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INTRODUCTION :
Both 1in the content of Sectlon 7, .and-in the way we work on it, an important

principle. is to 1link theory with practice. . We-have to affirm Mégﬁiét principles,
not dogmatically but. in a way which. is linked withreality and serves as a*guide to
action. B :':'l--..: “_ - .-‘ ;_....‘:J:.: . 4 : . 4

One of the fundamental questions in Section 7 is how to underStand..the.strugsle.
agalnst opportunism, Naturally, on this question Lenin's work is a basic point of
reference. When Lenin himself was cri#@pisigg;oppox§gnist trends, he always pointed
out that material facts prove that they-are wreng, ahd at the same time material -
conditions (the material conditions of. mpari&iié@ : provide the objéctive catise
for the emergenceé of opportunism. Besides citing the facts,. Lenin also referred to
the systematic.body of analysis developed by Marx.and Engels, :Not because these are
eternal truths which nobody should. transgress, but because -Marxism represents concrete
redlity in a way which - through:the -use of-.dialectics =:is able to embody the richness
and contradictory nature of real life...The:GC- 1is now suggesting for study Lehin's:
article "Imperialism and the Split in Socialism", written in 1916, In this article;, -
Lenin refers to the way Marx and Engels showed the opportunism in the working-elass.
movement in Britain to be based on' the.privileged position of a stratum of thellaboir
movement, caused by the exploitation of :the golonles; and Lenin goes on to show that
in the era’of imperialism this becomes a general phenomenon, In discusE%nthhe‘r?
question of opportunism in our own period, we will have to treat Lenin the same
XX Wway as he treated Marx and Engels - not as a statement of abstract principles
but as something essentlal to understand the inndér contradictions of reality.

In applying Marxism-Leninism to the major questions in Section 7, there are two
important points to bear in mind, First we have to maintain an all-round dialectical
grasp of reaiity and not fall into one-sidedness in response to certain partlcular
clrcumstances. As Lenin said, -

"Capitalism creates its own grave-digger, itself creates the elements of a new
system, yet, at the same time, without a 'leap' these individual elements change
nothing in the general state of affairs and do not affect the rule &f capital.
It is Marxism, the theoxry of dialectical materialism, that is able to encompass
these contradicitions of living reallty, of the living history of capitalism and
the working-class movement. But, needless to say, the masses learn from life and
not from books, and therefore certain individuals or groups constantly exaggerate,
elevate to a one-sided theory, to a one-sided system of tactics, now one and now
; another feature of capitalist development, now one and now another 'lesson' of
L this development. Bourgeois ideologists, liberals and democratis, not understan-
ding Marxism,and not understanding the modern labour movement, are constatnly
Jumping from one futile extreme to another. .... They seize upon one aspect of the
labour movement, elevate one-sidedness to a theory, and declare mtually exclusive
those tendencies or features of this movement that are a specific peculiarity of
g a given period, of given conditions of working class activity. But real life,
real history includes these different tendencies, just as 1ife and development in
nature include both slow evolution and rapid leaps, breaks in continuity."
+ (Differences in the European Labour Movement, 1910)
Obvidusly, the different trmnds in the 'left’ in Brtiin today mske mistakes of ele-
vating one-sidedness to a theory, we ourselves have made errors of this kind in the
- past and must now progress towards a more mature dialectical line., But the other im-
- portant point is that Marxists must at all costs rigorously take into account the
* particular circumstances of a given period in formulating their tactics, In this
¢ sense, materialist dialectlcs can be seen as "the ability to bring to the forefront
and stress the varilous points, the various aspects of the problem, in application
to the specific features of different political and econmic conditions,” (Lenin,
| Preface to the Russian Translation of "Letters by Johannes Becker, etc", 1907).
¢ The kind of factors to be taken into account here include the balavce of forces at
a partlcular time, the degree of mobilisation or otherwise of the masses, whether the
*;Gommunists are isolated from the masses and if so the need to break this isolation.

f Thus the question of in¢luding in Section 7 an accurate definition of the current
1. stage of class struggle 1s very important in determining the mpproach to opportunism,
-f We have to flind an approach whioch really secrves to advance the struggle at present,
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while avolding the trap of-elevating a particular set.of tacties ‘above the A
general strategic direction of. the struggle. - Thew has already been some important *
debate about guestions related to oppértunism.’ . In- this issue ‘we print part of - . r
a contribution made by one comrade last year - and which influenced the majority < **
position on the GC - criticising the view that the main blow should be struck . . -

agalnst opportunisn. 'Othercontribtuions on'this question will follow,

R P

Another question which 1s referred to in this. issue is the one of democratic b
rights,  This should be seen not as an isolated questlon, but'as part of the .’ :
overall pattern of .the .way" our understanding of Section 7 1s developing, - The ful-,6 | '

lest .developiient of ‘democracy favours Marxism against opportunism, "We have nothing .
to fear from real democracy, .for reality is on our side" (Lenin, On Comprémises,’ S

: - ' : oo %
1917);_,-_ The:points made.in the. amendments -already circulated about the line of . ... i
independence and. mass struggle also’forn part of this’picture., Lenin formulated 4
the question in.this way ¢-"Through- utilisation of bourgeois demoma:sy to socialist -
and consistently democratic organisation of -the proletariat against the bourgeoisie
and aég_@inﬁ_;o_ppqrmnism.} There is no other path., There is __n_g other way out, o
Narxism, just as 1ife 1tself, kriows no other way out,” (Reply to P. Kievski, 1916) :
This ,,i:s. a statement which it is well worth thinking gbout in working towards an . ‘
all-round grasp of-some of the crucial issues in Section 7, . _ %
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SPEAKING OUT FOR WALES

Early this year, the League arranged a meeting of members and contacts in
Lomdon to hear two-leading members of ‘the Welsh Socialigt Republican Movement
speak. It is hpped that similar meetings can be arranged elsewhere,

Wales. and Scotland are oppressed hations living within the framework of the
"United Kingdom," British imperialism- oppresses and exploits the .people of Eng-
land, Waleg and Scotland, and is their main enemy, but the Welsh and Scottish
peoples suffere mational, as well as class oppression, The League upholds the
right of Wales and Scotland to self-determination, including the right of se-
cession, but believes that the revolutionary struggles of all the peoples af
Britain are so inter-connected (of necessity) that it is in the common imterest
of allufor the Welsh .amd Scottish peoples to exercise their rights im favour of
unity with Emgland in a federel socialist republic, :

British communists must fight for the solidarity of the peoples of Wales,
Seotland and England, For those in England im particular, this means that they
must defend the matiomal rights of the Welsh and Scottish peoples, and oppose
British imperialist oppression of them..

There are clearly. differences between the perspectives which the League has
amd those of the Welsh Socialist Republican Movement; the WSRM fights for anm
independent socialist Wales, But we share a common enemy in British imperialism,
and have other interests in commom. Our differemces are secondary; hemece there is
a good basis for friendly relations, .

What follows is material taken from the speeches of the WRSM comrades early
this year, Those members and contacts who heard them found them very valuable
and imteresting, It is hoped that by printing this material, we can help other
comrades to get a better idea of what is happening in Wales .and why, and of what
the WBRM stands. for,

The first speéaker mainly talked about developments since the"Investiture! in
1969, At that.time,.the activities of .the Free Wales Army and MAC (Movement for
the Defence of Wales) were running down, There was growing disatisfaection with
the policies of British parties, e :

The Labour Govermment had brought in"regional aid" policies, but this hadn8t
dome much for the Welsh people; private companies simply came, took governmemt
grants, and ciléared out once they'd teken what they could. Over half the working
population of Weles (52%) are in the public sector; this is higher than for any
other part of Britain. But a decline was going on there too; industries like
coal amd steel were contracting, ‘ c oz

It was in these circumstances that Plaid Cymru got MPs elected in some rural
areas, and won many couneil seats. ' '

The ‘pace of events speeded up in the late '70s, with the development of the
British and world capitalist crisis, In 1978, under the-last Labour govermment,
came the amnouncement of plans to shut down the East Moors and - Shotton steel works-
both major employers, More shutdowns and redundancies followed, The Labour Party
had long had a power base in South Wales ang it was worried that it might
lose this., This was what prompted it to hold the devolution referendu.

This didn't do it siuch good; it lost ground, amd the Conservatives
made big geins in Wales for the first time for 50 years in the 1979
election, The mational and class struggles were still developing, however,
Oun January 28th, 1980, 15,000 marched in Cardiff, and 100,000 struck,
aroumd the steel strike, .

Boliday Homes-A Burning Issue,

There wgs a great deal of strong feeling in Wales on the holiday
homes question, Rich English people have bought thousands of second homes
in rural areas of Wales, which they only use for a fraction of the year.
This has forced up house prices so that young Welsh people can't buy
their. own places, adding to §§e,problems caused by lack of jobs, prom-
oting emigration to Englan s @ho destruction of Welsh communities., In
1980, there were a series of attacks on. these sec¢ond -homes, and a number
were burnt oute. The police seized on this as a- pretext for raiding many
political activists in Wales, This was called "Operation Fire," and was




the biggest operation of its kind, apart from"Operation Juliel WSRM
members were amohg those raided. Tl T

Political Forces in Wales

The existing political forcées in Wales were incapable of taking the
popular struggles forwards e ! ’

Adfer is. a small organization which has effectively given up on -the
anglicised and Englishe-speaking areas of Wales, and wanis a mational
revival based only oun the areas where the Welsh language is strongest,

The Welsh Language Society concentrates on specific issues, like the
campaigns for bilingual road signs and a‘Welsh:language Fourth Channel
TV, It's ideas belong.to the liberal, hom-conformist;’ Welsh-speaking -
traditione .;. . - - _ .

Plaid Cymru, the Welsh National Party, comes from the same tradition.:
It knows that, to attain its aims, it has to win South Wales,- which is
mainly English-speaking, and it has won. successes in council elections,
but it doesn't know what to do mextd -, Sl : ;

Labour was strong. in the past, but.it's well on the way out in the
rural areas. It is a British party, with a British oriented left, and.a.
social-democratic centre and right i urlan-South Wales. It assumes & -
divine right to rule therc, Howéver, its power:is ebbing. There is wide-
spread disillusioniztent with Labour among miners and Steelworkers, and
this has recently spread to other public sector workers; thahks to cut=
backs under the last Labour goveranment and the failure of Labour policies
generally. At the present, the Labour Party in Wales is concentrating
on anti~Thateherism. B T VO R T S maE ey P

There are still-some pockets of CP strength, notably in the NUM;
otherwise, there's a .few SWP: people &and not much else, : S

' This wmeant that when the WSRM was formed in January, 1980, this

development took place in a political vacuums It sees the system of
exploitation and oppression in. Wales as one.over Welsh working class” .
people. The WSRM stands for total-opposition to the British state. It -
considers that Plaid;Cymru is a petty-bourgeois party incapable of real-
izing the demands of the Welsh people, and that the natiomal and class:
struggles have to be linked in a national-Iiberation struggle for a
Welsh Socialist Republic. ' ' ‘

The second.sSpeaker spoke at greater length about the WSRM today.
He said it had begun around a group in Pleid Cymru which had published °
"y Saith." This was a quarterly aimed at Plaid Cymru, Welsh Language - =
Society and some elements in.the Labour Party, This was very successfuland
it was deécided to lmanch "Y Faner Goch" im 1978. 2000 of the first issue
%. ;opublished and they all sold out; sales have been good since then ?9@
from the beginning of 1981, M"Y Faner Goch" will be an all-Welsh magazine,’
and an English language monthly,"Welsh Republic}' will be published. -~ =

The WSRM was set up when more and more differcmces hadwith PC hgd

LS oY

arisen. It has been able to mobilize & fair amount of Supportgjas;has

been shown by three demonstrations im 1980 (350 at Llangranog, where : ]
about 70% of the property has been taken over as holiday homes in the

past 12 years, 250 at Abergele, where there is an annual comenoration
of two nen killed at the time of the investiture, and another large’ turn-
out for the anti-recruitment demonstration at Port Talbot), which were
its nmain nobilizations, It took part in the setting up of ‘the Prisoners
Defence Comirittee, to support people gaoled as & result gf-agflonsrtaken
in campaigning for the rights of the Welsh peop;e. At phlg,t}ug, there
was one person fromn the Welsh'LanguageVSociety and three from the arson
canpalgn in prison. ‘ S -

THE WSRM believes tha ‘
take the form of a national liberation
ialist. It rejects anti-Englishnesse I
British state cam provide a frauework
and is opposed to the soxt of'idealis :
have pyt forward, saying there will be a sin
all the institutions of the British state.

