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This issuc is made up of cxtracts from previous issues of
Forum. It is.intcnded to provide in 2 concisc form material
which has a direct bearing on the 29th National Congress of the
C.P.G.B. It should be uscful to those attending Congress as 2
source of information cnabling them te judge the statements of
the C.P.G.B. lcadership and to participate cffectively them=
sclves in tho discussions. It should also be helpful to Forun's

readers generally in asscssing this national congress.

SINCE TEE 28th CONGRESS
PROMISES AND RESULTS

It is over two yoars sincc the Party's 28th National
Congrcss, and now that the 29th Congross is in sight, it is
appropriate and uscful that a roview should be made of
what wese 8aid thon, in terms of 2ims and pclicy, and what has

actually cmorged in twe years by way of results. Dolegates
to tho 29th
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(1) On 27th ipril, the W. Viotnamese trade unions appoaled %o
the workers of tho world to black all U.S. ships dircctly or
indircctly involved in suppliocs te Victnanm. The' Party has made no

. attompt at 21l to rospond to this revoluticnary demand which would

1ift the protest movemont in Britain to a new lovel.

(2) On'Victnam Sunday' (28th March) tho Party domonstration in
Lerdon raised only 1,000 people, whereas the Indian Workers! A
dssociation on the sanc day ralliod 3,000 to march 8 miles domand -
ing tho relcasc of pelitical prisoncrs in India.

(3) The official banncrs in Party May Day demonstrations in
London and clscwhore confined themsclves to the quoztion of peacc.
Solidarity slcgans worc nct allowed, 28 being scectarizn. -

(4) MNotoreade protests have bocome much in favour = a form of
protest that conveniently cvades the nccessity of rellying msssos
of pcoplc.

(5) Compare thesc hcadlines cn 25th Mays BEEAVY CASUALTIES IN
VIETCONG ATTACKS: RAILWAY BRIDGES BLOW UP (Daily Telograph); and
U.3. KEEPS UP RATDS OH NORTH (Daily Worker). Curiously cncugh it
is the Telegraph which is cmphasising succossful rovoluticnary
viclence, and the Daily Werker is omphasizing imperialist viclencc.

It must be stated that the developmont of a protest and soli-
darity movement in Britain is intimately bound up with onalysis
and explanation of current developments in the struggle. The Party
instead of doing this, confincs itself to stale and uninteresting
repetifions. Latest oxample is in yesterday's Daily Workor
editorial (Saturday, 19 June) which says, "Whother lr. Wilson's
mission takes off or not, and if so whether it will help the cause
of peace, is ancther matter." What the Party should de is to
denounce Wilson's 'peace! mission as a manceuvre to decoive the
nasses, and call upon others to jeoin in thesc demunciztions.

Nuclear Weapons and Peace:

At the 2Bth Congress CGollan pledged our support for the struggle
"for the rcnunciation of mucloar weapons" by Britain. Shortly
afterwards came (July '63) the hoax of tho Partial Mucloar Tost
Ban Trcaty,
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but certainly not the romunciaticn of nmuclear weapons by Britain or
any cthor country. The unreality of the campaign for unilatoral
nuclcar disarmament is shown by the fact that aftcr a number of
yecars it has fizzled out, and oven the C.N.D. has turned its atten-
tion to Vietnam. Nor has thc Test Ban Trcaiy donc anything to
strengthen peaccs FHow will Gollan assoss those dcvelopments at

the 29th Congress? Will he appland China's nuclear cxplosions? |
Will he draw tho conclusion that tc fight for pcace tecday inevitably
means opposing U.S. imperialism and actively supporting all thoso ‘
struggling againgt impoerialism, particularly in the strm centres of
national liberation wors? Will he peint out that a final defeat for
the TS, in Vietnam will moterially assist tho liberation movements
ir Malasyaz and Yorth Bornece, and by wcakening werld imperialism, will
strongtheon peacc?

Naticnal and Local Flecticns

Gollan laid the grcatest pesaible atress on electoral success.
Referring to parliamentary candidatcs ag "our political standard-
scarers", he said,

"I+ is the cduty of this Congross to charge the new E.C. with

the tzsk of naking our election campaign priority number

onc. do wust make the biggest eloctoral impact we have

ever made., Jothing less can satisfy us".
Gellan's argument was that a group of Communist M.P.'s was
cssential in crder to force o Labour Govornment (after it was
slacted) "to broak with bi-partisan policics", adding that "the main |
woakness in Parliamcnt is that thero arc no Communist M.P.'s."
In his reply to discuseion, Collan said he would give his right hand
0 have two or three Communist M.P.'s, thus showing clecarly that
cleetoral atruggle took precedonce over everything clsce.

ik

Hothing was said of coursc about the revolutionary role of elocH
toral strugglec, that it is ong form of siruggle which can and must b
utilisod alongsidc many othera for particular purpeses chiefly as a
moans of oxposing to the masace the truc nature of bourgoois parlia-
nentary democracy (= bourgcois diciatorship) from withine Gollan's

concoption of clocteral struggle, as cvoryono knows, is quite
different. Ho




sces tho Labour Government as the instrument for operating a policy
in the intercsts of the people and towards socialisn, once it has
broken with bi-partisal policics - and "& nocossary guarantce of this
would be a group of Communiat M.P.'s" But how has this revisionist
line worked cut in practice? Waat successes can be chalked up? Or
will Gollan be offering up his right hand for nothing?

A previous article in Forum sheowed that in last October's Goneral
Eloction the Party actually lost oversll support. Whet ie even moro
gignificant is that our 46,532 votes amo 36 candidates amountecd to
only 3.3% of the poll in arcas contested (less than C.3% of the total
poll). In constitucncics where the Party has been relatively strong,
cegs HWest Fifo, Rhondda Bast, Glasgow, the votcs were dovm, some
scvorely so. ind dnnic Powell (Rhondda Bast) has now cven losgt
her local council soat (May 1965). It was in the Rhondda that Harry
Pollitt, in 1945, was ncarly clccted with a vote of about 15,C00,

What omcrges only too clearly is that the Party's eleoctorzl
impact is nil, & morc joke. dnd this must be said et National Con-
gross in November. Furthormore, therc is no prospect whatsocver of
a single Communiet M.P. in the feoresccable future, unless we are to
pin ocur faith on scmo turan of c¢vents which will blow us a favour—
able wind. But ftho waiting game has no place in revclutionary
politics., This toc must be said at Congross.

At the 28th Congress Gollan said, "Without winning through to
the local councils, we will never make Parliament". Turning then
to local cloctions, we find much the same picturc. In 1962 we had
500 candidates,; this year 300, and yet thc Party loadership's ori-
terion of progross has beon the number of candidates put in the
field. Votes too have shown anything but an encouraging prospect,
whon for cexamplc among tho bettor results this May we road that 12
Comminist candidatos in Leeds polled 1,741 = an average of 145,
Only the 'best' rosults werc printed irn the Daily Werker (15 May).
Those not even mentioned were so abysmal, that the comrades con=~
cerned must be feeling completely disheartsned and disillusioned,
Cvorall figures do not appear to have been published, but they
almost cortainly add up fc a considerable losa of support. is far
as geats arc concerned, in England and Wales therc was one gain and

cne loss, in Scotland two gains,



Fow wbout Daily Worker support and publicity? An articlc by
‘nnie Powell, cnc by kouben Falber, and thrce short news itoms worc
111 that appearcd before the clection date (13 May). Ir none of
these was there a mention of anti-imperialist struggle, not cven
Victnam or Dominica. 4And yot, immediately after the election, a

Party statoment explaining Labour lozscs saids

"The Labour Party was not returncd to support cnthusiasticelly

the U.8. attack on the pceople of Horth and South Vietnam or ite
brutal invasion of tho Dominican Republic."
Wa are in Tact =zsying that tho Labour Party's results arc affcected
by its attitvde on irntornational gquestions; and at the samc time we
play down liberetion struggles in our own campaigns. Sauce for the
geoge is saucc for the gander.

