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Bditorial
C.D.R.C.U. and the B.M.L.0. A Challenge

An attempt was made on Sunday, 19th November 1967, at a meeting at
Beaver Hall in London to negate the history of the Marxist-ILeniuiist
Movement in Britain. This grouping of "Marxists" with strict petty
bourgeois. backgrounds attempted, and will further attempt, to erase the

. history of the true revolutionary Marxist-Leninist Movement in Britain.

They laid claim to being the forerunners and originators of the Marxist-
‘Leninist Movement in Britain "for the first time"™. These people, far
from being asleep to the events of the past 4 years are, in the
opportunist nature of the petty-bourgeoisie, attempting to grasp control
of the working class movement. This they hope to achieve by gaining
hold of the British Trade Union Movement. History which is reality, is
" shunned. As far as gaining eontrol of the -present form of British Trade
Unionism, this would in effect crystalise their opportunism and
spontaneity axd render dis-service to the Marxist-Ieninist Movement,
creating severe but temporary setbacks. They would in effect be doing
the type of harm to Marxism-Leninism as the Labour Party has done to
Socialism, by laying false claim.

This. however will not be a long drawn ~ut protracted affair
precisely because of the nature of the abortive basis of its own
existence and the excellent Marxist-Leninist conditiors existing outside
of it. They obviously do not understand the significance of the Marxist-
Leninist Movement being firmly in the hands of the proletariat who have
quite a tight hold of proletarian ideology. It is only the proletariat
in their practice that can master this. All the abortionistsari
liquidators will if need be learn this to their cost. Whatever genuine
developing Marxist-Leninists they may attract they will find 1t will be
only temporary.

It 1s obvious that a genuine Marxist-Leninist will soon be able to
detect the difference between true and false,; positive and negative,
correct and incorrect.

The C.D.-R.C.U. challenges the B.M/L.0. to reveal what claim it has
to the title "Marxist-Leninist" and on what basis it can issue a call
to rally the militant workers to form a new Marxist-ILeminist party in
Britain®?

We point out to the B,M/LQO. the conference of British Marxist-
Leninistsheld in London in November, 1963, at which was laid down the
basic policy and called for a new Marxist-Leninist party.

The reasons which made such a move neccessary for British
Communists was clearly outlined by Comrade M.McCreery in 'The Way
Forward' published Jan. 1964. The need for a new party had arisen
through their struggles with modern revisionism. These British
Communists had become the founders of the presewt British Marxist-
Leninist Movement. The C.D.R.C.U. comtinues to stand by that historical
basis and seeks to unite British Communists around it. We ask the
B.M/L.0. Where is your policy for uriting the working class? We would
like to compare it with this policy of our founders, which we publish
below for all to se¢. The six basic principles which represent the
interests of the British working class.

BASIC PRINCIPIES

In what ways will the new Party differ from the o0ld? It will be
pased, firstly upon the principle of proletarism intermationalism.
Without firm alliance with all oppressed peoples of the capitalist
world, and with those who have won their freedom from exploitation, in
the struggle against imperialism, there can be no future for the
peoples of England, Scotland and Wales. Neo-colonial "economic and
political realities" will be ruthlessly exposed. All possible support
will be given to those struggling for national liberation from the
British and allied imperialists, and in particular those who have been
forced to t& e to arms, as in Oman, and North Kalimantan. For us, there
can be no special "associatiorns" or "relationships" between a Socialist
Britain and the countries within the Empire and Commomwealth. A1l
Socialist lands will join hands without distinctiom.
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Secondly, the Party will fight to establish the Dictatorship of

the Proletariat in Britain. This involves smashing the capital ist state
machine in a Socialist revolution which will beé led by the workers own
organisations (Soviets). Parliament, the instrument whereby the
bourgeoisie maintain their rule, can never be used to win working class
power. The role of Communist M.P's is to expose the capitalist system,
and the fraud of Parliamentary democracy.

Thirdly, the Party will relate the struggles on all immediate
issues (wages and conditions of ‘work, housing, against military bases
and militarism, for all democratic rights), to this central and final
goal, the establishment of working class power. The result of struggles
on all immediate issues should be to increase the understanding of the
masses for the need to take political power into their own hands.

Fourthly, in the struggles for all immediate aims, and for the
final conquest of power, the main line of the Party will be to mobilise
the mass of the people for action. This demands organisation of the
Party at the place of work. It is here that exploitation tskes place,
it is here that the workers are drawn together in common action against
capital, it is here that agitation and propaganda can most effectively
be organised.

Fifthly, the Party will fight for positions, and progressive
policies, in all Trade Unions and Co-operatives, as a means of
mobilising the mass of the people for action in defence of their own
interests, but it will resolutely oppose the false idea that capturing
of positions within the legal organisations of the Labour Movement, and
the capitalist state within which they operate, is the road to working-
class power.

FPinally, not bureaucratic but democratic-centralism will operate
within the new Party. Full discussion within the Party in order to
reach agreement on policy in each new situation must be accompanied by
united action to implement this agreed policy, with each basic unit
itself translating the general policy into action within its local field
of work. Only when the Party as a whole is capable of understanding the
principles of Marxism-Leninism so as to apply them to conditions in
Britain, and each unit of”"the Party is capable of understanding each
policy and slogan s¢ as to apply it to its own local conditions, can we
give that lea&defship in the struggle against monopoly capital which the
interests of the British people demand.

CAPITATISM OR SOCIALISM?

It is da recognised fact amongst developed and developing Marxist-
Leninists that the form always lags behind the content of any given
thing or phenomena. This is vividly illustrated in capitalist Britain.
The means of production being the content, are Socialist in nature.

The form, the relations of production, is capitalist. In recognising
this basic truth, it is not at all hard to follow the manipulations

and scheming of those self styled Labour leaders who wish to perpetuate
a dying body which is giving off the usual smells of something going
rotten. Now ard again in the capitalist press (those that, more often
than not, have the smallest circulations), we get a slight glimpse of
the truth. The large circulation papers always have +the tendency to
smother their "discoveries" in euphorisms in order to mislead and
confuse the working class. .

Meanwhile it remains the task of all true Communists to explain
and point to every act of betrayal by the monsters that claim true
working cdass representation. We do not negate the Parliamentary
system at this pvint however, this is the time and place to expose all
those that are betrayimg the proletariat of Britain.

A few cases in point can bedmade now to substantiate the argument.
While the fabour Governmeht lays claim to being the represemtatives of
the working class, we have 'The Times' of Nov.1lOth telling us that pit
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man-power will be cut to a sixth of present reguirements by 1980.
(With that we can rest assured that it will be much earlier). On Nov.
Tth the Earl of Longford was reported to have said ....."In other words,
employers had decided to retain fewer employees to produce the same
amount of output......It was to be hoped that the improvement would be
permanent™.

Further to these two pieces, or rather, in the middle on Nov.8th
the bombshell was dropped when the Chancellor of the Exchequer, J.
Callaghan, was reported to have upheld the speech by Sir Leslie (O'Brian
to the foreign Bankers in Buenog Aires where the claim was made for a
larger pool of unemployed in Britain. Since, of course, all types of
fabrications have been made to cover over the real intentions as stated.
Marx showed adeguately that the capitalist system cannot survive for
long without a mass of unemployed. Mr. Crossman was reported in the
"Daily Express" of Nov.8th as saying "It should be a warning to all
parties that there are powerful forces in revolt not only against us,
the Government of the day, but against the whole political system".

Now recognising that the political system is capitalist, this
iSocialist" makes a statement like thatt! tes an interesting exercicse
to see how the different dailies treat those subjects.

The "Daily Mirror' Nov.8th '67:- Circulation of over 5 millions.
“The Government's aim was to spread employment more evenly throughout
Britain, and he would fight for this policy "as long as I live".

