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THE COMMUNIST FEDERATION OF BRITAIN (MARKIST-LENINIST)

The C.F.B.(M-L) is ‘an organisation of Communists whose
purpose is to help create the conditions to form a revolutionary
party. The rising level of struggle against all oppression in
Britain will not effectively challenge the ruling-class until the
lessona of these struggles are widely understood by the working-
clags and its allies. , A disciplined party guided by secientific
socialism is needed to lead in this process of raising the struggle
to a conscious political level. a

No such party exists. The historical contradictions leading
to the split in the international Communist movement in the early
1960's have not yet been resolved and the lessons applied to the
actual conditions existing generally in Western Europe. Without
this being done there will be no guiding political line and pro-
gramme and no unity within the Marxist-Leninist movement.

The C.F.B.(M-L) is comprised of groups of Marxist-Leninists
who have been working together since 1967 to aid in this vital task
of forming a party. It has consistently worked to achieve this
goal by combining two forms of political work.

FIRSTLY: We study the main problems facing the British people
and the world revolutionary movement, applying the scientific
socialist method developed by Marx, Engels, Lenin, Stalin and
Mao Tsetung.

SECONDLY: We engage in immediate struggles on the main issues
of exploitation and oppression.

We believe that only in combining the lessons of both these
forms of political work can a correct line be developed., With-
out such a guiding line and programme the struggles on all the
yital and immediate issues will continue to demonstrate the
treadmill characteristics of the last 150 years.

In developing this line we recognise the need to destroy
the influence of social democracy, revisionism and Trotskyism -
the main defeatist ideological trends which act to disarm the
working-class.

We understand that as all these tasks are increasingly
achieved it will become possible to build a mass revolutionary
movement capable of withstanding ruling-class attacks and finally
of overthrowing and smashing the present system and its State
machine. The working class and its party will then implement
its own dictatorship over the present employing class to build
socialism and prevent the restoration of capitalism.

Our basic policy document is 'The Marxist-Leninist Move-
ment in Britain; Origins and Perspectives' published in 1969.
Readers wanting to know more about our policy and political work
should contact their local group or the Secretary of the C.F.B.

Signed articles in M.L.Q. do not necessarily represent the
political line of the C.F.B.(M-L)
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EDITORIAL

This issue of MLQ contains three statements from the National
Committee of the Communist Federation of Britain(Markist-Lenin-
ist). The first, on Nationalisation, states the line of .the
CFB on this central question. The second outlines our position
on the Soviet Union, .and the third states our policy towards
other Marxist-Leninist Organisations. . The publication of these

rarticles in the name of the NC illustrates the progress that

we have made over the past year in combatting our previous
errors, and marks a step forward for the journal as it develops

+as a fighting organ for the development of policy in the Marx-

ist-Leninist movement.

Nationalisation

As the current crisis intensifies sections of the bourgeoisie

‘promote state .ownership- as an attempt to stabilise an already

moribund capitalism. At the same time this bourgeois policy is
echoed -in the working class by the reformists, the revisionist
Communist Party of Great Britain and the various Trotskyist
organisations, . :Qur line clearly combats these -tendencies -and
states that we joppose nationalisation as a policy opposed to
the interests of the working class.

‘We are alsa puhliShing agminonity‘pesitfdn'on Nationalisation. .

We do not do this out of liberalism - but as part of the strug-
gle for unity<in the .CFB. - Some comrades;: after a two line
struggle still persist .in .the erroneous line that nationalisa-
tion. is progressive. ~Although these comrades are in a minority
we will carry on struggling with them in order to win a prin-
cipled unity on-this question.

Soviet Union.

In the past we have not made a firm statement on this, and
our practice has been opportunist and liberal. In particu-
lar our statement on the World Situation was characterised
by compromise, rather than by a struggle to make a bold state-
ment (See MLQ 7 and the criticism published in MLQ 10). We

now state that the Soviet Union is a monopoly capitalist state,

and that its foreign policy is social imperialist - socialist
in words, imperialist in deeds. It is important for us to
fight within the working class movement for this position.

The threat posed by the Soviet Union in India, the Middle East,
Angola and Portugal is a threat to the world's peoples, as

the comrades in the Communist Party of China have pointed out.
Within the workers movement however, the revisionists of the
CPGB actively mislead the workers on this question, and the
Trotskyists fail to take a clear class stand, although they
pay lip service to criticising the Soviet Union. In so doing
they disarm the working class in the face of the threat posed
by the Soviet -Union.

B
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At the present time in Britain the'Marxist'Eeﬂinist“ﬁoﬁémentw“
is weak and fragmented. -Thefe;hqswalsd,béenﬂséctarian§€m-én@*
small group mentality witﬁinuth’mgyeméﬁﬁ;‘ﬁith euch gioup: re-.
garding itself as the"m0vement'rahd“¥egafdiqg other ‘groups =
as enemies. This was an incorrect view; which 'we ourselves
fell into. We now state that the principled pecsition is to
strive for the unity of ‘the movemént, and with -this in mind

we will struggle to draw cleat Iineszoffdeﬁarcqtiqﬁ’W%va s*he:
organisations and to .ca¥ryi'out polemic+ in order 'to wir -higher
unity. The aim of the Marxist~Leninist Cofiiunist Party should
be put before the interests of the small groups.' i

Secial Democracy.

-

T 3 5
Readers of MLQ will knowfthdt%a“sh%ﬁphstﬂuggle hds ‘béen waged
on this question. S@ciélademoéraey;'ffké%ﬁéfionalfsaﬁidnfis
one of the most crucial questions facing the working classpia.
in a period when the Labour Government openly acts as the
“"principal secial prop of the bourgepisie”ﬁi‘bn,the,@qqrgﬁ‘qf
the polemic demarcation lines have become sharper and the cur-
rent article,,”Loweﬁe'and-ﬂeép@ﬁ,intbﬂfhe'PT@EEtafiatW;‘fOGuSes
on the central question of which sectidn 6f the working¢é1i55.
is “the vanguard. Oppésiﬁg.;hemlinew%hat;ﬁhéuadvanced-eleménfs
are the-Trade Unian”and'Eab@uﬂtPaPthictiVistsé the writdse ‘as
clearly argues-that‘We'mustfnétéfelﬁfoﬁiréféfmiSts, but must '

go, ‘'in‘lenin's.words “lower and deépet ! inso the Working ‘¢1des

in order to-rally the vwanguards=iroiic” .op - s -
Lot Lon . mEiisicce TouttEan e

"Engels draws 4 distiﬂd%ibn*befﬁeén’@33"%9uyl - it

geois,labéuﬁ"party'of:thefOED'tfhdéﬁiaicns R R
R 1 pffivi;llégeda'jninorit‘y = and’ thelr:*”"-:ljgé\lESF»maSs R =
the realfmajority,‘and[heﬂappeals*ﬁﬁ?tﬂé'}after 4 Ty
WhO'aréhnot'infectqd‘byi?bbuigeoiéi¥e§ﬁ€cﬁébi=’ & A
1ity". ,This4i§.the‘és§en§e'dfwMéfkiSt“téc%ics!cu,
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And it 1s therefore our duty;- if: e WISH o+
remainfsoeféii5t5;~tngk:down-LOWBR“ﬁﬁd DECPENR, Fla

e

to the real mzsses.' ¥ Thi'€ -is "thel Whole’ me=ning -
and whole purpoxt of the struggie againstc -
portunism,.."

This is ciea*iy our first tesk in this ea:ly sracs 11 ¢
struggle for @ proletarian Party.
} o N L )

Ireland.

The artic’e in this issue is s minority posiviom, The mino.ity
in a Communist crganisation has the rignt to .ontinue its cri-
ticism of a line which it see: as incorrect, scd the majority
has the duty to accept the cricicisms if iz thinks rhenm correct,
and to shuw that they a e wrong if it rejects them. s ar-
ticle raises az number of questions which the €73 2esclocion

en Ireland did not answer (see MLQ 7), and further Folemic on
Ireland will follow in future issues of the journal.



"Commemorating the 30th Anniversary of Victory Over German Fascism'.

In the last issue of MLQ we published an article by two comrades
entitled 'Neither Adventurism Nor Opportunism' (MLQ 10). This
article represented a minority position in the CFB, and more-
over questioned a long standing line of the Communist Movement.
It was therefore incorrect to publish this without a refutation
of the position, or without explanation. As a response to this
we publish an article from Reking Review no 20 1975, which
clearly puts the line that:- EL

""The anti-fascist war was a gigantic struggle i
between the world anti-fascist forces and
German-Italian-Japanese fascism; a just war

on a scale unprecedented in the history of

mankind.'

It also points out that the victory over anti-fascism laid the
basis for further advances towards socialism, and links the ~
post war retrogression which,took place:.to the victory of re-
visionism over Marxism in the Communist Party of the Soviet
Union.. . . 5 :

Comrade Cﬁou En Lai. o

On January 8th, we learnt of the .death of Comrade Chou En Lai,
an .outstanding leader of the Communist Party of China, who de-
dicated his life to the causé of the working people of China
and of the world. As .a young man Chou joeined the CPC and
played a leading role in the.struggle of the Chinese people. .
against Imperialism, Feudalism and reaction; .and to .establish
New Democratic China. Following _this he played a leading role
in the struggle to construct socialism, and in implementing
the line of Chairman Mao Tse Tung against revisionism, and the
two superpowers. He was a staunch defender of the oppressed
nations and those fighting for social and national liberation.
During the Cultural Revolution he resolutely -combatted those
who were bent on restoring capitalism in China, and those

like Lin Piao who were enemiés of the Chinese people. The
life of Comrade Chou En Lai is an example to all Communists
and to all those struggling against oppression. It is our
task to turn grief into strength, and to redouble our efforts
to bring about the. victory of socialism..

The Editorial Committee.



NATIONAL COMMITTEE POLICY STATEMENT,QN NATIONALISATION

“~

British imperialism is dying. The bourgeocisie's policy
of nationalisation, as pushed by its social-democratic wing,
is one of their last ditch efférts to revive the feeble pa-
tient. This policy goes against the interests of the work-
ing class in Britain.

In order to have a correct policy towards, nationalisa-
tion, Marxist-Leninists must put it in the general context
of the general decline of British capitalism. Over the past
few decades British industry has become. out=dated, uncompe- -
titive and of a very low profitability. The result of this
trend has been a steady increase .in the amount of c@gpital
sent abread and a steady decrease in the amount of Capital
spént on investment at home. = 8 '

~.S5incé the beginning of the century the state has had
to . intervene in British industry, either to provide large
amounts of capital which could not be raised privately or
because there was a strategic advantage in“the state control-
ing a particular industry, e.g. thé Pest Office. Since the
mid-sixties a:similar bourgeois pelicy has arisen in which
the state does NOT nationalise the industry or enterprise
but merely provides the funds for continued investment,

The Labour Party's programme has nothing to do with sb-
cialism. It is a programme to rescue capitalism from crisis.
Though this is the principal aspect of the’ Labour Party's
plans we should not neglect a secondary aspect - the part
played by rank-and-file pressure. Ameng many sections of
workers there exists a desire for secialism; because of the
infiuence of Social-Democratic ideology this desire for So=
cialism iS'diVerted~into-supp0rt for the bourgeois sociaiism'
of the Labour Party. This gives the Labour Party the nais
base it needs to carry out its policies. %

5

‘The theoretical confusien and lack of clarity en the
British left enables the bourgeoisie and their parties'to’
label the policies of the Labour Party as sociaiist and to _
confuse the mass of workers abeut the real nature of_capitai:‘z
ism and secialism. -The refoermists, revisionists and Trot- )
skyists are unclear and muddled about the natuse of secialisgm,
of capitalism, the nature of the state and the cliass character
of pelitical parties. Thus the equatien of nationalisation
with socialism, the description of the Labour Party as a work-
ing class party and the demands for nationzliisatien as a
means of making inreads into the capitalist state,



The vast majority -of British industry is corporately
owned; by banks, by finance or insurance companies, by mono-
polies or by the STATE. These are all forms of capitalism
in which capitalist property relationships remain intact.
Surplus-value is still appropriated and production is go-
verned through the market by the operation of the law of

valueand commodity exchange. "These laws operate whethéer

private companies or the state control production. The
essence of capitalism is property relationships; ownership
is merely a formal question, which can take MANY forms. To
portray nationalisation as a means of making inroads into
the capitalist system is to ignore the central role of the

- bourgeois state and that this state must be SMASHED before

the revolutionary transformation of the relations of pro-
duction. Hence nationalisation can never be a means of
making 'inroads' into capitalism. To argue so is to deny
the fundamental teachings of Marxism-Leninism - to put for-
ward a revisionist policy. For all these reasons there is
no advantage, either strategic or tactical, in calling for
the nationalisation of private industry. It is irrelevant
to the real interests of the working people of Britain whe-
ther profits are in private or state hands.

The primary battle for Marxist-Leninists is, therefore;
to combat nationalisation ideologically; ‘to struggle against
the social-democratic and revisionist ideology which diverts
the fight for socialism to a fight for reformism and gra-
dualism.

Secondly, we must combat nationalisation politically.
We must oppose the reformist policies of Labour's 'hangers-
on' - the revisionists and Trotskyists - who support
British capitalism. At this stage, the advanced elements
in the working class must be won over to the fight for the
"Right to Work" - and away from the dead-end reformism of

nationalisation.

An important part of the CFB's work must lie in expos-
ing the socialist pretensions of the Labour Party and in
opposing the false strategies of the revisionists and Trot-
skyists who demand that they nationalise more and more in-
dustries. The Labour 'left' and the Communist Party demand
nationalisation as a means of making inreads into the capi-
talist system - as a form of creeping socialism. The WRP
and the 'Militant' say that they are making '"transitional!
demands, their ideological approach is different to that of
the Labour 'left' and the CP but in essence their Strategy
is ‘as reformist. The IS and IMG claim that slogans for
more nationalisation raise the question of state power and
heighten the consciousness of the workers. Objectively all

these organisations are serving the bourgeoisie in that they

are attempting to mobilise the working class in order to
bring about the expansion of state monopoly capitalism to
rescue bankrupt private industries and enterprises.

.Y
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7.

We must differentiate between the GENERAL policy of na-
tionalisation and SPECIFIC ‘acts of nationalisation. It is
clear from government policy that support for decaying pri-
vate industry is cenditional on 'impreving efficiency' and.
'rationalisatien'. In the long-term nationalisation cannot
stem the tide of redundancies and indeed may accelerate it;
this should be our answer to the demands for nationalisation
as a means of aveiding redundancies.  Any support fer spe-
cific acts of nationalisation can only arise out of cencrete
investigatien and must be SECONDARY to our PRINCIPAL task of
ideological and peolitical eppositien to bourgeeis socialism.

