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The C.F.B. (M-L) is an organisation of Communists whose

No such party exists. The historical contradictions leading
to the split in the international Communist movement in the early
1960's have not yet been resolved apgd the lessons applied to the
actual conditions existing generally in Western Europe. Without
this being done there will be no guiding politicaj line and pro-
gramme and no unity within the Marxist-~Leninist movement.

The C.F.B. (M-L) is comprised of groups of Marxist-Leninists

who have been working together since 1967 to aid in this vital task

of forming a party. It has consistently worked to achieve this
goal by combining’ two forms of political work.,

FIRSTLY: We study the main problems facing the British people
and the world revolutionary movement, applying the scientific
socialist method developed by Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin and

SECONDLY : We engage in immediate struggles on the main issues
of exploitation and oppression. ’

Our hasic policy decument is "The Marxist-Leninist Movement
in Britain; Origins and Perspectives" published in 1969. Readers

wanting to know more about our policy and political work should
contact their local group or the Secretary of the C.F.B.

Signed articles in M.L.Q. do no Necessarily represent the
Political l1ine of the C.F.B. (M-L) )
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...+ VOTE.LARQUR.,IS TAILISM

. CRITICISM OF~THE-NATIONAL CaF.By: g -
RESOLUTION: ON- THE. GENERAL~EZECTION WHICH WAS
PASSED.ON ISTHSEPT.: 1974, - =

In S@ptember»IQ74w;the+£6llgmingmxeseiution;w%é passed.
(Paragraphs;are-letﬁemed“Aa§@ﬁE?farﬁ3hSéféfﬁreference.)

ﬂThefmaih-pufpose¢efﬂ0urye&ee£ioﬁ&ﬂ@mpaigﬁf”hOUId be to

A demonstrateﬁthéaessen£ia%iyﬁcvé@%ﬁaﬁﬁ?coyefté%eﬁrgeois nature
of‘the~ToryvandWiabbur%parwieé&respettivé1nya5edVbh’exposf
ing their respective records. . i

At the-samertimerwefshouidupoingxepi:thertacticaiﬁadvantages
of a Labour-Goverament. in 10745 vt ' Ly -

& In:office-especial&y'in?the*growihg*Werd“capitglist:
- crisis-its“working=class Supportersiwddlimost easily. be.
C. raided :to dic,spelrany'iﬂus*—iens,u’remaining..abguﬂt-,l@bo'ur,'_s&.,m3
© abdility to carry*out;Sociaiist:pbiiéies;g;Iﬁyalsp Providgs
opportunities to combat reformist-iiltusi

onst generally. .,
2,;_Because,Labour.hasnbeen~forcedrt9*accede“to certain

y pfﬁgresgive demandsrof-thefiabaua#moveméﬁir%elatinglto

D .tréde;unidhflegisiaﬁjon;;statut'i?“wageﬁﬂﬁbliéY5 the'

:nébggning‘0f~the:qUestien“offthé?ﬁﬁe;ﬂan@-deVeloping'.

pppbggtion‘tqjprivateﬂaxmieszefgthe&U}ﬁ%&?fightﬁ?? 4
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2Eeérthese3rea§ons Weiwriiwmaiirfer“;he:newuxQVOfﬂa Labour
. Government in ‘order. to expose. it.'" WiISET el i
t FER T = -4 7 ¢ e
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v m haiis 318
f&majpr“ﬁhpprtaﬁce
arty.-‘Strong déritic-

~ The questioh of social democracy is one- o
for the deVelopment-of'theTMaTxistﬁténinist“P

=, ism has to-gqjmadq-oﬁ-hqwgthe;previgqs*ppijty*iine;on}elgctions of
.ﬁfog?fyéays Standing”WaS;omemturned«wixhyyeryfiiitié”hrépargd;

“debate. 71k

DR A

:&'{“"'ffie’eféctibn'h@d“beenfanticipated*fﬁrfmanY?m@nmh@; That''the

line on elections“agreed#byuthethdefh%iéﬁ*iﬁ%Fe5§ﬁa¢y*should'have

been challenged explicitly“sgsiate-inﬁtheaﬁay*anﬁ*with“no advance

ﬁdtigq:ig‘vgry'bad; Undéubtediyrthé*é@ppertér§~ef the former.
majority 1line (including*the*tomfadefWri%ingtmhisﬁbrifieism};Were-

o -

‘very much at faultb1n~not'takingﬁthe*initiﬁtﬁﬁ%ﬁinWtﬁgft&éeldgfca1

$truggle and in succumbing to:tthe worldly: wisdom of yielding.

and “getting.on.with everyone'~- ‘However-the“main' fauwlt lies with
(yhgse(whorchangéd CFB polic?‘on#d“ﬁajnr“quéstieﬁ“wifhéwt&fuII and .
*ﬁr;ﬁcip;gd;débétgm '

‘" UITHS dcfual ‘Content of.the resolution-shows- the- same, weakidess

;ggﬁpgiﬁéiﬁléf‘;Itslambigqity,ltﬁeuwﬁyfitfcomﬁinéSQeIemenngf?om:
gwerdl differént-Iinest“its”VaguenesSﬂonx he' key-questidns “and
"ﬁhét;ié,fﬁé‘6Véfé11'emphasiswef*the*reéoiutionq&refehérgéféfistic
of thé '‘opportunist tendencies: that have not'yet*been: deféated. in

P
RERSEE 1013

the Federation. 37

Lenin®s .remarks in section:Q of 'One:Steép:Forward, Two Steps
Back' are relevant: '
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Lenin's remarks in section. Q. of: "Gne -Step- Forward -Two
Steps Back“ are relevaht‘ :

'When speaklng of- flghtlng opportunlsm, there is
a characteristic fedture-of- presentrdayopportunism
in. every sphere ‘that must-never be“overlooked: this
is .its vagueness, its—diffusenessirits-elusiveness.
" The very nature of the. oppoxtunist.is.such that he
will.always try to-avoid. formulatlng the issue
clearly and. irrevocably; he:will:-alwaysstry to £find
the resultant forcé, will-always*wriggle like a , )
usnake between two, mutually excluding points of view,
he will try to 'agree "with.both' and: reduce his
dlfferences of oplnlon to slight amendments, doubts,
" innocently good intentions, etc, etc.'

EY
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ECLECTIC NATURE OF THE RESOLUTION

N

The Trésolution is constructed in such a-way: as. to. appeal
to two' quite different groups of comrades. ~For one .group of
comrades ‘the resolution says that ‘the:*main' purpose .of our
¥eCtion campaign is to demonstrate -the- essentlally bourgeois
naturé: of: ‘the. Tory and Labour parties.

Tk =

The.resolutlon however ‘also. opportun1st1ca11y appeals at
the same time to qulte another group: of~comradesholding quite
d1fferent views. Hav1ngtsa1d that. the.maln‘empha51s should be
to show the essentially: bourgeois: .nature of, the« two, partles,
what it in fact puts emphaSIS on: are~the~ advantages of ' voting
Labour.! While;-actually voting Labouris not-specifically called
for, it is strongly implied; ~and-. although the-alleged advantages
are called merely 'tacticall..there .is nothlng to-show why' they

-shouldn't .be used as.a strategic. principilerin: everz electlon

down . to.the end of the bourgeoisiel

I R 1 p

¢ = The.- resolutlon thus fudges the issuesy appeals 1n a confra-
dictory. way to. two radlcally dlfferent political stands and 1s
an example of what Lénin called-!finding-the-resultant force"

v3:between two - p01nts of .view - a statementsthat-can win-a maJorlty
~ vote. but which cannot . w1n clarity and unity.

~Even w1th1n the sectlon describing. the alleged advantages of
hav1ng a Labour Government, two.quite different: dand mutually -

;Alncompatlble 11nes of argument ares appealed to.

R On the one hand 1n paragraph Cwe- have the- expose Labeur; o
argyment . and the need to dlspell any-illusioens: -abotit, Labour s

ability to carry out socialist policies:i:- Apparently a frontal

attack on the Labour Party. ~On the other~hand-in paragraph D

the .Labour Party is presented as-the: lesser.evil, and we hear

.of the .possibilities af forctng it.into a- relatlvely progressive

position - a yery .different tune.- It is obvious- that" ‘both. lines
-cannot-be r1ght and leaflets- drawn ‘up* wi'th -these- contradlctory
specifications w1ll waver randomly ‘between~ the two dlfferent

messages. b 5

To examine the resolution paragraph by paragraphﬁ
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"THE" MAIN :URPOS ‘OF ouR ELECTION CAMPATGN: SHOULD,BE TO DEMON-
STRATE THE I ,

!  mphﬂS1Sﬁ =2 anv empha51s Whlch in fact
A the“needftanvote ‘Labour..

SHOULD. POINT. OUT: THE TACTICAL ADVANTAGES
OF A LABOUR GOVERNMENT 1 51974"

am vpr0V1des ‘the- openlng for a very

pha 35 -We . quickly»meet the: tailist line of
:depending on the. Labour Party for its political
.‘ugh: precisely  this: that the working class
if- ondevelop:-its-own-political party and.
precisély-this-idea  that led to the
£for:class ‘collaboration and- the "Spcial
Jelectlon.

;”Why thes Election Matters" that .
asked torchoose!'~and 'we must have .
.themrontthis: ch01ce. But who- 151
choose'? “The bourgeoisie! Lenin
f - the- two_party“system-of,bcurgeois

ew years -which member ‘(or represent—:"
V:ng class-is .to~ repress and crush.
.¢an. e.through: parllament =:such:is the real

. ess g: arliamentarism."

_ ,'ply when. the- bourgeoisie tries to
thelr:phoney "'choice'" ‘of bourgeois

tion,: by its ‘detailed stress .on
overnment;, 'by its-omission of any.
ges:of-a" Labour: Government, and by
evoted to.this, makes it appear

“e, and-choose Labour,

'“s -of the working class at the
urs-Partyis. not often enough, in.
warklng class:has“no- party 1ndependent

of bourge, : r?--dt1s” 4 hundred times the latter.  And
OUr mMaln Mess: 'mu$t5everywhere ‘be “to sum up:the widespread
disillugi orkers ‘with- the’ call; Stop. relying

on Bourgeor&



"ADVANTAGES" IN BOURGEQIS PARTIES

ivaet
AL 3

‘*What is the big Qiscoveryxabout"theéﬂéd%antages";of!the
Labour Party? For as long as. there.has;beed¥nore than one
bourgeois party- in existenee;ﬁeneﬁdffﬁﬁéﬁﬁhh%”%&wﬁﬁg’had«and
will inevitabiy“havefsomeTs%ight“advantagEEWfUrﬁthe working
class’ over -the others;P”It=wouiﬁﬁnotwbewpoESEBﬁ%*fﬁ&t~in-a11
respects they-shoUld*presentveXactiy@simi%hr@&isadvantages.
for the workers! Indeedthe: bourgeoisie-would ot be able
to maintain its hegemony=over*the”Wch&ngﬁciaSS"without‘at
times appearing towbe'prepared~tormakevcertainrcoQgessions.

—

The Liberal Party-haswa»policy=of;propprtipnal represent-
ation WhiCh'w0u1d"make'it“easier“in”théffﬁtut??%d*géi,MarxiSt-
Leninists into Parliament:- ~Should: we- therefore  for this of
course purely. ''tactical" reasonnandﬁfpr'entirely-"revolutionary"
motives advocate voting Liberal® UL T £ B 8 &

‘The-Conservative>Party isimorerli%é%?#%b%keép’Britain in’
Europe, develop the- Common Market -as ‘a ‘¢apitali'st ahd super-
power and challenge*the'presentzhegéﬂbnyﬁdﬁfthé:U;Su'and'the
U.S.S.R. - Should we‘therefore,=for“thﬁsyimbbffhntf“taétical"
reason (and we all know how‘wrong?itbis”tO“spﬁrn tdetics),
explain in our best “revolutionary'" mann&r why it is’pro-
gressive to vote Tory? Be 94 fzup U

All at first glance so ridiculousithdt! uhfortunately the
advocates -of voting Labour will?prababﬂy?notWSee;Wﬁy"they b
have an obligation to~explaih‘howdtheir”%%gumﬁntSFtanfjﬁSt
ds well be used to reach thé«abovewcbnc&usfbhs@ﬁbef in fact
all these examples are entirely cohsistent®with: the policy of
the working class looking for limited'advahtagésffTom'0ne‘;
bourgeois party or. another. All'out'and'outfrightﬂqpportunism.

. 130 Ehpust o]

... When will the likelihood ‘€ver-end, that the. Labour Party
~will offer a few more reformist advantagésiehan the' ofher
parties? How long, do we go ‘on gesticulatifig’ (in ever so
revolutionary a way) at the tail of bourgeois political
partieS!! DLLOCe 99 fvgly ag

Ly

THE POLITICAL ‘SITUATION IN OCTOBER;IQZ4? :

*.
That the-resolution should‘havé“tomé;hﬁw,*'bffallftimes,,when
the T.U.C. has been forced to ‘adopt.“the!*Social Contract'"
because of its inability to see beyond:the: possibili'ty of a
Labour. Government, and its fear of putting-an election victory
at peril, shows that the argumentJABGut'vdtfhgﬂﬂaﬁour is NOT
based on tactical Consideratidns'Bu%iiéfﬁhgigd&dipg star-of a

i

right opportunist strategic deviation.:

In February the miners d%Tédﬁfuwlike7fhe#prdﬁo$er5'of the

new. resolution!) to put the intérests b£?W6Ekiﬁ§ié@aés‘stfuggle

Time of writing was February 1975 - Editor
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gt

;before the.dublous'advantagesmafr
- a‘great victory,+w-In Septesbes
Merning:Star-agrees:, the Tiyvex

'Labour xs .a strategy,»*

1formu1a , WaS  wr

ignore at our,perlli‘WIn ALeft=Wing Communism
;Dlserder {p. 98> Peklnngdltlgn) herwrote:of

_sLabaur'Governpent and won

S everyone“ﬁnc udlng the
*was'blackmattedinto adopting
the "Social: Contract“ byvthe. fear-of‘maklng .aboyr lose ‘the:
election.” At-this’ time. thereforesaboverall it was- éssential for
revolut10nar1es~t@ fzgkﬁ.Nzgomensiyﬁfer$an”unders¢and1ng in the-
working- class&of"the*needﬂtb*base'our poiI ,;en“the Ainterests
of the working- class:alone -and- not: en nyﬁyeurge01s parﬁy.; But:
at-this ‘timera-few.dubious.shests sterm-advantages: of 3. Labour .
:Governmentwweres ~rapednmmgztﬁnt&nﬂﬂWpttsentzﬂ 8s<3- tactical -
‘argument.m*ff%' g ' P gute Labour in.
such:circumstances ot eall on-t t

What is- “happening. hl.;;f}.?,+1us.”-»,,H,, éq ‘.vote»

It has been argued that because At ds
we haveron each occasi 3t e sityat
itse 1mmedzatj* i t: '”VIng' o?cen
decisions. In.other: ‘words : there'should be- no: prQ
our practlcal appllcatlen of 'tactics!”

