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Rovisionism in Action: Sovict~U.S. Collaboration Over Kashmir War

Because the post-Kruschev revisionists in Russia aro morc
cunning in their conccalment of their capitulation to U.S.
imperialism it is not always casy to discover the full exicnt of
their treachery. On one issuc, howovor, thoy have boen guito
unashamed about their recal intentions: their support for tho.
Indian ruling class which has mado hostility 4o China onc of tho
keystonce of its forcign and domestic policics. Among the many
acts of betrayal of Marxism by the Kruschev cligue ono of the.
most morious was the policy adopted ovor the Sino-Indian bordor
disputo in 19562, Far from supporting a fraternal socialist
country the Soviet Union adoptod an attitude of neutrality not
distinguishing betweén tho aggressor and the vietim of aggresagions
Evon morc dastardly was the atopping up of military aid to the
very country which was and has contimocd to bc a pawn of U.S.
imperialism. Soviet military aid to India - contrary to rovision-
ist denisl (of Gollan's answer at = meoting in St. Pancras Town
Hall, November, 1964 to celebrate the anniversary of the Russian
Revolution) - did not =top during the war and has been conaider—
ably expanded since, although the Indian Covernment can scarcely
be called an independent entity tied as it is to U.S5. capital and
a substantial amount of British investment. But_the fact that
India is becoming more heavily chained to U.S. imperizliem does
not seem to deter the Soviet Union from lavishing praise on it.
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Wacreas Lthe Government of India has boegn purzuing a doliberate
policy of hostility and military zdveriurisr dirccted ageinst
the souihor:i boundaries of China - a policy tast has beea
rowarded handsemely by the receipt of massive guantitice of U.S.
crodit hocause it helps U.S. glchbal strategy in overshrowing
communism = the Sovie: Tnion Tinds the Indian Sovernmoent To bo
truly non-aligned and following peacoiul co-existencel The
Government of India, feorgettinz its carlier efforts tc promote
Afro—isipn literaticn new ‘Upportﬂ the imporialist consplracy

of Mnlaysia" ard Jjoirns Tito ia promoting Joknson'a phoney
rnopctiationg on Vigteam. I3 does rot dare oppose thac oniry into
tho Bay of Bengal of the U.8. Ssventik Floct and pormiss divorad
orzane 0f T.8. countcr=rovolution to sprozd thoelr tentacles in
Indis.

Jloru reconslyy the Gevernment of Ircis, has wscd foree
araingt wnother of ita neighbours - Pagiszans Wkils it is por-
footly truc that the very division of the country in 1947 was en
'mporiali"t dovice ncccptcd by she Irdian and Pakistani ruling
clage the roal intaersats of tke pecples of voth Pakistan and
Trdis rogeirs that they 1live in psaca and friondship. Eowevor,
from the ouitgct = vary uscful bong ol conzeniion and diveraion
das Found in the uihuuc:d torritery of Kashmir. The poopla of
Kashriz ‘kave nevwsr wotn given the opportunity teo cdoeids their
own Frturce. Ingtoad of 2%pnor+ing she just domand of be
Zashmirds: T letermination the Indlan Sovernment has
aracaally sovereignty over Fashmir complste ilntogration
being cffeot » Deosmoar 1964, Av tho same tdmo the undis—
pussc legzier of dasthmir - 3igikh Abdull ua - naz becn xZopt in

ariaon by thc Covornment of Indis since 1953« 4 brief poriod of
frovdor was owisd csrlizr this yoar whon uhudl ah's dotormins-—

tlen Lo figet Tor thz right of his pcopls 1o decide Fhoir: cwn
fature was mads guits owident and once gzain he is kept undor
detention by thoe Irdian authoritics. Fsziazan, on the othor
kand, has dispuszd Iadia's pight to the torritory from thce out-~
.t and given cvery encouragement to tho Kashmiri liboration
struggle. it would secm obvious tngt this is ‘a disputoed arca
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where neither Pakiatan nor India has any right to determine the
future of the people of Kashmir. In such a situation socialiat
countriss cannot identify themselves with the claims of rival
contenders but should stand by the principle of self-determina-
tion of the people of Kashmir which is exactly what the Chinese
have done. Mot so the Soviet Union. As part of their policy
of alliance with the India ruling class they have reiterated
their complete agreement with Imdlian chauvinism which denies the
Kashmiris to hold a plebiscite to determine their own future

Because the revisionist leadership of the Soviet Union has
given ifs unqualified support to India over its absorption of
Kashmir it has over the most recent fighting between India and
Pakistan ~ an undeclared war extended by the Indian ruling class
into the very territiory of Pakiastan - quite nakedly come down on
the side of the imperialists - especially U.S, imperialism. This
latest phase in Indo-Pakistan relations over Kaghmir is the.
direct result of U.S., imperialist design not only to obtain con-
trol over Kashmir but over the entire sub-continent. A more
immediate aim is to overthrow the present government of Pakistan.
Revelations in the British Press (Daily Telegraph, Time and Tide)
have indicated C.I.A, initrigus to get rid of Presidont Ayub Khan
and replace him by gomeone more amenable to American dictation.
In other words when the liberation struggle in Kachmir assumed =a
more militant tempo in July of this year and Kashmiri liberation
fighters (not Pakistanis) crossed over into Indian~held Xashmir
not only did the Indian ruling class try to suppress them with
the utmost ferocity but decided, on August 5 to extend the area
of fighting. By the beginning of September, because it was sure
of both U.S. and Russian backing, the Indian Government had
ordered its armed forces to cross the international frontier
dividing West Pakistan and India and attack Lahore and other
towns in Pakistan.