The call for natienalisatien as a means of saving jobs
is an aspect of the general reformist outlook eof the British
labour movement.. Instead of begging the bourgeoisie to save
their jobs the working class urgently needs te develop a con-
Sciousness of its latent strength. The strength of the werk-
ing class lies in their labeur and their relatioenship te the
means of preductien - let us help them to learn te use it!
Not nationalisation but the right te werk! Oppesitien te the
sack based on factory occupations, resistance to redundancies
and short-time working, solidarity strikes etc., will all
help the working class to develep, with Marxist-Leninist lead-
ership, a consciousness of the power that they have, will
help them to develop the independent, revelutienary fighting
spirit needed for the eventual overthrow of the capitalist

system.

FIGHT FOR THE RIGHT TO WORK!
STATE CONTROL IS BOSSES' CONTROL!
NATIONALISATION IS 'RATIONALISATION'!
NATIONALISATION: NO - SOCIALISM: YES!

The National Committee of the CFB (M-L)



NATIONALISATION:AND THE CRISIS OF BRITISH IMPERIALISM

‘Theéquestion.of‘thé‘nature of nationalisation in imper-

'ialist ‘countries 'has been a cause of polemic since the earl-

iest days of the Labour movement. In the current crisis of
imperialism state intervention in the economy has greatly in-
creased and right opportunist deviations on the nature and
purpose of this intervention are domindant in the British La-
bour movement.

In bold struggle against these opportunist positions in
the counter-revolutionary tendencies of reformism, revision-

ism and Trotskyism, the Marxist-Leninist mbvément in general,
and the Communist Federation of Britain in particular, say

boldly and forthrightly; nationalisation is STATE CAPITALISM,

It is part of 'the desperate attempts of the British bourgeo-
sie, in particular its social-democratic wing in the Labour
Party, to revive British ‘imperialism.

British  imperialism is probably the weakest of the west-
ern imperialist powers. - British industry is out-dated, with
generally obsolete means of production which are unable to
compete with the other imperialist powers (1). Unprofitable
British industry is unable to attract new finance capital.
Recent years have seen a vast increase in the amount of fi-
nance capital invested abroad and a similar vast decrease in
the amount invested at home (2).

- BOURGEOIS NATIONALISATION

Nationalisation has existed ever since the emergence of
imperialism and is essentially an aspect of the principal
feature of imperialism; that imperialism is moribund, decay-
ing, parasitic capitalism. Imperialism is -the epoch where
capitalism has long since exhausted its progressive aspects
and where it has become PARASITIC, dependent on super~-profits
from colonial and neo-colonial exploitation, and MORIBUND
capitalism, increasingly dependent on the state £or capital
investment at home, as its super-profits decline with the
victories of peoples' war. '

Early acts of nationalisation were largely for strate-
gic purposes(arsenals, the Post Office and telecommunica-

tions). But by the end of the nineteenth century not even

(1) See Notes.
(2) See Notes.
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joeintsstoeck .companies. could previde ‘the capital needed for
the more:and, more highly-developed,meaﬁs<of»productien; as
Engles ohserved: :

~w.'At . a certain stage of development“even_this
form.no longer.isuffices: the official repre-
sentative of capitalist society, the State, is
constrained to take over their management." (3).

The growth of state capitalism in most of Europe was
fairly slow until 1945, The exceptions to this being the
Fascist states of Germany and Italy where massive state in-
tervention took place in the 1920s and 1930s. The end of
the war saw a situation of severe political and econemic
crisis. throughout Europe. :British imperialism had lest its
old pre-eminince and, as with the Fascists in pre-war Germany
and Italy; -an overtly state-capitalist party, the Labour
Party, came to power. By the end of its two-terms of office
the party had nationalised most of British:basic industry,
coal, ,gas, power, steel and internal transport, and provided
the necessaxy link with finance capital by nationalising the
Bank of England. This massive extension of state capitalism
provided ;the basis for a temp@rary\stabilisation\of'British
imperialism which lasted until the early sixties.

1 _The crisis which has been developing since then, and
which is now maturing into the final crisis of imperialism,
has seen-a further vast increase in government control .of the
economy. Significantly it is the social-imperialist Labour

Party which has been in power for most of this period. (4).

The IndustrialrRe-Organisation-Corporation-of the 1964-70
Labour gevernments intervened massively in industry, notably
the creation of GEC-AEI, and nationalised the steel industry;
in beth cases . thousands of jobs were lost through 'rational-
ization'. The manifesto of the current Labour government
Commits it to the nationalisation of development land, oil,
ship-building and aircraft, ports and cargo-handling, road-
haulage -and construction. (5). Although the manifesto is only
partly implemented the: deepening crisis has meant that a more :
radical programme of, nationalisation ‘and control has already

(3) Engels - "Anti-Duhring" .«
(4) See Notes.

(5) Labour Party Manifesto- October 1974. The struggles in
the Labour Party over the implementation of the mani-
festo aré a manifestation of the division referred to

. in Note 4 above. The pragmatic wing struggles against
its full implementation, the 'left' wing for its imple-
mentation and extension. The realities of 1975 general-
ly ensure that a centrist road is followed.

3



10.

been carried out: government control of a firm like British
- Leyland would have been unthinkable only a few years ago.

As significant as the actual extension of state OWNER-
SHIP is, the principle becomesmoere widespread in the Torm of
state INTERVENTION. The National Enterprise Board (NEB) what~-
ever form it eventually takes will effect an historic shift .
from a TRADITIONAL free-enterprise economy to a centrally owned
and controlled state capitalist economy. The functions of the
NEB will be: ; :

(a) a new source of investment capital in return for plan-
ning agreements with private industry, v
(B} a source of/fundsfor firms in temporary financial dif- e
. ficulties, .
(c) to start new ventures and participate in joint ventures
with private firmg, i :
(d) :to -extend nationalisation into profitable industry in
certain circumstances;
(e) te function as a-holding company for government shares
in private enterprise. (6).

In summary then the growth of state ownership, control
and intervention is an aspect of the crisis of imperialism.
It is ‘a process whereby the state ‘provides funds for private
industry which can no. longer be raised by private capital and
in consequence government :contrel of all aspects of the eco-
nemy grows apace. (7). It is therefore a process which attempts
to prop up a dying system and avert its eventual and inevitable.
deom and destruction: :it is ‘a process which has nothing what- °

——soever- to~do-with-socialism:—-In-the-vivid werds—of -Lenin:~——— ————

""State monopoly in:capitalist society is no-
thing more than a means of increasing and
guaranteeing the .income of millionaites on
the verge of bankcruptcy in one branch of in-
dustry or -another.'".-(8). =

NATIONALISATION IS STATE CAPITALISM

The CFB(M-L) makes no‘claim to originality in declaring
that bourgeeis natienalisation has nothing to do with social-"
ism. In saying this we are but _defending the science of Marx-
ism against the varieus opportunists who support nationalisa-
tion. Engels dealt most explicitly with the nature of bour-
geois natienalisatien:

\b.‘

"But neither the coenversion into joint-stock
companies nor inte state property deprives
the preductive forces of their character as
capital. In the case of joint-stock compa-

(6) Command Paper ne. 57C1-f HMSO.
(7) See Notes. 4

(8) Lenin - 'Imperialism‘.
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nies this is _obvious. And the medern state,
too, is enly the organizatien with which
bourgeois society provides itself in order to
maintain the general external cenditioens ef
the capitalist mode of preduction ‘against en-
Croachments either by the workers.or by in-
dividual capitalists. The medern state, what-
‘ever its form, is an essentially capitalist
machine; it is the state of the capitalists,
THE IDEAL COLLECTIVE BODY OF ALL THE CAPITAEs
1STS. The more productive forces it takes
over as its property, the more it becomes the
real collective body of all the capitalists,
the mere citizens it expl®its, The werkers
remain wage-earners, proletarians. The capi-
talist relationship is not abolished; IT IS
PUSHED TO AN EXTREME." (9). (Our emphasis).

The essential point to be grasped is that ownership by
INDIVIDUAL' CAPITALISTS is immaterial. The essence of capi-
talism is"PROPERTY RELATIONSHIPS. Individual ownership of
the means of Production ceased to be dominant after the emer-
gence of joint-stock companies in the nineteenth century.

The vast majority of British industry is corperately owned -
by banks, finance and insurance companies, by giant monepe-

lies and by the’'STATE. A4l1 these are FORMS of capitalist
ewnership within which Capitalist preperty relationships re-
main intact. Surplus value is still produced through the
labour-poewer of the proletariat and that surplus-value is
still apprepriated by the bourgeeisis. ‘

As we have seen the extent of state ewnership and centrel
increases as the crisis of imperialism deepens. At the same
time the bourgeoisie are compelled teo mount increasingly sa-
vage attacks on the rights and living standards of the labour-
ing masses. (10). State ownership and contrel are an INDIS-
PENSABLE WEAPON in the hands of the bourgeeisie in this at-

tack:

"Under the conditions where private ownership
of the means of productien is prese-ved. a3
these steps to ﬁbigger‘moncpoiies and increased
nationalisation of production are accompanied

by INTENSIFIED EXPLOITATION OF THE LABOURING
MASSES:, INTENSIFIED OPPRESSION, GREATER DIFFEI-
CULTIES IN RESISTING THE ATTACKS OF THE EXPLOI-
TERS, the strengthening of reaction and military
despotism, and at the same time lead inevitably

(9) Engels - 'Anti-Duhring’,
(10) See Notes. 5
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to the increase of profits of the big capi-
talists at the expense of all the other stra-
ta of the population, to the saddling of the
labouring masses for many decades with tri-
bute to the capitalists in the form of thou-
sands of millions in interest on loans." (1.
(Our emphasis).

The absence of any individual capitalist or obvious con-
trolling bourgeoisie in state industries is a major contribu-
tory factor to the theoretical confusion and mystification
about bourgeois nationglisation that exists in the British
!left' and the working class in general. It is an understand-
ing of the nature of the state that is the key to theoretical
clarity on this question. According to Marx:

"...the state is an organ of class rule, an
organ for the oppression of one class by an-
other...". (12).

_As long as the bourgeoisie holds state power then the
state can, in general, only act in their interests. Trifling
and petty concessions.to the masses in order to maintain bour-
geois~rule may be made but the bourgoeisie will never make
concessions which seriously threaten their sStafe power.

The fact that an essential task of a secialist society
is to take state ownership of thé means of production adds
further confusion and mystification to the British 'left'.
Marxist$ have always argued that monopelisdtion of the means
of production, particularly state monopolisation, builds the
formal sheéll 'within which "SOCIALISATION of the means of pro-
duction can take place.. Engels argued:

"State ownership of the means of production

" is not the solution of the conflict, but it
contains within itself the férfmal means, the
key to the solution.'" (13).

But what is this solution?:

"This solution can only consist in the recog-
nition in practice of the social nature of
the modern productive forces, in bringing,
therefore, the mode of production, appropria-
tion and exchange into accord with the social
character of the means of production. And
this can only be brought about by society,

(11) Lenin - 'The 7th National Conference of the Russian Secial
Democratic Labour:  Party.'

(12) Cited in Lenin - 'The State and Revolution'.

(13) Engels - '"Anti-Duhring"'.

k4
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openly and witheout deviation, taking
possession of all the productive for-

ces which have outgrown all control
other than that of society itself." (14).

This task cannot be accomplished within the framework of bour-
geois society but only after the SOCIALIST REVOLUTION has

taken place:

"The proletariat seizes state power,
and transforms the means of. produc-
tion in the first instance into state
property.' (15).

Note the order: first the SEIZURE. OF POWER, then state owner-
ship.

WHEN CAN NATIONALISATION BE é%PPORTED?

In general it is clear that state intervention, whether
in the form of direct ownership or loans and subsidees, cane -
not save jobs. 1In fact natienalisation usually leads:to'ra-
tionalisation' - massive redundancies. The experience of

the mines and :railways .in the past and the current demands

on the part of the British Steel Corporatien.for 20,000 re-
dundancies and of British Rail for 8,000 amply proves this
point. Similarly the government is making it quite plain |
that any support for bankrupt private industry is conditional
on rationalisation and will previde financial suppert oenly ;.
when it is convinced that tough measures to that end will be
taken. At the October 1975 talks of the Natioenal Econemic
Develepment Council the Secretary of State for Industry made

DEFEND THE MASSES, ADVANCE THEIR STRATEGIC INTERESTS

Communists do not refuse to .suppert acts which maintain
or improve the lot of the masses: but they put that support
in the general context of the strategic aim of the eventual
overthrow of the capitalist system. This relationship is
best expressed in the words of 'The Communist Manifestd!':

"The Communists fight for the immediate aim,
for the enforcement of the momentary inter-
ests of the working class:but in the movement
of the present, they also represent and take
care of the future of that mevement'.

(14) 1Ibid.
(15) Ibid.
(16) 'Sunday Times' - 9/11/75.



. -Any support for ‘a. spécific act of nationalisation which
'will save jobs is.a.part of the "fight for the immediate aims,
“for' the enforcement of-the momentary interests of the working
class". 1In-the same way we would support government loans,

a take-over by another company or -anything else which served
the immediate aim of saving jobs. Which action is taken is
‘immaterial. n T ' -

. _Later on, in'thé,same section of the 'Manifesto', Marx
and Engels point out:-

""In all these movements they(the Communists)
bring to the front,-as the leading question
in each, the property question, no matter what
its degree of development at the time."

This is why it is the most gross right opportunism not

to fearlessly and consistently point out that nationalisation
is state capitalism, that it cannot save jobs anymore than

can private industry, except on the most temporary basis, and
that only the violent overthrow of the bourgeois state and
‘the building of socialism can guarantee work for all. More ,
important than support for problematical government interven-
tion is the mass struggle for the right to work and for Marx-
ist-Leninists to struggle against the reformists, revisionists
and Trotskyists from diverting that struggle into reformism.
The fight for the right to work is important because the work-
- ing class can, by REFUSING to accept redundancies, assert

their strength. Any independent means that the working class
chooses to use in this struggle - a shorter working week,
work-sharing, no overtime, etc. - all develop the conscious-
ness of the working class -and make them aware of their latent
strength. Factory occupations in particular are a crucial
weapon in this struggle. Occupations assert the rights of
labour over those of capital and FUNDAMENTALLY challenge bour-

geois notions of property rights.

All these struggles develop the strength, confidence and
political maturity of the working class. What is lacking at
present is the leadership of Marxist-Leninists. Only that
leadership.can ensure that the SPONTANEQUS:  struggles of the
working class eventually develop into-a conscious awareness
of the need for the overthrow of the capitalist system.

REVISIONISM AND NATIONALISATION

In the ideological and political struggle for a correct
line on nationalisation-we are struggling against revisionism.
The Communist Party of Great Britain(CPGB) still has a signi-
ficant hold on large numbers .of militant workers and the de-
feat of the CPGB's bourgeois ideology is essential if those
workers are to be won to Marxism-Leninism.

As early as 1944 they argued that a "new type of Labour
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and progressive government" would have to take over signi-
ficant sections of the economy:

”Thevgovernment would have to otn some import-
ant industries and businesses, and exercise
strict control over others." (17).

