
Comrades of the RCLB~ 

' The RCL is a t the:cross~roads~. · rt can_march down'the road to .revolution or 
dovm the road to class-collaboration, soci~l-chauvinism and· be treyal of. the 
British and world-vtide revo'lution •. This is whet the two- li·ne struggle. is -. all 
about . · .. hen the RCL · ~as founded ·eighteen months ago , H ll.2.i~ntial vanguard org­
anization of the working class was founded. It was only a potential vanguard 
becr-.use _ it wro.s crippled from the very beginni ng by a· severe right opportunist 
deviation in its ideological and poJ.:i ticFLl ·line, expressed chiefly in the J ' 

MEl.nife sto~ Th~ ninori ty ' on the cc, comrA.des MC (Neil Redfern} and· MF ( Phi:)... ·. · . 
Dixon) are struggling .for a cRmpai gn to expose, criticise and repudi ate this 
right opportunist deviation, whilst the majority on the CC have been· fooled hy 
the opportunist majority· on the ' PC, · headed by the revisionist TE (Chris Burfor~), 
into. supporting their plot to cover up the right opportunist deviatia.n, <J.eepen , 
con.solidate FLnd systematise it and to drive the RCL finally and irrevocably 
into 'th.'e'. marsh of opportunism. · The'y must not ·be allow·ed to· do · this . ·. Comrades 
at ev~ry level. o.f 'the 'orga..nization,·and in di.fferent parts of' the coun.try , .. are· .· 
re~elling agai~st the· opportunist majority on the PC· - ' all honest comrades , . ill 
comrades who want revolution, ·must also rebel ·and defy the opportunist majority·. 
on the PC , overthrow them· ind rescue the ~CL from the bourgeois agents. who ~aYe 
sei-7,ed p;ower on the PO. - . . 
What t he two-l'i'ne 'st'ruggl ·e is REALJJY abou t and what the Marxi st minor;i.ty . 
. §.tand for. 

Politicaily . 

i. ·v:e 'stand ·for socialist revolution in Britain an:·d ·overthrowing British imp­
·e·r::i.alism' as our main contribution . to the world-wide proletarian r'evqluti:on· •. \•le 
are opposed to t he ' RCLt s line · of· strengthening the bourgeois · state by .-supporting 
~lie EEC and NATO arid mili·tary integration by the European ·bourgeoisie. Burford 
and ' the opportunist majority stand for •subordinating" our revolution to that 
world- wide ..:. by._which psuedo..,.di.alectical claptrap they mean subordinating the 
proletarian revolution to the aims of British imperialism. By denying that 
revolution in Britain is our foremost internationA-list task,. alliance VJi th 
British imperialism "in the ·national interest 11 is consider ed as a revolu tionary 
thing even though it lets ' our ' bourgeoisie .·. off' · t he · hook and deals no r~al · · 

'blows aginst the · superpowers . This ' is .why the le\st CC meeting deleted.tno words 
·"at · the soonest timei' after "politica l power" in para. 8 of the r e solu.t'iozi 'on 
'Proletarirul Internatinnal i..;sm' recently circulated •. 

- ·- - 2· •. We 'support the internatione·l united front against imperialism, colonialism 
a.nd hegemonism, hea.d~d by the two superpowers. Wf?._ se~ the Bri t~sh. revol ution 
as · our main contribution 'to the world revo·l ution and to that united front. This · 
means striking ~.main blow in the international class · struggle .against British 
imperialism. \'/e are opposed to the RCL's ' policy :of letting· British imperialism 

, off the hook - ot virtually ignoring British imperia lism in Kampuchea , Bermuda , 
Ron~ Kong etc. , etc .~ We are opposed to the RCL's line that British · imperialisrn 
should' "line up" or "unite" vvi th the third · world .- · this social- chauvinist. line 
which o t her 'Marxi s t irLeninist-s' u sed to just ify support of .·French and Belgian 
intervention in Zaire and which is used to support ' our ' bourgeoisie 's att empts 

·to exploit the contradiction · between the first and third worlds and which cove r s 
up the. fact that the ~mperiallst~ have _to attack' the third world. Burford and 
t h e.-apportunist majority s t and for 'fighting'· Briti sh imperialism "in the c ourse 
of the ·struggle against superp-ower hegeiJ10t:J.iSI!I," in other words for . throwing 
overboard the primary ·r esponsibility ·of Communists in · an- irnj)eria.lis·t · c·ountry- ·- · 
to struggl e : against~ their ' · bourgeoisie nnd instead supp~rrting those exp.loi ted 
and oppressE'ld by ' Bri t "i sh imperialism as· a subordina te matter to s truggling for 
British ' nationa l . inc'lrpendence·.' On the contrary, ~ s tand f or s ubor dinating 
the struggl'e fpr natlo'na l soverEhgnty t o our r e volutiona ry struggl e aga inst 
the British bourgeoisie . For example we will lea d the people of Britain aga ins t 
the US bases here as part of the struggl e against the British bourgeoisie who 
want to kee p the bases. 



