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In inmtroducimg this journal, the CWM aims to bring something new

and fresh into the Left movement, Already in our book "Why Paul Foot
Should Be a Socialist® we have tried to approach problems in a way which
is hard-hitiing and militant while also beimg comscicntious andm
methodical, proceeding from the interests of thv proletariat, secking

to establish an accurate, scientific analysis on the basis of the facts
of a case,

In these pages we intend to carry forward this approach and unfold a
lively, critical and self-critical discussion. Such a discussion must
have a clear aim, and we do have onej it is the recbuilding of the
Communist movement and particularly the Party.

By Communism we mean a revolutionary movement leading to the
seizure of state power by the working people under the leadership of the
proletariat; we mean a movement guided by larxism=-Leninism-iao Tsetung
Thought, where there is understanding about the need for the dictatorship
of the proletariat and about the nature of the contemporary era, an
era where imperialism, and today particularly the two superpowers,
forms the main obstacle to progress.

e want to overthrow capitalism and imperialism, but this
cannot be done unless we also, in the process, work systematically to
overthrow hourgeois ideas within the working-class movement, ideas which
cxist because we are part of an imperialist society with its own
imperialist culture,
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authentic ideological stre in the gourge rotracted revo
Rractice, While we take part in pickets, demonstrations, tenants®
movements, anti-fascist work etc. our practice must be linked closely with
a great ideological debate and sirugglc.

Thus it is necessary not only fo fight against obvious
representatives of the imperialist system like eiper—smeking capitalists,
Tory 1Ps, thc National Front ¢tc., but also to wage struggte against thosc
trends which represent the system in a less evident and morc insidious
WaY e

tionar

Such trends include social=democracy, represented particularly
by the Labour party which at times administers the state machine and
serves the bourgeoisie more efficicntly than any other party; the
ideology of the trade union bosses who sell out their members' interests
to capilal; the rouisionisis, whe edaiwm %o Be communists, but in fact

kill:.. Marxism~Leninism by robhbing it of its revolutionary essencec; the
particularly vile brand of rovisionists who promete the interests of the
most dangerous superpower, the Soviet Union; and Trotskyism in a&ll its
many hues, which is in cssence a hotche~potch of social=demoeracy and
revisionism.

Wé must also struggle against the influence ecxerted by all of
these trends within our own movement, the Marxist-Leninist movement,

For our part, we don't claim to have all the answers or to
have rcady-made solutions to offer. We do have an ideology which provides,
as a means of changing the world, a convincing and comprchensive analysis
of the contradictions characterising class socicty, particularly the
contemporary world of imperialism and the prolectarian revolution; this
theory, Harxism—Leninism, has scorcd outstanding successes, for instance
in the Russian Revolution, the setting—up .of people’s power in China,
the struggle to awoid the restoration of capitalism in a socialist
country; and the Chinese revolution's international line.




Such successes have proved tno genoral validity of our idecology,
isionism and Tiotgl 1sm have also shown:

whereas gocia

in maintaining the existing system.

The general validity of Marxism-Leninism is established, but it still
needs to be integrated with the concrete conditions in this country.

We rogard Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought as the only really
Left Ideology. However, we have respect for sincerc people belonging to
any "Left" trend inasmuch as they genuinely want to be socialists and
Communists, and haven't yet been convinced by our example of the
crrectness of larxism-Leninism, As Communists we are not afraid of
exposing our ideas to criticism and debate. Above all, we must have a
modest attitude in the face of the working people, and in the face of
scientific truth. e must go deep among the working class, the poorest
and most oppressed people, and thus gain dircect experience of our
society. Direct experience is of primary importance, but we must also
carry out study and research which will give us indirect experience also,
thus enriching our understanding, as a mcans to change the world,

Our aim is to make this a lively, scientific journal of the Left,

a journal for struggle againgt bourgeois ideas particularly wherc these
crop up under a "left" guise, 2 journal serving the cause of the overthrow
orf mrulo

This ts o theoretical journél, which docs not mean that jt's Lo be
obscure or high-flown. For lMarxist-Leninists, theory is for the workeors.
OQur tradition is to build up a contingent of thinking rcvolutionaries
who_can analyse problems independently, size up a situation from all
its aspects and map out a course of practical activity accordingly,
consciously serve the international proletariagt in all their work
activities, explain the basic viewpoints of Narxism-Leninism and expose
thc fallacies of bourg001s propaganda, detect and strugglc resolutely

©eygeryope in our movoncnt to work towards bocomlng a.person of this kind.
Vorkers, who have dircct experience of the contradictions of
capitalism, arc the people most capable of grasplng the truth of
Marxism-Leninism. This is not the s s
"automatically™ have an understanding of revolutionary soolallst ideas,
onh the contrary study is cgsential. By coming to understand its
historical destiny the proletariat changes from being a "class~in-itself?
{not yet able to take the initiative) into a "class—for-itsclf™, able to
take the initiative in overturning the old society and creating a new one.
This 1s Why within our movement we place so much omphasis on cducation,
on summing-up the perceptual knowledge gained through practice and
raigsing it to the level of conceptual knowledge in order to enhance our
practice: this is why we want to usc this journal to initiate a big
ideological debate and struggle which should by ne means be confined to
our own movement but which should develop on a very broad level.




The contents of this issue give s ompe idea of the scope we intend to cover.

(I) The internal life of our movement.
Our movement moves forward in the heat of struggle: Primarily the
class struggle we carry out im society, but also our internal struggles
which themsclves reflect society*s contradictions. The struggle within
our movement is a sign of its liveliness, and from time to time we
will make public some of the more significan; lessons we have drawn from
such exporience,

Recently, ong of our branches resigned and wrote a 1ctter which
raises some importapt points. ¥We reprint their letter in this issue
( with 2 few inesscntial points dcleted), together with the roply sent
by our National Committee. This reply should help pcople g€t an idea of
where we stand at present. A

(2) Analysis of the world situation.
Like every other phenomenon in the world, international politics constantly
changes and develops, impelled by the force of its own contradictions.
We must above all rid oursclves of conservative tendencies, and not look
at the world situation as though it were the same as in the early '50s
wheén US imperialism was the main cnemy of the world's people and the
USSR was a progressive socialist state; nor yet as it was in the early '60s
when the main error of the new revisionist Soviet leadership was capitulation
in the face of US aggression; nor yet as it was in the late'60s when the
Soviet Union was already an imperialist power but did not yet represent
the main threat of world war in its contention for world domination with
the USA. We should be up to the minutc and definitely not be five ycars
behind the times; still less ten or fifteen or twenty yearsSecass

The article "How Many Worlds"™ is a statement expressing our understanding
of and support for the"Three Worlds® theory. It was adopted by the CWM
some time ago, but there was no opportunity to publish it earlier.
| In general, we try not to make "solemn statements™ which go beyond
the actual level of our understanding at the time { such statements would
merely be ompty and formalistiec). Thus, rather than rcpeat what the
Chinesc comrades were saying we grappled with the problem of thinking
things out in our own terms. This is why the article may appear in places
hesitant, wooly and lacking in direction -~ but this was an indispensible
stage we had to go through. That we were correct in approaching things
independently and at our own level is shown by the fact that. some groups
which usecd to parrot unthinkingly what the Chinese seid are now coming
out with the most bizarre and reactionary ideas in opposition to Chinas
Today we arc able to handle the "Three Worlds® theory ( whlch is an
extremcly precious analytical tool for understanding and hence changing
the world ) with rclatively more assurance and prccision. We also print in

this issue the text of a very recent spcech which we produced for a public
meeting on the subject of the two superpoweérs as the main source of world
war; held By the fraternal organisation, the Revolutionary Comrmunist
Beaguwe of Brivain. :

In eur siruggle to change the world we gdvance from lack of knowledge

to knowledge and from partial understanding to more gomplete understanding.

Internally we encourage comrades to put forward for discussion their
ideas c¢ven when thesce are incomplete and tentative. We will, where
appropriate, make public some of thesc contributions from time to time,
The paper "concerning the relations between the world situation and our
tasks in Britain® is onc such,



(3) The analysis of British socicty.

The most important of all our tasks in the ficld of theory is the working-
out of a class analysis of our own socicty. Of course the basis for our
theoretical work must be participation in the class strugUJ >, Hithout a
corrcect class analysis the Party we are working to build will not be able
to detormince a correct strategy and tactics for the class in its progress
to' the winning of state power.

In carrying out this great investigation on the class question we
must at all costs seck truth from the facts, use Harxist-Leninist theory
. illuminote the facts and reveal their inner conncctions and the
tendency of their development; be careful to take facts and not theory

a8 our startineg point, be careful not to transpose concepts 1nagpropr1atel§
from other times and other ploces,

The erticle "Phe C.P.B.(M.L.) = a ncw rovisionism® is also part of
our internal debate which we have dccided to publish in order to stimulate
the broadest possible interflow of ideas. When the CHM was founded -
arising as it did out of a principled split away from the organisation
known as the Communist Party of Britain (Marxist-Leninist) - we decided
that it was esscntial to continuce our criticism and get full valuc out of
that outstanding tecacher by negative example, Reg Birch's CPB(HL). One
aspect which we must persistently criticise, in order to prevent any
danger of our own movement turning revisionist, is the internal structure

_and organisation of the CPB(IL). Another aspecct, which this oarticle deals
with, is the CPB(HML)'s absurd method of onalysis, which predictably led
to absurd conclusions.

(4) Conditions in socialist countries.

As Marxist-Leninists we regard socialist China as the bastion of world
rcvolution. Apart from China's international line it is also important
to study internal life in China., This helps us understand more
comprehensively and tangibly the bright future opened up by socialist
revolution. lMorcover, in studying how an experienced Party deals with
the complex problems existing in its own scciety we will enrich our
understanding of the Marxist-Leninist method of analysing and resolving
contradictions. In particular, it is important to understand the current
struggle against the "Gang of Four™®™, and the article - Why Marzist-
L eninists support China™ is o contribution in this direction.

The Chinesc have consistently opposed the kind of Party which "parrots
the words of others, copiecs forecign experience without analysis, runs
hither and thither in responsc to the batons of certain persons abroad,
and has beccome a hodgepodge of revisionism, dogmatism and cverything but
larxist-Leninist principle®; They support the kind of Party "that can
usc its brains to think for itsclf and acquire an accurate knowledge of
the tronds of the different classes in its own country through scrious
investigation and study, and knows how to apply the universal truth of
Marxism-Leninism and integrate it with the concrete practice of its own
country® (see the Proposal Concerning the General Line of the Internationa
Communist Movement published by the Chinese in I963).

In our struggle to rebuild the revolutionory party of the working
class in this country, we must above all fight against revisionism, which
includes both cmpiricism (blind involvement in practice to the neglect
of the guiding role of larxist~Leninist revolutionary principles) and
dogmatism ( blind concern with abstract theory ond neglect for concrete
conditions).




