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Comment on the Draft Resolutions for the 29th National C ress

The more important of the two draft resolutions put forward for
the National Congress in November is the Political Resolution. This
will be dealt with first, leaving the resolution on the Future of the
Social Services (which precedes it in the Congress insert of the 2lst
August Comment) to be briefly commented on afterwards.

I. WHY THE CRISIS

The Draft Political Resolution begins with the question: Why is
there a crisis facing the country today? It should ha.e begun with
the queation of whether there really is all that serious a crisis for
the British Empire or whether a lot of the crisis talk in the capitalist
préss is not simply intended to serve as an excuse for a drive against
the standard of living of British workers.

But starting with the assumption that there iz a major crisis
confronting Britain, how does the draft resolution account for it? "It
is a crisis of British imperialism", the draft says (1ine 10), because
imperialisnm results in increasing srms expenditure, overseas military
spending and overseas financial investment, all of which "finds
expression in the chronic balance of payments problem." (2ine 20).

Since the crisis is a crisis of imperialism, it could have been
avoided, the .draft resolution implies, if the Labour Government had not
continued "the familiar and bankrupt imperialist policy". (1ine 26)

This is completely unifarxist, Imperialism is not simply a npolicy
vhich goverrments can follow or not as they pleass, Imperialism is thc
inevitable form capitalism tskes in its final monopolistic phase,

By following this baskrupt policy of imperialism, the draft
rosolution continues (line 3%6), nothing will be solved and the fu



o0f the L:ibcur Governrent is endangired.

But since the Labour Governnents “f’ Murned ©o the same
restrictive messures as the Tories" (Iline 28); whet difference dnos
t maxe whether it is endangered or not’ The "erucial question®
4C) which one mizht have expected tc ke acw io dofeat
imperis llam whetrney impleseated by a Labour cr a Teory Government is
tated iratead to be whether "a change in policy {on “hc pars cf
) can deecst the Towy atiompt 2t 2 ceme~back
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In Tact, ncsi beurzcoia pelitical comrertatirs sigue roasonably
svmcazn thet the Torivz couid ul“eady heve brougnt dewn the Labour:
soverrnent if they kad really wansed vo: but thst they have »efrained
Trom deing =0 nocauze Lehoue hes not yet carried eut all the unpopular
meagibea like The incomes policy, the irvestigation of trade unionms,
the regularizing of vhe lohour situatise in tho deocks ¢to., for which
they heve recoivod conzidorable supdort frem tho City. This ressclu-
ticn ¢oag ite test te perpetuste tre illusion that the class ateougzle
ir Britain Z3 or ought tec e »eflccted in the mock b t le bztween
Loheur arc Toxr parbics.

II. ThT KZED PCR A CHANGE

The sacond section o the céraft noiitical reasclu-ion deals with

The thorse mein political vartica sre criticised (line 56)

1lie recoguising ia their wrosgands that greal changes are
e oaeT propese & Juadamental casnge "Cor they are wedded
nemic syston's

*Zzcly the same crilizism curn be levellcd at the Communist
3 2l gy revesl=c in this resclution. There ie no
"hll 13 wrong with Britein i terms of the basic

of Capiztali; m e bnorefore ne conception of how real

cronght about Ly mess sctican under corvect leador--

-

,Insteui 0T zuch an aralyfis there is & rag bag of varicas =ocisl
ilis and sope vendom porular resctiorns to them {lines £3-94), These
caciude spch vegue siztomente as "bhe gocial conseguerces of automa~
tion are Just begirmirne to Lo gresnhed", or "young recple are
auedtiocairg the cld icess #nd vzlues rora then ever before" o+ 'Lhe
comrercigiisgetiorn of cultuzs 22l the arts is excusing irercisirg



cincern”. How, ono might ask, could political action for real
change be based on such imprecise formulations? And of course the
angwer ia that real change is not envisaged. "The labour movement
above all should be the voice and leadership of the movement of
protest.” (1ine 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 economy", "restricting social =dvance"
and "iatensifying class divisions™! It is just because capitalism
Goes’ all these things that it can and must be changed. To protest
about the inevitsble comsegquences of capitalism is to wish it were
something else so that it would not have to be changed.

The greatest confusion in this draft resolution is to be
found in the last part of this section on the need for change. How
is chenge to be brought about?- By changing the balance of forces
in the Labour movement which means breaking the right-wing domina-
ticn of the Labour Party. If it were not for thias right-wing
domination which "presents itself as the alternative capitalist
leadership to the Tories" then, presumably the Labour Government
could stop following "capitalist policies". (lines 104-106)

Put this conception of the Labour Government as merely led
agtray by its right-wing is in flat contradiction with its descrip-
tion as "e social-democratic administration of capitalism running
. the so-called "mixed economy" in closc co-operation with the big

monopoly capitelists and thoir expert representatives in the state
machine” (line 116). Nothing about a wicked right-wing there, the
vhole Laborr Government is seen as the agent of British capitalism.

And yet, immediately afterwards, we come once more to the
old cry that "A Tory Government sgain would be a disaster. It
would represent a victory for big business" (which a Labour
Government also reprezents!

In fact, the Labour Party alters its nature in this
resolution as often as the drafters are caught in the contradiction
of both criticising it as capitalist and wanting to be identified
with it as a progressive sgency for change. Hence the idea of a
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 etc. who in the
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v28t heve been vrzised by the CPGH ez stalwarts of the lefti.

