inorities,
‘&he RCG

Recognising the importance of struggling against all forms
of oppression and endorsing all forms of struggle against opp-
ression is a hallmark of the political activity of Marxist-
Leninists. What is as important is adopting correct and spec-
ific means of fighting that correspond to those oppressions.
This is'especiallv relevant when tackling the dual oppression
of ‘women 'and national minorities. Otherwise there is an
evasion of the political conclusions necessary to rectify. those
particular dual. oppressxonspthus hampering the progress to a
classless society..f

That understanding forms the starting point for this: article
In criticising the line of the Revolutionary Communist ‘Group (RCG)
on black people in Britain and their role in the ‘revolutionary
struggle for the socialist revolut:l.on9 we focus on Issue .9 of
'Revolutionary Communist', the last issue of the RCG's' theoret-
ical Jjournal to appear. The nain article was devoted to. "The
struggle of the oppressed in Brltaln agalnst racism and? imper-
ialism" (R C. 9 p. 1) Although publlshed in the Summer:.of 1979,
the discussion article "Racismy, Imperialism and the Working Class"
remains :.the most complete statement of the political basis the
RCG sees . for an anti-racist movement in Britain; it also laid the
foundations for a line eventually endorsed in the RCG's’ Manifesto
published in 1984. A

Many: points and arguments cr1tic1sed in the RCG's 11ne have
appeared in the League's own newspaper, 'Class Struggle'y, ‘because
""for a considerable period 'Class Struggle! did not- promote our
collective viewpointy but a view that was held by the editor of
the paper." (CS Vol. 8 6/7 July/August 1984 p.2) Thus,
in a real sense these criticisms are relevant to wider quest;ons
of reorientation debated within the league.

Inevitably the criticisms of the RCG's article involve
presenting the arguments for a perspect;ve that the League upholds.
This perspective has become known as 'Free National Development'-
(previous public explanations of’ the strategic alliance it
~entails are to be found in OCTOBER Vol.1 no.1 - 'The Struggle
‘of National Minority People and the line of the RCL' - and Vol.1
no.2 - 'Racism9 Nat10nal Oppresslon and Free National Development')
While the League makes no pretence of having examined all the
questions concerning the oppression of national minorities in
Britaing nor of having exhausted the subject, Free National
Development is part of the programmatic task facing us as
revolutionaries in Britain. It forms part of a developing cont-
ribution to our endeavours to shoot the arrow of Marxism-
Leninism at the target of revolutlon in Britain (to paraphrase
Mao Zedong).

- . The laws of dialectical development make any detailed
prediction of exact plans for the future idealist. In advancing
the principles inherent in the Free National Development
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stance, we recognisec that our theoretical understanding and
analysis:Will beccrie rore specific, profound and detailed
as it is subject to the corrective of practice. This is to
be expected if our efforts are to be rooted in an objective
and historical analysis of the contradictions that are
confronted in the on-going deVélOpnent of working class and
national minorities' struggles. Those whose theory and
practice of revoluticn are llttle more than a dogma present
the case that the national question must always be seen as
subsidiary to the cause of revolution. -But they are answering
the wromg question.