There arc not many quotntions from Mao Tsetung in these pages, but

we will not be hoppy unless every sentonce of our journal breathes

with the spirit of Moo Tsetung Thought. Our best homage to Mao will be
to apply in our own country his glorious method of serving the
revolutionary causec of the proletariat and furthering this cause step by
step through the concrete analysis of real conditions.

(5) History of the revolutionary movement.

We rmst study and assess the wholc history of the international Communist
movement, particularly the movement in Britain, so that we can profit from
an understanding of its strong and weak points. We should be able to inherit
the good troditions of the Communist Party of Great Britain from the days
when it really was a revolutionary Party,\and once again create a lively,
militant Party of the British working class. At the same time, we nust

go onc better and thoroughly apply Marxist-Leninist principles of
organisation, so as to root out the sources of degeneration and revisionism
in our own movement.

Te publish here the CPGB's Elcction Programme of I929. This toxt was
studied in our own organisation when we werce in the process of drafting
our own programmec. Our own programme will be published for the New Year
I979, just 50 yecars later. We have tried to link ourselves up with the
revolutionary British tradition and re-create the young movement's vigour
and militancy. Our programmc only represcnts an initial statement of our
undcerstanding., It will be tested in practice, corrected where it is wrong,
and absorb conclusions gcnerated by the experience of newly-=arising
problens, ‘

There are many questions we intend to cover in future issues of the
journal. Here we will just mention four: The cquestion of Irelandj:
the development of the intornational Marxist~Leninist Comrmunist movenent
today; work in trade unions; and anti-fascist work. In producing our journal
we want to remain self reliant, and so we have brought out this first
issue within our mecans, in a very simple form. Ye hopé to be able to
print it properly at a later stage. For this reason, but more important -
for broader political reasons, we want cveryone who fecls solidarity with
our linc to do their best to sec this journal as widely distributed as
possible.

- This is a difficult and ot the same time exciting stage. Our movement
is still very small and not able to mezke much of a practical impact, and
wWe are not yet able through the force of our practice to convince guite
a number of pcople who sympathise with us to join us actively:but we have
the capacity to growe. The *left™aoveément is in crisis, and we have the
task of asserting the leadership of revolutionary socialist politics,
of Harxism~Leninism—-Mao Tsetung Thought; of a concrete political line
worked out by the application of Marxism-Leninism~Mao Tsetung Thought
to our own conditions. The lecading position of revolutionary socialist
politics will have to be carned by our movement through the cxample of
our practice (guided by correct theory) and by the force of our arguments.

Hith revolutionary greetings; THE EDITOR



Bdltor's notes below we publish a letter of resignatlon from one of our bwanches
which we received in August 1978. The July Conference referred to was one held -
in 1977 at the initiative of the CWM, btringing tugether different Marxist-Leninist
groups with a view to discussing the way forward, It should be noted that the
Three Worlds Theory was actually put forward by Chalrman Mao, though it has been
developed creatively under Chalrman Hua Kuo-feng's lsadsrshlp., The letter is fol~
lowed by the text of the reply sent by ¢ur Natisnal Committee,

Deaxr Comrades, _

It 1s with mixed feelings that we must reslign from she CWlM..mixed,
because we were members of the mevement from its inception, and helped to establish it
with promise and enthusiasm,

We know our declsion will come as no surprise to some comrades. For some
months now, we have falled to actively partleipate in the Movement, To cwitlelse us
for “his 1s quite Justified, Our inactivity has been a reflectlon of our own confusion,

Perhaps we should have fought out more our views openly within the CWM, Inle
tlally, we trled to do thls, tut we ourselves were uncertain., Subsequently, the new
approach became established and Institutionalised, and debate over the fundamental pre-
mises and our own position became more and more diffieult. We were even accused of go-
ing over 'old ground'! But these events helped to clarify us, We cannot take the path
you are taklng nor defend 1t. We trust this letter will help to explain why.

GREAT STEP_FORWARD_

When the CWM was established, it was a great step forward for the British
Marxist-Leninist Movement., At a time when the Movement was fragmented and weakj when
the working-class lacked a revolutlenary party and programme; when numerous groups exis
ted, struggling in isclation from eash other, each wdth positive and wlth negatlve gual
itles, each with conslderable courage and spirit, yet each withsut a clear revolutlona-
ry perspective or programme for the class as a wholey each incapable of giving a prac-
tilcal and ideologlcal leadexrship to the Marxist-Leninist Movement; each wlth self-de~
lusions and struggles for self-preservation, characteristic of 'small-gwoup' mentall-
ty each with 1ts herves and charismatic personalitles,..the CWM emerged as a bweath of
freSh aJI .

We, the CWM sald:

1) The bullding of a revolutlonary party i1s fundamentalj

2) Unity is indivisible;

3) In the past people have s¥ruggled for unity on the bLasls of preserva-
tilon of differencess

4) Common practice 1s the basis for unity, fer synthesising theory and
bullding the party. We need a common practice and practical stauggle
for theoxry which will reflect and advance that practice;

5) We must learn from each other, None of us has the answews, yet, within
the Marxist-Leninist movement as a whole, the answers could be found,

4 ) The CWN was not anether 'small group' with formed Marxist-Leninist line
in struggle with others, Nor did it have a tight 1. tlwutionalised stwmicture, though
by consent and practlcal need, we strove towards Commnist democratic centralism in de-
clslon making and work,

- e e e ww wm e - e e gm eme e  we

The July Conference (1977) was the first step in tuilding the new unity, We
were the only people at the time capable ef bringing Marxist-Leninists together, and we
did, in a small, amateurish, and hesitant way, but nonetheless, significart, True, it
was not well organised, its alms mnelear, and it lacked clarity and depth, but it was
a begimning, a new potential - ~ for ¢ . - . » unity and party building, a new
direction for the Marxist-Leninist Movement,,.And we saw the potential twuist and the von
confidence of different Marxls£~Leninists iIn the CWM and its style of work.



Reflect, Comrades, on what we were alming for...We had in mind that conference,
to be possibly followed by more, leading to the convening of a National Congress and
the formation of a new Party, In the interim, we almed for eommon intergroup practi-
ce, The timescale was not important, though we were nalvely optimistic enough in think
ing initially of 6 months to a year!

ONE STEP FORWARD - TWO STEPS BACKWARD

Even before the July Conference, some comrades in the CWM had altered their
views, and, in the build-up to the conference, we began to hear about the need for con-
solidation of the CWM; of preserving the CWM at all costs in a new form; of using the
conference as a recruiting ground for the CWM,..

We in Birmingham never accepted these views, though we supvorted the need for
consolidating and better organising our werk, (which at the time cf ihe July Confersnce
was somewhat sloppy and undisciplined), go_as to_further our alms, NOT Ul HANGE THEM,

- Em s mm mm ws wm el e e mm e e e s e e e dm e s

We believe 1t is a tragedy that the new views triumphed at the confereznce and
subsequently. Over the past year, we have seen the CWM change COmpiete~y. The very
forces we set out to defeat, forces which were harming and holding hack ihe development
and progress of the Marxist-Leninist Movement, these forces have triwgpbed over us
The CWM has become another 'smal Group' consolidating iiself in isclutiicn from cthers,
the crisis of Marxism-Leninism, and the working-class movement., It bas i1ts own line,
its struggle for self-preservation, dogmatism, and dubious discipline, Tt has developed
all the 1limitations and handicaps of 'small groups'...its petty power struggles, its il1-
lusions of democratic centralism dominated by centralism, its witeh hunts and decep-
tions, its self-delusions that it has the answers within itself, 1lts inabllity to for-
mlate a revolutionary practice, a mass line, a revolutionary programme; hence its
Jumps from one issue to the next, its decision making without thoroiish investigation,
its concentration of resources on peripheral and secondary questions,

Gone 1ls the potential trust and confidence which other Mazxist-Leninists once
revealed. It is now accepted as another 'group'. It is incapable of unifying the move-
ment, It now moves along the only course open to it - further consolidation and possi-
ble matrimony with the most dogmatic and, in practice, the most able defender of 'small
groupism' within the Marxist-Leninist Movement, the RCLB - an alliaince of survivors!

Consolidation didn't improve our style of work, it changed it. It turned
into its opposite. The .great step forward was followed by two steps backwards:

We have never suggested that the way we were at the time of the July Confe-
rence was perfect. On the contrary, change was needed organlsatlonally to improve our
style of work, to better advance what we were fighting for. But what we have seen is a
fundamental change in understanding and direction, We cannot go along with this,

CHINA
As far as China 1s concerned we remain dismayed not that comrades support the
3-world theory of Chalrman Hua, but of the uheritical and unprepared manner in which
this. policy was adopted. In our own way, we may have contributed to this, but at the
time, we ourselves were eonfused and trying to grapple with all the issues. Now we are
able to voice our views more clearly.

We believe that taken by itself, the 3 worlds theory is incorrect and a-
gainst the interests of workers and peasants throughout the world. On the contrary, it
serves the Interests of imperialism and the national bourgeoisie. This is not to negate
the fundamental importance of Social-Imperlalism as the mailn danger in the world today,
and in this, we are critical of the Albanians, who underplay this realilty.

' We believe that fundamental changes are taking place in China; setting back
the revolutionary advance of the Chinese people. These are becoming and will become
increasingly apparent with time.

| For these reasons, we cannot remain in the CWM, We know that some com-
. radeswlll call us 'drifters', but we are not. From the start, we never intended



Jjoining a formed organisation that was not a revolutionary party. We did not believe
that a party could come out of such an organisation (as the present CWM) in the Britain
of today, and we still don't. It will come out of something different, and we will go
on trying to fight for it, and helping build it, We do not intend becoming a 'small
group'. But we will go on fighting for a new unity based on mass work clearly defined,
and a mass line, reflecting, developing and improving mass work, for organisation and
discipline demanded by this work, for unity of study and theoxry made necessary by

this work.

In resigning, we do not wish to sever all links with the CWM. Wherever pos-
sible, we would seek to work together and fight side-®yv-side. Esuz=ily important, the
comradely and fraternal friendships previously establizhed Between us nnd 0ﬂ1L~des ol
within the CWM, should not be severed. .

We were in some difficulty whether to sead this to the NC only foxr distri-
bution, but in view of our fears of small groupism =znd questionnble trust within the
CWM. we are also sending this to branches and individnal friends within the (WM, NOT
so as to influence them, but only that we may be fairly judged shiculd there be any dis-
cussion.

Fraternal greetings,



REPLY OF THE C.W.M. NATIONAL COMMITTEE TO THE LETTER OF RESIGNATION

Dear Comrades,

Thanks for your letter, which deserves a serlous reply. We will trxy
not to be pompous or self-righteeus, t we won't mince our words in meking criticisms,
and hope to make them convincing. Let's say stralght away that vz think youx maln
error 1lies in striving 4o maintain intact the "purity" of your cwe idsas and neth wds of
werk, wlthout exposIing and tempering these in the heat cf cri Ticisn -ii sTEEETe.