The 'Daily Express' Nov.8th '67:- Circulation (presumed, Ed.) about

_ 4 million.
"Mr.John Mendelson (Lab. Penistone) jumped up to ask: "Would you say
you accept or repudiate the Governor's statement that we should have a
higher level of unemployment and unemployed resources than we had in
the mid-fifties? WMr. Callaghan retorted: "The Governor of the Bank of
England is carrying out the Government's policy. He agrees with it".

"The Times', Nov.8th '67:— Circulation 3 hundred thousand, odd.

"Tn supporting Sir Leslie's argument for a somewhat larger margin of
unemployment, Mr. Callaghan developed his doctrine for evening out the
levels of unemployment between the prosperous and less prosperous areas
of Britain. He refused to go for full employment as such”.

There are two particular points here worthy of special note. The
'Mirror's, "To spread employment more evenly". 'The Times', "“evening
out the levels of unemployment". Why the difference? It doesn't
leave much room for guessworke.

The one truth that should be borne in mind by all the proletariat
is Marx's prophetic statement. "When the capitalist class goes down,
it will go with its teeth firmly embedded in the entrails of the
organised working class'.

The contradictions of capitalist society in Britain have not yet
intensified to revolutionary conditions. When they do, Marx's
statement will no longer be prophetic for Britain but fact. The
working masses, presented with and accepting Parliamentary "Socialist"
parties as alternatives will smash this bourgeois state apparatus and
establish the dictatorship of the proletariat.

: A, Cross.
L ]

CobeRcCoUo 19th Nov.1l967

Statement:

The Central Committee of the C.D.E.C.U. at its meeting today condemns

the policy of the Workers' Party of Scotland on the National guestion T

as being anti-Marxist, a petfy-bourgeois deviation and opportunist. _
Stalin's formulations of .what constitutes a nation have universal

validity, and those who deny them are guilty of revisionism. Britain is

in an advanced ‘stage of evolving historically as one nation from

England, Wales and Scotland inseparably with the historic development

of capitalism. To réfer t0 the time when the three national

constituents were séparate as a justification for separatism 1s to
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ignore subsequent historical development.

What remains of the past language and culture of Wales, Scotland
and England are remnants of the past, are not the possession of the
mass of the people, but are the preserves of the bourgeoisie. Britain
has one language and a common culture. This does not deny specific
feudal cultural expressions etc. The condition of Wales, Scotland
and England are due to the economic exploitation by the British monopoly
ruling class, and not due to the domination and éxploitation of sc
called "English Imperislism". The same conditions as exist in Wales and
Scotland also exist in the industrial parts of the north of England.

The national question is a class question, and the Workers' Party
of Scotland is substituting petty-bourgeois nationalism for revolutionary
class struggle against the British monopoly capitalist ruling class,
and in so doing weakening the struggle of the British working class.

To talk of a republic of Scotland and Scottish nationalism is to tail
on to petty-bourgeois nationalism, and a betrayal and abandonment of
the duty of a WMarxist-Leninist party to mobilise the forces of the
working class of Britain agsinst the British capitalist class.

The support for Scottish nationalism has resulted in the stagnation
and decline of the Workers Party of Scotland, since this nationalism is
a petty-bourgeois manifestation. To support it is to support the petty-
bourgeoisie and reduce the working class to a minor and insignificant
role, instead of playing the vanguard role, which if not fulfilled
cannot win support amongst the working class.

After reading the declaration of the Workers® Party of Scotland of
the 4th Nov.1967 and noting its national socialist nature, the Central
Committee of the COMMITTEE TO DEFEAT REVISIONISM FOR COMITUNIST UNITY
hereby expels the members of Workers' Party of Scotland from their
positions in C.D.R.C.U. This committee is convinced that the
solidarity of all British Workers will inevitably assert itself in a
single British Marxist-Leninist party.

Central Committee C.D.R.C.U.

Visit to Europe of General Secretary of
C.P.U.S.A. (Marxist-Leninist)

- On the 19th Nov.1967 Comrade M.I. Laski, Gen.Sec. C.P.U.S.A.
(MarXist/Leninist), returned home on the conclusion of his visit to
Europe. During his stay in London a successful first fraternal meeting
was held between C.P.U.5.A. (M/L), and C.D.R.C.U. represented by
Comrades M.I. Laski, Gen.Sec. and A. Dover, Sec. respectively.

The main subject for discussion was the question of Marxist-
Leninist parties in advanced capitalist countries. Agreement was
reached on the possibility and the need for utilising the experiences of
Marxist-Leninist parties in the advanced capital ist countries,
experience gained in the historical process of development and growth
of thelr parties and to make this available for the assimilation and
benefit of the emerging Marxist-Leninist movements in such as these
countries. In order to facilitate the formation of Marxist-Leninist
parties. It being clearly recognised at the outset, that change comes
from within.

An objective demonstration of the practical application and
utilisation of experiences which was in no way empirieal but bsed on
the concrete analysis of the concrete situation. Comrade M.I. Laski
suggested and indicated that certain tactical errors were being made
by Marxist-Leninistsin Britain. As a consequence of these suggestions
the C.D.R.C.U. has reviewed its position within the Marxist~Leninist
Movement in Britain most critically and accepted these suggestions as
being genuine criticisms based on the historieal experienge of the
proletariat. Efforts are now being made to rectify these errors, thanks
have been extended to the C.P.U.S.A. (M/L) through its General Secretary.
And a fraternal link has now been established. - ‘

Further to the above. Subsequent events in Britain have proved
beyond doubt the correctness of the theory presented on the question of
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the revolutlonary movemeut of worWers forward w1th an ablthy qu skill
that was based con a developing understanding of dialectical and
historical materialism.

The name of David Guest. is synonymous with dialectics. Recognition
of this fact is a fitting tribute to a fine, and not forgotten
revolutionary.

A. Dover

(Note: TFor the history, of D.Guest's life.and.works

'Lectures on Marxist Philosophy'. David Guest. Lawrence
Wishart. London 1963.

‘Ath Anniversary of.thé C.DsR.C.U..

On the 9th of November, 1963, with-thesissuingrof 'An Appeal 10
all Communists?, the Committee- to. Defeat Revisionism for Communist Un
led by its invincible leader, ‘Michael McCreery, came into being. Thi
followed directly in the wake of the London Conference that had
conceived the triumphant policy-of. the principled.- revoluticnary Marxist-
Leninists against the policy of the transformists who wished no more
than to transform the o0ld party from within and without. .With ‘'An
Appeal to.all Communists' being published in the name ;0f the Committee
to Defeat Revisionism for Communist Unity and led by liichael McCreery
the British Working Class had at last embarked on to-the highly
principled revolutionary road of Marxism-Leninisms While the movemen
was activated within the womb of the old Communist Party of Great :
Britain, the true revolutionary Marxist-Leninist movement was born witi
the issue of 'An Appeal to all.Communists' on the 9th November, 1367.
Prom this date began the history of the Marxist-Leninist mevement in
Britain. In February, 1964, came the publication of the 'Vanguard’

) Tnen  Ta T ot
the e SR
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containing '‘The Way Forward'. This was the first step of
Leninist movement with Michael McCreery leading oun the long hard
to Soclalism.