At the 29th Congress there must be a sharp domand that the lead-
ership analyscse its utiocr failurc to make any electoral impact since
the last Congress, cithcer nationally or locally. One thing is sures
to gain the supvori of the people, we muat start by losrning from tho!
pcople what conereie domends to raise, rather than prosenting a ncat-
ly eontrived policy which fails te strike any chord. ‘

The Labour HHovement
Tn 1946 the Latour Party changed its constitution to meke Com—
minigt Party affiliation impossibdle. This ended the leng sories of
attompta (vight from 1920) by the Party to get inside the broad
Labour Party with the aim of trensforming it from within. Ingtecad
of making a completc roappraisal of ettitudes towards the Labour
Party, the Party gimply took a new tack. First to get the bans and
proscriptiona rcmoved so that it could onco again apply for affilia-
tion, and sccond to get a broad working alliance botween the communis
and the 'Left’ in tho Labour movemcnt in order to dofecat the Right
wing which was in control of the L,P. machinc. The C.P. was scen as
a catalyst to holp specd the victory. Thoreforc the Party must grow
in numbers to be more cffective. |

At the 1959 Congress Gollan said, "The Labour Party is a peliti-—
cal coalition of Right and Loft forces, thosc who suppori capitalism a
those who arc against it. Whatovor the temporary situaticon at this
or that moment this struggle is bound tec go on until militant policic
prevaeil in the Labour movoment". iAnd, "It is these Loft and pro-




progrossive forccs, which, in the last analyais, arc rosponsiblc
for the destiny of tho British Labowr movement." At the 1961
Congress, Gollar said, "The Communist Party pledgos an all-out
cffort to campaign and work for the Loft progressive victory this
yoar." At the 1963 Congress, Gollan said, "Thc political advanco
of the British working class and the struggle for scecialism in our
country arc bound up with the transformation of the pogition in the
Labeur Movement" (= victory by the Left over the Right in the L.P.
and T.Us). )

Superficially this idea of a lifo-and-dcath struggle within
tho Labour Party betwecen Loft and Right cnding in the inevitable
vietory of the Left, scunds dialectical: tho Right and Left are
guppescdly in contradiction. This is a naive nisrcpresentation.
The real contradiction here is betwoon monopely capitalist idoology
and working class ideclogy arising from the corruptive offccts of
imporialism cn the British werking class., It is a contradiction
anong the poople and will be fought out among the peoplc as a whole,
not just within the Iabour Party. Since the Labour Party as an
organisation has now complotoly sold cut to nencpoly capitalism,

a struggle must bo waged against it; lod by a Marxist-Loninist
party. JAs the strugglo develops, the various 'Loft! (= class-
conscious) elomonts now in the Labour party will almost cortainly
leave it cr be cxpelled, rathor than succced in winning control
over it. To sco the problem this way is to grasp tho significance
cf the indepcndont rolc of the Communist Party. To seo it Gollan's
way is tc bow down beforc the 'mighty' colessus of the Labour
Party, and to regard the destiny of the working class as depondent
on this cxtremely rcactionary crganisation. It reduces the role

of the Communist Partytc subservicnce.

Wages and the Labour Government

The Party leadership's failure tco understand this contradic—
tion is shown by the following example. At the 28th Congross
Gollan said, "Thorce must be an zll-out struggle in cvery union
and industry to end the wage froczo once and for all... As a
rosult of pressurc Maudling is now talking about wage restraint
at 3%, We will have none of it." Brave words. But what has
the Party done to organise an effoctive campeign to opposc
+ Goorge Brown's incomes pelicy, which docs procisely what
Maudling had in mind, and which was ovorwhzlmingly
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nocopted by the T.U.C.? The answor is practically nothing. In fact
the Party has actually holped George Brown through its failuro to
oxplain that a Labour Govornment could be confidently sxpected to
operatc monopoly capitalist policics, that a Labour government can
oven be successful where a Tory government would moet gtiff opposi-
tion. The desperatc offcoris made by the Party lcadership to obscurcj
the fact that the Labour government is in practice a menopoly |
capitalist government, has cortainly helped to confusc the working
eclass as to the real nature of the incomes policy.

The Daily Worker
The 20th Congresa revealed the sorry position that the Daily

Worker sales were on the decline (Williem Wainwri ht), that many
Party members wore not cven readers (ixmie Powell), that membership
of the P.P.P.S. wae down (E.C. Roport). At a P.P.8. mecting just
after Congress a nore serious situation was disclosed (the informa-
~ tion having been witheld at Congrese), namely that sales in Britain

nad dropped by 1900 since tho 1961 Congress, only fo be offset by an
incroase of 2000 in overscas sales (i.c. bulk salos to the Soviet
Unien and Bastern Buropc).

As usual Gollan rofuscd to question the political content of
the paper but lamcly complained that "therc has not boen the level
of cffort to cxtend tho circulation". He called for an all-out
circulation campaign, the first step in which was to bo a drive for
5000 ncw daily rcaders. But the circulation has in fact continucd
its downward trond. BExact figurcs are not published, but tho
soriousncss of the situation can be judged from the personal appcal .
from John Gollan (14 May '65) for a "big now Daily Werker circula-
tion campaign", combined with tho admission that salcs woro dropping
Gollan of coursc blamos rising costs, but the truth is that the
papor has bocome dull, insipid and rcpetitious. Instead of giving
.ug up-to-date, political class analysis of events, it has kept up |
a stale change of slogans like "4 gonoral eloction now", "the drift
to the Right", "proventing a Tory comcback", "rallying the Loft
in the Labour Party". 'The only way to re—invigorate the paper is
to give it political cdge, so that the class—conscious workers
find it intercsting and helpful as a guide to rovolutionary
action. Definitely not by gimmicky circulation-boosting tcchniques,




The Party
As is well-knowm the membership of the C.P. has fluciuated in

the whole of the post—war period, without developing any consistent
trond, A% the 25th Congress (1957) it was 27,000 then it dropped
to 24,900, and picked up to 26,750 by the 26th Congrees (1959). At
the 27th Congress (1961) membership was up to sbout 29,000, and
then came Party-building year which pushed the figure tc 34,35C by
the 28th Congress. The much-publicized aim of 50,000 was blazoned
in a big banner across Si. Pancras Town Hall. Thon came a further
fluctuation in the news that the 1965 ro-regictration is 1,000 down.

It is abundantly clear that the Party leadership has failcd
completcly in its aim of building a mass partys every device
imaginable has been uscd to lure people into taking out a Party
card; the political duties of members, sct out in the Party rules,
are never mentioned. But what is much worse is that the very aim
of the mass Party is in conflict with the Marxist-leninist concep—
tion of a disciplined, democrstic-centralist organisation, stceled
in practice and =ble to give thooretieal leadership. Such a Party
must have a mase linc, which will win mass support,; but can never
have the sim of mass recruitment.

Even when new members arc made thore i no serious attempt to
give them political sducation - as long as they pay Duce and r»e-
register, this satisfies the leadership. Jack Cohor:, shortly after
becoming head of the Education Department, wrote {Oct. 1962): "We
lack anything like a systom of Party education, catering for the
- varying nceds of our membership". He rogarded the theoretical
weakness of recent recruits as constituting "a real problem and a
great weaknese". Every honest comrade rocognises that nothing has
baen done since this pronouncement to change the position. In the
majority of Branches up and down the country there is no political
cducation at all. ind whore it does take place, ths method is for-
mal and static, with theory reduced to the guostion of learning a
set of formulaec, unrclated to answering specific guestions, A racent
oxample of this is the Psrty syllabus on the State, whore Lenin's
"Lecturc on the State" is recommended roading, but rot "State and
Revolution". The point is, that the first work, written in 1921, was
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a general account of social progrose and did not stresa transition
from one form of society to another. Whereas "State and Revolution"
was written in 1917 when the question of tranzition to sccialism was
5 burning issue, and therefore how it was to be accomplished was the
practical question. It is glso the practical question for us in
Britain now. ~

4t the last Congress Gollan said we must "strsss the importance |
of the factories, that thorc "has beer a modest advance', but that |
"we have not done ncarly enough". Just how serious he was about
doing anything morec can be judged from the fact that thore was no
mention of the nced to get a change, anywhere in the Draft Political
Resolution submitted to Congress. In fact only 15% of Party member-
ship is organised in factory 3ranches. Harry Pollitt's slogan "a
party rooted in the factories" has beon thrown on the seraphead, and |
evon where factory Branches do exist they have a second clasz gtatuss
"The biggest weakness in our factory work is that in the main it has
a narrow, economic nature. The Party doss not appear before the
workers as an organised, all-round political foree, but more typi- 1
cally as & group of workshop militants". BSam Aarcnovitch wrote this
in the pre-Congress disgcussion. Well said, Comrade  Laronovitch, but
what has the leadership done to overcome this grave weaknoss? Yot '
mach it seems, when we find one District Congress after another
since then, rcaffirming the formula that factory work = the economic
struggle, and elsctoral work = political struggle. '

But whether the Branch be factory or locality, thers is a ‘
seneral state of apathy that is wnough tc dispirit esven the staunch-'
o2t comrades. Let us challenge the E.C. to give details of Branches
that do not sven mect once a month (some not twice a year), that ‘
carry out no political activity at all. Before ths last Congress an
of ficizl attempt was made to do something about this deplorable
state, by the publication of a new journal "Party Life"+ Two or |
three issues appeared, and then we heard no mors.