‘%¥aCcord1ng ta
v"QufFPTQVIOUS
nciplés. guiding

L]

The February 1974 CFB resolutlen on.- electlcns 1aid d@wn a
clear principle: -
"Exceptiunder’ spec1al cases, Y g. anflmmedlate threat
of fascism, probabie splxts among- the- rruling class,
.revalutlonarles §hou1d notr advises the wérklng élass

it was. ngcessary to

e contid

;argue ,i Septembs i ' 9 t;oﬁs between
~the, bdurgegis ‘bd ch: %gnltﬁde ds.'to"be more
than., ﬁhefQ%ua ; “thé*Fébruary

. ot peimissible is- Jasf to! dtoE he7
A w1th no"argument “at atl dn’ tha' ‘g¥ounds?
ssa new and purely "taCtlcai” one.& Thls

l—l'-w o

'., Ly ‘.r 9;’

{ :' : ."." " ﬁ';{-;l‘ o ”‘;-’” “’q' é ‘:,ﬁ

¢ ocimpy ranes Bell digod
ERaa by )1 T -";‘7.' grpe -:

: 3' e S e

"thls stage 1ssu1ng to

very;amplguous and

1t-has the" organ-'
reality, has been.

e 'ﬁdiStiﬁttiO@fWhichfW@f@h%ilf
An® Infantlle
the 'f1rst '
h15tor1tal task: (t at‘@f wlnnxng over-: theacl’ss cohéc;ous
vanguatrd. of tﬁgﬂpro tari 3

ship of the: wprking-class
accomplished; thho 3 p te: y- :
social chauvir ‘and 't e-second” hlstorxcal ‘task which' :
'consists 1n,be1ng able; to-lead. tHe masses. to’ thé’new %051fiom%
that can-ensure’ the V1ctory of-the- vanguard ih*'the’ revolutlon'.;

o A":
il

e;*bppertunlsm ahd

FR -



' We have dnly to think of our size and:ear-political
immaturity inm the "CFB. to.be.clear, which=historical task -is
at present placed invfrontfofwusvwwthamfbfWWinning over the

»

class-conscious vanguard. , 3

: How “can. we with' our .present.size»affect-the results of
an election? - The present: writer.weswence foolishly accused
of opportunism for raisiag-just:this podnts: £ the tactic
. 2 1g<ai:Labour Govern-
ment ‘is, or .should be),; If it doeés:mnot ilTustrate and
illuminate other points in the- course~of striving for it
(as it does .not), and-“if -it-is-openrto~dangerous. misinter-
pretation, then how in ati~conscience-can we present it to
the working ‘cldass, knowing ‘that-as—a-tactic it cannot. ‘
succeed!  The working class will understand-that our tactic
- 0f yoting Labour cannot succeed, and:will'‘conctude that we
attdch:'a strategic importance to trailiﬁgialbngfbgh;nd‘the
- riSocial .democrats. We will thereforeractually-reinférce - the
" "hold "of social démocracy over the masses, ! - e

is valuable merely ‘as -a: tactic-(as:get

CANVASSING FOR LABOUR VOTES

Iséfﬁéiargumeqt:abOU€'tﬁe*alleged*&é§ih§biiity.of'a
Labour Government ‘genuinely based- on-practical consider-
ations? ‘

....Some comrades who- supported:the new:resolution opposed
‘the policy,of-going round doors persuading-psdple to vote
Labour.. Why? may we -ask.. - If:veting: Labour-onzOctober IOth
.really wa§ in"the interests-‘of-the~working'cltass’why should.
‘'we be ashamed of persuading: working-people~to~vote Labour?

~ A government .comes to power ifrit-winsieneugh constit-
uencies in an election; .and a‘party winsi@scofistituency if
enough people on-the day-of-the:election go..to-the polling
booth and ecast their .votes:for it. ~If-wezwant:to see .a gov-
ernment-.elected we must: persuaderenoughrindividuals to go
and'vote“for”it.f‘Did”theSeacamwades:wani@aﬁﬁab@ur=Government

returned. or didn't they? |

. . Why are they so.squeamish.about:going: to- people's houses
and arguing the line they advocatef :Was: it.that they know
the inconsistencies of. trying- to. campaign for people to

vote Labour with.a policy whose:main-purpese: is meant to
'show -the essentially bourgeois.nature—of the: Labour and

Conservative ‘parties'?

The-practical aim of the vote Labour Iine®is-to procure
.the return of a Labour Government... In:.faet-fercan organisat-
ion the size of the-CFB to procure the~return-of one govern-
ment rather than another is a virtwal impeossibility. But if
we are tTying to be practical, with¥this supposedly very
practical policy,. there is just-one wayrwe-might swing the
-result provided-all other factors-are favourable. '

,Ip the  Evening Standard of Wednesday-I6th  October 1974

.
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: Varvel the bourgeois ‘commentatoy; wrote of 'the - 149
marginal constituencies~ 1n?Engiand Wades+and Scotland
“the ~outcomei-(ofrthe-election)imust berdécided. The
ing" constituenciesvtﬁnear1y~SOO of- then, cannot-.
the' result, whatever-thespotiticalrs weather. - If you.
n .them you. are:.a.voteri. Butrreally~yeu are Just a
spectator: . This:is:the: systems’r+Although’ therLabour Party
eded oniy—a’ 0:7%- swingratotherelection it failed to win
irent ford and-Isteworth- by armere- 28¢+votess: The London-
TOUp: was- calling -for-the returnrofi-a- -Labour: Govefnment but
: d- nothlng practlcal “to-procure it.

the Londen Greup had- given out- 0,000 leaflets in-

_and Isleworth thererisa: good: hanﬁe 4t -could hHave
32 gre:pecple*te"vote ‘Labsur: -Obviously to

; eileaflets wvuld have ‘had” t@’be aﬁncentrated

‘ost open to our: supposediy“revoluﬁionary line of argu-
that section: of: workers already  compietely disillus-
rith the: Labeur Party: - If -successful the campaign
‘have.made the.Labour-majority one seat-larger than it
uld“6theywise havé :beensiand-severaithundreds of workers
7 disillusioned: w1th Labour weuld have:beén induced
#f wSQClal Demearac-~: Whether they would have under-

) rete advantage of-a Labour major-
ve -ér ng-classvor the-Marxist-Leninist

51 The:only effeet of the Yeovil

astherefore to: get more people to
yaltywto the Labour*Party, to look

w'savzeurs fr@m on-high'-whe &ellver,

rxnc1pled vagueness abeut. the manner. of carrying
uppesedly pract1ca1~and very- cencrete vote-Labour
major weak: spet on which"its "opponents must .
their-dttacks: Under the impact of ‘this attack
t1its sup exters ‘to retreat- Sign*tLPaﬂfly in twe
nt dlrectlens. d sd

xpe

deg,
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One group of comrades. will.decline. the:challenge to en-
gage in campaigns:in speeifiCymargin&tﬁcenstitueﬁciesfin
order to return ‘a’ Labour Government, -and wills admit. tacitly
or - openly that thefs1oganW*vetertab@umwtgfexpose“Lab@UI'_is

_merely a way'of-trickingwtabour*suppcr¢ersrinto_reﬁding
critical propaganda. : ' '

Another group'wiiluadmithhaﬁy;heqpraﬁxiCQl execution.
of a plan byrthe“GFB~t@vebtaingamﬁab@amaﬁpve#hment;isdgt
this.stage“indeed“qui%ef&mpraetiea%gr&ha&ﬁfh@gpropQSal is
'in fact not a tactic at-all but a:strategys~. They will have
‘to admit in other~w0rdsfthe%utteriyftailistfnature of their
political position*-~their~feariof“attempting“to sever. the
umbilical cord that ties the wOrking“ziaSSftdﬁthe politics
of’thevbourgeoisie: ' 8 ahE §IF

i

Paragraph C

3 .

"I. IN OFFICE ESPECIALLY IN THE-GROWING: WORLD CAPITAL-

BE AIDED TO DISPEL -ANY ILLUSIONS . REMATNING: ABOUT LABOUR'S
ABILITY TO CARRY OUT- SOCIALIST POLIECIES.. IT ALSO PRO-
.VIDES OPPORTUNITIES TO COMBAT..REFORMIST. ILLUSIONS GEN-
ERALLY." Rl

In other words we. should- encourage. the m§553qf workers
to secure the tactical advantages a?quour;Government,{%,
supposed to bring-gg;in-exposing.secial demogqacy!ViC 4

, We_ in the CFB pride-ourselves:enxouf’uﬁdérs;éﬁding of
the need to build the Communist ;party-through mass .work. and
of_the»néed-to-practice’mass-Wo%kaiths;hé mass line. Mao
expresses the mass-line as follbws:- <

"Take the ideas of;the-masses;and“eonceﬁfratg
them, then go to the masses, persevere in the:
ideas and carry them through-so as to form
correct ideas oflleadership"=@suqh“is-the:basig
method of leadership." (Vol. FII, P. I20) .

- It is clear that paragraph“c;Qﬁgthenxe$6%u§ionfis-comv
pletely at variance-with-the7mé53%1ine£s~H0W”can wWeé go 'to
a factory of workers-and find any-ideas-present in their
minds- that could be crystalised into a ecall to make our
tasks easier as Communists? - ' S

When Lenin called in 1920 for a. campaign to support.:
Henderson (not. the Labour Party —*thefdistincti@nfigpimpertb
ant- for understanding-the’differencesvbéfw@éﬁﬁ@@%@iﬁﬁdflg74)
a4s a rope supports a hanged;mangrhefwasamgk%ngﬁghvgg@d pol-
emical.point. But such a polemicalﬁpoint;isggﬁi;akgubs;;tute
for an analysis based on the mass line,* '~ %" 2 snil

. 3 e, Ponie Inatiaa
. We-of course cqnsider:whether'pax}icuggr{slbgghgiWil&
help our work as communists, but. we.c¢annot:base: o a

» ] x B o T pj;v‘ t«é,;é!lizetgtion’
of slogans simply on that. We-must'base=ourfméSSxprbpaganda
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on, the mass- line, on, erystalising, spreading:and popular-
iﬁing“qhefh0§t“preg&essivé@ﬂé@aﬁﬂ§”éiféad?Fdﬁmiﬁg“to_the SUTr=--
face among-the working~class«:.'Fn-I974 those. ideas wére that
wakerS;mUStﬁrelyﬁon“théi%*0wnfstrength*to“achieve their

goals. -That -is what-werhad-to~popularise.

MUST LABOUR" BE: IN: POWER:'FOR EXPOSURE

Is it-essential-to-the-success of: our-expesure of-spéial
democracy to have a Labour Government in power?~ Of course’.
not: .‘The final sentence, "It also provides opportunities  ta
combat reformist illusions generally',-carries’ the argument
to -its absurd logical-conclusions. Are we'not surrounded
‘with enough such illusions in reformist. Britain that we have
to spend time setting-up.additienal Aunt Sally's to Knock
down! Almost every page of ‘every newspaper has examples
ready for us to pick Up now -and-use' to "expose reformism
generally'. The answer to the question; how do we expose..
social democracy, is-very simple.. GET ON WITH IT! .

Those comrades who argue. that-the Federation should try
to procure ;the return of a Labour Government:should get on
with developing a regular: feature- in “Strug le*~illustrating
by concrete -examples the refermist dangers of the Labour:
Party. That is how to take up tle question concretely at
this present stage of our, develdpment. F i

PASSIVE VIEW OF THE WORKING CLASS

The advocates-of:votinguLabour.adopt.a:Eassive'vieWrof
working class consciousness:-against which: they wish to expose
Labour. - They fall‘intO“the:trapfoffbourgeoiS'dechracy which
presents governments as-bodies-that do things-fer a passive.
population. Instead of.saying '"our chains-our ewn-right hands.
shall sever", the voterLabour tailists €ry- to.criticise.the.
Labour Party in terms of-whether-they have been:good or bad
M'savigurs-from-on high" - in’terms of whether they have or
have not "delivered". - They-inevitabily imagine: it is partic-
ularly important. for expesure-of the Labour Paity that the
party should be put into power:to illustrate how little it
in fact does for the people.. Labour, they say, is . off . the
hook  in opposition because-it:can promise to do what it , .’

likes and can freely cfiticise'the“Conseruatives. i

But this misses the:whole point:that as Communists we
criticise the Labour Party in terms.of what it does for the
active mass movement - .in terms- of hew much leadership and.
;support they have given active struggles. “What' for example
did Labour do for the Upper Clyde ship=workers struggle?
Whét.ggd'ivamémbers-réally“dO'torsuppprtifﬁe*nent struggles
at Clay Cross? That is the sort.of question we want té ask.

' There are far richer epportunities for exposing Labour

in.opposition .in this Way;than;when’it*can"make'eXCpses:, :
about the restraints: of being in foice”and4the{resPop§ib§l-

ity of having to deal with "mational'' crises. .

e
PP X
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In fact-if we continue to.blunder-into:-thertrap of bour-
geois politics:and try to-attack:Labour in-terms’of what it
"does™ for a passive populace; we:may: very well-find-it- is.
more. difficult to expose-a-Labour:Gevernment:.that has power
to bring apparent. benefits- to-working:peepte-such as tax
reductions and-food-subsidies.

) The argument. then that:it, is:zeasier:-torexpose. Labour when
it is.in power. is oversimplified:andimisleading:::It is .quite
clear that we-should-inrno: way.rely.on:Labour:being in power

for ‘our  work of exposure.