This flagrant violation of intornational law was received

very quietly by the imperialist world. While protests wore made

by several Afro-isian states that stronghold of American imperial-
ism - the United Nations - did not open its mouth to condemn
Indian aggression, On the contrary thore was a tacit agreement
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botweon the U,S.4, and Bussia *that vader the suise of apparent
neutrality they should help Inéia, The American Government
decided to atop military aid to both countries knowing full well
that such a curb would help India which has a flouricshing arma-
mente industry sinco 1963 thanks to the help given by the |
imperialists and Russia., Indeed, both in the Indian and American |
Press it was doclared quite opernly that the embargo on military

aid to hoth countriss was in reality going to help India. (Free
Pross Journal, Bombay, Sept. 153 New York Herald Tridbunc,

Scpte 20)e Tne Soviet Union bogan to talk of a ccase~firo and
invited both India and Pakistzn ic have talks on Russian soil.

Cnce again the Sovied Union, rofused to distinguish botween |
the aggressor aad its vietime. It might be supposed that Kosygin's
invitation was prompied by a desire to take the matiter out of the
hanis of the imperialists. On the contrary, it suited the U.S.
that such a movo should be mado by s country not yet tarnished
‘with the imperizlist brush. "I am delighted that the Soviet
Union hag offeored its zood offices and I wish 1% every success:

in the endeavour" said _Senator Mamsfield. Similar commendation
was oxpregsed. for tho - oviet-"initiative" by Sccrctary of State
Dusk and Under-Socrstary of State Ball, (Pres: rnd M.B.C.
interviews on Sepi. 13).

The U.¥. has beer cxposcd az = tool of U.S. imperialism
pince its dirty war in Korea and more recently through the
sctivities in the Conro. There wes a time when the Soviet Union
led the world in condemning U.N. action and exposing imperialist
mechinations in wvarious U.M. actions. DPut now the capiftulation
to UeS. imporialism procecds in cvery spherc of Russian policy
including ite 2cceptance of U.N. as a vehicle to solve inter-
national problemz, It is no%t aurprising, therefore, to find the
Soviat Union in complete accord with the U.8.4. in the U.N. over
the docision to fall for sn immediat:s "ccase-fire" in the
fighting between Indiz and Pakistan. While the U.N. had kept
silent about Indian aggression against Pakistan despite a multi-
tude of U.¥W. chservers and 'pcace—keeping' troops that have been
posted in Kashmir since 1948 it lost no time to issue an ulti-
matum ostenaibly to both partics to have an immodiate cease-fire.
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What was loft unsaid in both specches of tho American and
Rusgian representatives - Goldberg and Fedorenko - was that =
ccase~fire with Indian troops right in the heart of Pakisian
would be of military advantage to India. What was even more
significant is that in the debate nothing was said a2bout the
future of Kashmir although this is a dispute that kas been un-
resolved by the U.MN. since 1948 when tho decision for a plebis-
cite was first mooted. Ons cannot quarrel with the Wew York
Times when it described Rugsia's stand of complate support for
India over Kashmir as one "that 2t tho momen* parallels that of
the United States"; or its conclusion that "Hoscow's support for
Indiza on thisz issue apparently is clozely linked to = policy of
containing Communist China in Aziz”. (October 1).

Thet i the hecart of the matter. Revisionism in the Soviet
Union is directod agzinst China and towards the U.S.i. Cone
current with the India~Pakistan clagh was a ronewod flars=-ugp
between India and Chinz over intrusions by India into Chinesc
terzitory on the other side of Sikkim. PFor the first time the
Indian Covornment admitted, albeit in an oblique way, that it had
tuilt military installations on tho Chinesc side of the border.
The Sino-Irdian disputc once szgain revealod the true aliznment
of tho Bovict Union. Tor all its prating sbout the neod for
socialist unity bocause of the torrible situation in South-Rac+
Asis tho revisionists do not want to airengthen the socialiat
camp in the face of U.S. imperialism. At a time whon it has
become quite evidont that India is being armod to opposc China
and aftor the latcst Chinosc notes have indicated the kinds of
incursions and intrusions into Chinesc territory being undertaken
by the Indian rulers the Soviot Union refuses to suppor+t her
fraternal neighbour. Instcad the treatment of the Chinose notos
in the Soviet Press has been =o biasod that little is given of the
detailed charges mado by China ageinet India while the Indian
Prime Minister's rcbuttaels and allegations are given ample cover-—
ago. Pravda, for example, (Sept. 23) spoaks of "anxiety" about
the transfer and concentration of Chinesc troops within its own
borders without a word about the anxiety it should fecl about
the subservience of the Indian government to American war plang
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againat China, 3Bscausc China has supportod Pakistan in the face
of Indian agsrcssion the Sovict Union hos meds inrumerable criti-
cismae (though not daring to name China) about "third pariics"
which are deliberately trying "to fan the flames of war.," Tt is
incredible that the country which should be the leasder of the
socialist world should find itself allied to a puppet of the
UdSede whose main task ig to ettack China,