We, of the Committee to Defeat Revisi
proud to announce and celebrate this fourth ye
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Thoughts of a Worker ...... "Forward"

Hell 1ts hotl
Another ehkovelfull el
~ Wouldatt nifih if i% weally done some sood
Eeavel -~ -
YGollesal W of fuel bodlers bun"
Phew!l Not so f£it as i'ﬁéadgta'be. .
Best years gone, don't they sai? N
i Must have done soms .good though.
Helped society forward I supposse,
Yeah, Capitalist seciet{.
Hmm, forward %o its declina. Ab thats better,
Best yeare gone? Not mine, N .
How you've changed since .caq,
Ooh! my aching back, Never mind.
It has begun hasn't it?
In fagct you're part of it.
Makes you feel proud.
Yes of eourse the meeting is tonight.
The new Comrade. He's very promising.
Well that job's done. What's next now...?
Be glad when dinner break comes.
Read my book then, .... be nice to study all the time.
No! be like them, then. Ugh. Its better like this.
Haven't done bad in a couple of years though, eh!
A1l helps to push thingsforward, the new society, that is.
Hnm, dialectical isn't it.
Ah well! Roll on break time and a feast on history.

A. Dover.
15/11/67.

e i s o +JORRESPONDENCE ...

Dear Comrade, _

July-August 'Vanguard', ‘the letter entitled "Communiste in
Britain" really amazed me. The writer says "Communists in Britain-....
think that revolutionary change is, something that can be effected
within the superstructure of cdpitalism". Who does he mean by
Communists? Obviously the révisionists. John Gollan in "The Case for
Sotialism in'the 60s"™ szys "For socialism we need a socialist revolution®
and later, "We seek to get the transition to socidlism in the existing .
political conditions of Britain". Genuine Marxist-ILeninists on the other
hand, follow the teaching of Tenin in 'State and Revolution' that "the
preliminary condition for every real people's revolution is thg smashing,
the destruction of the ready-made State machinery". So the writer, who
says "I dearly want to see this system smashed" should apparently be on
the side of the Marxist-Ieninists. But what does he say? "I am of the
conclusion that non-participation with Communist groupings (from the
context he seems to mean both revisionist and Mgrxist-Lgninist), has
been correct and that for the overthrow of the system I must look
elsewhere". Elsewhere, from his further comments, seems & very strange
place. He discards the whole concept of the mass line stating that the
millions of wdrking people in the country will never fo;felt thelr-gobg,
their H.P. committments, the latest car model, the gimpicks of capitalist
sogiety, for participation in the proletariat-socialist ?evolutlon.....
they are in a state of euphoria". (And this after alleging that we are
"perhaps more ruthlessly exploited than ever were the Russians"i!!)

How can you have a "proletariat-socialist revolution" without a
proletariat?

Genuine Marxist-Leninists are not in the movement for the pleasure .
of leading or being led, but because they recognisé ?hat the basic
struggle in society is the class struggle and, in this struggle, they

__place thenmselves uprsservedly on the side of-fhe-yorking class and
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devote themselves to the struggle for that ultimate victory of the
working class - the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Can this be the case of scmeone who describes the workers as "more
noronic than mere animals"? Of course there is widespread apathy. For
many people this is a defence against the painful realisation that the
working class is coming under greater and greater pressure from the
eapiitalist class; and is in a situation from which there is no escape other
than the proletarian revolution. As Chairman Mao says YAll work done
for the masses must start from their needs and not from the desire of
any individuvual, however well intentioned. It often happens that
objectively the masses need a certain change, but subjectively they are
not yet conscious of the need, not yet willing or determined to make the
change. In such cases we should wait patientiy. We should not make the
change until, through our work, most of the masses have become conscious
of the need and are willing and determined to carry it out".

IT the writer really wishes to smash the system he should realise
tha® the only force capable of doing so is the working class of this
country, aided by and expressing its wishes through, a Marxist-Leninist
party.

As to the question of the formation of a party and the relationship
netween Marxism-Leninism and anti-revisionism, the meaning of anti-
revisicnism can only be fully understocd when revisionism is understood.
Revisionism is the betrayal of Marxist-Leninist principles, as a result
of crportunism and the influence of bourgecis and petty bourgeois
ideclogy. It is the belief that existing parliamentary systems can be
used by the working class to obtain power, that the main enemy of the
working class in this country is a small monopoly capitalist clique,
against which all other social classes can be united and that the ideal
scciety is as the Soviet system will be after the Libermenn "“economic
reforms", i.e. a society in which the managers receive huge "incentives"
and other bourgeois elements also benefit, at the expense of the workers,
in other words, the dictatorship of the bcurgeoisie.

True anti-revisionism must therefore mean the complete negation of
this bourgeois--collaborationist line, that is,; the continued acceptance
of the basic principles of Marxism-Leninism. Thus criticism of some cf
the features of revisioniem, without a total committment to Marxism-
Leniniem, is not anti-revisionism, merely a half way stage, from which
preople must eventually move, either tc revisionism or to Marxism-
Leninism. True anti-revisionism is therefore acceptance of the basic
principlesof Merxism-Leninism. These must be the basis of Marxist-
TLeninist unity (or genuine anti-revisionist unity - the two are the
same), not merely common oprosition to the C.P.G.B. line cn some issues.

How can it be judged whether or not individuals or groups do accept
these basic principles? To demand agreement with a particular wording
of a statement of these principles is clearly not sufficient. After all,
the basic split in 1903 between Bolsheviks and Mensheviks, between
revolution and betrayal, came on the minute difference in wording between
twe fcerms of a resolution concerning membership of the Russian-Social
Democratic Labour Party. The Leninist wording demanded active
participation in a party orgs isation., the Mensheviks only wanted
"regular personal co-operation under the guidance of one of its
nrganisations".

So not only formal acceptance of certain stated principles is
reqr ired, but acceptance of the attitude behind those principles, and
this will be largely judged on the basis of actions taken in the struggle
for unity and the building of a party orgamissation.

The basic principles which must be adhered to are the necessity for
establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat, the necessity
democratic centralism in the party and the reccgnition that although
varlismentary system has uses in the field of propaganda, it cannot

a means of transferring state power from the hands of the capitalists
¢ those of the working class. The history of the neo-revisionists in
cnesia and in Kerala illustrates the need for this recognition.
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Yours fraternally,
John Ritson



e e

8

THE BOURGEOIS CONCEPT OF PARTIES AND THE CORRECT ONE-~~

The cause that gives rise to this article is the sudden-spate of

.. bourgeois-analysis~that has appeared in the capitalist press on the

Russian Revolution of Oct! 1917.

As dangerous as it is comical, their pious condemnation of the one
party system of Socialism_needs a better comparison than they are
capable of giving. Such are the "democratic rights".of the Proletariat
of this country, these views could only be published in a Marxist-
Leninist journal. The bourgeois press would, because this serves to
enlighten the proletarigt, be inclined to relegate theze views to the
gus=toin. The biggest display of this nonsense was refiected in the
business section of the 'Times', Nov. 6 1967.The day s=fter the 'serious
Sunday Papers' had had their f£ill. All the bourgeois intellectuals
(of severe limited understanding) were summoned %o misrepresent history
and the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. (Careful .ncte should be made
though of their praise for the revisionists (You doa't insult those
that are working in your interests, do you?) 3

The one party system, The Dictasorship of the 2roletariat, which
represents about ninety five per cent of the populajion 1s presented as
being undemocratic because it leaves no other choica.

£ the interests of the great ma ority are served via this process,
what other choics do they need? The shoice of that small minority the
bourgeoisie whickh is diametrically oppased to that of the proletariat,
to the mentality of the bourgeois experss constitutes democracy.

"Buti" they cry "Haven't you got the Iabour Party snd all the other
left wing parties sSo vote for on your benalfon ‘ '

Quite apart from the bankruptey of tie bourgeois apraratus of -
Parliament, we would like to point to the sssence of the parliamentary T
parties. All this has been proven time and time again in practice and
written about just as much. We have today n Parliament a:z Prime
Minister, the ex-"left-winger" Wilson, surromded by his clique, all
aspiring to the same dizzy heights, breaking Sneir necks ir trying to
solve the inherent contradictions of capitalism. In Stepney a poster
stuck .on the wall of the local Conservative Parsy office proclaims "Ten
yeers of wasted Socialism". In the "“Times" of Yov.Sth 1967, under the
title "increase in productivity", the Earl of Lorgford, Lord Privy Seal,
said latest forecasts of private investment for 1968 were excouraging.
1t seemed that not only was investment likely to ne higher -n 1968 than
in 1967, but within manufacturing the increase would be for most part
concentrated on the capitel assets most vital to competitiveaess~-plant
and machinery". ' :

"It was true that the steps that the Government =ook last year to
cope witk the balance of payments problems led %o a sharp slackening in
demand fcor labour which proceeded faster than past experiences would have
suggestied. A major reason for the shake-out of labour szeemed to be a
reappraisal by the employers of their labour requirement:z."