This cornfusion ia s=lao ito be scen in the use throughout the
regolution of "labour amovcuent", sometimes cepitalised, sometimes
not, and the "left" also with both smell znd capitsl "1". No proper
cless analysiz of this force is ever atiempried. It is just some
vagua, amerphous body which cen take whatover shaspe the draftcrs of
the rosclution recuire et eny particuler moment for their pelitical
" manceuvrirg.

Where in all this vertisge is smy roference to class atrugele,
to the proletariat anc to its vanguard, the Commanist Party? A11
such Marxist concepts have beon swallowed up in a lot of loose talk
about the latour movemcnt and whether or noi it is being beirayed
by certain right-wingers. Past Labour cdefoats are said to be "the
verdict of history on thosc who compremige with capitelism instead
of breszking with it". (lire 110)

Thig ia prccisely the verdict history will pass on this draft
reaclution. :

III. BRITAIN AND PEACE

The scetion on Britain ana Peace is thoroughly confused by the
reTusal of the drafters o recegnise the relationship betucen
imperialism and war., This refusal atems fron their erroneous
contertior that it is poseible to co-exist peacefully with
imperialism. Therefore if war is being waged, as in Vietnam, it
ig rot beeause U,.5., imperialisn ia by nature aggressive but because
U.3. inperiaiism ig gratuitously misbehaving and thereby needlessly
endangering peace.

Eence such statcements as "American aggression is not only a
crime ageinst Vietnam, it poiszons the intermational atmosphere snd
rokes any real orogress towerds irternstional understending
imposaible." (line 150} Or, "Lvery possibility exists to defeat
U.8, imperialist policy, =nd achicve pesceful coexistence.” (1ine
201) =28 if defecting U.S. imperialism =zpnc achieving peaceiul co-
existence were two separate and equally realisable goals, whereas
the only possibility of peace depends on the defeat of U.S.
imperialiasm.

Imperialism is described as “gtill seeking to dominate the
newly independent statea" aa if this were an incidental aspoct of
imperialiam instcad of its esascntinl nature. (line 171)
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The same aor® of confusion results from failing 4o grasp the
relationghip between national liberation struggles snd peace,
Instead of seeing such liberation struggles az defeats for
imperialism which makes war and therefore as blows for peace, this
resolution counterposes the two as the nced "to prevent = third
world war and, while maintaining full suppori of the struggle for
national liberation and resistance to agzresszion, to strive for
peaceful coexistence while imperialism still exists.” (line 208)
This absurd argument that it is possible to resist imperialist
aggression whilc peacefully coexisting with it is typiczl of the
contradictions into which the CPGB leadership's incorrect analysis
of the gueation of war and peace has lended the drafters of this
resolution,

This iz why the statement on Vietnen (line 157) is so much
weaker than one would expect of a Communist Party. Where iz the
reference to Vietnam 28 a focus of clase struggle, where the demznd
for seclidarity and zll-out suppori for ocur Vietramese brothers whe
are heavily engaged in defeating the enemy of worid peace, U.S.
imperialism abetted by British imperialism? Thias is why the role
of Pritish imperialisn is underplsyed ané deacribed simply =s
"joining in with its ovm dirlty war in Malaysia" (line 170) as if
this were somehow fortuitous., This is why the British Government
is cescribed as strengthening "aggreassive and militeristic circles
in the Wesi" (line 220) es if there were good and bad imperialists,
rgasonable and unreasoncble U,5. presidents, nice Johnaona and evil
Goldwaters. (This is the same sort of confusion of course as thes
of distinguishing between the zood left-wingers and the bad right-
wingers in the Labour Party; sud just as Wilson was once a good
left-winger so Jomnscn's electoral wvictery over Goldwater was hailed
as a victory for peace !)

Tne draft resolution statements cn the differences within the
international communist movement (lines 232-245) are simply not
true. The claim is made that everything is being done to strengthen
unity on the basis of the 1957 Declaration and the 1960 Statement:
but it must have been forgotten that in those documents revisiornisn,
of the sort found throughout this draft political resolution, is
considered the greatest danger to the world communist movement.
Horeover, building up Yugoslavia as a socialist country as has been
cone recently ia in flat contrediction with the way Yugoslavia is
described in the two documents of 1957 and 1960, TIadeed, the Daily
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Worker was praising Yugoslavia at the very time when Tito was most
actively carrying out Johnson's wish of securing a respite in
Vietnam by meana of phoney peace negotiations.

The claim to work for unity is =lso vitiated by the alacrity
with which the leadership turned up for the Karch conference of
gplittcrs in Moscow, intended to put China in the dock., It was this
open advertisement of the split in the movement which gave the U.S.
the green light for stepping up its aggression in Vietnanm.

IV. A NEW IMMEDIATE PROGRAMME

In the section of the draft resclution on = new immediate
programme the geme contradiction noted before is once again repeated.
While it is not expected that "a sccizl democratic Government will
introduce socislisn" and the Communiat Party "has ncver encouraged
any illusions in this respect, the immediate programme which mass
pregaure on the Labovr Government is to bring about (1ine 261)
includesz such socialist measures as ending colonial wars, closing
down 211 oversess bases, nationalising land ete. If the Labour
Goverament ig a capitalist Governnment (as the draft resolution has
alreedy admitted) how can it be ¢xpected to participate in the
voluntary winding up of British imperislism?

This new imnediate programme is another rag bag of suggestions
as to how capitalisn might be made to function better by such means
as "proper cconomic plamning. epecial attention to areas of highex
unemployment...a national fucl and power plan, integrated transport.
guided developrent of automation” ete. (line 324)

More nationalisation iz called for, especially of steel, (line
312) without any reference to the fact that nationalisation carried
out by a nonopoly capitalist atate has absolutely nothing to do with
socialisn.