\

t the struggle for socialism in Wales §hould
struggle;, whose content is soc-

t does mot-believe that the

for ‘the winning of socialist change,

t internationalisn' which some - .

ultaneous revolution against
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FOREIGN DOMINATION OF WALES

Wales has been dominated throughout this century and longer by
outside capital, Ownership of industry by overseas coipanies has been
growing, butthoystill only employ about 15% of the Welsh work-force.

756 of Welsh workers'areAemployed,by;English conpanies; there is no real
Welsh cepitalist class, Under present conditions, thé Welsh working
class is forced to work on a British level politically, which is useless
for winning specific,denands of its own. i

Weles has faced specific problems caused by Lttsmilitary subjugation
by feudal Fhgland, Colonialist policies included attempts at linguistic
and cultural genocide. An inferiority complex was deliberately incul- -
cated into Welsh people, and the Welsh language itself was represented
as inferior. -

The effect of this on the Welsh working class was to cut it off
from its past. Up to the start &»f this century, most workers' papers
and union meetings were in Welsh, but today, even Welsh speaking workers
are not necessarily very literate in their own language.

Much of the British left has taken an anti-Welsh stand, or swept
the national oppression of Wales undor the carpet. The revisionist Eric
Hobsbawn has said that the Welsh working class losing its Wélsh identity
is a big step forward, What he ang people like hii ignore is the, fact
that this identity is not being lost because the Welsh pecple areiwill=~
ingly relinquishing it to nerge into a greater whole; but because of
national oppression, What's being built up instead .of Welshness is not
soite kind of internationalism, but loyalty to the British state, and ,
British imperialist ideology. British imperialisnm is destroying the
Welsh language to celent its own control.,

The WSRM does not believe it is realistic to demand the preservation
of the Welsh language without there bei & a Welsh Republic, which would
require and assist the learning of Welsh.: It believes that only the
Welsh working class can achieve thé foundation of-the Welsh Republic, -
and 1t cannot rely on others. to do- this for it,. ., _

In the present crisis, eudgration from Wales is running at- 45,000 a
Year, as high-as at any: tine during the. Depression, while Eaglish (Dbour-
geois) inmigration is 50,000 a year, There has to be a fightback in
Wales now, while there is still sone strength for it; Welsh workers can't
wait for the rest of Britain to join-in. Their best contribution to the
establishuent of socialisn in the whole of Britain will be to leave the
British state; and fight on from outside. .

There should: be unity in action between the workers of Wales, Scot- .
land and England; but there is no need for bureaucratic unity in the
fight for common class.interests. The WSRM wants a génuinely autonomnous
Welsh TUC; as it is, it is nore effective than the British TUC. It was
set up out of the miners' strike in 1972, and trades councils play a
larger role in it than they do in the British TUC. The latter tried to
ban the first Welsh Bongress, and at first appointed its Gencral Sccret-
ary. This sort of "workers' unity" is no good for workers in Wales or
Engl.and{

After the talks; there was a lot of discussion, On some matters
there was disagreement, on others, lack of a’ common “understanding |
(in particular, over the question of national liberation struggle,. which
League menbers understood in ters of a, stage in the longer terix struggle
for socialisn, with its own specific features, whereas the Welsh con~
rades didn't see any need for stages, or distinctions between the nat-
ional liberation. struggle and that for, socialism), but attitudes were
comradely, and both sides seemed to respect each other's standpglnt.

For its part, the RCL needs to deepen its understanding of.the Welsh
beople's struggles and re-affirn its opposition to the national oppress-
ion of the Welsh people by British imperialisu.
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A CRITIQUE OF THE DOCUMENT "SUPPORT FOR THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF CHINA
TO BE AN IMPORTANT PART OF OUR PROLETARTAN INTERNATIONALISH".

I hold that support for China, as a socialist _country, is a correct
stand and that such suport is indeed part of the proletarlan inter-
nationalism of. the RCLB. ‘"The - Chinese people s struggles for the
attainment of -the four modernizations is an 1mportant struggle for”
the people of the world and demands our support. .

What I wish to -draw lines of demarcation with is NOT support for
China, but with some of the specific arguments contained in the doc-
ument circulated by the SC written by an individual cde. It is my
opinion that there are some gravely serious errors in that document
which need struggle and clarification.

I should state my position on China briefly,
1) the working class holds state power and China is a socialist

country.

2) the Chinese have been forced to take a step backwards on the
economic front(this is similar to the NEP under Lenin in that it
is a step backwards in order to go forwerd) in order to rectify ,the
severe damége done by the gang of four in the cultural revolution.

3) the CPC is making some rightist errors (i.e., the way and form
of their recognition of the Italian and Spanish CPs, stepping even
further back from international debate and polemic) on’ whlch the
RCLB should state its disagreements. publically but not make a great

fuss over.

WHAT IS THE ESSENCE OF OUR SUPPORT FOR CHINA°

"We supported China in the past as the best example of a so-

cialist state -in the world. Summing it up broadly, we sup-

ported China as a democratic model of socialism- in contrast
to the internal repression and external oppres51on of <the

Soviet Union"

(circulated document, hereafter CD)

We suppoprted China in the past as the best example of a soécialist
state in the world. Summing it up broadly, we supported Chlna be-
cause it exercised Dictatorhip of the Proletariat in contrast to
the internal fascist fule by the new bourgeoisie and the -external
imperialist relations ‘of the Soviet Union. For Marxist-Leninists
the essence of the distinction between the two states was not and
cannot be: the question of "democratic ideals". The question is and
must be 'what class is in power'. -

The International Communist Movement has had to struggle over this
question since its birth, and many, many criticisms have been .made
against petit- bourge01s.laud;ngs of democracy whilst ignoring the
question of class., '

"Engels expressed this splendidly in his letter to Bebel when
he said, as the reader will remember, that the proletariat
uses the state "not in the interests of freedom but in order
to hold down 1ts adversarles, and as soon as it becomes: pos—
s1ble to speak of ‘freedom the state as such ceases to exlst
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"Democracy for the vast majority of the people and suppression
by force, i.e., exclusion from democracy, of .the exploiters
and oppressors of the people ‘-~ this is .the change democracy
undergoes during the transition from capitalism to. communism.?"

Lenin, The State and Revolution

We must understand clearly that democracy is a means to an end anc
not a goal in itself. The withering away of the state is the with-
ering away of democracy for democracy is a form of a state. This
is not to underrate the extreme importance of democracy to the pro-
letarian state. It would be correct to argue that the narrowing. of
democratic procedure such as the period of War Communism in the USSR
or in the 1930's under: Stalin weakened socialism: It did so by: weak-
ening the hegemony of the proletariat by weakening its alliance with,
the peasantry. In China the gang of four were destroying democracy

as they were destroying socialism - . that is to say they were chang-~
ing the class nature of the state. However, it is. not. democracy that
is the essence of the question - it is 'what class is in power'.

DEMOCRATIC AND UNDEMOCRATIC SOCIALISM?

Building on his original error our cde then .implies that there ic
a new phenomena in the political Leavens, democratic and undemocra-
tic socialism. Accepting that the key link in our understanding i«
what class is in power we are faced with the spectre of a class tha+t
exercises dictatobship over itself; i.e. a systematic and ruthless
repression of itself! Perhaps we should formulate a new 'term' for
our undemocratic socialists - Marxism-Masochism(Freud would he
pleased).. It is indeed possible for a section of the working class
to aid the bourgeoisie in its dictatorship over the proletariats

‘"I have in mind the labour aristocracy in Victorian Britain or toda:
in Northern Ireland and Sbuth'Africa. In time of war it can als.
be argued that formal democratic procedure 1is abandoned but, th.
use of the mass line and consultation with the masses can and must
continue. To argue however, as our cde has, albeit by implication,

could be amusing if it were not such a serious er.or.

A Party which ceases to have a democratic rélafiénship to the masses
which ceases to use the mass line and ideological and politicel
struggle and in their place uses coercion and violence against the
masses is no longer a proletarian Party. It represents the interest:
of a rising or established (in power) bourgeoisie. To argue for' ths
existence of 'undemocratic' socialism, even. by implication, is to
also accept those arguments popular with some of the revisionis®
parties that the Russian army can bring socialism by force of arms
to other countries. ' '

WHAT CAN WE SAY?

"Yet whéﬁ sociélism actually is,‘cannot be dreamed up or
Jjudged in .the mind of any individual."
CD ' )

I am aware of two people, two individuals (at least) who made agn
attempt at such a judgement.

"Socialism is the declaration of the permanence of the revolu-
tion, the class dictatorship of the proletariat as the nece-
ssary transition point to the abolition of class distinctions



generally, to the abolition of all the relationships of pro-
duction on which they.rest, to the aboliton of all the social
relations that correéspond to- these relations -of production;

to the revolutionising of all the ideas that result from these

social relations."
Marx, The Class Struggles in France

and

"Theoretically, there can be no doubt that between capitalism
and communism there lies a . definite transition period. It can-
not but combine the features and properties of both these

forms of social economy.: This transition period cannot -but.

be a period of struggle bhetween moribund capitalism and nas-
cnet communism - or, in other words, between capitalism which
has been defeated but not destroyed and communism which has
been born but is still very feeble." :

Lenin, Economics and Politics in the Era of Dictatorship of

the Proletariat

We are Marxist-Leninist and we can decide what socialism is - not
by providing a bluepring(what Marxist has ever said he could?) but
by determining, through analysis, what class holds'statelpower.'This
can be determined by an analysis of the policies(the political line)

of the Party, which will reveal whether they are the lines of the

proletariat or those of the bourgeoisie.” It must be adsded that if
we no longer have any criteria of how we are to .get there, how it
judging what socialism is, then we no longer have any real criteria
of how we are to get there, how it will be established. This opens
the door to policies such as the ‘'peaceful 'road to socialism' or
as above with the Russian army (or any army) imposing it from the
outside. Our cde's argument is not simply opportunist - it is liqui-
dation of Marxism-Leninism. ’

As a Marxist-Leninist organisastion the RCLB has, or should have
no trouble in stating that the Russians, the Polish Party, Vietnam,
etc are not building socialism. We can also state that the CPGB,
the Spanish and Italian CPs are not socialist(Marxist-Leninist)

Parties.