“"Tn other words, employers had decided to retain fewer employees to
producs the same amount of output. This meant there had been &
considsrable increase in productivity in manufacturing industry". Now
typicaZ of all those that are idling about in Parliament and st
blowinz, they have no worry over jobs. (Except of course, thoss that are
busy c.imbing up the backs of the working class in order to lard
themse.ves cushy numbers) i.e. Ernest Bevin. From Dockland to Gerlton
House "errace. Only one of many. All we have to do is study tae
background of any of these leading lights. See where they started and are
going or finished. To survey the whole scene of Parliamentary pricedure
end practice, you will see that you only vote for a different lajel but
capizalism all the time. Something like the wily landlady who, vren
seeing the disgruntled look on the face of her guest when eating »read
and market produced marmalade, offers her own make which turns ous to
be vorse in taste. All in all, can anybody admit to a different society
viz Parliament? Who but a capitalist would call the present system of
society socialist? Who can point to any part of the world at any time in
history or the present and say "there is Socialism gained by the ™~ . _
Perliamentary-system? - Not .even _the-good Tord-himself.

A. Cross.
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THE PEVISIONISTS OF THE C.P.G.B. UNFURL THE WHITE FLAG
OF SURRENDER AND COUNTER-REVOLULLONARY BETRAYAT FOR ALL TO SEE

On the 27th April the E.C. of the C.P.G.B. issued a statement
which it entitled "Questions of Ideology and Culture", in which it
enunciated its views on art, religion, science and politics.

What this statement amounts to is a complete renunciation of the
philosophical basis of Marxism-~Leninism. Behind a screen of petit-
bourgeois platitudes revisionist ideology is shamelessly paraded, and
revolutionary viewpoints rendered meaningless from a scientific, class .
approach. This statement is ineffect an application for the revisionist
¢.P.G.B. to be admitted to the Establishment "club", as a respectable,
non-revolutionary, "democratic" party. This statement has publicly
announced that British monopoly capitalism has nothing to fear from
King Street. Through this statement the revisionist leaders of the
¢.P,G.B. have renounced the right to use the honourable name of
Communisdt.

Wowhere in the statement is the word"Marxist-Leninisi! used. Of
course there is nothing wrong for genuine revolutionaries to use the
name Marxist, but the revisionists now use the word to cut themselves
2drift from the revolutionary teachings of Marxism, as developed each
in their time by Lenin, Stalin and Mao, to meet the changing
revolutionary conditions. In this way the revisionists jettison the
revolutionary content of Marxism-ILeninism, and reduce "Marxism" %o an
academic philosophy, as they say "based" on science. Marxism, as
developed by Marx's inheritors, is a complete science ---- the science
of revolution. The revisionists all the way through the statement
refer to themselves as "Marxists", but Lenin said, "Only he 1is &
Marxist who extends recognition of the class struggle to recognition
of the dictatorship of the proletariat". By this test the leadership
of the C.P.G.B. are not Marxists as we shall see.

It (the statement) speaks of "man on the threshold of a new
society", as if "man" were an abstract, and not a class creature
divided into two irreconcilable classes, engaged in the present
historical era in a great life and death struggle in which the dominant
aspect of the contradiction is the rising revolutionary consciousness
of the people in one continent after another fighting for national and
social liberation, an era which Mao has characterised as '"the defeat
of imperialism and the victory of socialism on a world scale”.

Even the use of Wilsonian pragmatism is not shunned in creating
the impression that the "new problems" which "Marxism" must face is a
matter of making the best use of science and technology, even
mentioning the restrictions imposed by monopoly capitalism the effects
of which Wilson himself is trying to undo for the better benefit of
other sections of capitalism. Socialism to the revisionists is
reduced virtually to a matter of opinion, and not of scientific
principle, to a system that can solve problems better than the Tories
can; but it is not a matter of "solving problems" but of overthrowing
the capitalist system in order to solve them.

Marxism-Leninism teaches that in the struggle for socialism, which
is primarily a question of class power, the working class must take
the leading role, for it is the most revolutionary class in the
struggle against capitalism, and that it must ally itself with other
proletarian strata, and win over or neutralise sections of the petit-
bourgeoisie. This was the case in Russia when the poor peasaniry were
the allies of the working class in the Octcber revolution. In China,
a broad anti-imperialist front united to defeat imperialism, feudalism
and the anti-national section of the capitalist class. China's
national and social liberation was a revolution contributed to by
different social strata, and as long as the economic base existed for
them these classes could be mobilised to unite the people to continue
the struggle for socialism. The existence of democratic parties, side
by side with the party of the working class Mao referred to "long
term co-existence and mutual supervision®; but the main influence was
the. Commwnist Party of China, a revalutionary Marxist-Leninist party.
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Britain is a highly developed independent capitalist country.

The working class is the main force to be mobilised to overthrow the
capitalist system, with potential allies emong the lower petit-
bourgeoisie. However, the ¢,P.G.B. envisages the advance to Socialisn
in Britain as the work, not of a single party, but of a "hroad froni',
wich it defines as “"communist, socialists of the Labour Party (?) and
labour movement, and industrial, professional workers and
intellectuals." Socialism through a "“broad front", with people from a
party and movement which has traditionally been dominated by the right
wing, still continuing with the fallacy that there is a uleft wing"
which is socialist, the left wing that Wilson omnce belonged to, and to
which fubture right wingers belong to now. It is through this idea of
a vroad front that the revisionists destroy the revolutionary content

of Marxism. This has nothing to do with allies, tactics, unity or
leadership. It is the disguise under which revisionis®t faliacies are

peddled, and the leadersihip of the working class submerged in social-
democratic policies. This is not a new idea. It has slways been in
+he forefront of C.P.G.B. calculations, and even emerged as an
epplication for affiliation to the Labour Party during World War IT,
when the party was most acceptable. Herbert Morrison put an end to
that dream, much as de Gaulle ended Britain's hope of joining the
Common Market in 1963. But what need has the British ruling class of
such derelicts as the Dutts, Campbells and Gollans, when they have
Wilson. This revisionist broad front has nothing in common with Mao's
"long term co-existence", which is fully in line with Lenin's idea of
a special alliance of classes, because whereas Mao and Lenin are
Marxists-Leninists; the revisionists are so-called "Marxists" who deny
the dictatorship of the proletariat, which is only possible through
revolution.

A big plank in this revisionist betrayal is the proposal for
ndiscussions" between "Marxists'" and Christians. Are the "Marxists"
to convert the Christians, or vice versa? Remembering what Marx said
abcut religion being the opium of the people, and since Marxist-
Leninists correctly appraise religion as one form of ruling class
ideology imposed on the people, what can there be in common between
genuine revolutionaries and Christians as such, except as workers?
Merxist-TLeninists believe that "to rebel is justified", whils®
Christians preach submission to class exploitation. Discussions on
other than a class basis is a concession to a pernicious ideology,
and a retreat before metaphysics. This liberalism towards religion
is an integral pert of revisionism. Such discussions are not for the
purpose of countering metaphysics, but to f£ind what common ground
cxists between psuedo-Marxists and Christians as part of the
revisionists plan to break into respectable politics, by repudiating
revolution.

