
THE BOURGEOI SIE EAS SEIZED PO~~R ON THE POLITICt L CO~!tiTTEE ! 

Comrades of the Central Committee , 

Led by the opportunist who is ~urrently the Cha irman of the Central 
Committ ee , the bourgeoisie has s eized power on the Politica l Committee . 
Its aim is t o dise.rm the working class and people ahd prevent the British 
r evolution . Even more, it wants t o mobilise the working class and people 
of Britain t o fight f or its aims on the battlefiel ds of Europe against its 
i mperialist rivals . The bourgeoisie has f ound mouthpi eces f or the se! aims in 
our or ganization who excuse, pret .tify, embelish and support British and 
US imperialism. 

At PC16, the PC finally split into A.n opportunist majority and a:. 
Marxist minority. The split on i deo l 0gica l and politic?l l ine which h~s 
been brewing e.l most since the f ounding of the RCLB 3lld whos e s er:ds were s own 
prior t o the f ounding Congress ha.s become Pn acc omplished f act . No rmttE'r 
on wh~t subo~dinate issues the majority and min0rity have differences Rmongst 
themse lves , the essence of the matter is t hat on the m0st fundament ~l - , ~ ~ 

- .i 

and crucial questions of the r evolution in I3ri t a i n and the w·:-rld , the min0ri ty 
have held up the b~nner o£ Marxism and r evolution , whilst the maj ority (even 
if only t empor~illy and irrespective of their subjective desires) have 
dragged the banner of r evoff:uti ::me.ry Marxism in t he mud and des er ted t o the 
side of the imperialist ~ourgeoisie . 

The two- l i ne str ugsle in t he RCLB is a struggle be tween t he .f\ 
prol et ari at and the bo~rgeoisie . 

Inevita bly, Pnd nt every level of t he or ganiza t ion , c0mrades have spcken 
out ngainst t he bourgeoisie. The s truggl e h P.s broken out p F~.rticularly 

acute ly on the St anding Committee and t - e Politice l Co1nmittee . The bour­
geoisie hA.s r e sonded with r epr ession in order t o ccnceP l its pr esence on 
the PC. Whtm the Secret ary me.de the accus P,tion thP,t the ChairmP..n is a 
"traitor t o the working chl.ss" did t he PC or ganise a discuss i on of whether 
or not t he sta tement is true? Of course not - bec~use such a discussi on wou1d 
have r eveal ed the utt er treachery of the_ Chairman's bourgeoi s line . Instef'.d 
the succeeded int o t he CC into suspendi ng the Secret ary f~om his posts. ~fuen 
the third cornr~de on the Standing Committee came out in suppcrt of t he 
Secret ary, the PC i mmedi at ely r e sponded by suspending the SC. 

Comrades, when the RCLB was f ounded nearly ei ght een mont hs A.go , a pot ential 
vengu~d organizntion of the working clas s was f ounded . I t was onl y a poten­
tia l vanguar g or gPnization be cause from the very begi nning t he RCL was 
crippl ed by a s erious right opportunis t deviation running throughout the 
i deo l ogice,l and poli tic?.l line of the Manifesto and the pr A.ctice of the RCLB . 

}~most from the inception of the RCL ther e has been ppposition t o this 
deviRtion, mainly (but by no means enti r e lJ) from c omrn.de s MC & t;F. How 
has the bour geoisie responded? With the vigor ous unfol ding of the two- line 
s truggle? No , thes e snivelling bou~geois apol ogists whimper on about •style 
of work' instead of confronting li4e with line - t hey do this because their 
r btten r evis i onist line cannot st and t he l i ght of dey! \vith t he s l ogRn of 
' style of work' they desper at e ly try t o pr event the r el entless struggl e which 
the pr oletaria t must wage in order to def eat the bourgeoisie in the RCL. 

When in the 'heat of battle the Cha i n1ru1 is ca l led a "traitor", the state­
ment is deemed impermissible in princinle , and a sta t ement is s ent out t o 
the rank- and-file which t ot e,lly P.voids e..ny mention of the i deol ogic e.l A.nd 
political line and the circumstances ,i ! which the accusation was made . This 
is rotten r evisionism which al leges the.t · such a stat ement cannot be c orrfl ct, 
irrespective of the truth or untruth o£ t he accusP.tion. Onl y the bourgeoi sie 
is afraid of honest discussion and stv~gle - the prolete~iat has n othing 
to hide . So why has the PC cover od up the content of the i deo l ogica l Pnd 
politica l line ? 



Under a fRlse flag. 

Comrades, if the PC has its way, Rfter the f orthcoming CC the PC will 
unfold R bPnner. It will call this b~er 'Fight Menshevism Rnd Splittism, ' 
and under this b?.nner, under ?. fnlse flag of ' Bolshevism' , it will unlensh 
n campaign of lies , srnenrs, slandeF ~nd innuendo ag~inst the minority on the 
PC, mainly against the Secretary of the Central Committee. They will do this 
b.ecF>use in their desperate fe~.r of the pr~let.<J.rian minority they will st '~OP 
to nny dcspiccbletrick to distract A.ttention from their P.ttempts to cover up 
the right opportunist deviation, and their rotten revisionism in trying to 
consolidate and deepen it. 

' 

Unlike the m" ~.o ri ty, the minority will fight on the basis of line . The 
minority has now A.lso unfolded a b?nner, a banner which sRys "the correctness 
or incorrectness of the ideologic~! ~d political line decides everything . " 
It is this which the majority, mainly the opportunist TE, consistently deny. 
TE ha.s tried one di!'ty trick Aft or Another, P.nything r:-~.ther thnn fight on ~· 
He has abs~dly demanden ·that we have a ' cult of the individual' about him ; 
made pe~Pnoid accusations thet the Secretary has been ' plotting' to seize 
power in the organization ; attempted a putsch in ·,ay to r emnve the Secretary 
from his posts; l:'.nd has now nenrly succeded in P. putsch to remov J the Secre­
tary from his posts , tA.ke away his vote on the PC & CC, and suspend the SC 
because he is in a minority on it. 

Marxism e.nd Revisionism. 

Now, under the guise of fighting the 'Menshevism and Splittism' of the 
minority , TE will e.ttempt to drive the RCL:!3 fine.lly e>nd irrevocnbly into 
the camp of opportunism. He will try to lnunch this cempaign without the 
slighest mention of the ideologic~l end political content of the two- line 
struggle. It is TE and the rest of the mHj L~ri ty who nre the real Mensheviks. 
It is they who deny that the ideoloeical e.nd political line decid6s everything, 
they who deny thPt unity must be gincipled unity and they who propagF>tc the 
rotten Menshevik line of ' unity' between Marxism P~d revisionism. 

Their most despicable trick is to ~rcue th~t there must be ' freedom' 
for the A.iring of "democr.sttic views" on the PC. Under this banner TE has 
tried to sneak Yugoslavia into the socialist countries, peddled revisionist 
trash on the dictato!'ship of the proletariat and on the ' pencefull road to 
socialism.' under the guise of fighting ' dogmatism.' 

There must be no freedom to propagate revisionism on the PC! Comrf1des 
shoultl study again Lenin's words that; 

"Freedom is a grand word, but under the hanner of free trrde, the 
most predatory wnrs wore conducted; unde~ the banner of free lPbour~ 
the t_oilers were robbed. The modern use of the term 'freedom of crit­
icism cont~dns the same inherent f;:o.lsohl"'od . Th0se who are really 
convinced that they ha.ve advanced science would derrv:md, n0t freedom 
for the new views to continue side b~ side vnth the old , but the 
substitution of the new views fo~ tlie old." ( ' What Is To Be Done', 
Peking ed., p 10.) · 

Like the Russian critics of Marxism, ·TE nnd the majority use the slogan 
of 'freedom' to preach opportunism , revisionism and eclecticism , they ,. 
demand the "freedom to introduce bourgeois ideas and bourgeois elements 
into socialism." (Ibid, p 9.) By the: ·use of this trick they have tempor­
arilly succeeded in labelling the Soc~~tnry .a ' splitter ' and MF a ' suppoter 
of spli ttism. ' 1lho are the re.<ll splitters? Those who practice revisionism 
or those who call practicioners of revisionism ' traitors? ' Is the CPC said 
in 1963: 

11 The genuine revolutionary unity of the proletf'.riat can be att?.ined 
only by upholding principle and upholding Marxism-Leninism. Unity 
bought by forsaking principles and by wallowing in the mire with 
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opportunists ceases to be prolet arian unity; instead , as Lenin 
said , "it r•eans in practice unity of tho prolote.riat with the 
n~tional bourgeoisie e~d q split in the internPticnal pr0letP~i~t, 
unity of lP.ckeys nnd A. split F"mone: the revoluti ~nFtries. "" ( 1 P""'~lemic 
on the General Line ', p 317.) 

'DemocrRtic- Centralism' or Bourgeois Dict~torship? 