As an organisation the League does not romanticise or-be-
ittle the tasks before us. Iin preaching, sermon like,
workers unity, the argument. often concentrates exclusively
on the use of racism to d1v1de the working class or on the
racist ideas of white workers, reducing the struggle for
worlkiing class unity to ecither self interest or a liberal
appeal to conscience and norality. In doing either the
revolutionary thrust ‘of nat onal minority struggles‘ig_
denied. ' L niawe
The appeal to help the "underprivileged minorities",
reinforces the approach that national minorities should be-
uplifted into the mainsticam labour movenent; that isj. trade
unions. DBut for practical reasons zlone, a working class ::
inbued with the prejudices of chauvinist patriotism and ..+
racism reqires nore than a few forrmlas on workers unlty. i
Such an appeal - blurs over the differences between the
working class and national minorities. And in doing so
side--steps the historical necessity involved: the right of
the nmulti-national working class to be free of national as
well as class oppression. This is a demand that has been
developed in numerous struggles, on the initiative of theé’
national minority .people themselves. To exclude this demand
from the revolutionary progranmne is a fatal _act of chaﬁrlhlsm.'
Part of what is at stake in the struggle agains racism’
is the unity of the multi-national vorking class. This
unity can only be built by addressing the’ contradlctlons }
within the class, the resolution of which’ ig- the : recogn1t1on
by white national majority of the right of the oppressed 0,
national minotities and support for their just damands. ' 'f(“
A consistent elernient in the’ p011t1ca1 consciousness and
activity of black national ninorities in bLritain.is thelr'
invoivement with the struggles of their countries of’ orlgln.p;
witness the dencmnstrations of Southall's Sikhs at the assacsi—
‘nation of Gandhi, the vote for Kashmiri defendants in i
Dirminghan's local elections and the composition of those =
who demonstrated at the U.S. invasion of Grenada. Such a
point-need not be laboured when so many national mincrity
communities contain numerous specific organisatiocns basew on
nationality. These. national c¢lements are also reflected in
so many struggles, not just against state racism, but in
relation to demands concerned with their own culture and
language: for instance, Rastafarian prison rights, black
educational orientation in schools, mother tougue teaching.
(sec National Freedom CLASS STRUGGLE 7.5 May 19833).
Superficially thesc clenents, and their national character



are recognised in the article in ‘Revolutionary Communist 9’ when it states that:

“The racism and racial oppression within Britain today is a particularly form of imperialist
oppression. it is the form taken by national oppression within the oppressor nation. “{RC p.10)

This early recognition does not permeate the entire analysis and indeed is gradually diluted until we
are informed that national oppression is reproduced in the imperialist heartland by “the ruling class
encouragement of discrimination” p.22

In employing a conceptual approach that recognises that —
“The oppression of nations is reproduced within the imperialist state as racial oppression” (p.11),

But then shrinking from accepting the political consequences which that entails, the articles fails to
provide the clarity necessary for advance.

“A RACIALLY OPPRESSED SECTION OF THE WORKING CLASS”

Throughout the article it is clear that, despite the definitions employed, its authors use a deductive
reasoning which channels the analysis to a priori principles rather than a study and analysis which
results in the development of principles and premises. Take the RCG’s use of the term ‘black and
immigrant workers’ throughout its publications; the avoidance of the term ‘national minorities’ is
not a matter of semantic niceties, it reflects a basic theoretical position. Quite clearly the RCG
ascribes to black people in Britain a particular functional role in the domestic labour market. A great
deal of empirical data is used in a mechanical fashion to assert the existence of “a special, super
oppressed section of the working class” (p.25), that is, black people in Britain occupying a class
position with a distinctive set of economic functions. Thus

“Racial oppression has forced black people to occupy the worst jobs, the lowest paid jobs, the worst
conditions, shift work etc. and racial oppression is used to keep black workers in these sectors.”
(p38)

The RCG's article, for all its detail and polemics, does not make a qualitative break from the view
which reduces the solution to that of uniting two class fractions. As its authors spell out, they see the
situation that

“while one section of the working class — black and immigrant workers — face discrimination, face
racist assault and face the state’s attack, the other section — white workers — has not yet come to
their assistance. This means the disunity, the splitting of the working class.” (p.43)

The political basis for the unity of the class proves to be little more than a rehash of the traditional
recipe of the English left. Its core is in the line that in the



struggle :for an anti-racist unity as part of bui‘dlng :
the graater unity of the. worklng class for socialist rev-
olution, it is solely as workers that black people..seek
liberation: equality and full democratic rights to.obtain
an education, get a job and luve a decent living.

i r

However the facts do not fit this argument as neatly
as some would want us to believe. It is not true that
national minorities' struggles are immediately and dir-
ectly bound up with the strugglee of the working class. -
The struggle against national oppression in Britain is
a movement of rany classes, a reflection of the objective
position and experience of national minorities in this
country. . There are specific community struggles that
cross class bhoundaries within these communities, such
as the struggle for Islamic provisions in education,
the endeavours to send relief to Poland, and most
conmonly, the resistance to state deportations. Even
the industrially based struggles of national minority
.workers have not been closely Iliinked with the overall
struggle of the worklng class and labour movement
institutions - Britain , even when shared industrial
condltlons, such as ‘at Hatfield's , provided a material:

.. basis for unity 1n struggle.