Racieclism is condenmed (1ine 358) but there is no Marxist
analysis of the situation giving rise to it and no proposals =s to
what Communists can do about it, nor is it mentioned that the
Labour Governmnent hes revesled itself, in the white paper on immigra-
tion, to be every bit as racialist as the Tories we are urged to keep
out at all costs.

This section ends with a great 'rovolutionary' plea for
proportional representation as the condition for "democratic advance™
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in Britain, and for the ending of the ban which is keeping the
Communist Party off the sir. (line 367) '
(Considering this draft political resclution, it does seem unfair

that the CPGB should not be allowed to appcar on TV along with
the other bourgcois parties.)

V. THE LEFT PROGRESSIVE ADVANCE

The first thing that must be said about the scetion on +the
left progreasive advance enéd the Communist Party is that no resl
cvidence is given for this great "left progressive advsnce® in
Britain., This advance is made up of: "nass movements on the bonb"
(which the Perty tried to get in on with its usual band wagon
tactics and which, in any case, has declined over the last fow
years since the phoney test-ban treaty); "maszs novernents on
colonial wars and social questions" (which must refer to a few MCF
rallies in Trafalgar Square and several tenants associstions):
"left developaents in importart unions" (like the ©.7.U. ?) and the-
“reguned growth of the Communist Party and the Toung Communist
Loegue (though later the draft has to admit that communist member-
ship hae recently declined.)

And what has been the result of this 'tremendous left advance!?
It has peved the way for the Labour electoral victory, has put into
office a party indistinguishablo from the Tories which large
sections of big business wented to see in power any wey, !

Thia section iz also a tissue of contradictions =nd verbal
juggling. It is stated (line 431) that the urgent need is a "broad
popular nevement lcd by the lobour moverent and including all
progregsive and denmocratic sections.® The very next line says
"alrcady the moverent for these ainms has developed strongly." Ig
there such a2 movement or isn't there ? And in terms of clasgs
gtruggie just what ig o movement led by the labour movement and
including all progressive and democrztic sections? Murthermore
what is supposed to be the Party's relationship to such a moverment?
On the basis of this draft it scems that the Party is sinmply to
submerge itself in this vague leftish swell.

The part of this section dealing with the Party and trade
unions can only be considered briefly (since it is veing dealt with
by another article in this issuc of Forum). The phraseology is as
surprising as in other sections for 2 document issued by a



supposedly Commurist Party. "The Party supporta every action of
the working pecple at impreving their wages and conditions,
ineluding strike action when they have to use this weapon." (line
481) The implication is that strike action is a desperate remedy
and, in aay case, should be limited to economic questions of wages
and conditions of work.

It also states that trade unions "should be nore active in
the Labour Party at all levels" (line 495) which mesns that any
militancy on the production front should be dissipated in the
electoral efforts of the Labour Party. (This is the equivalent of
the winding up of factory branches in the C.P. after the War %o
concentrate on electoral work.) "Particular emphasis", the
resclution adds, (line 498) "Meeds to be placed on the further
development of strong workshop and shop steward organisation”; anc
yvet the Party consistently iznored shop atewards in the E.T.U. and
only recognised the E.0. for the purpose of political discussgion,
thus neglecting to build the kind of support at rank amnd file
level which might have prevented the debacle,

The resolution is so obviously not addressed to Communists
but te those who might be reading the document over their shoulders
that it actually includes this curious statement (line 510): "Anti-
cormmism is 2 mensce to the whole movement, only helps reaction,
and should bhe rejected as sterile, disruptive and dangerous." If
the 20%h KHational Congress rejects anti-communism that's at lcast
gomething !

VI. THE COMMUNIST FARTY

In the final scction on the Communist Party we get the same
cenand that the Party must work primarily for the unity of the
left, never that it should give a lead. "We should continue to
support every left movement and left expression.™ (linc 533)
Boes thisg include Trotskyists or anti-communist peace movements?
The resclution goes on: '"We should do all in our power to work
with all sections of the peace movement, the committees on
Vietnam, the movements against colonialism, and other similar
bodies," In other words, get in on everything that's going!
Don't give a lead or try to inject any Marxist understanding into
these other movements. Just disguisc yourselves as vaguely of
the left and hop on board!
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Some of the excuses given in the resolution for the deeline
in Party membership arc most revealing. "The predominant
political feeling in the working class in 1964 wes the need for
Labour to be returned. Considerable illusions existed sbout
Harold Wilson's political position." (Line 610) But was not the
CPGB partially reaponsible for such political feeling and such
illusions? When has a thorough snalysis of the Labour Party ever
been given by the CPGB leadership? Certainly not in this roesolu-
tion. There iz the same insistence as always on the responsibility
of supporting Labour and keeping out the Tories at all costs.

There is the sams emphasis on electoral work as being of primary
smportance so that even when the nesed for factory work is meniioned
(line 622) it is not beceuse the neglect by the Party of class
struggle has been recognised-- only that the factories haven't been
playing a sufficient part in the elecctoral advance.