/nother opportunist trick the majurity use is to parade themselves as 
upholders of ' democratic- centralism. ' But under the rule of those people 
democratic- contre.lism ceases to be democEatic-centrfl.lism and becomes A. 

method of i mposing a bourgeois dictRtorshin. The majority on the PC have 
r efused to ~dmit that the CC is subordinate to the Congress , denying that 
there must be full rizhts 1 to express opinions at the Congr ess Pnd : , ' 
no restrictions on the rights of all delegP.tos , including those from the CC, 
to spoak out. in the interests of the '·•orking cless, A.nd they have refused 
even to consider the questiJn of the circulation of minJrity views an the 
CC tc the r&f . They hA.ve refused even to discuss these matters on the PC . 
They do this becRuse their rotten, revisionist line c~nnot stand up to P 

struggle by the proletarict in tho organiz?tion. If their line is correct 
what are they nfr.aid of? But of course their line is revisionist so they 
do not dare to ~pen up the strugGle . 

Democratic- centralism is essential in r prolet~rinn or6anizntion, bec~use 
only democratic-centralism CRn ensure that the proletariat c~n fight in n 
unified , disciplined wny. But the discipline of the proletariat exists to 
enable the proletari at t~ defeat the bourgeoisie inside F"nd outside the 
org_anization. If a right opportunist line exists in the orennizP.tion , then 
so- called ' proletariPn discipline ' is in fpct a bourgeois dictat)rship . Unless 
the proletPxiat is all owed to fight the bourgeoisie, it hP.s not the slightest 
obligA.tion to accept tho ' discipline ' of the bourge0isie. A proletarian 
minority cannot be subordinRte to a bourgeois majcrity! The proletA.riat in 
the organization will fit_ht back ngainst the boure:eoisie which has seized 
power on the PC, assert its rights and duties nnd i necessary defy the 
opportunist majority on the p· and be entirely justified in the eyes of the 
pr oletariat in so doing. 

The opportunist majoDity on the PC has in general attempted to sunpress 
two- line struggle. The most glaring example of this is the document criticis­
ing 'BTLTBTP;' where it says in the section entitled 'Complacency in the 
Ideological Sphere. ' that "It is essential that ideological education is 
carried on as r> normP.l practice. " which was inserted bu the opportu":!ist 
majority in oppcsit i on to the minority 's formulation of "this complacehcy 
can only disiU'1TI comre.des !Uld prevent them from fully wnging f' protracted 
strucgle agRinst bourgeois ideas in our own ranks." The ma:i ·'11:'i ty line is 
a revisionist denial that active idoologicnl strurgle'is the "werpon for 
ensur ing unity ·.wi tll!n the Party ." Tho reason of course for their line is 
smugness and complacency about our ideclogicn.l and political line ~nd fear 
that anybody would try to struggle A.gainst it. The majority wPnt the r&f 
to passively WFI.i t to be 'ccl.uco.ted 1 on whatever opportunist line they try 
t o foist on them end try to prohibit anybody struggling ~eainst it . Ls they 
heve for example just written to the Ln. DC inciting them to take disciplin­
ary action against a r&f cde. who dares tc struggle Pgainst their opportunist 
line . 

Comrades, 

the RCL3 is on the verge of P. split - c?.usod by the revisionism E'.lld 
putschism of the mnjrrity on the PC headed by TE. All honest comrades must 
repudiate this revisionism Rnd putschism. The minority on the PC and all 
other honest comrades must take their stand on the side of the proletarm~t 
and the principles of Marxism- Leninism- Mao Tostung Thought. 
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If there is a split it will be entirely the responsibility of the m~jcrity 
Md chiefly of TE . These comrades are working for the bourgeoisie ;s_nd there 
can be no principled unity with their line: 

"The splitters in the communist rooks P.re those who , t o meet the 
needs of the bourgeoisie , split with Marxism- Leninism , with the 
revoluione.ry pr oletP.rie.n pP.rty P.nd with the revolutiune.ry proletari..-..t 
Rnd the broad masses of the labouring people; ?Jld they remain splii­
·a:r·s even when for· 1'1. time they A.re in the mFl.j ori ty or hold the let1.ding 
posts." (Ibid, p 316.) 

Fight the right opportunist deviation in the ideolocicHl nnd pol­
itical line of the RCLB! 

The RCL is crippled ~s an orgP.nizetion of the w~rkine clRss by three serious 
right opportunist politicRl errors - social- chauvinism, economism PJld sectA.r­
ianism. These right opp~rtunist errcrs are the result nf serious revisionist 
theoretical'errurs which in turn b~sed on right opportunism ide0logicnlly. 

Althoush these errors ~.re the collective responsibility of the pr esent CC 
( includ mg of- course the ·minority on the PC), the headquA-rters cr:f this 
right oppor-tunism is TE, who, supp."Jrted by the mnjority .1n the PC , is 
desperA.tely tryinG to prevent these err~rs from being uncovered, to justify 
them and to consolidate "".nd deepen them. 

Social-ChFl.uvinism. 

The line of the Me~ifcsto of the RCL is aline of A.lliA.nce with British 
and US imperie..lism P..gainst Scviet socinl-imperir'lism 'Uld a line of utterly 
failing to t~~e seriously cur oblig~ti1ns to stru[gle in the closest sol­
idarity w~ith those exploited ~nd oppressed by British imperialism. 

The implicit line of the Mnnifosto is thet our mf'.in bl0w must be struck 
not ngainst British, Rnd then P.Gainst US, imperiFl.lism, but first of Pll 
"D~inst S.>viet social-imperielism. Ll th uch in w,..rds the .a.ianifesto clf'ims 
th~t ou. main duty is to make soci~li st revolution hero, its real intention 
is quite different. 

If we were serious qbout socialist revolution in Brit~in we w0uld consider 
that our first e.nd foremost contribution to tho strugcle of the internationA.l 
proletariat and oppressed peoples ;md nn.tions 'is to strilce blows first et 
at British imperi~lism. But where is the demand to withdrqw all overseas ' 
British tr. ops, inst~.llations and military b<"'.ses? InstoPd we support N!TO 
and British tr0ops Rnd b~sos in Cy•rus, Gibralter, llalta , GermRny etc •• 
Si~ilarly , we support the 0EC and its inevitrble.Pttempts to struggle with 
the two superpowers in order to continuo to exploit end oppress the working 
class ui Britain and Europe and the peoPle Rnd countries of the third world. 

If we were serious t:~.bout fighting the two superpowers we would F+.ttack first 
the US , not the Soviet Union. The US is the superp~wer which P-ctually hes 
military brses P.nd troons here Pnd with which our bourcooisio is militPrilly 
and politically nllied . Our line though is to fight the SU , not the US. 
Instead of leading the mP.sses in e. strueele to oxpell the US from Bri tF:tin 
and for Britain to withdr~w from NhTO and ~11 other imperialist AlliP~ccs, 
we have social-chauvinist demonstrations ng~inst Soviet soci~l-imperinlism 
(It h?S now actually been proposed by TE that we should have a joint demon­
strstion with tho Young Conserv~tives next yenr!) 

If we were serious about fi:;hting -"'BCinst imnori;:o,list W?.r wo would reso­
lutely fit;ht tho vmr preperf'ltions of British .,.nd US imperialism . Instead 
we pretend that the next war mny be n war of ' national independence ' of 
Brit~~n against the Soviet Union , when it is quite evident that the next wP.r 
will be a world-WF~ of the US- led western imperialist bloc against tho Soviet 
Union , and propacate also the revisicnist myth that an imperialist country 
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like Bri tnin C:?.n fight ('. I just war. I Comrades ' whether VIe like it or not 
we ·are siclin:3 with the war preperntions of Britain and US imperi·P.-lism! 

If we were serious nbout uph~lding internation~lism we would see to it 
that prolot~rian intern~tionfllism was a guidin£ principle in the MPxrifesto. 
Instead the ltnnifesto doesn ' t even mention it , except to justify ' defence 
of n?.tionnl .independence ' in Europe. InsteRd uf prol~t?.rian intornf'.tir·nr>.lism 
, the 1110St crucial RSpoct of which fl r- C,ornmunists in Dn imperialist country 
is that "no nation cP.n be free if it oppresses other nA-tions" ( ' Lenin on 
the N·=l.tionA.l and Coloninl Questions', p1 0), we prerch and nrl"'.ctice 'src·ie.l­
chauvinism. In pnras. B11 & B12 of the Me.nifesto we treat strueeling in 
solide.rity with those peoples t>nd nnti:Jns exploited and oppressed by British 
imperialism es sec.ondf'ry to o.nd -cond.i ti::nnl ·• struggling for ' nP.tional 
indepenO.ence ' for Bri tain-p tm imperit"..list country. Thus we fP.il to mention 
British imperialism in articles on Lz?.ni?. , thus we outrageously tre~t North­
ern Irelf'.nd ~s part of tho British state, thus wo fPil even to mention 
British imperi~liBm's attacks on Knmpuchea, vn1ilst correctly exposing the 
Soviet Union ' s e.ttack. /.nd thus tho maj r:ri ty hA.s new ~>.bandonod our prP..cticP.l 
work on the stru£gle in Zimbabwe! Ln k ~1so how we criticise the Soviet 
Union ' s attempts to attack I'Uld split the third V!C'rld , as in Indo- China , 
but maintain a discreet and utterly contemptible silence nbout such thing's 
as the US ' s attempts to split the rl'\nks of the l.rnba and Palestinians 
r!'.nks throut;h the recent Camp David e.grooment. 

