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EROL Note

The Appeal group was a small group that left the Communist Party of Great Britain in 1971 on the basis
that the CPGB had abandoned revolutionary Marxism-Leninism and that, after many attempts, it was impossible
to change it from within. Members of the Bexley branch of the CPGB led by Eddie Jackson regularly challenged
at party Congresses the revisionist British Road to Socialism and Rule 2(b) in the party’s rule book. The British
Road replaced the former party programme For a Soviet Britain and was a programme of achieving socialism in
Britain through the election of socialist government to Parliament. Rule 2(b) set this aim as a rule and outlawed
any promotion of alternative revolutionary perspectives by party members.

In 20 years the branch was only ever allowed five minutes of open discussion time at a Party congress —and this
was scheduled on a Saturday just after the lunch break when the hall was almost deserted as delegates lingered
in the pub. By 1971 Eddie Jackson despaired of changing the party from within. The Bexley branch submitted its
usual amendment to Rule 2(b) but this time Eddie and a small group of comrades backed it up with a lengthy
polemical document, the "Appeal to Delegates" after which the group was named, to fight on an anti-revisionist
platform and distributed it to delegates at the congress. The comrades who signed the Appeal knew this would
lead to their expulsion and it did. The group issued a number of pamphlets and a monthly paper, The Appeal,
which ran up to five issues. Eddie wrote under the pseudonym Wat Tyler ; pamphlets included: "Pioneering
Mistakes", "Shameful" {an attack on the Surrey District), "The Pauper Trap" (an analysis on the effects of
housing benefit and other means-tested state benefits paid to low paid workers in undermining trade
unionism), "Behind the Revolutionary Mask" (a critique of neo-Maoism) and "The Anti-Fascist Manifesto".
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The Marxist-leninist Orgsnisation of Iritain has always dis-

tingnished netwaon the revisionist leadershin of the Communist
Party and its rank-and-file memhers, the overwhelming maiority
of whom joined the perty with the aim of building » socialist
society in Britain., It has alwsys held that out of this rank-anc
file there would continue to emerge comrades whe, as individuals
or groups, had come to understand the criminsl putrava} of
Farxist~Leninist principles and of the interests of the working
class by the leaders of the party, and were nrepared to .stru
against revisionism and for the re-establishment of a Marxis
Leninist ¥Farty of the working class, :
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What claims te he the nucleus of such an ﬁUhW—rﬂvjqiﬂnist
group has in recent months appeared in the "Appeal Groun", hased
on Bexleyheath in Kent, which derives its name frowm the TAppenl
to Delegates”" which it issued in connection with the last Nati

Congress of the CPGR,

The anneal issved by the BRexleyheath comrades went some way
to expose the revisionist "peaceful, narliamentary road to socinl
ism'" which constitutes the core, not only of the programme of the
CPGB but its very rules:

"The aim is to take the edge off the class strugg 'le, to
divert the working class awny from the revoluftchary road and
to put all its faith in parliament once Aagain,

w§t is the essence of revisionism”.

Apreal to Delegates", p.4).

The conclusion which the "Appeal Groun" draws from its

alysis;is one with which the MLOB completely agrees :

"Marxist-Leninists ... have as much chance of vgnnlnt a

majority at Lonﬂress as the WOFRIF« class have of w1vn1n~ s0C~
ialism through a8 narliamentary mﬂvor1t} The revisionists (the
ru]lnf olaq%) u%e ﬁnv and every device to ensure t“at their
Geieﬁates are elected in a hig majority. They also make sure
that no meaningful dehates talke place in 01ther 1nst1tutlon and
that there are no policy or rnle changes with which the do not

agree, ... All the time the Marxist-Leninists 3rc heing driven

out of nct1V1ts or even out of the poarty. ...
Ye must break with the revisionists now and huild a truly

Marxist-leninist .... Party". (Ibid.; p.38).

In recent years other groups have emerged within the CPGRB in
onnosition to the revisionist policies of the leadership of the
rty. All so far, with the excepntion pf the KLOB, have, wnfor-
mately, degenerated into new revisiounist groups hv embracing
noism or trotqlslsm. The "Anpeal Group' has ostensibly rejected
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3oth these latfer revisiorist trends:
"Revisionism in a Communist tarty drives the vounw and
politically immature and ideologically immater=» intd the arms
of trotskyist and maoist grovzingé” (ivid.; p. l})

etot

Yet it must he said that thn “ﬁ:neal Group"
completely broken w1t revision . ior the new
Party” which it aims to build 1~ one which will sumport the

present lvﬂuePSJlﬂ of the Communist Farty of thc oov1et iUnion :

"ie must break with the revisionists now and build & truly
_3P¥1Sf Leninist pro-Soviet Party" (Ibid.; p. 36).

he comrades of the "Appeal Croun'" apnear to base their
¥ b
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supnort for the present leadersh 1r o?'the Ci3U on two facts :

Firstly, the leacdership of the CPG3, who are incdubitably
revisicnist, are hostile to the present leadership of the CFSU :

ulSP w18 H“COMJU”:VOFQ and more open in the
Yorning sStar' and is becoming a regular feature'

i e o3 rhrase) revolu-
aslists were of necessity. supporters of the Socialist
i

0ld days" (thé'wrouv'q oY
e
Soviet J!”zim“; and of its Bolshevik leadership .