It was not argued that such governments would be socialist:

. "...the capitalist would still make prefits and
the worker would still draw wages. We have no
i1llusions abeut that. But this pelicy will
mean higher wages, shorter hours and full employ-
ment.' (18). ’

The fundamental mistake made here is the complete misun-
derstanding about the nature of BOURGEOIS.nationalisation; as
we have already seen natifinalisatien in capitalist society,
far from improving the lot of the masses ('higher wages, short-
er hours and. full employment'"), means rather; to repeat Lenin:
"intensified exploitation of the labouring masses, intemsified
oppression, greater difficulties in resisting the attacks of
the exploiters",

This has been Clearly seen in practice: the post-war na-
tionalisation programme meant the loss of thousands of jobs
in the mines, railways, steel industry etc. Low wages(rather
than Pollit's."higher wages'") are the norm in nationalised in-
dustries. and productivity drives (particularly in the mines) .
have greatly increased the amount of surplus value screwed out
of the workers by the bourgeoisie.

Revisionist pelicy en natienalisation is an inseperable
part of the CPGB's strategy for a'peaceful transition' to so-
cialism. In 1944 the CPGB argued, in defence of its line on

Ppost-war policy:

"It may be argued that what we have outlined
here represents a series of developments that
can only lead to state capitalism. Well what
is wrong with that?...(it)...enormously assists
the speedy advance towards working class power
and the full establishment of secialism." (20).

Note the subtle phrase "FULL establishment of socialism".
The implication here is that nationgilised industries are no
longer fully capitalist but are in transition to secialism,
Indeed this line is now CPGB policy. 'Marxism Teday' of August
1974 argued that:

"...%the relations of production are still ca-
pitalist because the PRINCIPAL means of preo-
duction are still in pPrivate ownership.' (Our
emphasis). '

Here the line is that once the "principal means of production'
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are in state ownership then the relations of production are
mysteriously changed into socialist relations.

The CPGB does argue that this process must be undertaken
under the direction of a 'left' government' . But how is this
government to be established?: '

"...at a time of mounting class struggle...

a socialist Labour and Communist majority
could be returned to parliament, and a social-
ist government established.'" (21).

For the CPGB the central question is a majority in parliament.
Token attention is paid to the bourgeois state, but the.cen-
tral question for Marxists - the VIOLENT OVERTHROW AND- SMASH-.
ING OF THE STATE MACHINE is simply dismissed. The Marxist
position on the nature of parliaments and the bourgeois state
needs to be restated here:

"In mockery of the teachings of Marx, those
gentlemen, the opportunists, including the
Kautskyites, '"teach'" the people that: the
proletariat must first win a majority by uni-
versal suffrage, then, on the basis of the
voting of that majority, obtain state power,
and only after that, on that basis ef '"con-
sistent' (otherwise called '"pure'") democracy
organise socialism.

But we say on the basis of the teachings of
Marx- and the experience of the Russian revo-
lution:

“The proletariat must first overthrow the
beurgoeisie and win for itself state power,
:and then use that state power, that is, the
‘dictatorship of the proletariat, as an in-
strument of its class for the purpose of win-.
ning the sympathy of the majority of the
toilers." (22).

And how is that state power to be achieved?

"We have already said above, and shall show
more fully later, that the teachings of Marx
and Engels concerning the inevitability of
a violent revolution refers to the bourgeois
state. - The latter CANNOT be superseded by
the proletarian state(the dictatorship of
the proletariat) through the process of "wi-

21y "'British:Road to Socialism' - 1967 editioen.

(22) Lenin - 'The Constituent Assembly Elections and the Dic-
’ tatorship of the Proletariat'.
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thering away", but, as a general rule, only
through a violent revolution. The panegyric
Engels sang in its ‘honour, and which fully
corresponds to Marx's repeated declarations -
(recall the concluding passages of 'The Po-
verty of Philosophy' and 'The Communist Mani-
festo', with their proud and open proclamation
of the inevitability of a violent revolution;
recall what Marx wrote nearly thirty years 1la-
ter, in his criticism of the Gotha Programme
of 1875, when he mercilessly castigated the
opportunist character of that programme) - this
' pdnegyric is by no means a mere 'impulse', a
'mere déclamation of polemical sally. The ne-
cessity of Systematically imbuing the masses
with THIS and precisely this view of a violent
revolution lies at the root of ALL the teach-
ings of Marx and Engels. The betrayal of
their teaching by the"now predominant social-
chauvinist and Kautskyite trends is expressed
in Striking relief by 'the neglect of SUCH, pro-
paganda and agitation by both these trends.” (23).
(Emphases in the original). .

The ' CPGB argues that'the'tasks of a 'jeft! government will
include: ' '

"Socialist nationalisation of all monopolies
and other large scale concerns in productive
industry and distriBution, of the banks and

insurance companies, and control of foreign

trade and overseas investments.

Initiation of socialist plannin; to cover the
economy as a whole;'in order to imp.ove the 7
working 'dnd living conditions uf the peop.e.'" (24).

As long as the bourgeois state remiins, as long as the pour-
geoisie hold state power, such a programme can only be & pre-
gramme for the establishment of s1ite monopoly capitalism of
the type now existing 'in the social-fascist regimes of th~
Soviet Union and most of ‘eastern Europe. Typically tt = CPGB
opportunistically attempt to use Lenin as a covar .or their
revisionism. In 'Marxism Today' of August 1974 they argue:

"The idea that the transition between capital-
ism and socialism will involve varigus stages
and take some period of time is not of course
-2 new one. In 1918 for example, Lenin argued:

(23) Lenin - 'The State and Revolution'.

(24) 'The British Road to Socialism' - 1967 edition.



"If in approximately six months time state
monopoly capitalism became established in
our ‘republic, this would be a great success
and sure guarantee that within a year so-
cialism will have gained a permanently firm
hold...the present system contains elements
...of both capitalism and socialism."" (25).

- It is a characteristic of opportunists to use quotes
from Lenin and other leaders of the Communist movement torn
out of their political and historical context. This example
of opportunism is particularly impudent. Lenin was attacking
the ultra-left opponents of state-capitalism in 1918, after
the Russian masses, under the leadership of the Bolsheviks,
had seized state power THROUGH VIOLENT REVOLUTION and were
BUILDING SOCIALISM UNDER THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT.
The CPGB attempt to use the quote.as a justification for
their support for BOURGEOIS NATIONALISATION IN A BOURGEOIS

‘STATE.

THE CPGB IS A BOURGEOIS PARTY

The CPGB is a party of state monopoly capitalism. - It
is a junior partner of the social-imperialist Labour Party.
The CPGB equates the striuggle between the Labour and Tory -
parties as a struggle between socialism and capitalism. The
Labour government is attacked not principally because it .is
a party of state monopoly capitalism but because it is not
carrying out all the allegedly 'progressive' policies ef the.
‘Labour Party manifesto. Thus the 'left' MPs who struggle for
.the implementation of the manifesto are seen as being 'pro-
gressive' and fighting for 'socialism'. The following quote
gxactly illustrates the CPGB's interpretation of., the Labour

arty: S
"In the 1964-70 period, the Labour government
acted mainly as the means of extending state
monopoly capitalism using such instruments as
the Department of Economic Affairs, the Minis-
try of Technology, and the I.R.C. MUCH OF THE
PROGRESSIVE ELEMENT THERE WAS THEN IN THE LA-
BOUR PARTY PROGRAMME BECAME MEANINGLESS FORMAL-
ITIES. The far more comprehensive and radical
Labour Party programme drafted before the re-
cent elections:UNDER LEFT. PRESSURE could it-
self be transformed into a further strengthen-
ing of the links Between big business and the
state if the Labour movement itself does not
act to prevent .this happening." (26). (Our
emphasis).

(25) The quote from Lenin is from 'Left Wing Childishness and
the Petit-Bourgeois Mentality'. It is cited in an article
entitled 'Economic Problems of a Transitional Government®
by Phil Goodwin. Goodwin is the secretary of the econemic
committee of the CPGB and presumably his views are repre-
sentative of the position of the party's leadership.

(26) Sam Aronovitch-'The Next Stage'('Marxism Today'-August 1974)
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f

Ments presented by Benn is part ef an attempt
te forestall such a challenge." (27).

The pelicies of the ‘Labour Party (of whatever wing) and
of their ideological parasites in the CPGB are, as we have
shoewn, net secialist.pelicies. The choice presented to the .

tween socialism and capitalism (er as the CPGB more vaguely
eéxpresses it, between 'progress' and 'reaction'), but rather
a cheice which enables the masses:

'TRANSITIONAL"' DEMANDS- AND TROTSKYIST REFORMISM

'"Transitienal!’ demands were first invented‘by Trotsky
in his 'Transitienal trogramme of the Fourth International!
in 1938, Medern British Trotskyist sects, from‘the-rigidly

erthedex 'Workers! Revelutienary~Party' and 'Reveluti@nary

Socialist League' (who modestly deny their existence, and

hide inside the Labeur Party-selllng_a reformist paper called

the TMilitant'), to the 'revisionist! "International Marxist
Group', all use 'transitienal'_demands in ene way or -another,
The essential theery of 'transitionai' demands is te rajse
a theory which cannet be met be met by the bourge01s.state,

Struggle fails, use-its failure to 'expose! the bourgeois
State for its inability te deliver the goods.

.~ Thus the 'Red Weekly! (ergan of the "International Marx-
ist Group') ef'13/11/75, in an article on the Chrysler Crisis (

(27) Ibid. 1

(28) Lenin - 'The State and Revolution’.
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said:

"A campaign for nationalisation witheut com-

" pensation based on plans drawn up by elected
workers'..committees opening Chrysler's books

" . would sweep through ‘the working class like

wildfire, shattering the attempts of the
Wilson government to solve the ecenomic crisis
at the workers' expense through mass unemploy-
ment'. :

’ Similarly ‘the 'Militant' of 7/11/75, in an article en-
titled 'Nationalise Don't Subsidise';, demanded of the Labour
government: e

"...nationalisation of firms which threaten

sackingsy under workers' control and manage-

ment.':L {

0F Foatcimtag i -
Not content.with’ this fearless attack on the bourgeoisie our
heroes of the R.S.L. take on the city itself;-and further de-
mand that the workers: Lo

"...fight for the nationalisation of ‘all banks
insurance companies and finance institutions,
and theirs incorpotration into' a’ state bank...
to be administered’ by the organizations of the
working class itself." £ : .
These 'transitional' demands illustrate. the correctness
of the. thesis that Trotskyism is 'Left in Form, Right in Es-
sence'!. 'Firstly; Trotskyists dare ‘confused about the NATURE
~of natienalised industries: in some vague and undefined way -
they are assumed te be in transition te socialism. The fact
that capitalist property relationships remain intact in na-
tienalised ‘industries, indeed are intensified({"pushed to an
extreme" in the words of Engels), is ignored. Trotskyist con-
fusion' on" capitalist and socialist*property relatienships is
illustrated by their belief that socialist preperty relation-
ships exist in the Soviet Union. The"state ownership of the
means of' production is for the”Trotskyists the decisive facter-
the relatienships that exist WITHIN. the formal shell of state
‘ownership;are. simply ignored. The SOURCE of their confusion,
as'with all variants of social-democracy, is that they de not
really. understand the nature of the STATE: that as the state
is a bourgeois state it will necessarily carry out policies
in the interests of the bourgeoisie.

Further the process of demoralisation which takes place
when the masses are conned into campaigns around 'transitien-
al' demands is simply not taken seriously. As in all their
mass work the Trotskyists have no conception of the mass line.
Demands are made of bourgeois governments, campaigns organised
around hacks from the official labour movement. But as for
the masses, the Trotskyists fear them, they have nothing but
coentempt for them. They substitute cynical and manipulative
learning situations for militant léadership; for mass struggle
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they substitute refd¥mist reliance on the bourgeois Labour
Rarty.

In the fight for the right to work the policy of the"
Trotskyists is objectively reformist. The various Trotsky-
ist sects all raise the demand for nationalisation as part of
their 'leadership' of the struggle for the right to work. The
'Red Weekly' in its issue of 1/11/75 said: ~

"Against the reformist non-solutions of the Labour
left and Communist Party WE MUST FIGHT THE WILSON
GOVERNMENT for the 35 hour week, work-sharing with
no loss of pay, nationalisation of all firms creat-
ing redundancies, a programme of socially usefull
public works, and the opening of the books to pre-
pare a workers' plan to defend jobj:. (Our empha-
sis). o -

Similarly the 'Socialist Worker' (organ of the 'International
Socialists) said(referring to workers at Plessey and ITT) in
its -issue of 8/11/75: : L

!"They .should occupy their factories, hold the
machinery and goods and DEMAND THAT.. THE GOVERN-
MENT nationalise the companies, under shop floor
control of manning levels".

The Keynsian econemics of the !Red Weekly' is interesting
evidence of the'continuing.degeneration of British Trotskyism
and both papers are making ‘transitional' demands on national-
isation. But.a further serious.error of both lines is their
outright reformism. Both the -I.M.G. and I.S. claim to be re-
volutionary organizations and therefore opposed to reformism,

but their reformism shines through in every word. Trotskyist

P

reformism is formal only - they all pander to the reformist

illusions of the British Labeur movement. The emphasis of
their line is to demand that THE GOVERNMENT rescue the jobs .
of the workers. In the words of the '"Internationale', instead
of boldly saying our own right hands the chains shall sever",
the Trotskyists meekly ask -for "saviours from on high deliver".
Furthermore, in peddling the reformist illusion that national-
isation can significantly help in the fight for the right to
work, the Trotskyists are betraying the long-term interests

of the working class for momentary gains,

RIGlHT;;(,)RPORTUNISM IN. THE MARXIST-LENINIST MOVEMENT

The two-line struggle in Communist .organizations is a
struggle between proletarian and‘non-proletarian,ideology: a
struggle between the ideas of Marxism-Leninism and incorrect
ideas. Right opportunism has been the principal error in the
CFB(M-L) and although significant victories have been won in
the struggle against right opportunism, it has not yet been
decisively defeated. The adoption of. the policy statement on
nationalisation was a major victory in this struggle: it is
therefore necessary to refute right-opportunist lines that
have been argued on this question in recent issues of 'MLQ'.
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DJ _IN MLQ 7 (29)

This article makes several grossly right opportunist er-
rors. DJ starts by saying that:

"The decisions of the 1973 Labour Party con-
ference and the 1974.¢lection manifesto were
probably the most 'progressive' policies a-

dopted by the Labour party since 1945".

Despite the disarming inverted commas around the word'pro-
gressive', DJ certainly has illusions about the nature of La-
bour pelicy. Part of the so-called 'progressive' policies of
the Labour Party are, according to DF, its nationalisation pro-
gramme. DJ lists, with evident approval, some of the ‘key!’
decisions of the 1973 Labour Party conference, one of which is:

'This conference considers that industry will
best serve the people of this country when
they control it, through public ownership."