Your statement about the original aims of the CWH shous how meu cor-
fusion there was about these alms (particulary as far as you Zauumelves wege concesrned
- a point sueh as "unity is indivisible" is inaccurate and doesn’ i convey any
concrete meaning at all!), There is nothing wrong with such ceniusion in the saely
stages of a movement, te expect otherwise would be idealistic. But the next step rmust
be one of ideological consolidation whereby we establish some cohierence and erder in
this crude mass of ldeas, and systematise the ideas we have arrived at in the course ef
our practice in order to push our cognition further forward as a means to charnging the

world,

In summing-up, criticising and consolidatimg our ideas, we must beward
of the danger of impesing a new dogmatism. Such a danger dves exlist, tut we wouldn't
be Marxists if we were afraid ef doing things because they entall dangersl! So long
as we are vigilant we won't tum into dogmatlsts.

The mood before the July Conference was a heady and optimistic ene, which
in itself is by no means a bad thing, but the stage we have now reached is one of
taking a long, coel look, summing up experience (positive and negative) and pletting
the course ahead. Your letter shows that yeu are nostalgic for the period of eur
novement's first infancy (a period when, in Mao's words, "all we had was a passion
for revolution") and are resisting the need to scrutinise our ideas, to determine
how far they stand up to the test ef practice in the real world.

» There 1s all the difference between revolutienary optimism and self-
delusion, We are fully in agreement with the Chinese comrades when they say that te
take a sober look at your weaknesses and shortcomings shows the fearlessness of a
materialilst,

You stress the importance of practice. In our opinion, the CWM's
original emphasis on the role of practice was correct, and we should still affirm it.
As Marxists we say that the paint is not tv understand the world but to change its
so we start from the ueed for a practical result (revolutionary soclal change), we
reoognise practice as the basls of theory and the test of the correctness ef thewry.

‘ However, you tend to view practice in a one-sided way and neglect the
need to sum it up, make generalisations, and pregress to the level of theory., At the
moment this process 1s of eritical importance, It can really, in practice (1), best
be carried out by each particular organisation; each must apply to the full democratic
centralism, give full play to the dialectic of different ideas, and strive for unity
of will en the basis of eonvietion., Ti-is an 1TINston, and a dangerous one at that,
to_d§uigpose théa:ra ﬁcmk can_be co-ordingted and erganised if we do net first co-ordinate
and give  sys form & to-wsur idess, ¥o the insights which we gain frem practice
and thich are emriched through practice. — = .

There are a whole lot of things which call out, er seem to call out for
our involvement and participations worker's struggles carried out threugh the unions
and/or against the union bureaucracies, struggles on a commnity level against the
cutback in living standards, the women's movement, the struggle against the erosion
of eivil liberties, the movement against impexrialist war, or against other aspects of
inperialism such as racism, and the oppression of Ibeland,




ideelogical question and with an Qrganlsatlg_al questlon. We have to cencentrate our
forces in an ORGANISED and disciplined way if we are to make any-impact. This is

the first point, But in order for us to de this, even more important, we have to take
decisions, we have to understand the real significance of all these concrete phenomena,
the relationship between them, Then we can formilate priorities and map out our
strategy and tactics of revolutior - for without such strategy and tactics, simple
dedication to revolution is empty of real significance. Moreover, the most essential
part of our practice will be, on the basis of the analysis we have carried out, to put
acew;ss loud and clear the Marxist Leninist point of view applied to concrete questions.

It serves no purpose meczely to "take part” in practical work unless we thereby make
a contribution to raising the ideology ... of the proletariat to the level of

eonsclousness of their historical rols and winning the advanced elements to Marxism-
Leninism and to the organised M-L movement,

Here we should make the point that the Party we are working to build,
and also each of lts individual branches, must be freed from having the character of
a small circle of friends, The present Marxist-Leninist organisations must undoubted-
1y struggle right now against the "cirele attitude". This does not mean that we're
against frizndships in the movement - they will exist on a firmer basis as a result
of carrying out ideological struggle,

’ Your discussion of our weaknesses is conducted purely at a perceptual
level, It is correct to describe the existence within our movement of petty power
struggles, illusions of democratic centralism dominated by centralism, witchiunts
and deceptions, But these faults have to be met head-on and fought against, not
retreated away from. This is just what we are trying to do, and have in fact made
some progress in doing, through ideological struggle and the struggle to generate a
gemiine democratic centralism, Thus in practice your remarks don't help us at all
in overcoming the faults you mention,

We must challenge what you haye to say about the Revolutionary Communist
League of Britain. These are simply slanders, iZn the absence of any concrete argument
we can't give you any conerete answers. We consider the RCLB to be overwhelmingly
positive., Someone once asked George Bernard Shaw to marry her, giving the argument
that thelr children would combine her good looks with his brains, and he replied that
it .would be better to avoid the risk of having children with his looks and her brains.
An organisatlion which combined the shortecomings of both the CWM and the RCLB would
certainly not be a great gift to the Marxist-Leninist movement! However, in using the
image of matrimony you once again show your failure to grasp the importance of ideolo-
gical struggle. There is no contruction without destruction. Ths process of Marxist~
Leninist unity is one of strusggle against what is negative, in one's own organisation
and in other organisations., It is precisely a common understanding of this fact which
provides an important basis for the unity process linking the CWM and the RCLB.,

- Though you say that you can voice your views about China “more clearly",

you do not in fact do this, so once again we can't answer you concretely. We will
Jjust say that the Three Worlds Theory shows how to unite all forces that can be united

against the principal enemy. Today the two superpowers are the outstanding representa-~
tives of the imperialist system, and the USSR's ambitions represent the main danger of
war., The aspiration of the hundreds of millions of working and oppressed’ people for
a new life free from oppression can only be realised through the abolition of
imperialism, and the Three Worlds Theory helps give these aspirations z cotrcrete
and practical form through which working people's demands ean exert @_real influenee
over world politiecs, :

The Three Worlds Theory does at a global level what we Marxist-Leninists
mst strive to do within our own country, namely concentrate the scattered and
unsystematic ideas arising through mass initiatives, raise practical experience to the
level of theory, map out a strategic plan to guide our activities and help us select
the correct tactics. Your inability to understand the significance of the Three Worlds
Theoxry shares a common root with your inability to grasp the important of theory,
strategy and orsanisatlion in the British xevolution.
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Your views on the process of party-tuilding lack clarity, and we
feel that the "work" you describe would be quite directionless., Co-operation between
organisations would not get far if each were not striving to work out an ideological
and political line to guide its activity. This does not of course mean a dead and
ossified line, The line will have to reflect the complexity of life in a dialectical
way, be lively, many-sided and rich in concrete content.

You are comrades who have expressed a will to breask with revisionism
which is the main enemy ~f the working-class movement, Such people are very
precious to the cause of the proletariat, and you owe it to that cause to do a good
and consistent job 4im ramculding yourselves in the course of changing the objective
world. We agreed and still agree on the need to sexrve the proletariat, the poorest and
most oppressed people, But to fulfill this duty, we have to carry out the appropriate
ideological and organisationai work which is needed to forge a correct style of work
within our own ranks and thus make progress towards building the Party.

For our part, we wlll make every effort to learn from your errors, and
also from our own errors. We are sorry that this process can't now be carried ocut
within the ranks of the CWM. We will certainly co-operate with rTou in concrete work
when the occasion arises. Even more important we feel you must give full play to
criticism and self-criticism and, on the basis of knowledge gained through experience,
carry out ideoclogical struggle both among yourselves and with different Marxist-
Leninist groups. The aim is unity, the method is struggle. This is the only way
to resxinin the mainstream of the movement to build the Party, and thus effectively
serve the cause of the proletariat,

With Communist greetings,

The National Committee of the CWM
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HOW MANY WORLDS?
There is a school of thought among so-called Marxist-Leninists, reduced
’ to its most simplistic by the-revisionist Reg Birch, Chairman of the''Comme-
unist" Party of Britain (Marxist-Leninist), that there is only one major.
contradiction between states in the world, namely, that between the Soc-

lalist and Capitalist caups. :

The slogan used to justify this essentially idealist position is that
Uthe divisive force is class,! In Marxist terms this is a truism, To att-
empt at this stage to present this as a new revelation is like a
physicist trying to upstage Newton by declaring that apples fall, Any
so=-called Mariist who reaches that position without proceeding further,
without taking other cogent factors into consideration,will be of no more
practical use than the physicist mentioned above.

The world is divided in very real terms intc natior states, and te de-
claim the common interests of the beurgeoisie of all capitalist, non-socialist
states leaves large historical questions unanswered--such as "What was the
First World War about?" Then, did not the whole, allegedly homogeneous, bour-
geoisie of the world indulge in a suicidal orgy of blood-letting and d&estruc—
tion, which left them so enfeebled and racked with such sccial disorder that
a newborn workers state, the Soviet Union, was allowed to struggle painfully
to life.

Even more strangely, within the terms of this simplistic theory, did not
a second such war ensue, in which the two biggest imperialist powers in the
world allied themselves with that very socialist state in order to destroy a
third upstart imperialist state, Germany,and later, afourth, Japan.

Was this done from the Socialist, Democratic or anti-fascist motives of
the USA and Britain? No! It was purely and simply to protect what they had al-
ready seized of the world from their late~come rivals,

"Workers of the World Unite!" is a fine, class conscious slogan—but it is
a proletarian, class conscious slogan (Workers, oppressed peoples and nations
of the world, unite! is more apposite at the moment.). Only the world prolet-
ariat has the economic and social tasis for unity on the scale that is here
ascribed te the bourgedisie. The monopoly bourgeoisie thrives on competition,
on economic warfare, and its necessary corollary—actual military warfare.

The growth of "international” combines and companies, far from diminishing
this aspect of national rivalry, actually exacerbates the situation by allow-
ing the monopolies far more independence from, and hence control over, the
capitalist nation state. The foreign affairs of states become more and more
nakedly a question of bargaining for markets, raw materials, protection ag-
ainst overly successful competitors. Monopolies, after ruthlessly crushing
their rivals in the home markets, then seek to do the same in other countries,
indeed, in other continents. This is not a newly observed process— from
Marx's "Capital” to Lenin's "Imperialism," this has been the motive force of
capitalism. Thus, in the present epoch, the major monopolies of the USA are
attempting to export vast amounts of capital in corder to provide competition
on the home ground of other states, while the newcomer—the ultimate in mono-—
polies, the USSR, has begun to emulate it by the older method of military and
political domination providing extortionate trade terms or investment returns.
A1l historical emperience indicates that the end of such intensified political
and economic rivalry is actual military warfare. To paraphrase Clausewitz, war
is the continuation of economic struggle by other means.