AN EQUAL EXHANGE - DOGMATISM FOR DOGMATISM

In criticising our previous dogmatism on China - ultra-leftism -
our cde substitutes a new form of dogmatism - that of petit bour-
geois baton following. Marxism is sc¢ientific socialism - it is a
critical science or it is nothing! The cde attempts to turn us into
the very armchair Marxists he attacks. Following his line Marx would
never have written a large portion of his works - The Holy Family,
Critique of the Gotha Programme; Engels his. Anti-Duhring; Lenin his
Proletarian Revolution ‘and the Renegade Kautsky, Left Wing Communism
etc. These cdes even had the arrogance to criticise (to judge) what
went on in other countries. Surely they, of all people should have

known

"what éoéiaiism:aétually is, cannot be dreamed up in the mind

of any individual®". CD



LIBERALISM FOR MARXISM

We find that - proletarln firendship and solidarity 1is replaced by
liberalism in the gu;se of attacking "ultimate Judges" The. RCLB
will be no friend of China if we ignore the process of ciriticism

and self-criticism.

"We stand for active ideological struggle because it is the
weapon for ensuring unity within the Party ‘and the revolution-
ary organisations in the interests of our fight. Every Commu-=
nist and revolutionary should take up this weapon.

But 1liberalism  rejects ideological struggle and -stands for
unprinciples peace, thus giving rise to a decadent, philistine
attitude and bringing about political degeneratlon in certain
units and individuals in the Party and the revolutlonary or-

ganisations," - Mao, Vol II

Criticism is not the absence of solidarity in the International Com-
munist Movement, it is the expfession and exercise of real - prole-
tarian solidarity. Where we disagree and have lines of demarcation
on serious issues we should state them clearly (this does not mean
engaging in mud- sllnglng polemlc) and if we find ourselves to be
wrong we should make clear self-criticism. For example, does the
RCLB think that the Italian and Spanish CPs are members of the In-
ternational Communist Movement or do we think they are degenerata
and revisionist organisations? We should not fear to speak our minds:
If we skink into liberalism, into the 'marsh', we will ‘be no frlend'
of China. We will become incapable of rebuilding the revolutionary
Communist Party and of -fighting our own bourge01s1e effectlvely anc
finally to their destruction. Our cde speaks of fools but the reai
fools are those who follow the baton without critical thinking; they
are those who open the doors wide to liberalism.’

AN UNEQUAL EXCHANGE -~ VULGAR DETERMINISM FOR MARXISM

“"Because the ‘economic base more or less directly determinec
the superstructure..." CD

This statement is incorrect 4'1t is vulgar Marxism or more accu-
rately, vulgar determ1nlsm'of the worst kind. Errors such -as this
have been fought againgt time and again in. the Communist movement
and it is worth quoting extensively to correct it.

"According to the materialist conceptlon ‘of history the deter-
mining element in history is ultlmately the production and
reproduction in real 1life. More than thls neither Marx ncr
I have eveér asserted If therefore somebody ‘twists this intd
the statement ‘that the economic element is the only determln—
ing one,' he ‘transforms it into a meanlngless, ‘abstract an<

absurd phrase’. The eonomic situation .is the 'basis, but the

various -eleménts of the superstructure - the political forms
of the c¢lass struggle and its consequences, constitutions es—
tablished by the victorious 'class, "etc - forms of law - and

then even the reflexes of all these actual struggles in the
brains of thé combatants; polltlcal ‘legal, philosophical
theories, religious ideas’ and  their further develonent’ intc
systems of dogma - also exer01se their 1nfluence on the couzso
of the historical struggles and in many cases PREPONDERATu
IN DETERMINING THEIR FORM. There is an 1nteract10n of all
these elements, in ‘which, amid all the endless host of acci-



dents (i.e. of things and events whose inner connection is
so remote or so impossible to prove that we regard it as ab-
sent and can neglect it), the economic . movement finally as-
serts itself as necessary. Otherwise the application. of. the
theory to any period of history one chose would be easier than
the solution of a simple equation of the first order."

Engels, Letter to J. Bloch (my emphasis)
I might add that in society as a whole therg are no final moments.

Considering the historical background to our cde's monetarist po-
Considering the historical background to our cde's article .this
should have been reasonably obvious. Is Thatcher's monetarist poli-
cy(an event belonging to the superstructure) developing British in-
dustry or doing it great. damage? The activities of the gang of four
in the superstructure nearly destroyed China's economic base. Engels
summed up such errors well, in the same letter,

"Unfortunately, however, it happens. only too often that peoplec

think they have fully understgod a .theory and can apply it
without more ado from the moment they have mastered its maiun

principles, and those not always correctly. And I cannot ex-

empt many of the more recent "Marxists" from,this reproach,

for some of the most wonderful rubbish has been produced froa

this quarter too."

Socialism is the transition period between capitalism and communism.
Therefore, it is a period when aspects of both systems exist and
exist in struggle - in contradiction. Contradictions which are both
antagonistic and non-antagonistic - depending upon concrete histori-
cal circumstances. The key to understanding these relations is the
domination of the proletariat overall, in other words what class
is in power. The Communist Party and the proletariat, in a socialis*:
country must lead the struggle economically, politically, and ideo-
logically to limit and eventually destroy bourgeois relations while
developing communistic ones. But bourgeois relations cannot be abol-
ished or legalized out of existence. They must be progressively e-
liminated over a period of time (which may take many, many genersa-—
tions). Consistent with his vulgar determinism our cde ignores the
political and ideological struggles by reducing the struggle ‘for
socialism to the struggle for the development of the economy. What
is being presented here is none other than the "Theory of Productive
Forces" which is an argument belonging to the Soviet revisionists.

"It is not enough to assert that the development of large
scale -industry: is. the foundation for the socialist transfor-
mation of .the. economy. All revolutionary history shows that
the full development of new productive forces is not the pre-
requisite for the transformation of backward production rela-
tions. Our revolution began with Marxist-Leninist propaganda,
which served to create new public opinion in favour of the
revolution. Moreover, it.was possible to destroy the old pro-~
duction relations only after we had overthrown a backWard su-
perstructure.in the course of revolution. After the old pro-
duction relations had been destroyed new ones were created,
and these cleared the way for the development of new social
productive forces. With that behind us we were able to set
in motion  the technological revolution to develop social pro-
ductive forces .on a ‘large scale. AT THE SAME TIME WE, STILL
HAD TO 'CONTINUE TRANSFORMING THE PRODUCTION RELATIONS AND
IDEOLOGY." Mao, Critique of Soviet Economics{my emhasis)

wa



WHICH CONTRADICTION?

"Undoubtedly there are contradictions, for eiampip between
the dangers on one hand of too much flexibility £6r indivi-
dual enterprises which could lead to economi¢ ﬁﬁéféﬁism, and
on the other the problems of bukreaucratic rigidity. In fact
the situation teems with contradictions as we Should expect
in any living system. It will be on the correct handling ra-
ther than the denial of those contradictions that the highest
possible speed of China's socialist modernization will depend".

Ch '

It is not just living systems that "teem" with contradiction.

"There is nothing that does not contain cdntradicﬁion, without
contradiction nothing would exist." Mac, On Contradiction

Contradiction exists and between &all things; living and dead, nature
and society. The question is, what is key at particular moment. The
contradiction that our cde has indicated is a false one. The concept
economic anarchism" has a specific scientific formulation.

"The contradiction between socialised production and capital-
istic appropriation now presents itself as an antagonism be-
tween the organisation of production in the individual work-
shop ' and the ANARCHY OF PRODUCTION in society generally. The
capitalist mode of production moves in -these two forms of an-
tagonism immanent to it from its very origin." .

Engels,'Anti—Duhring‘v ‘my emphasis

in the above quote from CD the role of the masses (the makers of
history), ideological and political strugge have all dissappreared,
The development of socialism 'in China is now  dependant upon the
(false) cOntradiction‘bétweenfeconomic'anarchism and bureaucratic
rigidity. The masses are not ‘longer the makers of history and we
have revolution from above. This is cimpletely divorced from Marxisnm

Leninism.

ON_CLASS STRUGGEL

The most prominent class contradiction in China today is indeed that
between the proletariat and the peasantry. However, the aboliton
of the peasantry and their transformation into proletarians will
not end class struggle. :

"Just as one .does not judge an individual by what he thinks
of himself, so one annot judge such ann epoch of transformation
by its consciousness, but on the contrary, this consciousness

must be explained from .the contradictions of material life,
from the existing conflict between the social forces of pro-
duction and the relations of production."

Marx, Inroduction to a Contribution to the Critique of Po-
litical Economy

The struggle against bourgeois and feudal ideology remain as an im-
portant task of the revolution, but these cannot be finally elimin-
ated until the basis for these ideologies (bourgeois ideology will
most certainly involve the most protracted and difficult struggle
of the two) has been transformed. The basis for these is or lies



in the relations of production. These forms of consciousness are
but the appearance of the essential, underlying, material conflict
- that between "the social forces of production and the relations

of production."

The continued struggle to transform the relations of productlon[
the struggle agalnst bourge01s right, the law of value, between men-
tal and manual labour, between town and country, men and women, ete
is a task that will require many generatlons but, it is nonetheless
class struggle. How the struggles will develop(antagonlstlc, non-.
antagonistic) will depend upon the nature of the contradlctlons them

selves and upon concrete historical circumstances. To deny ‘the fole
of the masses and in particular to desregard lawrge scale mass
struggle is to deny. the collective nature of the proletarlat and
to deny the only method by which these contradictions can be solved
- by collective conscsious activity on all fronts. Bourgeois rela-
tions of productlon,and the concomitant 1deolog1es cnnot be abol-
ished; cannot be legislated away, but can only be dealt with in a
process of COLLECTIVE ECONOMIC, POLITICAL AND IDEOLOGICAL struggle

by the class, led by its Party. One of the .criticisms that’ must be

leveled at the practice of the CPSU in the 1930's and 1940‘s is that
the masses became dep011t101sed ‘became pa551ve 1n the polltlcal

process.

MORE ON THE ROLE OF THE  MASSES

"Democracy ‘is not ultra-democracy, and reliance on mass up-
surges of emotion rather than systematically developing .demo=
cratic methods,,may prov1de the condltlons for demagogues to
establish -a semi- fa501st system of power. ch

This 1is unbel1evably arragant and elltlst"The poor, unfbftunate
"emotional" proletarians ‘and peasantry. Perhaps ‘our cde feels that
the masses are 1ncapab1e of upsurges that are systemat1c, organlsed
thought out and emotional? What do the Chinese themselves say°

"Why is it that the gang of four was overthrown at one stroke?
This 1is because ‘the. . .gang was acting against the law of his-
torical development. Their “evil deeds:."were a lesson to the
people and the people had 1lofig been ready to put up a fight.
the Tian An Men incident itself had prepared the ground - mass
support - for toppling .the gang. In the “last analysis,: the
blow that:  ultimately smashed it represented the strength of
the masses and ‘was the inevitable outcome of the development
of history and a graphic illustration of the masses. propelling
history forward; comrades of the Central Committee who made
the policy -  decilsion in ‘compliance with the. wishes of the:
Party and the people and accordingly toppled the gang of four
to avoid further losses to our: Party truly performed a meri-
torious deed. But it would be anti-Marxist and wrong to re-
verse the fole of the two - the masses and the comrades con-
cerned." "Beijing Review, No 52 1980 ..