This sort of vague and pious resolution has been passed '

at every Labour Party conference since the Party's formation,
It reflects the social base of the state monopoly capitalist
Labour Party in the Labour aristocracy. It is part of the an-
nual ritual dancesbetween the right-dnd:'left' wings of the
party. When:DJ goes on to discuss more specific proposals his
opportunism becomes clearer. - 'DJ quotes ‘the Labour Party mani-
festo asserting: bl ;

".../Labour's determination to énsure not only -~

that the North Sea and Celtic¢ 0il’ and gas re- o PV
sources are in full'public ownership, but that ’g?

the operation of getting and distributing them
is under:full public ownership'.
DJ's response to' this-is' not te expose it as state capitalism,’
but to say: vi. = RL N ’ ies
J'. '
"It took three -Labour governments to nation-
alise the coal :industry when the ‘industry
had 'so stagnated that it was 16 longef a vi-
able proposition for ‘private capifal to make
the necessary investments in order that coal
could be an efficient prop to the 'rest of the
‘privately owned manufactufiﬁﬁ'ﬁndﬁstriésu"

frenrn

This is apparently a bad thing! DJ doesn't tell us why.
He ignores the process of increased exploitation and oppres-
sion of the masses which accompanies state monopolisation. of
capital. ‘More importantly he ignores the fact that national-
ization is state capitalism, an expression of imperialism in‘ -

t N % TLERLEI T

———— ik

: P Vit pl L Lt v o e
(29): All quotes from DJ are ‘frofhis articee” in MLQ 7:'Expose’
the Reformists of Every Stripe and Hue'. Jhig
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‘crisis. The general agruement put (although in ch?racteris-

tic opportunist, fashion it is nowhere made explicit) makes -

""How many Labour governments will. it require
before the BOOMING PROFITS of the oil compa-
nies operating in Britain are -brought under
"FULL PUBLIC OWNERSHIP", ‘Are those companies
who in the first few months of 1974 made larg-
er profits than ever before...going to stand
idly by whilst- their 'midas toueh™ investments
ARE- TAKEN OUT OF THEIR HANDS?".,(Our emphasis).

The whole point that bJ'complﬁtely misses is that it is
tely irrelevant to the stratégic interests of the work-

State or private ownership, capitalism remains! Further, in
his confusion about the'natare'qf nationalisation he actually
OBJECTIVELY demands that Marxist-Leninists -should campaign
for the extension of State monopoly capitalism. In a passage
referring to the 'pledge' to nationalise North Sea 0il he .
says:

"oeodit is imperative that the-Marxist-Leninist
Movement is seen by the forces who have fought
for the inclusion of such a clause in the La-
bour Party manifesto to be- campaigning for  the.
Labour government .to carry out -its pledge."

For DJ the central feature of Labour policy is not that
the policies themselves are BOURGEOIS policies but that in
Some mysterious way the Labour Party is unable to conipell the
bourgeois state to carry out its policies:

"...central to its whole existence has been a
o complete adherence .to the pParliamentary systam
DU TS of government. .In other words, the'dependence'
e on the monopoly capitalist state machine for

any measures on which it legislates.’

Of course the Labour Party relies on the state machine;
THERE IS NO CONTRADICTION BETWEEN THE POLICY OF THE LABOUR
PARTY AND THE INTERESTS OF CAPITALISM ! 1DJ's outlooX 1s the
common currency of "left™ mythology. It is’ mythology which
' Paints a picture of frustrated Labour politicians being
" thwarted at every turn by 'Tory' civil servants. Again DJ

-misses the central point - the Labour Party' is a bourgeois
‘party and its policies are bourgeois policies. There is no-
. thing, nor willhtbere'ever be, in _the confercnce .decisions or

‘manifestos of the Labour Party which in any way ‘threaten ca-
pitalism - at their most radical these policies would lead
to ‘a massivé extension of statz ;sionopoly capitalism.
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tional' demands of the sort described elsewhere in this article.
DJ is, unlike the Trotskyists, at least honestin his approach:

"These policies are not presented here as ve-
hicles for achieving workers' power, because
they are far removed from that,: nor are tley
presented as issues around which we should
campaign to make secial-democracy and parlig-
ment work in the interest of the working
class but as a basis from which we can show
the inability of social-democratic policies
and metheds to make any inroads into control
of state monopoly .capitalism."_

DJ's position on nationalisation is not a Marxist-Lenin-
ist position, but a sophisticated revisionism with Trotskyist
undertones. He shares with the revisionists their opportunist
formulutions on the nature of nationalisation and the Labour
Party. He rejects their.'parliamentary .road' to socialism: that
we are agreed on, but.a fierce ideological struggle on DJ's
right opportunism is needed if a principled unity is to be reached.

JB IN MLQ 10:(30) -

. As the crisis of imperialism deepens so the pressure of
bourgeois ideology on the Marxist-Leninist movement will in-
Crease; only active ideological struggle will prevent us from
succumbing to that pressure. In this context it is instruyc-
tive to examine the positions taken up by JB in his article in
MLQ 1 and MLQ 10. The former article, despite a certain lack
of militancy-and a few minor errors, 'is nevertheless an excel-
lent statement on the ‘general Marixst-Leninist position on na-
tionalisation. In-the intervening period JB has lapsed into
right opportunism.

JB still has a generally correct analysis of the nature
of nationalisation in bourgeois society - he recognises that
it is state capitalism and.that its role is to attempt to res-
Cue imperialism from crisis. JB's opportunism takes the form
of sophisticated appeals to-take account of the contradictions
between different sections iof the. bourgeoisie, a refusal to
recognise the role of the Labour Party, and, as with DJ, a
variant of 'transitional' demands.

JB says that: (viz. the crisis of British imperialism)
"In this situation British imperialism is cer-

tain to go to ‘the wall, in a world of increas-

ing capitalist competition, WITHOUT MASSIVE

STATE INTERVENTION." (Our ‘emphasis).

Amazingly enough JB. -then goes on to argue nationalisation

(30) All quotes from JB are from his article in MLQ 10:'Spon-
taneity, Parliamentarianism and the Labour Party!'.
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should be SUPPORTED. The reason for this is that although

there is general theoretical agreement about nationalisation
as state capitalism, it breaks down when ‘we look at the role
of the principal agent of state capiatism - the Labour Party.
JB thinks that we must sSupport nationalisation because.of its
support in the organised Labour movement. -In criticising an

carticle in MLQ 8&9 (31) JB says:

"Developing a.geheralised account of the contra-
dictions generating capitalist crisis enables
NR to bypass its concrete expression in the
POLITICAL ANDIDEOLOGICAL - STRUGGLES WITHIN THE

LABOUR MOVEMENT." (Our emphasis).

criticises NR for: HE bypasses the principal aspect of nation-
alisation, that it is a result of the crisis of imperialism,
and concentrates on a secondary aspect - its base in the re-
formist illusions of the working class. TInevitably this
wrong analysis leads to-a whole string of opportunist errors.
Like DJ, JB makes ‘transitional' demands:

JB's.incorrect‘approach,is the reverse of that which he

"Only by being leaders of the demand for total
nationalisation of major industries can we max-
imise political struggles of the class and des-
troy every kind of reformism at source."

JB also has a defeatist approach to Marxist-Leninist leader-~
ship and the mass line. He says:

"The- demands for nationalisation without compen-
sation provides us with much wider opportunities
when raising fUndamental.questionsfgmbracing the
principles of commodity production, the functien-
ing of the bourgeois state, in stark contrast

to the social-democrats' policies."

The basic approach of these 'transitional! demands is, like
that of DJ, a form of MENSHEVISM. It is a defeatist and un-

and the bourgeois Labour Party. 1In contrast,: the BOLSHEVIK
method is that it is the conscious leadership of Marxist-
Leninists which is the crucial factor in exposing capitalism
and the bourgeois state. The whole method of . the exposure tac-
tic must be shown to be incompatible with Leninism: it is a
tactic which has nothing but contempt for the masses and which
imagines that they can only learn from manipulation, not from

militant leadership.

JB then constructs an incredible scheme whereby the con=-
tradictions between the Tory and Labour parties can be used

(31) 'The Labour Party and the Crisis of British Capitalism’'-
MLQ 82&9. '
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to the advantage of the masses. He outlines the differences
between Tory and Labour, Labour right and 'left', and then adk
the ingenuous question: "Are these differences. significant for
Marxist-Leninists?". He uses these differences to justify the
opportunist formulations quoted above and then tells us: '

“"The existing FORM of state capitalism obscures
the laws of capital and the realities of class
exploitation. The DEMAND for natienalisation
Creates an agenda with wide possibilities for
focusing struggle towards the heart of the sys-
tem - production for profit as opposed to use-
Creating impreved conditions for building the
ideas, politics, and organisation, for a real
revolutionary socialist movement. It widens
the fight against redundancy and rationalisation-
as already noted, stepping-up exploitation is
the main factoer behind growing state interven-
tion - throwing the rationale of the bourgeois
state and social-democracy into very sharp re-
lief. To those comrades who feel that this is
too sophisticated, that really the differences
within the bourgeoisie are of no significance,
Lenin poses some difficult observations for
your 'purism',"

This is followed by the well-known quote from Lenin's ‘Left-
Wing Communism' to the effect that Communists should take ad-
vantage of the contradictions between the '"Churchills.and - the
Lloyd Georges...on the one hand" and the "Hendersons and Lloyd.
Georges on the other" in order to expose the nature. of the-
social-democratic leaders to the.masses. JB really will have
to do better than this is he wants to SUPPORT rather than DE-
STROY his arguments. Does he really imagine that the tactical
arguments of Lenin in 1920, designed to demonstrate to the v~
masses the beurgeois nature of the Labour leaders, are rele-
vant to the current struggle inside the bourgeoisie on nation-
alisation? Apart from the fact that the masses can already
see from their own direct experience that nationalisation
means redundancies, speed-ups, low wages etc., and do not need
further experience of nationalisation te confirm it, there is
the MAIN point that the Labour Party is the MAIN SOCIAL PROP
OF STATE-CAPITALISM. JB will have to stop equivocating - does
he really belive his ewn statement that: "...British imperial-
ism is certain to go to the wall...without massive state .imter-

vention?'".

AGAINST BARGAINING OVER PRINCIPLES, CONCESSIONS ON THEORY

Considerable attentien has been paid in this article to
right opportunism in general and in the CFB in particular.
This is because particularly in the early-stages of party-
building ideolegical struggle against all manifestations of
beurgeeis and petit-bourgeois ideology is essential to guawrd

S SR TN I B P

against oppertunist degeneration. 4
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The Communist movement in Britain is in 'what Lenin termed
a "period of theoretical chaos". It is therefore crucial that
no bargaining over Principles, no concessions on matters of
theory'are‘made‘to the opportunists. This is why it is the
most gross right opportunism to say as JB does that:

"The demand for nationalisation as formulated

by. the conference decisions of the Labour Party
present Marxist-Leniqists with favourable'oppor-
tunities in waging the battle against concepts
of sOcialvdemocracy,,and-for Communist. ideas
and'ppliCies-amongvthelbest organised and most
}class-consqIOus workers."

Other comrades, active in the mass struggles of the ip-
dustrial-proletariat, advocate a similar line on the basis
that nationalisation is supported by significant numbers of
advanced workers. . These comrades, and JB, are making oppor-
tunist errors because they are making unprincipled compro-
mises on matters of crucial theoretical importance and are
objectively uniting with social-democracy and its allies in
the revisionist_and'Trotskyist movements. (32).

indoctrination Witﬁ”social-democrptic ideology. How do those
comrades who want to unite with these workers on this basis

imagine that we can break the~strang1ehold of reformism if we
makeltheoreticalzconcessions to social-democracy? Theseccom-

rades' rebellion on their knees against social-democracy is

a teacher by negative example of how NOT to fight it. Away
with unprincipled compromises! Bold and uncompromising-ideo-
logical struggle for the conviction that nationalisation is
State-capitalism is the Principal task now! ;As Lenin said:

"Nofhing is more important than to rally Aii
Marxists.who have realised the profundity of

- TAILISM

It is necessary to combat the idea, among those gomrades

who support nationalisation, that they are uniting with the

(32) See Notes. 6. ,

(33) Lenin - 'Certain Features of the Historical Development
of Marxism'.



28.

advanced workers. They are not! They are, as we have pointed
out, uniting with the time-serving bureaucratic hacks of the
official labour movement, with the LABOUR ARISTOCRACY, the main
agents of reformist ideology in the Iabpour movement. In the
absence of Marxist-Leninist leadership the mass of the workers
may well go along with these hacks: but' the demands -do not
arise spontaneously from the working.class - they arise on the
contrary out of the bourgeois ideology of the official labour
movement.,

The mass of workers who support these demands usually do
so quite unenthusiastically and because they can see no alter-
native. Yet these workers CAN see what little différence na-
tionalisation makes. In not giving them leadership on this -
question, by not applying the method of "from the masses, to
the masses'", and instead uniting with social-democracy, those
comrades who support nationalisation are guilty of TAILISM:

"Tailism in any type of work is also wrong,
because in falling below the lével of po-
litical consciousness of the masses and vi-
"olating the principles of leading the masses
forward it reflects the disease of dilatori-
ness. Our comrades muSt not assume thadt the
masses have no understanding of what they
themselves do not yet understand. It often
happens that the masses outstrip us and are
,eager to advance a step when our comrades
‘are still tailing behind certain backward
elements, for instéad of acting as leaders
of the masses such comrades reflect theg’ -
views of those backward elements and MORE-
OVER MISTAKE THEM FOR: THOSE ‘OF THE BROAD
MASSES." (34). (Our emphasis).

In struggling against tailism we are also struggling for
a recognition that our fight against some of our comrades
"tailing behind certain backward elements" is a fight to under-
stand what stage of party-building we are at. There are two
separate historical tasks in party-building. In "Left-Wing
Communism' Lenin pointed out that the first historical task is
that of "winning over the class-conscious vanguard of thé pro-
letariat to Soviet power and the dictatorship of the working
class'" a task which "could not be accomplished without a com-
plete victory over opportunism...'. The second historical
task "consists in being ablé to lead the MASSES to the new
position that can ensure the victory of "the vanguard in the -
revolution.". Clearly we are still very much at the first his-
torical stage: that of winning over the 'Class-conscious van-
guard'. That is why ideological struggle for proletarian po-

(34) Mao - 'On Coalition Government'.
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liciés. and against the opportunists in order to win over the
vanguard to a correct position, in this-case.that nationali-
sation is state-capitalism, is our PRINCIPAL task now. (35).

MARXISM-LENINISM WILL WIN!

"What is a true bastion of iron? It is the
masses, the millions upon millions of people
who genuinely support the revolution. That
is the real iron bastion which it is impos-
sible, for any force on earth to smash." (36).

Marxism-Leninism is weak in Britain today.  We are only
just emerging from the stage of anti-revisionism and entering
the stage of party-building. We have learnt many lessons in
past struggles - as we apply those lessons in party-building
the CFB(M-L) will participate in the struggle to build a re-
volutionary party which will sweep away the opportunists who
seek to divert the class struggle into the blind-alléy of re-
formism and state capitalism, and, basing itself on the
"bastion of iron", recognising that ''the masses have a poten-
tially inexhaustible enthusiasm for socialism' (Mao), will
lead the masses in overthrowing thé state machine and in
SOCIALISING, not nationalising, the means of production.

