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Historical Background
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1T Tuxemburg, Mehring, Karl Liebknecht had seen the need to brealk
with revisioniem and to form a gemuine revolutionary Marxist Party
before the cataclyem instead of continuing to waver in the nope of
maintaining “party unity", the German revolution of 1918 to 1919
would almost certainly have put the working class in bovier and alt-
ered the century's course of history in Lurope. Lenin howewver
from the turn of the century was the first consistent anti-revision-
iet and in April 1917 was egain the first propounder of a plan for
a 8ocialist, that is a working elass, revolution. He was at once
supported by Stalin, Sverdlov and other Bolsheviks.
Horx had described his own method as “eritiesl and revolutionary®,
This is the Marxist attitude to everything and of sourse net least
to Marxism itself. fThis io today the metnod of the Marxism-Lenin-
ism of our era, the Thought of Mao Tse—tung.
This gelf-criticism was implicit in Marx. Lenin made it explicit
and stressed how egsential it ie for a correct noliey and developm-
ent. Mao Tse-tung has brought it to recognition ms tie univeraal
general mle of work of Marxists.
Revislioniets have criticised revolution and revolutionaries, start-
ing with Marx and Marxism, instead of caeting a critical eye on

themselves and their methods. They are incapable of gel
which means they ere incapable of f%arning. e Af-ordtliot sm

The National Question

The first and perhaps the greatest achievement of the CPGB took
place before its foundation. This was the successful 3abotage of
the ammunition ship the “Jolly George"™ in the London Docks, which
led to the Government of Lloyd George deciding to eall off its sSUp-
port for the war being waged by Poland, as 2 puppet of the Western

Powers, sgainst the newly-born Soviet Union.

Tnia great event was the schievement of some who took a lerding
part in launching the CPGE in 1921 s8 an amalgam of left goein]
democratic and vevolutionaery groups, the shop stewgrds of the
Clyde and elsewhere providing the most important element, the
revolutionary backbone of organised workers.

Before going on to a sketeh for m critical history of the Cpgr 4,
close relation to the Buropean Communist movement, it will pp nelp-
ful to glance at the national question for our lslands,

At Baster 1916 Lenin had %een mlone among leading European Margisty
in at once hailing the rebellion in Dublin as a great’ revolutionapy
act, Thia was when Trotsky and others demounced il aa uselesg gy
diverslionary,

In 1920 John Mclean was Leading in Scotiand an anti-imperiajis+4 and
national strugzle on the same genersl line as that of Connolly nra-
iged by Lenin. Unfortunately, Meolean never got to Moscow Top tha
parly Comintern meeiings, and the national gquestion for Bcotlang
gnd Wales went by default. A Communist Party of Great Britgin

vas leunched and to this day an anti-netional and therefore Crypto~
imperislist -utlook persists in the revisionist CPGE and in those
anti-revisioniste who have failed tograep the importance o g gop.
rect netional policy.

what is needed 1o not an anti-revisionist party for Great Nritain,
but a Marxist-Lenipiot Perty for the whole Eritish Islea, and thig
ctin only be aghieved on a federal besis with a unified politiea]
leadership of national parties in each of the four countries of
Mnglend, Scotland, Wales and Ireland.



The First Phase 1921-19219

The fir,' years of the CPGR cau only he deseribed as chaotic,

There was no poliey, no plan. The hest elements were trying o
understena Lenin. ‘

nState and Revolution" wes the gospel, but it was atill an abstrac.
tion, its concrete application to Britain seen only in the vaguest

terms.

In 1925, whon g potential revolutionary gituation was developing
with the prospect of a general strike of miners, railwaymen and
trangport workers in support of miners' wages, the whole leadership
of the Party allowed itaelf to be errvested and safely Loprisoned
until the danger to the class in power had blown over.

The General Strike of 1926, in spite of this faillure of revolution—
ary leaderahip, hes lesrong for us today when onece more Lthe minepy
are threatened, this time by a Labour Government, wikth woree oppre-
ggion than the wage cuts of 1926,

Tn 1925 the united front of miners, reilweymen and tranaport work-
erg forced the Government to postpone the wage cuts, Wohen the eri-
gis ceme in 1926 the Government had been given almost a year to
prepare for the eclash and the employers everywhere given time to

build up coal reserves. Thie happened hecanse the leadership of
the Trede Union Triple Alliance were bluffing and had no intention

of actually calling 2 fGeneral Strile, But they had p -
out the workers. The prinfters of the “Daily Mail“, th:gkgnggrzifh
cliffe Tory payper, refused to set up a leading article attacking
the miners and the proposed strike, The rank and file had taken
the initiative, the strike was in fact already starting without
ever a strike call. The Triple Alliance leadership had no option
but te call everyone out and the strike itsels was an overwheiming

Tuceoess .