Revisionism does exactly this in that part of the statement which
says, "We believe that the possibility now exists of achieving
sccialism through our traditional democratic institutions, including
parliament, by struggle, but without armed conflict and civil war".
In other words the fallacy of "peaceful transition expounded by
Kruschev and his disciples, which has the aim of corroding the
revolutionary spirit of those struggling for social and liberation.
The statement of the C.P.G.B. is completely contrary to all historical
experience. Even the history of bourgeois revolutions deny this.

But the revisionists of the C.P.G.B. try to ring the changes by
pretending that there is a "British road to socialism", the road of
2lass peace, and that democracy is majority rule, that if the workers
wanted to end the capitalist system in Britain, and voted accordingly,
the British ruling class would stand by the result. "Traditional"
democratic institutions would ensure that. But the fallacy in this
argument is not the obvious one, but that to lead the workers to that
outlook requires leading them in revolutionary struggle against the
capitalist system, of which "traditional" institutions are a part and
armed struggle is the culmination. If struggle against capitalism is
real, and not sham, the revisionists do not explain how this struggle
can be stopped short. of armed struggle when it reaches a certain
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stage. It is their theory of "peaceful transitioa" which brands the
revigionist C.P.G.B. as a social democratic party, anc therefore
anti-Marxists. '

In a speech to the First International in Moscow on the 4th
March, 1919, Lenin, whom the C.P.G.B. have now repudiated iIn practice,
s2id, "History teaches that not a single oppressed class ever came 1o
vower, or was able to come to power, without going through a period
of dictatorship, i.e. without winning political power and using force
to put down the most desperate and most frantic resistance, and
resistance which stcps at no crime and to which the exploiters have
always resorted." Mao Tse Tung has alsc said, "Everything reactionary
is the same; if you don't hit it, it won't fall." NMost will accept
the words of Lenin and Mao, because they are founded on experience, 1in
preference to the nonentities in the leadership of the C.P.G.B.
Fcllowing the revisionist line of Moscow ig not something new for the
C.P.G.B. On the 24th Maxch, 1956, in the "Daily Worker'", Harry
Poliitt wrote, after the 20th Congress of the C.P.S.U. when Krushchov
made his attack on Stalin, "More and more Stalin based himself on the
thecry of the intensification of the class struggle within the
socialist state, even after ihe complete victory over the capitalists
and landlords had been established. To accept this thecry as a guide
was bound to lead to an atmosphere of distrust and suspicion, and an
exaggerated role being assigned to the security service which placed
them above the Soviet Govt., and the Party". One look at the Sovies
Unicn today under the conditions of the restoration of the system of
commodity production proves that Stalin was right, that his policy
was correct, and supported Lenin's views and theories. The great
prolatarian cultural revolution in Chira, under the guidance of M=o,
wno has developed Marxism-Leninism to its highest level in the present
era, has smashed Pollitt's fallacies to smithereens. Mac writes in
"Correct Handling of Contradictions Among the People', that "The class
struggle is by no means over. The class struggle between the
proletariat and the bourgeoisie, the class struggle between the
different political forces, and the class struggle in the ideological
field between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie, will continue to be
long and tertuous, and at times will become very acute.® All the
great revolutionary leaders agree that socialism can only be achieved,
established and consolidated through revolution, yet the revisionists
deny this historical truth, which make their fraudulence the more
transparent, since the world has had twenty years of modern
revisionism, first denounced by Stalin in 1948, and later more fully
exposed by the Communist Party of China and the Albanian Party of
Labour.

Much is said in the statement of "free discussion® and "freedom
of the Press". This comes oddly from a party which is expelling
meuwbers from its ranks for holding to the Marxist-Leninist viewpoint
of classes and the class struggle, supporting revolutionary China,
and opposing the counter-revolutionary behaviour of the revigionists
of the Soviet Union. Not being atle to defeat their opponents
ideologically by inner party struggle the revisionists of the C.P.G.B.
have to resort to expulsions.

As for Press freedom, this is utter hypocrisy coming from a party
whose organ, the '"Morning Star", suppresses any criticism of the
Soviet Union on grounds of revisionism, and of any viewpoint favourable
to revolutionary China. The pages of this degenerate revisionist "ragh"
are only open to those who vilify revolutionary China and Mao Tse Tung,
and prettify revisionism in the %.S.S.R. and Bastern Europe. The '
C.P.G.B. is using the terms "free discussions" and "freedom of the
Press! in a bourgeois way for the purpose of hawking revisionism, and
deceiving its misguided supporters and any who will believe it. Mao

s describsd revisionism as "one form of bourgeois ideology™, and the
C.P.G.B. statement is stuffed with this poison from beginning to end

hind a false label of "Marxism", which it uses as a trading sign %o
try to avoid political bankruptcy. This poison of bourgeois ideology
emanates from the class composition of the cultural committee which
produced this statement. This committee is overwhelmingly composed of
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petit~-bourgeocis intellectuals. Working class revisicnists are
Snfected with an ideology alien to their class interests, but without
Merzist-Leninist leadership intellectuals naturally gravitate towards
vetit-vourgeois ideology, wnich is expressed in the working class
movement as opportunism and revisionism. The statement reflects this
slass influence of the petit-bourgeois intellectual, and it is this
alien influence which is uppermost in the leadership of the C.P.G.B.
Hence its revisionism.

In speaking of democracy the C.P. statement suggests a tyider
democracy, and refers to it as if it were a state of Arcadian bliss
in which everyone participates only for the asking. The class content
of democracy is not approached. Democracy, like any other phenomenon
of class society is a class conception. Democracy is a disguise for
vourgeois dictatorship under the capitalist system., It is the sunm
total of the rights, freedoms and liberties which the working class
have been able to win for itself in class struggle against the
capiitalist ciass, represented by the capitalist state machine. It is
not capitalisnm, the capitalist class or the capitalis®t state machine
which creates, or has created, democracy, but the working class over a
period of struggle. Were it not for the working class there would be
no democracy, for the capitalist class would exercise absolute
dictatorship in open form as under fascism. For example, when workers
in Britain formed trade unions in the early 19th Century, the
bourgeoisie reacted by passing the Combination Act of 1824. Only
working class struggle eventually won the right to organise.

Democracy is a limitation on bourgeols dictatorship in varying degree,
which gives the working class greater scope for its struggles. This
state of limited freedoms for the workers is always under attack by

the capitalist state machine whenever the workers use the rights they
have won, as is evidenced by the anti-trade union legislation of the
Labour Government, and the way the police are used increasingly against
demonstrators.

Yet the C.P.G.B. is creating the idea that it is only a matter of
twider" democracy that is at stake, 1ike letting out the seams of a
coat. The statement says that "monopoly capitalism is attacking the
achievements of democracy." Yet in the preceding paragraph of the
statement it is asserted that,"..... the possibility now exists for
achieving socialism through our traditional democratic institutions".
H0ur traditional institutions" are capitalist institutions, designed
to serve the perpetuation of the capitalist system. This is anti-
Marxist-Leninist, because socialism can only be achieved by smashing
the state machine of the capitalist class. 1f democracy is under
tyvigorous attack" it is by the forces of suppression of the capltal}st
state machine. The statement refers to "monopoly capitalism" in this
respect to hide the repressive character of the capitalist state
machine in order to serve its purpose of "peaceful transition". Ug@gr
uoh conditions how can the possibility exist for "peaceful transition”,
now or at any other time. When mentioning the "yigorous attack" on
democracy the term "monopoly capitalism" is also used to hide the
guilt of the Labour Government, for it, and the Labour Party as a
whole, is just as much an instrument of monopoly capitalism as is the
Tory Party. The fact that it depends on working class votes is not
the deciding factor, for so does the Tory party.