It is inevitable that all the developed, metropolitan countries will thus,
at the same time, attempt to thwart and blight the growth of newer potential
rivals in other countries, and prune and $rain the developing economies to
the shape and interests 4f imperialism.

Thus, while there is a severe conflict of interests Between the metropo}-
itan countries and the third world states which has been demonstrated in-
creasingly by the strong anti-imperialist stand taken by formerly cringingly
comprador governments, there is also a contradiction among the metropolitan
countries, between the strong and the weak, and this will be dealt with later..
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THIRD WORLD RULING CLASSES AND THEIR ROIE

Do we say then that the national bourgeoisie of the Third World should be
supported in their struggles against the power of impewielism?-—Yes! Not bec-
ause, for instance, the Shah of Iran is any way more acceptable or more "pro-—
gressive} as bhe Sgviets term their dupes, than the imperialists themselves.
Indeed, with his Napoleonic vigions it is apparent that his hearts desire is
to be an imperialist in his own right. Rather, it is that by his efforts to
independently industrialise he is weakening the imperialist powers, introduc-

- ing further instability into the world economic system., In this context, his
own moral credentials are nct in order for discussion—what is in order is
his historical role, the effect he and his regime have on world developments.

China reoognlzes this role in having®diplomatic relations with, and just-
ifiably supporiing the regime vig-a-vis the imperialist powers, %o sharpen
the intersimperialist oonmradlctlons. Paitnre +6 do so would help build up the
very monolith of opposition that the idealists do:oribe, and indeed their pol-
icy has such features of a self-fulfilling prophevy that we tan almost say
that they are advocating a united anti-socialist front!

Does this mean that we, or the Chinese comrades, condone the internal pol-
icy of reaction and class terror in countries such as Irin? Certainly not.
Only the enemies of Marxism~Leninism who ignore clearly spelt out policies of
the socialist states in order to look for hidden motives in order to blacken
their mames, can say such things.

In Iran, as in Chile, as in some other nations with which China has rel-
ations, there are commnists who fight for the workers and peasants, who are
executed, tortured and imprisoned for the revolution, China still gives mat-
erial and ideological support to such revolutlonorles, and indeed, would
violate proletarian internationalism if she did not. We should no more impute
support for the Shah's reactionary internal policies by his wife's trip to
Peking than impute Lenin's support for the murder of Tuxembourg and Liebknecht,
by the then Soviet poliey of allowing training facilities to the CGerman Wehr-
macht that organized the deed a scant few years before,

Similarly, what would the results of the ‘policies of the idealists have
been if their line had been followed by Stalin in 1939 and 194172

In the first case, the western allies would have passively or actively
supported an attack on the Soviet Union, and in 1941 again, with the possible
addition of the USA as an enemy. This purist attitude at the same time attempts
to divide the capitalist states into good and bad, while denying the pgssibil-
ity of uniting on specific issues with any! All commnists know that the only
good capitalist is one who has been stripped of his wealth and power and sub-
mits to the dictatorshlp of the proletariat-~—and even then, we won't entirely
trust him, What the idealists fail to realize is that politics, revolution,
is about class power, not some Sunday School rating list of proxlmlty to
Salvation!

‘The very real factors of superpower, and to a lesser extent, Second World
control of world commodity markets and their insatiable claims on the scarce
resources of the world, make thepossibility ef a unlted Third World stand on
many issueg an obaectlve reality,

The consequent exploitation and impoverishment of the Third World pebples
also sharpens the contradictions within these countries, makes revolution not
the AOB of the political agenda but the keynote of it. Revolutions,gnti~imper-
ialist struggles for national freedom, become class struggles for the liber-
ation of humanity®and both.struggles in turn affect the 'imperialist countriesd—
wWhether by the social strains of colonial war, or deprivation of assuref raw
materials and markets, or by the very, scarclty of these,leading to increased
competition——and war, -

USING CONTRADICTIONS AMONG THE REACTIONARIES

Class war continues until revolution-—and after-and histarical experience
shows that it is in exactly conditiond of 1nter»1mperlallst rivalry up te
and 1ncluding the point of war, that revolution will happen as the social
fabric is strained past breaking point by the stress of war or slump, and
that counter-revolution will be weakened by the internecine strife of the
forces of reaction.

Even as we support the national bourg601sle in its struggl@ for independ=-
ence, as they wrest the Golden Apple of power-from the hands of the imperial-—
ists, we know that they will hold it only a passing, moment before the prol-~
etariat in turn seizes the trophy.
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reletariat's destiny.

What of the contradictiens within the ‘mperialist camp, among the already
industrialized nations? Certainly they are not as sharp as these collectively
with the Third Werld—but there is increasing potential, Obviously, the prim—
ary contradiction is that the economic, political and military power of the
USSR and USA are ef such an erder ef magnitude greater than any other state
that there is in fact a gualitative as well as a quantitative difference
between them and other states., This difference had become noticeable even
with the parting shots of the Second World War, when, for instance, Manuilsky,
the Ukrainian Fareign Minister, was epenly relegating Britain te a very poor
third place in the world.

It was only when the relapse from socialism to a new form of capitalism
in the USSR was cemplete, that the relationship could appear so starkly as
in its present ferm. The USA inherited Britain‘s empire and at Suez shewed
that the pretensiens to imperial grandeur for which Britein was bankrupting
itself were totally illusory: it was demonstrated that British imperialism
had only as much leeway as served US interests. ;

TWO SUPER-POWERS

Initially, US policy was, on the one hand, a policy of nostility tewards
the USSR and other secialist countries, while on the other hand, the US
used anti-communism as an excuse to dominate the countries of the inter-
mediate area. As the USSR changed its class character, the contradictions
between it and the USA lest the character of a conflict beiween imperialism
and socialism and took on the character of a clash between two imperialist
powers, Old alliances (SEATO, CENTO) disintegrated until only NATO is left
as nation after nation sought to come to their own accomodation with the
super-powers. The relative strength of the = JS declined in comp~
arison with the USSR, while the other metropolitan nations, e.g. Japan, re—
built and then expanded their ecenemies: France wikthdrew in part from the
NATO alliance and Japan has begun to realize tihat the serious differences of
interest between her ahd the USA make it unlikely that the US weuld defend
to the death one of her mest serious trade rivals. Similarly the West’Euroﬂ
pean nations banded together to defend their interests and to lend each
other strength against super-power pressure. It is notewocthy that the EEC
has, se far, resisted US, and, to seme extent, British pressure to turn
itself into the economic and political wing of NATO—under US domination,
of course!

Such contradictions between the Second #Wni#ld and the two super-pewers
makie it increasingly likely that the former will suppert Third World aspir-
ations, if only in order te retain er expand supplies of raw materials,
and markets for finished goods, The tentative support given to Egypt by some
EEC countries when it was deserted by the USSR and held at arms' length by
the USA, illustrate this, Thus there are objective political and economic
factors for an alliance of Second and Third Werld nations against the over-
weening pretensiens ef the super-powers. :

Does this mean that European Marxist-Leninists should defend and support
the EEC? INes much as the Cemmunity resists the encroachments ef the super-
bowers, we can regard it as a harbinger of the coming dethronement of the
Saper-powers, of the ceming of age of European menepely capitalism—the mor—
ibumd stage. It is a positive facter to be taken strong nstice of when plan-
ning our programme and strategy. Hewever, just beeause all the evidence shows
that world wars are faveurable factors for revolutien, dnes not mean that we,
as communists, must foment world warses—on the contrary, if we are to be true
to our internatiomalist heritage, we oppose by all means at our &isposal the
leaching ef workers' bleod for imperialism. Thus, the aspect in which the
EEC appears to European workers and Cemmnists is tlyat of a cealition of ex-
pleiters for the more efficient suppressien ef workers. Once again, as inter-
natienalists, we laok ferward to a United Smcialist Eupope, indeed, to a Uni-
ted Socialist Werld! We must fight the EEC in its aspects as exploiter, while
giving due encouragement te its positive features. We cannot eppose it on
chauvinistic greunds. Our opposition must be geared to that of ether Euro-
pean parties, ef other working classes, but it must be eppcsition, not any
slavish suppert ef the Eurepsan bourgeeisie., Our part in this may be to opp-
2se_and change the Britis er ¥ o : i —war DOli%X,jIL e =
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relatien to Washington, and thus help develop anotker ceunter to the super—
powers, We should encourage and exacerbate the contradiotions between the
Pirst and Second Worlds,

What then, of the super-powers, their relative danger, and the resulting
deductions that have to be made about our policy? Without a doubt, both
super-powers fall into the term the Soviets used in the late thirties to
distinguish potential allies from definite enemies, that is, that they are
"aggressor states" vis-a-vis the Second and Third Worlds, and of the twe,
without a doubt, the Soviets are the more aggressive, ard hence the more
dangerous. This superior militarism,and aggression has exactly the same econ-
omic and political causes as the aggression of the Geruwan and Japanese fas-
cists, Since the retrogression of the USSR to a new form of capitalism, of
imperialism, it must also follow the same historical processes, especially
the law of uneven development. As a relative newcomer to imperialism, as were
Japan and Germany, the USSR necessarily seeks to remedy the impalance in terms
of power and resources that results from the relative decline in Ameriean
_power., In 1ts search for raw materials and new markets, its target area is
especially the Third World, but there is a special problem for the USSR~the
need for new technologyeand Western Europe is the most vulnerable souree of
this, along with Japan, besides which, both these areas are strategically of
great importance to the USSR, and both areas of weakening US influence.

Soviet attempts to attain control over the Third World are also intended
to facilitate their control over the European countries which are economic—
ally dependent on Third World resources. ; A

It is no coincidence that Soviet forces are largely concentrated in
Europe and are equipped for a European war.,

But if the USSR is still economically backward compared to the USA and
EEC, how can 1t pose such a threat? Just as the Nazis in Germany usurped
some of the ideology of Kautsky's revisionism, and built a militarist state,
a form of state directed by monopoly capitalism, so the Soviet rulers have
perverted with modern Kruschevite revisionism the centralised socialist
state formations in order to build a completely state monopoly-capitalist
system of oppression, which enables them to direct huge resources to mil-
itary expenditure-to, coincidentally, the same level as Nazli Germany-—over
20% of GNP,."Guns,not butter" was the slogan of the one——it is the fact of 1li®
in the other. Our Chinese comrades are not indulging in idle invective when 4
they refer to the Hitlerite character of the social system and leadership of
the USSR, Both justify repression of the workers with the rhetoric of Socialism,
both use gha%vi¥ism and militarism to maintain their power—both gtamp ruthlessly
on the slightest . irestatien of independent working class activity with the

similar watchwords--"Ein Volk, Ein Reich"-——or the "State of the Whole People.”

