and leading role in the struggle  over the

past ten years .,

L3, The point of view most fundamentally opposed to. the present.
pagorlty line on the Commission is. the one which states that the
rovisionals are a: group o isolated terrorists with no mass: base.

In the past this point of view-has informed a mumber of articlesiin
our newspaper, Class Strugole..For quite a . long: timesClass :Struggle
pointed. to imaginary parallels bet ween the rovisional: IRA e a: the
Baader ‘Méinhof gang in West: Germaly. The stupidity:and absurdity: of
this parallel indicates the. lengths to which the League was prepared:

to og to blacken ‘the Prov1s1onal IRA.

hu._It is of course a fundamentally false .point of VleW. The Prov151 onal
IRA as an organ ization is just over ten yvears olds Durlng their
entire life it has carried on armed confrontation with the British.
state and its allies in Ireland. During that ten years the “ritish
stet e has directed systematic torture, surveillance,: terrorlsm, ‘mass
1mpr1sonment, infiltration and intimidation against the nationalist.
population in the Six Countles. ‘They have also tried fake or partlal
reforms, bribes and political deals of all klnds. :The £RA are still
there. Tens of thousands.of people turn out on the streets to: support
thems The campaigns in support of the ‘hunger strikers and politlcal
prisoners in H Block and Armagh prisons show that & ese prlsoners
are supported by the nationalis*® population as thélr finest sons and
daughte rs. A blind man can see the Provisi nals have a mass base.At
the time of writing new confirmation of this fact arrives every day.

n:ﬁ.'



L5, Have the Provisionals made mistakes over the past ten years? Yes,. of.
course the have,_(Althougb probably not as many as the British Marxist
Leninists!) They say so themselves. Some of their earlier bombings did -
not allow sufficiently for the difficulty of conveyiny warnings. They
have learned only. lately the value of uniting.all who can be united in
the course of genuine and systematic stfuggle against the. -main enemyc
Only recently have they begun to intérvene in the labour movement in the
Twenty Six -Counties. Every legson they learn is learned under fire and.
is paid for- with blood. They are not able to discuss things calmly in
political educatiow: - classes in porlods of relative political stability.
The question Whlch Marxist Leninists and all revolutionaries should ask
is, "Do these fighters repreSent the most oppressed people.and are -they
striking at their enemles9" If the answer is yes, then we are duty-bound

to extend support.

6. Faced w1th the dlfllculty that the Prov1s1onals have a mass base, the-
opponents of‘solluarlty fall back on another iine of attack. The Provi-
sional Republican movement /Is not marxist, it is petty bourgeoise. Their’
programme doesS not call for. real s001a11sm but for collectivism, And s0
on. Only genuine Marxist rcvolutlonalres can see the national liberation.
movement through to the end, So how can we supvort these people? This may
seer like a sct of 1nsuperable obstacles, and so it is, as long ‘as we. are
guided by a set of sterile recipes and trotskyist formulae. Fortunately,
genuine, living Marxism does not see matters in this way. The present
stage of the revolution in Ireland is national democratic. Progress lies
in the expulsion of imperialism and the re-unification of the country. We
evaluate political organizations according to the vigour w1th which they
pursue these objectives, Of course we t:iink that a Marxist Leninist orga-
nisation with 'a mass base and a New Democratic programme would be a Tine
thlng. In fact it would be a fine thing if the world was stuffed full of
'correct' organizations. Unfortunately it is not. The world is stuffed
full oef sulferln“ humanity who, time after time, take up arms aoalnst thed
oppressors and learn revolutionary politics the only way, the hard way.
Where the task is socialist revolution we look for communists. That is
not so difficult to understand. The fundamental principle here is that we
support the actual living movement that is taking place: not the imaginary

one of our ideal de81res.

47. In fact, the RCL has understood that principle quite well for a long
time. We do not ask the Afghan fighters to be :socialists. We do not ‘throw
up our hands in horror when our Kampuchean comrades say that soc1qllsm
is not now on the agenda. We did not ask the Immam Khomeini to be a good
SUElullSt. So why then do we apply different criteria on our back door?

4L8. The answer is that is 'is on ‘our back door. We live in an imperialist -
country where the ‘grcat mass of people, includinz the working lclass, are
inculcated with imperialist and racist ideology, and where the upper
strate of - the worklnU class and substantial sections of the intelligensia
benefit from imperialist supcrproflts, It can be a sticky businecss trying’
to det a hearing amongst the British working class if your support the
Irish strucgle. This is made espe01ally difficult .if the IRA bring the war
to Britain. And it is made doubly difficult if either as a result of cer-~
tain strategic or tactical conceptions, mistakes in work, activities of
splinter groups or the work of Britigh agents provocatours, British workcrs

are kllled on the mainland,’

L9, However, solidarity with' the Republican struggle means recogniti on of -
their right to bring the war to the British rullng class on its own terri~
tory. And .the Brltlsh working class will not be brough forward to socialid
consciousness if its self-appointed cducators are frightened to point out
that the aggressors in’ the Irisi. war a re the British ruling class and
that it is to their advantage if their ruling class is attacked.
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50. The strategy and tactics of the Irish National -liberation struggle
can and will ohly be decided by the Irish liberation fighters themselves.