~ This srticle has not gone into the background of the two
countrics of India and Palkistan, Taese fwo, once formed the
groatost cclohy in the Britisk Bmpirc. LAftcr s negotiated
sé¢ttlomont which halped only the ruling classcs of both countriss
and tha imperialiats they becsme, liks so many former colonics,
the vietins of mco-colonialism. Bocausc of the differcnce in
the class composition of the ruling class in thoe two couaftries,
the vanoven development of the poople's forces and the lesdership
of thoir communist movoments the dialectics of struggle have not
boen uaiform. On the coatrary whercas in the past the Pakistani
ruling class was complciely tied tc U.S. imporislism and the
Indian bourscoisic tended to follow a more indopendont policy of
non=glignmoent, sincc 1959 there hes beon a rovorsal in rolc.
The nocds of a stagnant cconomy have madc Indizn capitalism
accept a subordinate position under U.3. imperialism seccking
profits in a war-gearcd cconomy. ¥War whother with China or
Pokigtan is also a most useful diverasion for a reostive population
groaning under rising prices, hcavy taxez and food scarecity.
The present Pekictan governmont, howeover, finds iteself? opposcd
to T.8. dominastion, ¢ contradictions botweon it and U.S,
imperialism have roached zuck a point as to forge links beiween
Pakistan and the socialist world, especizlly Chins and thercby
to invoke Amorican angor which led, a= few months back <o the
tormination of ceconomic aid. Although, nominally a member of
imperialiat alliances like SEATC, Palkistan's present policy is
onc of non-co—operation with the U.B.L. so that Ayub has becn
deserilicd as another Do Gaulle. In neither India nor Pakistan
is the popular movement sufficiently strong te develop a
liveration struggle against noo-colonialism. However, on the
quéestion of “the main cnemy, there is not the slightest doubt
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that Pskistan is trying to assert its indopondonce whilc India
is becoming increagingly cnslaved by tho U.3.A, through military
and cconomic aid and the incvitable political control of nco-
colonialism., That it is at this very procisc moment that the

Soviet Union should strgngthon its tics with the rcactionary

Indian ruling class is one more proof — if that was still
necessary - of the roal significance of revisionisme. The dis-
tortion of the concept of "peaceful cocxistoncee" has produced an
alliance with U.S. impcrialism and ite dopendeney — the Government
of India against socialist China.

SOLIDARITY ACTICH OF VIETHAY

On the initiative of "Torum", 2 meeting was held between
various antirevisionisi groups in London with the aim of dovelop-
ing a solidarity movement with the poople of Vietnam, over and
above the work that is being done by the 'Pcace in Vietnam' move-
ment in Britaia today.

It was rocognized that the general linc of tho British
Council for Pcace in Victnam, of the 130 local Committcos for
Poace in Vietnam and other bodics, does not makc clear the cssen-
tial neture of the Vistnam war - that it is a struggle for
national liberation against U.3. imporialism and therofcre
dosorves the unqualifiocd support of working pcople all over the
world, until the point is roachod when the slogan 'U.S. GET OUT
OF VIETEAM!' bocomecs s historically accomplished fact. Tho BCVP,
while doing a great dcal of useful work in arousging public inter-
ost and disseminating knowledge of the facts, and while upholding
the Geneva Agrcements and inercasingly pointing the finger of
blame at the U.S., does not adcquately explain that the U.S. and
only the U.S. is broaking the Genova Agrocments. 11 does noid
oxplain that U.S. strategy in Vicotnam is the insvitadble straioegy
of imporialism in its attompt to subjugate the various inter-—
mediste countica as part of its grand design to prepare the .
ground for an attack on. the socialist countricss The intrinsi-
cally warlike and predatory character of Washington is not madc
clear, nor that U.S. imperialism atiompis to oppross and



sxploit all other nations, and is thorcfore tho common cnomy of
all pooples of the world.