In comparison to theultimate in monopoly of the USSR-—one sole monopoly—-
the USA is a battlefield of contending monopolies, all of whom have shown time
and again that when patriotism is set aBainst profits, it loses every time! An
American astronaut was once asked what he thought about while waiting for blast-
off. He replied that the thought uppermost in his mind was that the rocket on
which his life depended had been built by thodsands of contractors, every one of
whom was the lowest bidder! And that sums up the relative positions of the pol-—
itical and military leadership of the USA with the multitude of contending inter-
ests, and that of the USSR with its unity of power,

What must be stressed, of course, is that both superpowers, but especlally
the USSR, do not exclude themselves from the mechanics of history simply by
prating about classlessness. Class struggle not only exists in them—it is actually
intensifying in response to the increased exploitation necessary,,for instance,
to fuel their war machines.

CONCLUSTONS

What conclusions can we draw from this for our work in Britain? While holding
firmly to the global, historical vision, we must first of all consider our own
particula position in relation to it.

The problems that face a socialist state like China in a capitalist world,
are differentfrom those that face a communist party or organization not in
power, The one is secured witconcerned with defending workers' syate power and
supporting the just struggles of the peoples of all countries, while the others
are, or should be, concerning themselves with seizing power. We should not arr-
ogate to ourselves more power and influence than we actually have, nor should
we treat ourselves as agents of Chinese foreign policylﬁwhen the Chinese dip~
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lomatic service does it so much more effectively, and when our Chinese wmomrades
suffered so much from Soviet attempts to do just that! Thus, while recogniz-
ing the greater dangers from the Soviets, we should not overlook the fact that
it is the USA which actually has troops in Britain and dominates our egonomy,
ghat it will be NATO forces that will be suppressing any workers' uprising

ere,
By analogy, in Greece in 1944, the Nazis were the main enemy of the Greeks,

as they were of the other peoples of the world., But as soon as they had left,

and British troops had entered, then British imperialism became the main enemy
of the Greek people, and it wys failure to appreciate this that led to the
defeat of the Greek Communists—who were acting as if they were not to move
against the then allies of the Soviet Union—the British ans US. ¢n the con~
trary, in Albania, the eviction of the Nazis was followed in short order by

the eviection of the British "aid" missions, with far moré satisfactory results.

Therefore any talk of class collaboration between the workers of Britain
and the bourgeoisie, any support for NATO by communists, is reminiscent of the
grisly old custom of the hangman being tipped by his victim. At least the hang-
man used to ensure a quick and painless deathein return. We know from exper-
ience that our rulers will accept the "tip"—and render us a quick, but far
from painless execution.

Conversly, our experience in Czechoslovakia, in Angola, etc,should make
us oppose absolutely any "liberation" of Europe by the Soviets. In the condit-
ions of such a war, we should gurely, as did Lenin, work for a civil war, for
revolution, a people's war ageinst all imperialism, against the super-powers.
In such a war, we would very likely find ourselves as temporary allies of
some of the bourgeoisie, of some elements of the state, but sur aim will still
be the establishment of s001allsm, of the dictatorship of the proletariat, Such
a process, such an issue, is far more assured of success if we and our comrades
in China and other countries maintain the strategic line they now hold, if
contradictions are exploited and developed to their conclusion—if the second
and third worlds are united against the two super-powers—and the world prolet—
ariat dseclear on its mission-—the liberation of humanity.

Socialism is inevitable, but the path to it is not always the straightest
and simplest—that often leads into a marsh. We need maps of the country, de-
tails of weather conditions, flexibllity, if we are to negotiate difficult,
unknown country. Such a map has been provided by Mao Tse Tung and the Communist
Party of China, but it is up to us to negotiate the route using our knowledge
of local conditions and pitfalls.

The CWM endorses the Three Worlds €oncept of Mao Tse Tung and the CPC, but

not in any blindly dogmatic¢ fashion, but in order to apply that strateglc LN

conception to the concrete problems facing us

Passed by the National Comference of the Communist Workers'! Movement,
February, 1978. (Subheadings ours-~Editor).

i
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THE TWO SUPERPOWERS, MAIN SOURCE OF WAR . :

Editor's notes The fraternal organisation the Revolutienary Communist
League of Britain took the very good initlative of calling a serles. of
public meetings to discuss the theory of the Three Worlds. At thelr
invitation, speakers from the CWM are taking part., Followlng is the
text of the CWM's contribution to the first of these meetings, held in
October this year. R

In deciding what i1s the main source of war we must look at the situation as 1t
really is, doing away with prejudices and conservative ideas. We must, MOTeoVer,
guard against taking a static view - we must examine how things are changing, the
tendenoy of thelr develepment. »

We willl start by introduclng seme concrete factss
First fact

- e v - p— oypt b

The two superpowers, the USA and the USSR, have an arSenal of weapons which. 13 of
quite a different order to that possessed by any other ceuntry. Together, they account
fer the great majority of the world's: expenditure on armaments. While trying to msin-
tain their monopoly of nuclear arms (e.g. by using the test-ban and non-proliferation
issues to prevent other « countries' develeping these weapans), they are at the sane time
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1ntroducing electronics into their most recent weapons systems.)

The superpowers cyniecally use the issue of disarmament - in the ‘same way as 1t
was used by the big imperialist powers before the First World War and in the 1930s - to -
vle with one another and jointly to preserve their monopoly. The two superpowers have -
replaced, in thelr pre-eminent position, the "great Powers" which breught about the
two previous World Wars. It is evident firstly that today's two superpowers alene
have the capacity for launching global war, and secondly that the USSR is the rising
pover whose ambitions threaten te precipitate such a war. The déployment of Soviet
weaponry alse makes it clear that they threaten in particular western Eurepe.

Second fact

— e e w—

- The forces of the superpowers are depleyed all over the glebe. :Both have bases
or facilities in various parts ef the world and troeps stationed in many forelgn ceun-
tries, The USA's activities are of course well known, but the Soviet Union has not’
been backward in this respecti- in its use of sinister military "advisers" (e.g. in
Beypt or Somalla, before they were threwn out, orin Ethiopia at present), in its
.military occupatiom of Czechoslovakia, in 1ts dominant position in the armed ferces
(and hence also the state) in Angola. About ten years back the USSR took the initi-
ative in the global contention between the muperpewers by sending a fleet into “the
Indian ocean before the USA had one there, Though a country like Britain indeed
occuples part of another country with its army (Ireland), it is beyond the capaoity
of any imperialist power except the superpowers to do this on a world scale.

What is especialiy significant 1s that at m»resent the superpowers are particularly
active in struggling for possession of areas whiéh are vital for raw materials and/or
communications (southern Africa, the Horn of Afrlca) This shows their preparations
for warx. ]
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Both claim a right to intervene 1n the affalrs of other countries all around
the globe. US statesmen like Dulles used to speak of their "interests" being involved
everywhere, and of course the global aspirations of the United States are still present
- (one can see ‘thils, for instance, in Carter's hypocritical "human rights" campaign). But
today the most militant interventionism is practis=d by the other superpower, in the
name of supporting so-called "progressive" causes, which in essence means anything which
conforms to Sovliet imperialist interests (for example in the Horn of Africa the
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USSR has changed its definition of "progressive more than once, aceording to which
country at a particular time looked the best bet as a basis for Soviet influence in
the area,

Fourth fact

So-called "detent " is in fact a symptcm of the acute struggle between the two
superpowers. They are" horsetrading spheres of influence in different parts of the
world, just as the imperialist Powers did before the First and Second World Wars.

The USSR 1s trying to see how far it can push the cther superpower. The old saying that
war ls .a eontinuation of politiecs holds-goods The diplomatic conflict characterised as
"detente" 1s a move towards war. The Soviet Union is calling for a “restructurinﬁ 5
international relations which in essence means a redistribution of the cards in its
own favour, while the USA has a choice between backing down and fightlng. ‘Both these
tendencies have thelr supporters among the US ruling class.

27 .
Backlng down would lead to a major ungust war of aggression by Soviet social-
imperialism agalnst other countries, including especially those of Europe, while fight-
ing would mean an interimperialist war fought out at the expense of people living in
the greas which the superpowers, covet. We should remark here that the threatened wdr
will .probably have a. mixture of. the characteristies of a war- of aggression by Soviet
social~imperialism and of an interimperialist war, _

Fifth fact.

— — w— — — S i

Both superpowers have a machinery for spying, subversion, assassination, bribery
and the grooming»of puppets which agaln is qualitatively different from that possessed B
by any other power, There is nothing to compare with the KGB and CIA as instruments
of aggression., Only recently the Soviet Union stirred up coups in Afghanistan and
South Yemen. While the USA is thoroughly exposed, the USSR has greater capacity for
attempting to undermine popular struggles from within., This shows the necessity for
all .peoples engaged in struggles against US or second-world imperialisms to rid themr
selves of any illusions concerning the nature ¢f .the Soviet state today.

Sixth fact :

‘The superpowers are diehard reactionaryforces. The Third World, in struggling
for a new international economic. order, is working to overthrow the old imperialist
international economic relations, while the non-aligned movement ‘(which has the Third
World as its main force) stands in opposition to the old imperialist international
political relations, partlcularly the contemporary tendency of ‘the two superpowers to.
try and divide the world into- spheres.of influehce. No wonder the superpowers bitterly
hate such plogressive movements, . The USSR (using particularly Cuba as its: instrument)
1s emyeolally active in trying to undermine the Third-world movement<so as to expa.nd
its sphere of’ influence in a bid for world hegemony. _

&
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»These_faCts.clearly show that the syperpowers are qualitatively different from
other imperialist powers, which is what we mean when we draw a distinetion by calling
them the First World and the other imperialist powem the Second World. 'The super- =~

powers threaten all . countries both with wars of aggression and with the consequences of
interimperialist war.

—— — — o —

reactionary political and economic line practised by the superpowers in Er_paratlon for
war, The facts show that it is still completely true what Lenin sald that "an essen-
tial feature of imperialism is tha rivalry between several Great Powers in the

striving for hegemony”" (see Lenin's Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Gapitalism)

All this should not be taken to mean that the superpowers- are terribly strong.
On the contrary the tendency: to' war is a sign of weakness of the imperialist ruling
class in both superpowers in the face of their own peoples and the peoples in all
countries threatened by their aggression. The isolation of the two imperialist ruling -
classes can be" accentuated by developing the broadest possible united front against them,
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We mist take a sober and obJective view. Then on the one hand_we can. appreciate :
the dangers (which some people on the left are, surprisingly, unable to appreclste)a ‘ :
on the other hand we will alsb appreciate the ‘favourable factors (which some people
on the left are also Unable ‘to percéive), principally the rising up of the Third Horld
which draws with it intoc a common struggle against 1mper1alism (represented prlncipally
by the superpowers) the countries of the Second World. In this struggle the main' force
is, of course, the workers, peasants and other working and oppressed people., Vlewing
things in this way we can appreciate the vast strength of the forces which can be -

mpbilised under. the guidance of a correct strategic aualysis of the forces in world

Once mdbilised (and ‘the mobilisation of the proletariat of second-world countries
like Britain under the leadership of authentic Marxist-Leninist parties forms an-
integral part of this anti-imperialist movement), this force is capable of hitting
back against the war preparations of the superpowers, thus preparing favourable con-
ditions for the revolutionary overthrow of 1n“erialism, an overthrow which alone can
completely eliminate the danger of war... . .