Now TE and tho opportunist maj0rity we.nt to consolidate these errors into 
our line , by amenc!ing the Manifesto acc::>rdingly . TE, supported in seneral 
by the opportunist mnj ori ty, has demnYlded thrt we • subordinP.te" our revolution 
to that world- wide , thet we struggle n~;ninst British imperialism only "in 
the course of" the struggle against the two superpowers , thnt we treat the 
Soviet Union as }'the primary tA.rL et " in the stru13gle P.t!ainst hegemonism , 
thc>t we troF>.t the "struggle for British n-".ti0no.l independence" "'.S our 
"big,:,est contribution" to the internP.tional united front. TE has C

1 ismissed 
the mincritj ' s principled oppositi •n to this revisionist trnsh es "petty 
bourgeois fMaticism" Pnd "left-wing childishness." He has also used this 
line to consistently opp0se e.nd drag his fe et on ZimbP.bwe work , going to 
the extent of calling ito. "diversion". He pours scorn on those· who say 
that our first e.nd foremost duty is to overthrow British imperiA-lism as 
"dogmatists" a..nd "idcr>lists." 

Economism . 

Economism has for a l0ng time been a !)roblom in the RCL. Although the 
CC discussed the problem at the January CC , the len.d given by rne WP.s innd­
equate f'.nd the problem remnins extremely deep-ser-ted in our line. 

Marx nnd Engels s<>.id tht>..t: 

" • •• every movement in wht.ch the w;rking c 1 P,Ss A.s a class confronts 
tho ruling clessos • • • is a political mo~ornent •• • " ( ' Scloctod Letters', 
Peking od., p42.) 

Lenin lC'tcr developed this to tnlk of political move,"'ents -:m the economic 
and political levels. ~ven on the level of giving leedership to the politicnl 
movement on the economic terrain - tnke f or example the current struggle of 
the working cl11.ss P.gainst the 5% - wo are incc.pPble of giving bold leadership 
to the workinc class . Why? - because of our implicit line (which TE now 
wishes to make explicit) that there is a ' contr~diction' between Party­
building e.nd m11.ss work . If we consider th?t these ~re two separate things, 
instend of seeing thPt the Pnrty C"n only be built in the course of bold 
and vigorous mass work , then we can devote ourselves to snug end cosy ' PPrty­
building' work amongst ourselves, whilst considering that giving P lefl.d to 
the working class is a luxory which c~n wait ' til later. lmd this is 
exactly what ho.s happened. In Ln., tho DC , under the influence of this 
noY>n; f'; 1"\11<:! 1; na ~PVP. "lllt. 110 1 AAfl Of. A $1t. thP. industri8.l Wvrk ff'.CtOrV 



6/ 

f or the meeting on /pril 29th or f or the current series of meetings o: 
the theory of three worlds , on the gr ounds thC~ t these f'.re ' Party- building ' 
meetings . This is n~thfng but the old Russian economist ' s line of the 
politi cal struggle for 1 ,tho in tel, cctuals whi l st locwing the workers to get 
on with the waees struggle . Look also at the f~ ct the PC h~s virtually 
abdicP.ted from its responsibility t o l c t".d the class stru&£le since the out ­
breF.~k of the two-line struggle - on the gr ounds thA.t one is t o do with 
Party- building whiTst the other is not . The i mivi t11.ble P.nd necessary 
consequence of our line on the ' contradiction ' be tween Party- building P~d 
mRss work is firstly , ' Party- building' me . tings t o which workers are not 
i nvited and , secondly , no lead nt all t o tho obj ectively existing class 
struggle ~nd thereby lenvinc the workers to the wnges struggle. 

TE now wnnts t o comp0und the f ol 0ny by s eying th .., t ' base-buil~.ine ' is 
pnrt of Party- building but mass work i s not . Des pite snying thnt in d0ing 
this we must.. "attempt" t o give a l oad t o the mass strugr-le , under the 
influence of the line on the ' contradiction ' between Party- building Pnd 
mass work , this view of things cen on1y l ead t o attempting t o ' build bAses ' 
on the bas~s of the wages struggle. Our ' mass work ' guided by this line 
can .:mly be leading ec cnomic strucgles in s eparate· '· fAct or i es ngai nst 
individual capi t e.lists , r nthcr than giving political l eadership t o the 
whole class to fight the .bourgeois sta t e . TE is in f act postulE' ting yet 
Pnother recipe f or opportunism - ~. ' contradi ction ' between base~building 
nnd mass work . Yot the only purpose of base - building is to lee.d the masses ! 

Similarly, our one- sided inter pr et a tion of ' dev~tin£ all r es ources ' in 
mass wor k t o mean firstly , exclusive fact ory work Pnd , s econdly , no t l eading 
tho worki ng cl ass to loRd the whol0 people , inevi te.bly f osters economism . 
We are leaving t o fight on purely econcmic issues and splittine them off 
the vA.st numbers of peopl e who are not proletariPns , but who qre a llies of 
the wor king class against the bourgeoisie. We must ponder deeply Lenin ' s 
words thP.t : 

"Marxism recognises the class struecl e as fully deve l ooed 'nationwide ' 
only when . , not only embraces politics but nlso t~kes in politics 
the most essential thins : the s t ructure of st~te power . " ( ' Leni n on 
the Struggle Against Revisi 1nism ', p 30) . 

The working clft.ss , led by the Communists, must fight P.£:ainst the bourge0isie 
on each Pnd every front thnt tho bourBeois stnt'e ~ttecks the working clo.ss 
- on the housing front , on the enucationel front, on the transport front 
e tc ., etc •• It is simply not enough t o pat ourse lves on the bnck because 
'CS ' has start ed doing some liillited propagnnda on such thinfs as health 
~:md the Astr id Prall case . We must do far , fRr more - we must ' _, trP..i n 11nd 
and lead the w~rking class in collective comb~t against the bourgeois st~te 
on nll the burning issues of the cay. 

The mass lino is also d!sgrPc~fully and opportunisticRlly used to propa­
gate economism in the RCL . On tho pretext that m~ ss w~rk should be what the 
masses wP.nt t o do (instead of in the f i rst pl ace wh?t · conf· rms t o their 
objecti ve needs and i ntere sts) we attempt t o confine our work to pur ely 
economic issues or a t best to rnise only t hose polit ical issues whiGh the 
masses themselves r aise . On thes e pr etexts TE h~s disgracefully sai d th~t 
the Zimbabwe ca.mpnigz;1 is not mass work, that it •viol ?.tes" the mass line. 
On this pretext ~lso the oppor tunist maj ority snid that internal factory 
c ollections should only be carried out if "in confor mity with the level of 
the consciousness of the w~ rkers . · ' These comrades should study Len i n ' s 
words thP.t: 

"We are nvt children to be f ed on t he thin c:ruel of economic 
politics alone; we want t o know everythi ng that others know, we 
want t o le~rn the details of all nspccts of politica l life and 
to take part actively i n every .single political event. In order 
that we cay co t his , t he int cllec tuP..ls must talk t o us less of 

\ 
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whPt we 1.lr.:ady kno\', end tell us more about whnt we do not yet 
know a.nd what we ce.n never learn from our fact ory Md ' economic ' 
experi ence , that is , you must Give us political knowledge •. " . ( ' What 
Is To Be Done ', Peking ed . , pp90/91). 

They should ponder also over the difference between Mao ' s views on Mass 
work in China , where as Mao said ", ,, since there is no economic basis 
for social ro:formi'!:im in colonial end semi- colonia:l China as thore is in 
Europe , the whole proletariat , with the exception of a few SeRbs, i s most 
revolutionary. " ( ' Selected Works ' , vol . 2, p 324.) , ~nd consider also 
whet her or not they are , P.s Lenin so sce.thingly observed "blam( ing) the 
masses of the workers f0r (their) own philistinism. " ( ' What Is To Be Done', 
p 87) . The workers i n Britain already have a view of Zimbaowe - the bour5eois 
view. In our mass work we are fiehtirtg the bourgeoisie for the leadership 
of the working class - we can either give bold leadership on the prolet~~ian 
view on t he struggle in Zimb?.bwe (and the million and one issues that need 
t o be raised) or we can leave the working class to suc~umb to imperialis~ 
predjudices . The bourgeoisie :has nlready raised t~e political issue of 
Zimbabwe - 19y appe8.ling to the working cla·ss t o support their threA.tened 
invasi0n - and yet the snivelling philtstines of the PC maj crity appeal t o 
the mass line to excuse their·tre~chery! The fact that the mass of workers 
in this country are strongly influenced by bourgeois ideology in general 
and social- democracy in particular ·must 'by no manns be used as an excuse 
to use the mass line to preclude us from rasing the Zimbabwe question in 
practice - that really would be 'pl~ng the m~sses for (one ' s) own philis­
tinism - but to "prc::>.ch to the uneducated ·•lasses that the rJn.turing revolution 
is necessary , t o prove that it is inevitnble , to explain its benefLts t o 
the people , nnd t o prepare _the. prole_taria t and e.ll t he tailing and 
exploited masses f or ft ." (Lenin- 'The Proletarian Revol ution and the 
Renegade Kautsky.' Peking ed ., pp84/85.) 

SectnriPnism 

The question of oconomism is closely linked with the question of sect~ri ism 
and in the RCL has the same r oots . The RCL has mRny of the characteristics 
of a sect - isolRtion <ll)d separation from the masses . ~'e have P.lwA.ys f ound 
it extremely difficult to carry out bold and vigorons mass work. There 
are many reasons f or this , not l eRst of which is the fact thA.t under 
the guise of practicisng the mass line we refuse t o pive bold political 
leadership t o the class . Many honest comrA.des have tried to overcome this 
and yet collectively the RCL has f~iled t o try t o even begin to lead the 
class. 