This article cannot and has not attompted fo give a blue—print
for the future. It is simply an honest offort to show that the
logical and incvitable reault of revisionism is a creoping paralysis
which has beset our Party, and made it incapsble of giving any kKind

of loadership in the development of revolutionary struggle in Britai
g 55
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now hardly even maintain its organisation and finances. Despite
all this the Political Committec resulting from the 23th Conzress
is exactly the samc as the one cmerging from ths 27th Congress,
with the addition of Sid Fogter. Is there room for such com-
placency? MMost certeinly not. IT IS TIME THISE GUILTY MEN WERE
REMOVED. =38

Gollan's speech at the Congress, "Britain's Future", was a
static deseription of certain superficial features of the situa-
tion, without any attempt to trace the development of various
strugglea in the period since tho 1961 Congress, or to asscss what
progrogs had been made by the movement as a whole, or what sct-
backs had been suffcrod. Therefore as a guide to futurc action
it was utterly usclecas. '

We are confident that delogatcs to tho 29th Congress will
raise some of ‘thesc questions most sharply, and call upon the
present Exccutive Committec, hoadod by John Gollan, to admit
their mistakes and resign.

COMMENT ON THE DRAPT PCLITICAL RESOLUTION
FCR THE 29th FATIONAL CONGRESS
I. WHY THE CRISIS

The Draft Political Resolution begins with the guestion:
Why is thorc a crisis fscing the country today? "It is a crisis
of British imporialism", the draft says (line 10), bocausc
imperialism resulis in increasing arms cxpenditure, overseas
military sperding and overseas financial investment, all of which

"finds expression in the chronic balance of payments problem,"
(1ine 20).

Since the crisis is a crisis of imperialism, it could have
been avoided, the draft resolution implies, if the Labour Govern-
ment had not continued "the familiar and bankrupt imperialist
policy". (linc 2€).

This is completoly unllarxist, Imperialism is not simply =
policy which governments can follow or not as they pleasc.
Imperialism is the inecvitable form capitalism takcs in its final
monopolistic phase.

By.following this bankrupt policy of imperialism, the draft
rasolution continmes(line 36),n§§hing will be'solved and the future



of the Labour CGovernment is endangered.

But since the Labour Government has "turned to the same ‘
restrictive measures ss the Tories" (line 28), what difference does
it make whether it ig endangered or not? The "crucial question"
(1ine 40) which one might have expected to be how to defeat
imperialism whether implemented by a Labour or a Tory Government is
stated instead to be whether "a change in policy (on the part of
Lebour) can defeat the Tory atiempt at a come-back."

II. THE NIZED FOR A CHANGE

The second section of the draft political resolution deals with

the need for change.

The three main political parties are criticised (1ine 56)
because, while recognising in their propaganda that great changes are
needed, they do not propose a fundamental change "for they are weddec
to the present economic system".

But precisely the same criticism can be levelled at the Communig
Party of Great Britasin as revealed in this resolution. There is no
Marxist analysis of what is wrong with Britain in terms of the basic
contradictions of capitalism znd therefore no conception of how real
change might be brought about by mass action under correct leader-
shipe

Instead of such an analyeis there is a rag bag of various social
i1lg and some random popular reactions to them (lines 63-99). These
include such vague statements as "the social conseguences of automa—
tion are just beginning to be grasped", or "young people are
questioning the old idsas and values more than ever before" or "the
commercialisation of culturs and the arts is arousing increasing
concern". How, one might ask, could political action for resl
change be based on such imprecise form:lations? And of course the
answer is that real change is not envisaged., "The lsbour movement |
above all should be the voice and leadership of the movement of
protest." (lins 102).

In other words the role of a Party calling itself Marxist—
Leninist is to lead the labour movement in protest at the way
capitalism is "distorting the cconomy', "restricting social advance"
and "intensifying class divisions"! It is just becauso capitalism
does 211 these things that it can and must be changed. To protest
about the inevitable consoquences of capitalism is to wish it were
somothing else so that it would not have to be changed. -

|
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The greatust confusion im thisz draft rosolution iz to be
found in the last part of this seciion on the need for changs.
How is change to be brought about? - By changing the balance of
forces in the Labour movement which means breaking the right-
vwing domination of the Labour Party. If it wore not for this
right-wing domingtion which "presents itself as the alternative
capitalist leadorship to the Toriss" then,; presumably the Labour
Governmgnt could stcp following "capitalist policies". (Lines
104-10 6 o

But this conception of the Labour Governmert as mercely led
astray by its right—wing is in flat contradiction with its
deseription as "a scciml-democratic administration of capitalism
running the so-called "mixed cconomy" in close co~cperation with
the big monopoly capitalists and their expert repregentatives in
the state machine" (lino 116). Wothing about a wicked right-
wing there, the whole Labour Government is seecn as the agent of
British capitalism.

And yet, immediately aftorvards, we como once more to tho
old ery that "4 Tory Govornment again would be a disaster, It
would represent a victory for big business" (whick a Labour
Goverament also represents!)

In fact, the Labour Party alters its nature in this
rogolution as often sz the drafters are caught in the contra-
t¢iction of both eriticising it as capitalist and wanting to be
identified with it as a progressive agency for change. EHEence
the idea of 2 wicked right-wing; but it may be noted that the
present right-wing leadership which has led the Labour Party
astray consists of such men as Wilson, Greenwood, Swingler,
Harold Davies stc. who in the past have been praised by the
CPGB as stalwarts of the left. ' '

Where in 211 this verbiage is any reofercnce 1o class
struggle, to the proletariat and to its vanguard, the Communist
Party? All such Marxist concepts have beoon swallowed up in &
lot of loose talk sbout the labour movement and whother or not
it is being botrayed by certain right-wingers, Pazt Labour
dofeats are said to be "the verdict of history on those who com—
promise with capitalism instead of breaking with it", (linc 110).

This is preciscly the verdict history will pass on this

draft resolution.
IIT. BRITAIN AKD PRACE

The section on Britain and Peace is thoroughly confused by

the refusal of tho drafters to recognise the relationship between
imperialism and war. Thig refus%% atems from their erroncous



contention that it is possible to co—-sxist poacefully with
imperialism. Therefore if war is being waged, as in Vietnamg it

ig not because U.S. imperialism is by naturs aggrossive but becausc
U.8, imperialism is gratuitously misbehaving and thercby ncodlessly
sndangering peacc.

Hence such statements as "American aggression is not only a .
crime against Vietnam, it poisons the international atmospherc and
makes =ny rcal progresz towards international understanding
impossiblo." (line 150) Or, "Bvery poseibility existis to defcat
U.5. imporialist policy, and achiove peaceful coexistonce." (1inc
261) as if defeating U.S. imperialism and achieving peacceful co-
existonce were two scparate and equally rezalisable goals, whercas |
the only possibility of pcace dopends on the dcfoat of U.Sa ‘
imperialism.