An oblique attack on dialectical materialism is also made in t@e
statement through a reference 1o Lysenko, a Marxist-Leninist biologist
in the time of Stalin, which says, "... to determine as foregone
conclusions theories which could not be established as a result of
research, debate and experiment, as in the case of Lysenko, the result
hes been extremely harmful." The reader gets the impression.that
TLysenko's scientific conclusions, whose philosophical basis 1s )
Marxism-Leninism, had been groundless and hesty. In fact at the time
they were published there was wide discussion around them. The
revisionists are treating Lysenko the same way as they treated Stalin,
because both were dialectical materialists, i.e. Marxist-Leninists.

On art and culture the statement says, "We do not think that
under socialism, painving, sculpture, literature and music must comply
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with a single standard, congenial to0 all, or be immediately
comprehensible without effort and study." This is & disguised
bourgeois, classless view of art and culture. It is & revisionist
plea for "artd for arts sake", nfreedom" in art, as an attack on art
as a means of developing revolutionary social conscienceness. This
sttack on proletarian art is put in words soO absurd that neveryone"
must agree with the conclusion, and thus endorse revisionism in art
and culture.

Marxist-Leninists know that culture cannot stand above classes
and expresses the jdeological interests of the ruling class in power
under given.social systems and historical periods. ATt, literature
and culture express definite class politics. The ngingle standard"
referred to in the statement 1s an invention by the revisionists for
the purpose of. attacking by implication proletarian art, creating the
false impression that art which represents the interests of the
working class is of single standard, but that bourgeois inspired art,
with its abstractionist, surrealist, and ideallism in general gives
greater "freedom" to the srtist. This is the petit-bourgeOis
individualism which is the basis of revisionism, and in art disguises
itself as "neutral" behind a facade of over-emphasis on form. We are
+0ld that "Marxist® historians have made contributions TO the study
of the history of culture, of its relations to society and struggle
- of - classes, "but much difficult and exciting work lies ahead". This
is utterly meaningless and will win the approval of the cosmopalitans
in . Hampstead and Montmartre. Mao's quotation, nLetting-a hundred
£iowers blossom" means clearing the ground of poisonous weeds. The
¢.P.G.B. attitude to art stifles proletarian art.

But if the C.P.G.B. claims not %o pelieve in laying down & "line"
in art, it is for the purpose of hiding the line it has, because the
line it really stands for is the bourgeois revisionist line. But
Mao Tse Tung., as a Marxist-Leninist has a line, and which he has
openly declared. 1In npglks at the Yenan Forum on Literature and ATt",
Mao says "The first problem igy literature and art for whom?" This
is a key question which the revisionists in the ¢c.P.G.B. cannot ask,
because it is a class question. Mao g0€S on "This question was solved
long ago by Marxists, especially Lenin. As far back as 1905, Lenin
pointed out emphatically that our literature and art should "serve +..
fhe millions and tens of millions of working people."

As in the rest of the statement those who composed it deny in
one line what they avowed in the preceding one. So we read, "We
welcome artists ... Who 1end their talents to the struggle for peace,
freedom and socialism". Then, nBut the Communis?t party does not see
its task as being to direct what is written, painted or composed". Is
not this a "line"? This is both a distortion and a denial of the role
of a real Communist Party. Revolutionary artists and writers must
understand Marxism-Leninism if their work is To express the 1life of
cocialist reality, meet the cultural needs of the working people in
the highest possible artistic form, and be an ideological factor in
bringing the subjective and the objective closer together under the
qonditions of the dictatorship of the proletariat. To reject a n}inet
is to accept social democratic spontaneity.

By referring themselves 10 the workers as nMarxists!, and nov
Marxist-Leninists, the C.P.G.B. leaders are not only unwittingly
recognising the line of demarcation which exists between themselves
and anti-revisionists, who are the true Marxists since they gtand by
the development of the revolutionary teachings of Marx by both Lenin
and Mao, but by dropping the name of Lenin the revisionists are trying
to expunge the revolutionary content of Marx's teachings, and give it
the petit-bourgeois attraction of being an scademic "science" only,
which can be discussed with complete safety without its devotees
incurring the "stigma"' of being revolutionaries.

The C.P.G.B. statement on "Ideology and Culture" is no¥ written
for a future socialist Britain, for socialism cannot be achieved with-
out a revolutionary Party, and without revolutionary theory there can

be no revolutionar artv. Its purpose is to agsure the bourgeoisie
be_no revolutionary pafty. 2i2:fed s vestige of e xiom-Leninism on

anything in its policies.
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Just as Gollan said on his'return from the recent meeting of
urcpean revisionist parties in Czéchoslovskia about the statement
issued afterwards, "There is something in it for everybedy", the
seme can be said for the C.P.G.B. stafement, excépt that there is
nothing in it, or the Xarlovy Vary statemert, for Marxist-Leninists
and the working class. R ' ’
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ANTT REVISIONISTS AND MARXTIST-LENINISTS

There is much confusicn in the writings of some Marxist-Leninists
as tc the distinction between Marxist-Leninists and Antd-Revisionists
fin Britain. : A R

We often read and hear references to "Anti-Revisionist" and
'"Marx1st—Len1n¢st" movements, organizatians and individuals, witaout
eny explanation cf the real diffevences involved, for apparently it has
not been grasped and thereby remains cbscure for many Communists.

- ‘¢Le common factor in these two. definitions (for tuey are two
digtinctly different phenomers) is; the nesd fer a revolutionary party.

The next step is of course, to reveal the particular differences
inkerent in each of these manifestations of class struggle. This must
be done frum the historical materialist standpoint, as one is necessarily
related to and born of the othexr.

P F§*Su we take Anti-Revisionism and its’ development as the highest

orm: ol workirg class struggle in its oppeosition and efforts tos defeat”
revisioniecm in the then workers party (U.B.G5.R) and its emergence- and
developrent inside that party..

The law of contradiction teaches us +he identity and difference in
O?P031EES- Here we had one aspect which knew of the necessity of
?iol?T overthrow of the State struggling with the other aspect, with
its 1laeas of peaceful evolution. This sTruggle was waged in, around -
and for control of the party. Even thoush some of these Anti-
Revisionists had been expelled and carried on 2 strucgle from outside.
Their fight was centred on and for that yarty. o

It must be stated that this struggle was cne up to this
oint and naturally they refsrred to themsslves as Marxist-Leninicts.
: This was quite 2 le?_uﬁ*aﬁe claim for the Antl—P vigionist faction
both inside and outside ti rty. Thus far we have the identity of the
?ﬁif ﬂlgﬂeSt form of Marxzi ninism as being the 'Anti-Revisionist
aovement'! . which laid in t ‘ ¢ld order, whose ideas briefly
lvf:d :i.t Trancldrllr‘e T & 'V‘e'vﬁluti-\na-r-y pwr'by

,, Bub, here again as w Lnlo novenent was not a single
united entity. There was struggling with the old form.

A_r°15+ uaﬂ been arxlut—ieninists reelised thse
poessibility of 014 party. 4 division was
ppearing that culminai which was manifest in the
5 Conference when the o ~Leninists openly called for a
1ly, through 1“h oufd”“lv, raised the level.