Would our cde be opposed to reliance hpon "emotional" upsurges such
as the Tian An Men incident? '

WHERE IS _IT ALL LEADING OR_SHOULD THE RCLB_JOIN THE_CPGB?

"But after Marxism had ousted all the more or less consistent



doctrines hostile ot it, the tendanceis expressed in thosc
doctrines began to seek other channels. The forms and motives
of the struggle changed, but the struggle continued. And the
second half-century in the existence of Marxism began(in the
'nineties) with the struggle of a trend hostile to Marxism
within Marxism." Lenin, Marxism and Revisionism g

All the above' errors in the Circulated Document are extremely. ser-
ious, in fact they are revisionist, but they .only -exist to. serve
the most“fundamentgl;y dangerous' idea that. is being 'floated' in
this article - that is that the Soviet Union is a socialist .country
(albeit undemocratic). I state this categorically despite the argu-
ment(p. 7,7CD) dealing with the "objective criteria of.an exploiting
class". I'must, given ‘the other errors in the document -and the par-
ticular nature of those errors, consider this as.-a smokescreen. to
cover the main: thrust of the argument. The  analysis ‘of. the counter-.
revolution in the Soviet Union requires much deeper and . detailed
investigation but, what must be clear is - that just as a revolution
occurs in -condrete historical circumstances (potentials and limita-
tions) so must counter-revolution and that these concrete historical
circumstances will determine the form - but not the essence, which
class hold state power. - e

The 'floated' argument that the Soviet Union is a socialist country .
occurs -in three main places in the Circulated Document.and is ‘backed

up by the other rightist errors.

1. "Summing it up broadly we supported China as a democratic model
of socialism in contrast to the internal represstion and external
oppression. of the Soviet. Union...nevertheless the essence of this
important distinction between the democratic.ideals of China's so-
cialism and the SYSTEM in the Soviet Union holds true today."

- CD my emphasis

Wie have already seen above that this "essence" is not one used by
Marxist-Leninists in their ‘analysis. What must be asked is why does
this "essence"; false as it 'is, "hold true today after the counter-
revolution in the Soviet Union? What is being implied is that the
fundamental difference between the two countries is one of democracy
rather than the class and economic nature of two fundamentally op-
posed systens. o

It should be noted again that internal repression is not something’
foreign to the dictatorship of the proletariat but what we are op-
posed to ‘is theé répressiion by the bourgeoisie. We most certainly
are going to systematically and ruthlessly oppress the monopoly ca-
pitalist class while wé provide the broadest democracy possible for

the masses. -External oppression can be ‘formulated in scientific
terms unless ther is some advantage to be gained ‘in muddy waters
- the term is imperialism!

The cde should not stumble, if stumble he did, at naming the
"SYSTEM" in the Soviet Union. Either he considers it a .socialist
country or a particular form of state capitalism.

If it is 'a socialist country then we must rewrite, no throw away,
all Marxist ecnemics .to date. For we now have a socialist ecomnomic
system producing imperialist(economic) ‘relations with the rest of
the world; to say nothing of a class exercising a fascist (social-
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ist? dictatorship over itself.

If this is.not the case then the cde should call the "system" what
it is, 'a particular form of - state capitalism. Therefore the

"essence" of the question is not between the "democratic ideals
of China's socialism and the system in theée Soviet Union". It is a

question ‘of the distinction between imperialism and socialism, be-
tween the dictatorship of the proletariat and the dictatorship orf

the bourgeoisie.

2. "Although I. haven't been able to check the figures, it has been
said that in the Soviet Union, Gosplan, the state planning commig-~
sion is responsible each year for fixing the price of 12 million
commodities. There is nothing inherently socialist in such 'a bu-

reaucratic system." cp-

What I must again question is the way in which the economic/politi-
cal methods of the Soviet Union are compared to those of China. It
is true -there is nothing "inherently socialist" in its pricing sys-
tem. But as it is not a socialist country we cannot expect to fingd
anything inherently socialist about its methods. It is a bit like
arguing that there is nothing inherently socialist about Britain's
VAT system. The link appears to be drawn that the Soviet Union and
China are - not two fundamentally(essentially) opposed systems run
by different classes - rather they are presented as two similar Sys-
tems but one usés wrong methods to attain is goals.

3. "That while the dangers. from exploiting classes should not be
forgotten under socialism, Stalin's weakness lay not so much in un-
derestimating the danger from the contradiction with the bourgeoisie
as in handling contradictions among the people metaphisically and
superficially." CD

It is with the ‘arguments on-'Stalin that the full .implications of
the above statements are brought home. It is a classic ase of using
one error to cover another. Specificélly, the error of mishandling
the contradictions among the people with counter-revolution! .

The basis for contradiction among the people economically, politi-
cally and ideologically lies in the relations of production. It is
the relations of production that. engender these divisions, these
contradictions. As we have seen above, the relations of production
provide the basis for a new bourgeoisie to rise in a socialist so-
ciety. So to mishandle the contradictions among the people is to
ignore (or to be ignorant of) the social basis of these contra-
dictions, which is also the basis for the rise of a new. bourgeoisie.
The errors of underestimating the dangers of the rise of a new bour-
geoisie andg mishandling the contradictions among the people are not
two separate contradictions that can be contrasted(or used to cover)
one with the other, each mutually exclusive of .the other. They are
not the same phenomena, one is the basis of the other.

So how then. can our cde argue that Stalin's weakness lay not in un-
derestimating -the potential for the rise of -the new bourgeoisie;
especially when after counter-revolution has taken place, when a
new bourgecoisie has taken power. No matter what other errors. were
committed, no matter how serious, they cannot be used to cover up
this fundamental fact: the proletariat no longer holds state power
in the Soviet Union.
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It is my opinion that the cde has argue, by implicaiton and omission
that the Soviet Union is a socialist country! As to the other er-
rors I'have notd I am convinced. that if the RCLB accepts the cde's
statements as correct theoretical positions then we would be in se-
rious‘ danger of changing the class orientation of the prolctariat -
for that of the bourgeoisie over a pericd of time. These issues must
be subject to democratic debate and struggle.



Revised draft docuuent .
THE‘gyRPOSE OF DISCUSSION AND ADOPTION OF THE PROGRAMMATIC DOCUMENT

The PD is to be as accurate and scientific a statement of our rev-
olutionary line as we are capable of at the present time. It is not at
this stage painly a rallying:i¢all, rather it is'a tool for communists;
but it is a tool to guide communists in their practice among the masses,

It will serve as an ideclogical and political. focus for the League's
unity in action, expressing its highest majority understanding. Through
discussion and struggle, minority positions will also be identified. The
pajority line will be tested in practice and shown to be correct or
incorrect,

The PD should give overall guidance, as well as some specific
guidance (supplemented by more detailed policies in specific areas) to
our revolutionary work., On the basis of this practice, we aim to win
workers and progressive people to Marxism-Leninism, and when we come to
propagating Marxisn-Leninisn systematically among those close to our
orgenization, the PD will also come into play. It will need to embody
Marxism in its most valuable form, that is, Marxism beginning to take
shape in terias of concrete conditions. This means being prepared to
break new ground amrd display & scientific spirit which shrivels away
dogmatisn and sectarianism, and leads to a forward-looking unity of will,

Our science and our organizational unity are needed by the prolet-
ariat and are in its service, In our programmatic work we nust take a
significant step forward in the coming-of-age of the revolutionary
communist movement, systenatise the experience we already have, and show
what Marxisa-Leninism has to offer in a way which nakes sense of concrete
reality and shows how we can begin to set about changing it. It is only
a step and the cycle of our line's development will be mever-ending., But
we nmust firmly take this step now in order to hammer out a line which
can be tested in practice,

Forward to the Second Congress, to advance the work of building the
party among the struggles of the nasses!

(Footnote:- The final drafting of the above was overtaken by events
when the decision was taken to concentrate on Section V11 up to the
Second Congress. Nevertheless, it was considered that it would be use-
ful to circulate it now so that we all have this issue before as, and
can try to get a clear orientation for our ongoing prograummatic work
after the Second Congress).

LENIN ON THE STRUGGLE FOR DEHOCRACY

The concept of fighting for democratic rights has been included in
Section V1il., The following passage from Lenin gives an indication of the
thinking behind that. It is taken from Lenin's "The Right of Nations t9
Self-Determination" (1915), near the beginning. The essence of it applies
not only to the bourgeois democratic revolution, but also to the social-
ist revolution. It shows that the concept of the struggle for deuocratic
rights is not just a convenient conceptual category, It is a key pract-
ical concept~a).tactically, for taking up amn enoruous range of Canrete
issues of concern not just to the working class, but to all working people,
b), Btrategically, for accumulating strength through all the bitty and
concktete iscsucs of nass struggle in a way that inevitably leads up to

B

the socialist revolution aund the establishment of the dictatorship of
the proletariat,

"The proletariat cannot be victorious except through democracy, iees
by introducing complete democracy and by combining every step 9f its
struggle with democratic demands formulated in the most determined
pmanner. It is absurd to contrast the socialist revolution and the revol=-
utionary struggle against capitalism with one of the qu?stions of demo=-
cracy, in this case the national question. We must combine the revolu-
tionary struggle against capitalisn with a revolutionary programie and




and revolutionary tactics relative to all democratic demands; a republic,
a militia, election of officials by the people, equal rights for wonen,
self-deternination of nations, ete. While capitalism exists, these demands
can be achieved only in emceptiomal cases, and in an incomplete, distorted
form. Basing ourselves on democracy as already achieved, exposing its
inconpleteness under capitalism, we demamnd the overthrow of capitalism,
the expropriation of the bourgeoisie, as a necessary basls both. for the
abolition of the poverty of the ndsses and for the couiplete and allsided
achievenment of all democratic reforms, ‘Some of these reforms will be
started before the overthrow of the bourgeoisie, others in the process of
the overthrow, and others after it The social revolution is not a single
battle, but represents a whole ‘époch of numerous battles around all the
problens of economic and denocratic reforns, which can be consunmated only
by the expropriation of the”bourgeoisiég It is for the sake of this final.
ain that we nust fornmulate évery one 6f our democratic demands in a con-
sistently rcvolutionary manner., It is quite conceivable that the workers
of a certain country may overthrow the bourgecoisie before- even one funda-
nental democratic reform has been accomplished in full, It is entirely
inconceivabley . however, :that the proletariat,.as-a historical class, will
be able to defeat the bourgeoisie if it is net prepared for this task by
being educated in the spirit of the most consistéent and determinedly :
revolutionary democracy."’ . o

The Fight fmainst Opportunisn -

(Excerpt from a docunent submitted to the CC im July, 1980~"Delivering -
the Main Blow -at .the Opportunists or Struggling Against Opportunism in
the Course of. Struggling Against the Monopoly Bomrgeolsiel No-one is
putting forward the former linec now, but this document played a part im
the evolution of the position: embodied in Section Vil. )

"o 1y knowle e, Stalin did not say, as XX claimed, that '"the main
blow should -Bé delivered at the opportunists," but that the main blow .~
should be ‘delivered to isolate the middle eélements., Pléase refer closely .
to pagés 84 'and 85 of YFoundations of Leninisn" (FLP-Béijing, Chapter Vil,
Part 2). Herc in three separate historical examples Stalin argues that the
nain blow dhould be directed so as to isolate the forces of compromise
("compronise! is euphasized by italics in each case).