The.ddily experlence. of petty racist practlces
institutionalised in the qtate machinery, and end- .
orsed ..by: the majority mnationality's individual racism
~and -indifference, is the background in relation to.
which ' national minority . cormunities often have a .
greater degree of unity and solldarlty - in spite of
class’ antagonism - - than national minority workers
have with c¢lass brothers and sisters in the dominant

natiocnality. National opjfession acts to weld comm-
unities together in resisvance against that opp-
ression. The RCG position, in common with the vast

najority. of the political lefty, avoids any consider-
ation of the specific oppression which was previously
identified as the reproduction of national oppression.
The cardinal questlon that national oppression is the .
bourgeoisie's systematic suppression of nationalltiesf
- econonically, politically, socially and ideologic- "~
ally -. is npot  addressed. The RCG's reply to - ]
'What do we get from oppressed nations?!
is. - i
"a ra01a11v oppresqed stratua of the working Llass"
- (p.31)
This - transformation is achieved by a reasoning:
that allows for the structural unity of the working
class despite fractionalisation on the basis of racial
oppression. .., No trace here of a national - element to
impede - y d :
"the real issue facing the working class, that of

building an anti-racist novenent against the British
state. " (p.9)



ECONOMIC DETERMINISM

- Imparting certain specific characteristics to immigrant labour,

which is so central to the RCG analysis, is close to perpe-

tuating the racial stereotype of the"backward" immigrant,

with no formal education; no knowvledge of industrial society

~etc. , This theme rung through the main sounmes on which the
.article draws; so we have the influential Casties and Kosack

"talllnp of immigrants coming from corrmunities w1th a pre-in-
dustrial mode of existence in which the

" hours and rhythias of work have .been determined by .the

., seasons and the natural needs of plants and animals " (S.
"Castles & Kosack, Immigrant workers and the class structure
in Western Europe - Oxford University Press 1973 p.43 )

and the fiction that imnigrants are unused to formal rules,
and so on. Casties and Kosack's analysis defines the immi-
grants empirically, as young, unag¢coumpanied men in the’ prime
of their working lives with the particular aim of earning
jnoney and therefore cheap fcor Capital. These specific
characteristics enable immigrants: to be exploited in a
specific way; and immigrant labour is seen as somehow
external to iwperialism but eble to contribute to the done-
stic development of an imperialist economy. The RCG article
does not take on boeoard the last point . It recognises that:

" forced out of the oppressed nations by the poverty and
n‘utarvatlon imposed by imperialism, immigrant workers and
the1; descendants have Dbecorie a super-exploited section
of the worklnp class. By this process imperialism. has
sown the seeds of its own ueutructlon. " ( PRFI 124 Sept.

1901 p1.

DBut it has taken on aspects of the Castles & Kosack approach
~in an uncritical way. HNational minorities demands are an
" element in the wider class struggle against Capital, but
they cannot be deduced sinply from the position of national

A‘nlnorltles within the labour process.. ' The RCG article falls

‘*nto an me1r40¢9t position which detracts from the nature
of the oppression to which black national ninorities (along
ith other national minorities ) are subJect. A . crude
.economlc deterninism colours their analysis as if . a pure
undefiled unit of labour abstracted from the mesh of
. countervalllng soclal influences dctudlly existed: theirs
is the academlc desire for the sameness of the statistic.