Indeed- so. desperate:is-thesbourgeoisie.to-find ways out
of its crisis that we should:-be'prepared-to-fight vigorous
battles on any political terrain’ = Tory government, coalition
etc. This provides us with valuable training for ourselves
and for the working class, and opportunities for winning
important battles.. Consider the success of the struggle of
Upper Clyde Shipbuilders-under- the:last-Conservative govern-
ment. e o, ’ T

What is. dangerous.is. to.spread:any: idearthatiit would be
a serious set-back if-the-Conservatives-were to’ wim an
election.- The vote Labour line feeds'-on and fuels 'this
demoralising fear, when we should- berfostering: the attitude
that with boldness and judgment the.weorking class 'is *
capable of taking on.the- bourgeoisierin: whatever guise it”
comes. If the Conservatives win- the: next election 'z vote=
Labour line will leave -the merale.of the.werking class
that much lower than it would otherwise have been.

"LENIN'S "LEFT-WING COMMUNISM"

When Lenin wrote "Left-Wing Cemmunism!'; the-majority of.
the working-class in Britain still-voted-Liberal or
Conservative: the Labour movément was:the: advanced edge of.
the most militant section of werkers.::8till: in:-its progress-
ive phase anid not a bourgeois party in-Lenin's-opinion.(as
it definitely is now) , Labour .consisted - of:a broad front of
a range ‘of workers organisations intimately involved in
active grdss roots struggles.. .The. federal.nature of the.
constitution ‘left. the opportunist leadership-still open to
challenge. and possible removal. ‘

. The Key difficulty for Communists.was.,:as-Lenin argued,
that they very offen found~it hard:to-approach the masses and
even to get-a hearing from-them. (Left-Wing Communism, .Peking
edition p. 90). It was“therefore necessary to associdte with
all that was positive in~the movement;-and-at-the same time
to struggle with the opportunists for-leadership of the -
organisation,; by constantly challenging them to show that
their actions were in the interests of the working class..
Lenin's belief in this‘policy was very much the-result of his
view that'the First World War and-the: Bolshevik Revolution
had enormously. increased the speediat which:-the.werking class
could be won over to a revolutionary pesition = and his view
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‘stand, is -semething.that: Marxi
f51b111ty to-dey butndrsappexntment in the; Labour Party A5~

_someth1ng that comes*abeut by-experienceé.’

‘0bliged te.associate:. themseaves wd

11

that~anvaggressive tactical peliey:inysuch:circumstances was
not only de51rabie*but <obligatory.. .

i

Accordlngly thetGPGB saught*ta'deveﬂop K crltlcal alliance
with~the Labour  Party.,-thesmadin:purpesesrof which-was not .to
fight: pariianentaty-battless sbutrtor further-thesactive mass
working< class struggles,: asunitedsfrontrnot: @f‘t-e wtop but. frem

below.

Thus- Wallle Gallachsr,wchaimlng%theiGth Conference of’ the
CPGB -in May 1924y speke:rwarmlysefrtherpregressive:trade union
movement: demanélngr“that,mhefﬁeneral €ouncid- (of - the TUC)
shall be- invested-withepawssyand-shall: become a, Geheral.
Staff capabier @f*marshalirng"thegmhaiepwerkmng alass. army if
and-when-eccasion-demands=iti:Byccontrastr parllamentary
pracedures were~very~muchf@f secondary" 1mp@rtance' "Any "

' Labour Government earnestiy-desirous of-serving-the- W@rkeré

must be.ready—at:.any momenttof:crisis:terscrap-procedure’ and
openly 1dent1fy~1tself ‘withvthevworkers; throwing itself
energetically “inte the struggle-as-a” part of the Labour
Movement organised-to: combat.capitalism'.

But the- faveurabie;p9551baiat1es ‘ddd:not- develop in the
hoped for way.~ :Theropportunist; leaderssof; the Eabour Party
quickly became entrenchedﬁln power: and- turnedwwhat had been
subjectively . aiwerking -eclass party" Int@ a beurg601s ‘pelitical
party - anéthHer version-of-the-Liberal Party: “The-revelution-
ary. tide :ebbed and-the Communists<were: aetlvely excluded from
the Labour Party. -Meanwhile: the: Communists;, ‘who had origin-
ally found it difficult-to~get'a hearing-from-the working
class, had bu11t up a werkers: press-with-a mass' circulation
of over.50,000.: Under.such:circumstances the former pelicy
became:a talllst one- and=after g, few years:was dropped by.
the C@mmunmst Party in~fay; oury ‘of-a-more. leng—term strategy

ir 0
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}"EISAPPOINTMENT!‘,VERSUS "EXPOSURE"" ke

Lenin  did net argue- that theftactlc he: was: adVocatln
should be: pursued-until-Hendersen.was" fully- exposed’ butpuntll
the'maj@rlty of workers: wsreadzsapp@Inted*ln him. He wrote
(L.W.C.,, Peking:p..87)#"thirdiyrwe: must; bring" nearer ‘the.
mement  when on-the- ba51s*;f.thefdzsappe1ntment of the, maJor—-
ity of the-workers-insthe-Hendersons-itrwillrbe’ p0551b1e &
with serious chances-of “success-to” overthrow the- goVernment
of the Hendersons at:ence.''- ~Disappointment; not’ exposufe, -
Exposure, i.e. jpopmlar- analysds..and: eriticism:from a Marxist
-Leninists ‘have - the. resp@n—

And prec1se1y the maj@rlty of the workers. are .now- dis-
appointed in' the- Labour:Party.- Nor are Communists -now
h. the:party.:in order: to
get.d hearingffrem- the masses.;:3s was.the-case 1n 1920. .
Lenin's: tactlcal arguments-ef I92© theref@re no- 1onger apply.
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- Widespread disappointment.is unmistakabde:: ~Labour's.
total vote fell markedly-in‘the«February~1874: election
(despite the fact that it-won).~-Tts-vote-has‘never again
attained the level achiéved 'in I95I.:-The disillusion of.
the voters is 'seen in-the:much. greater.readinessrwith which.
they move from one party:teé:anethetsand:-above:alliin the
growth of alternatives-to—the~twerbig:beungéois parties,
Workers shift  their:votes:readily newrbecaunte*they are.no
longer confident that-—any bourgeois-party-has anything
. long-term to ‘offer them. '

‘Thcsﬁiwho*arguétthat?thérsﬁ@nﬁﬁi@naﬁi@hﬁthe,Labourw
Party is: the: same:teday-as: it: was: 56 yearscago-are: mechanic-
ally mistaking-the-nameands form: of-thecparty with its .
political content; and-areimot-concretely angiysing what -
roles it played-in“the"class~struggterthensdnd- what roles
it plays now.’ a ‘ T :

Paragraph D

“.."2. BECAUSE LABOUR HAS--BEEN-FOREED TO ACCEDE
'TQ QERTAIN ‘PROGRESSTVE ‘DEMANDS:©F~THE ‘LABOUR
. 'MOVEMENT "RELATING -TO - TRADE- UNTON:LEGISRATION,
" .STATUTORY" WAGES POLIEY.,.-THE RE-OPENING OF THE
QUESTION OF THE EEC; "AND DEVELOPING :0PPOSITION
TO PRIVATE ARMIES OF THE-ULTRA-RIGHT.™ -

THE "LESSER EVIL" -

.. ‘The arguments for wvoting: Labeurzin.paragraph' D .are-tot=
ally inconsistent with-—the“arguments—in-paragraph C; thus
illustrating again: the opportunist.-nature-of the resolution.
We now. receive -a number: of."advantages!sof-a.Labour-Govern-
ment which in the-very previous:paragraph: were: described as
"reformist illusions'" that-had~te-be-exposed:to~the working
class: Paragraph D is - in fact nothing other:than- the abject
:"lesser evil' argument.

_Four years: ago.it.was-universallyraccepted in Marxists,
Leninist circles that: the '"lésservevil'-argument-was the :-
height of tailism.- To vote.Labour:could: therefore:only. be
advocated in- terms of the ingenieus="vete'Labour. to expose:
Labour" line. d n ik ~ : .
_.,...But’ concrete analysis of Lenin!s.arguments:in Left Wing
Communism has ‘made.it difficult to-argue:a-case confidently
on the basis of this” work: iw'+I974.: -Therefore: without :clear-
ly rejecting the former pesitien,"the lesser-evil line :was
opportunistically added on to make:itrmere plausible, despite

the inconsistencies:of the two lines.

: . = Sipnsis?

Paragraph C talks essentially of expesing Labour;. para-

graphi D without a ‘blush ‘talks in-effect mainly abeut the--
need to keep the Tories out. .In other werds it is not

necessary to take a clear stand on anything - just combine

o

-

@
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completely divergent.appreachessin:a:singlesresolution. and

“allow comrades: to- takestheir~piekracecording*torcircumstances.

Plausible acrobdtics: suchras-these-will-set us back a
long way in the:-strugglevforrclarity ‘and-unity of purpose
in the-Feberation.

Not only. does:.paragraph.Dulead.us:epenly into the tail-
ism of “the:Milesser~eviil'cldineshut itsarguments about the. .
Labour-Party-being-foirced:to-accede~torcertain - progressive
demands drag-us- down-~towards -theridea-of: forcing-the return
of a'Labour- Government: committed-to~socialist policies (like
the Trotskyist:"WorkerssRevelutionary Party').

The resolution .refersrteronly: two~types-of activity
that the working class~can engage in:=-I. torvote, 2. to
force progressive demands~from-the-Eabour- Party! These in
practice are its-political horizons for-all-the verbiage
abdut "exposure'.- We shall make:good bedfellows with the
revisionist "Communist: Party-of:-Great-Britain!" and the _
Trotskyist W.:R.P.!- Such:lack-ef clear=cut principle is the
result of a vague and diffuse:style~of inner-party struggle
which, if unchallenged, -will-lead us-to waver and stumble
into full-blown.right opportunism.

Consider: the concrete examples: of-suppesed: advantages. of

a Labour. Government' as- given -‘in-paragraph:D. :Over-the quest-
ion. of "private: armies"- therparagraph-spreads:the reformist

illusions which we were: supposed—-according to-paragraph C

to be combatting. Instead of~talkinggabeut the-armies of the
British state;, which: at' thisrvery moméht are harrassing and
intimidating working- people-in-Nerthern: Ireland; the resolut-
ion concentrates-on-the’ nine-rdays:wender-of the -''private
armies'". - And instead of:making-the- revolutionary: point that
the working class must: rely-on its own: forces to overcome.

‘the.dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, we have the reformist

idea of relying-on~the-goyernment. -A:zstrangerway to. combat
wiformist illusions! ' This.clauseé must be:totally and ex-
1citly rejected.

7 Take also the clause abewut-the:illusory-advantage a
Labour Government: is.'said.te-bring: in connection with the
EEC. Had the working: class:by:threatof-a general strike
forced a referendum onrthe-EE€rsuch a develepment would have

.enormously strengthened-the-revolutionary mevement. - But to

get. people trooping: inte:thexpolling.booth asking for .it-as

_a-ﬁgform-from above - harms: the~development of:revolutienary

Sciousness. - This passage-is:another—examplerof the char-
acteristic error of tailism-ofsplacing confidence :in. the
bourgeoisie and its representatives. -What-will prevent them
getting off the hook about the-EEC is not a large Labour.
majority in: parliament.. TIt-is'the: militancy-of the active
working class movement. '
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BOURGEOIS CONCESSIONS

At the Special General Meeting of the CFB held in 1974
we adopted the follewing statement on the British situation,
based on the argument of Lenin's:

"The British ruling class still uses its other
tactic, that of 'liberalism', of reforms and
concessions, to confuse and disarm the people.
This deceives a section of the workers and is an
an impertant cause of refermism and revision-
ism within the working: class movement."

Where is there a statement of this in the resolution
about the reforms and cencessions that the Labour Gevernment
will bring?

Certainly there are differgnces between reformist bour-
geois parties and oepenly reactionary bourgeeis parties. The
question is how do we expleit these differences?

Firstly.unless differences are so great as to amount
to a choice between bourgeois demecracy and fascism, we must
say clearly in our propaganda that they are very much less
important than the contradiction between the bourgeoisie and
the proletariat. Contrary to the claim of bourgeois democracy
that changes in the fortunes of political parties bring sig-.
nificant changes in the real world, we must insist that bour-
geois party politics reflect, they do NOT determine, the
shifts in the class-sTruggle outside parliament.

: This. point-.must be. got over again and again. Why for
example did Wilson, Campbell Adamson of the C.B.I. and
Edward Heath all find themselves obliged publicly to disown
the Industrial Relations Act? It wasn't the size of the
Labour majority in February (Labour got a smaller percentage
of the vote then.than at any ether time since 1931) - it
was the result of the direct mass working class struggle out-
side parliament. '

At the time of the February election the bourgeeisie
was significantly urging the Conservative Party not to take
retaliatory action .against the miners or other unions -if it
won. the election, but to follew a conciliatery policy
broadly similar to the one the .Labour Gévernment in fact
followed after it came.te power. On the merning of the vote
the Financial Times wrote in its editorial column:

"But our support(for the Conservatives) is
strictly conditional on the assumption that
‘they ‘will not take any further steps likely
to divide -the country; that they will distri-
bute the burden of sacrifice fairly and pro-
tect the weak as far as possible.” -

- This is why the clause in the discarded February CGB
election resolution is such an important principle - that
except under special circumstances, e.g., an immediate
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threat of fascism etc., it is wrong te advise the working

class to vete Labour. That is why it was wreng ef the pro-
posers of the new, vete-Labeur reseolution to sidestep this
L 4

key argument.

We should certainly in eur prepaganda deal directly
with the apparent advantages for the working class in
Labour compared to the Conservatives, and explain that: these
are to a small degree founded en.reality, but it is ef the
essence for us to argue that these advantages are utterly
unreliable and very limited.

WORKERS FIRST OR LABOUR PARTY FIRST

The structure of British beurgeeis politics is such that
repeatedly there is a contradiction between the electoral in-
terests of the Labour Party and the interests of the working
class. Unionists are eften forced to choose which they will
put first. One of the ways the bourgeeise maintains its pe-
litical controel is by implying beth crudely and subtly that
workers had better put the interests of the Labour Party
first otherwise Labour will lose the next electien. This
successfully plays on the fears of the refermist trade union
leaders the sort whe on 25th September 1974 inserted a big
advertisement in the Morning Star saying:

"REMEMBER
TO ENSURE A FAIR DEAL FOR ALL
WE CAN ONLY RELY ON A LABOUR GOVERNMENT"

- this type, of opportunist union leader consequently reins
in his follewers and tries to restrain strike action fer
fear of jeopardising the election.