»

(35) See Notes. 7.

(36) Mao - 'Be Concerned With-the Well-being of the Masses,
! Pay'attention to Methods of Work'.
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(1)

(2)

NOTES

The extent to which British imperialism has been outstripped
by the other imperialist powers is simply illustrated by
the following tables. '

A) Gross Domestic Product(base of 100 in 1961).

1961 1974
Japan . 100 325
USA 100 185
Germany 100 160
1 S 100 125

(Source:Organisation for Economic Co-operation-and Devel-

opment (OECD) National Accounts, 1975).

B) Share of World Trade (expressed as §).

Germany 20% 259

USA 224 17.5%
Japan 7.5% 14% .
UK 168 7.5%

(Source: National Institute Economic Review, 1975).

The profits of manufacturing companies have dramatically
fallen in REAL terms over the past decade or so. The fol-
lowing table gives the amount of capital available for
investment and dividends after allowance for capital con-
sumption, stock and tax.

1961 1967~ - 1969 1973
14.5% 13.5% 9.5% 3.5%

-Although the method of economic calculation used here is

a bourgeois method it does starkly reveal the truth of -
the Marxist thesis of the falling rate of profit. The ge-
neral tendency for the rate of profit to fall occurs be-
cause of the changing organic composition of capital: as
the ratio of constant capital(plant, machinery etc.) to
variable capital(labour power) increases so the rate of
profit decreases. The increased ratio of dead labour
(machines) over living labour(the .actual labour power.ex-
pended in the course of work) inevitably leads to a fall-
ing rate of profit as it is the amount of labour expended
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‘in. the production of éommbdities which produceg the sur-
plus value - .expropriated by the bourgeoisie.. veael

It is this process which produces an investment crisis
like that which currently is crippling British industry.
Capital is- invested wherever it can make the maximum
profit (see Note-5 ). In imperialist countries this -

usually means ‘3 shift in investment from domestic indus-
try to .investment in colonies and neo-colonies.

Bfitish4inveStment at Home and Abroad.

196‘8(‘ 1971 197:2 :
Domestic. 1425 1514 1359
Abroad 350 744 1350

(Source:Financial Times, 12th Sept. 1974).

Although the Tory Pdrty is in reality also a party of
state monopoly capitalism in that it is the alternative
bourgeois party in an‘imperialist(state;monopoly,capiqn,
country, its close links with the industrial and
commercial bourgeoisie makes it difficult for it to carry
out extensive nationalisation. - The Party is compelled
because of its social base to periodically attémpt ‘to
reverse the tide of nationalisation(e.g. the ‘hivingsoff'
campaigns-, such ‘as ‘the last ‘Tory government's selling
off of Thomas Cook's, British Rail Hotels 'and Carlisle
state pubs to private enterprise). The realities of econ-
omic 1life in Britdin make ‘these attempts futile in con-
trast with the fact they dre COMPELLED to intervene in
industry at the same time(e.g. the same government's na-
tionalisation of Rolls-Royce). This fact ‘accounts for
the division of the Tory Party into ‘‘interventionist'
(Héath, Barber, Carr) and 'monetarist' (Thatcher, Joseph)

wings of the party.

The Labour Party is peculiarly suited for the role of
expanding state monopoly capitalism. An impoftant ele-
ment of. the party's ideology since its origin has been
Fabian bourgeois 'socialism' like that of the Webbs, who
saw in-state ownership “and control a means ‘of ,rescuing
imperialism from its doom. At the same time the social
base of the Labour Party in the reformist Labour Aristo-
cracy, and the reformist illusions of the masses geher-
ally, give it the mass base it needs to carry ‘out its
policies of state capitalism. The split, between right
and 'left* in the Labouf Party is not a split between
two wings of social-democrats and 'Marxists' as the
bourgeois media would have. us bélieve, but a 'split be-
tween two wings_of'social—democracy:_a~pragma;ic right
wing(Wilson, Healey, Jenkins) who are 1little different
from the 'interventionist' wing of the Tories, and a
'left*"wing(Benn, Foot, Heffer) who are ideologically
committed :to 'socialism', i.e. state capitalism.
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The funds for capital investment in industry provided
by the government come from taxation. State capitalism
shifts the burden of the capitalist crisis from the

bourgeoisie onto the backs of the working people and

thus increases their already grievous exploitation and

‘oppression. As Lenin puts it;

"Production becomes social, but appropriation
remains private.. The social ‘means of produc-
tion remain the private property of a few. The
general framework of formally recognised free' .
competition remains and the yoke.of a few mono-
polists on the rest of the population becomes

a hundred times heavier, more burdensom and
terrible". (Imperialism~-The Highest Stage of
Capitalism).

Furthermore the great increase in government spending
on investment in capitalist industry should be con-
trasted with the savage cuts in public expenditure -

on schools, hospitals, housing, transport etc.. The

misery of the people is increased still further to
prop up an odious system, the. property of .the bour-
geoisie. -

In the crisis of imperialism profits cannot be maintained
at a level sufficient to maintain the Gurrent volume of
capital. Furthermore the central dynamic of capitalism

is the quest to maximise profits:

"It is said that the average rate of profit -
might nevertheless be regarded as quite suf-
"ficient for capitalist development under mo-
dern conditioens. That is net ,true.. The aver-
age rate of profit is the lowest point of pro-
fitableness, below which capitalist production
become impossible. But it would be absurd to
think that, in seizing colonies, subjugating .
peoples and engineering wars, the magnates. of.
modern monopely capitalism are striving only
to achieve the average rate of profit. No,

it is not the average of profit, nor yet a
super-profit - which as .a rule, represents.
only a slight addition, to -the ‘average rate of
profit - but recisely the maximum profit that
is the motor of monopoly capitalism. (Stalin-
'Economic Problems of Socialism in the USSR').

(6) Lenin has strong words to saf'on the questibﬁ bfguniting

with the demands .of the opportunists:

"But this is not the point, messrs. the Kaut-
skyites. The point is that at the present
time, in the imperialist countries of Europe,
YOU ARE' FAWNING on the opportunists, who are
ALIEN to the preletariat as a class, who are
the servants; the agents of the bourgeoisie.
and the vehicles of its influence, and unless
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" the labour movement RIDS itself of them, it
will remain a BOURGEOIS LABOUR. MOVEMENT.Your
‘advocacy of 'unity" with the opportunists...

- is objectively a defence of the ENSLAVEMENT
of the workers by the imperialist bourgeoi-
sie with the aid of its best agents in the
Labour movement. The victory of revolution-
ary Social-Democracy is absolutely inevitable,
oenly it is moving and will move,is proceeding
and will proceed, AGAINST you, it will be a
victory OVER you. One of the necessary con-
ditions for preparing the proletariat for
its victery is a long, stubborn and ruthless
struggle against opportunism, reformism, so-
cial-chauvinism, and similar bourgeois in-
fluences and trends, which are inevitable,
since the proletariat is operating in a ca-
pitalist environment. If there is no such
struggle, if opportunism in the working-class
movement is not utterly defeated beforehand,
there can be no dictatorship of the proleta-
riat. Bolshevism would not have defeated the
bourgeoisie in 1917-19 had it not learnt be-
fore "that, in 1903-17, to defeat the Menshe-
viks, i.e., the oppertunists, reformists, so-
cial-chauvinists, and ruthlessly expell them
from the party of the proletarian vanguard."
(From -'The Constituent Assembly Elections and
the Dictatorship of the Proletariat' (emphases
in original)).

The importance of theory to combat 'activism', to streng-
then our political line and to SMASH -OPPORTUNIST TENDEN-

E CIES was emphasised by Lenin at a similar stage of party-

building to our own:

"Without 'a revolutionary theory there can be
no revolutionary movement. This thought can-
not be insisted upon too strongly at a time
when the fashionable preaching of opportunism
goes hand in hand with an infatuation with -
the narrowest forms of practical activity.
Yet, for Russian Social-Democrats the impor-
tance of theory is enhanced by three more
circumstances, which are often forgotten:
firstly, by the fact that our party is only
in the process of formation, its features

are only just becoming outlined, and it is *
yet far from having settled accounts with
other trends of revolutionary thought, which
threaten to diverty the movement from the
correct path. On the contrary, precisely

the very reécent past was marked by a revival
of nen Social-Democratic'revolutionary trends
++.Under these circumstances, what at first
sight appears to be an 'unimportant' mistake
may lead to the most depleorable consequences,
and only shortsighted people can consider
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FACTIONAL DISPUTES AND A STRICT DIFFEREN-
TIATION BETWEEN  SHADES SUPERFLUOUS. The

fate of Russian Social Democracy for many,
many years to come may depend on the streng-
thening of one or other 'shade'." ('What is
To Be Done' (our emphasis)). '

In struggling for this truth we are struggling not only

against right opportunism generally, but also an object-
ively right opportunist tendency in the Marxist-Leninist
movement: a tendency which worships mass work(''the nar-

rowest forms of practical activity') to the detriment of
theory. Again to quote Lenin:

"Those who have the slightest aquaintance
with our movement cannot but see that the
wide spread of Marxism was accompanied by
a certain lowering of the theoretical le-
vel. Quite a number of people with very
little, and even a total lack of theoreti-
cal training joined the movement...We can
judge from that how tactless the Rabocheye
Dyelo is when, with an air of truimph, it
quotes Marx's statement: 'Every step of
real movement is more important than a doz-
en programmes.' To repeat these words in
a period of theoretical chaos is like wish-
ing mourners at a funeral 'many happy re-
turns of the day'. Moreover these words
of Marx are taken from his letter on the
Gotha programme, in which he SHARPLY CON-
DEMNS eclecticism in the formulation of
principles: if you must unite, Marx wrote
to the party leaders, then enter into ‘a-
greements to satisfy the practical aims

of the movement, but do not allow any bar-
gaining over principles, do not make 'con-
cessions' in questions of theory. This
was Marx's idea, and yet there are those
among us who strive - in his name - to
belittle the significance of theory! (What
Is To Be Done' (emphasis in original)).

Who are the 'class-conscious vanguard'? Marxist-Léninists
understand that the advanced workers are not necessarily
those to be found most active in the.official labour move-
ment. The reformist, revisionist and Trotskyist orienta-
tion of the movement of the class struggle around the hacks
of the official labour movement must be boldly struggled
against. We will go to the masses for support for Marxist-
Leninist policies: ; '

""Engels draws a distinction between the
bourgeois labour party of the OLD trade
unions =~ the privileged minority - and
the "LOWEST mass,'" the real majority =
and ‘he appeals to the latter who are not
infected by "bourgeois respectability".
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This is the essence of Marxist tactics!...

And it is therefore our duty, if we wish

to remain socialists, to go down LOWER

and DEEPER, to the real masses. This is
the whole meaning and whole purport of

the struggle against opportunism. By ex-
posing the fact that the opportunists and
social-chauvinists are in reality betraying
and selling the interests of the masses,
that they are defending the temporary pri-
vileges of a minority of the workers, that
they are the vehicles of bourgeois ideas
and influences, that they are really allies
and agents of the bourgeoisie, we teach the
masses to realise their true political in-
terests, to fight for Socialism and for the
revolution...

The only Marxist line in the world labour
movement is to explain to the masses the
inevitability and necessity of breaking with
opportunlsm, to educate them for revolution
by waging a relentless struggle against op-
portunism..." ('Imperialism and the Split in

the Socialist Movement' (amphasis in original)).
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OPPOSE OPPORTUNISM AND TAILISM ON THE QUESTION OF NATIONALISATION

This issue of MLQ carries a policy statement and article
on the.question of nationalisation. It states clearly the
National Committee. p051t10n that nationalisation is a form
of state capitalism, that it should be opposed by Communists,
and that support for it clearly goes against the interests of
the proletariat. We also publlsh a' minority position. We
consider that despite its incorrect line; this article should
be published, but that it should be accompanied by a refuta-
tion of the minority position, in order to draw firm lines
of demarcatlon, and to continue the struggle to convince the
minority of the incorrectness of their view. "It is only in
this way that a lasting and principled unity will be attained.

The article, by Comrades DJ and DS, states that the
National Committee statement is academlc and abstract, and
that it falls into the errors’ of subjectivism and sectarian-
ism. We be11eve these criticisms to be 1ncorrect, and that
the criticisms are merely a cover for the rejection of Marx-
ism-Leninism on the part of DJ and DS. This rejéction of
Marxism- Lenlnlsm leads DJ 'and DS into a right opportunist po-
sition on Natlonallsatlon, one which leads them to' advocate
support for this pollcy of the bourgeoisie and to defend the
policies of the revisionists and Trotskyists on this question.

Strategy and Tactics.

What is the main line of attack of DJ and DS? On the
first page of their article they advance the view that: the NC
position is 'academic in its approach' precisely because the
statement does not present a detailed consideration of the
tactics applicable in every possible situation where nation-
alisation might be raised as a demand. In doing this they "
begin not with a strategic line, but with the fact that de-
mands for nationalisation are spreading and that the immediate
task is to transform these into 'mass campaigns'. They then
set about deciding the tactics for this campaign, without
pausing to consider the general principles behind their tactics.

This is a clear example of the empiricist error of ele-
vating tactics above strategy. The prime thing for a Commu-
nist organisation is policy, which is the general guide to
our work. Without this we will be like the revolutionaries
attacked by Mao, 'blind, half-baked, muddle headed revolu-
tionaries' who 'lose our bearings and vaccilate now to the
left and now to the right...' (Red Book p.7.)

The NC Statement is consequently correct to stress the
primacy of attacking the principle of nationalisation, to
point out what its essence.is, and to attack the idea that
we should argue for it now, and attack it later, when the
workers are 'ready' for this type of exposure politics. In
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popularising the line, and in fighting for it in our work we
will indeed show 'that there is no material benefit for work-
ers in the existing nationalised industries...' as DJ and DS
demand that we do. (We will net however show that returning,
nationalised industries to private ownership will strengthen.
the working class, anymore than the early socialists, in :
attacking capitalism should have argued for a return to feud-
alism.) But the aim of the NC in fighting for its policies
will not be to tail behind the revisionists and Trotskyists
in their campaigns for nationalisation, and will not be to. ,
mislead the class. The aim will be to boldly fight for Marx-
ism*Leninism in the workers movement in the attempt to build
the Marxist-Leninist Communist Party - an aim which DJ and
DS'reject completely.

Spontaneism and Tailism of DJ and DS.