W party =nd ere;‘ztua t
Il .. o .
Harxism-ieninism in Britain to a edvarcing 1t to its
ke compliletely with the

ghest form yet. At the sane timc £ o)
o +t (9] - 6] T |
riga 3rTy so t00 they left behind the do ts who could not grasp the
ced for s revelutionary break and sould eaa just their ideas or
1le 1d stubbernly persisting
-+
U

corract mistakes. Ignorln: cojective
they slid h'ir inevitabls defeat and

1”11-1 t}iejr bubtjﬂﬂ‘tﬁ"“gf 1\4.8"‘?"‘,
21 (13 i 1. - 5
TAbserAer_. oblivion, just as the after-bi rta, reluctant to leave but
Ji$3P391 in the womb of t'e parent, soon also to be discarded z2s &
Ietter by the child. In this proeess they forfeited all title to
ninism moved on, but historically
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speaking, the iderntity they still retain is that of 'Anti-Revisionists'.
Iafflﬁff%erfﬁffho;;sg has been a historical stage in the aeyc;opmert of
1 L Britain and from it we learn much. Anti-
revigionists tQﬁrc are stilli. OJome are comrades cbjectively treading
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So we can see how this new entity was born. The identity and aims
of which are for a NEW revolutionary party and accordingly, those
Communists who right up to the present moment call openly for such a
party can legitimately lay claim to being Marxist-Leninists.

But, watch closely, other changes have since taken place with more
to come; new divisions have appeared. Marxism-Leninism will yet again
rise to a higher form in Britain leaving behind those who really have
nothing in common with Marxism-Leninism.

In conclusion it should be recognised that:

A, The correct definition of an Anti-Revisionist is clearly a

'Transformist', as one who has not yet broken with the old form

of struggle or old perty.

B. Tt should be defined that a Marxist-Leninist is one who is engaged
in a movement of the highest development of class consciousness.

As being a Communist who is calling at this moment for a NEW

revolutionary party, based on the recognition of the need for the

forcible overthrow of the State by the working class and 1Ts
allies led by such a party of the working class.

Editors.

prepared August 1967.

(It is regretted the late appearance of the
sbove has been due to production difficulties).

A FUNDAMENTAL QUESTION FOR THE MARXIST

A study of the history of human thought reveals that man can only
correctly posit what is absolute in things. That which he cognises
as being definitely so in any phenomena at a given moment. Since all
things in nature are continually undergoing change, SO must men's
definitions change accordingly, for we see things that were once
definitely so hecome not sc. In fact the definite does not remain so
indefinitely. The definite is also indefinite.

The abcve relates to man's notions which reflect the real world.
His language consists of a history of definitions, a history of his
notions of the real world. Fach definition is an approximately correct
reflection of phenomena at a given moment, reflecting the absolute
content of things. Things that are absolutely so. But, being Marxists
and recognising change in all things, how do we define that which is
absolute yet is not? TFor we can see that this absolute is in itself
relative.

Marxism long ago resolved this question inherent in all things.
The Marxist definition is there is an 'Absolute within the Relative'.
History proves this concept to be a correct reflection of the nature
of things. TFor example, the Capitalist nature of society is the form
of society at the moment because of its dominance, which gives rise to
the appearance of society as a whole as being Capitalist. No need to
be rvemainded of the Socialist part of society and its not being
Capitalist, also that there can never be an ngbhsolute" absolute, (that
is an absolute in the mechanical materialist sense). For we recognise
change in all things, thus we recognise the relativity of all things
also.

History has shown us the one sided subjectivist ideas on the
relativity of things, namely Relativism, that all things are relative
and exclude the absoclute. On the other hand the absolute of metaphysics,
which excludes the relative, are manifestations of philosophical
idealism which have interpreted both instability and stability in
nature as a2 one sided basis for a doctrine. Though many may scoff at
idealism it does nevertheless have its roots in objective reality.
This is where the danger lies for any Marxist who does not clearly
understand the Marxist conception of the absolute and the relative. For
he is always prone to falling into either of, or shades of, these omne-
gided moles of Thouz-i. Somsz ~ay even be observed 1o vacillate from
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It is only after fully understanding the Marxist definition of the
apbsointe within the relative that we can begin to appreciate that
2ssential change comes from within things. From struggle within all
things. A quantative struggle that leads to sudden qualitative change.
Eissential change which will change appearance also, though the appearance
lags behind real content and is always in contradiction with it. This
lag corresponds in society to the difference between the economic base
and the superstructure, or in human thought between being and thinking.
Mans ideas arise out of his being, also the superstructure rises out of
the economic base in order to satisfy its requirements. .

Since society is class society the changes are class changes and
classes all differ only in their relation to the means of production.
But only one class at a given moment controls the means of production.
.This class and its mode of production dominates and gives rise to the
form of society, the absoclute form. But, the mode of production further
develops and brings into being new classes, with new ideas to change the
old superstructure to conform to the new emerging mode of production
and so struggle to change the form of society to overthrow the old
%bSolute with its class laws. To establish a new absolute and its class
laws.

- Now some will say that any Marxist-Leninist knows this already. But
the point to be made here is this. Marx revealed in 'Capital' the
absolute within the present relative form of society and revealed the
struggle of opposites and all the subsequent, interdependent ‘
contradictions in this form. Both Mao-tse-tung in 'On Contradiction'
and Lenin in 'On the question of dialectics!' (V.38) point out that this
exposition was the method by which Marx treated a particular contradic-
tion. Marxists should endeavour to master this method and examine all
contradictions in this way. Whether it be a complex process such as
Caplitalist society or lesser ones as for example the Marxist-Leninist
mevement -in Britain.

NEW FORM

Tre emergence of the new form of workers movement which arose out
of reaction to the old form (C.P.G.B) culminating in a revolutionary
break and call for a new form, (New party), established itself with a
qualitative difference. Its identity was Marxist-Leninist. This was
absolute., But immediately there were two lines, two roads to the new
rarty. To rebuild anew or transform the old. History again shows us
which aspect was objective and which subjective, which in fact achieved
dominance and now gives rise to the appearance of the particular form of
Marxism-Leninism at the moment.

Now this working class organisation (C.D.R.C.U) which was
established in 1963 out of the Anti-Revisionist movement. From the
Marxist point of view it was to be expected that though this was the
highest form yet reached by the class conscious workers of Britain, was
this the apex of class leadership? The answer is of course "No", for
development goes on towards a higher form. This present form would not
remain so indefinitely.

As Marxists we must look for the development leading to change from
within things as we have said, from a struggle of opposites. Since 1963
the class struggles took place between the developing proletarian
ideology and practice and bourjeous ideology and practice. A higher
stage of proletariat leadership was engaged each time with a higher
¥tage of bourjeous reaction, a higher degree of class struggle took
rlace. This was a process by which the differences within the new
workers organisation were manifested and resulted in splits to which the
severzal aspects of the Marxist-Leninist movement owe their existence.,
Their common identity is the same but their particularity is different
aad exclusive. '

The group of leaders within this committee (C.D.R.C.U) of the
prolctariat, has continually purged itself of bourjeous ideology and
practice, and with each purge it has enriched itself. But the struggle
20oes on with these aspects still, for one of them is necessarily
dominant and is holding back progress, obstructing genuine unity. We
st continue the struggle with it, for it has our identity also, for

By T STt O e Dgpede) 2w s teausg Bt of $his contradiction,



donstitutes the present form of Marxidm-Iéninism in Britain téday. Out
of this form will come the new form of leadership. The aspect that puts
forward the objective proletarian demands around which it will be
nossible to form proletarian unity.

Those who have been unable to accept the change to higher forms of
leadership, those who cling to the old form of ideology, are left to
stagnate with ideas around which there could not possibly be any
nroletarian unity.

A4 point was again reached where a revolutionary break had to be
made. This time in September 1966 C.D.R.C.U issued 1ts statement clearly
distinguishing itself from these bourgeois elements of the movement.

Who not accepting change not attempting to remould their non-proletarian
ideas are unable to correct their mistakes. So we take up the challenge
and dare to struggle against that which is dominant, struggle to change
the form %o a higher one. C.D.R.C.U has as its weapon a gqualitively
higher class consciousness than these petty bourgeois adherents to
Marxism-Teninism. A new cowitent based on dialectical and historical
materialism, a content that will transform the old petty bourgeois base
of Marxism-Leninism in Britain, which even now is absolute. Into a

real revolutionary base of struggle for objective change from within.
Not to struggle to patch up that which is breaking down. But begin to
build the new on a firm basis in order to break down the old decadent
unity. Demand a higher form of leadership.