By contrast I draw comrades attention to the following very interesting
passage from "On the Historical Experience of the Dictatorship of the Pro-
letariat) which was published in "People's Daily™" on April 5th, 195§, on
the basis of a discussion which had taken place at an enlarged meeting of
the CC of the CPC after Kruschev's secrct speech.

"Stalin put forward a formula that in differemnt revolutionary periods,
the main blow should bej/directed as to isolate the middle-of-the-road soc-
ial and political forces of the time. This formula of Stalin's should be
treated according to circumstances and from a critical, Marxist point of
view, In certain circumstances it may be correct to isolate the middle
forces, but it is not correct to isolate them under all cirgumstances.

Qur experience teaches us that the main blow of the revolutlon‘should be
directed at the chief eneny to isolate him, while as for the middle forces,
a policy of both unitimg with them and struggling against then should Dbe .
adopted so that they are at least neutralized; and, as circumstanceg pernit,
efforts should be made to shift them from their position of neutrality to
one of alliance with us, for the purpose of facilitating the developuent
of the revolution. But there was a time-the ten years of civil war from
1927 to 1936-when some of our combades crudely applied this formula 9f
Stalin's to China's revolution by turning their main attack on the niddle
forces, singling them out as the most dangerous eneny; the result was that,
instead of isolating the real enemy, we isolated ourselves, and suffeyed
losses to the advantage of the real eneny. In the light of thig doctrlp-
aire error, the Central Committee of the Comnunist Party of China, during
the period of the anti-Japanese war, fornulated a policy of developing

the -progressive forces, winning over the niddle-of~-the-roaders, aund

- i -
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isolating the dié-hards" for the purpose of defeating the Japanese aggress~
ors. The progressive forces in question consisted of the workers, peasants
and revolutionary inmtellectuals led by, or open to the influence of, the
Comzuni st Party, The middle forces in question consisted of the national .
bourgeoisie, the democratic parties and groups, and democrats without party
affiliation, The die~hards rcferred to were the comprador-feudal forces
led by Chiang Kai-sheck, who were passive in resisting the Fapanese and
active in' fighting the Communists,: Experience, gained through practice,
proved that this policy of the Comnmunist Party suited the circumatances of
Chima's revolution amd was Correcte®

Further questions for our practice of course arise from this and they
ust not be treated in a rnechaniecal way: for example, the need to deal
cifferently with opportunists, and the nasses who follow an opportunist .
petty bourgeois democratic.trend, and the need to distinguish both fron
sorzeone like Callaghan who is a representative of the bourgcoisie. I be- .
liewe we will omly rcach clarity if we treat these ideas not as nathenat-
ical fornulae but test then against the yardstick of what the nasses think
in any particular situation, in order to win the rnasses (especially the
advanced elenentsyxoverzmcre quickly and weaken the opportunists nore
quickly in the actual chass struggle, .

In oy view, the opiniom that we nust deliver the '"main blow! at the
opportunists or opportunism,.is a danagingly left-sectarian view which
will slow down our ability to weaken the iggluence.of the opportunists in
the actual struggle, and can lead to sucﬁ?sectarian blunders as CS saying
"The workers are well rid of. such careeristleaders" as Derek Robinson,"
cessoln ny view, once we have sought truth fron facts on the matter we will
find that there is still a significant anount of left-sectarianisn in’ our
thinking holdiag up our ability to integrate Marxisn-Leninisn closely with
the actual conditions and the struggle of the nasses, though it is correct
to.iguard against rightisn too,
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CRITICAL NOTES ON "THE BROADEST UNITY IS NEEDED TO STOP SOVIET EXPANSTONISM"

'The first; issue of the 'Interim Theoretical Journal' carried a’5% page article
by CG entitled "The Broadest Unity is Needed to Stop Soviet Expansionism!'.
..-We have-discussed thé line of ‘this article, with CG, and what follows is a
~brief ‘summary of the méin criticisms levelled at it. = Unfortunately time does
- not allow .a.more comprehensive and systemativ refutation of the rightist line
~.of the article, - 'We also know that cde. CG accepts somé of the ‘eriticisms
mades, .Newrtheless, we ‘think it is useful to record the main points of
criticism of the article as it was written, and as they afose'frém our discussio

© . Firstly. though the merit of the article is that it deals with a crucial
- question: which the League has not tackled for at least two. years. The points
. raised are important ones, and: they need to be teken seriously. .If, as CG
- argues, a war unleashed by the Soviet Union is” imminent then this must have a
~decigive-effect on-our policies, and it is Jjust no good ignoring the question.
:Bven if-his: prediction is, as we believe, incorrect, there can.be. no doubt that
~ ..+the likelikood of world. war within the next. 5 years is a very strong one, and
~-that it .is absolutély imperstive that we have a policy on.this question which
+gagi;ntégraté.the~struggle‘againstfhegembnism with the strvggle against the
British imperialist class. L - p
That ééid,tthe'anéwers'whicH_CG:gives are the wrong-ones. His 2nalysis is
shaky, and his liné is an ultra-right dogmetist (13 line and a programme for
liquidating the RCLB 'and the need for a party.
* Weakneéssés' of analysis e } _
.- The theoretiical basis of the article is extrémely weak. We -discussed about
i 20 fairly -significant mistakes or weaknesses in-analysis. Here are some of
the more important, .~ =~ Cf - - N
Te Para, ) :".u7it is’ the Soviet:Union'which has reacted decisively and made
w~‘:ﬁm9$£.capita1”9.*(to=the~Iran/Ifaq’¢¢nflict)§-”::'NQ evidence or explanation
v for:this is:giveni. It does not seem to be true. -Both superpowers have
i, ~been:;josttling for position in the Middle East, but .neither seems to have
- made ‘much headway — cetainly not decisively so. Ceg g
2¢°Para.4 . "The Thatcher. government is using the crisis as a cover to attack
+ % democrady” 0 ' v et et
This is dogmatism, - It-implies that the borgeoisie is inherently opposed to
_i(bourgeois) democracy, and that the crisis is some kind of policy which it
-.:.-uses Yo attack that democracy, In fact the bourgedisie in Britaim has relied
“von "democracy' for at least 100 yeats, and the crisis, which it cannot control,
_ '?iﬁauﬁﬁe;m;ningdizg abi;ity;to use democracy. L Ll
3+ Para 4, "At present 'communism' méans‘thejfollowihgs'strong:uniqns, national-
~i$é§ion;.,municipal'oWnership?éf homes, the welfare stade, attacking the
-+ trans-national. monopolies, opposing British membership of the. EEC, unilsteral
-nuclear disarmament" - . - T
. Aithough this is irenic,. it is a very strange passage.’ The implication is
> that: this communism.- which:is the 'comminism' of the Labour Party - will
" “be attacked by.the bourgeoisie because it weakens the bourgeéoisie, This is
absolutely not the case. Nationalisation, . for instance, is a-‘bourgeois policy;
there is nothing 'communist!' or even progressive about it. We will:nqt, as
CG 'suggests, defend it, not will the Bourgeoisie attagk_it;‘unless“he believes
everything he reads in the Daily Telegraph. o ' n
4. Para.] -"We are still bogg@d,down3in.the mire of ultra-~leftismeccs.
©t Ldses there should be genral agreement that today the main target
: ~-of inner-party struggle must be ultra-leftism" -
'“Wéll'wé*khbszomething.about;ultfa—leftismi'but the picture which CG paints
*is-a lurid  one.which bears Iittle relation: to anything- we can“actually see.
. Of ‘cofirse there 1S some. leftism. in the league ~ there is also a_good deal
"-of -rightism (Vid.CG), but "a.mire" of ultra-leftism?. In fact the only
~ ‘éoncrete examplé:given on this point (in para.8) is'a good example of how
'the RCL-takes a stand against ultra-leftism. = - . .




5. para: 9. " In-Kampuchea we have recently seen self—crltlclsm on the part
of the: Khmer- ‘Raiige;, ‘even to the extent of the Prime Mlnlster and the
'*Ebrelg‘*‘ig;ster declaring that -fCommunism is dead! and #hat socialism
a5, wthe agenda. Both leaders ‘have admitted té mlstakes in the
mp fichear revolution=.all.ef: the ‘ultra-left varlety..;..a...‘:
| B s,,cAll the sdvances: they might have made have now:been brushed
~.a91d by the Vletnamese 1nvas1on and occupatlon. etc. etc L

Thls passage 1s wrongy . eonfused and 1rre1evant.

-~ﬂF1rst1y it is questionable’ whethﬁr -this attributed remark about Communism
belng dead was ever made. .Eveii 1f it was, it is hardly a profound analysis
“of universal s1gn1f1cance.- It medns. ro .more than the fact that socialism

" is not. on- t»3 agenda in Kampuchea. How - could it be when' Kammuchea is

P +!,'dctupied, and the: very ‘exigterice of. the Kampuchean nation is threatened

TR ‘{?5 And what has this got to do with our tasks in Britain? Nothing at sll,

.. 7. Finally the link bétween these statements and possible ulta-left mistakes
Yoin Lampuchea is a spurious one.’ Ultra—left mistekes may have made it
more'difficult to-orgsnize wmdesnread resrstance to' the invasiosm, although

" we bave ho’evidence of this, but’it was not ultra—left mistakes. whlch
led the Vietnamese to invade, and it is just untrue %o say that the
Kampucheans underestimated the threat, as anyone who, has read Kampuchean
literature from before the invasion can testify. bl 1o e o = :

o So baséd on shaky analy31s CG 1s dr1v1ng hore 'a un1Versal truth of défeatism
L and surrender - "there is no virtue in trying to build. s001allsm,1n a;

world- where "the Sevlet marauders are on the rampage". " On. the contrary.