&1 what is the grend conclusion of this whole draft politiral
resolution? "To the cxtent thaet we %ske advantage of the opportuni-
tiss, and strengthen the activity, orgsmisation and influence of
the Communist Pariy, we shall develop a united left movement which
can reversgs the present dangerous trends snd enable the lsbour
movement to set Britein on a new path." (line G61) There is
roteing hers sbouv the Communist Party taking its Troper place &g
the vanguard of the working class. It is to become an indigting-
uishavle part of o vague united left movement which will ensble the
labour rovement to help capitalism work better in Britain.

iz is not even revisionism., It is liquidetionism. The
glorious perspective open to Communists in Britain is that once
“hey have shed Marxism-Leninrism they will be able to creep
unnoticed inte the ranks of social democracy.

The firat of those two resolutions on the future of the scoisl
services is acarcely worth any detailed snalysis - because it
providez nc analysis itsclf of how these services came into being
end whkat part they play in Britain's capitalist cconomy today.

The resolution should not be given too much attention because
it is largely irrelevant to the real issues end is intended as a
distraction from the questions with which communists ought to be
grappling.

3 ‘- " b



10,

It reflects the petty-bourgecis attitude of the CPGB in that
it treats people throughout as consumers rather than as producers.
Its whole purpose is to indicate in a utopian way how capitalism
would behave if it had the interests of the people at heart.

For discussion in the branches of these two draft
resolutions the Party leasdership has left the minimum time
allowed by the constitution. Thia is understandable since
these resolutions cannct stand up to the seriocus criticism
of genuine Marxzist-Leninizts, It is the rospoasibility of
members who wish to sce the C.P.G.B. following a correct
Marxist line to demand the fullest opporiunity in their
branches Tor considcering these draft resolutions,objecting
to incorrect formulationsg and proposing amendments or
additionzl resolutions.

Particular attention should be paid te the confusion

of thoae drafting those resoluticns on the major issues of:

Imperialism

Relations with the Labour Party and
Goverament

Attitude to the class struggle in Britain,
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The Draft Political Resoluiion and the Trade Uniong

Once more in the draft resolutions for the 29th National
Congresa the leadership of the C.P.G.B. playe dowm elass struggle
in Britein by subordinating work on the industrial front to
elections. "Our elcetoral advence," the resolution atatos (1ine
624), "requires =n oxtension of our work and influence in the
factories." In other wvordz, Communists are urged to work harder
in the factories not to help reslise the revolutionary potential
of the proletariat btut simply to gain more vot: s for the Porty on
the electoral front., This point is further emphasised when the
resolution says: ‘o zmount of work in other fields can substitute
for it (eloctcral work)." (1ine 595)

4 group of Forum trade unionists have been congidering
practical aapects of the Party leadership's failures in this
respect. The following article is & very rough first attempt to
crygtallise some of the experiencea of actual struggle, It
suffers from the fact that the writers could only speak from thneir
own linited experience of trade union activity. Some of the
formulationa need ezpangion snd correction.

But in spite of defects, it was felt that the article yas
worth publishing from the point of view of stimuleting other
comraces to test their owm expericnces and write avoul them, The
fact that the artiele was not held back till it could be perfected
is in line with Forua's policy of regarding its pages as being
" shared by all those whe ave concerned with the anti-revisionis+
strugsle. Please let us have your comuents, additions or criticisms
on these imporiant igsues.

Some Practical Questions Involved in T.7. Struggle.

To strusele or rot to gtrugelc. Typical Perty sdvice in
disputes between workers =nd menagement, is caution, for exanple
the advice given by Lon Wells when on the EC of the ASCW. According
to him cne must be very careful about what disputes are entored
into, ‘2nd if the possibility of success is less than 50/50 it is
best not to get involwved. 3ut militant trade~unionism demands that
issues be taken up irreapective of the chances of winning, because
workera arc being invelwved in struggle and there arc trenendous
leasons involved, more then the 3d. an hour denanded, the gumboots
wanted because of the corditions on the Job, more than the teacups
the men were tryiag to get changed, the toilets rather than the
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bucket in the corner. There is a fundamental question herc
vhich transconds the immediate issue.

Workers are gaining experience of their own nower developing
consciousness of the physical effect produced by the withdrawal

of labour, by the attack on the economic prOSperlty and profit
of the cnployer. Properly orgenized and fighting in the pright
way, the workers can dictztc terms to any employer. Even when
in 2 particular case the workers are not successful, the
consciousnesas of strength will still be lesrnt, provided tactics
are discussed snd the right lessons drawn for a future occasion.

At the Otis elevator atrike the men lost in the end, but in
the course of the struggle = united Shop Stewards movement was
crezted up and down the country, whereas a few days previously
the Shop Stewards in Edinburgh, Liverpool, Brighton, Glasgow, did
rnot even know each others nanes.

What to strugzle sbout. Hach and every question over which
there are differences between the workers and menagenent provides
a fit cause for struggle. Sometines it is the menagement that
picks the quarrel and determines what the battleground shall be,
but as far as possible the workers themselves nust go over to the
offensive. For example 2 dispute that starts over fringe benefits
or overtime should where possible be converted into a struggle on
basic rates, because the basic rate affects everyone and will unite
411 the nen, whereas with fringe benefits and overtime this is not
the caso.

At the present time this mcens all-out opposition to the incones
policy operated by the Labour Gevernment on behslf of monopoly
capital. ‘No question of facta and figures and statistica - the
incomes policy muzgt be smashed.

Sirategy of the strike weapon. Revisioniat leadership has
meant thet the strike weapon is nearly always limited to defensive
use (for example a wage clain resulting from an increase in the cost
of living). The Party specifically implies this in the Draft
Political Resclution for the forthcoming Kational Congress in which
it talks of the workers going on strike "when they have to use this
weapon® (1. 483). Thig defengive use plays into the hands of the
boases #s in disputes over the amount of compensation for redundancy
(usuelly very emall anyW¢y), instesd of sgainst redundancy 1tsclf
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To fight redundancy when the enployers would have you rnegetiate on
how nuch compensation they will Pay, neans that the workers are
chooging the battleground, which gives then the initiative.