In those days the majority of students =snd white collar workers
were ready and keen 1o be sirike breaskers. This scabbing was an
almost total failure and today, of course, ihe mejority of students
and the Techniclens Unions would on the contrary be plsying a lead-
ing part on the side of the working class.

The strike was such a sueccess that In many partas of the country the
police had no option but fto ask permission of the loeal Trades
Couneil, the nd hoc locel workers leadership, to move essential
trangport, e.g. for hoagitalu. TFrom the West Country n mesaage
arrived offering to kidnup the Western Region Army Command, sho
thet the workers themselves were not warrying, like iy Kinksley
Martin, the strike's "socialist nistorian, about queetions of

constitutionalism, tut were seeing the question in practicel terms
of pimple ¢lass power as indeed it was.

But the absence of any
revolutionery leadershipmadc dofeutinevitals, On i{ts third day the
strike was altogether too successiul for the Trade Union leadership,

They made an abject surrender to Baldwin, the Tory Prime Miniatey,
not only deserting the mlners hut making no sort of conditiona for

their own strikes on returning to work - a foretaste of the coming
Labour Party s=plit in 1931.

S0 the firat lesson of ~le Genersl Strike %o us is that such a mass
mobilisation of the workera is entirely practicable and ha 8 shown
itself to be so, and to be overwhelmingly strong when thie is doney
and that such a mass mobilisation reguires a political leadership
and & political mim and that this saim must include power to direct

a change of policy in the only place it can he effective, the Cen-
tral Government. In other works, a Genersal Strike to be success-—
ful must not merely be for a wage claim tut for the benefit of tho
whole working people — in effect to roplace the whole present system
by ene that will be directed by and Yor the working pe

. : ople, not by
and for the financiers - in fact, the Worlkers' Waticnal P an that
we have been proposing Tor nearly iwo yeara, possible only with the
working class in power.

The second lesson is how to conduct a defensive stirike for en econ-
omic wage citaim when the conditiona make the politieal aim of power
impracticeble, The mineraim 1926 wore suddenly deserted hy their
allies, not by the railwaymen and transport workers, but by theip
leaders, This should of course have been foreseen, but once the
betrayal had taken place andthe attacking poliey of the General
8trike hed thus been tetrayed from within, the miners, forced on to
the defensive, showld at onge nave reconsidered their own position
and acted accordingly. Tneir leaders should oither have mede a

revoiutionary esll for support, not merely for themselves Lutf for
the whole working peoule, or failing this ahogld fave miade the begt
terms they could and resumed the political and organised g{ruggle
to develop a socialist, that is a revolutionary movement,

The lessons drawn at the time were inmdequete. The main zlogan
that emerged in the late 1920's in reaction to the capltulatory
line of the Social Democrats (who were in effect supported by Buk-
harin) was “"class against clmss" and this remeined the dominant

line throughout Europe (and Chinaz right up to the shoek ¢f Higler's
instellation in power in 1933, Hitler never seized power - ne

was given 1t hy President Hindenbursg acting for the domingmnt nill-
ionaires).



During thia period there was a change of lesdership in the QPGB
made possible by support from the Cominternm in oscow.

The 1920'a leadership of Rothstein end Campbell was replaced by
that of Pollitt and Dutt, representing the Left in the Party,

The change was for the better, yet 1t was not in faet Dutt and Pol-
litt who led the internal struggle for the change but tie rew gen-
eration represented by Bill Rust, first Editor of the firet Daily
published by the Party, which was started against the advice of
both Dutt and Pollitt.

Neverthelesa, the "Daily Worker", started on lat January 1630,
marked a great step forward fowards a party thet wou'd Se truly rev-
olutionary, a party with a mass base and mase influence,

The next step forward wes a successful campaign against {ascism inp
Britain, the defeat not merely of Mosley, but of the whole Metropol-
iten Police Force mohilised to protect and support him. fThis tool
place in 1934-1935 after the deifent of the working cless :in Germany
and coincided with the period internstionally of the Seventh World
Congreas of the Comintern dominated by Dimitrov.