One of the key positive features in February 1974 was
that the miners specifically refused to be caught in this
trap. They did not put the Labour Party before their class
interests, they centinued their strike, held firm, and it
was the capitalists who were the first te waver.

By coentrast the events of,Septembéf 1974 saw a success-
ful return of the old bourgeois weapon, and a unanimeus vote

"for the "Social Centract'" resulted ‘at the TUC. In addition

several strikes (Ford, building werkers) were curbed in oerder
to aveid "damaging Labeur's electien chances".

Whenever this dilemma occurs it is qhéféfore vital that
we should give a firm lead to the working class te put class

- interests beﬁore these of the Labour Party.. Hew can we de
'so with the new vote-Labour line? That we, should ‘have chosen

thi¥s time above all te drep eur clear*dut call for the work-
ing class to fight independently of the Labour Party is de-
plerable. .

ARE LABOUR PARTY REFORMS IMPORTANT?

Granted that Labour, as the reformist bourgeois party,
will always offer a few reforms and concessions mere than the
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Conservatives, do we stress that.these are impertant or that
they are insignificant? The latter, again and again.

Even less should we campaign. for the success of these
reforms as D.J. argues in MLQ 7 in a passage that incredible
to say, actually calls for us to campaign for the natienali-
sation of North Sea oil:

"it .is imperative that the Marxist-Leninist Move-
ment is seen by the forces who have fought for
the inclusion of such a clause in the Labour
Party Manifesto to be campaigning for the Labour
Government tc carry out its pledge."

Challenge, possibly. Campaign, never!
The whole history of the degeneration of werking class

organisations into opportunism is one of the overestimation
of short-term advantages compared with the long-term develop-

ment of the movement.

Paragraph E

"FOR THESE REASONS WE WILL CALL FOR THE RETURN OF A LABOUR
GOVERNMENT IN ORDER TO EXPOSE IT."

Here the final sentence completes the line presented in
paragraph C of the resolution.

- We need only note further in connection with paragraph E
that the duty of Communists to continue expesure (i.e. critical
analysis) of the Labeur Party menth in and ménth out right
down to its demise, is used at the end of this resolution as
a '"revolutionary'" excuse for centinuing indefinitely to vote
for a Labour Party that has long since incurred the deep dis-
appointment of the working class.

In summary then the resolution is a grotesque and un-
principled combinatien of divergent political stands. There
are substantial contradictions between paragraph A and the
rest, and between paragraphs C and D.

Despite its correct opening paragraph, it fatally implies
a view that the only significant action. the working class can
take is

1) to vote

2) to force Labour to accede to progressive demands

It says nething about the mest hepeful and crucial develop-
ment in Britain today - the increasing development of working
class action independent of the bourgeois political parties.

It displays the right opportunist error of tailism.
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Mao describes tailism as follows:

"Tailism in any type of work is alse wreng,
because in falling belew the level of politi-
cal consciousness of the masses and vielating
the principle of leading the masses forward it
reflects the disease of dilateriness. Our
comrades must net assume that the masses have
no understanding of what they themselves do
not yet understand. It often happens that the
masses outstrip us and are eager te advance a
step when our comrades are still tailing behind
certain backward elements, for instead of act-
ing as leaders of the masses such cemrades re-
flect the views of those backward elements and
moreover mistake them for these of the broead
masses." (Vel III p 266)

A fierce ideological struggle against this right oppor-
tunist deviation en the subject of elections must be waged

in the C.F.B.



SPONTENEITY, PARLIAMENTARISM AND THE. LABOUR PARTY

The stand Marxists should take towards the Labour party
has been a permanent source of polemic from the first days of
the Labour Representation Committee, forerunner of the party, v
formed in 1900. A central question for revolutionaries from
the inception of Marxism has been how te win the working
class from reformisn and its allegiance to bourgeois democracy,
to independent political organisation. -Undeubtedly the for-
mation of the party represented 'the first step.on the part
of the really'proletarian organisations of Britain towards
a conscious class policy and towards a socialist woerkers par-
ty'. (1) Evaluating this 'first step', as well as its limi-
tations, is what I intend to take up below. The current
discussion in MLQ 7,8 & 9, has shaped this article into three
areas. These being: the characteristics of Labour policies
in capital's economic crises; the connection between social
demoecracy and the organised working class -~ the extent to
which this medifies and distinguishes Labour Government po-
licy from Tory; finally, the origin and strength of social
democratic ideas within the working class, class conscious-
ness and the struggle for their destruction.

MLQ 8&9 carried NR's article 'The Labour Party and the
Crisis of British Capitalism', where he argues that Labour
Party policy is the most rational and farsighted bourgeois
solution to the underlying problems facing British capital.
Its central theme being that state capitalism is best served
by the National Enterprise Board guiding Labour's nationals
ization plans, combined with state intervention in the pri-
vate sector. Seeing these policies in this light, NR then
seeks to set the reformist illusions of the working class
in this context, identifying Labours progrmmme. as the main
danger to the working class. :

v

Developing a generalised account.of the. contradictiens
generating capitalist crisis enables NR to bypass its con-
crete expression in the political and ideological struggles
within the labour movement. Similar inaccurate generalisa-
tions characterise the conclusions drawn from existing bour-
geois alternatives. An important example of the former cri-
ticism; 'Inflation is the medicine, rather than the disease,
which is lack of investment and low profitability'.(p.13).
It is implied that inflation is manufactured under govern-

(1) Lenin, Cellected Works (4th énlarged Russian Edition,
Volume 15, p.2Z235. '"Meeting of the International So-
cialist Bureau', 1908. (See Notes).
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ment contrpl. This is simply untrue. Healey's. projected bud-
get deficit is turning out to be much higher than anticipated.
For a period the term 'stagflation' was.employed to describe
capitalism's predicament, now this has turned into a full-

blown recession, With inflation through April, May and June,

running at areund 35% ‘Inflation has been generated by. the
contradictions of the capitalist mode of. production, it is
now part of them, certainly net their medicine, as held by
Keynes. (2)

We are in agreement.concerning the collapse of business
confidence and the subsequent reduction in investment which
is .a consequence of inflation undermining prespective returns
on capital te the extent that through the recession, profits
are virtually certain to sink below the level sufficient to
maintain the current velume of capital. In this situation
British imperialism is certain to go to the wall, in a world
of increasing capitalist competition, without massive state
intervention. The severity of the crisis is not then at
issue, but it is important to be accurate about successive
government policies and what they seek to resolve. We nust
reject NR's crude account of the period leading upto the Tory
government's defeat by the miners, as well as the mileage
gained through contrasting successive Tory and Labour govern-
ment styles, It is worth remembering that the Tery's relati-
vities machinery preduced the settlement, marking a tremen-

dous victery fer the miners, which would have been achieved,

a5 many bourgeeis commentators noted, whoever won the elec-
tion.

LABOUR AND THE CAPITALIST CRISIS

What is the distinction between Labour and Tory poli-
cies in gevernment? Beth act for the bourgeoisie, yet there
are important distinctions for revolutienaries. But first,
what of the illusiens thrown up by: the .revisioenists and

Trotskyists of the right, plus these characterised by NR's

leftism? DJ (in MLQ 7) drew attention to the vital division
between the mature Marxist-Leninist analysis of social-demo-
cracy and the means of achieving the victory -of communist
principles -among the working class, and those of the right-
ists. °’After listing the positive gains of the 1973 Labour
Party Conference, he writes;

"These policies are not presented here as vehicles
of achieving workers' power, because indeed they
are far removed from that, ner are they presented
as issues around which we should campaign to make
social-democracy and parliament work in the inter-
ests of the werking class but as a basis from which
we can show the inability of social-demecratic pe-
licies and methods to make any inreads into the
contrel of state menopoly capitalism. (My emphasis).

(2) See Notes, no.2:
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Both articles in.the last issue disagreed with this reading
of the Labour Conference decisions,. arguing.that in many
respects these policies were at best double-edged - with
nationalizatien pesing for NR nething 'which either helps
the struggle for socialism or impreves the positien of the
working people'. :

Nationalization provides a useful illustratien of the
respective levels of unity, as well as the distinctive lines
taken in this discussion tewards the broader question of des-
troying social democratic ideas in the working class. The
revisionists of -the Communist Party beldly proclaim that com-
mitting the Labour government te large scale natioenalization
'would ensure that it was not the mixture as before, but ra-
ther that it made a real start in finishing with capitalism
once and for all...It is not natienalizatioen which needs to
be ditched, but the right wing policy of harnessing the pub-
lic sector to the private secter.' ('Public Ownership and
Control' 1973, pp.14-15). The total confusion of this
analysis is firstly, ever the class character of Labour's
proposals; secondly, in relation to the state through which
'publicly' owned industries operate with the pre-~determined
question of the principles of commodity production - that is
production for profit, not use. (The question of the pricing
policies between the'two sectors' remains a secondary fea-
ture - a formal point of whose balance sheet these industries'
prefits are to appear on. Although false pricing policies
are an important point which can be used to drive home the
lessons of the bourgeoisie's preference to conceal and pre-
serve the mysteries of exploitation).

There is agreement on the significance of growing state
intervention in the economy and that this trend hds ‘existed
since the break-up of laisser faire capitalism. A trend
independent of specific goevernments and parties, rather than
an expression of the 'pregressive tendency of the general
rate of profit te fall' and the bourgeoisie's resort to grow-
ing state expenditure as an attempt to neutralise this
through ever increasing taxation, government bonds, and de-
ficit financing. (3). This is an important point since it
situates divisions in and between the Labour and Tery gov-
ernments as a matter of form - anyway, state capitalism
grows. These divisions were usefully summarised by remarks
by Benn and 'The Times' last year. Outlining the govern-
ment's proposals, in this case for shipbuilding, Benn ob-
served; "It was clear that the industry would be unable to
compete effectively in the world market unless there were
changes in management metheds and working practices allowing
a more efficient use of resources and unless there was much
investment and modernization, funds for which were unlikely
to be available from private-sources." (My emphasis). While
'"The Times' editorial read; '"Mr. Benn believes he has the
answer in state monopoly...Private enterprises can survive,

‘»

(3) See Notes, no. 3.
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given aid when normal capital markets shy .at the.risks, along-
side partially or fully publicly owned groups, whose record
with freer access to taxpayers money has been mixed, to say
the least.'" (1.8.74). While the last point on capital access
is not true, there is an appreciation that there has to be
state intervention. Whether such people choose to admit it

is another matter.

Are these differences significant for Marxist-Leninists?
Unlike both PJ and NR, and my own poesition in MLQ 1, I now
believe they are. The demand for nationalization without
compensation provides us with much wider opportunities when
raising fundamental questions embracing the principles of
commodlty production, the function of the bourge01s state,
in stark contrast to the social demecrats politics. It pro-
vides an arena for posing communist p011t1cs to vast numbers
of organlsed workers, particularly the advanced and active
section of the class in opposition to Labour's variation on
the old state capitalist theme and the mystlcal positions
held by the Trotskyists and revisionists, besides the more
concealed state interventien advocated by the mainstream of
the bourgeoisie. We must clearly distinguish between the
possibilities posed for revolutionary propaganda and agita-
tion within the nationalizat1on demand, and the mystified
links between private and ‘'public' capltal preferred by the
Tories. It must be recognised that the Labour party, and
to an even greater extent, the Labour government, is advocat-
ing a core of 'publicly' owned industry, assisted by the
*cost plus' suppliers of that industry(beside the service
function assumed by state owned industry towards the rest of
the e®nomy). We must vigorously support demands for the
total nationalization of specific industries, stressing the
motives behind Labour's present approach (1 e., the continu-
ing commitment for relatively autonomous 'publicly owned' cor-
porations, secret decision making and obscuring the function
of capital), its wish to aveid provoking thought among the
mass of workers about the roots of commodity production - who
creates and who appropriates. surplus value, its consequences,
that of competition, the clash between the socialised forces
of production and- the private ownership of the means of pro-

duction etc.. (4).

The existing form of state capltallsm obscures the laws
of capital and the realities of glass exploitation. The de-
mand for nationalization creates an agenda with wide possi-
bilities for focusing struggle towands the heart of the sys-
tem - production for profit as opposed to use - creating im-
proved conditions for building the ideas, politicsy, and
organisation, for a real revolutionary socialist movement.
It widens the fight against redundancy and rationalization-
as already noted, stepping-up exploitation is the main fac-
tor behind growing state intervention - throwing the rational
of the bourgeois state and social democracy into very sharp

(4) See Notes, no. 4.
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relief. .To those comrades who feel this policy is teo so-
phisticated, that really the differences within the bour-
geoisie are of no significance, Lenin poses some difficult
observations for your 'purism®;

"The divergences between the Churchills and
Lloyd Georges - with .insignificant national
differences these types exist in all coun-
tries - on the one hand, and between the
Hendersons and Lloyd Georges on the other,
are quite minor and unimportant from the
standpoint of pure, i.e., abstract communism,
i.e., Communism that has not matured to the
stage of practical, mass, political action.
But from the standpeint of this practical ac-
tion by the masses, these differences are
very, very important. (My emphasis). To take
account of these differences, to determine
the moment when the inevitable conflicts be-
tween these "friends" which weaken and en-
feeble all the "friends" taken together will
have completely matured - that is the crux
of the matter, the whole task of the Communist
who wants- to be not merely a class-conscieus
and convinced propagandist of ideas, but a
practical leader of the masses in the revolu-
tion. The strictist devetion to the ideas.of
Communism must be cembined with the ability
to effect all the necessary practical compro-
mises, to manoeuvre, to make agreements, zig-

- zags, retreats _and so on, in. order to accel-___ B

eraté. the coming to, and less of, pelitical
powetr by. the Hendersons(the heroes of the Se-
cond Internaticnal, if we are to speak not of
individuals, the representatives of petty- :
bourgeois demecracy whe call themselves So-
cialists) /DB please note/ to accelerate their
inevitable bankrupt¢y in practice, which will
enlighten the masses precisely in the spirit
of eur ideas...History generally, and the his-
tory of revelutiens in particular, is always *
richer in content, more varied, more many-
sided, more lively and "subtle" than eéven the
best parties and the most class-concious van-
guards of the most advanced classes imagine."
(Left Wing Communism - an Infantile Disorder
(FLP.- Peking 1965) pp-99-100).