Readers of the article by DJ and DS will see, from their
quotations that these comrades have read Lenin's 'What Is To
Be Done?+ It is also clear from their article that they have

not drawn the correct lessons from it. According to DJ and
DS, our present task is to '...show how in the present crisis

the demands and activities of the working class can be utilised.
to build a movement armed with a Marxist-Leninist perspective,'-

But in the present situation, where reformism dominates the

demands of the working class, this would be to 'bow down be-
fore spontaneity'at a time when the crucial task is to break.
from this ideology, to win the vanguard of the working class
to Communist politics. The slogans of the National Committee
reflect this task. :

In opposition to this DJ and DS argue that we should
support '...an intensification of the type of activities that
the working class have undertaken ever since its creation..,'
and- that we should rely on the fact that 'class struggle is .-
a fact of everyday life...'. They argue this at a point i
where state aid to Chrysler has meant thousands of redundan-
cies, where British Steel -announces thousands of job cuts, .
and where the class collaborationist policies of the TUC over
wages have been foisted on the ‘working class. How can. DJ and
DS equate 'class struggle' with Communist consciousness in
this situation? As Lenin argued discussing the strikes of
the Russian workers in the 1890's:-

"Taken by themselves, these strikes were simply
‘trade union struggles, not yet Social Democratic
(i.e. Communist -Editor) struggles. They marked
the awakening antagonisms between workers and em-
ployers; but the workers were not, and could not
be, conscious of the irreconcilable antagonism
of their interests to the whole of the modern po-
litical and social system...' (Lenin, What Is To
Be Done? Selected Works, Vol. One, p.143.

R
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Lenin is very clear on what the nature of spontaneous
class struggle is. As he argues 'The history of all coun-
tries shows that the working class, exclusively by its own
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efforts, is able to develop only trade union. consciousness,
i.e. the conviction that it is mnecessary to combine in unions,
fight the employers and strive to compel the government to

pass necessary labour legislation etc.' (ibid.)

3 THus ‘the lesson of 'What Is To Be Done?'! is surely: that
ghe "type of activities undertaken by the working class since
1fs creation' is the trade union struggle. It is only with
the leadership of a Communist Party that real proletarian
consciousnéss will develop. This is the lesson of the ‘past
100 years of the Communist Movement, the lesson which the
National Committee takes as the ba51s for its policy, and
thch DJ and DS reject completely. In their rejection of
gur 'partisan commitment to Marxism-Leninist' about which
~they ‘are so scathing DJ and DS repeat exactly the Economist
position attacked by Lenin. Like the Economists, DJ and«DS-
'worship the spontaneity of the working class movement',_and-
actively 'belittle the role of '"the conscious element' whlch
means as Lenin showed, that they are 'strengthening the- in=-
fluence of bourgeois ideology upon the workers" -
1

: ¢+ "All those who talk about 'overrating the impor-
. tance of ideology' about exaggerating the role
% of+thé conscious element,etc., imagine that:the’
- +"labour movement pure and simple can elaborate, :
£*4nd will elaborate, an independent ideology for i
11" 4tself, if only the workers "wrest their fate
from’ the hands of the leaders'. But this is a
profound mistake'". (Legin, ibid, p. 149)

CRE

‘" Yes Comrades, like Lenin we do have a partlsan commit-
méht to Marxism-Leninism' of which you are so disdainful,.we
do stress the conscious element, the centrality of. Marx;;;&
Leninist politics and ideology which you argue will 'only in-
crease the confusion existing in the movement' ! Correct po-
flicies will only be developed on the basis of such a commit-
ment.. ' They will not be developed by rejecting the science
of-Marxism-Leninism and adopting the policies of the Revision-
ists and reformists.

3 -~ What do these comrades propose to do, after they have
Tejected principles? They argue that they will 'convert
trade union politics into Communist political struggles'.
They will do this by educating the workers, and they: will.
be ‘assisted in this because:-

"The economic struggles for jobs and conditions
! are. increasingly becoming an overt expression of
political struggle as more and more 1ndustry is
showing, under its criteria of maximisation of
profit; its inability to provide jobs or the
goods necessary to maintain living standards.'’

Again, DJ and DS, in spite of quoting from 'What Is To
Be Done?' never.raise the question of the class character of
these political struggles. Are these struggles Communist po-
litical struggles, or the bourgeois working class politics
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of trade unionism? €learly, the latter. They are under the
leadership of reformist trade union eofficials, and in the
case of Chrysler this has had its inevitable result -.the ab-
scence of policies to defeat the bourgeoisie. What DJ and
DS really propose, undercover of high sounding phrases, is
merely te 'lend the econemic struggle a political character'-
a view which Lenin attacked as an attempt to 'degrade Secial
Democratic (Communist) politics to the level of trade union
politics".

This tailist and economist line is nowhere clearer when
DJ and DS begin to discuss what they mean by the 'flashes of
political consciousness' which they mention so frequently.
The content of these 'flashes' is:-

"...the understanding of the superiority of
a planned centrally directed industry over
that where competition and anarchy reign su-
preme'.

This we are told is 'in opposition to the whole system of
determining production by market forces...' But what DJ
and DS fail to see is that the firmest struggle of recent
months has not been by workers demandin nationalisation,
but has been by steel workers opposing redundancies within
a nationalised industry, i.e. a struggle against a 'planned
and centrally directed industry'. The workers of Port Talbot
are well aware that 'planned and centrally directed' redun-
dancies are no more pleasant than any other redundancies.
The example of Steel, Coal and the railways also make clear
that the laws of capitalism still operate in a state owned
industry, as long as that state is a capitalist and not a
workers state.

This error is further proof that DJ and DS reject Marxe
ist-Leninist analysis of nationalisation. They use vague
phrases about'state menepoly capitalism having many of the
ingredients of a Socialist economy' - ingredients such as
the 'planned, centrally directed use of resturces'. They

~quote Engels in their support. But again this.is another

example of the epportunism of DJ and-DS. They abstract the
arguments of Engels which agree with their line, and ignore
the bulk of this argument which oppeses it. Engels argues
clearly ia 'Anti -Duhring' that we are net centrally con-
cerned with 'ingredients', or with 'formal means' but with
the essential features of productien relations:-

"The modern state, no matter what its form,

is essentially a capitalist machine, the state
of the capitalists, the ideal personification
of the total national capital. The more it i
proceeds to the taking over of the productive |
forces, the mere does it actually become the N
national capitalist, the more citizens does

it exploit. The workers remain wage workers- !
proletarians.- The capitalist relation is not

done away with. It is rather brought te a head.



But, brought to a head, it topples over.
State ownership of the productive forces
is not the solution of the conflict, but
concealed within it are the technical con-
ditions that form the elements of that so-
lution.'" (Anti -Duhring, p.330-331.)

Private ownership is then a formal matter, capitalist relations
remain under a system of collective capitalist ownership as the
NC statement clearly states.

The 'Practical DJ and DS, and the 'Dogmatic'" National Committee.

What then are the tactics advocated by DJ and DS on the
basis of the errors identified above? .In fact there is no
Clear strategic line argued for at all. They propose a fight:
for jobs and conditions. but argue - that such a fight is condi-
tional on being linked with the demand for nationalisation.
They thus refuse to support the demand for the right to work -
we should 'gel our perspective with the positive demands of
the workers'. We should also 'initiate the investigation and.
publicity for schemes of production that could utilise the
plant and skills of the industry for the benefit of the people
as opposed to the industry'. We are thus asked to tail behind
social democracy and not to boldly combat it, we should talk
about; production’ for the people before the proletariat has state
power, - In doing this, we should "Tassociate ourselves with re-
formists of all shades who demand nationalisation®. In their
desirerto be 'practical' (a word they use many times) DJ and
DS would use the 'transitional demand' the Trotskyist device
by which unobtainable demands are advanced. But this can only
demoralise the werkers, which is why Marxist-Leninists reject
the whole conception which lies behind this style of work.

The essence of DJ and DS tactics are that we campaign,
along side reformists, revisionists and Trotskyists for nation-
alisation thereby actively assisting the bourgeoisie, streng-
thening social democratic illusions. The result of their de-
sire to be 'practical' is this sort of right opportunism, which
clearly leads them te a revisionist position on nationalisation.

The NC statement on the other hand rejects this type of
politics completely. It concretely analyses the essence of
nationalisatién, and places the task of boldly combatting it
on the agenda. Furthermore, it situates this campaign and
our slogans in the context of the struggle to build the party,
and the struggle for Communist ideology and politics, against
revisionism, reformism. and Trotskyism. It is for .these reasons
that the National Committee statement is cerrect, and the line
advocated by DJ and DS sheuld be rejected.
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NATIONALISATION.

. The CiF.B,(M.L.) National .Committee.policy statement on
nationalisation of 26.10.75 is diverting in its presentation,
confusing in its-.conclusions and academicin its analysis.
Most importantly it fails completely.in the test of its abi-
lity to provide a guide for actien to revelutionaries and

the working class that they.strive te lead in the ideolegical,
pelitical and erganisational struggle to.overthrow capitalism.

o= - . / Ol SN S Tl i a by 3
.. It is_ hoped that any policy, statements of the C.F.B. will
. .be critically examined by "reformists, revisionists and Trot-

.skyists"; by definition it is almest.inevitable that people
who currently operate under these headings:are the ones whenm
we _aim to cenvince.of the cerrectness of the analysis and ac-
tien of Marxism-Leninism. That.aim is hampered by the type
of presentatien used by the NC:in its pelicy statement on s
Nationalisation, Unsubstantiated.statements like ""and .oppese
the refermisg’peliéie;,ef,Lgbauﬁ’sﬁ'hangggs;an'Tq the rewi-
Ssionists and Trgtskyisgq,vyghe-suppqrg)Brxtisb capjitalism' ;- .

do nothing to improve.the central theme:of .the .line being «;
presented and can only provide ammunition te_the enemies of .
‘Marxism~Leninism. . The .whole policy statement _.is riddled with
.similar statements, .and consequently will direct discussien -5 .
inte a’variety of areas but the central one of NationalisSatioen.
The presentation could also lead readers to totally discard,;

"7 it.and the organisation who produced it.as -being an.irrelevance.

% S O U8

_ACADEMIC.APPROACH. ~°

.};".TbéiéﬁnfgSiQ@ in the cen¢1dsio@s”of the statement is best
111UStrated-QY-quoting from it.

"Any .support fer specific acts of Nationalisa- 2 % onl
tion can only arisé out of concrete investiga- nrcs
tion and must be secondary to our principal .
task of ideological and political eppesition
;tp bourgeois socialism." .; : ;
v . = S S g v WL 23 i AIamErE)
. .Tqué that mean that on occasions, 'concrete investigation'
will be contrary to the ideological and political pesition.of
the National Committee? As critics of ;the!NC Iine we would ..
claim, and hope te show, that indeed is the case. For the
NC itself, te make that .admission when submitting its line is.
to say the least confusing. Similarly confusion is apparent,
when.the stdtement says:= "It is irrelevant to the real inter-
ests of the working people of Britain whether profits. are in.
private or state hands." Is the NC trying to say that on oc-
casions "concrete investigation' will show that there will be
instances when the question of whether profits are in private
or state hands is relevant to the British working class? If
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the committee does consider that on occasions.it has a rele-
vance for the class, and presumably on these specific occa-
sions the committee would support the call for Nationalisa-
tion, then they should say so and give examples- of where they
consider this support should be given. If the NC considers
that there could be no occasion on which they could support
Nationalisation - as the slogans they advance imply - then
they should say that and’'nat-confuse” things by such statements
as:-

R WYL TRIT S T ¥ & TR Q. SR e 1
4 t diffetefitia ._:tggen*tge Gertetal ‘policy -
i of 'Natiénalisatidniand“Spefific:actS of Natichalsk
isatien.m i r. irsbe —Eﬁﬁ—?rf'»g-- 00 =3F fi Bmian
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& One ¢f theif&sults 6f the’dcadémicismiof the analysis’
-is shewn®in its ¢énfusiofi! “¥t"alks'of 'Conéréte investiga~
tion’jand complet8ly FAilsttblapply ¥é 8ithE¢# inP48cebtains 4
ing the political basis for the demands for Nationalisation
that :exist in’thé wéfking-¢tadsl6t in"establisHing the-econ-
omic aﬁarpeziﬁiééz-¢ritefiéﬁmtﬁit?woﬁfd”exist‘igﬁﬁhesé’}Eﬁeéf
cificuactéf‘offﬁatiéﬁé}iséﬁfdnﬁcﬁét“ﬁhE”Néicéu?d,éuppofff'”gﬁ
That *hewever -is98fily dne "6¢ tHé ‘errorstdue®to’'the -acadefiic
approach. ~THE Whold StatéféAt Faiis to re1atrs- 5 ¢he prob-°"
lens -of “the worRing'€lass heéause it £aild'fo 8Xdmife in cons
crete ‘terms-the <poPitPEatiimpticaticns ‘6f “fhe Struggles witht
in‘the‘wofking ‘c1ass ifivémérit bdsed 1 Gpon-'the hiStory ‘of‘‘the
demands £6r Natiéndl¥sation; tH& materidl réasons *£67 the sipp-
ort that exists,‘and "the '¢oftradictions“that'the démaRds Eredte
in thé:fénksIofﬁtHe«rulfﬁéﬁc}égéi*7Th€fsﬁi%éméﬁt?éf*?ﬁefﬁﬁ i
appears to be bHdsé&d soléIyiéﬁgtﬁéEprémi§éffﬁ§téaifscamﬁéfgﬂéi
that do not‘have as"ié€§icentrdTuthéme thé 'smashing £ the: -
Bourgeois ‘state -dre of ‘no (conseqience t6-the working classl '+
and<are objectivélythe "t8o¥s éf‘tﬁé“baﬁigéoisié;ﬁfWéVsay"tﬁgt
it -appedrs 'to'bé ‘the premisé bé&au§élthé diversicndiy ‘Mekhod:
and cenfusing stateméntfs MakeELi¥IdifEidult fededicsthe dons °
Crete reasons that the concluding slogans argwggggq on, If

we are correct in this assumption then it is_nécésséry that-_
the NC demonstrates concretely that there is ne material be-
nefit for workers in the ‘éXisting “Nationslised "indfistrids and
that any extemsion of nationalisSati6i ‘can‘iead 6R1yS®ifiTdRe tlf
direction - that is the greater exploitation of the working
class and thé censolidation ’6f tle ‘stfength of “the “Bdlirgeoisie.
Within this it is tHeFéfgré& inctmbent “6n the ‘NE #§ 'show 'that
the working class would be stréfigthénéd 4nd 'the bourgeoisie
weakened if the ‘alréady ‘nationd¥jised industriés wetre ‘féturned
to private ownership. The academié?apprédch of “tHe 'péTicy
statement’' is alse illustrated in its failure to recognise

the ‘inter=rélatioiskip bétWeen-Campaigns fof Hationalisation
and spébific’demaﬁﬁs;féf“jdb§f§ﬁé?€éﬁdgﬁiqﬁs;7ft1faffsfto’t§3e
intoaccount or understand “thé ‘fatérial basis “for :tHE ‘suppdrt
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Marxism-Leminism ‘i's "ot dmw‘abstract theoty 'thdt atfempfs ‘te *
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As a guide to action thefpolicstpatemeqt fails completely.
Because of its own .inability to recognise the basis for the
support that.exists for nationalisation and consequently its
failure to examine that basis, thevN.C.-iS'totally unable in
its statement to show how in.the present crisis the demands
and activities of the working class can be utilised to build
a movement armed with a Marxist-Leninist perspective capable
of taking on and defeating capitalism in its entirety. The
only conclusion that the N.C. can draw is that the working
class must not "beg the Bourgeoisie to save their jobs" but
must increase their militancy. What does the Statement say ..
as a way forward for the class. "Not mationalisation but  the
right to work! Opposition to the sack based on factory occu-
pations, resistance to redundancies and short time working,
solidarity strikes. etc." Leaving aside the underlying arro-
gance of the equating of working class campaigns with begging
from the Bourgeoisie, we can see that the only direction that
the N.C. can give is to call for an intensification of the
type of activities that the working. class have undertaken, -
ever since its creation. Class struggle is a fact of class
divided 1life. Militancy is a necessary ingredient in that
class 'struggle and an ingredient frequently displayed by the
working class of the whole capitalist world. Is the National
Committee claiming that the lack of.revolutionary advance in
Britain is due only to lack of militancy? The statement says
that the development of that militancy will help the working’
class develop. '"With Marxist-Leninist leadership, a con- -
sciousness .of the power that they have, will help them to de-
velop the independent, revolutionary fighting spirit needed
for the eventual overthrow of the capitalist system." Nowhere
in the N.C. statement is this essential ingredient of 'Marxist-
Leninist leadership' described nor is it explained how it is
to be established in the struggles surrounding the issue of
nationalisation. A partisan commitment to Marxism-Leninisn,
parodied with a presentation put forward:without analysis gand
with no concrete examination.of the relevant issues will not
achieve leadership for the revolutionary forces, but will
only increase the confusion existing in the movement and mul-
tiply the sacrifices to be made by the class in the struggle
to overthrow capitalism. '

