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~ BURNING QUESTIONS FOR OUR PARTY.

Thefé are many faise ideas current in the Party which run
counter to the document amdopted at Second Congress. Although
they qftén arise in discussion singly they are in fact connected
and have a common core. Their origin is in the swamp of soclal
democracy, revisionism and small groupism (mountain stronghold
mentality) from which our comrades emerged to found the only
true and honest political party of the working class that this

country has ever had.

Great tasks confront the Party now. We have reached maturity
very rapidly - we had to do so, As our Chairman said to the
Albanian Congrees, "the situation within Britain is highly
velétile, full of revolutionary pfﬂmise, but very dangerous
alen." The war in Ireland and the factory closures in Britain
show that capitalism is not only approaching economic bankruptey
but political bankruptcy as well, They can no longer rule in
the 0ld sorial-demoecratic way; workers will not vote for them
and they will shoot the worlers for whom they ean no longer find
work, This wvolatlle situation offers great challenge for us.

Can we seize the hour, catch the tide whiech leads to fortune?

The challenge is to build the Party, for the working class tn
turn guantity into guality: to transform its political wisdcon,
hard won over centuries of struggle, into its own politieal
instrument - the Party. For the Party in turn the challenge is
to galvanise the class, in struggle and through education at
every level, into an army utterly conscinug of its own heritage
and destiny, Then mountains can be mnved- and capitalism shall
he destroyed.

But the Party can only be built on a unified political line.
Until we =21l agree and implement in practice the fundémﬂntﬁlly
correct line expressed in our Congress document there can be no
growth: a Party cannot be built on shifting sands, These thoughts
gre written in an attempt to advance that line,

RUSSIA in 1902, :

Opponents of the line often say that they are cnmbatting
economism and they cite Lenin's "What is to be done? as
support for their idezs, In fact, they misunderstand Lenin

and misuse the term Economism.
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"Reoonomism" does not mean economic struggle; nor dnes it
mean putting an undue emphasis on egonomic struggle. . . ...
ve+"FtUneans separating the political struggle from the economic.
"Phe fundamental political tendency of Economism) wrate Lenin,
vwas to say 'let the workers carry on the economic struggle...
and let the Marxist intelligentsia merge with the liberals
for the political struggle.'" (What Is To Be Done? Ch.i).

Lenin wrote at a time when Russia was emerging from feudalism
into capitalism, before the bnurgenié revolution. The serfs had
only recently been freed. The peasantry was the largest class.
Psarist absolutism ruled supreme at the centre nf a spider

web of secret police. Russia in 1902 has more in common with
 the England of Elizabeth 1 than with the ancial democratic
monarchy of Elizabeth 11,

Lenin saw the task in Russia at the time as being to unite the
"political" movement of a séction of the Bourgeois and Petit
Bourgeonis "intelligentsia" against the Tsar with the "economic"
novement of the small bubk vapidiy growing proletariat in the
factories. The economists were for letting these two movements
go their separate ways. Lenin showed that the cﬁnsequancea of
separation would be that the tolitics of terrordam wonld hold
eway ameng the intelligentsia (individual desperate action in
the absence nf the mmss) and that the politics of sncial
democracy would honld sway among the workers. The task was to

unite the two movements around correct Pﬂlitlcb =Marxism,

Na doubt such an analysis was correct in Russia at that time.
(Its correctness was proved in practice by the Dctﬁber Revn*;tinn.}
In a eountry emerging from feudalism, with & small and illiterate
: prnletq imt, the inte 1li§pntsiw are 10t prnlefnfiqn bnt Bourgenis
ar Pciit Bourgeonis by class root and = section of them may sece
the direction in which history is moving and adopt the class
stand of the proletariat (other cases in point are Marx and

Chou Fn-lei. According to Lenin it was the job nf such a section
to teach the workers Marxism. This is nnt todeny that Marxism

is the rerivative of @ working class but rather to affirm that

it dnes nnt arise spontanecusly: and in the egase ol & young
small, relatively inexperienced (and largely illiterate)
working class the ideology may come initially from outside,

(but note that all this intelligentsiac was doing was, in effect
tn trensmit the experience ﬁf.wnrkerﬂ in nther lands to the

wrkers nf Russin, ) Ower



BRITAIN IN 1971 (3)
quch an analysis has no application to Britain tnday. We hove

one movement only whieh corresponds to one class - the
proletariat. In this ﬁnst proletarian nf countries the
intelligentsia (if such a term is even appropriate in this

mnet literate of countries) is proletarian in its conditioms

of labnur even if only newly prnletiran in its class practice
(and scarcely proletarian at all in its ideological development).
The day to day struggle af this great working class Tar TwEIE
survival and advance under capitalism is gesentially politieal

- ¢class against class, All the clements of revolutionary siruggle
(and especially the role of the state as the instrument of the
employing clmss] appear in embryo in every such conflict even
when the wrrkers involved try tn deny them. In Britain there

are not two movements nf two sectors - the "politieal' and the
Mecnnomic"., It is the crudest Feonomism to pretend that there

are. It is 1ndeed, jronie that thnse in: the Party who claim to

be combatting Weonomiem should be the true Econnmists. They are
such dngnatists that, in order tn execute Lenin's dictum to

unite the two movements, they have first to separate them
artificinlly. Having effected such an imaginary separation they
announce that, hey prestn, they will now rc-unite what was never
severed in the first place., But their means nf" so doing are so
clumsy as to produce the oppnsite of what they intend - to further
the rift, not heal it.