3y blurring cortain key issucs in this way, the B.C.P.V.
tends to sppeal by pacifist rcasoning and gives roin to thosc
who czll for 'peoacc at any pricc.,' This is showa by tho fact
that the B.C.P.V. has so far failcd to come out with a clcar
donunciation of any sort of ncgotiations whilc U.S. Troops arc
8111l on Victnamiss soil. It is not surprising thercforc that
the scetions mainly atiractod to the B.CL.P.V. and its work, arc
thosoe scetions of the pcople who arce imbued with poitiy-bour—
goois, humanitarian idoas. The building of a rcally broad anti-
imporialist movement, with the industrial working class playiag
a leading rolo, will only bo possiblc or: the basis of cless
cxplanations and argumonts. The tactical approach and mothod of
progontation have to be carcfully worked out, with particular
attention boing paid to the rcactionary role of the British
Gevernmeat, Ian this respect the B.C.P.V. is working on the
right lincs.

Conscious of these woaknosscs in the oxisting movement,
the comrades got toguther to discuss ways and moans of appocal-
ing dirsctly te industriel workcrs by cxplaining that British
and Vigtnamosce working pcople suffer at the hands of the samc
opproggor = U.S. imporialism. As a result of considerable
discussion =2 lgaflct was got out (reproduced ai the ond of this
articlc), and distributod outeidc Fords works at Dagenham, in
the name of the "dands off Victnam Committce"., Whilc the leaf-
lot contains faults and woaknossos which we now recognize, it
is felt that at loast a alart has bocn made in more roprescnta-—
tive cellective works Some 30 comradcs have beon inveolwved, 20
of them actually cngaging in the distributicns The comrades
felt chocrod by a genorally favourable rcesponsc from Fords
workcra, and further work is boing plammed to tost out tho
initial reosponse and to-build on it, This will be roportod
in subscguont issuces of Porun.

This initiative docs nmot in any scnsc moan that anti-
revisioniste stand in opposition tc the E.C.P.V. HMany of them
actively support both it and tho local committces, and strugglc
for a corrcet ling within thesc organisationss Tho 'Hands off




e
Victnam Committce' is attempting in a limiicd way to do the job
which at proscnt goos by default beocauso of the rovisionist
naturc of the C.P.G.B., It is only when principled Merxist-
Loninist analysis appcera zlongside tho various other social-
democratic, pacifist versionas of the strugglc that the people
at large will bogin to scc the thing clearly.

In the months ahezad there is no morc urgent task for come
muniste than fto broaden and dogpen the Vietnam campaign. Up
tc now the surfaco has barcly been scratchods To cnd with
just onc cxamplo of untapped potentiality, thoerc arc many young
people in the working class movomont who are rcady abt this vory
monmont to respond tc a rmch morc militant leed. It is up te
anti-rovisionists to scizc this chance and to dircct thesc
cnorgios.

V.I.2 DN M-
TEE UNITED STATES ARE THE AGGRESSCRS

United Statcs and its agent, Goneral Xy in Saigong
arc brutally oppressing the working poople in South Viceinan,
Witness tho public and official murder of tho twenty-four-
yoar—old clcctricien Ven Troy on 15th October, 1364, which
is onc infemous coxomplo among countloss others,.

On May Day, 1964, 12,000 taxi-drivers in Saigon-Cholon
- demonstrated against the U.S. murder of threo drivera. The
gtriko movenment spread to the plantation workors in Bienhoa
Province, to Saigon dockers who paralysod 11 U.S5. ships
transporting nilitary wvohiclos, to cemcnt, chalk and brick
factorics, 3o tho U.S. Vimitox textile mill.

On 18+h August strikes aznd meotings werc prohibited
by decroc, and roprossion wos stopped up. Despito this
a goneral strike was called and 200,000 domonstropted in

_the strccts (21st znd 22nd September).
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The werkers are conscious of tho neccessity to show
their strongth when their organisations arce throatened
by forces of fascism. Tho U.S. and their stooges arc
using the samo nmothods as the Nezis uscd in pre-war
Gormany, namcly to attzck the working cless organi-
zations. 3But thc lcsson has been lcarnt and in 1965

1 the ‘strugglo by peasants and workoers has boen gucccss=—
fully carricd out, in support of thc Hational Libora—
tion Pront Lrmy, and has scriocusly dislocated tho

UeBe war coffort.

~ —

Ford workors havc o dircet interost in this strugglc.
Tho U.S. makes an cstimated £280 profit aftor tax out of
every Food omployoc cach year, and this money helps to f£ill
the coffers of U.5. big business, who are tho mest solid
supportcra of Washington's wars of oppression - whcther
in Vicinam, Laos or the Dominican Ropubliec. A substan=
tial part of overy £28C goos straight to the U.S. Trcasury
to pay for tho napalm bomba, toxic gases, aireraft, ctc.,
used- in the Victnam war.

Workers of Ford's, Dazenhem, and workers ai the
Caltcx 0il Co.y Saigon, have a common cxploiter - U.S,
big busincss. At Ford's it ie a question of spced up
and -sackings hut at Caltex, Saigon, it is imprisonmont
and somctimog oven murdcr,

The Victnamesc peoplc want poacc, so that thuy can
reconstruct their agriculturc and industrice, and ond the
nass uncuployment and malonutrition in the south.