The working class nust learn to use the strike weapon
offensively and flexibly, confronting the employers on a whole range
of issues at rank-and-file level rather than through the official
negotiating machinery, The Party alweys prefers negotiations and
the rule hook becsuse they have the blessing of legality =nd avoid
naked confrontation,

Tactics of selidarity., Certain industries in the highly complex
conditionas of modern capitalist production are key to the functioning
of industry as a whole. These ere ahove all electricity supply,
transport and fuel. A correct understanding of this and €3
intelligent application can rrovide decisive support for strike
action wherever it is taking place. Thus, in a London Transyort
dispute » the busmen came out on strike but were not
supported by the Underground workers, some of whom belonged to the
T and GWU and others to the NUR.

£. the time the Party-led ETU offered Cousins financial
aseistance but would not withdraw their men from +the aub-stations
that supply nower for the Underground trains = Londoa Transport could
have been crushed like =a fly in the nhand, But Cousine, a man who
bis always talked left and acted Right, did not take up the offer,
and the Party-led ETU hid behing the facade of legality and dig
Lo hin{' .

In any one industry the giant firms tend to set the pattern ror
the rest; if the workers can take ICT to task snd win, ther must of
the other chemical firms will follow on behind, Similarly, if <ho
workers can get a shilling an hour out of Otis elevators, this is
the lever to do the same with Express, Hall's, etc. In such casecs
the need for solidarity action to sbread the atrike, is parsmount,
But in the Otis case the Party made ro effort emong its extensive
contacts in other 1ift firms to get an extension of the strike. The
Otis workers stood entirely aslone.

Negotiating Machinery and Grass Roots ~ How to Organize. It :g
often better to have negotiations direct with <he managenient on the
Jdob, but Union officials, including Party officizle and theae with
strong Party backing, always try to get the thing oa a nationsl
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basig using the national machinery. combined with s recommendation

to return to work, The diapute 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 Arca, to the National Joint Industrial Council.
The whole process could not be better designed to take away from the
men dircctly concerned any feeling of power, and to spread disillus—
ionment, frustration =nd cynicism. Often the management will use the
opportunity thue given to them %o sack the shop stewards from the job
and destiroy rank-and--file organisation.

A good example of this is the bonus payments and manning dispute
between train drivers and British Railways. After 12 months of fruit-
less negotiations the drivers finally '--or%ed to rule'! (not = ‘ge—-slow!,
but an insistence on sgreements between manazgement end workers), and
were even then jockeyed into returning to mormel (i) working by Union
officials hiding behind the officinl procedures snd machinery. The
Party very often goes along with this 23 = valid method - 'I? we gc
on talking lonz enough we shall find a solution acceptsble to both
sides’'.

Another evil of delegated negotiation is when the Union official
is celled in, goes =nd negotiates with the monagemcnt. then comes to
fell the men what he has got for them. There is no question of the
officicl first going ¢ the men on the job, finding what it is they
want, and acting under their instructions as their paid servant (and
Perty leaders such a8 Kerrigan ere in touch with Union officials, but
not with the rank—and-file.%. Examples ¢f the handiwork of such
officials, urchallenged by the Party, sre (1) in “he motor industry
where s 4%—night week was accepted, rather than arguing for a shorter
working week based on four nights: the workera still had to g6 in
five times during the week, and so, if snything, this meant a worsening
of conditions, 2) Among gas workera in Coventry a half-hour reduction
in the working day was negotiated, enabling them to start at 8.30
inastead of 8.C0. Beceuase of rush-hour iraffic to offices this made no
practical difference to the time they had to leave home in the morning.
Hzd the officials taken their instructions from the men, these
'improved conditions' would have been rejected as unacceptable.

The basic justification of rank-snd-file organisation - Shop
Jtewarda Committees — ig the undersisnding it gives the workers of
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their own power. Shop Stewards Committees cut right across the
whole T.U. structure and enable the workers to fight disputes on a
factory basis with direct and effective confrontation of the
menagement. Shep Stewzrds Committees end the workers they directly
repregent quickly learn from their experience the futility of long-
drawn-out negotiations snd commissions of enquiry, such as the Jack
Commisaion into BEA =nd BOAC.

The CPGB pays lip service only to the value of Shop Stewards
Committees. Even when the Perty was in the leadership of the ETU,
it did net bring them into being, =nd yet they existed all the while
in the AEU and the electricity supply irndustry. The Party has even
stood by when Shop Stewerds Committces have been smashed and the
shop stewards themselves have been sacked from the job as a result
of the Union intervening, declaring them ‘urofficiol bodies! and
advising = return to work. This was the fate of Charlie Doyle,
ond also Kevin Halpin whom the Party once built up as 2 leading
figure.

The need for Genuine Revolutionary Leadership. The eéssence of
revolutionary leadership in T.U. work is to understand the relation-
ship of class forces in any given situstion so that the correct
tactical lead can be given, bearing in mind the fundamental aims =nd
methods outlined above. Each particulsr dispute must be seen in
relation to every other dispute and aiso in relation to the political
questions involved. To put the struggle on thias seientifically
precige basip a Marxist revolutionary Party is absolutely necessery,
ané thr core of the Party must be industrial workers in touch with
the messes and always learning from them. Only such & Party, with
an ali-round revolutionary outlook, can effectively guvide the
working class towards the defeat of menopoly capital both economically
end pelitically, that is by the scizure of State power.