The first and f oremost r oason is yet egein the arbritary e~d metaphysicnl 
assertion that there is A. ' contrv.dicti on ' between Party-building Pnd me.ss 
work . Because of this we find one excuse after cn0ther for keeping the masses 
e.t arms length. How many workers came on the August 26th. demonstrA.tion? 
How mA.ny branches even tried to r~lly workers to support it. How many workers 
or other revolutionary people have been recruited through our mass work . If 
it comes to tha t why should they when we r efuse t o lead the class strucgle. 
~e should ponder deeply the fact that after An initial process of a few 
months duration when we recruited a few intellectuals, the recruitment of 
the RCL is virtun.lly stP.gnant and tha t ' cs ' S~".les C~.re in the same position. 

As ' n result of this ~briterilly conceived ' contradiction ' bet~en 
Party- building and mass work , we e~e currently in the sectarian and 
absurdly ideal~st position of attempting t o ' build bases ' in the industrial 
working class without taking et all seriously our responsibilities to give 
bold and wise lef'.dership to the objectively existing class struggle . In 
mass work , e.s in other sphere of revolutionary work , the correctness or 
incorrectness of t he ideological ~~d political line decide s everything. 
1Jld yet 'CS ' t ot ally fails t o give a lead ( as opposed t o a mere commentary) 
as such burning questions of the rlay ns tho current Ford strike . Th8 only 
bases we will build on this basis will be bases of intellectuals ' sent- in ' 
to industri al work and totally isoleted from and l ooked on with cont empt 
by the masses . 
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This refusP-1 to give n lead t o the working class menifests in many other 
w~ys - take f or ex?.mple the absurd May D?y CP.ll of 'CS ' to the v1orkin11 class 
th?.t "May Day this ~oar must be mA.de a nuss demonstrf'.tion of opposition to 
theso viscious A.ttacks on workers" published only on May DR,y itself . Or 
take the f~ct thct the PC is currently patting itself on the back for pro­
posing to . publish a leaflet 'summing up' tho Ford strike nfter it is over . 
This is a grotesque ci:-.rictature of revoluti •'nary le .,. dership! 

TE h~s f ought a c onsistent and l~xgely successful battle 0n the PC against 
leading the WArking class. ~p~rt from the question of the ' contradiction' 
between P~rty-building and mass W'' rk, he pr•""~pagates the myth that what 
he c~lls ' Bolshevisn ' involves only questions of theory, ideol ogy and organ­
ization, denying that a Bolshevik Party is also one whiah is bound up with 
every fibre of .its being w.ith the wvrking clP.ss . As .stalin said the Party 
must be " • • p~rt of the clRss, closely bound up with it by nll the ~ibres 
of its being." ( ' Foundations of Loninis.1. ' Peking ed. , p 104). If the Po.rty 
does not lead the masses there is not the slightest reason for its existence , 

.\nether serious error of sec tarianism is the way 'CS' incites our comrades 
into sectarian attncks on backwn.rd W\lrkors under the guise or · ,..cmnnatting 
rP..sicism ." It does this by portraying the onerzy ns "rascism" ( i. e ., incorredt 
ideas in workers minds) and not the actual op~ression of the state on national 
minority workers •. It therefore elevates what is ?n ideological contradiction 
among the pecple into a political contradiction vnth our enemies. (we of 
course only fight tho bourgeoisie politically, not ideologically). In doing 
this it f e lls for and supports the bourge~isie's ~ ttempts t o raciRlly divide 
the working class . Closely rel~ted is the . sect~ri~n policy of 'CS' of 
striking tho main blew e.t the opportunists inste ..... d of fl.ttempting ilo unite 
ell who cru1 be united in stru~gle agflinst the main enemy, the bourgeoisie . 
(This is in fact the line of the Manifesto , bu the PC cho~ses t o ignore this.) 

Revisionism inste ...... d of 1\~:>.rxism - the 'theoreticnl' basis of right 
~t~ism in the RCLB . 

1. Revisionist Err0rs on the nature of the State. 

"The stru{!gle f or the emancip~tion of the working masses from the 
influence of the bourgeoisie in general, and of the imperialist 
bourgeoisie in particulnr, is impossible vathout p struggle 
Pgainst opportunist predjudices concerning the 'state'" (Lenin ­
The State ~nd Revolution ' , Peking ~d. , p2) . 

As tho threat of imperialist w~r l o0ms l arger, s o the a ttempts of the 
bourgeoisie to disP..rm the working class ideol.;,-gicnlly e.nd theoretically 
increase . It is not at all surprising that the RCL has been fex from immune 
from this process. 

Ac.cordi' 1 to Marx and Lenin tho st~tc is "an organ of cle.ss rule , An oreqn 
f or the o~pression of one class by P~other." (Op. Cit ., p10). But the RCL, 
far from recoensing this and leading the wr rking clnss and people in comhRtt ­
ing ·and overtgrowing the bourgeois stRte, consistently nvoid the question·of 
the class nature of the state and instea d pr opo se t o lead the working class 
in strengthening the state. 

Instend of de~anding the aholitinn of the standing army the RCL supprts 
British ~ernborship of NhTO and military intoGrntion by the European bourg­
eoisie , thus completely r evisine <1ne of the most important of Marxist teach­
ings on the state , that "A standing e:rny and police nre tho chief instruments 
of force of the sta te power." (Op. Cit., p12). Of course , the opportunist 
mRj ority will claim that this is entire ly cor rec t , tha t it is (sic.) a 
' di~lectical' ~olicy, because of the ncod to prepare for a ' just waR' of 
nntional independence ' , but as we shall see , on this Rlso they re~ise 
fund8mental te~chings on t he stnto. Forrnthe moment it is sufficient t o point 
out that they completely cover up the fac t th~t the " . • • army is the most 
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of bourgeois discipline , butressing up the rule of capital and fostering among 
the working people the servile spirit of submissi on Pnd subjection to 
capitRl." (Lenin - 'The Proletarian Rov~lution and the RenegRde Kautsky. ' , 
p 76). An oppressed class thPt does not underst~nd this is a clnss th~t c~not 
seize state p-;:>wer and ' Communists' who fail to tePch thorn this deserve all 
the odium that history will inevita~ly pil e on them . 

Even on the everyday class strucgle the question of the st~te is generally 
avoided , as we have seen in the section of this document on cconomism . And 
every fortnight ' CS ' teaches the working clnss that his ~nst important enemy 
is not the bourfeois state but the capitalist who immediately exploits him. 
It does this , for example, in its persistent use of such sloppy colloquiali~ms 
as 'bosses ' and its equally persistent refusal to t~e seriously its duty 
to educate the wJrking clnss Rbout the bourgeois state. Its one thing t o publish 
articles on Astrid Prell , its entirely Pnother to te~ch the working class thet 
the st~te , whether it oppresses them their teachers, the DHSS office , the 
courts etc is the ideal collective body of all the capitalists and must be 
fought coll61?tively and as a state. We instead teach the working class thP.t 
the state which oppr esses tstrid Prall and sends soldiers to Northern Irel~nd 
has e:o t nothing to do with them . This sort of ' propaganda ' is quite E>.cceptP.ble 
to the bourgeoisie, who are quite willing to reco[nise tho class struggle so 
long PS the nature of the stPte is not touched upon . 

In Jrder to try to drive us further int~ the mor Rss of opportunism TE is 
now getting ready to Pttack one of the most fundamental of Marxist teachings 
on the state by saying that the view that "the superssion nf the bourgeois 
state by the proletP.rinn state is impossible without a violent revolution." 
(Lenin - ' State 11.nd Revolution' , p 27) is "nogmatist." Lenin ' s "in gneral" 
must be taken t o mean th~t a peacefull transition is P question of only the 
most r emote pmssibility , not of practicRl politics. So why does TE bother 
to raise the question? - because his outlook is eclecticism Pnd revfsioniso 
not Marxism. 

2. Revisi onist errers in not recognising the UTTERLY reaction~xy nature 
of imperialism . 

Implicit in the line of the Menifosto is the view that British imperialism 
has a ' dual nature ' (u view which TE has put verbnlly·nrny· time~ . 
The Manifesto also makes a gr oss theoretic~l error in para. B1J by t alking 
nbout struggling agP.inst Bri ta.in' s "imperialist h?.ture." These views are 
completely in contrA.C.ictLm with Lenin ' s cc.•rrect view that imperialism is 
"roactivn all along the line . " These elementary err .1rs open the door wide 
to the m~st gross err~rs of soci~l-chauvinism . 