_ Wé say that the threat of war does not - prevent us from struggling to huild

- gocialism, It underllnes the urgeticy of that task., ' e i

6., Para,12 "It is worth ‘remembersing the Brest-thovsk‘treaty... ™
“Yes 1ndeed' How ultra-left of Lenin to: appease ard make concéssions to
- the German” Imperlallst maraude ra3, ‘in order to get on w1th the task of
‘building socialism! No we-sre not so dogmatlc as to take thls 48 a. model
for all time which Justlfles natiohal conce531ons to" 1mper1a11sm in the
- ‘interests of . social revolution, Fut 1t is 1ncred1b1e that CG should
‘use_this’ example to relnforce a 11ne Wthh states the absolute opposite,

7. Para 44/15 . US Imperlallsm and the comlng world war.'j

Yes the Soviet Unlon is- the more dangerous of the superpowers. It might
become the number one ‘enemy -of the people of “the' world, but-this is no
‘réason t be' 1soft! on US. Imperlallsmoz It certalnly w1ll never 'line'-
_up. with the main forces of the 2nd and" Srd WOrlds although,lt mlght be
forced. to make s1gn1f1cant concessions. -
. And as’ for the araument that there cannot be* 3 S1des 1n a world .war -
Well yes ‘there cam: There was in the Flrst'Wdrld War;“'It is' thus' not
. inévitable (15)"that: the second and “tRird world will find thheir interests
+1ie.in the same direction.as:one or other superpower" In fadt this is
e dangrous argument which. smacks of the social 1mperlallsts of the 2nd.;
Internatlonal. "It is absolutely 1mperat1ve that the progresgsive forces "
malntaln their independence from:® the superpowers, not that. they line up
with one or other of them., ffj :

8. Para, 25 My should take a hard 1ook at the statement of ‘the C€ of the
CP of Malayac'n ‘

Again CG extrapolates from cne s1tuat10n to apply to a. qulte dlfferent one,
and in’so- delng compkétely uwndermineés his owr argument _hx do " the Malayan
Communlsts _say that they are flghtlng an armed. struggle for demogratic rlghts
and terrltorlal integrity, and not for .socialism?, ‘Because Malaya is a _
3rd. world country,  end Socialism is not immedlately orni; the agenda. Do *
they, as. CG, say that: "resrstance to Soviet hegémonism hag - to be-elevated

to the prime task-of the present .period"? (3):6r that. instéad of struggling
agalnst theruling. class they: must Mwarn" them’ of. the dangers of their
repressive policies?:: No, no. dnd no.- lhey direct therr armed struggle
against, "the reactlonary,  “t1—cetmun1st and antl-popylar policies pursued
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by the government” and they regard the main contradiction in their
country as the. contradiction between "its own ruling circles and the people"

These are the lessons from this experience, lessons which CG seems to ignore

Small mistakes lead to big errors ~ Dogmatism and Rightism

Lhese are some of the important errors of analysis in CG's article., Taken
together they add up to a definite dogmetist and rightist trend.

The article is dogmatic, because it starts from the principle that the Soviet
Union is the main enemy of the world's people, and then twists facts and
misuses historical experience to reinforce that view, ‘Instead of attempting
to grapp the complexiities of the world today, and t¢ expdain the links between
different contradictions in the werld - a2 task that is indispensible if we

are to develop a2 meaningful programme for action = CG subordinates everything
to His main theme of opposition to the Sovéet Union. This is dogmatism.

It &s also dogmatism of a rightist character . Throughout CG exaggerates the
strength of the enemy and belittles the power of the people. His counsel is

a counsel of fear and despair, which subordinates the interests of the working
class and opporessed peoples to the struggle against Soviet Imperielism, and
which holds out only one hope - that our future depends on United States
Imperialism, ‘ '

A liguidastionist prosramme

In present circumstances our main immediate task is to fight to defend and
extend democratic rights. CG says this, or something like it, in para. 4.

He puts this fight, howver in the context of the struggle against Soviet -
Imperiazlism, not' the struggle for socialism. Herein iies the fundamental
line of demarcation. The struggle for democratic rights is on theagenda ,
but in order to improve the terrain for our advance to our long term goal of
socialism, not to help the struggle against the Soviet Union. Thesex
questions are not of course separate ones, but the main thrust must be clear,

For CG's proposal brings in its. train all manner of disastrous consequences,

a) Unity with the most reactionary forces (paras 6 and 21), at a time when we

as an organization have no significant base in the working class.

b) It preventsus from even building that base by separating us from the actual

and existing struggles of the working class and people (22)
¢) Instead of strengthening the overall anti-imperialist core of our work, if

%mp%emented it would necessitate unity with our own imperialist bourgeoisie

29

This is a2 programme not to win over the vanguard of the class, to build a
party, but a programme for liquidating the RCLB and its vanguard role. It is

a programme of pessimism and hopelessness which could not be implemented, even
if it were agreed,

Conclusion - CG not alone

There is nothing new in these ideas and they have some currency in the Marxist-
Leninist movement. Both the Norwegian Workers' Party and the Canadian party
have recently published articles criticising such views. To give some
perspective to this small contribution we will comclude with a quotation from

a recent issue of 'The Forge' (Feb 13-19) p.14

"Quite serious problems have appeared in some parties in the
advanced capibalist countries.

In essence we are witnessing the growth of a right opportunist line
that is capitulating before the power of the bourgeoisie and abandoning
its revolutionary tasks.

This tendency questions both the possibility and the necessity of
socialist revolution in the imperialist countries, which gives rise to
doubts concerning the possibility and necessity of building vanguard
communist parties in these countrieS..ceees”
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The article continues to describe the degeneratlon of the KPD in Germany

and the ORT and. ITE 1n Spaln, and- relates the. development- of rlght opportunism
.toithe . current 1deologlcal offensive .of Soviet revisionism and uncertainty
"caused by the present 81tuat10n 1n Chlna.” It concludes = ,

'"Slnce the degeneratlon of the USSR 1nto capltallsm, communlsms
in many countries around the world have been struggling to rebuild
the vanguard of the worklng‘cless. This is 2 dlfflcult .and complex
fﬁfpeople and 1deolog1cel and’ bélltlcal stndy. Some partles have _shown
< major weaknesses in this" struggle, either by capltulatlng to
difficulties and wathdrawing.into sectarianism, or by fatling-into
'opportunlsm in the -hopes of :faster growth, These parties areé more
vulnerable. and less able to deal with the dlffnCHItles posed by
today! s international situation." .

It is ot our view.that CG- is an opportunist, and we have already said that

vt the -article’ deals with-a cruecial question which mist be taken serlously. Nor

do.-we think that many comrades will be inclined to follow his line, given its
. extremely weak theoretical basis.. Nevertheless the points made by 'The’
Forge aré very important ones which will metit further Study. In the League
we ‘can hardly hold up as a model -our record of "patlent work S1nk1ng roots

‘H';i’among the people and ideological. and political study".. We have recognlzed that

" in'the past we were inclined to "dapitulate to difficulties" by Mwithdrawing

into sectarianism", and despite cu¥ differences about the old RCL's-Rectification
Stage , our sectarian attitudes to mass struggles have been thoroughly
criticised. LI -

- The danger now isthat we might sw1ng the other way, and make right. opportunlst
.exrors in the hope of faster growth It is a danger ‘which leaps from the
pages of CG's wrtlcle, and one agelnst which we need to be partlcularly
v1gllant in the. coming perlod.»



WAR, REVOLUTION AND THE HEGEMONISM OF THE TWA
SUPER POWERS .

We must welcome the clear-cut way in which comrade CG argues the
position for the broadest unity to stop soviet expansiones The argument
is straight-forward in the sense that it does not confuse the reader
with complicated formulations regarding how and when to aim secondary
blows against U.Ss imperialisme. Further, it would seem that comrade CG
is concentrating on theproblem of building the broadest unity against
soviet expansion in order to delay the outbresk .of war 'and thercfore
give the worlds people time to prepare for wars of naticnal resistance
or take advantage of the war crisis’' to advance revolutien. If this is
comrade CG's orientation he has rorgotten about the need for Marxist-
Leninists to-apply it consistently. and not forget about the second
part, heetaking advantage of a war crisls to advance socialist revolution.

The article in 'Interim Theoretical Journal (1)' states:-

LR Thore is a marked aversion among comrgdes to face up to
. another 'unpleasant' consequence of the Soviet aggression
and expansion. That is the strong possibility that the
UeS. will line up with the main forces of the second asnd
~ third worlds against the Soviet Unign.
15 .In being opposed to both super-powers, we must remember that
“if it is true that the Soviet Unioen is the more dangerous,
then it is only logical that opposition to it is more
impartant and takes precedence over opposition to UsS.
dimperialism on: a world scale. No amounting off twisting or
writhing can avoid the logical fact that there canngt - © "
be threg sides in a world war. There can only be two sides,
it is thus inevitable that the second and third worlds will
find their interests lie in the same direction as one or
- other super-power. For the forseeable futurc that super-
power is U.S. imperialism which is in decline."

Comrade CG says:that there ocannot Be three sides in a world war as if
this is the end of the matter. All that remains for communists to do

ls to decide which side’ they support in the war. This approach takes

us no further forward and, in fact, liquidates any Marxist analysis

of the world war that is loominge. That there will Be two sides canncot
be brought into the matter. Lenin in analysing the first world war .
made concrete analysis of the objects of the great powers in that war.
He studied political developments and history leading. up to the out-
break of  ware. He studied wars that had taken place in. the:nineteenth =
century and the positions held by Marx and Engels during the different.
stages of the Franco-Prussian wars Lenin was scathing in-his opposition
to anarchist phrasemongering when dealing with the question:of war ard
insisted-that different wars must be judged concretely. But Lenin did
indeed uphold & third side in analysing the 1lst World War. That side was
the stand of the international proletariat and the .oppresseéd peoples

of the colgﬁ% 'iiggé%ﬁg ;ﬂﬁ-case that Lenin.and the bolsheviks .
stood alene E@%ﬁ sin ? war and upholding' a oonsistent revolutionary
stand based on proletarian internationalism. ’

The Second World War went through different stages. The stage of the
beginning of thc war in the East with Japans invasion of Manchuria.
The civil war. in spain which was anti-fascist. The Munioh pericd of
appoascment and betrayal of Czcchoslovakia,which was motivated by
British. imperialism's aim to cncourage German imperialism cast, to
the outbreak of World Wariwhich was corréctly amalysed. at this stage
- as being mainly inter-imperialist. During this periad the CPGB exposod

the war as inter-imperialist and held a strang line of -opposition to
social-democracy. Thoy -inevitably suffered persecution from the



s wenin states. The Walter Citrine case was brought agaihst the 'Daily
Worker'. German fascism's invasion of the Soviet Union changed the
charac ter of the war from inter-imperialist to an anti-fascist warn
in defence of socialism. The wgr wont through further stages which
are difficult to analyse now. But this -much can be said. The CPGB
sacrificed i1ts independence in. thepericd of the united front

against fascism to the extent that they -supported the continuation

of the national .government,failed to take advantage of the prestige
communism had won to advance socialist rewclution and-spread
1llusions about the haturc of British imperialism. e

in cfiticiﬁing,éomradd,CaG,‘sfartiélé.I‘se@k to make a contribut-
ilon towards promoting discussion on thenhature of thewar erisis. that
1s dcveloping and. thus contribute towards analysing it in & Marxist

and not a bourgeois, indeed prc. ‘nperialist, way:

WHAT REI™™NCE 'ULTRA-LEFTISM' 2

First let me say that I belirve this term 'ultra-leftism! to He
high-sounding but really empty of content. It is.yet to Ve satisfact-
orily defined. Even more so,the label 'ultra-left idealism' canfuses
two errorss The RCL's errors of line may have resulted from idealism
but they have becn more of a: rightist nature thanh a leftist ones
Attitude to NATO, Britains war in Northern Ireland and our line
towards U.S. bases in Britain number amaong these. However,y comrade
CG belicves that 'ultra-leftism' is the error which we must =
er-adicate in analysing the developing world war. To.substantiate
this comrade €G refers to left errors committed in the Kampuchean
revoiution of trying to introduce socialism and communism-too
rapidly. He refers ta the measures of the Kampucdheans to openly
correct. their mistakes and form a broad front to.liberate their
country and save the Khmer nation from extinction, This shauld not;. -
be judged opportunistic, their. line accords with Marxism-Leninism
Mao=-Ze~Dong thought comrade CG correctly explaing. & firm grasp of .
the situation it would secm. But then- the article goes on to says-

"What has been demonstrated in Kampuchea in very stark
faghion is that there - is no virtue in trying to build
socialism in a world where the Soviet marauders are
on the rampage-. Kampuechea has lessars for the world
which we cannct and must not ignore."