To make what I am saying absolutely clear. State capitalism
is dominant in Britian. It assumes a number of forms, of
which nationalization is one. There are various structures
bourgeois nationalization may assume. The demand for na-
tionalization as formulated by the Conference decisions of -
the Labour party presents Marxist-Leninists with favourable
opportunities in waging the battle against concepts of sqcial
democracy, and for Communist ideas and policies, among the
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best organized and most class-conscious.workers. . Only by
being leaders of the demand.for:.tetal nationalization of
major industries can we maximise political strength of the
class and destroy .every Kind of reformism at' source., =
Creating a wide realisation of the tasks of revolution -
smashing the entire bourgeois state and building a social-
ist system strengthened by the political. experiences of the
proletariat fighting the ideological-core of capitalism, re-
sisting increased exploitation through 'rationalization'

and its attempts to resore profitability. -

THE _CONNECTION BETWEEN LABOUR AND. THE ADVANCED. WORKING CLASS.

"NR challenges us to.explain how.the:/ *vote Labour to smash
Labour' line is relevant to workers:such.as the nurses and
civil servants (p.l19), adding that our position:'panders to
the backward consciousness of a minority of industrial work-
ers'. This. innocent question demonstrates a characteristic
failure to accurately locate the basis of social democracy
in the class. struggle. Social democracy remains weak .among
Sections such as nurses and civil servants because they have
only recently begun to.organise and struggle ‘against the em-
ployer. Industrial  workers present a different tradition.

One which has grown out of their early and persisStent: con-
frontations. with capital, - The current economic crisis of
capitalism is indeed throwing wider sections of the popula-
tion into the economic struggle, -but it was the-highest de-
velopment of the spontaneous struggle, 'the conviction that

it is necessary to combine in unions, fight.the employers

and strive to compel the government to pass necessary labour
legiskation that Lenin characterised as-trade unionism.

'"Trade unionism does not exclude 'politics' altogether, as
some imagine. Trade unions have always conducted some po- .
litical...agitation-and struggle.' ('What is to be .done?'

p.37 FLP(peking) 1973), The formation, growth,.and co.
uation of the Labour party represents.just this cons¢i
It is the best organised and most active members of
class, outside the Marxist-Leninist movement, wh
tematically 'display these features. It is thes
who still actively identify with the Labour. part
gle for democracy and the :implementation . of conference d :
cisions, ‘who in fdct present' 'the’ greatest potential for com-
munist ideas because of their experiences and.connectionsi

The Manifesto of the Labour Representation:Committee
observed how capital dominated every aspect of political 1life
at its formation in 1900, that this power was.responsible for
significant encroachments on trade-union organisation- (the
1901 Taff Vale judgement being an example), 'the time having
therefore come for wage earners to be organized to support
trade union principles and ideas by political methods’
('Parliamentary Socialism':.p. 18:Miliband, Merlin Edition
1973). Trade unionism means the ideological subjection of
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workers. by the. bourgeeisie,:while: at.the. same:time tg recog-
nizes -the. divisienrbetween“capital and.labour,.but in a way
which perpetuates ‘the:wages: system. - the.system.of commodity
production. "Why does: the:spontaneous movement: lead to the do-
mination of bourgeois-.ideas? " Lenin noted.thet~'the working
class spontaneously gravitates towards Secialism, but the

more widespread (and continuously revived:in the most diverse
forms) bourgeois..ideclogy::nevertheless: spontaneusly imposes
itself upon the. working~class :still more'. ('What is to be
done?, p.51.). u

- The significance of: the.class instincts. of.the British
trade unions preoccupied-Engels. ih-his. criticisms of the Sociale
Democratic. Federation® in the!period-surrounding. the formation
of the Independent Labour:Party, which for:a short while ap~.
peared to present, in.many:respects,.wider.prospects for the
advance of Marxism among:thé.working class movement than the
Iifeless sectarianism dominating the Social Democratic Fe-
deration. Writing on' the admission of the Labour Party to.
the Socialist International in 1908, Lenin summarised Engels'’
position towards the independent organisation of the British
working class in the mid-1890's, arguing that the same fea-
tures prevailed at that time.

"For a number of years.Engels.strongly insisted
that the British: Secial-Democrats,..led by Hynd-
man, were committing an errer.by-acting like sec-
tarians, 'failing to link themselves with the un-
conscious but powerful class instinct of the
trade unions, and by turning Marxism into a
""dogma", whereas it should be a "guide to action".
When there exist:objective conditions which re-
‘tard the growth-of- the political consciousness.
and class independence of' the proletarian masses,
one must beable patiently and steadfastly to
work hand in hand with-them, making no conces-
sions in principles but'not refraining from ac-
tivity right in the midst of the proletarian
masses'" (Lenin, Collected Works, Vol. 15,pp.236-
237)..

With the collapse of the Communist Party into opportunism
during, and after, the Second World.War (see 'Revisionism and .
the British Anti-Revisionist Movement' MLQ 3, pp.3-5, plus

p. 29, note 15)-, and the political and-economic:stabilisation
of British capitalism from"the late 1940's through to the mid .
'60's, there were undoubtedly objective conditions retarding
political development among the working class. This is cer-
tainly no longer the case. The political disarray of the
Marxist-Leninist movement has meant: the"spontaneous surge to-
ward socialism has:been largely disorientated.by the social
democrats and their ideological parasites - the.revisionist
and Trotskyist organisations. This is to be expected given
the traditions of reformism, especi#lly strong in Britain.
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The Labour. gdvernment s policies:  ,.new.that the econo-

———mic crisis of British capltallsm has-really.become acute,

»

are displaying the limited-options of-the bourgeoisie,
threatenlng the fabric of ‘the ‘party once -again. These di-
visions must be used by us.- They represent a fundamental
clash between all that. is positive in the..Labour party and
much -of the trade union movement.and the solid bourgeois
prejudices of the leadership-.and:much of the rank and file
in both. Reformism -in these conditions has no room to ma-
neouvre,,belng especially prone: to a vigorous challenge from
Marxist-Leninists. ‘As DJ correctly wrote; 'If we as revo-
lutlonarles first stand aside from these struggles for trade
union direction and consc1ousness, we will allow the forces
of reaction and class cynicism to- gain domination'. (MLQ 7
p. 8). We must work right in.the midst of the struggle
against the traitors.to the working.class, using this arena
as a basis for. w1nn1ng the mass' of advanced workers away
from the dead-end strategy of social democracy,’ thoroughly
demonstrating the 1deolog1ca1 roots of.this episode in the
history of the Labour party's commitment to- parliamentarism
and the norms of the bourgeois state. (5) :

Given the total domination.of.trade union politics in
the worklng class movement since the demise of the Commu-
nist Party into another segment of social democracy, comrades
arguing that Lenin's advice in 'Left-Wing Communism' and else-
where is no longer valid should reflect on just what has. qua-
litatively changed since 1920. There has been no sustained

'campalgn by Communists using these tactics for at least 32

years. Desplte many errors, partlcularly over the function
of parliament in the bourgeois state, the CPGB did make real
gains when applying this line. It is clear that there has
been no gualitative change in the.consciousness of the
British working class since Lenin's time, and there cannot
be without conscious Communist intervention-at every level
oi the class struggle. The creations of the spontaneous
class struggle recur, the existence.of any number of Labour
governments cannot alter that in themselves.

(5) See Notes, no. 5.
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“for further-credit-induced: expansion are.zero. In fact
"through"the “growing depression,.profitability is receiv-

NOTES

To clarify'what;Lenin;meantgbi;thegﬁfirstmstep‘ towards
a socialistworkersrparty;=I-have. selected:.the following
extracts. 'That by separating-in-Partiament-(not during

‘the elections? not in-its whole:policyi mnot'4in its pro-

paganda and-agitation!)’ from! the bourgeois-parties, the
Labour Party in~Britain: is' taking the first: step towards
socialism~and-tewards:a-class. policy:of the=proletarian
mass -organisations-isiindusputable.”™ i -

"...hundreds of thousands of British workers, who un-:
doubtedly-respect.the decisions of the Tnternational

but have not yet become:full socialists: would ponder -
once again-over the: question:why.they.are. regarded as
having taken éniy-the first.step,: and:what:the next steps
along this-road*should be.™ (Ibid; pp. 235-6). -

A clear illustration of:the:current.contradictions of ca-
pitalism” is~provided:by. the.following. table on the Growth

0of Consumer  Indebtedness in the USA.

$o0v1946.001955 11969 1973 1974*

A. Disposable inceme
of the households.:160.0:.. .275.3. 629.6..903.7 860

B. Mortgage debts for - : o _
freehold homes n 236 0. 88.2.. .266.8 465.9 600

C. Consumer debts - 8.4 ' 38.8 122.5 °173.5:° 200

D. Total private debt : : 0
of the househeolds  31.4 127.0 389.3 649;4_ 800

D as a percentage
of A : 19.6. 46,1 - .6138 71.8 93

A consequence of ‘the credit-led boomis the increasing
proportion of "income-required to:service. debts. With in-
flation“in"BTitainieutstripping:interesttrates,‘prospects

"~

ing harder blows:in: industrial(operation at lower capaci-

ties) and financial-fields.. :Links between.the two now *
are“almost”totalfexpressing:thefend"foereynes's theory

of limitless credit=inspired growth):.- "This:operates both

in the domestic-markets:of imperialism, as well as through
trade with the neo-colonies.

Source: Mandel, !New.Left .Review', 90, p.9.

n?,THese:figures:gre estimates.
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NR provides a satisfactory explanation.of. the law of the
falling rate of profit (MEQ::8&9., p.14), yetiit is as well
to remember that capital  is’not limited to:seeking com-
pensation for this factor. “Its:central dynamic 'is the
quest for maximum profits: This ‘gives a vicious twist to
international capitalist.competition. - There is also vi-
tal agreement between—us:best:summarised by:Lenin; "The
banking magnates-seemrto:beragreed-thatistate monopoly
will steal upon them from-an”unexpected:quarter. It goes
without saying, however,-thatothis fear is no more than
an expression of the rivalry;:sortouspeak;:-between two
department managers-in the same:office;:-for, on the one
hand, the billions entrusted:to-the:savings:banks are in
the final analysis actually-controlled-by these very same
bank capital magnates, while, on-the otherhand, state
monopoly in capitalist-society-is merely a:means of in-
creasing and guaranteeing the inceome of :millionaires in
one branch of industry or-another who are-on the verge

"of bankruptcy.:: Furthermocre:* ‘the'proximity" of such
"capitalism to Socialism-should-serve.the genuine repre-

sentatives of thé proletariat-as:an-argument proving the
proximity, facility, feasibility:and urgency of the so-

cialist revolution; and'not-at:all-as~an- argument in fa-
vour of tolerating the repudiation of-such:a revolution

and the efforts to-make capitalism look more attractive,
an occupation in which-all- the reformistsvare engaged."

'Lenin On Imperialism, The  Eve-of The:-Proletarian Social
Revolution' FLPH (Peking), pp. 72 & 75.

By private ownership of the means of. production, Marxists
are not referring to juridical:-ownership ie.,.whether the
means of production are individually;:corporately, or
state owned. Rather, economic ownership.: The fact that
in capitalist society the'bourgeoisie as.-a class have
real economic control---the .power:to determine what is
produced and ‘to dispose-of: the-preducts.obtained, thus
they 'exploit the direct workers. by -extorting surplus
value from them in various forms*:..(Poulantzas, 'On So-
cial Classes', NLR 78; pp. 28-9%. '

There appears to be confusion-over.the.terms state ca-
pitalism and natishalization:~ The former.being an ele-
ment of capitalism, the’other: element being private ca-
pitalism, while nationalization-is-ajuridical matter, a
form state capital mayvrassume. It is-wrong to narrow
This concept to the matter of-formal. state ownership

(NR implies this when interpreting:the 'essence' of
Engels on the bourgeois-state = see p.: 20). State mo-
nopoly capitalism (imperialism)-is:the:-highest stage

of capitalism being reached in Britain by the end of the
19th. Century. We-should-remember: that bourgeois poli-
tical power through-its-state determines.and regulates
every aspect of capitalist svciety; throughout the eco-
nomy as well as the superstructure. : With the .advent of
monopoly capitalism the function-of :the state was de-
veloped to the stage of*active- intervention in the eco-
nomy-in the previous competitive stage: its role was large-
1y confined to the provision-and back=up of a legal
framework for: exploitation.
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Both: PJ -and NR raise.the. ajjegation.that such an ap-
proach~displaySﬁthe&capitufaionistLpoiitits.ongrotsky's
'transitional programme®: ' This ‘is surprising given PJ's
analysis<qf'Mandel*S”classic'Trotskyism“tOWardsVthe
Soviet Union in'MLQ 889, which also applies to the main-
stream Trotskyist position on.the-nationalised industries.
This sees' them,:.to:some degree or.another, - as in a limbo
between capitalism:.and socialism.’ ~What. we: are in fact
saying*iSfthatﬂgivgn;thextapiﬂly;deteriorating Crisis of

: British*capitaiism;xeven“thevmodestaprogramme of reforms

promised“bY”thePEébour'Partyrhave;ngtprospect of enact-
ment through a“reformist strategy.. As Marxist-Leninists
we have to use:this ‘and:the-everall failure of reformism

in the history of the werking-class te illustrate the ne-

cessity ofuthe:revolUtionaryﬁroadutp,the majority of class
conscious workers who.still® owe allegiance.to social de-
mocracy.
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CRITICfSM“OEQTHEigFBLSTATEMENTiQNMTHE“WORLD SITUATION

" In MLQ 7 we ‘published.our statement on the. International
situation. 'This"was an-attempt to.set out systematically our
view of the mainzcentradictions:in. the:world today, and as
such represented-an- important.step:forward. Without such
analysis- even-of a:preliminary character,.the.Marxist-Lenin-
ist movement will not be. able to make progress.:  Consequently
it is all the more important:.that when such a-document appears,
Marxist-Leninists must- make all.round criticisms of it, no-
ting its good points.and weaknesses,..in.'the attempt to improve

’ itl ¥

The statement resulted from polemic at. the second Spes

cial General Meeting of the CFB in 1974. As the introduc-

tion to the statement showed however, a numbe¥ of points

‘were blurred and confused. -It:argued that:-

""And while we .recognise that the.US and USSR
are the two main enemies, :differences arise
as their relative strengths:and weaknesses.
It is agreed that the  Soviet leadership is
Social Imperialist in Lenin's sense of the
term, -although since: a:substantial minority
do not accept the ‘social-imperialist' char-

" acterisation of the Soviet State, such a
.characterisation has been dropped from ‘the
statement. A-large.minority do not:iragree .
with the statements made. about:internal and
external contradictions and thus does not
accept some implications.regarding the rules
of socialist-democracy.drawn in this docu-
“ment. There are differences on the question
of relative rates of degeneration in the
Soviet Union and the Eastern European coun- '
tries." {(Introduction: to the Statement on
the World Situation, MLQ 7.)

