ﬁ“EPL! CRI ICISE THE SPLITTIST AND. IDE“LIST

DGCUMENT OF THE iNTI LEACUL FAC”I N

At the bsplnnlng of January, the ant1~1eague faction attempted to c1rcu;ate to
the rank-and-filé of the RCL, a document entitled The two-line struggle in the
kCIB Zis a strugale Dbetween Marxism and Revisionism. The document was suppressed.
Way? Iz it bec¢  se as the splittists like to claim, the PC and thé CC are “"afraid"
of struggle? No. It was suppressed because factional activities and the ultra-
democratic appeal’ of the splittists vi-lated both the spirit and the rules of
Dﬂmo:ratié'c;ﬁtrﬂl‘sm and thus viciously attacked the progress of the RCL in

arty~building and attempted to thrown us back to the days of the civcles. .It is
e,he;tlal for the RCL ‘to stand firm on hl& question of principle, and defend our
Democratic Centraiism, '

New that the 'central bodies have thoroughly prevented the attempt Lo t1 irn our
orgznisational ‘principles into those of bureaucratic anar thsm we ourselves are
circulating a2 vefutation of the factionms all-round attack on the RCL ac represent-—

ed by their docuzent, and are distributing also the factions owa dozument for
eriticism., Undoubtedly the faction will continue to find means to attack the ideo-
logical and political line of the RCL, and its organisational principles. But thi
blows are puny. Their document represents the best -7 they can cobble
‘hez. They have circulated documents individually befote at their various
kacn anyone could see did not hold water and which received thorough
sm. The document they have cire ulated bhas dro ped some of the mozt ob-
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vious lies and distortions, and "smartenmed up” the presentation of their line.
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lie best thing they can do, so it is the one. we shall take to refute.

3 . v, : X
For nany wonths NR has been criticised for his asplittism. One form of this . 7
splittiem is to raise IO00 issues at omnce, knowing that every opportunist state-
mzint made as a brief comment needs a couple of pages tc thoroughly «pose. He
.25 bzen particularly and vons*stently criticised for this style of Zlinging mud
in the hope that some of it will stick. {It iz no accident that ino the faction's
docuaent — page 6 -~ they opportunistically turn roung wnd try to criticise the
RCL in its turn for this. It is a bald attempt to divert crifici?m ) Undoubted~
¢ will stick. We won't even try to answer every criticiem and claim.
nt thing is to take a stand on the principal vesnonss grasp the
utlook of the faction, and thoroughly repudiare it. Thie circulur is
£, but an essential start. The ponts ip 1%, we will go into moze °
zar, At the same time, *he facticn ogportua;ﬁLLu(‘l" fiip constautly
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from attacking the line cf the RCL Manifesto, decicions of the ©C, the PC and
the Chairman as an individual. This is nothing suvprising. It is part of a
pattern of splittism, which we are by now thoroughly femiliar with! In the main,
wva shaLl concentrate on upholding the correct stand of tue RCL as an ovganis-
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ation. We camnot in this single docusent refute all the slender: and criticisms
of *b Chairman. We uphold the Chairman, as the comrade who has played the lead-
ing role in building the RCL. We strongly affirm he is _11 tha leading
comrada, Like all comrades, he has, omn occasion, been in a nincrity. This is
natural. We expect struggle te take pl”c in Le committee . All our comrades
contribute to the collective wisdom, even when anctitv; The gplittists
cennot grasp this elementary fact. ‘
Other points on the lies and distortions leveled .
221 made in the circular Denounce MC's evlittiem {1

DENDUNCZ BOURGECIS FACTIONALISH

In their document the splitters admit that they have been working topm*ﬁer
n innocent terms they add that they "'did so cpenly, but have been accused of
ourgeois factionalism™.(p6). They have the vain hope that RKCL comrades are naive
enough not to know that the issue of "open - V' or "secrecy’ i:c totally irrel-
evant, and that «/“ler way they have flagrantly attacked the organisational
pr nnlples of the RCL and esgtablished a bourgecis faction. This opportunist mask
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of injured innocence; like much of their statement, is an out and out fraud.
PD(MF) himself stated at PC I7 (December) "my association with cde MC is an open
oneq and I know it is a factional omne'. Trotsky s factlon in the CPSU(B} was