L apparently firm grasp melts away intc confused oppostion to
building socialism in a world where Soviet Social-imperialism is
exponding. Concrctely, why is the struggle for socialism not on the
dgenda in Kampuochea? Is it because socialism is unsuited to the '
conditions of a third world country like Kampuchea? If soc'we must
#evise the Marxist-Leninist position that only socialism ¢anh ensure
the independent development of the third world and recommend. to the
Chinese comrades that they stop trying to build socialism: Such a
position Is clearly incorrect. So why is socialism not on the agenda
2% present in Kampuchea? The answer to this mtst be that Kampuchea
has fallen under the heal of imperialist demihation once again. The
victorious national liberation struggle which culminated in the
defeat of U.S. impcrialism and its puppet regime of Lon Nol has
-~ been frustrated. This time by Soviet social-imperialism operating
through Its catspaw ~ the Le Duan regional hegempnists. Protracted
struggle for national liberation is back in the forefront. This is
a reversal for theKampuchean people. But how many ‘years did Vietham
titse¢lf have to fight to gain national liberation? Over thirty years.
During this.time after the French were. defeated at Dien Bien Phu
and an armistice signedy U.S. imperialism took over where they hnd
left off. Kampuchea  has suffered a similar reversal at the hands

of imperialism. But had Kampuchea beén liberated.at a time when it

LR
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would ar could have had a longer respite from imperialist agression,
the Khmer Rouge would have hadtime to correct the mistakes made in
the extreme olrcumstances ‘that they faced and build socialism
suited to their own conditions. But socialism would have been the
aim. Building ocapitdlism is not open as a hoise to the oppressed
nations which seek to remain independent/imperialist control.

But comrade CG shaows more than just oconfusion regarding the
stages of the revolution in thethird world. He goes on to conclude
that there is no virtuc in fighting for socialism or building
socialism im theworld at the present time. It would be one. thing
to say that the crisis has'not yet maturedsufficiently for the
working class of Lurope,say, to make direct assaults on the power
af capital. But it is ancther thing altogether to ask the working
aclass to shelve the struggle for socialism in the devecloped
capltalist world, which must mean seaking unity with the bourge-
oisie on the basls of opposition to the foviet-Union, in dis-
régard to the nature of the impending war and the attitude of the
proletariat towards ite. Comrade CG isn't opposing 'ultra=leftism!
on: the question of wgr he asking communism to shelve its long
term aims,.

In further justification of the view that 'ultro-leftism' is the
error which is preventing us from arriving at a correct analysis
of war, comrade CG presents an explanation of Lenin's stand in
opposition to Trotsky on the signing of the treaty of Brest
Litovsk. Trotsky resisted signing thepeace because he¢ regarded
it as a compromise on principle with the Germamn imperialists.

The Soviet Union needed a respite in-ordor to consolidate Sovicth
power. The expeated proletarian revolutian had not come in. the
rest of Lurope, so the Bolsheviks were compelled to sign a treaty
with Germany granting huge areas of Soviel territory. However,
comrade CG seeks to convinwe us that this example reveals general
principles which can be applied in.Britain. WhHat these Ygenecral
principles! are and how they can be applied to Britain is not
clear. What CG is concerned to emphasize is that it is ‘ultra-
left" to gutomatically assume that the the class struggle is
primary at all times. But the example chosen does not really kelp
him., Lenin insisted that it was necessary to sign the treaty

of Brest Litovsk with Germany because Soviet power depended on it.
Now-If that i1s not putting the interests of the class struggle
first, then I don't know what is. Anyway, prior to the bolsheviks
being compelled to sigh thistreaty, they had successfully lead a
proletarian revolution in the teceth of opposition from the
Kerensky (menshevik) provisional government who wanted to
continue Russian participation in the war. :

Comrade CG wants Marxist-Leninists in Britain to abandon the
aim of socialist revolution, in spite of the fact that British
imperialism is more than just decaying it is rotting alive, in:
favour of class peace with British and U.S. impcrialism in a
united front against Soviet Social-Imperialisme No doubt there
will be objections to the phrase "olass peace. Lfter gll docsn't
comrade CG call for continuing the struggle for demaocratic
rights and withdrawal of British troops from Northern Ireland.
But this is mere window dressing if we have lost sight of the
nature of British imperialism. Let's not forget that the same
approach to the question of demacratic rights has been used by the
the CPGB with regard to Northern Ireland, i.e. a Bill of Rights.
Before the second world war the CPGB curtailed its support for
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the right of/colonies to national self-determination and began
demanding that British imperialism introduce. democratic rights into
the colonies, There is little that is new in comrade CG's approach
to the question of democratic rights. But ‘there is a lot that is 0ld
and can only serve to mislead the working olass on the naturo of

the British state.

Finally, on the quostlon of ‘ultrauleftlsn and its relevance to our-
conditions in Britain. The errors characterized_by the Gang of Four
were undoubtedly lbftlst and these have: been -of international
significance in. as much as ‘their distortions of Marxism-Loeninism
Mao Ze-Dong -thought have caused confusion of a leftist kind. But
just as it is un-Marxist to say that western comminist parties
became rcovisionist because Kruschev: came to power, it.is wrong to

say that Marxist-Leninists in Britain are leftist beciuse of the
Gang of Four. I'm leaving aside the parrotan of the '"Institute
of Marxism-<Leninism. Mao Ze-Dong Thorght' and :the one-time
Communist Party. of England for the moment. Their slavishness was
always despised by the Communist Unity Lssociation, Communist
Federaticon of Britain and the East London Marxist-Leninist Asshe
These.organizatiosns attompted to use thelr owh heads. The CFB even
adopted a- p051t1an, at -one stage, that the foreign policy of. the
Communist Party of China could necessarily be.in contradietion
with the needs of the revolutidh on a world sealg. This was at a
time when. theCFB's lihe was correctly characterized as rightist on
the questlan of ‘social-democracy and Sov1at Sacial-inperialism.

So in studying which ideological errars characterlze Marxiste
Loninists and working -class org anizations in Brltﬁln, we must look

to condltlons prevailing in Britain - a decaying ‘imperialist power
and not some ‘ultra left-idealism' emanating from incorrect lines in
the CPC. Britain is an imperialist power and an extremely parasitic
one at that. Thé errors of the working. class movement are charact-
erized by the influence of. 1mper11115t,1dealogy on the working class
and-its organizations and not too much zealdusness to overthrow .
British imperialism through adventurlst and leftist means:

On. fundamental ‘quésticns of llne cxcept for some leftist errors
during Neil Redferns leadership, our lines have suffered more from
rightism than léftism. This rightism has been combined with a
peculiar form of dogmatism and. rigidity in matters of organization.
Perhaps it is this which leads comrades to Judge that errors
of leftism and sectarianism.are primary. What ' is unnecessary for
maintaining the. strict disoipline of the RCL should bghgﬁigarded,
but on fundamental principles of Marxism-Leninism we/Be “*" .
firm and -not:drift with the stream. I count strugglihg ageinst -
social~chauvinism in the working class movement as a matter of
strict pr1n01ple which can only have affeot if we stand firm. In
a revolutionary movement of our-infancy, errors of a leftist kind
are unwanted, but to a certain extent are -inevitable and a punish-

ment far the. prevqlence of opportunlsm and soclal-—chauvmlsmo '

WLR IS A CONTINUATION- QF POLITICS BY OTHER MEALNS

Is this dlctum out ‘of date?. One would think 'so the way it is avoided
liko the plague in discussing the question of war and revolutich. But
it is essential that it is. born constantly in-mind so that'we are
not swept along by the bourgeoisic and can make scnse of world -
politics. & brief look at political developments since WWII will
scrve to remind us of the tremendous changes that have taken place
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in. the past 35 years.

The end of the secand World War saw the total defeat of the axis
pawers Germany, Italy and Japan and the enlargement of what was
beginning . to be called the socialist camp: as communist parties
seized power on the.ruins of German. and.Italian deféat in Easterhn
Europe. The liberation of China from Japanese imperialism was.
followed:by the renewal of -the liberation war against the U.S.
backedChang Kai Shek regime, The UsS« economy had not suffered the
decimation that Europe had.suffered, -end was; thercfore, able to .
extend its imperialist tentacles into Europe. U.S. influence
oxpanded inta hsia, Africa and Latin imerica and indepentience
movements from the British and French colonialists gained backing
from the U.S. in order to remove political restrictions on its
economic expansion. The alliance with the Soviet Union broke up
as Britain and America stepped,tip anti-Sovietism. Through anti-
Sovict treaty organizations the United States was able to tighten
its hold in Europe and the Far East. fis the U.S. togk over the role
as. world policeman. it embroiled itself and. the allies. in a war’
to anex North Korea and attack:the Peoples Republic of:-China ang
later took over from the Freneh in. Indo China. Here the scale of
UeS. Imperialism's defeat by.the mid 70's marked a complete =
reversal in. the fortunes:of U.8. imperialisms. But by then the
U.S. hHad found the going .tough in:many, respects. The U.S. - could
no longer oount on the support-of-Europes U.S. imperialism
seized its.opportunity to impose its hegomony in Europe. after.
WWII..But there was no way that the European capitalist/imperialist
powers would reconeile themselves-to subsebvience to the United
States. The beginning of European -co-operation soon.after the war
was. a major development in countering U.S. supremacy.

The movement gﬁ colonies for independence, partly siipported by the
U.S. for its/hegemonist reasons, not only undermined.old. -
colonialism it began the movement for nominally independent but
still oppressed nations of the third world' to spesk as a single
volce in world bodies, U.S.imperialism had used the Usli. to
rubber stamp its own interests and ambitions in the world. ..
However, a turning point came with the vote to allow  the Peoples
Fepublic of China its seat on the security council and the . ..
expulsion of the Chang Kail Shek usurpers from the world bodys.-
The unity and struggle of. the third world was becoming clearly .

defined as the main force against impcrialism.