It is essential--then that.polemic over these issues be con-
tinued,with the aim of.achieving unity. It is for this rea-
son that the London Group have:submitted. this criticism of

the Statement;-whilst-being in general agreemeént with it.

‘TWO  SUPER POWERS:AND- THE CLASS NATURE :OF THE .SOVIET -UNION.

In the section of the statement headed 'Imperialism',

"thé*United‘States-isaeiearly?%abeliedgaSr”the@mest-aggress~

ive ‘'enemy of the peoples.of the world':and.the USSR as the
'next most powerful'. ..But: in.a. subsequent paragraph, the
document argues:- 'Thus-strategically the two combined are




30

the main enemies -of .the.world's.peeples.:. Tactically one or
the other“Will“be'thefdominant:hostiieiferceidepending on
the specific situation in different countries and areas of
the world."

The two formulationsnarawclearlywcontradictory, insofar
as the first one;, regarding-the paramount: position of the
USA, is rendered*meaningﬁess;hysthe;see@ndiL:If the USSR
"tactically' is the'mainvenemyuof*certain:peoplesJ depending
‘on geographical proximity;-the existence of spheres of in-
fluence, patterns of-economic domination-etc.,. then the USA
cannot be the main' enemy of-the world's peoples in general.
It is clearly the case that the main:. enemy.of. the peoples of

Eastern Europe is the USSR, far example.

What the document argues. is.that the USA is the main
enemy in general, because of its'overseas investments, and
military strength. Thus the document:ignores the class na-
ture of social imperialism, and fails-to-analyse realisti-
cally the balance of military.forces. - Clearly,.overseas in-
vestments themselves-do not transform any Western Imperial-
ist nation into-a greater threat to world revolution than
is the USSR, yet most of these nations have more overseas
investments than the USSR does: ~Regarding the ‘military ba-
lance of forces, the situation is not-one of obvious su-
periority of the USA. The annual:publication of the Insti-
tute of*StrategiC“Studies<gives'the¢£0110wingsinformation.
The USSR has more nuclear missiles-but the USA more war-
heads, the USSR more submarines  but the USA almost a mono-
poly of aircraft carriers, the USSR moere planes.--but the USA
more long-rage bombers, the USSR:more troops. and tanks(ac-
cording to Peking Review 1974 Ne. 3.p.8. -.these are concen-
trated in Europe). ' These figures- in themselves.are not con-
clusive, but the existence of- the  Strategic:Arms Institufe.
Talks in themselves demonstrate-that-the two superpowers
themselves consider that' they are roughly in balance. More
telling, the admission of a-US -admiral recently that the
mobilisation of US forces during the-1973.:Middle East War
was a reaction to the fact:that the: USSR had obtained an .
overwhelming advantage in that:area, shows that the assump-
tions of the World Situation Document are far from accurate.

Military strength 'is not: the deciding..factor however.
Political factors internally and externally decide on the
possibility of -the use of ‘military hardware. This is why
an-understanding of the threat posed by- the USSR is of great
importance. In the CFB we are-agreed on the nature of the
threat posed by the USA.  .Indeed this is.true of the left
generally. The revisionists:however make great .play of the
question of the 'struggle for peace!“and use this as a mask
for-the reactionary activities of: the USS.' on a world scale.
It is essential that we:are equipped: to expose this parti-
cular tactic. An essential basis for this is an understand-
ing of the meaning of 'social imperialism'.

Ei S
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‘then let ‘them enter the polemic and ‘explain ‘why. -

~ . 31

. Socialuimperialiém,.Psocialismyinnwords,ﬁimpefiaiism in
deeds,"“does¢notﬁnecessarily:f@lie@&the;same;1aws as the im-
periaiism-ethheSﬂS??Britainretc;;;butwit?isrngVertheless;az

- form of exploitation-of‘weaker nations, and-is”a’ response’ to

the need for resourcés .other than those available within:the.
USSR. It rests primarily. on. bourgeois.concepts of an 'in-
ternational divisien® of:labour',. 'equal! terms of trade,
tied-10ans?etca“acheriarticlesuin:MLQ,!notably_in,nom6, and
the»present“issue”gorfurther’intO'this'questidndﬂ;Iﬁdeed the
Statement on the'Worid“Si$uation:itself‘goeSjinto;the_details
of Soviet- exploitatien on-a world scale..- How:much more op-
portunist*then;rthatLWeisheuid%faiiﬂtQ«give,the~phenomenon
its real name, and that:we should:not struggle for unity on
this question! ‘ ' SR
‘We 'are not mérely.drawing demarcation lines over the »
use or'non-use of names; the phenomenon. of:social imperialism
rests.on the basis of the:restoration of cdapitalism in the
Soviet Union. 'There is:thus a great difference between. speak-
ing of 'Soviet Revisienism'.which: characterises an earlier

stage in the-degeneration-of the.Soviet Union,.and speaking
of Soviet Social Imperialism, which sets the phenomenon in
its true context, and gives:due importance to the .threat
posed by the USSR. ' To equivocate.:on this question is. to equi-
vocate over the class mature:of the USSR, =~ ... ~ . ~

For Marxist-Leninists, the..Spoviet Union must be either
capitalist or socialist =.there. is no- third.category, al-’
though the Trotskyists have tried to invent ong(l). Our as-
sesSmént’doeS‘not"depend‘on“categorieS'of'Iega§=¢nnership”
laws of inheritance:etc., but on the-relationships to the
means of production; wheéther:or.mnot the;massesihavelreal con-
trol of ‘the use of:means' of preduction.and appropriation of
the product of their:labour, contrel:of .planning. etc. State -
ownership-is*neither;héwe;ncr;themelespeciaiiyfwhen the masses.
are excludedﬂfr@muadministrationiandhdecision%makingo_.These

are theﬂf@ctors*wéfconsider%whenfpalemicising~GVer this ques--
tion. If COmradESfrejeCt.the'argumentS"aIready'advancedWLZI

THE PRIMACY OF INTERNAL CONTRADICTIONS AND?THE’FOREIGﬁ POLICY
OF SOCIALIST COUNTRIES ‘ =

In'the section.of the .Document. headed tSocialist Camp’

we read, "Strategically; the internal contradictions are

prime and therefore tactical attitudes towards bourgeois
states’'must serve the interests of the-internal progressive
forces." i

Although:dt.is generally true.that.internal contradic-

(1) See'the-article"Mandel~and the Soviet Economy'in MLQ 8/9
and the review of Birchall's-book in the same ‘issue.

(2) See articles cited in Note(1).
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tions are .the most central.fer. the.working class and party
of a particular formation,:itds.net.always.se.even here.
In the case‘ofﬂBritainﬁdumingxﬁheiwanxagainstﬁFascism,.for
example the situation-was:suchrthat-theinternational si-
tuation demanded a united-front:against.Fascism (3). A si-
milar situation arose“for® the  Communist:Party.of: China when
the Japanese invaded.

More significantily,. this statement,. in. the context of
discussion of the foreign policy-of secialist countries, im-
plies a criticism of.the_foreign.policy.of:the Peoples Re-
public of China - ‘but opportunistically:avoids stating it
openly. This the Statement ignores. the: general strategic
line of Chinese foreign-policy; which werhave always taken
to be correct, and also.ignores' the elementary fact that
what is primary for a“state where.the working.class holds
state power and is:gble:tq,enteriinto-diplomatic relations
with states of a different -social structure, may be secon-
dary for the oppressed working class.of a capitalist coun-

_ try. The relationship of-internal:to external contradic-
tions is’ determined by analysis-of the order of importance
of contradictions in' the world:today. For.us the main
enemy is clearly our-own working class.-.strategically, the
.aim is the taking of state- power.: The situation is quite
different for the Communist. Party.of:China-whose strategy at
the diplomatic level is to- oppose the two:super powers in
their attempts to achieve world hegemony. - The fruits of
this strategy are clearr for all to.see;:if  comrades look at
the statements of the Chinese UN delegation, .at the state-
ments of the Non-Aligned- Nations: Conferences, or merely note
the changes in the balance of -forces-within the.United Nations
itself it is clear that the nonsaligned nations:.are increas-
ingly following an anti-imperialist.and.progressive path, a
path to which China increasingly:gives a lead.:

This policy follows. that laid:down.by. the..Chinese them-
selves(4)The statement on “the World.Situation.on the other
hand, is vague and imprecise on this point.  It.ignores what
the CPC have said about their.:policy, iand in essence falls
into left opportunism in its. assessment.

CONCLUSIONS

In general we’supportwthewpositionsfexmeSSed:in the Do-
‘cument on the World Situatien..: We-have.however.attempted to
identify a number of  errors,: to: draw-demarcation lines and
reopen polemic on a pumber of .peints.  In:general, the errors
result from an opportunist. blurring of .central.points, and
it is essential that suchsopporthnismubeferadicated from the
CFB.

London Group

(3) For continued polemic on this. uestion, see the critique
of Birchall already 'quoted, and the-'Response to SM' in

this issue.
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(4) "Peaceful.Coexistence: Two Diametrically Opposed Poli-
cies" ., December 1963. Editorial Depts. of "Peoples
Daily' and 'Red Flay'.

iUnite the People, Defeat the Enemy; Peking Review, no.
35, 4971,

fWheq;e the Differences', collection..of CPC statements.
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NEITHER ADVENTURISM NOR OPPORTUNISM - A REPLY TO SM

SM's review article in MLQ 8&9 of 'Workers against the
Monolith' by TIan Birchall of the 'International Socialists®
is an excellent criticism of Trotskist ultra-leftism and it
correctly attributes these errors to the fundamental philoso-
phical error of idealism - the approach of the 'general
principle’.

However the authors of this reply wish to take issue with
SM in one particular aspect of his general criticism, the aspect
of his critique of the Trotskyist approach to united front
tactics. As SM points out, the fundamental error that Trotskyists
fall into is their inability to correctly analyse the specific
contradictions in a given situation and to analyse those con-
tradictions in the light of a general theory. Thus for Trotskyists
everything is reduced to the contradiction between Labour and
Capital and they fail to see that alliances between the bour-
geoisie and the proletariat are correct in certain circumstances.

!

According to SM:

"A central feature of 'leftism' is its failure
to understand real united front policies: a
consistent opposition to the Marxist approach
of 'uniting all those who can be united against
the main enemy'.'" (1)

Quite so! And a central feature of opportunism is the entering
into of UNPRINCIPLED alliances with people who are really your
enemies. The practice of the modern CPGB abounds with this
type of opportunism - obvious examples are their lauding of

the 'left' Labour MPs and their whole concept of the 'anti-
monopoly alliance’'. .

A united frent is, as SM says, the policy of ‘uniting all
those who can be united against the main enemy'. But this
begs the question of who the main enemy is. No doubt the re-
visionists could use this formula to justify their unprincipled
alliance with the 'left' Social-Democrats on the grounds that
they can be united against the main enemy - who for the revi-
sionists are the Tories, not the bourgeoisie.

(1) MLQ 8&9 - SM's review article of 'Workers Against the
Monolith' by Ian Birchall :
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The applicatien of united fronttactics requires a rigor-
ous use of Marxism by carefully analysing all the contradic-
tiens in a given situatien and then deciding which centradic-
tien is principal, and which are secondary. Unless this is
done then ‘the 'left' adventurist and Trotskyist errer of
treating secendary enemies as principal, er the right oppoer-
tunist errer of treating principal enemies as secondary are
easily fallen inte. We believe that in 1941 the western.

Communist parties fell into the secoend error.
SM is correct when he says:

"As so often, the Trotskyist alternative was based
not en a cencrete-analysis of the situatien but

on mere cemparisen, an analegy; in this case with
the first werld war". (2)

Apart frem being based en analegy their methedelegy is
anether illustratien of the 'general principle' appreach;

in this case the 'general principle': that alliances between
the preletariat and the bourgeoisie are always impermissible.
OUR appreach is te make a concrete analysis of - the .1939-45
war and then use the theary of Marxism-Leninism as a guide
to defining the apprepriate policy. This is the methedelegy
of Marxism and such a methedelegy can oenly lead :to the con-
clusien that:the war was principally an imperialist war and
that for ence the Tretskyists were right. As SM says:

"The timeless dogmatism has eften been cempared
with that of a stepped clock. Like that cleck -
it can hardly helpbeing right en eoccasions'.

The 1939-45 war may correctly be seen as a continuation
of the war of 1914-18. 1In beth wars states which had enly
lately entered onto the path of imperialism(principally
Germany) were fighting for a redivision of the world against
well-established imperialist states(principally Britiin and
France) whe were fighting fer the maintenance of the status
que. ' Because of this we shall leek first at the first imper-
ialist werld war, the 1in€ taken by Marxists in that war and
compare that line te the lines of 1939-41 and 1941-45, taking
due account of chanced circumstances.