1 . Fe therefore s tand for fighting for the closest possible support with 
those exploited and oppressed by British imperialism, and we are opposed to the 
social- chauvini st treachery of the majority on th~.~ -q£eStion . 4.ft er a nine month 
rearguard action Against the :Zim~6.-bwe: .:campaign Burford has- !:n:r~·ee·dea·' in ending i i 
without Rny commitment to fu~i:re¥·:.eampa:igns (not co-incidentally at the same 
meeting at which MC was removed from the PC), cmd thus commi..tpd vile treachery t o 
the revolutions in Zimbabwe and Britain • . Burford ilso w.q_nt s t .o cover up British 
imperialist neo-colo~iFtl cont rol of thi±d wor ld countries. by ~ut~ing,in the 

.fir'st :pl'~ce ·''tli~( 's'trugg_le· ' of third world. c'oUn.tries ,~ not .people~· .igno.ring . the nee-
' .. essi ty for· pro·r~~ari?lll. leader~hip in' .. t h e. anti ..:imperial i.$t· str~g;gl~ : o f ; the thi r d 

~.Y{~i:ld:.::..JiB:l.ere'l.e~...:t:liir.d .. .WorJ..Q.>J:.ead-e-re--:~ake an . ~ti-impe'rialist stand '!'e wi.ll supp­
- · ·r • ort : tl1em • . ~xth.ere~.-:o.n the other ha.nd ~he.y .~ilY . 't .he.mselye$ with impe_ri~lTsm 'and coll­

' ' ' ·:a;b'b't'ate. J.n ' holdi ngr back t h e. pr pa'u'ch've . force~ in t'hird WOrld C{) Untri es·, We will 
,t , .: · ~l.lpport~ th~ inev'i t 'able · mo'vements of the peoples of such countp~es to ove.rthrow 

tnes.e : leadei-~ as part of_ t he new- democratic revo l ution. Our support f q::r? the 
' anti -'irr\pe~iali'st struggles bf 'third . wr>;rl.d countries and nations is UN.CONDITIONAL . 

---: ; ~ -~ . ; . ·: " . . ... . - . 
. . . ~ : , ~ :._ . ; . : . :.:,. r • · · . 1. • • 

'{.'' :· .· : '4 J· We •are· thoroughgoing ·eneinies of imperi~+ism ap.d, th~refore t horoughgcdng 
•r:.· t •· 'SUppt:l:riterS ·Of all . struggles directed 'aga?-nst . :i,.mperialism. \Je · recognise 1 that the 

, :·· : •'·Peop:le ! c:mcr countries · of the · t hirg_ . wor~Ci h~v~ . won gr eat . victa~ie s .agai n:=;t: imper-
.- ·:r·alism ·arid · w~ supp~l't the unity of these · peoples and countries against imperialism. 

·; !-We recognise that the imper~'l-ii s'ts . t:~Y :t_q ; .qf,~ak this unity and t o .. _cause d-ivisi on 
.. ,.r r· ,·a;nd ·.strife· •. Where t his 'occurs we will ci,ttack .. those reSJ>onsible . VIe ·are utterly ' 

.: : : . opp·osed· to ' 'Class Str uggle·' s ,: spli ttifit attack.s on Ethiopia, India and- Vietnam, 
::7 • .. -~--. '.whiC'h . i·~a:ll t (. n a il the real cul pri t and . i n' .. f ac,t· l et · t liEi - soV.i e.t 'l!ili'on:-~o:ff."the 

,. ·.-· hook .• ~ -we ·are oppo·sed t ·o the line of ' CS' of almost exl'; l'usiv.ely attacking . the 
Soviet Union . We stand for exposing all imperialist powers , first and for emost 
Brit i sh i mperiali s;:: , but also Britain ' s ally , -the USA •. We la,y we ight'.on the imp­
or:t~)i·c~.:__wliell . ex.po.sing the Sevi€t Urlion-; · o:f · showing t}iat "BrTtafii" .and ··th,e USA 
a r e no t an alter nat ive , but P.r e in essence no t one jot better • 

. 5. We stand for internationalism against bourgeois nation a'r'ism · and'tne war pr ep­
er a;t i ons of Brit i sh ~:~nd US. imperiali sm .. _. .We .ar:e opposed ·to t h e l i ne o f ,the RCL that 

- : ,, · ·Br .d. t±Eih imperialism can fight a just war against another imperialist country , the 
. Soviet "llinion ;" a:· ·l'ine whic·h ignoz:oes als,o, ~he· fac'.t t ha:t imperinlism -is : a. world system , 

• j ' .. ·i n:.' whi6h: ·each i mperialist coU:nt:ry is tied. vyi th, ~ thous~d-and-o~e threads : to all 
.. ··-o thex imper·ia!J.ist coillitries~ We .arf; oppos~~-: to the at t empts.: 0f tb.e RGL to ·cover 
·' .: up _. ~·h~· .. aH.iance 'of Bri tish ir:periali sm yvit4'' p~ imverialism ~d .. its.:war ' preperations 

by ,.pretehding th~t the next war might not be a world imperialist waF; We .. :are opp­
osed to · the RCL ' s ··lin e . qf t:;-cntin~ : the Sovi et . Union as . the. "primary;: t nrset in t he 
s truggle against liegemonism,'" ' thereby ignoring the fact that · it is the us 'which 
actual,ly has base.s , troops arid. ·installations in r. Br i tai n and with which '·otir ' bour -
geoisie is •poli t ically and mili tari1y allied~ .. · I , : •: 

.. In short' . we are totally opp:osed to the . RCL ' .s li~~ of try~ng to driVe ·t-he worj{ 
-i~g ~l:ass and ·pe ople ·o"f Bri ta:i..ri .to d Le _;ye t q.ga~.n .. i n .,. th,ei.r millions on ,the ! imperia~ 
,is t ·battlefields of Europe . · · · · · 