THERT CANW BE IO TAIX CF PEACE NEGOTIATIONS
WEILE THE U.S. AGGRESSORS ARE IN VISTNLK
10 IMPLEMERT THE 1954 GENEVA ACREEMENTS THE
U.S. MUST GET CUT OF VIETWAM AND TAKE THDIR
WAR MACHINE WITH THEM

HANDS OFF VIETNAMNW!

PP S




BCCK LREVIE

Wilfred Burchott: Vie$nam. Insido story of tho gucrills
war. 253 pp, illustratcd witk photographs. Intcrnational
Publishors, New York, 1965. ¥ 4.95.

This book® iz brilliant roportage on the war in Vietnam.
Burchctt travelled widely in the liberatod aroas of South Victnam,
reporting on all he hoard and sew. It is a pity the book is so
oxpensive, but it is to bo hoped that a choap papor-back cdition
will bo printed beforo long. IHeanwhile comrades arc urged to
get their loecel library to buy a copy. It mey be a surprise to
gome, out it is a fact that reading this book is like a tonic
for anyone inclinod to feel despondent gbout the situation at
timgss After rcading it, you rcalise why the Liberation Front
arc going to win.

The book is packed with intercsting incident, but iwe
points ecspceially come 1o mind. The first ie zbout the origins
of the war. The comrades told Burchett about tho situation
between 1954 and 1960, vwaen tho Liberaticn Pront was formed. The
nassacres of defoncoless villagors, after the Vietminh had gone
north, were aimest unbelievable in their savagery. But this
violence vastly dceroaged aftbor rosistance bogan. Life becane
boitere This may scom paradoxical, but whon you . “cad this book
you rcalisc why, Rosigtance bogen with some ronote tribes; they
hz2d had onoughs. When thoy r031ot\d tho fasecists bégen leav—
ing thom alonc. So more poasant fo’low~d theoir exanplc. ZEvon-
tually the political luadcrsnlp cane to sec that armed resistanceo
was the only waye.

The othor point that comes ocut very cloarly from the beok
is the proat political work done by the guerillas. A8 a resuli
there is a xind of 'unofficial truce! in large arecas of the
country., The guerillas cven allet land. in the land roforn to
soldiors of the Saigor Govornment Army and then tell them sbout
ite

In conclusion, it should be stressod that this bock is noi
only an absorbing story but there arce very significant politiczl
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lossons which can bo drawn from it.

GUNS ARD/OR BUTTER

Levisionisn sesks to substitute class collabeoration for
clagse strugsls within capitalist countrics and poaceful
cocxistencs for oppositicn tc imporialist aggression intcr=-
nationally.

Onc of .the most common forms of this rovisionist ain is a
plee to thsz ruling class to cut down arnme oxponditurs and to
e the moncy saved to raiso the gitandard of liviag of the
poenles The Daily Yerkor, over since the Labour Govornnment
canc to power, has been full of complaints that, like tho
Toricg, the Labcourites have maintained ovorscas bases and a
kigh lovel of arms c¢xpenditurc. If only the Government would
drastically roduco the arnms bill, moncy could bc spent insiead
on ¢cduecution, housing, hcalth, ¢tec. and Britain could imple-
nent socialist mezsurcs - without any furdancntal social -
chiznze, :

This is preciscly the same perspcciive put forward by
the Soviot leoadersghip ot various intcrnational gconfercnces
such as Moshi. If only the U.S. would curtail its onormous
armg oxpenditurc, the U.S. and tho U.S.8.1. could co—operaic
in making tho money saved on Weapens aovaileblo for aid to the
undordovoloped countries. : :

The implieation of this approach, both on the national
ard international front, is that capitalist goveramcnts
arvitrarily choosc te produco srms inatcad of buttor. A4All
we bhavo to de¢ to achiowve poace and plenty is te pirsuasdc
then that they ought te boe using public cxponditure for
sccially construetive rather than destructive onds. e |
muat persusde capitelists that profits from butter are just
as good as profits from guns, and buttor is morc uscful io
tho ‘community at largo. :

This wholc approach shows a profoundly igneorant or
wilfully perverse attitude to the quostion of how capitalisn
ronlly works. If is no aceidcnt that from the timo
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cconomista like Xoynos bogan indicating that capitalism might

be ablc to avoid the kind of crisis which ocourrod in the
'"Thirtice by a high level of public investmont, this invostment
hag prinarily taken the form of cxpenditure on arms, Whon the
Labour Government as the agent of British capitzlism is facod
with a balancc of payments crisis; any undorstanding of capital-
ism would lead one to cxpeet that it would bo cducation, houg~
ing, tho health scrvices ctc. which weuld be cut back and not
the cost of cversoas bascs and arns.