The Dritish Left's ana*151s is coloured bv the prescri-
- ptive dssunptlon that the immigrant has entered a class
position that is obscured bj the emphasis on racism. ... -~
Because racism is seen as a functional utility, the means
to the realisation of ruling class interests .- that of.
dividing class forces - the means oftackling intra-class
antagonism is seen as a united class oifensive against.
Capital's rule. The distribution of enphasis throughout
the RCG's argument is on the need for unity because:
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W'’ The basis for creatinb'féhl‘bolitical unity is the recogn.
ition that the working class the oppressed people in Uritain
Have a common interest in overthrow1ng the Drltls 1mper1allst

state. " (RC 9 pl3 )

This finds expression in the slogan 'one struggle one
fight ' implyng a convergence of struggles. Thus - the RCG
analysis remain$in the left's framework that either liquidates
the national elerient ‘in national minority struggles or tries
to portray it as really a class struggle for socialisn.

This theoretical model falls in error on many vital issues,

“and, through a narrow economistic interpretation, seriously

fails 'to challenge the ideological hegemony of imperialism.

The general strategic thesis on the funqamental’contradi-
ction between Capital and Labour is not replaced by the
contradiction Letween the national minorities and dominant
nationality in Dritain. Doth of these contradictions arose
out of the development of imperialism as a world system, and
one should not sever the inter-connections.

A dialectical materialist appraisal of these contradictions
does not posit a fractured picture of the reality of
inperialist exploitation. The conjuncture of class struggle
can no longer validly be analysed or understood by looking
at the internal cconomic workings or social formations of a
spec1flc society 'but must be studied at the'gldbal level of
the imperialist worid system. Defln*ng racism in term of
the funiction perrorned for the dOﬂPoth ‘mperlallst econony
loses qlght of the fact that racisn deve*oped as, and still
rerains, the ideological concomitant of imperialism's
Oppressiop of nations. ;

For natlona* nlnorltv people in this imperialistfsociety,
racial oppre391on 19 the hlpest and most vicéious form of
nhtlonal oppression.’ I+t is not separate from national oppres-
81on - it is intimately bound up with it and consequentlally
requlres the res olut*on ‘of the national questlon as the basis
fqr its repoval. If the questlon is posed whether class
oppression precedes racist oppression as the determlnlng
factor, it is a good chance that one seeks an answer waich
can prove "both arbitrary and nutually exclusive. This is
fine for those uho wish. to invoke their deslred éonclu51on
which too oftevn purports a class consciousness devoid of the
racist reality of Dritain. It gives no indication of a need
for qualluatlve rupture with the opportunls+ practices, the
virus of cultural supremacy and national arrogance engendered
by over .a century of. Dritish inperialist rule. Such a one
dinensional 'worLerlst' approach is essentially an arpument
based on. the premlsc that national minority. oppression is
a result of the . function and position of the nationail
minorities. wlthln the labour market. Conscious activists in
class battl es, in confronting the reality of a cecaying
inperialist society such as ours, recognise that a break from
such an analysis is a task specified by the needs of revclu-
tivary advance.. The fetish of fitting all phenomena

" within the parameters of the Labour/Capital contradiction



leads the RCG to eradiéate the specific oppressicn of black

people andy; in practice, to portray it as part of a general
r offensive against demuc¢ratic rights. As the article in

' Revolutionary Connun*st 9 argues-the ”ullng ciass

"  lhas launched' a systematic offensive aga1nst this oppres-
sed section of the working class. To achieve success in their
~aim of defeating black and inmigrant vorkers the ritish

. capitaliists arc relying on there being no united working

" class struggle against racism .... If they succeed in that
,ain - they will be capable of disuniting the working class
struggle anu_uo lay the basis for defeating the whole working
lclass. u ( RC 9 ph3 )