Britain does not have a ' ~ual nRturo ' . It has contradictions both with the 
third. world (contradictions between oppressor and oppressed nations) and 
with the first world (contradictions of Rn inter- imperialist n?ture). But 
tho RCL arbitrer~ly lumps these two different types of contradictions 
together and comes up with the crmclusion that they ''are two nspects of one 
contradiction fmd hoy presto! Bri •-nin has a dual nature! We shall see l ater 
whet other e.mazing conjuring tricks with dialectics TE hP.S up his sleeve. 
This revisionist trick leads onto the errors in p?xa . B20 of the Manifesto 
whore we pretend thnt our supp~rt f0r Briti sh ' defence' preparations is 
given to only those preparati ons wh~ch ~re ' defensive ' and not to those 
which are agt;ressive - as thou{jl tho British state (which is the ? r npcrty 
of the ruling class) can act in the 1interests of the people. This is the old 
revisionist confinence trick of the neutral or rnall 8able st.nte. Or perhaps 
the proletariat will use a ' portion ' ff state power - a portion which TE has 
ar gued on the question of Yueoslavi~it is possible for the proleteriat to 
hold? ·\ 

The most glaring error is thet under the euise of making preparations for 
A. 'just w~r of national indepenfence~, the RCL is attemptine to Ally tte 
working cl~ss with the wnr pr eparations of British P~d US imnerialism. 
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'.1c must t f'JCG ~s JUr st<trtinG p( int in rn minlysis of Brite.in th:,..t imperinlism 
is moribund , decfl.ying , parasistic capi tnlism , and that C?.pi talism has long ) 
since exhausted any progressive features in Bri tA.in. As far as the nt.'.tional 
movement in countries like Bri t.ain is cr.ncerne.d , Lenin had this to SP.y : 

"In these countries , which hitherto hR-ve been in the V('..n of rnA.nkind , 
particul~~ly in 789- 1871 , the proce~ of f~rming national stRtes 
has been consumated. In these countries the nAtionel movement is 
R thing of <'n il"revocable past , And it would be ru1 absurd reaction­
;::,.ry utopia to try to revive it." ( ' A Cnrictature of Marxism and 
Imperialist Economism \ , Moscow ed. , p 17). 

Why? Because as Lenin also says: 
\ 

"In the western countries the national movement is ~ thing of the 
distant past. In England , France, GermPny etc., tho ' fatherlf'nd ' 
is a dead letter , it has played its historical role , i.e , the 
national movement cahnot yi eld here an: h;ine progressive, anything 
'that will elevate new masses to a .<:Qew new econ · nic and political . 
l i f e. His·tory ' s next step here is not transition from feudalism or 
from patriarchal savagery to national proeress , to R cultured and 
politic ally free f~:~therland, but trAnsition from a 'fatherlt:>.nd' thP.t 
has outlived its day, that is capitalistically overripe , t o socialism. " 
(Op .· Cit., p 18) . 

In e~t.lysing Britnin we must ask ourse lves - which class force is holding 
back '·thc further development of the productive forces, i.e, we must make a 
political analysis b~sed on economics. The only materialist answer we can 
come to is t o say - it i s the British monopoly capitalist bourge'oi sie J. The 
fundamental contradi ction in Britain between the relations of production 8nd 
the forces of production is menifes t ed in e. principal contrC~.d.iction between 
the bourgeoisie and the prcletariat . British imperialism is "rotting Rlive" 
as the Manifesto says , and only the socialist revolution has any A.Uswer to 
tliis . Its a rotten trick t o say as the Manifesto drJes thrt the principA..l 
contradiction in Britain will become .one with a superpower if Britain is 
threatened by invasion or is ectually invaded ·by one of them. The princiP~l 
contradiction chnnses in such ci~cumstances only in Pn opnressed nation , i.e, 
a nation in which n~tivn~li$mand the boureeoisie still have a potentially 
progressive role to plRy . As Mao says the principal contradiction chcongos 

"when i mperialism launches a war of n.gr ession against~ A. country . " ('Sel­
ected Readings, p110 (my emph~sis.)) . In an imperialist country we must 
look , notA..t the fact that ' our ' country is being invaded, but at the politics 
of which the war is a continuation. 

"War is the. continuation of poli ticy. Consequently , we must exrunine 
the policy pursued prior t o the wa.r , the pol i cy tl'l.n.t- lO.d to and, · :,­
brouGht nbout the war. If it was an i mperialist policy, ie. , one 
d~si"gned to se.feguard the interest1:1 of finance capital and rob and 
oppress colonies and foreign countries, then the war stemming from 
that policy i s imperi~list. " (Lenin- Op . Cit., p 12) . 

1:(hRt othe.r s ort of. pol.icy does the British -imr,erialist bourgeoi~ie have 
in mind comrades? And what other sort of policy is it actually carrying out? 

Only in the event cf Bri tf'.in being actu?.lly conquered by a superpower ( 
or e.ny other co:qntry) wr,uld the principe.J. contradiction change , because then 
the foreign ene.my , not the domestic b0urgeoisie , woul d be the f orce holding 
back the furt her development of the productive forces . 

I t is t rue that Br itain today is not the chief warmonger it was in 1914 
o..nd 1939. Today Br itish irnperiA.lism·is preparing t o go to war in ru1 rtlliMce 
with one of the two superpowers , US imperialism. This too the Manifesto 
covers up ; by :putti ng the ma.in thrust on the extremely unlikely possibility 
of a war in which the US is not i nvolved ; by putting the main emphasis 
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in the struccl c n~rinst superpower hegemonism against the Soviet Union, 
not the United States ; Rnd by r efusing to make any concrete pr oposals to 
fight Britain s military elliP.nce with US i mperialism. \<'e carefully cover 
up the fact th~t Britain is link in the world imperialist system , e~d that 
there is no way thA.t an imperialist country ce.n go to war without propping 
up that world imperialist system. Lenin sc~thinBlY refers to those who 
' f orget ' 11 the international connections which make the WF\r an imperialist 
war and his bourgeoisie a link in the chain of imperialist plunder. " and 
points out that " • •• every b!"'lurgeoisie .. (even of the smallest country) becomes 
a particip~nt in the plunder.'1 ( ' The Prolet~ri~ Revolution and the Renegade 
Kautsky ' , pp 79 & 80) 

J.n.other r otten trick tho opportunists use to try t o cover up their vile 
alliance with imperinlism is t o deny the class content of the wa r und to use 
the sleiGht- of - hand of saying th~t what matters i s who fires the first shot . 
They do this by'pervertine the correct view that the Soviet Union is the 
expansi onist superpower into me8ning that we (who have the tnsk of fi ghting 
the US superpower in the s truggle ag~inst superpower he>emonism) should treet 
as the " primary tnrget in the strucgle agains t hegemonism" the Soviet Union, 
Pnd by inventing some mythical development of ~1~rxism by Stalin· nnd MA.o whereby 
we should elly with "defensive" imperialist powers ag~inst "aceressive" imper­
i alist powers. This completely denies Lenin ' s ~nlysis of 1914 (which is 

) still entirely correct tod'ly) of : 

" ••• picture to yours lves a slt'lve- owner who owned 100 s l?..ves going t o 
war against a slave- o\•mer who owned 200 slPvos for R mor e 1 just ' 
distributi~n of slaves . Clearly, the applic~tion of the t erm ' def ensive 
war ' , or war ' f or the def ence of the fatherland, ' in such a case 
would be historically false , ·~nd in pr actice would be sheer deception 
of the common peopl e , of philistines , of ign~rant people , by the 
estute slave- owners." (~Lenin on War 11-nd Peace ' , pp6/7.) 

This line is the abomi nPbl e l i ne of ' defence of the f~therland 1 of the 
opportunists o£ the second intern~tional , of whom Lenin srid ,.The Frenchman, 
Germe~ or It~lisn who says : ' Socialism is oppcsed to violence PgRinst n~tions, 
therefore I defend myself when my country is invnded , ' botrRys soci?.lism cmd 
intornation~lism , because such a mnn sees only his o~m ' country ,' he puts 
' his own ' •• • 'bour geoisie ' nbove everything else ." ('The Prolet~iPn Revolution 
e~d the Renegade Kauts1<Y. ' p 79 .) 

The opportunist m~jority on tho PC led by TE ~as tried to embellish this 
line further by ar guing thr>t v1e must ' distingui3h ' between Brit "in and the 
British bourgeoisie, thus cof!ering up the fact thr•t the p.)licies f e.. st'lte 
P.ro determined by the ruling class nnd "penine tho dc·rr even· vlid.e:r t 9 soci~l­
chauvinism. V.nat utter depths of revisionism t hey P...re prepared to stoop t o ! 