: , · 6 .' We .. s t and for a c tuaJ:ly lea~ing th~ :.working cl~ss. 'and. pe~p·~~ _in struggie against 
the bourgeoisie and the ir sta-te·. W~ are · opposed to the co-ns:istent- .failure of the 
RCL to give· a lead to the work:i pg clas.s , E!ver on· t he . economic . 13 t..r;ugg;]_e '. ( l ook f or 

· exampl e at our total failure to give. a lead. to the str'\,lggle· agC\..ins"t -the 511!'·) , under 
the influence of the Burford· 'li:pe that there. is a ·' contr.adiction ' between Party­
build;i:ng ··and .. mas s wo·rk . ~Ve ark opposed to :the disgracefu.ll -:;1portunist evasions 
of ou'l'! r.espbnsibiJ:i ty_ to lead the working clct~s under the pr~te~t.' of "using the 
ma·ss line , " tu1d ·. inst ead only .11uni t;i.ng" with ,fhe .wprk.;i.,n,g clRss , · th,.,reb y -leaving 
leadership of ~he w~'i-ki~g clRs.~ · to the ·bou:r:g~oisie , as in the Zimbabwe work, 
where Burford has said .our work · '.'violates the mass .line , " that. its "not mRss work" 

·.· t: and· that i t s a 'idivE:i'::hdon." VIe . are opposed to the economism· of· the RCL ·which vir­
tually ign0r e·s our r~~P.onsibill ty to lead in practice · th€ .political struggle and 
the ·struggle of. other classes ·and strata , and wh·i .ch 'instead con.centrates i.npprac ­
t.i ce· ori :purely economic work in individual factori es. We arE! opposed -to .. the 

·sect·priE~nisrn of the RCL which a:'ti tacks bn.ckwnid. workers· undei .. \he guise 'of · fighting 
'·raS'c;i sm ,' and which attacks 't he opportunis1;;s bef ore it attacks the bourge'oisie . 
v,'e ore ·ppposed t.o ·· ~ne co.Astarit' .1rmliing- back ;of O}l.l( wo_rk using. the pretoxt of' the 
cont~ad,i·ction·be'tw~:o:n .cadres and tasks . " Tpe,:r:.~ are . . mi~,l~ons of. peopl~ -who want 
revolu-t-ion - we· mu~t l ead them ruid build the _Party o,n -t,,hat basis , not --.constantly 

. ( :·l . 

' 



• 

• 

1" · ·Jou.. ou~· :.c .... l l n ur:"l ,'01 s , (I J? pr._.. t C: nd thP..t wE' shouldr .. ' t l clad t he mass es 
••1 ~;;caus(~;. we ~=tre f' t t he s tn,.;o of t _ho 'first historic fl. l t ~=tsk of r .evoJ;ution.··' 

In s hort, we r- t ?.nd f or · "building n Party which r ea lly leads the--mas ses - lll'}d i s . 
bound yp with them with every fibr e of its being . We a r e opposed t o the type ·of 
solf-cul tivRting s ect wlich Burford wantR us to build . ; :.. L:_ .. _ 

Theoretically. 

1. We stand f or Marxism ag~inst Revis i onism , which i s the ' theor e tica l ' basis 
of right opportunism in tho RCLB. 

We, are agaiNs t -re.v.isionist d i st ortions of Mnrxi~t teachings on tho state; dis­
t ortions which de ny. tha t the sta t e ·is. an ins trument for the oppression of one 
c l r-! ss by anothe.r ru1d that the politics of a s tat<3 a re de t c.rmined by which class 
cont r ols t'he st-ate machine .. . ·:- · 

~le stand f or an unequivoca l sta t ement th~t we cannot seize s tate p ower except 
by violent revolut i on, which the M~=tnife sto avoids stating (pnra. ~J). and . ~ _ v.icw 
which Burford S~?<.ys is "dogmntist." 

We s tand f or ·a . firm understanding thp-t Bri t.a in is an imper·i fl.l i st country and 
that all i .ts 8.ctions are imperi P.list . \'ie are. op·posed to the .evasion .of this quest­
ion inthe Mn.pif'esto which·, instead of. taking. Br itish imperifll ism as our starting 
point , -doesn't even ·mention it until the 16th •. para . , and which propag<-~.tes such ·· 
utter revisionism as . s aying we must · ·struggle against B·ritain's "·i mperialist nature . " 
\.· i~r-e· op.posed to · Burford's even great er depths of revisionism when he s Deaks of "· 
Briatin ' s . no_uaL nature" and that ,we must "distinguich' ' be tween "Britain And the 
British bourgeoisie." . ' ' 

VIe therefore stand for smAs hing the bourgeois sta te, n ot strengthening it -- as 
the_ Ma,.n;i.festo does • . 

WE( .. therefore s .tand four squa,re on th~· teachings of Lenin on war l:l.nd revol ution 
and ,against the wholesa le; attack on Leninism i n the Manifest o • .An a ttack whi.ch· 
deni es. that imperialist war is in. fact· imperiali st· war and which says instead that 
a war of ·a.-· sinal i iiiiperiRlist country against a big one is a "just" war.; : a:~d "!high·, 
under the chauvinist . fl a:g of -"oppo sing c>ppe.a seme:pt," prop-agat e s the v i ew ·that what 
mat,ters is not the class chm-C~.eter of. the war , .. but wh o .- fired the first shot. 