"The. asks. of the Communists however are not
exhar sted by political agitation on the econ-
omic ’ield; their task is to convert trade
unior. politics into the Communist political
consciousness which gleam. in the minds. of the
workers during their economic -struggic for
the purpose of raising them to the level of
Communist political consciousness." (1)

(1) Lenin - 'What Is To Be Done?' (Though in the original
text Lenin uses the term 'Social Democratic' - in 1975
it is more politically accurate to use the word
Communist). '
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NATURE OF THE STATE AND QUESTIONS. OF OWNERSHIP.

In the current situation of capitalism's economic crisis’
and its developing breakdown of political institutions, a fun-
damental aspect of the work of Marxist-Leninists is the ‘de-
velopment in the working class movement of an understanding
of the composition, the purpose and role of the whole bour-
geois state apparatus. The present debate and demands sur-
rounding the issues of nationalisation preésent us with an
arena where the nature of the state can be demonstrated in
practical terms and where:the necessity of, and metheds need-
ed for the overthrow of that state can be ‘shown. However
that task will not be fulfilled if, as the N.C. statement ad-
vocates, we restrict our activities to 'touch line shouting'
and do not immerse ourselves in theé movement to the extent
of discovering the aspects of the demands that are positive
in that they reflect a material desire on the part of the
working class for concrete changes in the running of indus-
try that will benefit them in conditions of work and job se-
curity. We will be an irrelevance in these struggles if we
work from the premise that the movement will arrive at an
evaluation of the state common to our own spontaneously, and
without the experience of struggle for demands that show in
practice the correctness of Lenin's 'State and Revolution'.

The economic struggles for jobs and conditions are in-
creasingly becoming an overt expression of political strug-
gle as more and more industry 'is showing under its criteria
of maximisation of profit, its inability to provide jobs or
the goods necessary to maintain living standards. In this
situation the demand for nationalisation is an expression of
the rejection of the private ownership of the means of pro-
duction and in that sense is indeed "a flash of political -
consciousness gleaming in the eye of workers." The N.C.
should recognise that "flash of consciousness'" and not re-
legate it to something of no consequence as it does when it’
says "ownership is a formal question, which can take many
forms." = Another "flash of political consciousness" included
in the campaign for nationalisation is the understanding of
the superiority of a planned centrally directed industry
over that where competition and anarchy reigns supreme. That
aspect 'is one that the N.C. should attempt.to utilise and
maximise into one of opposition to the whole system of de-
termining production by market forces, and not ignore, as it
does in its policy statement. - Nowhere does the N.C. recog-
nise the inevitability of the -development of Capitalism in-
to monopoly capitalism and state monopoly capitalism, and
neither does the recognition emerge that state monopoly ca-
pitalism has many of the ingredients of a Socialist economy,
i.e. the planned centrally directed use of resources.

"State ownership of the productive forces is
not the solution of the conflict, but it con-
tains within itself the formal means, the key
to the solution.'" (2)

(2) Engels - 'Anti-Duhring?s fo008 wiAilr i
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tunately seems to have blinded them to the positive aspects
of the campaign for nationalisations.amongst"the working _
class movement and to thercontradictions'that“are demonstrated

The Government plans for the aircraft industry only in-
clude the nationalisation of three firms. Hawker Siddeley,
British Aircraft Corporation  and Scottish Aviation. The other
Sectors such.as Westland Helicopters, Rolis Royce, Dunlop e
Aviation, Lucas . Aero Space, etc. are omitted, as.are all the
sub-contractors and suppliers of the industry. It is easily
demonstrated that the proposals are irrationa; when judged

private ownership of large profltabkgksections, though un-
doubtedly they will continue to reap the benefits of the re-
search and development costs borne by the state, It is aiso
common knowvledge in the industry that plans are being de-
veloped fcr its re-organisation and rationalisation that will
result in aassive attacks upon jobs. Along with this the
'authorities! are hoping to erect 'worker participation®
schemes to better facilitate their plans.

In this situation it is objectively.simple“for Communists
to demonstrate the class character and controi of the state
and also to use the fertile ground provided by the Governmerit
proposals, to develop an industry-wide movement geared to fight
for jobs and conditions, In the concrete conditions of the
industry we have to advance slogans and initiate campaigns foy
its complete nationalisation, to work for a grass roots orgarn-
isation committed to use its industrial strength against any
sackings and attacks on working conditions. Also for us to I
initiate the investigation and publicity for schemes of pro- |
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duction that could utilise the .plant and.skills.of the indus-
try for the benefit of “the people as opposed to:.that of the
monopoly capitalist state. "fn-doing this we:will be able to
gel our perspective with' the positive demands of the workers
and begin to build the type-of understanding and movement re-
quired to overthrow capitalism.and its state.

The Labour Party captures,.whenever.it. can, the feelings
of many of the”working‘ciass;“and;twistsothemwin;the interests
of the bourgeoisie. For example;take the.slogan “Public ac-
countability for public money*.- ~They have used this demand
to try and foist on the working 'class schemes of class colla-
boration under the guise of twcrker participation' and 'in-
dustrial democracy'. We must do.the opposite.

"The Communists fight for the attainment of
the immediate aims, for the enforcement of .
the momentary interests of the working class,
but in the movement of the present they also
represent and take care of the future of that
movement.'" (3)

Similarly if we look at the motor car industry we can
recognise the positive aspects of the demand that the state
provides security of jobs. This demand is not one of '"begging
the bourgeoisie" for jobs as portrayed by the N.C. but one of
asserting that the class that provides all the wealth of so-
ciety has the right to demand of that society the right to
work. In our support of that aspect of the campaign we can
easily demonstrate in a very practical way that the state is
not a neutral overseer of the affairs between the employer
and employed, but is the tool of the whole employing class.
Also in the motor car industry (as indeed in aircraft, ship-
building, oil docks, etc.) is the call for nationalisation
without compensation. When this is associated.with the whole
industry the opportunities for advance in working class con-
sciousness and organisation, and the intensification of con-
tradictions in the ruling class are enormous. This industry
with its sub-contractors and suppliers, with its overseas in-
vestments and its American penetration here in Britain employs
over a million workers. The call for complete nationalisation
without compensation directs the campaign at large areas of
finance capital and at U.S. Imperialism's holdings in Britain.
It is an essential part of the job of Marxist-Leninists to do
the investigation to provide the facts and demonstrate the
size of the task that such a campaign sets itself. In such
a situation Communists cannot stand aside and shout 'Socialism'
from the side lines, but they have to-listen to the demands
of the class, recognise the material conditions from which
the demands have emerged and attempt to demonstrate that in
fighting for jobs, against speed ups and for higher wages and
by linking these demands to 'nationalisation without compen-
sation' the working class are placing demands on Monopoly Ca-
pital and its state that it cannot .provide. In this way we
begin to play a part in the recognition by the working class
that class struggle alone, albeit waged with great militancy
and courage, is not sufficient to bring into being the condi-
tions of work and the richness of 1ife for which the ambitions
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of the class sparked off the very.struggles in which they are
engaged. Immersed in these struggles’ in the” ‘way described,
we ¢an help to extend cldass struggle into. ‘the arena of the
recognition thatiit is the.overall control-of the employer
that has to be,defeated it-is the- state ‘machine  that has to

be smashed.

EXPOSING SOCIAL DEMOCRACY.

Again the demands for the. natlonallsatlon of the oil in-
dustry included in the Labour: Party manifesto have the posi-
tive aspects already mentioned in other industries and also
allows us to deepen the: exposure of‘Social 'Democracy in office-
by contrastlng the Manifesto with: the proposals of the Wilson
Government for 51% control.with madsive.compensation to the
multi-nationals. .If.we.are to:do-this~ ‘successfully we need
to associate ourselves with. those in.the Tralle Unions and La-
bour Party who fought' for: ‘the inclusion.ofthe demand in the

programme of the Labour Goverament:. -This shows us as being

on their side in the struggle for. democracy in the Labour move-
ment and with them in theéir recognltlon that 4 Socialist Bri-
tain will need a centrally controlléd "and ‘co-ordinated power
1ndustry. In that association we can demonstrate in a way

and in an arena that ‘ensures we aré ‘listened to, that the
struggle for workers power cannot be waged by legislation, no
matter howprOgressnre9 at Westmlnster in ‘the Council House,
Scottish or Welsh AsSemblles, or by rellance on Social Demo-.

.cratic methods and programmes . nd matter ‘how well 1ntent10ned

We can show in practical campaigns and by the anaIy51s we draw
from them, that to achieve our mutually desired goal - a So-
cialist Br1ta1n ~ the working class will have to take control
of its own industry with its own methods "and will have to run
it with its own criteria and inStitutionhs~if ‘employment, con-
ditions and social usefulness . are.to: be extended. .

"Communists must never separate themselves from
the majority of thé people or:neglect them by
lteading only a few. progressive.contingents in

an. isolated and rash advance, but must take care
to forge close links between the progre351ve ele-
‘ments and the broad masses. THis is what is
meant by thinking in terms of the majority." (4)

NEED FOR INVESTIGATION OF EXISTING NATIoNALISEDkINDUSTRY.

No on: in the C.F.B. would argue that dtlonallsatlon is
a step towards socialism or that extensive natlonzllsatlon .
would mean that Socialism had arrived.. Nevertheléss it 'is hn—
fortunate that the N.C. neglected to. demoustrate this in a con-
crete manner by an examination, howéver brief, of the situa-
tion in the already natlonallsed industries. An examination
along these lines strengthens tremendously the contention that
programmes advanced by reformists- and revisioenists no matter -
how radical in content, remain mere words unless they are.as-
sociated with the ‘need for 1ndep€ndent working class struggle
direé¢ted dgainst thé centre of ‘capitalist poweT - the bourgeois
state. The experiences of the nationdlised industries show
this aspect of the politics of the C.F.B. as clearly gs any.
Massive compensation.paid.to the.former.owners, the sypply of
cheap energy and.other facilities to.private manufacturing

s

(4) Mao - 'Selected Works' Vol. II, p. 201.
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" ‘industry, the salarie$ and conditions enjoyed.by:Chairmen and

*industrial relations men' of the industries. compared to the
other employees, the output per man. figures: and.the massive
redundancies in rail, toal,-steel, electricity supply, the
way that successive governments have uséd nationalised indus-
tries as wage policy proving grounds ete. etc. These and nu-
merous other examples (and every industry has its own parti-
cular story to tell) demonstraté-in.a.practical:-way that the
class character of an industry.is determined.by the class
that owns and runs the state. ~The. reasons: why.the various
representatives of the bourgeoisie have: found it necessary

" to nationalise certain industries.are correctly identified
in the opening few sentences of the N.,C. resolution. Capital
will invest only where it can achieve.a.maximum: return, and
British manufacturing industry has practically ceased to at-
_‘tract any finance capital, Similarly research and develop- .
-ment costs that in modern industry are increasingly expensive
but necessary for survival,  do not attract capital because
the time :scale as well as ‘the rate of profit is too slow.
The state is forced to intervene in certain industries and .
provides the necessary funds for the continuation of thdse’
indudtries due to the overall needs of the state as opposed
to the particular aims of-‘individual 'sections of capital.

©° _Details of already nationalised industries are essen-
tial tools for Marxist-Leninists in the struggle to build

a movement, based on the current state.and.consciousness

of the working class, capable of overthrowing capitalism.

It is necessary for us, in our campaigns in the motor and

- aircraft industries etc. to build support within the cur-
rent campaigns for nationalisation, for muTti-Industry,
multi-union organisation to oppose sackings, speed ups and
wage cuts,. to -be able to show concretly the effects of state
ownership on workers who saw nationalisation as an end in
itself. The coal industry is a prime example of this. We
have to be capable of explaining how and why for éxample
there were 710,000 miners working for the N.C.B. in 1957,
401,000 in 1967 and 264,000 in 1973; why since 1947 almost
7,000 minets have been killed at work, over 32,000 seriously
injured at work and many thousands more have choked to death
with pneumonoconiosis.- (5) : :

Also we can show that during the period of national-
isation output per man.shift has increased from 21.85 cwt.
~to 42,06 in 1971/72.: These facts alone demonstrate the
-efficiency of nationalisation compared to.the old private
. owners, and at ‘the same time the ruthless disregard for:
conditions and lives.displayed by both. " These are the types
-~ of facts so necessary:for us to have, bath to substantiate
' any analysis:and pelig¢y stateéfient and at the same time pro-
" (§) See evidence of working-conditions given to Wilberforce

~ 'in Hughes and More, "A Special Case? Social Justice.and:
_ the Miners." ' Penguin 1972, .0~ " " - '
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vide the basis-for-a:guide to.action.. If.the: N:C. continues
to deal in abstract-formulations- as: used:inits statement on
nationalisation‘then?itfwiilnfinish“up:talking?oniy‘to itself.

LEARNING FROM ACTUAL-CLASS STRUGGLES.

If Marxist-Leninists.are to_involve themselves in the
struggles of the“working;ciasstand:if"theyfdon!t”do that -
there can"be:no:more“reasonmfor-theirfexistence“than there
is for the Oxfcrd‘Union:Debating:Societyj'theyimust acquaint
themselves with the specific.problems-of.the class and an
ability to fecognise:all*aspects'of‘a question. A ready
made formula, applied dogmatitally?;p*any'situatioh:is not
the method of‘that}1iving;sdience:MarxisméLeninismﬁ Unfor-
tunately the N,C.:policy:statementiqn;natioﬁaliSation has
all the marks of such: a dogmatic approach. - .