Imperialism is describod as "still sccking to dominato the
newly indopendent statcs" ae if this wore an incidental aspect of
imperialism instead of ite casential naturce. (linb 171)

Tho same sort of confusion rosults from failing to grasp the
rolationship between national libveration strugglcs and peacc.
Instcad of sceing such liberation struggles ae dofcats for
imperialism which makcs war and theroforc as blows for pcace, this
rogsolution countorposes tho two as tho nced "to provent a third
world war and, whilc maintaining full support of the struggle for
national liboration and resistance to aggrossion; to strive for
poaceful coexistence while imperialism still oxists." (lino 208)
This absurd argumont that it is possiblc to resist imperialisi
aggreesion while peaccfully cosxisting with it is typical of the
coniradictions into which tho CPGB leadership's incorrcet analysis
of tho quostion of war and peacc has landed the draficrs of this
rosolution. l

Thoe draft rosolution statements on the diffcrences within the |
international commnist movement (lines 232-245) arc simply not
true. The elaim is made that overything is being donc to strengthcn
unity on the basis of tho 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statements
but it most have beon forgotten that in thosc documents revisionism,
of the sort found throughout this draft political resolutionm, ie
conzidored the greatest danger to the world comnunist movenent.
lorcover, building up Yugoslavia s a socialist country as has boen
done tecently is in flat contradiction with the way Yugoslavia is
loscribed in the two documonts of 1957 and 1960. Indced, thoe Daily
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Horker was praising Yugoslavia at tho very %ime when Tito was most
actively carrying out Johnson's wisgh of securing a respite in
Victnam by means of phonoy peace nogotiations.

The claim to work for unity is also vitiated by the alacrity
with which the leadership turned up for the March confercnce of
aplitters in Moscow, intended to put China in the dock. It was this
open advertisemont of tho split in the movecment which gave the U.S.
the groen light for stepping up its aggrossion in Vietnam.

IVe A HEW IMMEDIATE PROGRAMIE

In the section of the draft resolution on a new immedizte
programmo the same contradiction noted before is onece again repeated.
While it is not oxpected that "e social democratic Goverament will
introduce socialism" and the Communist Party "has never encouraged
any illusions in this respect", the immediate programme which msss
pressure on the Labour Government is to bring about (line 261)
includes such socialist measures as encing colonial wars, clozing
down zll overseas basea, netionalising land etc. If the Labour
Govornment is a capitalist Government (as the araft resolution has
already admitted) how can it be expocted to participate in the
voluntary winding up of British imperialism?

This rew immediate programme is another rag bag of suggestions
as to how capitalism might be made to function better by such means
22 "proper cconomic planning, special attention to arcas of higher
unomployment...a national fuel and power plan, intggrated transport,

- guided developmont of automation" otc. (line 322).

More nationalisation ig callod for, especially of steel, (lino-
312) without any referonece to the fact that nationalisation carricd
out by a monopoly capitalist state has absolutely nothing to do with
socialism.

Racialism is condemnod (line 358) but there is no Marxist
analysis of the situation giving rise to it and no propogals as to
what Communists can do about it, nor is it mentioned that tho
Labour Government has rovealed itself, in the white paper on immi-
gration, to be every bit as racialist as the Tories we are urged
to keep out at all costa,

This gection ends with a groat 'revolutionary' plea for pro-
portional representation as the condition for "democratic advance"
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-+ Britain, and for the ending of the ban which is keepingz the
vommunist Party off the air. (line 367) . .
‘Considering this draft political resclution, it docg scom unfair
‘nat tho CPGB should not be allowed to appear on TV along with

che other bourgsois parties). : ,
V. THE LEFT PROGRESSIVE ADVANCE

The first thing that must be sald about the section on the
Loft progressive advance and the Communist Party is that no real
svidonee is given for this great "lefd progressive advance" in
Aritaine. This advance is madc up of: "mass movements on the bomb'
(which tho Party tried to get in on with its usual band wagon
tactics dand which, in any casc, has declined over the last Tow
yoars since the phoney tost-ban treaty)s "mass movements on
coloninl wars and social quegtions" (which must refer o a fow MNCF
rellics in Trafalgar Square and several tonants associations)j
“l1aft developments in important unions" (like the E.T.U. ?) and the
Hpegumod zrowth of the Communist Party and the Young Communist
League (though later tho draft hag to admit that communist member-
ship has recontly declined) .

And what has beon the result of this 'tremondous left advance'?
Tt hag paved the way for the Labour clectoral victory, has put into
sffice a party indistinguishablc from the “ories which large
sections of big business wantod to sce in power any wayh

The resolution is =o obviously not addrcssed to Communigts
but to those who might be roading the document over their shoulders
that it actually includos this curious statement (line 510): "Anti-
communism is = menace to the whole movement, only helps reaction,
and should be rejected as sterile, disruptive and dangerous.” If
the 29th National Congress rejecis anti-communism that's at leas%
somcthing!

Vi. THZ CONMUNIST PARTY

Tn the final section on the Communis® Party we get the sanc
domend that tho Party must work primarily for the unity of the
left, never that it should give a lecad. "We should continue to sup-
sort overy loft movement and loft axpression.” (line 533) Does this
include Trotskyists or anti—communist poace movements?

zoos on: "We should do all in our power to work with all sections of

the peace movement, the committces on Vietnam, the movements against

colonialism, and other similar bodica." In other words, get in on
overything that's going! Don't give a lead or try to inject any
derxist underatanding into these other movements. Just dizguisc
seolves as vaguoly of the left and hop on board!
- 16 =
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And what is the grand conclusion of %his wholes 4

raft political
reselution? "To thea extent %

ant we take advantage of theo opporiuni-
tios, and atrengthen the activity, organisation and influence of

the Communigt Party, we shall Gevelop a united loft movoment which
can reverse the present dangerous irends and ¢nable the labour
movement to set Britain on a new path." (linc 661) There is
nothing here about +he Comminigt Party taking its proper place as
the vanguard of tha working class. It ig to bocome an indistin-
guishable part of a vaguo united left movemont which will enable the
labour movement to help capitalism work better in Britain.

This is not evon rovisionism. It is liquidationism. The
glorious porspective opon to Communists in Britain
they have shed Karzism=Lerinian they will be able ¢

unnoticed into ths panks of social democracy.

is that once
0 crecop

The Draft Folitical Resolution and the Trade Unions

Once more in the draft rosolutions for the 29th Mational Con-
gress the leadership of theo CoP.G.B. Plays down class gtruggle
in Britain by subordinating work on the industrizl front to
eloctions. "“Our eloctoral advance," the rosolution statea (line

624), "requires an extension of our work and influcnce in the

factories.," In othor words, Communists ars urged to work harder

in the factories not to help rezlise the revolutionary potential
of the proletariat but simply to gain more votes for the Party on
the clectoral front, Thie point is further emphasised whon the

resolution says: "No amount of work in other fields can substitute
for it (electoral work)," (1ine 595)

Some Practical Guestions Involved ia T.U. Struggle

To strugzle or not to struggle. Typical Party advice in
disputes botween workons and management, is caution, for example
the advice given by Len Wells when on the EC of the ASCYW. dccording
to him one mist be very careful about what disputes are entored
into, and if the posaibility of succoss is losa than 50/50 it is
best not to get involved. But militant trade-unionism demands that
issucs be taken up irrespective of the chances of winning, bocause
workers arc being involvod in struggle and there arc tremendous
lessons involved, morc than the 3d. an hour demanded, the gumboots
wanted becausc of the conditions on thea Joby more than the teacups
the men wero trying to get changed,; the toilets rather than the
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At the time the Party-led ETU offered Cousins financial
assistance but would not withdrew their men from the sub-stations
that supply power Tor the Underground irains — London Transport
could have been crushed like a fly in the hand. But Cousins, a
man who has always talked Left and acted Right, did not take up
the offer, and the Party-led ETU hid behind the facade of
legality and did nothing.

egotiating Machinery and Grass Roote - How to Crganise.
It is often better to have negotiations direct with the manage-
ment on the job, but Union officials, including Party officials
and those with strong Party backing, always try to get the
thing on a national basis using the national machinery, com=-
bined with a recommondation to return to work. The dispute
then gets removed from the workers concerned and becomes bogged
down in various levels of arbitration, which can go on for
twelve or eighteen months with no result - negotiations at
local level followed by failure to agree, then to the District,
to the Area, to the National Joint Imdustrial Council, The
whole process could not be better designed to take away from
the men directly concerned any feeling of power, and to spread
disillusionment, frustration and cynicism. Cften the manage~-
ment will use the opportunity thus given to them to sack the
shop stewarde from the job and destroy rank-and-file
organisation.