We s tand by the Leninist vi~w that a fundame:ptRl feature · of imperialism is ' the . 
division of the w')rld into oppressor c q.nd oppr e ssed natHms . V!e op11 o.se Burford ' s 
filthy revi9ionism. in .seying that th:fs ·view is "dogma.t·i s-t. "· , . 

We stf'..nd for Leninis o..nd MaoTsetung t eachings on armed strugg;le and Rre oppo sed 
to Burford ' s impl icit view t ha t a r med struggle is not strict ly nece ssP.ry in the 
formally inq.ependent countries of the third world~ · , 
· ··Ve· ··starr<f 'fq -r 'L'El'ni.:h''·s· ~na · Ma oTse·tung' s teacliings on · the di<Jta torship of the pro l:-: 
e t~riat and oppose Burford_~ s views on "dual pQwertt , under which bourgeoi s trash . he 
tries to §neak: Y:t:tgoslavia . into t he soci~=tli·st· .co-u:ptries. 

2 . '-'le stand f or An organiz El tion. with a thorough grasp of i-lc:trxism- Leninism-'-Mcto 
Tse t ung Thought., in opposition to the opportunist maj ority who oppose·· this; ' who . 
stand for . the s~udy. of Marxism in · bits and pieces anq._· rando~ quot ations t orn . out 
of their historical .and politic0l cont ext, not in its entireity and as a comprehen­
s ive system; who oppose Pxming t he rqnk-and-filc with a deep understanding of 
Marxist theory -: nd who instead ins ist tha t we must s pend f our month·s .. t o s tudy 
' tage s , Price and Profit' ( and then only in part.) 

. _. . ~ . 
Ideologically. 

We stru'ld felt di ·".loc ticni and hi s torical m2t cr i aiism; L e ~, we stand for the 
world outlook ~f thP. ; prolet~riat, a world out look of courage and s truggl e , basen 
on the firm c?n i•" ' i~n · thnt the ~orld ~ill 6~entu~lly be o~rs :. b~cquse hi~tqry,ris 
on our s i de . 

ltle are opposed to Burfor d ' s ideP.lism, which (for ··exampl e) thirrks 'tha-t· we-··cnn -· 
wi n by shadow-boxinG with our secondary enemie s like the Sovie t Union , inst aed of 
fighting our bigger c ncmi e's of Bri tish nnd ·us· i mncr ialism. · · t . 

We a r e . opposed t o _Burfo~d' s mctaphysi'cs , vyhi ch. ( f?,:t:: ex:-\mp l c) ca:q.not s ee ~Jl8 ~ni t y .' 
be twee n s uch things as theory and pr actice, nnd . think s ins t ead tha t'they ~r~ two 
entirely s e·por a t e tnings ; ' which t hi nks that stones c ,~n become chickc'ns or ·tha t . 
imperinlist countries c'nri. · wngo jus t we r s . · ... . .. 



VIe a r e opposed t o th~ RCL ' s mechanical m<'! t c ri0.lism which (for ex.e.mple) thinks 
:;11 t the; Soviet Unior .. :.s th-3 " 1)::'~ '11 "lry te.r . .;:t" in c~ch count ry bccnuse it is so 
world-vt'id-e·, and Ylhich thirilcs .tho.t the princip~ l contradiction in the world is wha t 
C.e t ~~mines : our t:<.~.sk1s , insteq.d of

1 
'making a concrete Ftna lysis of the c l i-t8-s. f orces i n ) 

e~ch country . · · . 
\'Je A.re opposed t o Burford ' s. (and t he RCL' s) :vulg.:tr , phoney and opportunist ' dia­

lec tics '· , which (for oxA.mpl e ) says t ha t Britain has cit "dual n:n"'.<ure , n or supports 
' 1 oniy" · European mili t ary integration f or "s·elf-defence. '1 

· 

Tn · short and. ·in··: g~~erR.l we e>.rc opposed to. Burford' s bourgeoi s world ou t1oo.k (which 
· · · hR~; profi:n:Indl:Iy influenced t h e TICL ), A.n outlook. paraly~e.d . w_i th . . fee r in front :· of the 

imp_e'riali st~ a~ci which has no t one i ota of . f aitlf:. in t~e r~v;qlu_tionary potential of 
t he p;ro l e te;riat . r.md people' <:md. which t he:refor.e seize~- ori ~ e\jS,r-y : Qp.portunity t o . 

· pra6t'it~ class c911a borr-tti.onism and.· p_r each· rQvis ionism. · 
. '~ • : 1 .t' . 

.,. . ·... . 
Organiza tiona lly. 

:'1 
: ... . 

' ·' r ' . 

• _ . , ,! • • .. . f· .-. • . . . . . ,. .·: . . . . . 

· 1 . We stand ' for democratic-centra lism, not the -bcnil:'g·~ois di<?tatorship which ;i,n 
th~ RCL passes for democratic-centralism . . 
1 We" ~t arid for ~· Centra.i Comr:Ji t t ee which . ha.s t he courA.{;e, hones-ty and ' faith in -- the 
rank~~nd-ffle t6 open up th~ discussion arid struggle When it is divided on major 
matters of principl~ ; no t fol£ the methqd of t he" opportunist majority of pr eventing 
thri. mirl6ri~i· stating its vie~s. . · · 
··· we - ~t~nd foi· ·a Central . Committ_ee which ,is prep~.re.d to 't ake the rank-and-:.file ;into 
its cqrifide:hqe arid ·actually :tel.:L_ tnem w~q.ts goi'tl.'g ·orY, ·n-o·-t;~-'Qne· which att~.mpts to 
cd4c~:~~ 'matters. . . . ' . ·. .. . ' . . . ' .... 