— o an w—

CONCERVING THE RELATION BETWEEN THE NORLD SITUATION AND OUR TASKS IN BRITAIN
(& paper for discussion)

"The next 50 te 100 years or so, beginning frem now on, will be a great era of
radical change in the social system. ‘throughout the world, an earth-shaking era
without equal in any previous histerical perind, L"ving in such an era, we must
be prepared to engage in great struggles which will have many features different
in ferm from those of the past." - Mae TSetung (1964)

' in discussing the change in Britain's seclal svstem, i.e. the sociallst revo-
lution, we mist recognise that internal cauges are the basis of change and external
causes are the condition of change,

The basis of change is the internal contradictions in our own soclety, the class
contradiction between proletariat and bourgeoisle and the major contradictions of the
capitalist system: (between the soclal character of production and the pr ivate . charac-
ter of distribution, etc.) which form the basls of class strugzle,

The conditions for change are previded by the class struggle in its 1nterpational
aspect, This is, in essence, a struggle between proletarlat and toursesisle, but In .

the era of imperialism this international class struggle takes on special forms (the
contradiction between oppressed and oppressor nations, etec.)

The soclalist revolution in Britain will be both a resolution of certain contra-
dictions in our own society and alse (the same thing seen from a different angle)
aspect of the world proletarian revolution. By correctly handling our tasks in Brltain,
Wwe can make an important contribution to the international cause. ‘

The preparation for a revolutionary situation in this country is likely to involve
three stagess (1) (the present stage) a period where internal class struggle is
primary, during which the proletariat gains in strength; (2) a period where internatio-
nal conflict is primary and where the proletariat gradually asserts 1ts leading role
in the struggle agalnst superpower aggression; (3) a return to the primacy of class
struggle in its internal aspect, These stages are interrelated, but must nevertheless
be seen as distinct - if we didn't distinguish between them, we would not be able cor-
rectly to determine our priorities at each stage.

The internal struggles we carry out at present are dlalectically related to the
internation?l class struggle, By building the united front agalnst fascism (which is
of course related to British imperialism in Ireland) we also resist the tendency to
use military suppression internzlly, agalnst the working class. This helps te make
eur resistance against superpower aggression meve effective, In fisghting racism, we
also help to remove the obstacles to our unity with the Third World.
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We oﬂlleatrate on attacking fascism in its "left" form, represented by the Labodr

Party and trade union bureaucracy's tendency to build a corporate state, and’ this is
1linked with our work to expose Seviet social—fascism, which represents the greatest

"international danger, °

Just because we see the danger of international cenflict in the falrly near

future, this by no means implies that we should be half-hearted about waging intesnal

class struggle at present., On the contrary, if we are to be really serious about”
smashing superpewer aggression in the future we have to wage class stauggle effectively
in Britain at the current stage, The reason for this 1s that all our successes in -
the future will depend upon the strength and erganisation of the proletariat. "3

Our cenception of internal class st:uggle does not however signify burying Qur
noses purely in economic issues or in domestic political issues. The question is one
of strengthening the werking class relative to the capitalist class, because when We
come in the future to build a united frent agalnst superpower aggression, the success
of that frent will depend upon the relative strengthand leading position of the':
proletariat within it, 1In speaking of strength, we do not simply mean economic
gtrength, Obviously it is very important for the proletariat to defend itself
gconomically, to maintatn its living standard and reinforce its economic pesitign
Eelative to capital, But even more important is politlical and ceganisational strength.

Thus, in all our propaganda and agitiation on day-to~day issues; we will put
forward the need to do away with the parasitic imperialist state and replace it: with
the werking class organlised as ruling class, We must strive to arm the proletariat
politically and ideolo&lically with a conscleusness of its historieal role not just
within the capitalist mode of production, but within the era of imperialism in which
the British proletariat is part of an international movement leading to the world-wide
defeat of imperialism, the highest stage of capitalism,

To sum ups: our main task at present is, to strengthen the working class in the
struggle against capital; then the initiative will belong to us, no matter how com-
plicated the wituations which arise with the unfolding of the class struggle on a
world level,
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THE.C.P, BﬂbLIQ AND THE "TWQ CIASSM LINE =~ Part One

Slnce 1904 , “One of the dlstlnctlve features of. the. C. P B, (ML) has been its
dogged insistence that there are only two classes in Britain, The questlon of How
many classes there are, what they are, amd their inter-relationship, is not gn
academic one, nor ig it halr-spllttlng or intellecthalist ‘to!insist on a falrly
precis e analysis of the various class forces in Brltaln, as some’ GPB(M-L)
members insist. As Mam Tse-Tung pointed out,” thé ‘question of "™ho are % s oux gmem
-mies? Who are our friends?" is one of fundamental importance for revolutlonarie S
Communists must analyse the gociety within which they work, grasp the main *
contradiction, and find out which strata are capable of playin g a revolutiongry
role, and to what extent th@xmmay_do go; they need to work to isolate the maln
enemy , try to win over or neutralige its allieg, and moblllze all those who can
be_united against the main enemy for the revolutionary struggle. The tasks of .
revolutionaries in oppressed and opressor countries are different, of course,
but one thing that holds good throughout the world is that ‘the proletariat is the
only consistently revolutionary class,It is from thé standpoint of this clasg
that communists must make their analyses. Although the CPB{M-L) is ford of
proclaiming itself "the: party of the British working class®, it does not proceed
in anything from. the standp01nt of that class, and their '%wo—class" line shows
thls.

v

The Marxist-Leninists differ from the Bir hite‘revisionists not only in
the "actual analysis they make of Btitish society, but firstly, in the method of
-analysis which they use.The Marxist-Leninist method uses dialectical materialism:
“the Birchlte method is 1deallst through.and thraugh,

THE BIRCHITE P?ESLFTATION OF THE QUESTION

.The Birch party has always shown a deep contempt for theory,the o
class™ line is notable as the only question on which it has attempted to justify
theoretically one of its stands in its publications--perhaps an indication of: the
importance it attaches to this and of “he: opp051tlon it has encountered in
putting its d1ine on classes forward,This was done in t¥The Definitive Statement
on the Internal Polemic-1972-74Y (hereafter referred to as 'The Definitive
Statement®) ; ‘other attempts to justify this line appear in various other
publlcatlon s of the CPB(M-L), mostly in passing, notably in "White Collar—

A Myth Destroyed, A Class Made Stronger! and "Students Into. Class Struggle",

In "The British Working Class And Its Party" (the programme adopted at
the Second Congress in 1971), “the CPB (M-L) states Min Britain there are only
two (classes—-CWM)=-those who sell their labour power and thosé who exploit
the labour of others,™ This is reférred to in "The Definitive Statement" as "a
Jbrief deéscription of the’ proletariat and the bourge01sie“

"The Definitive Skstement" then goes on to 'justify! these words by
carefully sedected references from the "Communist Manifesto", and pubs forward one
argument after another in building up itg case, without establishing that
these arguments actually follow.

Having asserted that there are-only two classes in Britain, "The
Definitive Skatement" says that "his ig in line with what the Communist
Manifesto has: to say:- :

MOur. epoch; the epoch of - the bourgeaisie, possesses, however, thls
distinctive feature; it has simplified the class antagonismse Society as a
whole is more and more splitting into two great _hostile camps, into two great
classes directly facing edch other: Bourgeoisie and Proletariat,!

Iet the reader note that the "anifesto! describes a process which was goi
-ng on ("more and more splitting"), whereas the CPB(M-L) has declared that -
process concluded; yet it quotes the above passage to "prove" that Marx ‘and
Engels agreed with them that there are only two classés in Britaind (Inc1dentally
the Manifesto was originally written for a German ‘organization of coursé, and was no
-t about Britain'in particular-- a fact which the Birchite British chauvin-
ists seem to have ignored), Such dishonest;” quoting is typical of the CPB(M-L); if

Marx and Engels don't actually agree with Birch, they must be made to appear to do
SOe




To proceed: The Pl 1 nlt 1o it all the people who would fall
into one or another of those middle class categories which were outlined above
(the reférence is to some figures from unnamed sources quoted in the text - P.L.
- Editor) Marx and Engels have this to says-

".The bourgeoisie has stripped of its halo every occupation hitherto honoured
and looked up to wlth reverend awe., .It has converted the physician, the lawyer,
-the priest, the - oet, the man of selence, into its paid wage—labourers. (Com-
minist Manifesto). : 3

From 4irts 4he eemelusion is dxeﬁmh;"ﬂnhmdx gscapes the net of capitallsm. The
peasentry £ell an early victim to the bourzeoisie, 'and the inevitable tendency
was for all other strata to be proletarianized, = No petit-bourgeoisle exists,
~with interests separate from that of the bourgeoisie, and s0 we are left with a
simple two class division ™ ‘

Here we have another break in the logic of this argumentz there is a leap from
the "inevitable tendency" .(a.trend) to- "we are ‘left with a simple two class divi—
sion" (a process concluded).

In "wHite Collar - A Myth Destroyed, a Glass made Strongsr", a quotation frcm
Marx is included whiech , referring to Britain in particular,. mentions "the two
great classes that constitute modern society." The document goes on to assert,
"No new classes have emerged in Britain since that time."

- And why does the CPB(ML) so strongly object-to talk of other classes? It says
(quoting from the "Definitive Statement“)= "The ideology which says, for example,
that teachers or doctors are'middle class is an ideology which disarms teachers
and doctors by telling them that they have nothing to fight for - (but also say-
ing that they have status to preserve)." :

This doesn' t make any sense at alls.why should saying teéachers and doctors are
"middle class" disarm them? This by no means- implies that. they have nothing to
fight for - on the contrary, as opponents of the two-chss line point out, it is
in their interest to fight for soclialism as allies of the working class, since the
great majority of them are oppressed by. the capitalist system and have no real
future under it, The Birchites can't explaln this argument away, so they ignore it,

Similar comments could be made about the follOWing pearl.of wisdom from."White
Collar - A Myth Destroyed, A Class Made Stronger":- "This middle class is seen as
5 'privileged' sector which has been detatched from the working class - 'bribed’,
elther with the crumbs of imperialism of sic) with some other dispensation from
capltallsm. It includes: white-collar and professional workers in general, tea-
chers, students, 'intellectuals y union. officials, foremen, etc, etc. Since this
list Is subjective in origin, it can be extended ad nauseam. All, being petit
pourgeois. are apparently more. or less beyond redemption.”