Another evil of delegated negotiation is when the Union
official is called in, goes and negotiates with the management,
then comes 1o tell the men what he has got for thems There is
no question of the official first going to the men on the job,
finding what it is they want, and acting under their instruc-
tions as their paid servant (and Party leaders such as
Xerrigan are in touch with Union officizls, but not with the
rank-and—Pile) . Examples of the handiwork of such officials,
unchallenged by tho Party, are (1) in the motor industry where
a 43-night weeok was accepted, rather than arguing for a shorter
working week based on four nights: the workers still had to go in
five times during the week, and so, if anything, this meant a
worsening of conditions. (2) Among gas workers in Coventry a
half-hour reductiocn in the working day was negotiated, enabling
them to start at 0.30 instead of 8.00., Because of rush-hour
traffic to offices this made no practical difference to the
time they had %o leave home in the morning. Had the officials
taken their instructions from the men, these 'improved
conditions' would have been rejected as unacceptable,
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The CPCB pays lip service only to the value of Shop Stewards
Committeed, Hven when the Party was in the leadership of the EUT,
it 4id not bring them into being; and yet they existed all the while
in the ARU and the electricity supply industry. The Party has even
stood by when Shop Stewards Committees have been smashed and the
shop stewards themselves have been sacked from the job as a result
of the Union intervening, declaring thom 'unofficial bodies' and
advising & return to work., This was the fate of Charlie Doyle, and
also Kevin Halpin whom the Party onece built up ag a leading figure.

The necod for Gonuine Revolutionary Leadership. The essence of
revolutionary leadorship in T.U. work i8 1o undosstand the relation-
skip of class forces in any given situation so thet the correct
tactical lead can be given, bearing ‘n mind the fundamental aims and
methods outlined above. INach particular dispute mugt be seen in
relation to every otkher dispute and also in relation to tho political
queations involved. To put the struggle on this gcientifically
precise basis a Marxist revolutionary Party is abaolutely necessary,
and the core 'of the Party must be indusirial workers in touch with
the masses and always learning from them, Only such a Party, with
an all-round revolutionary outlock, can effectively guide the work-—
ing class towards the dcfeat of monopoly capital both cconomically
and politically, that iz by the scigzure of State power.

HILL PAYNTER DOES IT AGAIN

Some months back, we criticised Will Paynter for advising
W.U.K, membera against sirikes to enforce their wage claim. Once
more, he has shown an attitude hostile to militant class struggle.

Mr, Lee, the Minister of Power, has been openly threatening
the closure of "uneconomic" pits.

At the annuval conferonce of the N.U.M. at Margate, the Scottiszh
delogation had intended to move a resolution insisting that alterna-
tive employment must be found before any pit was closed,

But Cde. Paynter barrcd this resolution by moving a watered-
dovm "emorgeney resolution" from tho Zxecutive, calling for .
urgont consultations with the Government and National Coal Board
about the closures and gafoguarde for mon. X
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Turther, hc said he did not oxpect a fair hoaring at the Miners®
Enorgy Advisory Council. Ho hinted to the Labour Party that they
might lose the Miners' political support.

What is Will Paynter up to? Instead of paying attention to the

' aspect of class-struggle (which distinguishes a Communist from

a Social-domocrat) he ovon went so far as to appeal to tho delegatos
not to give weapons to thosc hostile to the industry. And this in face
of high focling as witnessed in spoccies by delegates from Cumber-—
land; Durham and South Wales.

No wondcr oven A. Woffat folt disturbed while moving a resolu-
tion on behalf of the Zxccutivell

i Will tho C.P.G.B. have the courage to inveatigate Will Paynter's
behaviour?
TEE BRITISH ROAD TO SOCIALISH

It is no accident that, as British impeorialism Las developed
and expandad, so the "admission" of the working class into
parliamentary politics nas progressed. In fact, rolationship
espocially between the growth of the parliamentary statc and the
growth of monopoly capitalism and imperialism is central to the
whole system of ideological corruption which the ruling clase
nas pursued among the working class in the era of imperialism.

I+ is for this reason that it is quite inadequate to exposc
only the fallacices and stupidities of the British Road to Socialism
with respect to the state . inside Britain, and in comparison with
class struggle cxperience all over the world. If this is done, the
B.R.S. will eppcar, as the Supplement described it, as no more
than a "foolish" document. It is not & foellsh document but a
vicious and evil document pursuing two principal false lines
which arc inscparable from ocach othor. The parliamentary road
to workers' power via a goneral oloction is, in fact conditional
on iho retention of the wholc imporialist basis of 1lifc in
Britein, bocause perlismontarism, which is accepted lock stock
and barrol by the revisionigts, is iteelf an cxercscence of
imperialism.

o onc will find gentlemanly clections in progross in any
crown colonics today. Nor will they find them where British or
U.S. or any other imperialist control is g£till dominant bchind
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the facade of "independence". The rooms which strew the
ravigionigts' parliamentary path to power have been watered by
the sweat and tears of the oppressecd masses of the world. Thcir
thornas not their petals are most significant to the cxploite
millions of Asia, Africa and Latin America.

Wor is this trecachery on imperialism merely a matter of
revisionist "theory". The revisionistis have a2 long record of
betrayal in practice of the national liberation struggle. Let
us remember that, at the 1947 Congress, the Party Resolution
gotually called on the then Labour Government to recruit
cclonial officers "more democratically". Let uz remembor that
in 19489, when the Malaysn resistance to imperialist brutality
was at its height, the rovisioniets 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 thoso in the Party who have
worksd clogely with colonial Comrades-in Britain, know only too
well how the revisionists have persistently attempted to divert
such Comrades away from genuine mass struggle in their own
countries, adoptiing. the false capitulationist line that the
main feature of the national liberation struggle is its bour-
geoig leadership. Woddis is the lateet exponent of thisg line.

This last piece of treachery is -the most insidious. OUn
ene hand, it peddles a distorted version of the corroct line
of united anti-imperialist struggle. This line stresscs the
principle of "unite with and struggle a:alnst" (i.es unite all
possible classes in the struggls against imperialism whilst
striving to schiove and maintain proletarian leadership). This
line has had its most striking succcsses in the Chiresc revolu-—
tion and the struggle against U:8. aggression in South Vietnam.
On the other hand, the false line of the revisionists on the
national liberation struggle is, in rcality, an attempt to
create conditions which ars favouratle for the false lincs of
the EsReSe

If national liberation struggles result in P00p1bs'
Democracics, with the workers and peasants in the leadership in
alliance with thec national bourgcoisic and other elements, any
form of "fraternal association" is utterly doomed. On the
contrary, if national bourgcois leaderships completely control
these struggles the fabric of imperialism is not destroyed but
instead colonialism becomes nco—colonialism.
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It can thereforc be said ungualifiedly that both tho theory
and the practice of the line of the B.R.S. on imperialism in the
past fifteen years has actively oncouraged and supporied nco-
colonialism. Without such encouragement thc confused situation
in the left in, for oxample, Nigeria at the moment, would not
exist, at least in ita present form.

It is clear, thereforo, that Marxist-Leninists in Britain
who do not rocognisc that the revisionist betrayal on imperial-
ism is basic to all other distortions and perversions of Marxism
that have cmerged from King Stroct, should carefully ro-assess
their whole aralysis. The two principle¢ betrayals of the
revisionists have been (1) the retention of imperialism ss an
intogral part of & "socislist programme, and (2) the totel
submigsion to bourgeois parliamentarism and the vulgar limitation
of the perapective of political power to a general clection.

(2) is abgolutely dependent on (1)s Harxist-Leninists in
Britain heve the duty in future of reversing this line.

We have to show the working class and messes how Britain
can live without imperialism, because whether they like it or
not, this is the only possible futurc. We have to show in
practice as well as theory how & Britain free of imperialism
can be won.

Put first and foremost we have to develop the maximum
solidarity now with all national liberation struggles rTemember-—
ing that morc and more behind British imperialism gtands U.S.
imperialism, the main enemy of all the peoples of the world.

An integral part of this programme is a total and complete
break with the imperialist-generated illusion of parliamen—
tarisn. We must cmbark on all forms of strugglc to confront
and defeat tho imperialists, home—grown and U.S., whoso vhips
and scourgos will soon be scoring our backs as bitterly as
they have scored the backs of the colonial masses for so long.