Just as our Gienersl Strike of 1926 and our defeat of fasdeirm nt
home in the 1930's still await their MNerxist historian to draw the
lessons of these events for ua today, so also the internationsl
history of the Comintern awaits its Marxist historian whose task
will be correspondingly more important.

Here, for our immedimte purpese of helping to launch a revolutionory
worlcing claess party in England and assisting to develop one for Lhe
whole Hritioh Isles, we stress botn the correctnesa of the Populmr
Front line of' the Seventh World Congress in correcting the sectar-
ianism of the line "¢lass against class", and at Lthe same time wo
consider it essential fo analyse its weaknenses and the gerious
errors that developed in the course of 1lte apvlication,

Any movement that cells itself anti-revisionist and fails to perf-
orm this historicel task of self-criticism is simply opvortunist or
elee iz unable or unwilling to do ifts btasic homework of theoretical
ana lysis.



The Popular Front

Spain



SPATIN.
In Spain, where the Communist Party wes very much ameller than in

France, the situstion developed differently becausz of two faetors.
Pirat the reactionnry initiative of the Army leadership buased on the
foreign Fageist Governments of Hitler and Mussolini in Germany and
Itely. These generuls displaced Lut novw dismiozed by the Lourgeois
Popular Front Government, planned n seizure of tower for July. Tut
the Spanish people defented thie attempt in one of the nost heroie
atrugglesin rovolutionary history in those few days of July. They
were enabled to do so in Madrid the last moment gesture of the
bourgeois Prime Minjoetor who ordered that arme he supplied to the
people. In A critical pituation =such as Bpsin was in during July
1936 the decimive test of whether a government iz or is not on the
gide of democracy is precisely fhis:

Does it or does it not trust the people to haove arms?

We ean contrast Singapore in 1942 when the deleated British imperial-
igt General collaborated with the comquering imperialiat dajanene
General to ensure that the people of gingapore and Walaya sbouldi not
be able to get arms. ' '

The Right deviatlon that showed up in France in llay 193€ ghowed it-
gelf in Spain in the epring of 1937. After the annihilatien G
Mugsolini's troops st Guadalajara in March, there was militarily a
atalemate, The #aseists had been defeated but not got rid of.

The Republicans were blockaded with the connivance of the Govern -
ments of France and England under the hypocritical oretence of
"non-interyention" that ean be compared to the policy of " negotint-
fons® for_v;e@nam in the 1960'a, the policy so dear to Lowd Hrockway
und his revisionist friends. fThe Hepublicens could get neither
arma nor food in suffiecient guantity to launch & positicnml militany
offensive. The correect policy would clearly have heen to develop
a guerrille war of the pessantry throughout the occupled areay ad
the Chineae did In somewhat similar circumetances, thoupn on a mieh
lapger scale, in 1937 1o 1945. o do thig it would have boen nece-
sgary to adopt the policy of Mao Tae-tung of an alliance with the
national bourgao.aie tut with no subordination to them in that
alljance. Inatead the Spanish Commnist Party submitted to a voliey
tdentical with that of Wang Ming after 1937 in China, in effect
subordination te the hourgecisie., This asubordination showed itself
in a policy the very cvposite of that of & guerilla war based on the
peagantry and led by the proletarint. They attempted ¢ positional
war and for this purpose developed the Republican Arvmy inereasingly
to approximate to = bourgeois Army as the Soviet Army wes alag doing.
There is an obvicus parsllelism with the attempt at\gositidnal war-
fare in Kiangsi in 1934 and the sttempt to copy the woviel Army in
the P,L.A. in China in the 1950's, i
So first Germany, them Austria, them Spain, then France were lost in
the 1930's, while in China the policy of kzo Tese-tung developed more

MLl |
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Basic Failure of the CPGB




The besic ervor of the BE.G.3. l=adership from 1921 ean he surmed up
in one phrage: they neveér develtped @ reyolutionary mess-line lop

the Britain of that period, & netlve British revolutionary poliey
for a potentimlly revolulionary situation, nor did tney crganise in
the Lenirist manney necessary for a revolutionary. party.