"In the old days, ... our tes t to find out whether we were
dealing with a Communist or an ulira-left trotskyist or anar-
chist was te find out their attiiude te ... the Soviet Union”
(Ihid.; p.19). B

The latter criterion would, of 66urse, remain valid if the
Soviet Union were still a country of the dictatorshin of ibe
working class, a conntry lelﬂlh”':ﬁéiﬂllsP under the leadershin
of a Marxist-iLeninist Verty. Since 1956 this is, however, no
longer the case, Since 1856 the leadership of the Commmnist
,arfv of the sSoviet Union has snucceeded in taking one ster after
apother in restoring the essentials of a capitalist system in
the Uusil: the restoration of profit.as the principal regulator
nroﬁnction~ the transfer of the means of production to the

sonerative farms; the division of the nrofit of an enterprise
mong the ”thff” in prorortion to'“resu0n3151]1tV", so creating
a new class of state capitalists who, exnloit the working class;
the concessions granted to companies from the older 1mperlallst
countries to ex¢¢01t Soviet resources; the formal ending of the
dictatorshin of the proletariat and its substitution by the
classless "state of the whole people. before communist society
as heen achieved; the repudiation of the concept of the Commun-
ist Party as the party of the working class; the repudiation of
socinlist partisanshin in the arts, etc, etc.,

imrthermore, it must not he forgotten that it was the leader-
ship of the CF5U Uﬁ]C\, at the pa rTv’ 120th Congress in 1956,
nro";HL its prestige into full S”PPO?t for the ”poacefu] n?rlia-
mentary rond to Jnoxnl*an” which the comrades of the ”Enneal
Group" cnrreculv denotnce as revisionist

”mhn nresent situation oifers tha - working class in a number
st countries a resl -opnortunity ... to capture a

; in narliament and. transform the latter from an
) o democracy into 2 genrite instrument of the
neople's will, Tn such an event this institution, traditional
in many %'Phly (ﬂ%ﬁiOﬁO" canitalist countries, may become an
of ~ democracy for thé worlkinz people”

Khrushc! Repor 1“0 pentrwl Comnittee to the 20th
L/nh f‘(‘g‘i‘ O{ R { ok ]() yﬂ '7 ‘, 3130)
Brezhnev-Xosygin c!;mne have fully endorsed this nosition,
The helief that the Soviet Union rrem ins a socialist country,

its lenders are HMarxist-Leninis th flies in the face of all
the known facts, It is an illusion, nn& no truly Earhlsi—henlnlst
can he huilt on the basis of such an illusion.

1gse the leaders
opresecd in
arxist-ieninist

;<Jal Group” t
itably rﬂv1“’on.g
t 1@ ders of ‘the (

leaders of tha P53
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imnportant
tayrty must
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™e ,... Merxist-leninist line.is pro-Yarsaw IPact. ... The
Jvny%wplat line ... is anti-warsaw Pact". (Ibid., sSuppler
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This argument is false.

ifte differences hetween the leaders of the CESI on the one
hand, and the leaders of the CEG3, the Duhecek clioue, etec,, on
the other hand are not differences hetween Farxist-Leninists and
revisionists: thev are differences hHetween revisionists. These
rival grouns of revisionists are both committed to tho "neaceful,
narlismentary road to socialism" (i,e., to the nmaintenance of
capitalism where it exists) and to "the purging of socialism of
its Stalinist distortions" (i.e., to the elimination of the
assentials of Marxism-Leninism and to the restoration of canita~
Lism where it had previously heen aholished hy the working class)
the principal difference between the groups lies in the fact thnt
the Soviet revisjonists stand for the retention of the ?

e

facade of
the "socialist state" as an instrument of ¢ cention of the work-
ing class ang for the maintenance of colonial-type relations wiin
the smaller countrios helonging to the Yarsaw Fact, while the
nltra-revisionists of the Gollan-Dubcek type stand for a nore
openly social-democratic concept of "socislism" in the shape of
milti-narty "narliamentary democracy" and for the attainment of
indenendence by these countries so that their national state
capitalists may have the preconinant exnloiting rights over the
working class.

Cf course, the boviet revisionists are interested in hringing
about the establisbment of pro-Soviet revisionist parties in
those countries -~ lilke Jritain, rance and Italy - ere the
existing parties are under ultra-revisionist leadershipn., But the
'Appeal Group" could fulfil Thig function only he repudiating
the rrincipled opposition to the "neaceful, parlismentary road
to socialism" on which they base their political orientation. ...

. As grouns of NarxisteLeninists‘emerge‘in different parts of
Britain, it is sxiomatiec that they must get together, exchange
ideas, coordinate their activity and crganisations with a view
o fusion into the nucleus of a Farxist-lLeninist tarty. The
concept of comneting marochial groups is completely aljen to
@arxism~Lcninism, while between honest Marxist-Leninists there are
no differences which cannot he reseclved on the bhasis of scientific
analysis and frank discussion,

The "Anvmesl Group" declares :

~ "The immediately eccential thing is that all ... lMarxist-
Leninists establish communications, draft a programme and orgnn-—
ise themselves," (Ibld.;,DeZG). :
The MLOB agrees wholeheartedly with this declaration, and i
ready to sénd réhresentatives To meef the Comrades of fhe "Arpesl
zroun’” at once, '
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"UCRKERS Y TRIBUNE

CLASS AGATNST CLASS congratulates the Farxist-Leninist
Crganisation of the USA on the 3npearance of the first
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edition of its +dournal "WCREERS ' TRIBUNE",

A limited number of copies of the first ecdition are
availahle from :

Fanreen Scott, 18 Camherwell Church Street, London SES
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