.



(ZVISTCNLISH AND "PIACTFUL COEXISTEHCE"
or
__EOW TC IWCRIASE THE DANGER OF WAR

The statement of the nineteen Parties (including the British)
which met in Xoscow from the first toc the fifth March was issued
on the tenth of March. On the same day President Johnson and his
advigers met at Camp David and decided: '

(a) to extend the bombing of North Vietnam to
industrial targets;

(b) to continue the (unsnnounced) bombing of Laos;

¢) 1Yo blockade the Norih Vietnam coast;

(d) that China would not be permitted to intervene
without massive retzlistion.

The London "Times" Washington correspondent renoried "What-
ever spirit-emerges ihis time from Camp David, the situation here
appears ripe for war."

THESE TWO EVEHTS ARZ WOT UNCONNEZCTED

The American statement marks the latest but certainly not
the last stage of an agzression which has become more naked and
unashamed in recent years. Yet the steopping up of American
attacks has been taking place in a period when the national
liveration movements are growing stronger and when the socialist
povWers are capable of presenting a powerful deterrent to the
imperialist warmongers.. Why, then, this contradiction?

o

The deterioration began when Kruschev introduced his own brand
of "peaceful coexistence" at the 20tk Congress of the C.P:S.U. in
Februvary, 1956, From that time Sovict foreign policy has been based
on this phoney concept. It has mesnt that the U.S. imperialists have
been appeascd with one concession after another - Camp David; West
Berlin; Congo; the Test Ban Treaty; Laos, Vietnam. : 8
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Imperialism is insatiable. Whilst trying to wean the Bastern
European countries away from the socialist camp with offers of
loans and tradc and other blandishments, the U.S. imperialists, if
their long-range plans are to be carried out, must attempt to prisc
out of the international movement the country and the Party which

has taken the load in exposing the true nature of imperielism and

has refused to be bullied by its nuclear blackmail — the People's
Republic of China. The U.B. imperialists - have been seeking
opportunities to attack China from the day, over fifteen ycars ago
when the People's Republic was founded.

But whilst the international movement is united and the Soviot
Union and China, the two great powers in the socialist camp, stand
together the U.5. imperialists, who also have the national
liberation movements to contend with, cannot attempt such an
adventure. It is essential, militarily, that the United States
should first isclate China from tke rest of the international
movement. This is the rols cast for the revisionigts.

This is why the leaders of the C.P.5.U. went to such
exiraordinary lengths - almost unbelievable to the rest of the
movement which subscribes to the principles of proletarian
internationalism - to attack China and try to weaken her
economically and militarily and to slander her within the
international movement and before the world.

This was the build-up. Thus the demand for an Inter-
national Conference at which the Chinese and all other
Parties who stand for Marxism-Leninism were to be out-
lawed from the movement — the gresen light for the U.S. to
g6 ahead with her long—term plans. "

In sendinz Dutt to this Meeting the Nxecutive Committee of the
British Party has contributed to widening the split in the

International Communist Movement and to encouraging the U.S. in
their saventures in the Par Hast.




ARTY CONGRESS OR iASS MEETING?

-

What can anti—revisiohists expoct from the 1965 Hational Con=-
gress of the Communist Party of Git. Britain?

Communist Party organisation, including the Party Congress, is
basod upon "democratic centralizm". Just how democratic and central-

ist is the Communist Party in this country?

4 roal Communist Party, a proletarian Marxist party, is the
organised vanguard detachment of the working class. The Party is the
sum of its orgenisations. Not only that, it is at the same time a |
singlo system of organisation, and from this democratic centralism

flowa.

But how doos this work? If the Congress of the Party is the
nighest body, and if there is a single system of Party organisation,
therec must be systematic clections to this Congress, and not some
sort of a "democratic" anarchy. ‘

The answer is a pyramid type of elcction as follows. Every
primary organisation of the Party after thorough discussion elccts
delegates to an Arca meeting, the Areags then olect delcgates fo a
District meeting. In turn these District meotings clect delegates
to the Hational Congross. That is how the Bolshevike operated.

A roal Congross has a smaller number of delegates in relation
to the size of tho Party. This ia not a recagtriction of democracy,
on the contrary. OSuch delegates would be more experienced,

practically and thooretically, would be more used to speaking, and |

have greater knowledge of each other, than tho delogates at an
ordinary C.P.C.B. Congress., They would have been through the
various testing levels of the Party. But more important, there
would be morc time for most delegatcs to speak and thrash out the
gerieral thoorstical and political linc.
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At C.P.G;B. Congresses tho dclegatoa have not been tested
by the system of democratic centralism. They. arc elected
straight, in one jump, from the primary organisations of the Party
to the National Congreas. Thero are literally hundrods of dele-
gates. This in & Party of only 33,000 members. Huge Communist
Partice of a2 million or more do not have so many in relation to
their gizc.

4%t a C.P.G.B. Congross, many arc complately raw to politicsa,
because as is well knowa tho Party recruits any sympathiscr.
Thers is no real thrashing out of Party problems. Thers ia nsver
time for thorough political discussion, and the Congress is
clogged with the elaborate activitics of the standing ordors
committec., '

Althougk liats of nominations arc issued to delegates; the
pernicious mothod of recommending chosen names, (reforred to as
the "recommondcd pancl") perpetuates the present leadership
ensuring no inclusion of opposition. This despite the fact that

_in. 1937, after a report by Zhdanov the Central Committec. of the

Bolshevik Party resolvcd: "To forbid wvoting by lists in the
election of Party bodicsj voting should be for iadividual candi-
datos, 81l members of the Party being guarantced the unlimited
right to challcnge candidates and to criticise them."

In essance what we have at a National Congresa of the
C.PeGeBo is a vast mass of delegates, and the platform, composed
of the Z.C. and District lsaderships, who step forward and shout
into a microphone. They speak as if thoy wsre at a strest corner

meoting dinstead of a serious discussion. The linc is rammed down
the delegatea' throats; with herc and there a minor concession.
Nothing is thrashed out. Instoad of a proper Congress, we get a
mass mecting agitatcd by the lcadership.

The British Communist Party's ayllabus "The Rolc of ths
Communist Party" dceclares on democratic centraliam; "The organisa-
tional struciurc of = political party depends on and roflects its
political sims and its conceptlon of how thesc aimes are to be
achieved.
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The National Congrese of the C.P.G.B. diffors very little from
that of the Labour Party Conference. Tho same sort of peculiar
eloctoral structure obtains; the elaborate committcos etc. Both
partics are organised on an olectoral basiz. So, as we would expect,
: the similar orgasnisation derives from the gimilar aime, and all
healthy forces in the movement know this to be true. The C.P.G.3,
is just another Labour Party. T+ organises itself on a Social-

[ Democratic model.

i This Congress will be like the Labour Party Conforence. Just
as Wilson did not khave to put himself out o contain the 'lefts',
50 in & similar fashion Gollan will deal with them, or make a few
concesgicng, so that it appears as if a victory has been gained.
The ©.C. may agree to a moro militant wording of this or that
phrase, but the essence will remain.

Despite the expulsion of the more obvious critics, Gollan & Co.
cunningly allow ‘left' slements to romain in the Party, using them
as a safety velve. At the same time a falee impression of democracy
is given to the rank and file. But 'pressurc' of the lefd critics
cannot change the fundamental line of the Party. Opportunism cannot
be overcome within an opportunist Party.

The restoration of Harxism in Britain requires a powerful
movement both ineide and outside the existing Communist Party. The
greater fresedom of action of those now cutside tho Party, imposcs
on us a greater rosponsibility in this necessary task.