TUD ‘BLACK VANFUARD

Seeing only & strategy for the ruling class to pick one section
off at a time, the racist wedge in working class unity is
-the RCG's principal complaint,. enphasised throughout the
‘article. Such a line negates any intrinsic vaiue or autonomy
in the struggle for national rights. Such national minority
struggles arc seen as inportant becausc they ‘can be utilized
in radicalizing the white working cliass, as FRFI has stated.,
" it is they, the black vanguard, whose cxperience and
exanple will explain the issues to the rest of the working
class. " ( FRFI ) No. 4
The revolutionary Comrminist Group would have seemed to have
progressed a long way fron their founding statement of
‘October 1974 with its single nention of "imnmigrant labour"
{ our tasks and Methods Revolutionary Communist Reprints
No. I, RCT August 1979 pl1 ) Dut the enphasis placed on
those least implicated in the old traditions reflects the
RCG's birth marks; as the Revolutionary Opposition, inside
I.S. (now S$.W.P). Far from resting on the economic determi-
- nist basis that colours the RCG's perspect*ve, the line with
‘regard with vouyg black workers could be mistaken for the
dinverse of" the conclusions of bourgeois. criminal sociology
with its almost pathological fear of gtreet unrest.

i In its endeavours to defend worhxng class unity against
bourgeois and uepardtlst ideologies, - ‘the article paves the:

" way for ignoring any coomunity reqpqnbexand the spe01f101“
oppression of ‘national minority communltles.\ It refuses to
see national m*norlty people in any -context other:than as
'advanced workers'. A Pprime example of thls‘approach was
contained in FRFT',:reporuage on the Black Peopie's Day of
Action (FRFT 9 March/nprll 1981 ), Headlined..t3lack Workers -
on the March' the :report concluded: "All true irevdélutionaries
and communists will see the reulutance of the youth as a
splendid examplé of revolutionary work1ng class. means of

- fighting oppression. :“Far from needing to! oxcuse' it we
rejoice that one section of the working class in-on the road
to revolution." (FRET 9 p5) The transformiation in terminclogy
to proxy victories offiblack workers, nay black youth, fighting
as the vanguard of the’ ' class singles. ‘out one setion of national
ninority comnunities -although the entdire éohnunltles are
effected by the national oppression 1nposed by an imperialist
state. _ B

Not content W1th arguing that the fundamnntal class
character of national minority struggles steus from the over-



whelming vworking class conposition of those communities, the
RCG article argues that black people have utilized more
advanced forms of class struggle and broken with respectable
political tradition. It is part of a process that presents
the case that the class denands of black people (!) are
revolutionary and that their national demands are not.

This neatly dovet1115w1th the RCG's analysis of a labour
aristocracy in Britain ( a position stated in D. Reed's
restatenent of Lenin's position in FRFI 27, March1903 3

' " Marx and Engels : the Labour aristocracy, opportunism and
the Dritish Labour Movement " ), with its mechanical adoption
of Lenin's advice " to go lover and deeper to the real masses
... not affected by !'bourgcois respectability' ". The
tremendous potential of the working ciass for change has
been crippled by decades of class collaboration, and divisions
within the class are given promihence by the RCG. Indeed,
the polarisation of class forces " between the privileged
strata of the working class on one side and the growing
railts of oppressed wvorkers on the other " ( FRFT 33'Oct./
Nov. 19u3) is ever present in their analysis. However in
.the application of this understanding the RCG identify the
“revolutionary potential of black people as that emanating
from their status as worlkers, or more specifically as

';i "people. of no property" : the unemployed, the youth elements

making up the vanguard that will drav in other sections.

‘The English left's traditional commitment to specific striig-

gles have contained a dominant element, an assessment of that

struggle's relative social utility. For the RCG :

" The only revolutionary strategy today is to work among
the most oppressed sections of the working’ clasq to build
an anti-imperialist, anti-racist movement which can
destroy the infliuence of the labour arlstocracy over the
vorking class as a whole. " FRFI 33 )

saned "ot

'“.CLASS STRUCTURE OF NATIONAL MINORITIES

The article's judgement that rational minorities bave
been in general integrated into the social relations of
- production in the Dritish class structure avoids acknowledg-
ing - that tleir relations Ulth the majority nationality
remdlr both distant and generally uneasy. The marginalisa-
tion of natiomal minorities by a’ bourgeois definition of
" ethnicity " has prov1ued an alternative, but equally
reactionary set of racist stereotypes which reduces the
~nat10na1 oppre551on of dynanic comnunltzes to the need
for ‘ant equal rights' policey. ;