: Now. that is a very fine example of the way in which the Bixeh party confuses
issues in order to avoid ‘dealing with them. The first thing to note about that.
passage as a whole is that it doesn't quote any particular scurce for the argu-
ments which they claim are put forward for the exlstence of a middle e¢lass com-
posed off the elements they refer to, Instead of following the method of Marx -
and Lenin - quoting the actual arguments used in particular Instances (represen-
tative arguments of a particular trend), and then refuting these, thé“CPB(ML)
quotes-an ‘argument which it has itself concocted and put in the mouths of its
eritics, and then challenges that - 1like ‘the scientist who decides what conclu-
slons he wants and then devises an experiment which will lead to:them!

Secondly, the reference to the middle class being "'bribed' with the crumbs
of imperialism" deliberately confuses the argument over a middle class with that
over the labour aristocracy, which none othef than Lenin said was a stratum bri-
bed with the crumbs of imperialism ( - genuine’ Marxist-Leninists have never
clained that there is a middle class. which, as a whole, or in large part, has
been bribed in this way). -

£
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A MARXIST-LENINIST PRESENTATION OF THE CLASS QUESTION

The works of Marx and Engels provide a certain amdunt of guidance.on the
question of class analysis; at least enough to upset the Birchites' claims. More
important, they providé a means whereby we can establish the basis for a reli-
able class analysis: this 1s' the philosophy of sclentific soclalism, dialectleal
and historical materialism, a philosophy on which all those taking the revisi-
onist road turn their baeks. Teh CPB(ML) never grasped it, and consequently
was always working out its line in an idealist, metaphysical 'way.

M ialism insis oX is m _which is
primary over ldeas, over mind; the material world gives rise to idsas in the
brain, which is the highest form of matter - the material world is not the

creation of the mingd.

This should not be tgken to mean, as opponents of Marxism make out, that ideas
cannot play a role in the formation of the materisl woyld - that they can is pro-
ved by material reality 1tself! The point is that people can only transform the
world ofi the basls of their eomprehension of 1t and in accordance with the laws
of nature, Within certain limits, therefore, ideas can be used to transform

the world - were 1t otherwise, the great Marxist-Leninist- teachers would not
have worked to build revolutiona;y parties.

Dialectics holds that everyihine is inter-sonnected and the process of de-

, ds i - ' ' in
velopmen hrousn thelr dnterna ontradiction and the pteragtion Wit eX-
ternal factors; thus it is Impossible to correctly understand any phenomehon with-
out examining it in the context of its swrroundings, of its environment, and
without txyine to grasp dts internal dynamics.

Historical materialism 1s dialectical materialism applied to the history of
society.

Lenin applied the Marxist method in examining the classes in Russia. His
definition of "classes" given in A Great Beginning is the most thprough by any
of the great Marxist-Leninist teachers:- »

"Classes are large groups of peeple differing from each other by the

place they oecupy in a historically determined system of soclal production,
by the relation (in most cases fixed and formilated in law) to the means of
production, by their role in the social organisation of labour, and, conse-
quently, by the dimensions of the shawe of social wealth of which they dis-
pose and the mode of acquiring it. Classes are groups of people one of which
can appropriate the labour of another owing to the different places they -
occupy in a definite system of social economy."

Lenin makes several points in this quotation that need amplifying. Firstly,
he notes that classes differ by "thelr relation ... to the means of production,"
Of course, the main factor involved here is ownership or non-ownership, but a
secondary one (which is still implortant) is that of proximity to the means of
production - whether a given group of people are involved directly in pro-
.duction (i.e. people who fulfill an essential role in production by supexvision,
etc., of the use of means of production), or are not related to the means of

production directly, indirectly, or by ownership (e.g. teachers, doctors, admini-
strative personnel, etc.)

Lenin also Includes income and means of obtaining it in defining class
status, This, as well as pactors such as relation to means of production, must
(and certainly does) influence the world outlook, the values, culture, and

psychology of different social groups: these, in turn, must count for something
in a class analysis.
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All these factors taken together constitute the basls for a Marxist-Leninist
class analysis, They are the criteria according to which the Britlsh Margist-Leninists
can make a thorough analysis of thé society they 1live 'in, establish which elements
can be won as firm allies of the proletariat (indeed, establish what the proletariat is
in tha first place); which elemers can be neutralised, and which belong to the enemy
camp - the camp of the bourgeoisie. Armed with this understanding, the Marxist-Lenin-
ists can work out a detalled strategy and tactics for the British revolution, con-
stattly test these in struggle, and improve them. With this analysis, the Marxist-
Leninists can work out tactics that take the differences between various classes and
strata into account, and give us the best prospects for winning over all who can be
united against the main enemy, thus also providing us with the best conditions for a
successful revoiwbieon,

THE COUNTER-REVOLUTIONARY ESOBNCE OF THE BIRCH LINE - & »

For a class analysis of Britain, it is not enough only to divide seededy inve
"those who sell thelr labour power and those who exploit the labour of others", as. the
Birch clique do; This"analysIs" idealistically selects one single factor In cIass analy-
sls, raising it to the level of the only factor. The conclusions at whIch The Blrchites

arrive are, like the basIs on which they were reached, Thoroughly antl-MarXisTi They
are completely counter-revolutlonary. :

The Birchites' analysis includes enemies of the working class and unreliable
elements in the ranks of the proletariat, It counts anyone who does not exploit the
labour of others as working class, and tries to hake out that all these people in one
way or anokbher sell Thelr labour power. Ingluded in this is what Lenin called the
"labour aristocracy”. .

As was polnted out earlier, it was the lebour awristoereey whe Lenin saidd were
bribed with the crumbs of imperialism, The British impewiediete geined superwprofits
from the exploitation of the colonial countries; they continue to obtaln these, though
to a diminishing extent, from the Third World countries. ' A section of these super-
profits was used to but over certaln elements of the leadership of the working class,
who provided the bourgeoisie with a soclal basis for spreading opportunism in the wor-
king class. This was how social democracy originated, which has weakened and divided
the working class and helped the bourgeoisie maintain its rule largély by "democratic"
methods. The labour aristocracy consists of people like Labour Party and trade union
bureaucrats, who, in values, income, life-style and outlook are bourgeols., They are

deadly enemies of the working class, yet the Birchites' analysis counts them as part of
the working class, 3

Apart from ineluding among the working class outright enemies llke the
labour aristocracy, the Birchite analysis also views as part of the proletar-
iat certain groups of people who should be seen as potential allies of the
working class, but not as part of it. The 1deology and conditions of work of
such people are different from those of the proletariat. Only by seeing
these people as distinct from the working class and having a correct under-
standing of their specific characteristics can we make proper provision for
them and effectively struggle to win them over as allies. Thus Birchism
stands in the way of our struggle to build the united front agalnst fascism
and to unite all forces which can be united in order to carry out the
socialist revolution, :

* ¥k %k %k *k k X ¥k X X X
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(This concludes the first part of the article. The second and final
part which wlll be published in our next issue sets forth some

ldeas about the Marxlst-Leninist alternative to the Birch line and
quotes from some of the statements made by the foundews of Marzism
on the question of class).

*



WHY MARXIST-LENINISTS SUPPORT CHINA

Mao Tsetung Thought is the common property of the revolutionary movement of the
Roletarliat and opressed masses in all countries. It 1s a milestone in the develop-
pent of sclentific soclalism, a.summing up of the concrete experience of the social
change in China and in the world, repeatedly enriched and tested by practice. The
basic viewpoints, principles and methods of Mao Tsetung Thought must always be appli-
ed creatively to the solution of new problems, and this 1s what the Chinese Commu-
nist Party has been doing successfully in the two years sinece Mao's death.

Our principle task is to apply Marxism-Leninism Mao Tsetung Thought to bring—
ing about the British revolution; we mustn't of course bask in the glory of China's
- successes and dov _ nothing here, We have to try to do as well in our own con-
ditions as the Chinese comrades are doing in theirs.

However, it is very important for us to study what 1s happening in China. This
allows us to understand concretely how secialist revolution - led by an authentic
working-class party under the guldance of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought - can
bring about a fundamental change in soclety. On the whole, the working class and poor
and opressed people in all parts of the world do aspire to a juster soclal system in
which those who work run soclety. It i1g crucial for the ruling classes to try and
convince the people that these hopes are illusory, that no real change is possible.
The example of the Soviet Union 1s often used by the ruling classes of other countries
to 'prove’ that soclalism and 'commnism' don't provide a selution.

China's example shows that soclalism does not inevitably degenerate as it has
done in Russia, that on the contrary (if the dangers of degeneration are taken se-
riously and steps taken to overcome them) the socialist system has immense capabili-

tles for a triumphant development in all fields - political, economic, cultural.

This does not mean that we consider socialist China to be all perfect and har-
sonious. Quite the opposite, what interests us to a large extent, about China 1s pre-
pisely the contradictlons which exist there and the way these contradictions can be
handled - under the ideological and political leadership of the Marxist-Leninist
Party - in such a way as to propell the cause of the proletariat forward. As Mao
feetung put its "Any kind o6f world, and of course class society in particular, teems
wlth contradictions. Some say that there are contradictions to be found in soecialist
pociety, but I think this is a wrong way of putting it., The point is not that there
are contradictions to be found, but that it teems with contradictions."

The main contradiction in China is between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie,
The existence of the bourgeolsie poses prbblems for the proletariat, and these pro-
 blems will crop up in different forms at different times. The question in the mid

1970s was, whether the Party would be capable of correctly appreclating the spec}f}c
form taken by class contradictions, At that time, as we now appreciate, the main
danger to proletarian state power was posed by the problem connected with the 'gang
of four’. A small clique in the highest ranks of the Communist Party it self had

managed to bulld up an arbltrary administrative power which they could use to protect
| a group of obsequious hangers-on in various departments and localities.

Marxists have always considered that one of the most important characteristics
of socialism is the right for working people to appoint , criticise and where necessa-
ry dismiss all officlals according to whether or not they really serve the people's
interests, But at that time 1t was very difficult for people in China to exercise
this right. By taking actlon to do away with arbitrary power assoclated with the

'gang of four', the Party leadership and Comrade Hua Kuo-feng showed that they under-
stood the point about class struggle against the bourgeoisie not just in a vague,
abstract and general way, but in a concrete. specific and practical way

Since the overthrow of the 'Gang of Four', and the and tendencies which they,
represented, there have been important successesi
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(1) On the basis of increased production, a greater abundance exists and so it
has been possible to move closer to the goal of distribution according to people's
needs. For exanple, it has been possible to ralse the lower grades of wages, thus nar-
rowing wage differentials., It would be an error to think that increased production
automatically guarantees progress towards communism; however, so long as class peli-
%ics™is placed in. command, , must be recognised that increased production 1s an. in-

Economic development is not'just a matter of lncreased production, but of chang-
ing the structure of the economy, according to objective econemic laws, in such a way
as to bring closer the future communist ‘mode of production, and the social relations
which characterise it, The historical period of socialism, which is a transition to
Communism, has as its mission to resolve the contradictions between town and ecountry
and between mental and manual labour; unless these are resolved it will be impossi-
ble to put an end to the division of soclety into antagonistic classes.