The development of imperialism from areund the time of
the turn of the century led te the logical ‘culmination eof the
first imperialist werld war. A war which Lenin described in

the fellewing terms:

""Herein precisely, lies the -specific feature of
imperialist war, war between=reaetienary-bﬁurgeois,

(2) Ibid
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histerically ebselete governments, waged for
the purpose” of eppressing ether natiens. Whoe-
ever justifies participatien in the present war
perpetuates imperialist eppressien of natioens.
Whoever advecates taking advantage of the pre-
sent embarrassments of the gevernments te fight
for secial revelutien champiens the real free-
dom of really all natiens, which-is possible
only under secialism." (3) ’

As in 1939, the outbreak of war in 1914 threw European
socialists intoe cenfusion. Mest Eurepean: parties(including
the German, generally censidered to be.the mest advanced in
the world) suppoerted the war.: Only a few individuals such
as Luxemburg, Liebnicht'and Gallacher oppesed the war..And
of course in Russia the Bolshevik party as a whele carried
out .a principled and resolute struggle against secial-chau-
vinism. Lenin's analysis eof secial-chauvinism was:

"Secial-chauvinism is advecacy ef the idea of

the 'defence of the fatherland' in the current
war. Further this idea legically leads ente

the abandonment of the class struggle during

the war,; te veting war credits etc.. Actually,
the secial-chauvinists are pursuing an anti-proe-
letarian, beurgeeis pelicy; fer actually, they
are champiening net the 'defence of the father-
land' in the sense of fighting fereign eppressien,
but the right of ene eor the ether 'great powers
te plunder celenies and te eppress other natiens.
The secial=chauvinists repeat the bourgeeis de-
ception of the people that the war is being waged
to protect the freedeom and existence of natiens,
and thereby go over to the side of the bourgeesie
against the proletariat." (4)

For Leninists then there can be no case for supporting
one's 'ewn' imperialist bourgeeisie in an imperialist war.
Lenin urged socialists ‘to werk fer the defeat of their 'own'
ruling classes and te turn the war inte a civil war:

"The reactienary character of this war, and the
shameless lies teld by the bourgeoisie of ALL
countries in cevering up their predatery aims
with 'natienal' ideolegy, are invariably creating,
on the basis'of an objectively revolutienary
situation, revolutienary moods ameng the masses.
It is our task to help the masses to become con-
scious of these moods, to.deepen and formulate
them. This task is correctly expressed oenly. in
the slogan; convert the imperialist war inte

(3) Lenin - 'Socialism and War' - Published in 'Lenin on War
and Peace' FLPH, Peking.

(4) Ibid
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civil war...it.is impessible to foretell whether

a powerful revelutienary movement will flame up
during the first or second war of the ‘great powers,
whether during or after it: in any case ‘our boun-
den duty is systematically and undeviatingly to
work in this direction.' (5)

_ Unfortunately only the Bolshevik party was able to act
successfully -on this advice and. 'so the imperialist pewers
lived to fight anether day and in 1939 the second imperialist
world war broke out. What it is necessary . to do now is to
analyse the differences in circumstances between 1914 and de-
cide if the line of 1914 was still applicable in 1939. What
were those différences? Firstly that one group of imperialist
powers (Germany, Italy and Japan) were Fascist powers and that
the oppoesing group{Britain,.Frane'and latér the USA) were
bourgeois democratic. in character. ‘Secondly. that- a social-
ist country existed. This latter factor could not affect
the nature of the war until 1941 when the German imperialists
invaded the Soviet Union.. -

For SM, the fact that Britain was fighting a Fascist

country and was itself a bourgeois democracy, means that the
. 'contradiction' between bourgeois democracy “dnd Fascism was

principal and that (by imblicationj-the”gbnpradicﬁibns be-
‘tween British imperialism and the oppressed nations and Be-
tween ‘the British bourgéoisie and proletariat had beceme se-
condary. SM deesn't argue this ‘he merely dasserts it. Pér-
haps he believes it to be self-evident, but it certainly’
Isn't so to the authofs - NOR WAS IT TO THE COMINTERN IN 1939.
In his spirited defence of the Comintern line of 1941 onwards
SM cenveniently ignores .the fact that ‘the Comintern line~of

1941 .argued that the war.was an imperialist war ‘and should
not be supported by the Communist parties and-the ‘working
people. In November 1939 .the Comintern said: i
"Three of the richest states-England, France

and the USA-held sway over the most important

world routes and markets. They seized posse-

ssion of the main’sources of raw materials. -

In their hands are huge economic resourcés.

They hold over half of mankind in subjection.

They. cover up the exploitation of the working
people, the exploitation of the oppressed o
peoples, with the false phantom of democracy,

S0 as to more easily deceive-the masses.

Fighting against theiTr world supremacy, and

for, their own mastery., are the other capital-
ist. states, which came later onto the path of
colonial. expansion:- -They want te divide anew,

to their own advantage, the Sources of raw ma-
terials,'food, gold reserves, and the huge

(5) 1Ibid



38

masses of people in the ceolonies. Such is the

real meanlng of this war, which is an unjust;
reactlenary, imperialist war." (6) X

Those who would support the war are answered as follews;

"Workers! Don't believe those who wave the flag
of national unity, What can there bé in common
between you and those who profit by the war?®
What unity can there be between exploited and’

explolters? .

Don' t beliéve those who are. calllng upon you

to support. the war under the false pretext of,
the defence of democracy. What right te speak
of demecracy have these who oppress India, Indo-
China, the Arab countries, who keep half the
world in the chains of colohial slavery...the
lords of Britain maintain reaction on all the
five continents of the earth.'" (7)

Those who, 1ike SM, support the line adopted in 1941 ,have
a duty to explain why the first line was wrong, {or, if beth
were right, to explain that). The. 11ne was changed immediately
after the invasion of the Sdviet Union by the German imperialists.
Now it _could be argued that the duty of all Communlsts was then
to suppert their 'own' country s war effort agalnst the ‘Germans,
a war te defend the Soviet Union. - But this line isn't argued;
the 11ne that is put is of a 'war against Fasc1sm' a 'war in
defence of’ democracy If that were the case- then it was also
so,in 1939! In fact of course the ‘two lines are irreconcilable,
the second one being bérn out . of the CPSU's suberdination of
the -interests of the’ worklng people and oppressed natioens of
the world to the 'state ‘interests_‘of 'the Soviet Union.

What then were the main contradlctlons in the world in 19397
They were;

1) BetWeen the imperialist powers. and the oppressed nations.
2) Between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat in the
imperialist powers.
3) Between the 1mper1allst powers.
4) Between the imperialist powers and the SeV1et Union. =

(6) Comintern statement ef 11th Nov. 1939 - .'On the Occasioen
of the 22nd. Anniversary of thé October Revolution'.
(This and all the other Comintern documents referred to
are to be found in 'Décuments of the Commuhist- Interna—
tiondl' - Vol 3, edited by Jane Degrass). -

(7) Ibid.
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After the outbreak. of war.in 1939 the: contradiction between
the imperialist'pewers becamexthefmost acute on a world scale.
For the oppressed nations of the world the contradiction be-
tween themselves and the. imperialist powers remained principal
and for the proletariat in the imperialist powers the contra-
diction between themselves and. the:-'bourgecisie remained prin-

cipal

The line. that the 'contradiction' between bourgeois de-
mocracy and Fascism was principal -is superficially convincing.
But what does the adoption. of.this.line mean-in practice? It
means suberdinating. the struggles of the proletariat and the
oppressed nations to the. interests of the British and French
(and later American) imperialists.

For the working people of Britain and France it meant
that the struggle for socialism should be postponed simply
because the British boeurgeoisie was fighting an imperialist
rival. The fact that the.imperialist.riVal‘waS*Fascist-does
noet significantly alter the case. The line of the bourgeoisie
that the war was being fought in 'defence of democracy' was

-0 much sand thrown in the eyes of the. workers, just 1like the

crap about ‘'gallant little Belguim' and 'Prussian Militarism'
in 1914. In the words of Dmitrov;

"The older generation of workers who exper-
ienced the first imperialist world war, well
remember hew at that time the press of Britain
and. France sought day in and day out to prove
that the governments of these countlies were
waging war only 'in defence of demecracy!
against 'Prussian militarism', while the Ger-
man. press, in their turn. sought to convince
people that the war was being waged against
'Russiaansarism'm In actual fact, however,
as is well known, what was taking place was

a struggle between twe groups of imperialists
for the repartition of the earth," (8)

Marxists accept that there is a difference between bour-
geois demoecracy “and- Fascism,.although: the difference is
quantitative, rather than qualitative. Fascism is the face
that capitalism wears in it's death threes, with the mask of
beurgeois demecracy thrown aside. In the struggle against
Fascism the working class cannot enter inte a united front
with the bourgeoisie because there is no qualitative differ-
ence between them because bourgeois democracy and Fascism are
beth FORMAL aspects of capitalism (individual members eof the
bourgeoisie may of course be won over to a broad frentagainst

(8) Comintern statement of 11th, Nov. 1939 - 'On the Tasks
of the Working Class in .the Imperialist War' = Dmitrov.
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Fascism; as Fascism can be.against.the interest of indivi-
dual capitalists). The only way that-the working people can
liquidate the threat of Fascism is*by the-overthrow of the
capitalist system; therefore'to:ztalk:of-the:'1939-45 war as
an 'anti-Fascist'rwar is- sheer sophistry.: As:Dmitrov sajd;

"The Communist parties:must-rapidly- reorganise
their ranks in accordance with: the conditions
of the war, purgertheir-ranks of.capitulatery -
elements, and estabtish:Bolshevik discipline,
They must concentrate their~fire'.against oppor=
tunism, expressed in slipping:-intothe position
of 'defénding the fatheriand'; 'in support of
the fairy tale about the-anti=Fascist character
of- the war, and in retreat before the acts of
oppression of the bourgeoisie.'" (9)

A far more serious betrayal by the Communist.parties was
their betrayal of the nations-oppressed.by:imperialism. In
demanding that the oppressed-nations:give 'up their struggle
for independence(as‘ the' western parties did) fox the duration
of the war the western Communist parties.lapsed into gross so-
cial-chauvinism. :Irrespectiverof their subjective feelimgs
about 'fighting Fascism'; objectively they were supporting -
their 'own' imperialist bourgeoisie in their efforts to main-
tain their exploitation-of:the colonies:: Tn:reality the Com-
munist parties and*workingwpeoplefaf:the@imper;alist~p0wers
were fighting for:the continued enslavement.of the colonial
peoples and for their“own continued exploitation by capital-
ism. ’

We believe that the correct:line.for. the western parties
in a situation where :

"The bourgeoisie.are doing everything to compel
millions of people to-goe to-war-and die for a
cause. that is, alien to them.':But: therproletariat,
the working people:have nothing: to-defend .in this
war. It is not their .war,.but the:war of their -
exploiters. It brings-them suffering, privation,
ruin and.death.  ‘Were-they to:support such a war,
they would be merely defending:the drnterests of
their enslavers and oppressors, would be support-
‘ing capitalist slavery.'" (10) -

would have been that.of revolutionary defeatism, of turning
the imperialist war-into civil:-war. . This: line.sholild have
been carried out-even in-~the-event-of German'occupation, We
say that the French CP were:wrong 'to-engage in armed resis-
tance against the Germans+~ -as:-Lenin. saidi:"A revolutionary

(9) Ibid.
(10) Ibid.

LR
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éfa%sriaﬁﬁQt?butuwishﬁferftherde&éatmof:its gevernment in a

,ré@bkignar?“War;“cannot“faii“tb?seeathat_its‘militgry reverses
.ﬁaeilitate{itS'overthrewﬂ;-tTo?fIght”foreign»eccuplersfis

only” justifiabie:in-'national-1iberation wars, to fight them

AR amperialistiwars:is to support your.'own' imperialist
4156uTgbdi§ig‘and'theirﬁrapeﬁand plunder-of:the coldnies. The
-Fact tﬁat"theﬁinvadeTSﬁmighx-berEascistzisfa‘seconﬁary ques-
tion and'in“anyﬁcasezfightinguthem:on:that:basis'assumés a
-q*alifgtivgidiffeteneeabetweenaFascism:andzbeurgeois democracy.
_?héjgeﬁﬁfél”iine#ofﬁrevelutionarysdefeatismgput forward by
‘B@ﬁiﬁﬂiﬁ“the*1914*18ﬁwaerEMﬂINEDvEORRECI;in,the:1939445-war;

This 1lide was in-fact-the-line: of: the.Comintern in 1939-41;
' "The imperialists- of the.warring..countries have
begun the war for-a new.partition:of the earth,
for world-domination,. dooming:millions of people
to destruction.: The:working:class is called

upon to put:-an.-end to:the war:. after its . own fa-
shion, in-its own interests,: in :the .interests of
the whole of labouring-mankind-and thereby to
désgroy“once"andfforFallﬁthe“fundamental_Causes
‘giving rise-to-imperialist wars." (11). .

In summary then the war started by two groups of imper-

‘iglist states in 1939 was.a straight imperialist war and the

fact that one group was FasCistand the other bourgeois-demo-
cratic was irrelevant. . The.Communist. Parties and the working

‘people couldﬁqot'possibiyﬁjustify?supporting that war and in
fact should have taken'adVantagefdf'theracuteLCOntradictiong

to overthrow the capitalist system and liberate:the colonies.

-~ This was the general line of the Comintern from September 1939

to .June 1941 when the_German:imperialists invaded the Soviet
Union. '

~ Clearly the invasion.of the:Soviet Union intreduced a
majOr“ﬁGW?faﬁﬁﬁriintofthéywar;fyBut'asxwehhaveﬂalreadY argued
the.Comintern;"thetCPSUrandrthefwestern.parties'didn't,argue
‘that the warﬁWaSTa“warﬁinpde£encecqfﬁthe;Soviet'Union, but
rather ‘a warin- 'defence of democgacy';: an’ 'anti-Fascist war'.
We have already shown that these formulations.were -social~ :
chativinist. ' SM argues-that the pelicy of 1941 was a policy
of; -.

"...supporting the.interests of:the Socialist.
Soviet  Union Onﬁmhefopewhand;_andvcf'the”work-
Ang class in both:the' Fascist countries and

the western democracies-on the- other..." (12).

The truiy*éXtraOrdinaryhthing about this statement, and indeed
of SM's whole defence' of :the new-Comintern.line, is that no-

(11) Ibid,
(12) MLQ 889 - op. cit
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where does SM consider the question of the relationship of
the 'western democracies' to the oppressed nations. We
suggest that this 'is because any examination of this rela-
tionship will reveal the utter epportunism of the Cemintern

. line of 1941. If in imperialist countries the Communist par-
ties and the working people support the imperialist wars of
those countries then they cannot do other than support the
predatory aims of their 'own' imperialist bourgeoisie.