We sta nd for a Cent;iia~ Cqmmittee which encourages lower levels and the r~nk-:and­
file to use their own hefldS and que:;;ti.on cc dil,'ec ti ves ,'lines Rnd policies' no t one 
whi·ch tells comrades that thei r . only · du, tY. is t o .show ·."fl. willingness to und;e~stand 
and impleniemt" ahd 11 test the li1f~ ,.in p:i:actic.e ,'' i. e.' . to show religious faith -and 
fo l low blindlY. ·· · .. · . ~ • 

- 'Vfe stand. for· a d.emo_c"ratic-.cen~rafist .struc,t.~re where . comr~d:eS at eV:Jf'Y level ·feel 
·fr'ee 'fo ·voic·e· t heir o'pi:riions ,and· vote yes q:r n o, ,not one where they have to shut up 
and put t heir h ands up blindly following uhigher levels . '1 

In short we ~and for the widep t dempcracy insi de t-he. orge.nizati,on in order. to 
str'engt~Eni ouY fi'ght.ing capacity' ~0.. fight in a uni f ied and. disc·i p_lined mMner 
agains·t the c.las.s enej!1ly . . · · ~ - · · ; . . 

. ' 

· 2 '~; We stand also for ·'an organizP.t.ion. 'unified on a corr~ct ideological :.=md political 
lin~~ .. , . \'Vf} ~ a re oppose4. to '' the op.ppr~uni.st. line of unity between Marxisn . and revision­
is(: v:·., of allowing Marxists and,· opportunists to e;xis t sid.~;-by ..;sid!3 in the .S eJIJe · org­
ani zation . This is the line of '"·reserving views" on quest ions of princi p le - . a 
line which allows opportunist s to hide i n the org::>nizat i on and sapob;ge it-. How 
can we have a revolution if we allow to exist in our ranks peop le"~b.·c;··-are . opp;sed 
to revolu~ion? This is why ;B.urford must b,e. expelled if he ~oesn' t 3i 2'!ecrely change r 
his line, . Rnd :·why MC wn~~- ·not being spli t ti st in making, sucf'l a .. :statement. (The·· · 
sp.i vel;Lipg 'c)J:}portuni sts oh the . PC e.xpell, people also :- but f or daring to struggle , 
no t < for tiass line. ) ., , · · · 

Wha.t t ,he Opportuni st M.a~ ori ty · has .done i n the Two-Line ·struggle. 
• ,; . 1 • r; . 

The two- lil)o struggle . has · b.een raging on the PC and CC: 'f or nearly a year ·- in 
al l that , time t;h.e opportunist majority h as desperately tr.i'~d· t o A.void s truggli ng 
on ~·J e.nd : has inst ead .i:;riedto beduce the ·who l e st'I'uegie ·to·one of'' ' styie and 
methoq . of .WO;r{k;, .' to coriceal ·.the ·struggle; I to·· suppress-·it. r:i:hd .i to siande~· arid . smee.r 
the prole t~ .. rinn minority. 1 

• • 

Concealing the two-lin e s t r uggle . 

1. Wben the Secret ;::ry called t he Chairmr-m a "tr a itor to t he Wr)rking cl.:::.ss," 
insteRd of discussing whether or not t he statement was t rue, i t was deemed imper­
missible i n principle, thus denying that two -line struggle is a struggl e between 
t he proletariat and the bourgeoisi e. At the CC me eting in question t he then Secre ­
tary was r u led out of order and not allowed t o speak fully when he tried t o exp lain 
why he considered the Chairman n. traitor. 



2, ,ih~"n the r"'..lk- and-file were informed 0f the decisi on to remove the Secre -
l.ary from his oosts they' w "J"t: n'ot inf ~~ ,E:d of lhc .iduologicr l nnd ro.li tic:-1 
content of why the RCCUSPtion was mad e qg~inst the Chairman Pnd the circumstPnces 
il $hich it WAS made ! Is it not As tounding thA.t A. Secretary of· the CC cAn ·di SA.pner'r 
from the orgAnizRtion!~ife without the mo~bership being told of the line on 
which the struggle took p l ace? Even in the recent circulnr on MC 's so- cRlled 
splitti sm , line en~ er~··i~to it only incidentally because i t cPn n6 longer bn 
Avoided . The nttacks on IJC ' s alleged ' spli ttism ' are nothing but the old onpor .­
tuni s t ' s pprro t-cry of •unity,tt that it i s uni ty for unity ' s sake , not uni ty bas­
ed on line , .on principle. 

3. The PC is still refusJ,ng t ·o tell the rElnk - and'-file whP t the .two- line s.truggle 
is About - look at its a bs11rd circulPr of 17th. Sept . urging t 'he . rank- end- file 't o 
s tudy the changed slogBns on the Zimbabwe campaign , ins t ead· of telling cdes .. what 
the struggle is all about. 