(2) Concerning the contradiction between mental and manual labours under the
period when the 'gang of four" line was influential the educational system was serious-
ly harmed., This meant in practice that children of the intelligenstia, who could
pick up basic knowledge from their parents, were in a priviledged positon. Now, an
important drive 1s being launched to enable workers and peasants to ralse their under-
standing of social sclence, natural science and the arts, and for the children of work-
ers and peasants to recelve education of the highest possible standard, as 1 their
right under socialism. In this way .working people will increase their abllity to con-
trol in real:earnest the political and cultural superstructure of soclety,

. (3) Concerning the contrgdigtion- between town and country: a big effort is
being made to reduce the difference in living standards between the two, and in parti-
cular to narrow the price differential between the products of agriculture and indus-
try, Thus in selling thelr agricultural produce to the state, peasants wlll be able
to afford an ever increasing amount of goods produced by light industry (consumer goods)
and heavy industry (agricultural machinery, etc.). .This has the effect of consolidat-
ing the worker-peasant allience, which is a pillar of the dictatorship of the proleta-
riat. It means that China's industrialisation will be of an entirely different kind
to the industrial revolution which took place in the capitalist countries, and that
China will avoid the mistakes which were made in the Soveit Union by exploting the
peasantry to achleve industrialisation.

(4) Full play is being given to the development of democracy. Lenin often
spoke of the necissity for the dictatorship of the proletariat, which is a fundamental
teaching of sclentific soclalism and a touchstone distinguishing Marxism from revision-
ism, He emphasised the dlalectical character of this conceptt 1t means the broad
masses of working people exercising thelr rule over a small handful of representatives
of the old exploiting classes and those who would attempt to set up some new form of
explolting-class rule. The exercise of the broadest and fullest democracy among the
vast majority is protected by the dictatorship of the proletariat, and is at the same
time essentlal to the effective dictatorship of the proletariat.

The "gang of four" promoted a so called "all-round dictatorship" which was a
complete negatlon of democracy, and in fact turned the dictatorship of the proletariat
into its opposite - a dictatorship against the proletariat, Now Chinese working
people have thelr rights protected by a constitution which is caref ully observed.
Even more important, workers and peasants are inéreasingly actively involved in taking
all decisions which affect their lives, The situation at present confirms Lenin's
prediction that soclalist soclety would Ye . thousands of times more democratlc than
bourgeois democracy.

(5) A campaign 1s unfolding against bureaucracy and corruption in official
clrcles, and many polnted, public criticisms have been made, The Chinese revolution
in 1ts early perlod of the Autumn Harvest Uprising and the Long March was an epic
without parallel in hlstory. One of the key aspects of Mao's thought was to keep up
the Commnist spirit of fearlessness and dedication of the emrly fighters,
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to prevent decadence and corruption setting in after the initial victory of the revo-
fution. On the whole the Party was successful in this, but in the mid 1970s there
was in existence a negative trend, represented particularly by the "gang of four”
themselves, for certain Party cadres to live a luxurious life and use arbitmary power
against workers who criticlsed them,

Today, in order to hit back against this dangerous trend, the Party is insisting
that the masses should demand of cadres, and cadres should demand of themsélves, the
yery highest standards. .The glorious tradition of selfless service to the people
characteristic of the Chinese Commnist Party (and which all genuine Communist Parties
mst strive to emulate) 1s being reasserted, It is important to understand this point,
because the campaign of returning to the source, to the spriti of the revolutionary
wars, is dialectically linked with the campaign for modernisation. If we were to see
only the drive for modernisation and riot ‘also the drive against bureaucracy and cor-
ruption, we would have a filse picture oﬁ(the way things are going in China.

(6) A new style of literature and art, including Journalism, is developing, which
reflects 1life in an all-sided and lively way, and a clean break is being made with
the sterile dogmatic style and approach which Mao himself so often criticised without
mch effect during his lifetime, b

(7) People are speaking their ideas freel¥ and there is a lively debate on all
questions concerning the building of the new society. As Mao Tsetung sald, ¢orrect
ldeas cannot possibly develop in a hothouse atmosphere, but only in struggle against
what 1s incorrect. There is no such thing as some omniscient leader or leadership who
can instantly see what is correect and what is not, so a debate is needed, followed by
a summing-up according to the method of democratic centralism, In direct contravention
to Mao's teachings, the "gang of four" tended to restrict and smother any expression of
ideas which went counter to a narrowly defined line, Thygs on the one hand they pro-
tected thelr own reactlionary ideas and suppressed many correct initiatives, while on
the other hand- those aspects aof the Party's line which were correct were deprived of
the possibility of growing strong in thé heat of struggle. This threatened to do
grave damage to the ideological positions of the proletariat in China.

% * * * *

Contradlction s the motive force of gevelopment, The struggle against the danger-
ous tendencies represented by the "gang of four" is at present the maln concrete ex-

pression of the class contradiction between proleétariat and bourgeoisie, which is the
principal contradiction determining the forward drive of China's soclety. There are
also secondary aspects ef this class struggle which will in time become the maln ones.
It is poseible that certain 1deas being put forward in the cmurse of the struggle te
criticise the "gang of four” may themselves in time become the basls of a new wrong
trend., Since the "gang of four"'s line was "left"™ in form and right in essence, there
is obviously a danger that a new Right tendency will surface. But dangers do net put
off proletarian revolutionaryles. The important thing is to be brave, sclentiflc, and
above all to have confidence in the masses. These are precisely the qualitles the
Party leadership headed by Camrade Hua Kuo-feng have been showing in going full steam
ahead with the present political campalgn in a thoreughgoing and democratic way. The
Chinese masses, thanks to thelr schooling in Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought, are
showing great political maturity and breadth of vislon. :

Soclalism is certainly not plain salling, it i1s a peried of hard and complicated
struggles almed at clearing the decks of -all the rubbish left by thousands of years
of class exploitation and buillding a new world. The curreat phase of the Chinese
revolution shows, as the British revolutlion will alse show, that the proletariat and
other labouring people fully measure up to this historic task,




EDITOR'S NOTE:
In the following pages we reprint the 1929 General Election programme of the

Communist Party of Great Britain. We consider it overwhelmingly poaitive. for these
reasonss

The Programme takes class struggle as the "key 1ink". It shows that the revo-
lutionary working ¢lass party is the headquarters of the preletariat in the class war,
It shows that Parliament 1s only one aspect, and indeed not the most important one, of
the existing bourgeois state, thus majestically refuting the revislonist fallacy, which
was later to become dominant in the CPGB, that soclallsm could be attained by winning
a majority in Parlliament, .The programme justly points out that theé capitalist system
itself bears the entire responsibility for all current economic and social troubles.
The Pregramme correctly directs the fire: of its criticism against "Mondis , which

s e emm G e o o amm e emn ems  Ged es e ame  amm o ———————-

It gives an appropriate description of the world-historical significance of the revolt
in the colenies,.

In retreating from and abandoning all these correct positions the CPGB has long
ago irretrievably sunk into the gloomy depths of revisionism., In working to regenerate
and rebeild the Commnist movement we must today absordb the strengths <f the early days,
while also learning from the weaknesses. Study of the Programme in its histerical con-
text will reveal negative aspects, most of which probably arise from the fact that cer-
tain questions had not yet been posed by history in a sufficlently concrete way.

We are not yet at a stage where we can prepose a detalled critique of the past .
gzgeriénce of the CPGB, and our point in publishing the Programme is precisely to help
%roaden and deepen the pool of ideas from which such a critique can be derived. We
mist nevertheless make the followlng pointss '

Firstly, on the international question, the Prosramme is entirely right to say
that ours is an international movement. On the other hand, it is not necessary, today,
to have an international organisation, The Comminist International (Comintern) which
existed at that time did very much good work (of which today's Commnists should make
a concrete and sclentific appraisal), tut also did damage by imposing a line on some
parties from outside, and not encouraging them to think for themselves and integrate
Marxism-Leninism with their own conditlons,

The slogan of a "world federation of aoclalist republics , or of federation with
an existing socialist country, is inappropriate as an immediate aim. It is now clear
that the stage of the abolition of the state will only come about after a stage during
which state soverelgnty is maintained and indeed - in the case of countries which have
suffered from imperialist aggressien - reinforced (e.g. Kampuchea) Lack of clarity on
this question has helped the Soviet soeial-imperialists - headed by the vicious rene-
gade Brezhnev with his "doctrine" of "limited soverelgnty" - in turning the socialist
cemminity into a Soviet-dominated sphere of influence.

: Secondly, there is the question of building secialism,- Only twelve years after
the first ever socialist regime was set up, there was bound to be confusion and ambi-
guity, and these are reflected in the Pregramme. We now know, on the basis of
experience of the restoration:-of capitalism in the Sotiet Union and the avoidance of
- this in Chlna, that the dictatorship of the proletariat (i.e. the working olass organ-
"ised to exert its rule over the bourgeoisie) is not just a stage "préliminary to the

building of secialism and the abolition of classes", But must contime throughout . the .

t
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" The idea of the path ahead being "clear as daylight" 1s also inappropriate, for
if "the future is bright, the road is tortuous", The bullding of socialism will
uncover and solve a series of new and cemplex contradictions.

The Programme overstresses the importance of state ownership (many of the major
industries have by now already been nationalised by the bourgeoisie). What is impor-
tant under socialism is the democratlic process of decislon-making by the producers
themselves, the battle to oppose bureaucracy both at a managerial level and at a cen~
tral state level, to maintain the proletarian character of the state power and prevent
the coming to power of a new btureaucratic state-monopoly bourgeois class.

Thirdly, on the question of the Britlsh revolution, the Programme seems to imply,
for instance in its treatment of the General Strike, that a revolutionary situation
will somehow emerge or come about fairly speedily. It should be pointed out that
a fairly protracted and complex struggle will have to be carried out before the
socialist revolution can be brought about and as a means to bringing it about. This
fact only serves to emphasise the cruclal importance of the Party as the proletariat's
leading core, a Party combining confidence in final victory with a sober understanding
of the difficulties to be encountered on the way to that victory, combining firm stra-
tegic principle with tactical flexibility, A study of Mao Tse-tung's rich treasury
of writings about the problems of strategy and tactics in the course of a protracted
| and tortuous revolutionary struggle will help us a lot, if we can manage to integrate
the general truths contained in nis works with our own conditions.




Class Against Class

General Election Programme of the Communist Party of Great Britain 1929

Omitted from this scan. It can be found at

http://www.marxists.org/history/international/comintern/sections/britain/pamphlets/1929/class-
against-class.htm