¢+ The artlcle emphasises the state's attempts to buy off
middle class members of the national minorities< The
atteript to subvert resistance into organized channels “of
couplaint by provision of state-funded resources to cultivate
al;eg1ances is indeed a dangerous. theat to the solldarity

of an anti-racist resistance not only that based in natlonal
m1nor1ty»organ;sat10ns but: aiso that of the proc;almed anti-
racists in the dominant n1t1ona11ty. The attention paid

to 1n91v;dunls co-opted by the state as "spokemen", to act

X



ns "professionai moderators of the struggle" , as they are
described in the RCG Manifesto, underplays the resisiance to
national oppression as a naterial social force. The intention
of the Dritish state to create -a black professional middle
class, to create an interest in the imperialist system , . i
comes up against the racist reality that hems in any advance :
the State could not provide enough subsidies or employment to
defuse the resistance to state racism. As that oppression .
1ncreasps, more amd more are drdwn 1nto the strugglg against_ 1t.
CldSS dlfferentlatlon within nat10na1 nlnorltv communltles
is expected y but reference to the d;sproportlonate number of
middle class "immigrant members of the Executive Coumittees {RC 9
p29) of CRCs is hardly ev1donce of any serlous con51dgrat10n of the
interaction of classes W1th1n the national nlnurlty carmmunities.
The,compoqltlon of a: "‘pecia¢ and oppressed stratum within
the werking .class" dis one ‘dravn from ‘skilled ang unskilled
urban”r.worherd, agricultural LabourerQ, middle peasants and poor
peasants. . This 'is iost in the catch-all réference to "Black
and TIrwaigrant workers". In terms of migrant labour from the
"New Commonwcalth", the unskilled category C was abolished by
the 1965 white Papcr, whilst vouchers for other Catpgor1es
containing doctors, teachers, technological graduates etc. were
increased, creaning off: the Skll ed and’ pr0195310nals from the
Third World.

| A

The exlstence of dliferenr soc1o-econom1c p051t10ns 1s a '
feature of nationai minority commvlltles, and it is ev1dent thav
the struggie ror leadership of "these communltles does 1nvolve
different cluass forces. However since there is a distinct fraction
of petty-bourgeéois capital that arose partly out of the opeclflc
neceds of. such conmunwtlcs, what should also be acknowledged is that
it has not been successful in enterlng Brltxsh Imperialism's -, "
stronghold of wealth , to exercise social power over, the national
ninority working class, let’ alune the worklng class as .a;whole.

In Britain's racist society, in which racism vas, and remains an
element in the construction of a elass alliance (howcver transitory)
the shopkeeper, small manutacturer, food 1mporter, and :religious
hierarchy have joined in defence of their connunltles. This - ..
imspite of the contradictions within that community. This is .
demonstrated time after time in dntl—deporfdtlon campalgns, Ly 4

and even though no one 'is protected by their class position |

if they are from:a national minority communlfy, the RCG, along

with the rest of the British Left, maintains that immigration,
controls :hllst inherently rdcist s 1is one 01 the maJor ways

u by wh1ch the state manipulates und controls this section

of the worklng LlaS°" (RC 9 p18)
The assumption of an entity termed "black dnd 1mm1grant 1abour"
totally deévalues the existence of’ national mlnorlty cournunities-
with different duration of settlemcnt, peographlc cnncentratlon,
generatlonal structure 'etc.

In the RCG's bdelnatlon oI 1mm1grat10n, people from
the Third World are given a very .ahistorical treatment They
are prcsented w1thout a hlstnrv or suggestlon of contlnulty.

. st v <ty
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What is missing ave those important: dimensions of an anti-
imperialist history and: culture. 'The concept.of-a long ;
indépendent historical: tradition of mnational mincrity re—.
sistanceé”in anti-coionialist struggles,. providing an in-
spiration for struggies in Dritain is absent:in the RCG's
understanding. Instead national minorities, particularily

the youth " showed spontaneous anti-imperialist consciousness"
’FRFI T p3 ) The lack of even passing reference to- third
World Theoretical or political traditions as- @rov1d1ng any

‘-_p011t1Cdl b451s reflects rmore than just a pa581ng contbmpt.