51, Tradltlons of 1nd1v1dua1 terrorism as an expression of-anti=colconial
resistance are deep rooted in countries. whlch are colonized. Communlsts
engazed in. natlonal Iiteration struggles face the task of developing this
spontaneous form ‘of rebellion irnito more effective and organized forms of
mass struggle and people s war. In doing this, they have drawn on the
rich ideological -heritdge of Marxism-Leninism.

52..Progress in the adoption of the tactlcs of people's war by a national
liberation struggle has the by-product of making it more stralghtforward
politically and ideologically to build 1nternat10nallst solicdarity for .
that struggle in other countries. However, there is no way in which a
solidarity movement, least of all one in the oppressing country itself,
can intervene directly to hasten this progress in the liberation struvgle.
Much as some of those engaged in solidarity work might wish it were
possiblel For such political and ideological struggles can only be con-
ducted in accordance with the objective laws governing the revolution in
the country concerned - laws which can only be grasped by integrating
theory with the practive of revoliution in that country,

63. In Ireland there is a centrues-old tradition of individual terrorism
as an expression of resistance to British rule. This tradition has been
inherited by the republican movement. The main republican organizations
still rely to a certain extent u.on the spectacular acts characteristic
of that tradition. Comrades in BPltaln frequently face political and .
ideological problems in promoting Ireland solidarity as a result of some
of these actions - problems which have been particularly secvere in cases
where such actions have taken place in Britian and have injured or kilkd
workers. However, we should not allow this fact to tempt our organization
into trying to conduct facile beginners courses in Marxism-Leninism for
Irish republican organizations. To.do this could only assocliate the name
of 'Marxism-Leninism' with the chauv1nlst chorus of British imperialism,
and would be doubly conteuptible in view of. the extremely limited acti~
vity so far undertaken by British Marxist-Leninist organizations regard-
ing Irish solidarity. The struggle for the hegemony of pnoletarlan poli-
tics and ideology in the Irish revolution is the task of Irish revolu- .
tionaries, just as the progressive abandonment of aircraft hlgacklngs by
Palestine liberation orzanizations was the fruit of their own polltlcal
development, not of the advice of outsiders.

5L.. Nor should we be blind to the fact that within the traditions and
gurrent practive of Republicanism there is also a deep and strong trend
Bf mass struggle - a trend wihich is coming 1ncrea31nvly to the fore,

EP. So let it be recognized that the people who have the right and tne
duty to decide their military tactics are the Republicans themselves.’
They debate.and discuss their campaign as it develops and they have shown
themselves prepared to face up to their weaknesses and admit their mis-
takes, Even if the present campaign should turn out to be a failure, we
would still be right to extend our support and solidarity to the Provi-
sional REpublican movement. For long years the Chinese Communist Party
persisted in the line of armed uprising in the towns before they developed

the strategy of using the countryside to encircle the towns. This stra-
‘tegy was developed at the cost of the lives of countless xkrm thousands
of revolutionary martyrs. Would anyone suggest that they -should not have
been glven support untll they had a correct line? Of course not.

'56 The mlnorlty line take.the view that the Republlcans should stlck
Purely to defensive use of arms, presumably meanlng they should -stick to
defending the ghettoes in’the Six:counties. It 1i¢:4i ficult to comment on



military stwategy as we have no expérience of ik However, we offer these
considerations. The present Provisional campaign is designed precisely

to reach outside the ghettoes in order to inflict damage on the British
state and its allies. They have had some. success 1n this. They have re-
tained their mass base . in the North, they are the fourth largest party’
in-the Republic and they have forced the- Southern Premler, Houghey to -
say that reunification is the central issue in Irish. polltlca. The
British Government have spent a fruitless tcn years. trylng to crush re-
sistance in the North and is forced to deal with the question politicallye
The armed campaign has therefore achieved some gains. (Also offensive. and
defensive strategies are not exclusive - for cxanyle, the early kakm bomb
blitz in Belfast had a strong defensive aspect in that it took the heat
off the ghettoes and allowéd time for reorganizgation. Thls was true
despite the mistakes ma de and the heavy cost paid.)