The Labour Governments Servant of Imperialism

t "Labour Licutcnants of the capitalist class" - Lenin's descrip-
tion of the "Bernc" International, applies to the entire history of
f the Labour Party. The rccord of the 1945 Labour Government in par-—
tiecular wae such as to enable even John Gollan to write in 1954
b "The capitalist State was adequate for the Lebour Government because
it was carrying out = capitalist policy. It used the coercive
powers of the capitalist State as ruthlossly as any Tory Government
before it. BExternally it deployed the full military might of the
State against the Colonial Liberation YUovement, internally it
introduced the Emergency Powers Act against its own people. Govern-
! ment by decree was used — but against the workers, not ike
capitalists".
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How that we have anothor Labour Government, the same sorry
talo is being retold, but this time overything is being dons more
swiftly, morc crudely, ZEven the fow points in Labour's clection
programme which augurod some slight variations from the foreign
policy of the Tory Party have been quickly forgotton. No class
conacious worker can rotein the slighteost doubt but that the Wilson
Labour Government has sold iteclf body and scul to the cause of
“imperialism, and is doing juat as good a job - in soms raspects
even betier — than the Tory Party itsclf could have done. It is
gven clear, as we shall soc in s moment, that the wholc thing weas
plannéd long beforc the General Elcction of October 15th. It is
cloar also that tho Labour CGovernmment is using the full resources
of the mcnopely capitalist State machint, including thosc of the
Tory Party itself. Such a blatant betragyal of the working class
is in accordance with the historical role ¢f social-domocracy
even since tho Mensheviks and socialist-rovoluticnarics in Russia
set the pattorn half a century ago by trying to bamboozle the
Russian proletariet and peasantry into supperting the groat
imperialist war of 1914-18. I% was clear well in advance that the
1964 Labour Covernment would tread the same path, and the events
of the last two months show clearly that they have actually done sc.

The Communist Party leadcrship, in doliberately avoiding a
wholesale exposure of Labour imperialism and in continually
poddling tho idca that thore may aftor all be somothing "good" in
the Labour Govornment; is conniving with Labour imperialism and
shamofully botraying the causo of the working class both in Britain

and in colonial countrics. Thus we are served up with such hypo-
eritical uttcrances as tho cditorial in the Daily Worker on 23rd
Novembar, which said, "tho main trouble with tho Government's
policy is that it does not break sufficiently with that of “the
Torics". There may well be difforonccs on this or that miner point,
but the quostion we must ask is - in what procise ways do Labour
Government actions sorve the capitalist clasa?
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Cn 21st Hovember, Wilson hold a top level Cabinet Méoting in
order, among other things, to take "a long cool look at defence"
the implication being that cust in cxpenditurc might be forthcoming.
But it was quite obvicus from the whole character of the mecting
what the result would be, for among his adviscrs were the Chief of
the Defonce Staff, Admiral of the Flcet Earl Mountbatten, the Chiefs
of the Lrmy; Waval and Air Staffs, and top permanont civil scrvants
— almost 211 men whe three monthe carlior were advieing the Tory
Governmont. Wilson was in fact thinking of "value for monoy", for
the good ‘reason that the present figure of over £2000 million (which
will rise to £2500 million in the noxt three - four ycars) threatens
a serious ceonomic crigis for the capitalist class. Wilson's dilcmma
is how to avert the crisis and at the same time %o prosorve and if \
possible strengthen Britain's imperialist position. Eig aim is to
solve this problem in the intercsts of nmenopoly capitalism, that is
to make cortain ecconcmios while assuring that all nccossary military
stops are taken to ensurc colenial preofits for examplec tin and
rubber in Malaya, oil in the South Arabian peninsular. This is one
part of the solution Wilson has in mind when he talks of keeping
certain V-Bombers out of NATO for the purposes of Britain's "world-
role", and thon rcfuses in Parliament to gpecify what their function
will be. The otherpart wae clearly exprecssed by Zilliscus (the
champion of the Sceialist "Left" in tho Labour Party!) in Parliament
on 24th Novomber, when ho called for a reduction in armed sperding so
that tho money saved could be used to give technical and cther aid to
underdeveloped countrics. & straight neo-colonial line. Could the
Torice have done it better? On the contrary they must be grateful
to Wilscn, Zilliacus & Co., for this highly intelligent acheme te
ro—deploy financoes by cutiting doewn on "ingssential" military cxpendi-
ture in order to protect direct colonial rulc and to furthor tho
cause ¢f noc-colonialist penctration, just as they are grateful for
Wilson's offer in the Commons (17th Decombor) to have scoroct talks I
on "defenea" with the "Oppoaition".

The Communist Party lcadership, far from cxposing the rcal

character of the Labour Goveornment by making an analysis of this kind;.

usocs another. morc subtlc and thorcughly dishonest, argumcnt. Thu a
statcmant‘%y’tho Political Committeegonythc 26th Novembor roads;, "?%bg

financial crisis) is tho direct result of tho imporialist pelicy whick®
all British Governments have pursucd sincc the ond of tho War", and a
Daily Worker cditorial on 30th Fovember cxplains, "it is now obvious
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that tho cost of mililary oporations overscas is a crippling burdoen
on tho balance of payments and a mair cause of tho Country's cccno-
mie and financial difficultics. Spending cn trcops and bascs abroad
is 1likc paying out moncy for imports we do net get." Elsewhere the
Party lumps in the £3C0 million a yoar spent in cxport of capital

ag a further dreain on the sccnomy. In other words the Party is
kanding out advice to imperialism on how to solve its probloms that
can bo summariscd as follows: give up your colonies abandon nco-

colonial investment, because they aro costing you moro than ycu get

from thom"! Dcesn't this add up to denial of tho fact of colonial
exploitation? Is the capitalist class sponding £350 millicn a yoar

" on oversecas military expenditure feor nothing? Are they really so

stupid?

But the Labour Jovernment has nmore than onc master., As woll
as trying to further the intercsts of British monopely capitalisn,
it has alsc to meot tho demands of tho arch imperislist power, <hc
U.S. It is common knowledge that on 8th Fevember the Govornmont
recoived a loan of £360 million from the International Monctary Funi
(largcly controlled by the U.S.), that on 25th Nevember the Geverns
mont announced that Torcign banks had agreed to loan over $3000
million in support of the &, and that the Goverament's docision on
18tk Docombtor to defer payment of £61 million of U.3. and Canadian
loan paynonts was accepted without demur by tho U.S. treasury.

One cammot be naive cnough %o imzgine that all thiz sympathy for
Britain's oconomic difficultics and all this material aid comc &s
5 loving Christmas gift, marked "from the U.S. with best wishes
for the Now Year."

Without making any suppositions about tho price Wilson has to
pay Tor this help or whetacr ho pays it willingly, we can let the
facts speak for themsclves. First, the Labour Govermment scerobly
connived with tho Ue.S. and Bolgian imporialism in planning, wecll in
advencc, tho armed aggrossion on the Congolese Poople in Hovember.
The first the British Public knew of it was that Belgian para—
trocpors hed actually landed on fAsconsion Ialand. Since the cvent,
the Government has officially warmly thanked the U.S5. and Belgiun
for savirg "o many livos". Sccondly the Government is fully
gsupporting the U.S. dirty war in South Victnan gnd approves of the
puppct regime's aim "to ond Communist insurrection", Thirdly tho
Government has voluntsered to raisc the atrength of B.A,0.R. from
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?1,000 to 55,000. Fourthly tho Labour Government has stated publicly
its intontion to maintain the Polaris base at Holy Loch. And fifthly
Wilson has statod that his Covernment is wholly committed o NATC.

%o now come to the official C.P. comments on the Labour Govern-
nent. Starting from a complete failure to recognise in practice that
social-dcmocracy ie the ideclogy of the upper stratum of the working
cless bribed by the procceds from imperialist plunder, and that it
therefore, always and inevitably, ropresents the clags ¢nemy in our |
midst, CGollan, Dutt and others poersist in their ridiculous atand that |
perhaps, after all, thore js some gocd in them. To guete only a fow
recent oxamplee from the Daily Worker: on 27th October, "the People
1ook to Labour to break with Tory policics'; on 23rd Hovembar, "Who-
over geve the order that Belgian paratroopers werc o be allowed to ‘
usc Britain's Asconsion. Island...madc a shocking blunder". On 27th
Novomber, the main headline, "EOW TC S4VE BRITAIN - if Government
fights, people will support it"; on 4th December, "tho Lebour Govorn=-
mont should do its utmest te sto all imporialist intorference in the
Congc"; on 12th Decomber, "this 4¥P) is a fatal policy for a Labour

Tho C.P. loadorship daily trics t¢ obscurc the imperialist, anti-
working class rolc of the Labour Government, and trics to makc us
boliove that Wilson & Co., may act in the interost of tho working clas
Thig ig why Dutt failed tc draw conclusions in his articlo referred
to above. This is why we arc treated in the Daily Worker to the most
nauscating cquivecation about the Labour Govornment. This - com-
bincd with the fact that tho C.P. itsclf has ronouncced cxposure of
imporialisnm and the struggle against it, and is rapidly turning itsclf
into an clectoral machino like the Labour Party.