.PERPDTUATION OF RACISM PR, pel,ty

Slnce tho mid-sixties immigration contro*s have been
overwhelningly targeted upon the flow of dependants. Thc“
1965 TUC General Council report expressed concern about
the nunbers of New Comnonwealth Imnigrants because. ‘ .
" L ..progress towards their integration is in some aepect54
being reversed as the numbers becone large enough . to con- -
stitute an extenSion of their previous enviroments and lead
towards their sextlément as a series of comnmunities., "
(Miles R & Phizakelaa A. - the TUC, Ilack Workers & New
Commonvealth Immigration 1954 - 73 :SRRC paper ‘6 1977 p17)
That rcactlondrv concern to promote ‘assimilatian has found’
its- ccho in the Left's attitude that it is a united class .-

.offensive against Capital that will end all-manifestations

of racisri. To state that there is "a distinct. oppressed

,'istratun"'(uC 9 pl2) and then offer no specltlc remedy other

than unite and fight against a coomon eneny Qf.an imperialist
bourgeoisie and its state fails to grasp the nature of . the
task facing coumunists in Lritain. . Not to recognlze the .

national :demands of oppressed nationalities is to perpetuate

the chauvinism that ‘has perpetually crippled  the revo¢ut10n—l
ary noverients in the imperialist countries.. There is mno
understanding that the working class of an oppressur natlcl
a worklnp class ‘that has been eniisted in the process of the
eubaugatlon and denre<a,1on of the oppressed natlon._uj

i : .

"The+-main essence of racism is not that 1t d1v1des a :
rnultinational working class (which is empirlcally correct),
but that it was directed primarily at the subordinate claeses
in ..the oppressor nations and has been a major contribution
to the ideological basis for working class supportiof-
inperialism. The alliance, however. temporary, shifting

‘and contradictory, between the classes of the oprressor.

nation directed'dgainst the oppressed nationalities: has been
presented in the ‘'national interest' be it against Polish

‘refupgees in the aftermath of the Second World War or the:

acceptance of expelled KerYan Asians. Whllé it is true
that the Labour Aristocracy has been responsable for the
strengthonlng of ichauvinism among the working class, with
Labour's' acconodation to the development of Dritain's '.i:.
imperialist economy, the Left has consistently: seen this as
an all-embracing explanation and avoided the need to confront
the racist and pro-imperialist ideology of the majority
working class.



The recognition of this racist class symbiosis in terms
of an acquiescence alongside a s simultanceously antagonistic
relationship between capital and labour is not to 'write off!
the vorking class or its potential for revolutionary advance
The 1deologloal pernca ion of the worklng class exists,
brought, about by an ;mperial*ot history and has its effects
upon internal pol tical relations. Vorking class struggle
is already d;v1aeu' rmutual recognition of uomplemgntary
struggles w111 advance freedom from oppression. ~Simply to
agSert that black people are part of the cluss does not
result ih’ the working class becoming a unifors whole. In
fact it avoids tackling any question of the basis on which
pr1n01pled and effective unity is to be built between the
najority working class and its most reliable allies, the
natienal minority in Dritain. This is to cmasculate
Marxisn as a science of revolution, to remove it from the
realm of the practice of revolution and strip it of its
ability to serve as o ‘reliabie guide to the revolutionary
process in Dritain. The unity of theory and practice is best
served not by arguing against the role of class, but by
~appreciating the dialectical force of national minorities
in Dritain as expressed in the 'Class Struggle' editorial
of September 1902:

" Now the world crisis is "bring it all back home" -and
* these world phenomena are imploded with increasing
force into the inperialist countries themselves. "

The importance of the revoiutionary nature of the
~national question in Dritain finds no significance in an
article which takes as its base assunmtion a sophisticated
variant of a widely held view or the Left, that of an
automatic structural unity of the working class in spite

of factionalisation based upon racial oppression " achieved
by ;he ruling class encouragment of discrimination" (RC 9
P22