.57, In a revelution the enemy starts off strong and the rcvolutlonarles
are weak. All rcund thé world wherever the state: is challenged it arms
itself tb the teeth. The revolutionaries inside a country must decide
the correct strategy and tactics at any particular time, but it is cer-
tainly not the job of revolutionaries in another country to look with
hdrror at the strength of the state and start crying for a halt. But:
wiat, there is a special conisderation. It is the British state that is
arming itself to. the teeth, it is the British army that has learned
counter-insurgency, it is the British police that is learning fascist

methods. This affects us.

58, The minority line return in this context to the qpestlon of ‘the .
balance of forces. In mainland Britian the revolutionaries face a bad
situaticn. The ruling class is making partly successiul attcmpts

to divide .the people on racist lines and is condoning the growth of
old-style. fascist organlzatlons° All around us democratic rlvhts are. being
eroded. Theworking class is still mainly tied to reformism. We are very
weak. As the British ‘crisis intensifies the rulin;, class faces opposition
at its weakest points, Ireland and the national ﬂlnorltlcs° What shall

we do? Or shall we get on and orbanlze all the support we can for the
most oppressed, unite firmly with them to resist further attacks and
start to plan our way forward? The Irish war will not go away. We cannot
pernit ourselves the poiunt of view that uniting with the most oppressed
is a fine and condescendingz tning for us, to do. As the crisis deepens
the ruling class will attack its enemies. If we have any intention of -
staying in the EXXK fight we must unite firmly with those who know how

to struggle. Of course we can 1gnorc them and no doubt the ruling class
will leave us alone to do more ' rty building'. That will be fine, so
long as w es top pretendinz to We revolutionaries. -

59. We thus call for support for and solidafity with the Republican
movement. _ .

[ L

60. Solidarity and the Protestants of the Six Counties.

We have laid emphasis in this article on the: material position of the
Protestant community in the Siz Counties. In every section of social

and political-life, the Proestant worker is in a strongly. privileged
postion relative to his Catholic counterpart. This position he holds and
retains by virtuec of the existence of the Six County State and its
British backlng. This is the material basis of the class alllance -

hetw een the Protestant worker and the lacal bourge01sie, and between
them both and the hrltlsh imgrialist bourgeoisie . It is the lasb also
of the- anti-Irish racism and sectarianism that runs through loyalist

politics,
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61 This state machine, located as it is in a declining backwater of a k&
bankrupt and 1argely dismembe red empirh, requires the constant and active
support of the “ritish state. This has always te en true but never mare

so than now when the local bourgeoisie is either bankrupted or is wholly
dependent on British or other monopoly fiiance. There are no more local
linen barons who would be prepared or able to equip a local U.V.F.. In
this situation, each and every policeman and pol%cewoman, gaoler, judge,
soldier and spy is paid for and equipped by the "ritish exchequer. 5o
are all the roads, railways and fa ctorlies in Northern Ireland. The entire
imfrastructure of the sectarian stat e is financed on a ma ssive scale by
R by British imgrialism. Without that massive subsidy, the Pro testnt
community would have to reach an accomodation with their fellow

Irishmen.

62, Once we understan 4 this question we can understand our solidarity
tasks in this country. Our main aim is to oppose British support for
the Six County Stat e. So long as that state machine exlsts it is highly
unlikely that the Proestant community will, in any numbers, take up

a nationalist or even a neutral stand; no more than did the settlers in
Zimbab: we. Thus our best contribution to the unity of the trish people,
and therefore to the Protestant of the Six Counties, is oppostion to
partition. We do no service to the Protestant working class by
supporting Unionist or loyalist demands for the retention of pa rtition.
The minority line, wh ich d:mands that the struggle tails behind the
consciousness of the Protestant worker, only supports further divisions
and greater sectar ianism. If the Republican movement can find ways

and ne ans of neutralizing or winning over sections o the Protestant
people, then so much the better. However, the minority line mixes idealish

" with arrogance in attempting to make this a condition for supporting

the struggle in Ireland. As it happens, the epublican ,ovement includes

© in its programme pro posals far a Federal fo ur-county ireland which would
. give the rotestants of Ulster a large degree of aubonomy in “reland.

' It is ironic that for their pains th ey have heen criticized by some on

~ the left fo r la ck of determination in fighting the “range forces.

% % * ¥ =
63, We therefore cal} for full and thoroughgoing solidarity with the

Republican forces in Ireland., This article has attempted to explain
and develop the main lines of demarcation that have existed in the RCLB

. for a long time, This has not been done from a neutral position. The
" minority line will reply to this article and there will be every opportuniy

for comrades and friends to fully discuss the question.

TROOPS OUT NOW!
SELF?DETERMINATION FOR TH E IRISH PEOPLE AS A WHOLE.

JB June 1984