The p~~lvtP.riat must throw ~ll this rev~sionist tresh overboard and in the 
event of imperialist war must r aise the banner ' turn the imperialist war into 
civil war . ' Onl y by reso~utely fighting f or·this slog~n nnd the line it 
represents can we aefeet the nttompts of the imperialists to hitch the 
prolet2riat to their war chnriot end the consequent defeat of the world pr ol-

etl"...ri'Ul rev0lution for another thirty year s . The philistine maj·'>ri ty on the 
PC dare not rasie this bnnner and instead want t o re.ise the banner of ' defence 
of the fatherland.' They entirely merit Rosa Luxembur c 's description of 
German sccial- dem')cracy in 1914 as . " stinking corpse. " 

The Manifes t o also rn8~es makes use of its erroneous analysis of imperi8lism 
t o propagate the social- chauvinist line thnt 'Britain should ' line up ' or 
'unite ' with the third w1rld , thus qomplctel y forccttinc that Britain ' s 
r elations with the third world can only be oncs'of' imperirlist plunder . This 
is cla-3ely related t o the Mrmi f es t o •s erosf error in not clear ly stating 
the fundamental division of the worl.d into ~.wo worlds of oppresst')r P.nd 
opnressed nat i ons, a division which Lenin c~lled "the fund~mento.l fePture 
of our era" , as well as pointing out the d i,;ision of the world into throe . 
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lts ~G thinL ivr th~ thirJ w~rl~ to 0xploit the contrGdictions between the 
first and second world . Its entirely ?nether f~r us to support the British ) 
imperi~lists into tryine to tak: ~dv~nt~cc of the c0ntradicti)n bctv•een the 
first and third world . We must struc;gle t ,., force the bourgeoisie to support 
the just de1~ands vf the third world; we must not support them intensifying 
their exploitation And oppression of third world , as the French nnd Beleigns 
(and the rest of tho imperialist crew) did in Zaire under the false flng of 
support in~! these countries vceinst hesemr.nism . The lino of 1 lining up 1 cr 
1 uniting ' with tho third w·,rld is a thc<"rctical justification for this 
opportunism e.nd it is nline which rcp<~ats Kautsky' s err-:.rs of scperating 
politics from economics ~d foreign politics from domestic politics . tgain 
to quote Lenin: 

"It is funda:tent"'.lly wronr. , un·H~P.rxist end unscientific , to sinGle ou.D 
' foreign ' policy from policy in cencral , let alone countcrpose 
foreign policy to home policy . Both in f oreien ~d home policy 

imperialism strives t owards violations of democracy , t owards 
reactiQn . " ( 1 1 .. Carictt=~.ture of i.larxism and Imperialist Economism ', 
p 22) . 

Revisionist Errors ~n revolution as the motor of histrry . 

The Manifesto fi.IIl?.zingly f?ils to r efer to tne s0cielist revolution in the 
advanc~d, capitalist countries nnd the new- demJcractic revoluti~n in the 
oppreescd na\;L,ns C\.S the two main r ev·;luti<mary currents of r;ur time . It 
also refers only t o the third world .£QR.ntrics as the mP..in·forco in tlfighting 
hoc;emonism" (sic.) These are no mere nccidcntnl oversichts- they reflect 
tho idooloeice..l outlook ·;f TE who has not the. sli ghtest conception of 
revolution as the motnr 0f hist Jry . 

~lthough 'CS' now does occasicnally print articles on the enti- im,eriPlist 
r evolutionPry struggle within third countries (after ~ long period when it 
w2s thought indecent to mention thew (except for ones directed qgainst Snviet 
soci~l-imperialism)) it is still extremely Jashful about it (viz . the sq~em­
ishne about the recent strueele in Iran), and the ri~ht are fighting a 
rF;ar cuard acti.on ag:>.inst seeinc the seizure of state power through new­
democratic revolution as the highest form of the ~nti-imperialist struggle 
of the third world . So opportunist is TE on this issue that A.t one t ime 
he was fond of s~ying that because the Shah of Iran (a t that timP. ) was 
playing P.. relP.ti vely procressi ve role in OPEC we should not P.t the seme tine 
as supportinc the Shah ' s stand also do prop~~~nda on the revolutionary 
strugcle within Iran . '.,e welcome any positive ::nt.i- imneriAlist r'eflsures 
by the Shah , but the r evolutionary pe 1ple of I~en and similar countries 
like Burma, Brazil, flf'l.le.ysin etc., will have to actually overthrow their 
local ruling. bourgeoisies in order to make their best possible cQntribution 
to the world pr oletarian revolution, whilst at the sa~e time supporting 
R.ll ,-:0unine anti- im 1erialist measures of their governments and forcing them 
through struce:le to tPke em even better stAnd . · 

TE was at one time on the verge of saying that the strucele for ~ new 
international economic crder was more important then the strugfle f0r new­
democratic rev~lution. At P~other time he said that ~C 's proposed amendment 
to the itanifesto t o include ~ specific reference to the socialist and new­
democratic revolutions as the t wo main revolutionary currents of ou.r time 
was opposed to the '!:h<"ory of the t.!ree worlds! But his main opnosi tion to 
a revolut i onary application of t he theory of the three worlds is to say 
that the ' count~ies nnd people ', not the ' people and countries ' , are the 
mflin for ce in :fighting imner ialism, col onialism and hegemonism. The formule­
ion itself is not that important but what lies behind it is . TE wants to 
say ' countr ies and people ' in vr der to hand over leadership t o the b ourgeoisie 
and blur the feet thnt the n <;)w- democratic revolution is a stP.ge that the 
struggle has to go throueh on th~ march t o communism , and in fPct to blur 
the fact that , no matter what fo[m~ it a.oes through, the contradiction 
between oppressed and opnressor nat. i~ns can only be res ~:v~d · ~ by the 
revolutionar y seziure of power b' the re~olutionary people led by the 



pro lotcri~t . Ee ~aves his game away by vi~tu~lly denying that Rrmed struggle 
is still necessary in some recent amendments to the resolution on national­
democratic revolution . 

For TE the wholly _prgres$ive and.objec t i Tely r~vooutionery struggle of 
the third world countries in such bodies as the UN , OPEC , ASEi.N, the non­
aligned movement is everything and the revolut ionary struggle within these 
countries is nothing. Under a different form he ressurects Kruschev ' s theory 
that ecomomic tasks are the main thing, whilst the revolutionary struggle is 
no longe~ necessary. We fully support the tremendous revolution~xy struggle 
being waeed by the third world countries in eeneral but to put this in the 
first place is to liquidate the revolution and support imperialism. v¥hy does 
TE does t his? Eecause as in the rest of hi s social- imperialist line he wants 
to support British imperialism, not the revolutionary people. His line is 
a sociA-l- chauvinist line which throws overbr,Rrd our responsibility to a.lly 
with the revolutionary struggles in such countries ·Rs Mal eysia, struegles 
direct ed against Briti sh imperial ism, e.nd puts in the first place such 
revisionist ~rash as ' uniting ' with countries l i ke MalRysia. This is a 
recipe (again like Kruschev ' s) for abolishing the task of combatting neo­
colonialism. TE's mein crime ther efore is not that his line will stop the 
people of the t hird world countries from having revolution (we can be entirely 
confident that that they will take no notice of TE's revisionist line) but 
that it will prevent us from ~irmly allying with the revolutionary struggle 
of the peQple of these countries t 'o abolish imperialist exploitation of their 
countries . I~ will also of course prevent us from seeing who are ~ firmest 
allies in our rev0lutionary .struggle. TE ·wants us to not take at ·all seriously 
our responsibility to educate and lead the British proletariat in fighting 
~ the closest solidari ty wi th the hundreds af millions of people around the 
world who are subject to the most viscious exploitation and oppression by 
British im'periA.lism. It is under the influence of this line th?.t ' CS ' 
consistently fails to r eport on the . struggles which are taKing place every 
day against British imperiali sm - i n Malta , in Cyprus, in Bermuda, in Belize , 
in Iran etc~. , etc., etc . 

Even on the question of the revolution in Britain TE is speading the view 
llrhat "our main contribution to the internati omtl united front" is to strum:;le 
for national independence (this is of course our implicit line already) -
a contemptible opp: tunist line which we h~ve already looked at, 

Underlying all this vile revisionism is TE ' s line thet the internation£1.1 
class struggle "now takes place mainly between countries." Wherees in rcRlity 
the struggle of the i nternational proletariat takes place mainly in seperate 
countr ies as we shall see in the next section. By the "international class 
struggle" TE P.ctually means the class s truggle as it takes plac·e between 
countries and thereby considers that world conmunism will be acheived by the 
proletariat and revolutionary peonle sitting back and ytaitine for the bourge:Jisie 
tc hand them communi.sm on a plate. · · 

Trr: tsky.ist errors on the 'World Revolution. 1 

The strugele and r.evoluti0nary people , particularly in the era of imperial .m, 
because of the uneven development ·of capit~iism , · takes place mainly in each 
country. Its Marx _and Engels sa.id: 

"Though not in substance , yet in f orm , the struggle ·of the proletariat 
is at f i rst a national struggle. The proletariat of each country must , 
of course , first of all settle natters .... with its own h ~"urge r- isie." 

Lenin later dev~loped this thes!i.s to say " There is only one kind of 
internation.alism in deed : working wholeheartedly f or the development of the 
revolutionary movement and the revolutionary struggle in one ' s own c0untry, 
and supporting (by propaganda , sympathy and mater ial a i d) such , e.nd only' such, 
a struggle and. such P. l ine in every country without exception." ( 1 The Tasks 
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f t h., Pr ~ l c tt>ri'lt in Our Revoluti 'Jn ' ) For TE thot1gh it is now "dogmatist" 
to uphold the views r1 f Uarx , Engels and Lenin . The view of the Manifest<' is 
that international:ilsm means upholding " the Ct)mmon interests of the entire 
proletariet, independently cf ?.11 nationality. 11 (para. '.5) The opportunist 
maj ority on the PC have n~w smuggled this int~ the resoluti~n 9n ' Proletarieh 
Internationalis~ ' as the first principle ~ f inter nationalism. Yet in the 
real world in which we live (as oppos ed t o the i dealist world of the naj ority) 

only by fighting first and f orencst against British imperialiso in the struggle f or 
s ocialist revolution can we really put the c ommon interest first. The opportunist 
view of the maj ority sounds very revolution P.ry, but the r eason it has been 
inserted is to provide the theoPetical justific~tion f or thr ~wing overb ~?rd 

our duty t o srnnsh British inperialism and t o support all other revolutionary 
struggles in other countries . 