Jdrmancnts oxponditure is absolutoly neceagary for capital-
ism'a survivel Tor the Tollowing rcasons:

(1) Unlike an incrsass in tho production of consumcr's
goods, aras do not have to bo purchascd by the public feor
capitalists to rcalisc their profits. This avoide tho problen
of production outrunning thc purckasing pewsr of tho pcoplo.
Fven if arms arc not used up in war, obsolescenec onsurcs that
they hawve to be rcplaccd on an ever-increoasing scalc,

(2) Public expenditure on arms iz the best possible way
of taking money out of the pocketz of the people by taxationr
and transferring it to the armaments manufacturerz.’ Kereover
all capitalist enterprises are given a boost by this operation
since a high level of arms production acts like a shoi in the
arm to industry in general,

(3) Host importent of all, while public investmert in
education, housing etc. helps business, its products ere not
80 directly relevant to the needs of capitalism as the produc=—
tion of arms. In the imperiali=t phase of capitalism, not
only does arms production golve various internal economic
problems, it also provides the meanz for subjugating or keep-—
ing in suppression the overseas proletariat in the colonial or
neo—colonial couniries whose exploitation iz essentizl.

Ifore could be said on all thisy but it is obviocus +hat
asking fthe ruling class in capitalist countries to produce
socially useful goods instead of armaments is like askingz then
t6 cut their own throats,



As an example, the U.S. aggressive war againat the
people of Vietnam must e seen not simply as an attempt to
ensure the continued exploitation of 5.T. Asia and to dis-~
auade other exploited peoples in Africa and Latin America
from irving to overdhrow U.S. economic domination. It 12
also = necessary element in the U.S. domestic sconomy — as
jig proved by the fact that tlhe lew York stock exchange
Yioome with each piece of evidence that the war in Vietnam
will be prosecuted with increased force.

Moreover, the fact that the war in Vietnam keeps the
7.5, economv buoyant is racognised by the reactionary trade
vnion leadership in the U.S. which supports Johnson's
seoressive policies up to the hilt. '

This same economic analysis applies with egual force
to the British lLabour Govermment's war in "glaysia" and
what 1s rapldly developing into a more extensive war in
South Arabia. '

Therefore ihe revigionist plea for butier instead of
guns is ridiculous. It's the ever-increasing production of
guas in capitaliat countries that makes capitalist butter
possible. It's useloss asking capitalism tc comald
auicide by becoming peaceful and giving up its weapons.

I% hag to be forscfully disarmed.

This is the iask national liberation movements have
go courageously uniertaken. This is the task the
proletariat in the West has to put on its agenda.

THPERIALISE AND TEE PARITAMENTARY ROAD

The July Shipplement or The British Road ftc Socialism
contained much useful analysis and many sherp and pointed -
expogures. It should do mach te remove the blinkers from
many comrades' eyss and help 1o develop the process of serious
criticism of the unbroken twerty years of ineptitude and.
£ailure which is the history of the Communist Party gince 1945.
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An extremely important omission, however, was very obvious
in this Supplement. Nowhere aid an exposurc¢ of the revizionist
line on imperialism appear. .

When the 1951 edition of The British Road to Socialism first
came out it contained the following statement on imperialism:

"Only by this means (the ending of colonial wars and
military repression) can Britzin be agsured of the
vital food and raw materials necessary for her econo-
mic life, obtaining them in equal exchange for the
products of British industry, needed by those coun-
tries for their own economic development.,

This would provids the basis for a new, close,
freternal association of the British people snd the
liberated peoples of the Empire." (p.l12)

It is also stated that the enemies of communism
agserted that the Communist Party wanted to destroy
the Empire, and declared that this "is a lie because
it is ... the Tories and Labour leaders who are doing
this.," (p.11), "The Communist Party," this document
affirmed "would put an cnd to the present abnormal
relations of colonial war and ropression between the
British people and the peoples of the Empire." (p,11).

t would aim to "transform the existing unequal
imperialist Empire (!) into a strong, frec, squal
association of peoples." (p.l5) (writer's emphases).

In 1957 in the heat of the Hungarian crisis, a so-called
"minority" criticism of some of these ideas waz put up at the
emergency Congress and "accepted". The result was a slight
blurring of the outlines by talking of "voluntary fraternal
relations" instoad of "fraternal association", thereby, in fact,
bringing the Party "up t6 date" by lining up with the neo-
colonielists. The essential idea of the necegsary continuation
of a "special (i.c. imperialist) relation” between a socialist
Britain aad ex-colonies, remained the sams, and the Party
leaders, with their ususl contempt for the "stupid" masses,
made no bones about the question in the literaturw designed
for popular distribufion. In the widely circulated pamphlst
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A World of Difference (1960) a simple imperialist balance-
ahoot wes inciuded showing how it was "zood business" to "give"
the colonies their freedom since they had the raw meterials we
Yyeedcd" and we had the manufactured products they "needed" .