THE GFEEK PARLIAMENTARY CRISIS

What is heppening now in Greece is particularly interesting for
British communists, as a practical commentzry on the British Road to
Socialism. The centrel ides in the British Rosd on how we are to
achieve socielism in this country is:

"At a time of mounting class struggle, when the entire working

clazs is brought into action and is supported by other sections
of the population, n general clection fought on the issue of




socialist solution to Britain's problems could bring
decisive results," (p. 10),
et us look at the current Greek crisis in the light of this idea,

In the 1963 elections Papandreou, = bourgeois liberal, became
Prime Minister at the head of a coslition government based on a
slender mojority (53% of the votes). The Communist Party supported
Papandreou, and everyone rejoiced that Grecce had turned awzy fronm
fescisn, The Communist Party subseguently won some striking
successes in the muniecipal elections., Papandreou carried out some
sodest reforms genuinely irn the interest of the people in the fields
of cducation and mgriculturc (or so say the reactionaries), and weeded
gome foseist elements out of positions in the army =nd civil service.

When in July this year Papandreou wanted to take over the Defence
dinistry himself in place of = 'strong right-winger', a coup was
orgenized by the 'Palace' in collsboration with a smell number of
X Ps, who defected from Papandrecu's own Centre Union Party.
Papandreon was arbitrarily deposed without o shred of legality, =nd
¥aricus menceuvres have been ecarried through in an attempt by the
ruling class to create a parliementary mejority without the Centre
#nion Party, vwhich has undoubtedly won mass popular backing.

first trick was the appointment of Athenisces-Novas, leader of
#e breakeway group from the C.U.P., as Prime Minister. He failed
%0 got a parliamentary majority, snd so Tsirimokos was chosen by the
Palece'. It wag thought that he might =ucceed becaunse he had the
¢putation in certein quariters of being = socialist, and at the same
Sme he boasted that no one knew beitter than he how to "deal with
e Communiats", Tairimokos failed to gel a majority. BEmbarrassment
=ong the bourgeoisie but by no means aisnay.

Mass demonstrations were held ir the streets of Athens in the
ace of pelice wvielence, demending an end to the monarchy and aoneral
#lections. Papzadreou supported the second demand. 150 people were
Mjured in the demongtrations and over 200 errested. Next, outdoor
seronstrations were banned, =nd rolice stood ready with tear ges and
fire engines to enforce the new reguiaticns. It was in this context
0% Papandreou condemned the use of =11 violence - by ‘rioters' or
& the police! Teirimckos, for hig part, threatened to bring in the
muy to keep public order if the neod arcse. His 'governmens' has
feclored,
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"Yes, we do went elections. But not in the way and at the
time that Mr., Papandreou wants them, with terrorist groups
maerching in the streets of Athens, First the terrorist orgshiza-
tions will be dissolved, then there will be electioms." (25 fug.).

Whet does this all boil down to? Undoubtedly in Greece there
is "mounting class struggle", coupled with popular demond for =
general clection and a mass desire for radicel sceial change. The
bourgeoiaie are reeisting these demands, first by parlismentary
nanoeuvring designed to fool the people, second by using the poliice
to break up popular demonsitrations. third by threatening to bring
in the army. Throughout they have shown not the slighteat concern
for demecratic institutions of their owm naking. They are quite
determined pnot to hold = general election which "could bring
decisive results". And eince the bourgeoisie hold State power,
they should not find it too difficult to ensure thot sn election
does not take place.

Great opportunities exist for the revolutionary movement in
Greece at the present time provided = many-gzided struggle is
developed, of which parliamentery struggle is only one aspect.

LENINW AND GALLACHER

As much has already been written in obitusry notes on the recent
death of William Gellecher, it is not intended here to do likewise.
Inatead it would be both more fitting and useful to oxamine and quote
some of Lenin's comments on Gellacher =nd his political poaition just
prior to the formotion of a Communiat Party in Britain.

It is well known that Gallacher hed already made 2 name sg =
fine working class militant, his hatred of the ruling class was
inplicable, this was recognised by Lenin in "Left Wing Communism."
Revisioniste and right wing reformists of all kinds, seée in "Left
Wing Communism" (even those who get beyond the firat page) only one
thing, the advocacy and the necesaity to participate in Parliament
under certain circumsiances, But what should also be noted is thet
Lenin after applauding Gallacher's "noble, proletarian hatred"
calling this the "beginning of all wisdom" goes on...."But the
uriter (WJ Gallacher§ apperently does not appreciate that polities
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is a science and en art thet does not drop from the skies, that
it is not obtained gratis, snd that if the proletarist wamts to
conquer the bourgeoisie it must train ite own, prdetarisn 'class
peliticiang', and such as will be no worse than the bourgcois
soliticians.”  We should learn from this advice of Lenin, that
revolutionary spirit is not eriough to lead the masses in a
revelutionary struggle, *hat politics must be studied.

We kmow that Lenin 2nd =lsc St=lin were masters in the art
of polities, defeating the West European bourgeois politicians
on mumerous occasions, therefore the anti-revisionist movement
should learn from these examples, and should be consciously
aeveloping politicians.