4 . Al l thi s is h A.openil'ig ·becau se t he PC is terrifie·d thAt its r evisionis t l ine 
will be expos~d by the proletarian minority if open struggle tA.kes place . This i s 
why i t h as VV'ritten to ' the Ln . DC telling them th.?t MC ' s statement to them thA.t 
" class struggle is .. T)ropelling the RCL for ward" is a spli ttist statement ! V.fhAt a 
grve- AWay :to uph~ld class struggle is splittist! . And fiow this exposes their 
r(\tten opportuni.sm. What t he PC want'S to do is to nri ve the opposition out of the 
o ~anizRtion .and 'then try to foist its revisionist line on the RCL • 

. ', 

~uopre ssing the two- line struggle and attempting to re.sol v·e ~ it by organi?.at ional . 

~· 

For the whole oeriod of the two- line struggle Burford has . tr.ied to ·r:uthlessly 
s upnress_ all opp;si tion. to h im.- This .is h i s record of bourgeois power struggling 
over the past ye.ar. ". , 

1. On his return from leave o·f absence i n Feb. 1978 he tr i ed to· re·so lve . t he 
ideological and politicAl differences which were rapidly maturing by demR.nding thqt 
the RCL have a "cult of the individuA.l" about him. The PC rejected this A.bsurd 
demand and minuted " agreed that there can be no question of a cult of the indiv­
idual at th.e present ·stA.ge of our development . " P.l though Bur f ord is too dishonest 
to say so ,. this is why he opposed · both NJC and himself ' being publ icA.lly named -
he sai.9 "we should have a cult of the indi vidu.<>l about only 0ne Cv::lrfJ.de, •not tv:o." 

· · - ! • 

2. For• th~ next three mon ths or so the struggle grew in, intensity and was a t 
times very bi tte_r·,: in· the main no one side gained the ascendancy . Suddenly , tw9 
weeks Prior to the June PC , B~ford demanded tha t the PC propose to the next CC 
· ·. t h e end of June) " that MC ·b· '~removed from '!;he post of Secretary." This was"· .<­
,efore the CC had e~en been 'i formed of the content_ of the two-line struggle. 
Furthermore, . and typical of th~u.t_ter contempt with which I:3urford regards the 
rank-and- fi).e , he decJ.ared that the rank- rmd-file. should "at this stage be given. 
on l y the generni · r casens for it" i.e ., not told of the specific content o f·~ the 
two-lin e struggle . The PC r ejec t nd this proposal with only Burford voting in . 
favour . 

3. Ui:ireconciled to :his defeat, two weeks la.ter he launched a paranoid A:ttack . · 
on the Secret.a ry at the June plenum of the CC and accused him of h A.ving beQn 
plotting to ''seize power" in the RCL for s everal months . ~s evidence for this he 
produceQ. among other thd!ngs MC' s proposal that ther e s'hould be a Se cond Congre ss! 
The CC r e jected these accusations A.nd passed a minute saying "This CC does no t 
accept the cnarges made by t he ChAirmnn of the GC· ·t hat the Secrobry· of the CC 
has be.~n plo_tting to s eise the leadership of the RCL." Only Burf.ord ~!}d on e other 
voted agains t the minute . · 

4 . The two- line strugele on the CC was. waged with increasing intensity and in . 
September the Secretary called Burford a "traitor." Rcfu~ing any serious ·di scuss­
ion of whe ther or no t the charge was true, Burford proce~dcd to wage a war of 
extermination against the Secr e t a ry end su~cerdcd in f ooling the CC into removing 
the Secretary from his posts . Cdes . know the r es t of this buisness; the putsch 
which Burford launched in May came into fruition. 



5. Hh11t the rnnk-end-file have E_ot berm told is that the SO was s uspended 
O<JL:ause c omrade rJF , tho third co radc on tho SC , came out· in support-fcr- l'!C . Yuu 
~lso do not know that MC was r emoved from the PC bec~use he dared t o circulRte the 
document "The Bourgeosie hA.s seized power on the PC ." NC will now only be allowed 
t o remain on the CC ·if he struggles in an " orderly manner," i. c .. , knuckle s unde r 
to Burford ' s ~ rcvis~sn'ljsm. If ho dares t o circulate his · views t o' the 'rArik-and-file 
he wil l be expelled! ·rihn.t tJ. caric-tature of democrP.tic-central ism when a cbmrA.de · is 
prevented from stating his vievis :md is· expelled if he does! -...... .... .~ ·-· - ··-

6. At 'the Decembor PC MF was removed froll'l the PC· a nti .the PC'. t ook ·decisions· to 
cxpell fo::!C &; i'.1F a t the n ext CC . This is because the comrades concerned have .'!:Jeen 
forced to work toge ther; they did so openly but have been Recused of "bourge ois 
factionalism.!.' · ;.. - . ' . ~ . 

• · . .. i :- •. , 

7 . Cons is t ent . opposition to Bui"f.ord· and the opportuni st rnaj ori ty has also come· 
from cde. PR, a rank-and-file cde. in Ln .• She has been per-secuted for ·her oppos­
ition by the Ln. DC who, incited by the PC, put he r on pr obation . She also is 
dO\'VIl for expulsion ··unless she : Rnucklcs under (stru-ggles in;·cin "orderly· manner.") 