Why ig it so important for anti-revisioniats to attack
this particular aspect of e Sritish Road to Socislism?

We a1l know that Britain is an imperializt couniry. But
what does this mean concretely? When we stop to think it is
vary clear that no aspect whatsoever of the life of this country
iz free of imperialist influence. The vast industrial complex
ig the product of ecarly British lesderskip in imperialist
rivelry. Our native natural rescureccs could certainly never
have produced it. The pattern of industry is a product of
imperialism - cotton, ship-building, engineering, rubber, oil,
vehicles, chemicals, ctc, The retioc of indusiry to agriculture,
with the latter guite incapable of supporting the country's
needs, is a product of imporialism, making the population
depondent on imported foodstuffs. The ratio, zlso, of indus—
trial 10 non-industriazl workers ir. Britain today 18 a product of
imperialism., The vasd aumber of white—collar workers, appoar=
ing especially since World War Two, is the direct result of the
inecreasing concentration of monopely and finance capital,
extonding ite tontacles into every corner of the globe.

These and many other facts constitute the material basig
of the whole of 1ife of ‘the working class and masses in Britain.
They have done so for many generationz, We cannot be Marxists
if we do not rocognise that this m=torial basis is the founda=
tion on whick the corruptive jdeolozical influcnces in the
working class, originating with the ruling class, have been
ailt.

This is not only a matter of chauvinism and indoctrination
on the lines of "the cmpire on which the sun never sets',
although such brain—washing, eapecially on the vory young, ie
oxtremely important. For is it only a matter of bourgeois con-—
cepta of Mepsedom! and "democracy! and conceited patronising
comparigons betwoen superiocr Britons and inferior Ynatives" who
noed our "guidance" to botter things.




g

.

1 .‘|" °

Let us rccall that aftor yoars of bittor and violent
resisgtance a contury age, to factory legizlation of various
sorts, the bovrgeoisic suddenly turned round and accepted it at
& timc when the working class movement was at a low cbb. Iet
us recall that the first occasion orn which workers wore allowed
to vote wae at the instigation of a reactionary imperislist Tory
prime minister (Disraeli 1867). Let us rocall that Churchill
and. Lloyd Gecorge, two of the most vicious imperializts of the
twentieth century, werc loudest in 1206 in support of “social
roforn' .,

If wic reecall these and many other similar developments in
the last hundred years of British imperialism, it ie cleer that
the tactics of the ruling class in Britainr have beoon to develop
to the highest possible lovel illusions of "partnership" between
the ruling class and the working class in the businezs of
exploiting and plundering the rest of the world.

llarx and Engels understood this process very well indeed
as anyonc who cares to re~read Engels' later Preface fo
The Communist Hlanifesto will sce. Parliamentarism is the high-
¢st end most doceptive form this illusion of "partrership" has
takon beecause it is the "logal" recognition by thc bourgzoisie
of the docility of the working class. Such doeility is
directly proportional to “theo degree of material corruption,
revealed in a multituds of difforont ways, that the imperialists
engender among tho massce goncrally in an imperialist country.
Thus, dcspite the devolopment of the Left in Gormany before
1933, tho German working class almost wholly acceptzd nazism
in its period of triumpk in 1940-41. Thus, today, thc U.S.
working cless with fow sxceptions, is slow to support cithor
the negro struggle or the mounting opposition coming from other
quarters in tho U.8, to the war in Vietaame It Britain at the
preaent time tclevision and bingo are still scrious chzllonges
evan to trade union Branch attendancoc, lot alone political
action againat impecrialism,

It iz no accident that, as British imperialism has developed
and cxpandcd, so the "admission" of the working class into
parliamentary politics has progressed, In fact, relationship



18.

cgpeeially botwcen the growtk of tho parliamentary state and the
‘Srowth of monopoly capitalism and imperialism is contral to tho
whole system of ideological corruption which the ruling class
has pursued smong the working clags in *he era of imperialism.

! I+ is for this reason that it is quite inadequate to expose
only the fallacies and stupidities of the B.R.5. with respect

Yo the state inside Britain, and in comparison with clase
strugele experience all over the world., If thie is done, the
B.R.3. will appear, as thae Supplement described it, as nc more
than 2 "foolish" document. It ig not a foolish document but a
vicioug and evil document pursuing two principal false lines
which are insevparsble from each other. The parliamentary road
to workers! power via a general slection is, in fact conditional
‘on_the_retention of the whole imperialist basis of 1ife in
Britain, because parliamentarism, which is accepted lock stock
and barrel by tne revisiornists, is itself an excrescenco of

- —— ———

No one will find gentlemanly elections in progress in any
crown colories today., Nor will they find them where British or
U.3. or any other imperialist conirol is still dominant behind
the facade of "independence". The rooms which strew the
revigionists' parlismentary path to power have bsen watered by
the sweat and tears of the oppressed masseg of the world. Their
thorng not their petals are most gignificant to the exploited
millions of Asia, Africa and latin America.