Lenin's advice of 1920 should be taken seriously in 1965 by
anti~revisionisis. Because the working class movement is once
again in the position of the 1920s when a revolutionary Marxist
party has to be formed anew, becsuse of betrsyal by revisionists.
The faet that practically this cannot yet be raised, but is
devendent uporn the prior development of Marxist groups, shows how
nmuch conscious work there has yet to be done by hard study, by
"combined action =nd mutual discussion” (Communist YMonifesto).
A1l of us, by the most critical oppositicn to revisionism in all
forms, muat set ouraelves the task of serving our apprenticeship
Yo Marxism, So that a Marxist party can be formed in Britein

snd as Lenin advised to make = complete break from the Labour
Party as = "thoroughly bourgeois party" (Lenin)

But does the British Communiat Party even as regards
Parliement trke the advice that Lenin gave in 19207 .

Lenin advises the British Communists to take part in a
general election with one main theme; to show the British
Government os o 'dictatorship of the bourgeoisie! and as a
counterpoise to this to imbue the working class in one viey or
another, with the idea of setting up their own dictatorship
.« "only workers' Soviets, and not parliament, can be the
instrument whereby the =aimas of the proletariat will he achieved."
(Left Wing Commuqism). ~lsewnere Lenin explains that the latin
phrese 'dictatorship of the proletariat!, must be iranslated into
popular lamgnage in some sort of concrote slogen... like a
Horkers Government".
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Lenin further says that due to lack of space end time he
cannot expand on the point that the Bolsheviks did not conduct
election campaigns in the customary bourgeois sense, , but in =
revelutionary faskion,

The British Communista have nct taken Lenin's advice on any
of these thingas. Do they speak zbout z Workers Govt.? Indeed
not, they talk sbout one or other variety of a Labour Govt. Do
they conduct clections in a new way? 0Ff course not, not only do
they do that in the 'old way' but they have turmed Lenin's "party
of =z new type" into a party of the old type. Everytaing is done
within the confines of bourgeois democracy. And naturslly within
this bourgeois democracy the Labour Govi. amd Labour Perty are
treated as somehow or other to be an expressicn of the working
class movement and susceptible to its pressure.

Such is some of tho advice of Lenin net only in 'Left liing
Communien' but in many works, advice which hag been deliberately
ignored, no worse -~ deliberately garbled and distorted, by the
British Communist Party.

LA LS

+, eﬂcourggc comrades to dlscuss v1tg1 issues confrontlng
511l Marxist~Leninists - vitael issucs which were decliberately
distorted and discugsion stifled by the CP leadership., Over
the last fow months, with our policy of stimulating amalysis
end comment before the National Congress of the Party which
has found expression both in articles appearing in our
journsl and supplements, we have begun to receive meny
letters from comrades. Each month, therefore, we shall try
to include =28 many as possible. In accordance with Fo
volicy, we do not print the names of our contributors.s
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(1) Comrndes:

Johnuy Gollan made n statement during his Caxton
Hall meeting on Vietnam, the logic of which bears close
serutiny.

He said and I guote:-
"We shall work night and day to unite the socialist camp."

This remark could only be made by = cretin or =
treacherous opportunist with his eyes on the coming Congress
election; for if you are part of = movement and a controversy
ariscs causing a split; resuliing in two opposing forces you
must naturelly tske your position accordingly, for or against.
To talk about vniting the two foreces suggests neutralism; o
he neutral auvtomatically places you ocutcide the movement; te
be outside the mcvenent denies you the right fo use the title
Ccommunist Party, for the comranmist party is the atandard
within o country of the Internetioasl Comrunist MNovemernt; but
it is not enovgh for communists to rally around their standard
like a fleck of brainless sheep. Thet standard must first
stand on its proper base, the base oan which ieg ingraired the
fundamental principles snd nolicies of Marzism--Leninism, 28 g
through removal the standard be¢onaes contaminated and
destreyed then it is the duty of al' souwnd Marxisse ©o replace
it.

Menbers of the CPCB who are remsining loyal to the
paxrty even Zhowgh they see the streaks ¢f opportunism and
other failings in the leadership would do well seriocusly to
re-consider their motivea. You cannct remain true to the
principles of Marxism-Leninism and not ecriticige and allow for
gelf-criticism of your own and other individuals' wealmesses.

. There is no room for infa2llible complexes to
develop in the communist novement., Marxisp~Leninism is a
progressive movement which has for ite objective a communist




society which meens ultimately a clsssleas =ocicty. Thig
ocbjective should be borne in mind constently by individual
comrades of the party a2t all levels of development.

London, N.W.3.

(2) Dear Comrades,

I was loamned a copy of The British Road to Where? I
found it very interesting. It mentions Gallon's article in
Marxism Today which I think I am correct in stating has been
issued as a pamphlet which in appearance and content has been
described as the "Son of the British Road" !

This pamphlet's most outstsnding contribution to the
controversy in our party and in the international Communist
movement is the way in which Gallon distorta Lenin's position
on the guestion of ‘peaceful trangition.'

He does so by describing how, a2t one si:te prior to
the seizurce of power the posaibility of the Soviets taldng power
peacefully was postulated, provided the Mensheviks and S.R.s
bioke with the bourgeois pertiea and goes on to claim thet it was
only after the threat of counter-revolution led by the right
vwing Generals thet Lenin decided on insurroction. This potted
version of the histery of the October Revolution might be
amusing if encountered in the pages of Readers Digest but is
quite alarming when found in 2 serious Marxist? magazine.