"open'. It makes mot ome whit of difference

Thls tiny clique has been meeting benlnu closed doors to plan strategy and
tactics for overthowing the line and leadership of the RCL, rather than work-
ing openly as individuals in their approyriate units and committees. The estab-
lishment of such a faction is nothing less than a declaration of causing a
split. It has not been tolerated by any other communist organisations. It will
not be by the RCL! Its nature is made more apparent by the fact that it con-
sists of one PC, one CC and one R&F member.. It set itself up as a .separate
organisaticn within the RCL. Its utter hypocricy is apparent when it berates
the “bur. wgraiic” centralism of the RCL for upholding the united face of
leading committees (p4) and the principle of allowing comrades in the minority
to "reserve their views" (p4) and struggle in an orderly mamner (p6); yet
simultaniously the anti-League faction struggles for unity among themselves
(something they refuse to do with the vast majority of RCL cadres) and where
they cannot agree they adopt the ''principle™ of the united face of the faction!
So, for example, they do not mention omnce the theory of the three worlds in
their document, because (while they are indeed united in their opposition to
it) PR and NE claim to be tne true representatives of the theory of the three
worlds, PR even calling it a "new strategic line"”, whilst PD denounces it
as an "opportunist theory” and calls on communists to "put China at arms L M o
length"”. But the faction will have their unity at all costs, even on the
basis of an opportunist compromise. Similarly, many of the attacks on the line
of the RCL in ofx er areas have never been supported by PD (a2 few of them we've
never heard at alll) But for the splittists unity of the faction is all -
unity of the RCL is nothlng

THE FACTION IS THE OUTCOME OF SPLITTIST ATTACKS

The establlshment of ghe anti-League faction isitself only the culmination
of a vicious splittist campaign waged by WR at the centre, and PR in her cell.
It is a result of NR's attempt to chaunge the line of the RCL, not by patient
strugple and criticism, but through the means of waging a personal war of
Lchrm;natloﬁ against Lhe Chairman, and on the basis of demagogy. Opportunis-—

ically he directed his fire at an individual, wheps in reality, he was attac-
Kln? the Manifesto., His tactics were to sling more andumore mud. It was a
splittist stand from the start. It reached an extreme form when he denounced
the Chairman as a "traitor to the working class". He had no desire to struggle
for unity at a2 higher level, and thus strengthen the ideoclogical and political
line of the RCL. Even mow the faction's documents seeks not to reach :
clarity, but to sow confusion.

In April and on a number of subsequent occa51onss MR proposed that at the - .
next Congress, the united face of the PC and the CC should be broken. Why?
Because NR did not even cousider struggling consistently to win the CC to his
Do 1t10n, but looked oﬂly to making a grand appeaL to the R&F over the heads
of the CC. He denies in essence, that struggle is the means to reach unity,
and rejects_the aim of unity..:= as his starting point. Neither the PC .or the
CC have, in fact, yet discussed the form of the next Congress. The issue is-
why NR kept raising the matter, and his anarchistic views on inner-Party
struggle. This approach is continued in the faction's document (p4), where_
they demogogically declare that they "stand for a Central Committee whichwws
will oper up the discussion and struggle when it is lelde on major matters
of principle...not one which attempts to conceal matters". Here we have it. No
united face at 21l. For Bolsheviks, the first duLy of the Cw is to struggle for
clarity azd unlty, and to give ieaievshlpq Tt is its duty to comsclentiously
and self-critically consider criticisms from below,-znd the centralised ex-
perience of the organisation as a whole. The faction's stand will end patient
struggle for unity at the centre, and the systematic summing up of EXperience,
and replace it with a continued free-for-all wheru the "best” demogooues Eise
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therefore have the confidence to make criticisms! And it is this which led cadres,
vet again, to criticise his style of work. To which he replied, yet again, that
the PC was diverting the struggle into one of methods and style of work, away:
from issues of ideclogical and political line!