Yor is this treachery on imperialism merely a matter of
revisionist "theory'. The revisionists have a long record of
betrayal in practice of the mational liberation struggle. Let
us remember that, at the 1947 Congress, the Party Resolution
actually called cm the then Labour Government.to recruit
colonial officers "more democratically". Let us remember that
in 19489, when the Malayan registance to imperialist brutality
was at its height, the revisionists virtually withdrew their
support from our Malayan Comrades on the grounds that armed
struggle against the "might" of British imperialism was hopeless
at that stage. In recent years those in the Party who have
worked closely with colonial Comrades in Britain, know only too
woll how the reovisionicis have persistently attempted to divers
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such Comrades away from genuine mass siruggle in their own
countrics, adopting the falsc capitulationist line that the
main feature of the national literatiecn struggle ie ite bour-
geois lecadership. Woddis is the leatest exponeni of this line.

Thie last pisce of treachery iz the most irsidious. On
one hand, it peddles a distorted version of the correct line
of united anti-imperiglist strugsgle. This line stresses the
principle of "unite with and strugglc sgairat! (ises units all
pozeible classes in the siruggle against imperizlism whilsi
striving to sckieve and meintein proletarian lealership). This
line haz had its most striking successes in the Chinesc roveli-
tion end the struggle against U.3. sggression in South Vietnam,
On the other hand, the false line of the revisioniste on ke
national liberation struggle is, in reality, an attempt to
croete conditions whick sre favourable for the falsc lines of
the B0

If national liveration airuggles result irn People
Democracies, with the workers and peazents in the lead
alliance with the national bourgeoisic and other sle
form of "fratcrnal aszociation" iz utterly doomsd. On the
contrary, if nstional hourgeocis leaderzhips completely conirol
tnese struggles the fabric of imperialism is not dsstroyed but
instead colonialism becomes neo=colonialisme

R
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It can thercfore be gaid unqualificdly that both the theory
and tko practice of the line of the B.d.5, on imperialism in the
past fiftcon vears has actively encouraged and supportad neo—
colonialism, Without such cacoursgement the eonfussd situation
in the loft in, for example, Nigeria at the mement, would not
exist, at least in its present form,

It is clear, thercfore, thal Harxist-Leninists in fritain
who do not recognisc that the revigionist betirayal on imperial-
jem is basic to all other distortions and perversions of Harxism
that have cmerged from King Etrcet, should carcfully ro-ssscss
their whole analysig, The two priancipls netrayals of the
rov isioniets have been (1) the retontion of imperialism ag an
intezral pary of a "socialist programme, ard (2) tho total
submizaion to bourzeois parlifmentarism and the vulgar limitation
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of the porspoctive of political power to a general eleciione
(2) is absolutcly depsndont on (1). Herxist-Leniniste in
Britain khave the duty in future of reverging this lince.

We have to show the working claze and masses how Britain
cen live without imperialism, becausc whether they like it or
not, this is the only posaible future. Wo have to ghow in
practice as woll as thoory how a Britain frec of imperialism
cai be Worl.

But first znd foremost wa have te develop the maximum
golidarity now with all national liberation struggles rcmember—
ing that more and more behind Bridisk imperialism atands U.S.
imporialism, the main encmy of all the pecoples of the world.

An iniezral part of this programme is a total and complete
treak with the imperislist-generated illusion of parlismen-—
tarism. We must embark on zll forma of struggle io confront
ané defeat the imperializts, homo=grown and U.S., whose whips
ard scourgee will scon he gcoring our vackas as hitterly as
thoy have scored the backs of the colonizl masscs for sc long.
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THE JOURNWAL EXISTS:

(1) +to open & forum for all views and expericnces of comrades
inside and outside the Party, long denicd expression by
the revisionist leadership;

(2) to help carry ocut the work of cxposing revisionist orrors
in tho clasgs struggle in Britain, and devolop inner-Party
struggle, thoreby assisting in the intcrnational strugglo
against rovisionism;

(3) to carry this out without dictating a 'line!', and in

accordance with the Marxist-Leninist principle of gathering
the reveolutionary forces = a task never carried out oy
the revisioniet lcadership;

(4) to cxclude all Trotskyist vicws as disruptive of this
hard tasks

(5) to preserve anonymity (a) to protect comrades in the :
Party from attack by the revisionists (b) to aveid the
suggostion of leadership by any contributor, or
contributors vwho are able to name themseclves since at
this early stage of the siruggle completc equality of

« eoxchange and mutual criticism are necessary.

THIS IS YCUR JOURWAL -~ USE IT,
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PLEASE TAKE QUT A SUBSCRIPTION NOW

Rates 6/- a year post free, payable by P.O. (blank)
or cash to Forum, 41 Atholl Mansions, South
Lambeth Road, London, S5.W.8.

Also corntributions and correspondencc.
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