For it completely ignores the fact that the articles,
speeches ete. of Lenir and other Belshevik leaders were deveted
to the prime task of isolating the compromising Mensheviks and
SRs from the cadets on the one hand and from theee sections of
the messes that were deluded by the compromises on the othor,
not to mention the most importent fact, that the Soviets were
themselves the embryo dictatorship cf the proletariat with
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armed forces at their command, for of courae one can talk about

peacefully forcing somebody to hand you his gun, if you already
have a gun pointed at his head.

Salford, (Lancs.)

(3) Dear Conrade,

L3 a CP member, I am becoming increasingly confused
by the incerreot line our party scems to be taking. TYet is
is impossible in my area to seek guidance from anyene without.
being palmed o with excuses and gexeralisationa.

Kirkby.

(4) Deer Comrades,

There is a peoint about the 1945-onward position
to which I think there is interest in drawing attention.
There was, if I remember rightly, the illusion at the tine
that the New Democraciecs represcnted a mew and essier transition
to socialism ass egainst the Ruesian path Following from this
there were attempte made %o model plans a la New Denocracies
and much ¢nergy waa devoted to distorted planning which should
have been deveted, I think, ¢o su:v'laining way you canmmot plan
in a capitzliat economy. There waas of course a double
illusion here - the New Democracics did not get socielism the
casy way -- and England was not a country in transition to
socialism, The illusion of the pezceful roazd of the New
Democracies still lingers.

At the bottom of p.5 (British Road to Where) I
think one could alss draw attention tc the immediate »eaction
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of the bankers to even Mr, Wilson's poor efforts to better
workers' conditions. 1 was precisely the same as in 1931.

If es the revisionists say, thore has been a change in the
poaition since those days someone must have forgotten to tell

the bankers. It is a real up-to-the-minute example of the

power beyond perliament. The failure ia nct Wilson's but of

any party which puts its faith in perliarent and has not prepared
for inatant ccombat with the rcezl scat of capitslist power.

Manchaster.

e e e

The following publications are swvailoble from "Forum"

A reply to James Klugman on Peaceful Cocxistence bd,
The National Liberation Movement Today

(2 reply tc Dutt rnd othera) 1=,
Staterient on John Gollan 6d.
Revisicnism and Imperialismo 1=,
Cleegsea in Modern Imperialist Britain Az

International Marxist-Leninist Publications

e

Suven Letters exchanged betwesen the CC, of the CFC. &

CPSU. 6d.
Why Khruschov ¥Fell 6d.
Letter of the CPC. in reply to CPSU letter of June 1964 6d.
Letter of the CPC. in reply to CPSU letter of July 1964 64d.

Pecople of the World unite for the complete, thorough,
total and rosolute prohibition ané destruction of
nuclear weapons. Zo.bd.

Revelutionise our Youth — Hu Yao Pang 1s.

The Indonesian Revolution and the immediate tasks of
the C.P.I. = D.N, Aidit 1s.
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International Mariist-Leninigt Publications (Contd.)

Dere, Dare end Deare agein ! - DN, Aidi%

Sct afire the Banteng spirit! Ever forwerd, no
1otreat

China and Albanis - Friends in a2 common strugzgle

Joint ptatement of the CPC. =nd the CP of New
Zealand

Speech at the Party school of the Kwangtunz PC. of
the CPC. ~ V.G. Wilcox.

Cut tc the people; on to the offensive against
monopoly -~ V.G.W.

Kennedy and U3. Imper.alism - from akshata
Whe will win in 8., Vietnan? - Wguyen Cki Thanh
Peace of Violewce - Eoc Tap

Hold high the revolutionary banner of creative
Marxiam, lead our revolutionary cause to complete
vietory - Le Duan

Sone questions corcerning the internaticnal tasks of
our Party

Thwert the mancouvres to-gplitv the I.C.. from Redon
Shinmoon

Marxist-Leninists, wnite! 3russels Federal Commitice
Declaration of Australisn Marxist-Leninists.

Declarations of Havana

od.

1s.34.
28,

6d.

6d.

la.
1a.
éd.
6d.

6d.
Gd.
6a.

1s.
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tc open a forun Teor 21l views ancd exderiences of comrades
inzide =nd cutaide the Party, long denied expreasion by
the revisionis®t leadershirp;

{(2) to help carry cut the work of exuosing revisiorist errors
ir the class sirvzggic in 3ritair, =nd develop inner-Party
struggle, thercby sossisting in the internciicnsl struggle
sxairei revisicniam;

(3} to carry this oul without dictating = 'line!, sad in
secoréarce with the Merzist-Loninist principle of gathering
the rovolutionary forces - o 1n8¥ nover carrisd out by

the rewvigionist lesdership;

b! R y » - o -~ .
{4) to cxclude all Tretskyist vicws as disruptive of this

hard tosk:

te proscrve sronynity (a) T0 protect ccnrades in ‘the
Prrty from atteck by the revisionists {b) to ~woid ihe
suggestion of leadershis by =ny contributor, or
contrivutors who are able tc asnme theaselves since at
this early stage of the strugsle complete cgunlily of
¢zchange snd putual eriticisn zre recessgaery.
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THIS IS 7YOUR JOURKAL -~ USE IT.
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PLEASE TA¥E OUT A SUBSCRIFTICHN NOW

iates 6/- a year post free, payable by P.O. (blask) or
sash to Forum, 41 Atheoll Mansions, South Lembeth Road,

:lond.on' S.W.So <
also contributions and correspondence.

PIEASE TEAR OFF AND SEND TO ABOVE ADDRESS.
I enclose £. s. d. as subscription/donation to

FORUM, for.coblnb-lbocoo-.ol'o monthS/yeaI'-
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