. ·' ·' 
8. Another very serious· means· of supl;)ressing 's truggle employed ·by·. ·the · opportunist 

majority i s· t O' deny : t~e minority the right to 'struggle . Altli'ough ' the CC 1s serious.;. · 
ly di viaed on· matters of principle; the majority has not agreed that· the minority 
should have the right to · put its vfews. They have even gone to the 'length_ ·of deny· 
ing that the CC is subordinate· to the Congress by refusing 'to ag.r.~~· th~); ... ~t the 
Congress the minority should have the right to speak out freely . What a grotesque 
traves.i;)r . ?c.~· .d~I~oc_rayi:c?.::-.9..~.!:\~.:;-a~ism .. A:P:d -~-o.w .:ut_t~r ly :'.~.a.n.lSl:'.~PJ:: i_~ ·. r~y,9_a}._8_:· .!!!~.i~. · 1~1?:~ 
be when they .<ire terrified of free Rnd open struggle at the Congress ! Comrades . 
should note that it was only as a result of MC ' s struggle A.gainst bureaucrat­
centralism that . the CC i tself·· v1as allowed to hear all the-views on· the PC ( prior 
to this t ·he cc was· preoented ·with· a united face · by the :Pc·;') . · 

Slander and smears against the Proletarian Minority. 
: .t I 

'I t is impossible irt· this docum~nt to refute one -by-one &ll the lies~ : sle:nders, · 
smears, distortions; ~..nd hA.lf - truths in the document of· the PC . "Denounce · MO 1 s Spli­
tt ism;" The .:.. documerit · is an acc(;)unt of a struggle of Tltarxi.sm against r:evisionism · 
s<:en·through the eyes of opportunists . v:e can . only expose -the grossest slanders 
and li'es. · · -··-··· 

1" ' •. • 
t 'f ; 0 ..... ~. - t .. . ~· . •• 

1. The whole line of the document is that we should treat as a ' contradiction 
A.mong the people ' the. contradiction between those who want revolution and those 
who want to practice. class-collabor~tiohis~ and· ally with British. and US imperial­
ism. The snecific ease is ~ .contrfl.diction between. those who want ·to fulfiJ:l our 
intrrnationalist oblig.litions to ~upport in practice the libe·rP.tion struggle· in · 7.1.m­
babwe and those.·who want to -b-etray that duty . These are not coY.J tradictions ·am·ong 
the people, they are contradictions b~twe~n . ourselves and. ·the ~nemy , they are~ 
tagonistic contradictiO:t:lS and .. bec<lllw so t he· minute .Burford. begnn practic;i.sirig 
a cons:tsten.t social~imperialist line .• The maj d.r:l ty' s sland()r that r1e is ac-t·ing 
like the 'gang of· four' is. absurq. The error o.f· the ' £~ng of four ' was ·:not that · 
they att::oC'l.cd people As ' cap1..tAlist r?nders, ' but th<tt they attacked the wrong · · 
people as ' ca~italist roaders !' It is not wrong in itself to call Burford a tr8i­
tor, it is only .wrong if he is . not a trA.itor. Comr<-tdes can se~ from this document 
tho.t Burford h o.s for a long time been · commi ting . vilo trE)nchery to ·the pr oleta.riB.n 
revolution. · · , · 

2 . ' BTLTBTP.' The docu:,rnt r..~·rvc:r-ts....,~l·~e aor~eotrcr'.htic~s:n of. 'B:OT~B1'P·' :i.~to an 
11tt~ek.t.on MC . .Although l~C ml,l~t (and -has) accepted the primary· responsil-Jility 
for the serious erroTs of this Cl.ocumcnt, ~ :.:.; basic 'cause· lies in ideological 
weaknesses. r..nd errors of the whole organization. · The opportunists ignore this, 
nnd furthermore , complete ly ignore Burford'~ r esponsibility for the err.or. Tho 
CC came to tho conclusion that the ro \)t of the error of ' BTLTBTP ' was in a docu­
ment drafted by Burford~thc •Geveral Plari f or Work at BC level' of September 1977, 
in which· Burford·wrote "In building the League practice is now primary although 
theory is still importnnt." This is the some line AS ' BTLTBTP' as the CC acknowl­
ecleed when it pas-sed : a PC minute of 1'17ay 1978 s A.ying "The ·germ of this error i s 
in the 16·:J.d ' gen(')l'l';'.l Plnn for work At nc level. ' "It 1'1160 ignore's the . fact rthn.t 

··· . .. 



I 1~c has made a substnntiDl s elf- criticism f or his p"..rt in the t. r ror s of ' o .t. l-l'l'.u'J.l, 
.~ ".; ___ ... ~h__:_:y 3Jrf r ::! s till r r·sists mAking ?. .s Jlf- cri tic i sm f or his error s . 

) • The accuon.tion thc.t MC "pushed through" a " spli ttist divisi on of :luthori ty" 
in the RCL ign0res t he fact t hat Burford himsi"lf proposed that MC be SecrctA.ry , 
"1.1 though it is true that he opposed f ~C being nr-Lmed ( boer>use of his obse~sion with 
a 'cult of the individual . ' ) It also ignores the f~et that the decision was wel­
comed by all the CC comradts who spoke (all of whom supported the dcc~ion •. ) It 
is a bare-fn~>ed lie to sny that ther e was "no discussion" of th~.; question . 