Under the f e ke 'left' mask of upholding the interests of the "entire prole­
tariA.t"the rnRjqrity support the EEC and \Tf.TO because it is P-llegedly i n the 
"entire proletariat's" i nterest. Also under this false flag we can conveniently 
forget Abo~ supporting i n pr actice struggles like those in Zimb~bwe , bec~use 
it :ts e.lleaedly in the "ehtire proletariat 1 s" int er est t o put first the struggle 
f or British n~tional independence . · 

I t is ... ona.y .'fdogm~tist" to sti ll uphold the views of r~Ta rx, Engels end Lenin ) 
t oday, t o those who, like TE , under the guise of "upholding the interests 
of the entire prc letariat" 3lld "subordinating our r evolution t o that world- wide ," 
want t o subordinate the revolutionPxy strut[l e of the pr olet?.xiat in each 
country to the predatory aims of British ~d US imperialism , 

TE's bour&ecis ideolo&y is the fundPmentPl r eason f or the RCLB's 
opportunist And revisionist errors ~ 

As Chairman r~Iao said "We should rid our ranks of a ll i mpotent thinking. 
All views the.t overestimate the stren3th of the enl!lmy and underestimate the 
strencth of the people ~re wrong." ('Selecte d Work .', vol. 4 , p17J.) This is 
precisely the view of TE and in the sphere of i deo l ogy TE 1s.views have inevitab­
ly profoundly influenced the RCL. The outlook of the RCL is bourgeois pessismism 
Pnd defeAtism which c~nnot see that the triumph of the proletariat and revolu­
tionary people around the world is inevitAble , alone with the rerlizPtion 
of world communism. On the way thou~:h thoy will have t o :efeA.t those who , like 
TE , because of their bourgeois world outlook, think th11.t worldt.communism will' 
be at~heived through stinking class- collf'.borRtionism And who simply do not 
understand ( or who do not want to understand) a fundament nl principle of 
diP.lectical e~d historical materialism - that the most fundament~! and decisive 
adavPnces in human hist ory have been and will continue t o be made through 
cless struggle , of which the highest f orm is r evolution. As Lenin said: 

"Tho two basic (or two possible? or two historicfl.l l y observable?) 
con~Qptions of devel opment ( evolution) nr e : devel opment as decrease 
Pnd incre~se, ns r epition, Pnd devel opment r s ~ unity of oppositP.s 
(the development as a unity of opposites (the division of a unity 
into mutually exclusive opposites and t heir r ecipr ocal relation." 
(Ci ~ed in ' On Contradiction', Ma o - ' Se l ected Readings, 86) 

For TE, it is not the struggle between the pr ol et P.ril".t P.nd the bourgeoisie , 
between s ocinlism and imperialism, ~hich is the f orce propelling forward human 
history in our er"l. ( devel opment a s e. unity of op)"t)Sites) but collaboration 
between them (deve lopment a.s rl~crease n.nd increF' se ). For TE it is not 
revolution which .is the meter of history but his very distorted version of 
the united front. We shall in the rest of this d ~cument , how TE ' s bourge vis 
ide., l ogy has led the RCL into c onsistently mRking s everal bourgeois ideological 
errors. 
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1. : rlcnliJ: , utct DpLysics ".nd mechanical mc-.terialism. 

The princi pal contradicti ·n in the world today i s between the onpressed 
and oppressor nat i ons ! 

TE though says (pro~ e15l y supported by t he opportunist major ity) thP.t the 
princip~l contradict i on is that between the oppr essed pe ople~nnd ' hat ions and 
the two superpower s (we sha l l see l~ter how he real ly thinks that the princi pal 
contradi ction is between t he two superpowers) but even if he wer e r ight P.bout 
t he contradiction which in words he puts forward as the principal one, he 
mechanicall y uses this to propagE>.t e such erroneous views t.supported of course 
by the majorit y) El.S "subordinating our revoluti on" t o t hnt world- wide and 
fighting Bri tish imperi alism "in the course of the strueele agains t superpower 
hegemonism. " He does this bec~use he uses the concept of t he princiPal centra­
diction i n the world to thr ow overbo~rd the dut y of the prolotnriat ~~nd revolu­
t ionar y people to fight in the first plnce t he re~ctionaries in their own 
country (whether domes t ic or foreign). c~ns.:.,'<:-:r·:! · .,, ·~ ,, "~ 

... . . -' .: ' : t 
This approach to the world- vndo struggle for revolution ag~inst imper~alism 

i s i mpl icit in the line of the Manifesto. The l'i:anifesto opp:)rtunistice.lly 
avoids statine the four fundament al contrAdictions .in the world <md is thus 
e.ble to 1 forget 1 that the principal cont:::-"'..cliction in the world t odey is thP..t 
b.etween the oppressor F~.nd oppressed n<>.tions . Glossing over this contradicti on 
and substi tuting for it the contradiction between the two superpower s and 
the oppressed peopl es e.nd nations (the implicit line of the Ma.nifest.o) -
~ contradi cti on which i s only the most i m?ortant way the contrndiction between 
the oppr essor and oppressed n~tions m~ifests itself - enables us to also 
' forget ' that our main cont ribution (as communists in p_n imperialist country) 
i s t o smash British imperialism. Instead· we hnve the implic1.t line of pm: c:s . 
B12 an1'! B13 of the f;Tanifesto of smashing British imperi rtli sm in the course 
of the struggle aga.i nst superpower. hegemoni sm. This is nothing but vulgRr 
metaphysics f"..nd mechanical m~terialism. It is also <-'. line which ' forr:ets' in 
similP.r meche.nicnl fashion that the revolutionary tasks of the prolet~riat 
in each country p,.re determined nf'.inly b;y, t he principal contradiction in 
the particul ar country , n.:t .by the princi pal contradiction in the world. In 
do i ng this we throw overboarc the pP-rticulP..r responsibilities of the proletariat 
in each country f or 0n alleged ' general' interest which is in fact the inter ests 
of the bourgeoisie . In reality the generctl takes account of the pP.rticular 
but cannot repl ace it. /.s the CPC said in 1963 of the f our fundarmm.;al 
contradictions i n the world as they then mA.nifes t ed themselves 11 It is 
inevitable .thFI.t these contrP.dictions will gi ve rise to popular revolutions , 
which a l one can resolve them. 11 ('Polemic on the General Line', p7). 

Gross idealism mani fests its f therefore in the RCL ' s current practice 
wher e we hnve";;cons i stehtly deP.l t the main blow in the struggle A.ge.inst super­
power hegemonism P.[,R.inst the Soviet Union, totally 1 foreetting ' thPt it is 
the US Go.l:~erpower which P..ctually has military bases here and R. military 
P..ll:j.ance~~with ' our ' bourt;eoisie. Thus we go out shadow- boxing on August 20th. 
each yefl.r whi lst doing nothins. in prnctice about US bP..ses in Bri te.in. This is 
Et. l inewhi ch t hinks that imperial ism c8n be defePted without striking materi al 
blows at an enemy which we can actuall~ fight. It is ~lso a line whi ch mechan­
ic~lly considers thnt becPuse the Soviet Union is the more danger0us superpower 
on R. world scale it must be tr~eted ~s the " primary tarr.et in the struggle 
agA.inst hegemonism" in each country. Vllv.'1.t l81!1ontable fai lure to m~ke e. concrete 
analysis of class f orces in each country nnd what " utter , s ocial-chauvinism! 
It is regretable but true that all those comrades who have demonstrr.ted on 
August 20th. for the last two years have been unwitting pR.wns in the plct of 
the British i mperiali sts to ~.lly with US imperialism P..nd to gainr share of 
the t heive ' s bcoty from t he next i mperi alist world war . 

M.etl'l.physics ,n_lso shows up sharply in the RCL in such matters as our approach 
to such contradiction$ RS thR.t between theor y and practice and that between 
our resources And our tasks . I n ~ll of these cont radi ctions we can see only 
the strucgle between the two aspects of the contradiction, n,)t the uni ty 
between t hem. I n ef fect we treat them , not as two ~spects of one contradicti on, 
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'ut :·s tv, ., cntir<.;ly SLr''"'r .... to thin.::s. Instee.d of seeing. that eRch is the indis-
pcnsPble condition for the other, thPt each propells the other forward, we ) 
reduce these matters a vulsar question of which is' prime.ry' ?.nd P mere question 
of how me~Y hours are spent on one and how many hours on the other. Take for 
example the contradiction between theory and prncticc : It is now quite clear 
thRt TE is perverting the correct criticism of 'BTLTBTP' to launch en all-round 
R.ttack on prA.ctice. In his October circular to BSs/DSs he refers t o doine mass 
work "wgcnever the opportunity arises" - ns thoutZh it didn't arise• every rtp.y 
He· also mechanically seperE'Ites theory from Pr1'1.ctice by puttine as the primary 
mecms of res.olvine this contradiction to a matter of allccf'.ting so me.ny hours to 
one· and so many hours to other. This he.s to be done but in the firr;t plA.ce 
we must deeply understl'l.nd thl'..t the purpose of our theory is to lead ·~ur practice 
and that the vieorous development of both propells the other forward . If we do 
not use our theory to lead bold and vigorous mass work (and under the influence 
of the oppurtunist line on the ' contradiction ' between Party-building end ~ass 
work we cannot) then there is not the sliqhtest reason for our existence ~nd 
we may a.s-·w~·ll retire to un1tversi ties to study bourgeois socioloe;y • ., 

2. Imperialism ::md all reRctionaries e.r e doomed! 

The line of the RCL, again stenning from TE's bourceois world outlook, is 
one which sees only the surface an~ superficial phenomena that the imperialists 
C'l.re outwardly strong.' Bec~.use we are not thoroughgoing materialists who see thnt 
history is on our side, we cann~t see that it is the people who are strong 
and that imperielism is doomed. In the face of difficulties and Pdversity our 
consistent approP..ch is not to have contenpt f ~·r them in the first place and 
only then take them seriously, but t o fear the;·! bec;:mse we have no fed tli in the 
mfl.sses. But as l'II?.o SP.ys : "Exc t fer cowards and the opportunis.t ·gentlemen , most 
p ••ople , and primPxilly the Communists, inv~rinbly put optimism and contomot f or 
difficulties first." (' Peking Review', 13.9 . 77., p8.) 