NR demands ultra-democracy for himself, and bureaucracy for others. All these
things are precisely fundamental questions of ideological line. From his stand on
Democratic Centralism, to his arrogance, to his failure to practice self-criticism,
to his réfusal to scek truth from facts, NR backed by the faction, takes the
class stand of the petit-bourgecisiec. The RCL takes the stand of the proletariat.
The factions constant attempts to oppose 'methods and style of work"” tc "ideolog-
ical and political line® are themselves nothing but a diversion. We are prec-
isely struggling over major questions of ideological line.

As far their petit-bourgeois carping demagogy about 'the widest democracy’ and
their belittling of the 'rules' of Democratic Centaalism, Lenin has this to say,
"The Party tie...must be founded on formal 'bureaucratically’ worded rules
(bureaucratic from the standpoint of the undisciplined intellectual), strict
adherence to which can alone safeguard us from the wilfulness and caprices
characteristic of the circles, from the circle methods of free-for-all scrapping
that goes by the name of the free 'process'cf the ideological struggle"

(One Step Forward, Two Steps Back, p25I, Peking Ed.)

THE IDEALIST METAPHYSICS OF THEFFACTIOH OH PARTY-BUILDING

In total disregard for concrete reality and actual conditions, the faction
wildly attacks the Party-building strategy of the BCL. (Another new flip by PD).
The faction attacks the "line" which "concentrates in practice, on purely econom-
ic work 'in individual factories” (p2) and instead proposes that the ECLvtook a
stand on concentrating its scarce resourses on the industrial working class,
and why in particular we concentrate on work in certain factories. It requires
patient, long~term hard work to win the leadership of the working class, and
build.a Party with deep roots in it. For the faction shouting is enough.

Secondly, it is a fact that as well as taking a stand on the economic
struggle, and on the struggle to turn the unions into fighting class organisat~
ions, the RCL distributes agitational material on other political struggles
(they can't have forgotten the Zimbabwe campaign already!) and sells CS in the
factories. That the RCL does purely economic work is a bare-faced lie. That the
RCL concentrates its rescurces is true - and is entirely correct! (It is true
that some units have at times made economist errors, but that is another matter ..
entirely). The iies go on. The RCL they say is "only uniting with the working
class". All comrades know this is not the line of the RCL either on paper or
in practice. PR knows that the cell she was in is in practice leading the pres-—
ent wages struggle, as it led the campaign for solidairy with the people of
Zimbabwe! The faction has deliberately lied in order to cover up a correct
criticism of NR and PR that they ignore the mass line as the method of leader-
ship; that they think that "you lead the workers by leading them’ (sic). How
profound. This criticism of them is clearly correct; and secn to be s0 by their
insistence that we can lead all struggles of all classes and strata despite the
size of the RCL. They can only say this because they deny any necessity to
investigate, in order to give correct leadership. Their wild idealism leads
them to believe that shouting "revoluticnary" slogans is sufficient.

The faction complains at the "conmstant pulling back of cur work using the
pretext of the contradiction between cadres and tasks. There are millions of
people who want revolution...” (p2) If these opportunist demagogues and ideal-
ists would attempt to seek truth from facts, and do even a cursory investigation.
they would discover that regardless of how many poeple want revolution, that the
RCL has a limited number of members and supporters. They would discover the '
awful realities that there is indeed a contradiction between cadres and tasks.
and that every day our comrades have to decide what are more important tasks,
what are less important, and what can't be done yét. The demagogic ravings about
the RCL's snivelling"” (p3) will not change these stubborn facts. It is one

thing to have lofty revolutionary optimism: quite another to live on cioud nine.

*should lead the political struggles of all classes and strata. What proud revo-
lutionary phrases! All comrades know why the RCL