During the period up until the end of the 60's, 1968 atthe time:
of the Soviet invasion of Czechuslovakia to be precise, it was
correct to talk in terms of U.S. Imperialism being the main- eneny
of the world's peoples.. However, the scene of Russian. tanks'
rolling .into Czechoslovakia revealed that Soviet revisionism
had become Soviet social-imperialism. It was no longer correct to
talk in terms of one. super-power being the main enemy of the
world's peoples. There had emerged two super-powers who at this
ime were primarily colluding with whilst rivalling each other in
the world. 4 prime example of this was -the USSR's support for Lon
Nol in Cambodia who Had beeﬁ@’%stalled,by-the U.S. after a coup
agalnst Prince Sihanouk.. The/oVcorturned Sihanouk in orggg.Fo‘aid
their war in Vietnam. They of coursg lifted a rock to/dB58 it on
their own feet. But .the point is;thé USSR were colluding with the
US in recognizing Lon Nol and tHus harming:the interests of B
the Kampuchean and the Vietnamcse and Laotian people ywho they
were supplying with .arms. Such oppssition_ta'and‘sabctage_of the
peoples armed struggle against U.S. and western imperialism
when the United states was' strong and the people needed resclute
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support is. an important point to: remember. However, the third world has
utilized successfully the contradictions between the first and: second
world and betwcen -the ‘two super-powers to step up its struggle. This is
an expression of the third world cohtinuing to play its role as the main
force agalnst the hegemonism-of the two super-powers. The aim of Soviet
Social-imperialism in-backing liberation movements is to suplant western
imperialist dominatiOﬁ-"'th its own social-imperialist domination.

The Soviet Union can/n3 Sther aim and. it is inevitable in the
modern world that the super-powers will seek to. turn the just
struggles of oppressed nations -~ * peoples to their own
advantage. ’

To return to Comrade CG's articlgjand'world politics.asthey stand now,

"The defeat of Saviet social-imperialism (or hegemonism as it
is better c¢ategorized) is now very necessary. for any progress
to be made anywhero. Lzania cannot be liberated until they
stop ‘sabotaging and subverting the liberation movemats. We must
warn the Western imperialists that they are damaging the anti-
Soviet united front by clinging to the white supremacy regime -
in hzania, and not allowing Namibia full self-determination.

We must warn the British imperialists of the dangers of their
Irish policies and of opposing the working class. We must -
support UNITL in its efforts to liberate fingola. .Zimbabwe and
Mozambique cannat develop full economic inddpendence until

the Savict-backed Cuban mercenaries get out of Angola."

Tho imperialists will no doubt be touched at- our. concern for

where their true interests lie. But it will cut no ice. We can
leave such ideas to the liberal wing of the imperialist bourgeoisie
who are fighting it out wkth the likes of Haig in the Whitehouse.
However, it is incorrcct to say .that hzania cannot be liberated
until the USSR stop interfering. This underestimates the strength
and developing conscicusness of the masses. Did the Soviet social-
inperialists not interfer in and try and subvert the Zimbabwean
roevolution? They most certainly did. Did we not go as far as
considering Nkomo a puppet of the Soviet Union? But what has
happened. Mugabe and Zanu have skillfully combined unity and
struggle with Nkomo and ZAPU. Nkomo hasshowed himself to have a
dual nature. If ZANU had pursued the line of forgetting to struggle
for unity with NKomo and listened to some of the lines existing in
tne RCL, the Saviet.Unian*may well have been able to have made
gains by provoking all-out civil war. Zanu's success is certainly
recopnized by the Zimbabwean people who have rcturned candidates
with increased majorities in the Salsbury City Counocil electioms.

Comrade CG declares that Zimbabwe and Mozambique cannot develop. full
economic independence until cuban mertenaries get out of Angolaw
The ouban mercenaries are a threat in Lfrica. But CGts view is
really going too far. We are told that we must support UNITA but
nothing is said sbout South 4frica which c¢laims the right to
invade Mozambique, {ingola and no doubt at some time Zimbabwe. The
question of continuing economic dependence has got more to do
with the power of South Lfrica which is imperialisms: bulwark in
Lfrdca. If adopted,CG's line would have the affect of driving
Lfricans engaged in the struggle against South Africa away from
Marxism-Leninism and into the .arms of pro-Soviet elements.

It. is oorreat to put the main emphasis on opposimg Soviet expansionism
on a world scale. But this must not be made theprimc consid-

eration when judging just struggles being carried out against B
U.S8.Imperialism. i4ind this is what Comrade CG does do. EX Salvador
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is. very much .hews at the present. Reagan has. ~drawn the llnc
there and made it 1nto a straight  struggle with Soviot Social -
imperialism. This no .doubt helps Reagan to gain allies in: the
world on. the, questlone It is“enough- BT ‘the U.S. to declare that
armg,_are - belng Supplied by the Cubans for even Marxist-Leninists
toydeaf and practlcally ignore why the guerrillas are- fighting.’
Such facts. as3l6% of the population ‘has full time: employment
with wages as low as £6 por week; 75% of children under 5 suffer
mﬂlnutrltlon, Sanitary. facilities and eléctricity are luxuries for
the fews:In San Salvador, the capital city, over: 50% of the
workers live in mud or tin shacksj 60% of the land is owned by
14 families growing tobaceo and coffee for export whilst peasants

starvea,

It is not. unusual for liber qtlon org anlzctlons to get arms from
whatever .source they can. It is also nut new' for the reactionar-
ies whc ‘are ruling or benefitting from such ruthless exploit-
ation to claim that they are waging a war against Saviet
expansion. Ian Smith, of Rhodesia fame>rc¢ularly justified atroc-
%Eles gn the grounds of countering Soviet backed.guerrillas.

ere is-even a similar pattern to the conmitted by
the Salvadorean -puppets to that of- Rhodg§§§W¢§%§ﬁ% firder of priests
and missionaries suspected of harbouring guerrillas in corder to
terrorize the -peoples struggle against the dictatorship. There is
undoubtedly. super-power rivalry in-the region and the SU is
trying to muscle in on ajust struggle that is golng on against. .
the dlctatorshlp.,But there is no doubt of the justification aof
the freedom fighters taking up arms and for. that reason we must
give our full support whilst warning agalnst the Sov1et Union
entering through the back door - - .

Comrade CG would hot ask us to support the ra01st South 4Lfrican
regime which.is denying 1ndepenuonce to Namibia, committing acts
of aggression against 4NC camps in Mozamblque and invading the
border terrltory of idngola. So what is the purpose of putting the
gtruggle against SSI first in this region. What good will it .do
lecturing 1mpor1allsm that they are harming the united front
against the Sovietr Union by backing white supremacy? Not one bit.
of good. Reagan has asked the U.S. Congress to repeal a law-
banning fLmcrican military aid to UNITA in fAngola. In. fact to any
force fighting MPL4 and the Cubans in Lngola. South sfrican
troops can easily act under this cover with Ui Se_baeklng. What
should our attitude to this be? Ligain the main question is. not.
that UNITL receives arms from theU.8. But we must say that the
Super-powers are rivalling each ot rbby'backlng gifferent .
organizations and,whilst supportlng just strugzle agalnst S“Vlet
domination, warn qgalnst TS attemptsto regain . controli .

We must back a third side and thqt is the struggle -of the
oppressed peoples and nations and we must be gulded by having
faith in the masses: The guerrlllas in E1 Salvador are not
fighting U.S. domination in order that its mantle be taken aver
by Soviet-Social-imperialism. -Such- carreerists - who do see
the way forward through subscrviencé to the Soviet Union are
few: 4ind events in Lfghanistan are a sobering remindeér for any
would-be puppet,of the SUsruthless dominating nature. Both
Taraki and Lmin in Afghanistanh were murdered.

THE QUESTION OF DEMOCRATIC RIGHTS

In stating that the 'struggle for soclallsm has to be
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temporarily relegated to a secondary position' Cde CG states that
internally the main task is to defend democratic rights. I am not
underestimating the importance of defending democratic rights.
Unless we struggle to defend the workers rights and against rep-
ressive legislation we will be tnable tc sduocete the working class
on the neced for socialist revolution. But linked as it is to the
guestion of war, I must takc lssue with Comrade CG, The RCL quite
rightly mobilizes on. important demonstrations and in support of
compaigns against the Nationaility Bill, the Employment ict, and the
right of political status for the blanketmen to name a few. But in -
spite of our mobilization ‘and the so-onlled 'left'!, democratic.
rights are belng contmally eroded. What 1s more,; the progppeat is for
this to get considerably worse. In the event of the outbrenk of war
whot 1s likely to happen? Emergency legislation will be rushed
through Parlisment. Strikes and demonstrations will be banned.
Certain publications of political parties arc likely to be-
prohibited. Fighting such legislation is unlikcly to change matters.

It would be no good us. crying that the bourgeois state ig preventing

us organizing. We would have to organize secretly and take part in
what will be illegal activity, i4nd what 41l be the object of - '
organizing and our activity? This will nced %o be judged cancret-
ely depending on how the war relates To our vo«x in Britain i.e.
whether or not Britain's participation is on the side of a just

or an unjust.war. But the struggle for socialisi: must be in the
forefront of our strategy and tactics and we must he watching for
oppartunities in the struggle of the masses to take advantage of
the British imperialist states weakness when they are unable to
rule in theold way and the masses are unprepared to be ruled in the
0old way. On the question of national defence against invasion--

by thc Soviet Union, we must counter the British states reliance on

U.S5. imperialism with demands that thce people be given arms and
civilian'military training /A $anized. For it is the people who

will be fighting Soviet troops on British soil. Bourgeols state
rgsistance is likely to collapse. The demand that the people
cspecialy the workers be trained in the use of arms is the greatest
democratic demand of all and if the bourgeois state refuses to do
it, it will be up to genuine revolutionaries.

CONCLUSDNS -

On a: world scale we must be putting the emphasis o the struggle
against the expansionism of ‘Soviet. Social-imperialism. Support for
the peoples war in Afghanistan, Kampuchea and Eritrea should be.
the main aspect of our agitation and propaganda in in%grnmtional
affairs. By so doing we are giving aid to pcoples in/vuﬁguard of .
the struggle against Soviet Social-imperiailism and helping to stay
the hand of  the Soviet Union and delay the outbresk of war. But
this cannot mcan that oppbsition to SSI is used to rob those
oppressed people and nations struggling against U.S. %7
and western imperialism of support. The doveloping armed struggle
in Azania should be popularized and supported. The armed struggle
in El-Salvador should be explained as necessary.for the peoples
liberation from U.S. domination,and super-power contention In the
regisn exposed. Support for the struggle in Northern Ireland against
British domination are an essential component of the struggle -
against ourtown'!'ruling class. '

Finally, in the era of imperialism when war between the slave-
owners is inevitable we necd the kind of perspcctive on war held
by Mao in 'On the Correct Handling of Contradictions fLmong the
People! written in 1957. Under the sub-heading 'Can bad things

U
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be turned into good things! Mao said:-

£ "Poople all ove'the world are now discussing whether or not
R a third world war will break out. On this question,too, we
2 nust be mentally preparcd and do some analysis. We stand
A firmly for peace and against war. But if the imperialists
insist on unleashing snother war, we should not be afraid
of it. Our attitude on this question is the same as our
attitude towards any disturbance: first we are against it;
second, we are not afraid of it. The first world war was

! followed by the birth of the Sovict Union with a

! populaticn of 200 million. Fhe Second World War was

1 followed by the cmergence of the socialist camp with a

; combined population of 900 million. If the imperialists
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insist on launching a third world war, it is cecrtain
that several hundred million more will turn to socialism,
and then there will not be much room left on earth for
the imperialistssit is also likely that the whole
structurc of imperialism will utterly collapsc.
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