SM does not distinguish between united fronts in imper-
ialist countrie’ and united fronts in countries oppressed by
imperialism. In the latter a united front of classes takes
place under thé direction of a Marxist-Leninist Party. with
the objective of defeating imperialism and then starting the
struggle for socialist revelution. In the former, as the
proletariat do not have state power, any united frontin an
imperialist war can only objectively be an unholy alliance
of bourgeoisie and proletariat for the purpose of maintaining
the enslavement of the colonies. SM says of Birchall that
he has;

"...no understanding of correct. united frent po-
licies because of a leftist error of believing
that the only progressive force at anytime is .
the working class, that all enemies can be fought
at once, and that any other approach is to com-
promise 'principles''. (13). '

Unlike Birchall and mest other Trotskyists the authors
of this article do .recognise the need for compromises with
class enemies in certain situations. Obvious examples from
our epoch are the principled compromises made by the Chinese
and Vietnamese comrades with their national bourgeoisies in
their common struggle against imperialism. That, is a prin-
cipled compromise. ‘

MThere are different kinds of compromises. One
must be able to analyse the situatioen and the
concrete conditions of each. One must learn to
distinguish between a man who has given up his
money and fire-arms to bandits se as to lessen
the evil that they can do and to facilitate
their capture and execution, and a man who gives
his money and fire-arms to bandits so-as to
share in the leot.'" (14).

We would suggest that the compromise made by the Comintern
and the western parties with their 'own' imperialist bour-
geoisie against the German imperialists was the latter type -
an unprincipled compromise, a lapse into opportuniim

(13) Tbid.

(14) Lenin- 'Left Wing Communism - An Infantile Disorder'.
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#nd 'social-chauvinism.
898 OS2l Syrn gnitant ' g &1 Lag . cai
Now let us examrnswthngomlnterngit%ﬁements;pf;May-Dgy
1942 (the first to be issued after the-invasion of the

Soviet Unmien) ;

.‘May Day 1942" comes ifi'a ydar of great'
histeric decisions. This year May' Day
is ‘moré ‘than a. day.when the werking -
., ,class réviews its forces. It is d day
of ‘mobilization ‘against -Hitler in~g - < -
life ;and "death sfrggquoaa TR Bt R
L IR a eI 3
‘Thé ‘iSsue’at stake is not. oaly ‘the ‘dés-
tiny 'of dny ene‘natien or any ene ctass. :
Theé 'liberty ‘4nd -ifidependencs 6f ‘a¥l ca- r
tiens are at stake. It is a questien of .
saving them from the mortal foes who are
threwn into a fury at the very sound of

such words as the rights of man, liberty

s 3

and demoCracy.. .

The workets 6fthe whdle “jorld aid the
nations ‘dre determinéd énce and 'f8¥ a11 A

to win a lasting and durable péace and -
”egkf'nly,to,destrgy Hitler fascism...
“For -a whole' genéf tien“May Day-was 'a - - 3
’@ayjégenQEhé‘wdrkerlfdftifiéﬂ5hf§*féith'f, 3 9l

in~hig owgfgtjgﬁgfh;agdffé§t;Himéélfiég 12
dne with“his cldss  brotheTs] ‘a day-when
. Dejfelt conscious of beldnging to & ' : - -
TUomighty militant body.® Thé Significance = -

“6f May«Day 1842°is “incBiparably greater; =
tHislyéérjipﬁig a.gay’offraxlyiﬁg,éii” e AR
people, all honést"men’who ' cherisH fréé-- . ‘.
dom for the struggle in defence of their
decent existence, for the sacred libera-_
tien war against Fascism, for the cause
of all mankind.'" (15),

ZHIR

The changé in the pelitics and language since the statements
of 1939 is truly remarkable. Instead of the forthright Marx-
ist analysis and urging of the class war .of .Lenin, we read
(in the case of the authors, with nausea) of the 'rights eof
man, liberty and’ democracy' of 'henest men who cherish free-
dom' and of 'the cause of all mankind'. ‘This is all se much
humbug and cant! The class war has ended and we are all (the
imperialist beurgeoisie included) 'hoenest .men. who cherish
freedom'. Prebably the mest significant. thing about the do-
cument is that (long before Kruschov) the Leninist concept of

(15) Comintern statement of May Day 1942.
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liquidating war by liquidating imperialism i% turned on its
head and instead a 'lasting and durable peace' is to be
achieved by defeating 'Hitler Fascism'.

How does SM imagine that the Communist Parties and work-
ing people could, in a principled fashion, suppert the Soviet
Union's war effort By supperting their 'own' bourgeeisie's
war effort. Nowhere does hé.explain.this in cencrete terms.:
Like the rest of this sectien of his article it remains an un-
substantiated assertien. 'In reality ef course it couldn't be
done - the principal effect of .supperting the war effort was,
as we have shown in this article. that of supporting imperialism,
Obviously the war effort of the Soviet Unieon was considerably
helped by the western power's war effort, but this could not
in any way justify the principal aspect of supperting an im-
perialist war. .a ‘ _ o

‘SM says;

"The period covered is of key importance to Marx-
ist-Leninists, but in our work te mere fully un-
derstand it, far,frem receiving help from the. ;.
Trotskyists, we will haye to continuously combat
their errors." (16). ’

ot B : : - , ce LhER
We agree that we will get no help. from the Trotskyists in un-
derstanding the ,perigd but we will have to go far bgyend SM's
simplistic defence of our past histery if past errexs are to
be isolated and.learned from. Marx once said that histery
repeats itself, the first time as farce, the second’ time as
tradgedy. We have had.the farce - the Comintern line of 1941.
The tradgedy might be yet to_ come - the.growing Cohtention
between Soviet secial-imperialism and US imperialism in Europe
might bring a .very nésthhicken home 'to reest:

N.R. & J.T.

(16) MLQ 8&9 - op. cit.
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A CRITICISM OF ERICH- FARL'S ARTICLE

'IS THE USSR AN IMPERIALIST COUNTRY-?'

This article is divided into 3 main sectiens - 1) Metheds of
analysis, 2) The USSR. and. Comecon, and 3) The USSR and India.

‘The most important section is the first. .It is the rejec-

tion of the Marxist-Leninist approach that is the corner-
stone of the incorrect '"theories' of Erich. Farl and the In-
ternational Marxist Group (and of course Trotskyism in ge-
neral). This is combined with a failure to see the reality
of natienal exploitation in practice, which can be seen very.
clearly in Farl's treatment of India. Here Farl explicitly
takes a thoreughly bourgeoise line in defence of Imperialism.

METHOD OF ANALYSIS - TROTSKYISM OR MARXISM-LENINISM

Lenin's 'Imperialism, The Highest Stage of Capitalism'
is an excellent example of correct methods of analysis. Lenin
concretely examines the real development of the means of pro-
ductioen, and the relations of proeduction within the advanced
capitalist countries, menopelizatien, merger of finance ca-
pital with industrial capital etc; he concretely examines the
real economic, pelitical and military relatioens between the
advanced capitalist countries and the celonial and semi-colo-
nial ceuntries of the world, and as a result ef that inves-
tigation, martials toegether the basic features of Imperialism
at that time. Thus revealing the essence and centradictiens
of 20th century Imperialism. This analysis was and is a
crucial theoretical werk in the development of Marxism-Lenin-
ism. Nevertheless Lenin points very clearly to the danger

of regarding this analysis as a set of rules:

"Witheut fergetting the conditional and
relative value of all definitions in ge-
neral, which can never embrace all the
concatenations of a phenemenon in its

full development, we must give a defini-

tien of Imperialism that will include

the following five of its basic features:" (1)

(1) Lenin, 'Imperialism, The Highest Stage of Capitalism',
Progress Publishers, p. 85.
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The Trotskyists of course, as always, foerget. the 'conditional

and relative' value of all definitions. As Lenin said of
Trotsky: "All his theses are based on a 'general principle’',
an approach which is in itself fundamentally wrong." (2).
Lenin's theses on Imperialism are a cencentratien of reality
examined in the dialectical theoretical framework. They are
a summation of the generality of Imperialism at that stage,
but that is not all. Also contained in that pamphlet are
many examples of the particularity of Imperialism:

""Unlike British colonial Imperialism, French
Imperialism might be termed Usury Imperialism,
In the case of Germany we have a third type..." (3)

Thus reading Lenin on Imperialism as a whole we see analysis
of the particular as well as of the general. We see a con-
crete analysis summed up as a set of theses, that reflect
the reality of the class and national 'liberatien struggle.

By contrast Erich Farl follows the traditional Trotskyist
method - transforming Lenin's conditional and relative basic
features' into five unconditional and abseolute general prin-
ciples (though he does admit them to be 'incomplete'). He
proclaims that they do not fit the external relations of the
USSR. Therefore not only is the USSR not any type of Imper-
ialism, it is not even a specifically analysed Secial Imper-
ialism. There are two mistakes, a) method and b) in fact.
Social Imperialism is in fact in many of its features the
same as other forms of Imperialism, including the export of
capital (see Section 3).

What does Farl have to say. about meéthod?

"The Chinese positions on Social Imperialism
"differ from those of Cliff (Internatienal So-=
cialists) in that they do not take as their
starting point the definition given by Lenin."
(This .is supposed to be bad!)

EXACTLY-1ike Lenin, the Marxist-Leninists take as their start-
ing peint LIVING REALITY : the living reality of national op-
pression and exploitation, and they examine it in the light .
of its historical development, using dialectical materialism.

USSR _AND COMECON

"The use of world market prices inevitably in-
troduces an inequality between the countries
involved, because of the unequal degree of econ-
omic development of each...thus international

(2) Lenin,'Cellected Works', Vol 32, p. 22

(3) Lenin, op. cit., p. 63.
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oy el ) )
trade between the 'socialist' countries in-
volvesS a continuous drain of value frem the
poer -countries to the rich countries'.

Farl, Bere recognises ¢ne aspeét'of the relationship between
the USSR and the other member countries of Comecon. He also
states, what he thinks a secialist relationship should be;

"The international coordination and plan-
ning of investment, aid, interest free
loans etc. to permit the economically 1less
déveloped countries to. catch.up with the
more developed ones".

So Farl clearly thinks that the Relationship is net a secial-
ist one. Se what is the relationship within Comecon? He
does noet say. We 'will have to assume he sees it as a 'tran-
sitional’ relatienship. This article is not intended as.an
analysis of social Imperialism, but it is impertant that

some points be made that Farl has 'overléoked'! Throeugh
Comecon there is a 'socialist (sic) international division
of labour'. “In practice this means that the USSR is the only
Comecon country with a broadly developed econoemy. The other
countries are deliberately developed in.a ene sided way ;
either as a particular concentration of heavy goods, or raw
material productien, er as an agricultural producer. Thus
all the ceuntries are dependent,. and becoming increasingly
se, on the USSR. Through Comecon the USSR also controls
much eof the capital of Eagstern Europe. Thus investing at
home, and in Eastetn Eurepe, as well as having a surplus to
invest abroad. This export of capital, eutside of Comecon
not only makes a profit but alse 6ften ties, through the
agreement, the recipient country te accept further ties to
the USSR, which can be economic, military or political.

f_ Within Cemecen the system as & whole combines to. in-
crease the economic political and military strength of the
USSR, at the same time as placing the other Comecon countries
more and more under the domination of the USSR. Ecenomically
the share of the USSR in the industrial preduction of Cemecon

‘rose between 1960 and 1970 from 69.5% to 76%. Militarily

and politically the experience of Czechoeslevakia is example
eneugh, altheugh such activity coentinues at lower levels con-
sistently. (For examples and analysis ef the economic workings
of Comecon see MLQ 6 and Albania Today, May/June 1974). Thus
Comecon dees net only let ‘the econemically less developed
countries catch up" but it further increases the oppression
and expleitation - of Eastern Europe by Social Imperialism.

USSR AND INDIA

Farl's tetal misrepresentation of the difference between
'aid' and Imperialism on this question shews again a total
departure frem Marxism-Leninism and. a betrayal of the Indian
people in their struggle against Imperialism;
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"The arrangements under which the USSR buys pro-
ducts made in India are not necessarily a measure
of subordination at-all. -Indian governments have
long sought to safeguard the economic development
of the country by arranging to pay for their im-
ports in nen-convertible national currency ob-
tained either in India itself or in exchange .for
Indian products."

According to Farl this;

m,...does not show that what is involved is Imper-
jalism, quite the contrary'.

But does .such an arrangement mean that it is mot a question

of 'subordinatien'.? All it shows:is that what commodities
are exported from the USSR, including npilitary weapons as well
as commodities, are in effect exchanged for raw materials and
goods produced with cheap Indian labour. And what about the
export of capital? The export of capital from the USSR to
India, including of course that 'non-convertible national cur-
rency' that Farl thinks is so decisive, has ;led to. the USSR
gaining a straglehold on Indian industry. Farl gives the
figures himself; :

"The. USSR has beceme India's second biggest . -
creditor; to the: tune of 10.22 thousand million
rupees since 1955...the USSR controls 30% of

steel production, 35% of oil refining, 20% of
electrical production, 60% of power station s
equipment, 85% of heavy. industry production, =
75% of. preductien: of electric motors, 80% of

0il prospectifig and extraction, and 25% of
aluminium preductien.' '

Do these figures not show the reality of the relatienship be-
tween the USSR and India? The profit made from this export
of capital, are either reinvested in India, thus epsdring an
even higher degree. of subordination, or are returned .to the
USSR in the form of raw materials, produced with cheap la-
bour in Soviet owned industries. The increasing dependence
of India on the USSR is reflected in the development of USSR
military presence and a growing political influence. All
this is explained away by Farl, because the USSR has to be
paid 'for their imperts in non-convertible national currency'!
Farl constantly refers to this relationship as .'aid"!  Per-
haps the similar relatienships between India and America or
Britain are also 'aid’'. ‘

. Where does Farl talk about -the eccupation of Eas§~B%pga1,
by India with the backing of the USSR? Or . Indian expansjon
of national minorities again with USSR backing? Newhere.

o= Farl's article, most explicity. shown in. the section on
India, is nothing more than’a betrayal of the struggle .
against Imperialism around the world. It is an apology for
Imperialism, peddling the usual bourgeoise 'theories' of
'Aid'. . :

P.T.
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