NATIONAL OPYRESSION AND SOCIALIST REVOLUTION

The struggle of the oppressed nationalities against the
British statey in essence, can only be resolved: through
socialist revolution, because national, oppression.is‘an
“inherent feature of imperialism ex istence and ..can only be
ellmlnated with the system'siestruction.  The historical
example of socialist China and revolutionary Soviet Union
in Lenin's and Stalin's time have shown that socialist
'frevo;utlon opens the way to the liberation of perles andl
equality betweefi nationalities. Lessons are to be learnt
although specu-atlon about the naturec of the pust ‘révolu-
tionary state is pogﬁloss, Vhat nust be clear is the
need for a territorial component. The whole question of
national oppresglon in Dritain is not reducible to the
right for provisions and rlghts in educat1on, language and
culture etc. It rust encompass all local questions concer-
ning the arecas of natlonmw nlnorlty concentration.

The strategic alliance Vl 11 not come fron denying specific
nﬂtlonal elements in nattonnl minority resistance, but by



recognizing them as worthy and positive factors.

There is ‘agreecnent with‘thé‘RCG article that "the
struggle against racism, the defence of black people must

i:be a'neccsgary and ;ntegral parf of the struggle for

L

‘socialisn. (kC Y p35 ) But it is not a natter of the
“"working class must acfend those suffcr;ng s \1bid) ‘as

national pinority commaunities have and are -defending
themselves, nor is it that acceptance of the revolutionary
road be made conditional on joint participation in anti-
racist struggles as suggested in the article (RC 9 p30).

In the re-building of a genuine revolutionary communist:
party in Dritain, communist activity in building the .

: strategic alliance is essecential.

Vhile national divisions already exist in the: work“ng class,
‘the reconstituted fulti-national communist party is not
buiit by smashing pre-existing forms of national minority
organisations,; arrogantly to 'feed off' them. IDecause

"of the differing nature and purpose of national minority
forganisations and the mmlti-national corrmnist party the

autonatic merger of the two shouid not be talkein as read.
Given the double oppression of national minority working:
class comrades, both class and national oppression, they
have a specific dynamic role in the forging of the strate-
gic alliance.

Because the forging of this alliiance is not simply a
matter of struggle within the multi-national working class,
it is essential for a rulti-national cornunist part$ to
build the alliance betwcen thie vorking class and national
ninorityes, and to Build working class unity as a predom}nant
elenent. Communists nust unite in action with national
minority organisations regardless of whether any one
national minority organisation within that alliance is
comnmunist led.

Conmunists from the domninant nationality have the
prime responsibility for taking up the struggle against
racism in the working class and winning the class to
support the national rights of national minorities.

Whiie the tendency to tail after national minority natio-

nalism may energe as a nain deviation at times, a devi-
ation to be corrected, the opposite tendency to tail after
the deep rooted chauvinism and liquidate the national
element is overall the main danger to combst . The danger
of narrov natiomnalisn, as a vchicle to estaolish an
exploitative dominance within national minority comrmunities
means that the responsability to fight such bourgeois i
nationalism lies with national minority comrades.

"Today's cmbrgonic cormunist forces can only strengthen
their grasp of the requirements of the revolutionary strug-
gle through integrating marxism-leninism with concrete:-
conditions. 'The process of the rectification of past
Buro-centric practice is not just a readjustment, or
reorientaticn, it is participation in constructing genuine

-



anti-inperialist politics on the basis of Marxism-Leninism.
The long stubborn and ruthless struggle agalnst opportunism,
reformism, social chauvinism, sexism, racism and all
imperialist ideologies is one of the necessary conditlons
for preparing the proletariat fér-its victory. It ‘hay
involve on the road to state power mistakes and deviationist
errors. This is not a bad thing : it can only be accomplished
against the background of revolutionary practice. The
pronotion of frec national development is part of the
programmatic work to aid that victory, Ly recognising that
the national question rmust be considered a part of the
general acdvance of the socialist revolution. That consi-
deration is absent in the RCG's article "Rac1sm, Imperialism,
and the Working Class".