At best they only attempted to follow the advice - often exeellent -
of the Comintern. If we contrast the history of Chinc in the saame
period we find that the revolution in China suceeeded precisely
hecause the Chinese Party developed ite own revelutionary mass line
under its own leaderazhip,

Wag the mistake that of the Comintern itself?

uhould there have heen the polycenbrism sdvocated later Uy Togliatti?
e do not think so, _

'o tmice agnin the example of Ghinua, the overall pelioy of the Comin—
term wan alwaye supported by the Chinese mrty, but the Chinese lead-
ership insieted correctly that policy in Chine could be fucecessfully
fdevoloped only by Chinese, just as they have alvaye insisted that
nigtakes made in China under Comintern influence were the responsibi-
lity of the Chinese comrusdes who took the ndvice. So in Britain the
mintakes made by the CPGE leadership when it was following, or attem-
pting to follow Comintern puidance, mist be accepted ns Pritish res—
ponsibility, _ ,
Looking back on the 1930's now with the advantege of hindsight one
carn see that from the very onaet of the cataclyomic world economie
erisis starting in 1929, that reduced industrial rroduction in the
capitalist world to about 60% of potential, the correct slogan for

4 Pomlar Front would have been a national plan for Britain ungder
workers' power, as we are patiting forward for Britain todey in a

I | e

+hat of tho 1430's.

et o
gituntion that threatsns to hecome similar Odid ile Torn hathes

To march as the Unewmployed Workers' Movament e R
dole, ageinst the means test,was not enough. sgﬁilarly the very
economiem and tactiecmlly 1t could rct win.a Wisusimty Ml 8
succesaful siruggle of the London busmen, L$'~1caily Tepeinie Bahind
and conditions then they have today, was poli® e Ui b oA
the potential of the busman themsclvez aflggey i€ - -

in uniform in the 1936 May Day demonstration. SEaE e
This lagging behind thga%olitical potential of t?§1§§73§0n9§§’§ot
people,in an attempt to win bourgecias Suppoft_?r d nm@hiq+ NMovement
being revolutionary, was a general feature of lhe dothat-%g Howems:
in Burope of that period. We hed not undegrstoo LSPEt 0 R

all whe could be united against the main enemy. W %;e it S
develop was not & less revolutionary woelicy but on td'hcré;ft AR
more revelutionary policy appeeling to more peOplBP 01936'4' i
such & revolution. In the economic disaster oj t'iherefoié g
millions unemployed, the most widely sppealing and .recis;l"téal
mogt effectively vevolutionary line would have been Pd ?1wagd1

of economic reconstruction and advance, whiCh,°V€f{b°ﬁy‘;h;j‘ 4 e
recognised could only be done under working class “3§ﬁo;. g'r 2
could and should have put forward the demand for POVER o g‘ot%g?
the whole economy for production, not for restraint of production.



The War

In 1939 canme another test. Hepoauge Germany had been lost the Nazi
war denger had bezun to loom.
Because JFrance and Stein had been loout the llasis nod owal lowed Auetd
and Uzechoslovakia and weres obviously about to awallow Poland,
Thiz resulted from migtukes of the pomalar front period that had
Left the initintive and leadership to the bourgeoiz Sociunlista ins-
tead of keeping the revolutionary working clasa in the wvan, At the
time we all laid the blame on the Frenceh entd Hritiah Governmentso
Just as previously we had laid the blame for Hitler's puecess on the
German Soeial lemoeratic leadership. tut how enn revolutionsries
blame the class enemy for their own failures?
Wle have to learn from theae failures, noet blame others lor them,
50 in 1939, having lost Spain through not understanding the paed roz
and the posaibility cf =n truly People's War, we also inevitselly lost
France because of our opportuniam in having tolerated Blum's policy
in 1936, just as China and Albenis would have been loat in 1945
had the incorreet advice of keeping Ching in power Yean “olioweld by
the Chinese Party or had the Albenian Worlkers Perty not maiptained
2 similar courageous self reliance . Fronce wes lest in 1939 not
merely to the French Dourgeoisie, but from fthe potential mnti-faselat
alllance which did not finally materiaiise till 1G41. The
Joviet Union in 1939 found itzelf, becmuse of these mistakes of the
lesdereghip of the Western Buropean Communist parties, isola®ed befl-
ore the Nazi threat and had no alternative but to gain - time and
divert Hitler westwerde by signing the Haxzi-Soviet pact. The

working clase movement in the West #us found itself in a very bad




The 1945 Situation



CPGB DEGENERATION



The Present Situation