One of tho primary tasks for Marxist-Loninisits in Britain is to

carry forward in mass crganisstions an unsparing oxposure of the
Labeur Government for what it is - the faithful scrvent of imperialisn

' Governmont" ., ‘
|
|
]

A Wow Law at King Strcet

¢ " biz new offort to compel changos in Government policy in a
Left, progressive direction is urgently needed said Mr, John Gollan,
Genoral Sceretary of the Communist Party, at its Exccutive Committec
Meoting at the weekend. =




"Right wing pclicy, now as befors, sndangercd tho Labour
Government and produced the barest Gencral IZlection majoriiy
and the local losasecs, hc ssid.

But alrcady thoro had been a big development of the movo-
ment to chenge Governmont policy, far in advance of the firet six
months of the 1945 Labour Gevernmenteeccesssodfter the General
Election the Communist Party had appealcd for united action of thao
Labour Movcmeni and strossod the great importance of the battle
to change Covernment policy. The ovents of the last aix months
had shown this analysis was corrcct".

Thus spake Gollen to tho Exccutive Committes on the weekend
of May 22nd and 23rd. Wien we ask, naturally enough, in what
conereto waye the "=nalysis" has been proved correcd, wWe find
nothing in 211 the windy, ges bag exhortationa that follow.in the
Daily Worker repoert of Gollan's speech.

The nerve of *his man z2néd his ccllcaguce passes all belief.
Hot onc single sction of any significance whatscever has comc
from the Communist Party ¢ither over Victnam or over tho
Dominican Ropublic. The verbal castigations of tho Wilson
Governmont in this speoch are matched by a centinucus and
unperalleled suppert of the Labour Government by the Daily Worker
since last October.

On Vietnam the Communist Party has been onc of tho last in
this country %o come intc sc—called action, and that "action",
itsclf, has boon a nauscous vitiation of the rcal issucs in the
Victnam gituation. We hcar nothing from thesc pcople but peace,
posce, peace in Vietnam. The May Day Communist Party dcmons tra—
4ion in London cmphasized nothing olsc. INot "get out Yanks" but
"stop the war in Vietnem" was tho official theme. Where was the
banncr that ought to have been there, stretched across the sircot,
itemising the four simple points that the Liboration Front itsclf
has put cut?
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The Communist Perty lcadership have now taken up medical aid
for Vietnam. Nearly a year agc this was being organised by a hand-
ful of individuals in conjunction with theo British Vietnam Committcc.
Lt that timc King Street didn't want fo know. Whore has been the
responsce to the call of the Victnam' Trade Unions on “pril 27th for
all deckers, transport workers and the like throughout the world to
rcfusc to handle U.S. gocds, dircetly or indirectly, connocted with
the war in South Victnan? Of all organisations in this country the
Communist Party might be cxpected to be deing something on this,

Thesc people have lost zll right to speak for the werking
class. Thoy know this full well thomsolves for they can soo
nothing but continuous failurc over thc past two yecars since the
lagt Congress. The Daily Worker galcs arc falling, the Party is
loging membors (1,000 since last Congrcss), the financial support
for both the paper and the Party is dwindling, the elcction cam-—
paign and rosults smounted to a ludicrous farcc. The only answer
forthecoming is typical of such place=~saving hypocrites. On mom=—
bership, Alexander said at this Exocutive Committos meoting, "wo
mast return to tho concopt that 2 member remains a momber uniil he
is cithor lapsed or expelled". If you can't kecop them in kecp
their namcs on the books. King stroct is now cmerging as twin
brother of tho Roman Catholic Church according to which "once a
Catholic always a Catholic" unless you join & rival organisation.
Soon thc Political Committee won't nced to bother about re-rcegis-
tration at all - just carry the books forward!

Revisionism Helps U.S. Impecrialism in Vicinam

Over the past few ycare the C.P«S.U. leadership has sunk deeper
inte the mire of capitulation to imperialism on every issuc. The
contrast botween the flsttering picturcs of the imperialists on the
onc hand and the predatory and aggressive actions of those same
imperialistes on the other has beeome sharper and sharper.
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AEKED STRUGGLE FOR FATIONAL LIBERATION

The cistertion of the very osscne: of imporialiem in
revisicnist writing is parallsled by t:: disteriicns about peoce-
ful transition. The most impertant truth, ‘vindicated by the
Viaﬁnamosc *uv011t10n, ig the nced for armed atruggle to dcfos
“the’ imperialists. “In the quagmire of revisionist verbiagc 3lhc
very word "viclcnce" is foared. Instoad wo arc fod on a s:vrﬂf
dict of disarma ment, rogotiations, compromizc etc.; as the means
for achioving nationnl liberation and zocialicn.

Tho significance of the groat
of our time - Victnam, Algeria, Cub
ignorzd or deliberately distorted by the rovisionists who sec
taozs 'just wars' merely as a form of dcfonce imposed upon
pocples. They fTail to recognise the nany pelitical lassons that
can bc Irawa from any of those gtruzgles = the tacties -of
strugzlo, of unitoed front, of gucrrills warfero, of celling the
imporizlists' nmuclear Bluff. Thus, oven in their articlos on tho
war - VZotnan tho usual rovisionist pleces, whothor in the

2ily Werlsco cr nny other -similar papcry there is orly o harping

QW

aticnal liberaticn mevemont
= 1= cither completcly
t
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of war znd mighty littlc about the successos of

"ot conlrontation through armed uprising guidced by

& corroct political Ideoleogy and organiasction is proving succese-—
ful must ¥ dsliberntaly nbbcurod so that the complctely incorrec:
line ar pe-2:707 ccoxistence oan be peddled. Thuz the British

i yiiroTa, Wrar 8 tok'* appreciation of tlho notional libera-—
g ot tgngtb cn tho now possibilities for

ough "the ngrocd settlement of disputed

tinms"  (pp. 19-22).



SAME OID EVASIONS AND ILLUSIONS:

On the 6th January, Cdo. Collan wrotc an articlo in Daily
Worker urging for a "fight for a change %o a radical policy". It
turncd out to bc the same old ragbag of doceptions, cvasions and
illusions. Instoad of examining the facts of the changing British
situation, in the light of Marxism-Leninism, he clung to Rig A
revisionist dogma. '

The contral issues he has chosen to ignore are British Impor~
ialisnm and the traditional rolc of Social-Democratic Partics.
Thus, in the whole article, we find no roference at all to the :
imperialist war build-up in "Malayeie", to the unchanged imperial-|
ist policics in Adon and South Arabia, to the nakod nachinations
against freedom of Guiana and to suppression of frecdom-nmovement
in Southern Rhodcsia, Having pushed these issues out of his con-
gsciousness, he ovades the responsibility of organising the Communi
for any action whatsoever. Actually, he wants "the Peacc Movenent
to go into action to "end colenial wars" . Anyone with knowledge c
the present state of the "Peace Kovement" will straight away sce
that this implics an abdication of political regsponsibility, of
C.P.G.Bs

Having adoptod the dogma of parliamcntary road to Socialisn,
Gollan is forced to ignore the Loninist tcachings on Social-
Democracy and cnter tho realm of ambivalent attitudes, wishful
platitudes and cxaggeration of what he chooscs to call "Left forcc
Thus, hc accuscs "Big Business" for "sccking to carry out"
imperialist policy including wago-rostraint "through the Labour
Govornment" — as if the Labour Govornment is not a willing tool
of monopolics. Big Businoss is actually carrying out these polici
via Labour Government, not'"scoking" to do so. e

He follows this up by a serics of laments and moans about the
Labour Government "thwarting the oxpectations of those who mado
Labour's victory possible"! :

Wo, comradc Gollan! Wo refuse to be kidded any more. Your
empty words are not backed by any action. That is why tho
branchce arc not acitive. To us, Torics are bad, but the Labour
Party is not thc workers' party. Comradc Gollan, either got busy
building a genuine Marxist Party suitable to the groat working
class or get out and make way for your bettors.
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