Our Partj is compnsed snlely nf members ~f the proletariat. Our
aim is to build o Party composed nf worker intellectuals {(or
intellectnal workers ). Any attempt to sepurate-a pnliticnl
arene 0r phase of development frnm an economic arena or phase
4o tn invite @ division of the Party into two wings - the
"intellectunls" and the "workers", as has happened in other
parties with disastrous results. The results would be equally
disastrous whether the alleged "intellectuals" dominated the
professed workers" --or vice versa. A split, inherited from
historical development nf a class, which the process of
proletarianization has virtually eliminated from the working
class ns a whole, would have been ariifically created within
that section of the clmss whieh claims tn be  the mnst advanced-
~-The Party. 2gain what irony:
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Thnse who take this incorrect stand maintain that there

is m Middle Clase in Britain - not just a handfull of
shnpkecﬁcrs but o eclass strong ennrugh to be a significant
politiesl force., They are seen as a sector which has been detached
from the working class - "privileged", "bribed", either with
the crumbs of imperialism or with snme other beneficent
&ispensatinn from eapitnlisa, Thﬁy include students, teachers,
intellectuais" in general, "better paid workers," trade uninn
officials, white collar" and"professionalwnrkers in genernl,
all women, workers who have been promoted, foremen,"bosses
men," ete, etc. The list being subjective in origin, ean

be extended indefinitely.

This "Middle Class" is a very convenient fiction. 1t is
responsible for all the ills that have afflicted us. A sirike
fails? Well, the Trade.Union leaders" sold us nut. A century of
soclnl democracy? Why, the '"Middle Class" politieians have
betrayed us, It provides n comprehensive.excuse for: the Pailueen
of mur class, But defeats are not due tn "mindrwiveship" by

an elite; workers may be knaves, thes 8re not fonls,

Within the Party it justifies ilnactivity., "We are workers" say
one group - sn we are perfect, having nothing to learn ond will
corfiune +o tread-the-oid path Af perfectinon (ipgnoring the Tew
npportunities, chﬂllcnggs and changes which regulre that we
transform our mode of political action - or inaction).'"We ore
middle class" gay another grnup plaintively -we are so bad that
there is nothing we can do save walk in your shadow, We can not
orgnize since nur fellow workers are ns Mlddle Class and debnsed
as nurselves. We are sn humble that the only role left for us is
-to be the theorizers ~f the working claga! Absurd chnclusicns
follow from absurd premisea.. ;

The most difficult task {indeed:EQQ task) eonfrrnting the Party
is to bring about the ideolngical development of the working class,
sn that workers will discard the false teachings ~f social
democracy and in 1ts place assert their birthright, Warxism,
the ideology of and for their class. Such a transformation will
nnt ncecur spnntanenusly,., Rather it will require struggle, both
practical and intellectual, nf our comrades among and with .
their workmates., It will not occur overnight. Rather it will
require a. protracted struggle in which the gains may not be

. immediately apparent. It will nnt be hanstened by sending
Professors of Marxism-Leninism intn the factories; workers nre

not sheep tn be brainwashed by anybndy. B am
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Tne truth emerges through the struggle tn atiain 153
the rnle nf our crmrgdes is tn be the mnst conscirus, the
mnst courageous, the mrst ermsiderate, and hence to advance

this progess,

The farum in whiech this process of development can take place,
at present or in the foreseeable future is the trade unions-
the nnly genuine mass nrganisations of the working class, Snme
comprades, convinced of their ~wn Middle Class unworthiness,
shun the trade unions like the plague. Other, trade union
based, take every opportunity to leave their base tn explore
the mnre seductive avenues of md hoc committees, broad fronts,
limisrn bodies, ete. But all such "short cuts" prove to be
blind alleys at the end. Bnth errnrs are really the smae.

They amrunt tn & failure tn dn the Marxist political work

that must be done amrng the mass nf the working class. Why?
because nf m lack nf faith in Marxism? Jr a lack of faith in
the working class? In fact the two are synonymnus = 0One begets
the nther, and both beget the unserinus gt¥le and the pessimism
that are preventing us from meeting the challenge ol our
present situation.

S0 many deeds cry ~ut to be dnne,
And alwaye urgently;

The wrrld rolls ~n,

Mime presses.

Ten thrusand years are tno long,

Seize the day, seize the hour.
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