4 . The Se c:> ond: Congr ess , It is e. lie t o SFl.Y t hat the st ~.temcnt " there wris no 
poosibi lity of a t hor ough • • • discussion of lines " is a "brazen fe.lsehood . " If 
comrades look a t t he full statement which read~ "there was no possi bilit y of a 
thorough sumning up of experience and discussion of line~ nnd leadership," they 
will see that wns bei ng referred to (and what was· SDid at ttle CC) w0s th~t at the 
Founding Congress there h~d boon no opo()rtuni t y to discuss such question~ as indu~­
tri a l wor k , PODE , publ ications e t~" -, _ nnd no discussion of leadership . Burford is 
a li?.x ~n this -and many other quest i ons • 

... 
5. I t i s agfl.in a lie that MC has renounced t he CC as a whole as "opport unists and 

traitor s " and "declar ed his intention to denounce the CC as a whole as counter­
revolut i onary. " MC has expliritly said (at the last CC) that he did not regard 
the CC as a whole e.s opportunists and he made it cl'ear that it is the-;;ppprtunist 
ma,jority on the PC headed by Burford who mus t be the t11rgd of a.tte.ck . This li-e 
of Burford i s a crude a tt empt to mnke t he r ank- and-file t hi nk t ha t MC is a tt ~.~king 
and denouncing ev e-rybody who doesn ' t agree with him in cont rast to parson Burford , . 
whereas i n fact it is only through getting t o know Burford ' s rotten opportunism 
over a per iod of time that all comrades will sec through hi m •. Comrades out~ide 
the PC who support Burford Rt thi s time axe wrong , but in most cases they r-Lre 
not oppor tunists . . 

6. Si milar lie~ and slander s have been circula t ed i n Ln •. ag~inst cde . . PR , also 
for opposing the opport unis t maj or i ty, 

Comrades of the RCL , 

The two-line s t ruggle is agains t spli ttism - but the refl.l spli t tnrs i n our orr;_­
Rnizr-Ltion ar e those who preach and practice revi sionism. As t he CPC sai d in 1964 
in struggle eg~inst the CPSU : 

" . • . the history of tho int0rnRtionnl communist movement demonstrates thnt 
in every period t he struggl e between the defenders of unity ~nd t he croPt­
ors of spli t s is i n essence one between I\larxi sm- Lenini sm and opportunism­
r evis i onism , be tween tho upholders of r.::arxism Rnd t he traitors to Marxism." 
( ' Polemic on the Gener~l Line .• • ' , p 314). 

Comrades , ti1e reql splitters in the RCL 2.re those who : 

11 
••• to meet the ner:ds of the bourgco isie, split with Marxis11- Lcninisrn, 
with the revolut ionary prol ot arinn party and with t he revolutionary pr o­
letRriA.t and the br ·~ad ml'l.sscs 0f the lnbourine, people; nnd they rcm2.in 
splitters even when for a time they are in the maj or i ty or hold the 
leading posts . " (Ibid, p316 (0ur cmphnsis)). 

Comr ades , we n.re accused of ' spli ttisu1 1 bocnuse we declare tha t there can be no 
principled unity he t wcen us .nnd Burforn rtnd hi s henchmen on t he PC, but aen.in we 
quo t e the CPC: 

"Unity is a grcP.t thing <·md ·"' erE:nt slogan . But whn t the workers ' cause 
r.eeds is tho unity of Marxists , no t unity between Marxists nn0 opponents 
distort ers of Marxism . " (Ibid , p311 (emphasis in 0riginr.l) . 



.. ~-, 

. C r.~rades , the f:'1tu -·<.. of t!-1 r:c-J i s i n your hands - only y ou can f oil 
-Burford 1 s nlot t o ·t un'l whn.t "i s _s_t i!J.:. a po ccn l;ial vnnguf1.rd orgwizn.tion of t he 

·· · · or ki ne; c l nss i n t o a r ott en r evis i onist mouthpi e ce for the pr edatory- vmr-aims ) 
-· · of Britis h. and US i rr cr i rlism . 

DF.Jv1M~D AN Ef,'IERGb'NCY CONGRJ~SS OF TI:f~ RCL BY THE BND OF FEBUARY in br der t o. 
r a.tlfy or r e j e ct t he mea s ures t Rk~n ngains t MC, MF n.n4, PR. 

I 

In . the -first pl?ce dcm~nd tha t your cell or branch discuss._this document . 

; vc ' 341d :pr.s ~ resol u t i on o in.., _ .. -o~~ ce l l ·.or brnn~h supp ;r~ing MC'i l'~ and 'PR 
and den om:tcing the crppo~tunist r'naj ..:~ri ty on the PC .. · · - . . · · _ · _ 

--.. ... --~ 

If . your ce.ll ,or br:anch. won 1 t .. do. this then exercise your cons.t'i tutionn.l . ;ri~ht 
t o bypass them and write direc tly·to the cc • 

.If your DC/BC won 1 t suppor t your ce ll or. bra.ri.cl1 n.nd trie.s ·-~o suppress : qxpr ess­
i ons of suppbrt, then nl so byp~ss them and write direct t o the CC : ---- ~-:· ... ::. · .. · -. 

· ~ 

· · ( as--the opportu..'li s ·;; m-A.j.ori ty cn.nno t be .'trust~d t o carry out the d·emand f or 
a#- ent·rgency Congress send copies of any resol-u,~i ol}s , letters etc. ··t o. Pnt.l 

• Dixon ). . , , • · · .. 
• ·-'o~ ... ~ .... ~ - • • 

. ; . ~ ·-....... --. . -.·--- .... _ __ __ _ 
r . :_: f • 

Workers of al·t c ountries ) unit.e'!' Worke :;_~s Rn,d· opr(r,ess~d- people31 and n<:ti~ps , 
' · ·uni tc! 

·. 

. , . - . . 
. - -

Nei l Redf e r n 
Ph:i. l Dixon 
·pnt. nc·dfern. 
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