





























and the working class movement in Russia." (32).

The consequence of the RCL's beleif that there is a contradiction betwe-
en party-building wné mass work is their attempt tc build up the party as
an irrelevent sect of intellectuals, totally divorced from the struggle of
the working class. The objective of party-building is to organise the
best elements of the working class as a political party, only then can the
theory of scientific socialism become a material force and change the: - -
world. But the RCL, in Lenin' s words try "to draw some sort of artificial
line of demarcatlon between the working class movement and Social-Democ-
racy." The RCL is on the ‘one hand subllmnly unconcerned with the objective
needs of the working class struggle and makes no attempt to formulate cor-
rect pOllCleS and- demends to lead the working class against the capltalm'
ists and their state, matters on whish 'Class Struggle' glves no concrete
guidance whatsoever (there are of course articles in 'Class Struggle' con-
cerning, say, the health system, but the line of these articles is no way
directed agalnst the state. As all economists inevitably do, where the
RCL takes up a political issue, it adopts a reformist position in "defence
of the imperialist state apparatus and its crganlzatlon of the oppression
of the people - for example, in the issue of 'Class Struggle' for ‘June
14th. to 27th. 1978, showing such touching faith in the: bouregois state
as to say "...who cares about the National Health Service. Who cares?

We care!.Its our health service and and health workers and action groups
are fighting flercely to save it." - instead of attacklng this apparatus
by means of revolutlonary democratic demands for, in this instance, peopl-
es' control of the health system.) On the other hand the RCL organises
cliquish activities of itself and a few other communists. Typical of such
activities were the 'party-building' meeting of April 29th 1978 of the

RCL and the (WM, and the demonstration in January this year against the
Vietnamese invasion of Kamupuchea - all of which took place with no att-
empt to mobilise mass support - whilst on the objective requirements of
the class struggle in Britai~ and the world the RCL will do nothing. The
partmcular contritution tvhe Biitish working class could make to the people
of Kampuchea fighting for national llberation would be to expose and atta-
ck the attempts of the British government to get their claws into Kampu>
chea , ‘but this does not occur to the RCL and we look in vain for the RCL
to organise a mass campaign frr a w1thdrawal from NATO, to organise a dem—
onstration against Muzorewa and Smith on their visit to London, to give“a
concrete lead to the working class fight against the government's vicious
attacks on the working class and their unions. No, the RCL is a sect, a
sect in the true sense of the word, a clique of 'true beleivers' who exist
purely for ideological self- cultlvatlon, who are totally irrelevent to the
working class and people, who have neither the desire nor the ability to
further the political development and political organization of the work—
ing class whlch is what party—bulldlng 1s all about

The purpose of this introduction has been to elaborate, in+greater deta-
il than would be appropriate in our resolution, one fundamental point -
that the principal contradiction in party-bulldlng is that between the
working class.movement and scientific socialism. We have shown that the
politieal errors of the CPB and the RCL on the question of party-building,
their economism, spontaneism, and in the case of the: RCL, its sectarian-
ism, stem thooretically Iromfailing to grasp the nature of party-bullding
and the: prlncipal contradiction in the process of party-building.

The resolutlon we publish here, and also this introductlcn,'mainly_con-
cern themseleves with this question, and so do not have much to say about
more specific political questions. But as we have amply shown, opportunism
on the question of party-building is inse erably bound up with opportunism
on those concrete questions, both national and international, which con-
front the working class of Britain., Those who bow drwn in awe before’ the
spontaneous level ~f ‘development of the worklng class movement, who ref-
use to lead the working class in .political struggle, who isolate them-
selves from the working ¢class movement, are inevitably those-who praetice
social- chauv1n1sm ‘and who embellsh and defend the bourgeois state. The way
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