NATURE OF STRUGGLE

It must be pointed out that clearly the nature of class struggle
for us at the present time is predominantly ideological, though of
course we know this will not always be so. TFor it is essentially a
question of class leadership, hence the necessary call for a new party.
This will continue to be so until the most advanced class conscious
workers firmly establish themselves as leaders by practical
demonstrations of putting forward correct theory and proving its ability
0 resolve the class question at each stage of development, which in our
case at the moment is the question of a new party. The way forward to
unity. A fine example of this was the C.D.R.C.U policy openly calling
for a new party in 1963 against all opposition. This was correct class
leadership which has been borne out by objective developments. This
also bears out the fact that leadership must be established first in
any development in society. The correct plan of action must first be
put forward. This applies for us no less today, for within the Marxist-
Leninist movement exists the leadership to carry the development of the
Marxist-Leninist movement in Britain a revolutionary leap, to a higher
form of unity. Marxist-Leninists must not be fooled by the absolute
appearance but look for the new objective aspect that is not necessarily
dominant for this is a question of quality and quantity. Leadership
consists of the highest qualitative development in a given thing at a
given moment. For us this leadership is to be found right here in the
ranks of the most class conscious workers in Britain. It is now up to
211 honest Marxist-Leninists to examine the particular aspects of the
Marxist-Leninist movement in their relations to the question of a new
party. It is here that you will identify the dominant aspect and the
secondary aspects, also which of these is the objective one that is
emerging with a higher qualitative difference.

The Marxist-Leninist movement as is shown here 1s not an absolute
unchanging thing but is an absolute that is relative to the moment, and
is subject to change. Without leadership there can be no change. The
need for change will, however, bring forward leaders.

Together with the ultimate concept of the tabsolute within the
relative' there is a correct reflection of the ultimate law of nature,
'Contradiction', the law of change. The Marxist definition of the
absolute within the relative is the cognition of change, movement in
things and therefore identifies thinking with being.

Mao-tse—-tung in 'On Contradiction' further explains this process
of change from within things and the struggle of opposites brought
about by external conditions. Also in 'On Practice' (the Marxist theory
of knowledge) he directs us to observe the general appearance of a thing
and then to proceed to the particular aspects returning again to the

oyl Purther that the nature of a thing is determined by its




Al

it is the contradictions within the anti-revisionist movement which
aas produced a Marxist-Leninist body, which is the dominant aspect

of the contradiction within that movement, and will ultimately be the
dominant aspect of the contradiction with revisionism, and beyond

that with capitalism. The fulfilment of this role demands the
formation of a Marxist-Leninist Party. A Marxist-Leninist Party can
only be formed by Marxist-Leninists, and not merely anti-revisionists.
There can be no such political entity as an anti-revisionist party, as
the I.C.0. trotskyists claim.

To form a Party demands theoretical, ideological, politieal and
organisation unity, and these can only be achieved through a
process of struggle and patient preparation. It is no use trying to
stake a claim first to the title of 'Marxist-Leninist' in order to
beat others to the 'gun', to forestall a spurious outfit from usurping
the name 'Marxist', rushing tc wi n foreign recognition on the basis
of foreign language bulletins, dinner parties to foreign delegations
or wreath laying at Highgate Cemetery. This is mere adventurism, and
the chicanery of rareerists. Nor is false claim made in transitory
disguise, and hurrying people -along to unconvinced acceptance of
incorrectly formulated and tendentious theories a substitute for
correct Marxist-Leninist leadership.

Mao says 'take a whiff at everything', and after much
investigation, analyses and experience within the anti-revisionist
movement, I have finally decided that the 'Committee for the Defeat
of Revisioniem and Communist Unity' is the only Marxist-Leninist body
in Britain. It iIs unnecessary to use the word 'genuine' where
Marxism-Leninism is concerned, because the shams and the spurious
expose themselves in due time, and those who insist on its use do so
to cloak their make-believe, and impose acceptance on others through
the conformity of intimidation, or desire to associate with what is
'genuine'.

- It is because 0.D.R.C.U. as a body has seen the need to study and
understand materislisft-dialectics in its highest philosophical forms
that it has been able to make correct Marxist-Leninist formulations
on thecretical guesticns, at the same time recognising its own
limitations through the need to learn from others who have something
to contribute from their own experience, and thus enrish its own.

It has been able to deal correctly with contradictions between 'the
people' on the one hand, and 'enemy' on the cther. In other words,
1t has not made 'enemies' of those who have disagreed with it, except
those who are clearly anti-Marxist-Leninist by their actions. What is
more, it has put rsvolutionary principle first - and that is the

- guarantee of nonesty - a rare quality in some quarters. Without it
there cannot te sither a correct policy or confidence among comrades.
Finglly, what is a correct policy? One which advances the

interests of the working class. Like all simple truisms it has the
disadvantage of sounding like a platitude, but when one remembers
that a corrsct policy will ultimately result in the formation of a
Marxist-Leninist Party, one can realise the force innerent in such a
simple truth. As Mao says, 'truth is what conforms to reality', and
the reality that faces the British working class is that at the
moment 1t has no Marxist-Leninist Party. Recent evenss in the anti-
revisionist movement have strengthened the position of C.D.R.C.U. as
a Marxist-Leninist body. Now is the time for those who have remained
uncommitted to re-examine their position, and those who have made
errors to correct them.

R.A. ARCHBOLD

In the next issue of Vanguard we shall be publishing an article by
the zbove comrade entitled:

"THe Revisionists Of The C.P.%.B. Unfurl The White Flag Of Surrender
And Counter-Revolutionary Betrayal For A1l To Seel,




dominant aspect thus giving rise to absolute appearance.
" An understanding of this will certainly lead to an understanding

of things in themselves.

Tdentity is synonymous with the thing. Synonymous with Universality
in contradiction. ‘ -

This ultimate concept that defines both being and not being. The
absolute within the relative is fundamental and therefore is of
paramount importance to the Marxist.

4A.Dover.
Reference. .
( From studies of the texts of V.38. Lenin in particular 'On the )
( question of Dialectics'. Also 'Materialism and Empirio Criticism' and )
<Mao—tse—tung 'On-Contradiction' and 'On Practice!. B )

Editor's note:
This article was presented Ho Venguard for publication in July 1967,
but delayed due to production difficulties.

N B BT NN B e B TSRO BRSO B B S B R 1T
- N - e e e - -——’w‘~—_¢'-~.——_—-‘4——-“——\—."‘-‘—"\.

Correction )
Vanguard bulletin No., I. page 2 line 33 read: "beyond" in
place of''behind",

Poor print,
Vanguard bulletin No. I, page 2 bottom line reads: 00DO0C
the strategic aim, formation of a Settisk Sccialist Republic, have by .

®© 0o 9 00

Pocr print this bulletin: pags I %wo bettem Lines read: .....Others
are old die=hards who will naver the nedecsity for revolutionary
change and therefors, can nevar be rovelibioNarieSe cecseeoss .
Ditto page 2 bottom lines, reads ......50me may even be observed to
vaccllate from one to the ooher shereby crenting confusing ideas about
thingse ecoeseo

Page 3y bottom lines rezan: ~e e 0UT common identity (New Party) is
the universality of thic ¢iniracicticn. Precisely the question of =
new party and the diffircnces rolstsd %o it,
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THE CHINESE PEOPLE Fib
AGGRESSION,

FIVE LESSCNS OF A GREAT VIJTORY. (Vinter I966 - Spring I967)
Pamphlet F.L.P, Hanoi.

GENUINE COMMUIISTS
UNITE

AROUND C.D.R,C.U.
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