J.s the e_P.l:'lier section said our implicit line is that' the princip;).l contradiction 
in the world is that between the two superpowers . This is quito clear in our line 
that wnr is"inevi table, 11 not in .the correct sense thl'l.t wrtr is inevi tF~.ble so long 
e.s i mperialism exists, but in the opportunists sense thP.t revolution c?nnot 
prevent wPr. If we really that thought the principal contradiction in the wcrld 
vms between the op~'ressed ::_:1eople ru1d ne..t i <ms ( leP.ving Bside ~hat this is ;m 

inc')rrect formulation) we would then immediately nsk "what is the princi"lo.l 
aspect of this contradiction (bearing in mind Mno ' s point thP-t t•the neture of 
a thing is mainly determined by the principal aspect of the con trP.dictio;n") 
P~d come up with the answer "the r evolutionqry upsurce of the third world 
peop+e and countries,"particularly when it profoundly nffects-~s it undoubtedly 
does, R.ll the other fundamental contr adictions in the world, and come to the 
materialist an8lysis thHt revolution is entirely c11.pP.ble of preventing war ( 
no t the..t it will inevitably prevent war.) If how~vor , when confronted 
with superpo·::er and other impcrj.alist contention and wP..r preparati ons, you act 
like a rabbit confronted with a stoat A~d bec 0me paralysed with fear, you will 
f or get about revolution B~d turn to the bourgeoisie to ally vdth them in order 
t o c'iofeP.t the superpowers . No comrades, our line mus t be "either war will give 
rise to r evolution , or r r'volution will prevent war." 

Our present line is the rightist mirror- image of Hoxha's ultra- imperialism. 
Hoxha blots qut all other contradicti ·~us in the world by seeing only superpower 
collusion., Fllld danies that "'ar is inevi tfl.ble as long as imperialism e:l.{ists. 
The RCL blots out a1l other contradictions by seoine only superpower contention 
and denies that r evolution c~ prevent wP.r. Beth pract ice Pnd pr each ultr~­
imperialism. 

Our opportunist interpretntion of the correct view th~t w~r is inevitable as 
long as imperialism exi~~s io of course insper8bly connected with our opportun­
i st line on inter-imperi~list rmvalry and war itself. In the inter-imperialist 
contradiction between the S()Viet Union end Britain we can sec only the strength 
of the Sovi et Union , forget the strencth of the proletari at in both countries 
and fall for the British bourgeoisie's Att~mpts to get us to support their 
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war preperntions. One juctlficPtion ~f TE and others for this line is that we 
11.re "accumulating stronsth." 1. proposi ti:m which is undoubtedly true , but which 
in the hands of these people becomes not ~ tncticnl assessment 0f the balRnce of 
class forces and a call to strucc;le P.g<:.inst revisionism, but ?.D. opportunist 
excuse to jettison our strnteeic line. If we Pre weak we must adjust our tactics 
accordingly , we must not though chance our stretecy. ~s St~lin said "Tactics 
are a part of str~teey, subordinate to it and serving it." ('Foundations vf 
Leninism', p 86) . 

This"accumulating stren[.th" line has actually been put forWFlrd ns a filthy 
excuse for supporting the E~C and N,TO and in Roneral sunporting the war preper­
F~.tions of British f'nd US imperialism. Ls yet rnother exc..mple , instend of 
prep?ring the the workin£ cl.qss for revolution , Pnd, in the event of war , turn­
ing their guns on the imperialists , we instead 1'\ctually c~.11 on the irnperi"l.lists 
to build up their war mnchine under the flng of • opposinG 8pne~".Sement." Lenin 
points out in the ' Prolet~~iPn Revoaution e~d the Renegade Knutsky' that if a 
revolutionary situation does not exist, then the duty cf Ccmmunists is not 
to desert to the bourgeoisie, ns TE has done , but to nrove that the revolution 
is inevitable and to prepAre the masses for it. Lenin denounces those le~ders 
who: 

" ; •• failed in their duty to carry on revolutionary R[itation , rev0luti~n­
ary propaganda, revolutionary work P.mong the nnsses to overcome their 
inertness, who in fact worked ag~inst the revolution?xy nspi~~tions' 
.rmd instincts which nre "'.lwnys deep aglow dE:Jep down run.ong .the masses 
of the o~pressed clc.s~ . " (Op . Cit ., p 86). 

The litre of ?ccunleting strenf;th put forwP..rd by some comrPdes is nothing 
bmt a prostitution of flarxism Pnd the ereuement of renecades, cow~rds R~d 
philistines . 

Our bourgc0is pess~m~sm end dcfePtism m~ifests itself in many other w~ys. 
Take for exf'.11lple the contr~diction between our resources P..nd our tasks . l•ll 
opportunists use this contradiction to justify slu:c::ishness Pnd conservatisr.t . 
hll we can see is a smAll number of comr~des - we cannot sec tno thousands 
of adv"'nced workers ?~d the milli;)ns of workers who liTe waiting for a lend 
and v1e.i ting to be le?.d in struggle . \.e ht"ve no concepti<:-n th:"'.t a relatively 
smRll number of communists inspired by a correct ideol0~ical and politicRl 
line and fired with the burning conviction in the necessity and inevitablenss 
of revolution can T!lobilise the m~sses in lar£C numbers. 1.ve on the contrary 
~reach opportunism at the workers ~d do so (inevitably) in a m?nner without 

c:-nviction end thcn"blame the masses for (our) own philistinism11 whpn they 
fPil to respond by deciding that arc "no pd:v1.nced workers" nt factory A, or 
that "the workers are nll bP.ckwl'.rd" at fnctory B. The fnble of the foolish 
old man is n gowd fable but it has been perverted by us into a concept of P 

gellant little b£'nd slowly ?..nd stec:>.dily incr cl".sine their numbers, not of us 
mQ..Vin5 ~he 11!~· /.s well as the 1 foolish old man' "'e must remember th?t 
' a single spprk cAn start n prarie fire.' 

Take a lso the level of study done in the orcanizntion. Not only does ~TE 
· attPck practice by the use of the 1 contrPdiction' 

between Party- buildinG e~d mass work, be n.lso leads the opportunist mnjority 
to llttt~ck theory by his opportunism on the contradiction between our resources 
and our tasks. Out of pityful fear of ' overtaxing ' comrndes we hove a situPtion 
where we tPke four months to study 1 •aces , Price and Profit,' A.nd where we 
refuse to give real leadership on innumerable questions on the excuse thnt "we 
musn' t circulate too r1.1)11Y documents." This liquide.tion of theory and line 
is a monstrous crime which will ensure thet our organization will never be 
nble to put conscicusness in commPnd of the class strugele. 'lith hindsight 
we can ow sec that~the cnmpaign t o study the ' 0~ot~ti)ns ' was an opportunist 
short -~ut to cr~sryinc theory which like nll short - cuts of this n~ture e~t 
us nowhere. It is simply impossible to study Mar• ist theory in this piece-meal 
f?shion . Marxism is not easy, nor is it common-s~nse, its science Pnd hard 
work- lets stPrt to tBke ttoory seriously! 
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CJ~rad~s of the CentrRl Committee, 

This meeting is ;'n historic turnin;_:- p oint i:n the strucglo to rebuild the 
revolutionary Communist Party of thu w~r' ing class and to lead the rcv0lution. 
l1e can Rll0W the opportunist mRjrrity on the PC t o c0ver up the right opor rtunist 
deviRtion in the RCL , and , under cover 0f a campnien of l!i.cs , smea~s e..nd slanders 
r.ge.inst the minority , deepen and c:.ms,)lidate this line , in which case the RCL 
will become n revisionis.t or;;P.niz,.tion - or, we cn.n lenve this meetine deter­
mined to repudiE>.te the richt opportunist deviG.tion , sweep the line of the 
mfl.jority into the dustbin of history where it belongs ru1d ~t this moetinf 
repudiate Rlso the putsch of tho mnj0rity , led by the opportunist TE~ 

The choice is yours - with the Jpp ortunist maj ority or with the M~rxist 
minority ! 

~POSW, CRITICISE /~D REPUDIATE THE RIGHT OPPORTUNIST DEVIATION 
IN TEE MJ.2UFESTO OF THE RCLB' 

COllDErJ!N THE OPPORTID.JIST PUTSCH OF THE PC M.l\JORITY FEJ..DED BY TE! 

r.w . 26 . 11 • 78 . 
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