The future for the working class’ movement in Britain
however is not so. bleak as the plea.for militancy-of the N.C.
would indicate. There.have"been"tremepdou§'strugéles‘by‘thg
working class for the“rightzto;work5;t0”£hqfextent that to-
day not even the mpStfeconomistichpf,;efbrﬁiSthrade‘Uniqn.
Official can openly Side“with;tHEQBMplpyerfonfa“redundangy"
issue. This'Ievel of consciousness.in the class was first de-
monstrated in the mid 50's in the tremgndpus_gtrygglps;bfgthd
Midland car’workers against.thc,proposed;rédundanciés%nTﬁpieﬂ
struggles, for the first time, established the right to work-
sharing as opposed to the sack. ' : . = = OO

The struggles of the‘Frehch‘ahngtalian,Wotking clééﬁ,
with the development.of 'sit ins® -and:factory-occupations ° :
have taught léssonS"from,U:C;S.,to;FishprfBenqix,“ The mass- -
ive demonstration for the Right" toWork on November the 26th,:
against the Labour. Government and . against’ the advice of the'
T.U.C. General Council demonstrated- a readiness to fight.
All this‘is not to‘say"tHét*fhe.wdrking“cla;§“mpy¢ment is
not still_grippedeith:;he politics:pf.reformism?and grdadu-
alism, but it does demonstrate that the conditions for re-
volutionary advance aretemerging'if:onlyfrevglytionaries
can find the methods‘and“analySes-nqcessaryttb¥af&’that‘ad;
vance. Unfortunately the N.C. policy.statement does not.

""No political party can.possibly lead a great

revolutionary movement to.victory unless it

possesses a revolutionary theory and a know- -

ledge of history and has a.profound grasp of

the political movement." (6 : ,

D.J. & D.5.

(6) Mao - Selected Works Vol. II, p. 208.




LOWER AND DEEPER INTO THE PROLETARIAT

The purpose of this article is mainly to argue against
JBs formulation in MLQ 10 about who.the 'advanced workers'
are. JB says they are ''those elements who still actively
identify with the Labour Party and the struggle for democracy,
and the impleméntation of conference decisions, who in fact
present the greatest potential for communist ideas because
of their experiences and contacts'. (p.23). ‘This formulation-
will be criticised specifically later in the article.

. The major error in JBs article - and this is also a cri-
ticism of all the articles in the polemic on social democracy -
is that it fails completely to come to grips with the funda-
mental question of what is the material basis of the strength
of reformist and social-democratic ideology within the pro-
letariat. This must be clearly identified, before going on
to confront the contradictions currently within the working
class and before identifying which sections of the working

class are the most advanced.

. At this time in Britain social democratic ideology must
be clearly seen as the major enemy within the proletariat.
It is the ideology which constantly attempts to divert the
proletariat from its historical task of revolution; it is the
ideology which denies the primacy of class contradiction in
this society; it is the ideology of the bourgeoisie, and its
material basis is the British bourgeoisie's imperialist plunder
of other countries. The historical role of imperialism is
to alleviate and delay the crisis inherent in capitalism by

1) creating new markets for commodities

'2) creating new opportunities for investment

3) providing new cheap raw materials

4) providing cheap new sources of labour-power.

For a limited time, this strategy is successful far the
capitalists. The conditions are favourable for expansion
of industry, increased demand for.commodities and, of course,
increased profits. Imperialism allows the development and
extension of bourgeois democracy within the heartlands of
imperialism by the ability to grant economic reforms demanded

by workers. '

The British working class as a whole began to organise
itself into trade unions at the same time as the British
bourgecisie was in its imperialist heyday. ~The super profits
squeezed out of the oppressed countries paid for the improved
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living and working conditions of the proletariat at home.
Without this, the proletariat could never have been led inte
a general acceptance of economic reform as the solution to
their own exploitation and oppression.

This, then, is the importance of social democratic ideo-
logy to the bourgeoisie. Before imperialist expansion ca-
pitalism granted reforms to only a relatively small section
of skilled workers in order to identify their interests with
those of the bourgeoisie; imperialism and its super-profits
created the conditions for extending these reforms to the
whole of the working class. The obvious reason for the bour-
geoisie is that it is always in the interests of a ruling
class to rule by consent rather than force, whenever that is
possible. Turning the whole of the proletariat into "labour
aristocracy" of the world laid the basis for the deep conta-
mination of the class by -reformism, and laid the basis for
an essentially docile workforce.

In recent years, because of the unrelenting struggles
of the people of the world against imperialist domination,
the capitalist crisis has become more -acute. But now there
are few, - if any - opportunities for new markets, etc. So
the crisis is pushed onto the backs of the workers in the
imperialist countries with the evident results of unemploy-
ment, wage freezes, cuts in social spending, etc.

The fact that social democracy can still generally hold
its own, even without the material crumbs that have been
used in the past to back it up, shows just how pervasive and
deep rooted is the ideological corruption of the proletariat,
S0, many workers agree to ""tighten their belts" in the '"na-
tional interest" - NOT to give up the fight, but to limit
the fight to the arema provided and recognised by the bour-

‘geoisie and its state. In doing this the workers are for-

feiting their own class interests for those: of the bourgeoi-
sie. d

What must Marxist-Leninists do?

This analysis is not presented as an argument for not
invelving in the struggle against social democracy, quite
the opposite; it is an argument for combatting social demo-
cracy in the correct way and in the correct arenas. JB and
DJ fail in their understanding of the arena of struggle. It

is not our immediate task to defeat social demeocracy in the
working class, -but to win over and rally those who have al-
ready rejected many aspects of social democracy to proletarian
politics and organisation. 'This is why we struggle against
the 'traitors to the class' in the trade unions, etc.

JB correctly quotes Lenin's advice that we must not re-
frain from activity "right in the midst of the proletarian
masses". DJ correctly says that we cannot "stand aside from
the struggle for Trade Union direction™. Of course not. It
is our duty to bring Marxist-Leninist politics into the every
day lives and struggles of the workers, precisely in order



to lead the ''struggles against the traitors to the working
class'". But, objectively, what JB is condoning is working
right in  the midst - not of the struggles against the trai-
tors - but of the traitors themselves. We must work in Trade
Unions to get rank and file support for our exposure of bour-
geois ideology. We cannot see our priority as winning over
those who still have strong illusions in that ideology, and
are actively carrying it out.

Who are the advanced workers?

Advanced workers must be seen as those who are the most
politically advanced at this stage - those who are most aware
of their exploitation and oppression that they suffer under
capitalism, AND who are disillusioned with bourgeois solutions
and parties. Without Marxist-Leninist leadership such people
can, and will, sink into apathy and cynicism, -distrusting
all 'politigéians', While in itself this is a bad thing, and
can lead to demoralisation -and defeatism, the positive as-
pects of it are dominant -~ they have to one degree or an-
other seen through the farce of social democracy and its in-
ability to.significantly improve their lives. With correct
leadership these people will become the real proletarian
"activists'" and fight defiantly for their class interests

against bourgeois ideology.

These are the people who '"present the greatest poten-
tial for communist ideas'. Present levels of activity and
militancy are not, in themselves, indications of class con-
sciousness - rather correct practice and proletarian mili-
tancy will stem from a correct class stand.

To fight in the midst of the masses

Trade union branch meetings are not the only arenas of
class struggle, though they are important. The major arena
for our struggle must be the shop floor. We work in the
Trade Unions not to be super-militants, but to learn to apply
Marxism-Leninism to the concrete situation of the work place.
Our main task is to seek out, develop and oranise, the most
advanced elements., It is precisely the social democratic
practice that means that many workers, -although having.  been
disillusioned with secial democracy, will not attend branch
meetings regularly. That is why we must go deeper and deep-
er into the ranks of the proletariat to organise these ele-
ments into communist cells. This is our main task - to draw
clear lines of demarcation with.social democracy, to take a
clear unwavering stand on the side of the proletariat, to
carry out the building of communist cells at the place of
work. Until that has been achieved, and until these cells
have built the respect for our political stand, then em-
phasis on the seeking of official positions in the trade
union meeting is diversionary.

So, while we are in what has been called 'the first
historical stage ' - that of winning over the vanguard - we
will rarely have the political strength and deep roots in
the masses to lead mass struggle.
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-Our -current task is primarily propagandist: to spread
'many. ideas' on a whole range of questions among the 'few!

‘whose respect we: have earned, .

In‘order to develop and win leadership over these work-
ers we must clearly distinguish ourselves from social demc-
cratic activists and militants, and from all self-name’ re-
volutionaries, who constantly shore up social-democraci::
ideology by putting demands on it and making deals with it,

‘At ‘the present: stage of a.generally low political con-
sciousness within: the proletaziat“we~gain=credibility fop
ourselves initially by our style of work, and only later by
our general political line.. -

o

Te win support and respect from the grass root workers
it is impoertant for communists to be “A). honest to the work-
ers by 1) not hiding our own politics, 2) not making oppor-
tunist errors of failing to -tell workers of: problems and mis-
takes in order tcybe~agcepted;-B)‘hardworking’f to be pre-
pared to be invelved in the mundang‘tasks:and_not.just seek
the: limelight; C)Lreliablefq.to:consistﬁntly'apply_Mﬁrxism-
Leninism. and to make our positions clear even when we. are
in the minority, and not to waver from'that'position; D), de-
mocratic -:not to wheel and deal behind'pecple's,backs, not
to pack meetings. or- use bureaucratic procedures to determine
the outcome of a struggle. This means being- prepared by in-
vestigation to,.educate the workers with. the facts, and strive
to lead them to a correct decision, rather than reply on
powers of argument ‘and rhetoric; E). to be.real activisis -
net to do everything 'on behalf of ' -the.workers. - but tp lead
them in their own activity. . A Communist activist must al-
ways be engaged in trying to build up a cell of gcrivists at
work;. F) to be a ?tribuna;of‘the-peopleﬁfv to make concrete
investigation of ‘conditiens of the workers,, to determine what
workers: are most concerned -about, what the specific issues
are at any time. It is through struggles on specific issues
that communists must break down any economist tendency and
struggle for a pelitical perspective.

It is only by such an open and simple method of work
that we can sink roots deep in the proletariat znd become
trusted by them. It is only by such a iethod of work that
We can expose all the reacticnary elements in the proleta-
riat. As DB correctly pointed out (MLQ i0. Vste Labour is
Tailism) one of the strongest aspects of socciali~democratic
ideology :s the stress it lays on.a docile and passive work-
ing class. The contradiction betwesn this passivity and the
working class spontaneous Struggie to aefend and improve its
material conditions is generally rescivad by hrowing up
‘leaders' from the ranks of the working class to cdake on
themselves the responsibility?of»struggiing agalusi the in-
dividual capitalists or the state.

In this way the representatives of the workers become
iselated, and coerced into working and thinking entirely
within the apparatus ef the bourgeois state. This can only
serve to increase the pressure of social-democratic ideology
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on those 'leaders' and it is not surprising that they often
become the most hard-bitten reformists, seeing themselves,
and being seen by the workers, as '"saviours from on high".:
Only the mass invelvement and activity of the grass roots
can withstand such pressure, by teaching. the workers the
collective power that they have to act independently and

in the firm interests of their own class.

SUMMARY

The fruits of imperialism laid the basis for the spread-
ing of social democratic: ideology deeply throughout the pro-
letariat: the material benefits to workers masked the ‘bour-
geois and repressive aspects of that ideology. ' With the in=
creasing crisis of imperialism in the world social democracy
is being forced more and more openly to ‘take up its stand
alongside the overtly bourgeois ideologies, and is in fact
dominating. them as the only means of alleviating the present
crisis. To do this it is becoming more repressive to the '~
workers and relying on the deep rootedness of reformism in-
the class to maintain good relations and cooperation; even
without many of the material bases of the past. Those work-
ers actively fighting for social democracy dre the ones most
taken in by the ideology and most blind to the erosion of
the conditions for workers. We must break through the super-
ficial 'activity' and go deeper into the proletariat to ’
seek out those who have ceased to support a system and a
party that they can see does not serve their interests.

: R S

At present there is no’' alternative. Our present main
~ task is to build the alternative ideology and organisation.
We must rally and activate these advanced elements around
communist-led cells that uncompromisingly oppose all forms
of oppression and exploitation, and uncompromisingly expose
the main ideological enemy - social democracy - 'right' and
'left'. ' T E

J.T.
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THE SOVIET UNION IS A SOCIAL IMPERTALIST STATE !

THE SOVIET UNION IS A SUCIAL IMPERIALIST STATE !
Resolutiﬁﬁ“ﬁﬁ“SEEIET:IﬁpE?iaIism'passed at the National
Committee of the CFB(ML) o ‘ i

esolution on Social-Imperialism passed at the Nitional

OB RS INATLOnET chomTETtREOT Phe CFB (ML) 6xpi Tcifly dedlsres
CLAE TN .

e~ Soviet Union is a social-imperialistAstate,ﬁsbcialf

1§t AR HeB4S 12nd nimperiabis thin Cdedds. rulédd By 1y Herlatge-

BOnepaly: %@Eﬁ%&lﬁatobﬂugg@okstéa@i@hm&n&iﬁpéﬁ%gﬁﬁ§@,c§@§§al-

%%%%%QF%%rd%séhﬂsi@g@mi@Qimtednowbqﬁp,thgd@dhmupﬁsﬁewaﬁgfte—
ey 3" capitalist bourgeoisie with an imperidlist clas’s

. g Remm A A7 e ,
character, as has been pointed out by the Communis® Party

hina!' T : : . ]
fﬁ%cgﬁééihg of this resolution follows continued polemic with-
in the CFB over the nature of the Soviet Un;pn.‘xl)1 Thisé%%%
S G Lolilowed thel sresolutinininf dthievSecumd: iSpen 41 Gunar 44l th-
&e;gk&%pﬂ;% Crnd was waged againsft tthe Sopfoxttulniion and )" d s 0 ?
%%Hﬁﬁ??féﬁidﬂﬁﬁttﬁﬁﬁ@ﬁuﬂﬁnnghmn(n&d@mg1&Eq&nﬁjﬁggquﬂyétggqgfme_
Meeting, and was waged apainst thg dpgqrtunlst.aﬁd :diffuse
aspe A€ A1, weaknesisyOiforthaitn resddu thienr sash thatonte Gppbhne .
tunistically avoided characterising the class nature, of the .
Sovietrlinion. Jnsitead off speakings ofiai TiTing ©las sit’igppor-
spokes Ofcd ney rudingd forcesdheriisitendt ot ¢ Sovd ata Savd AF THhe
PeX AL ST dit, useds thed tefrmsPSelvivesr Révd sToninm 'Sl and, ik tead
of, attacking. they Sovd etto Pndo h} asnataag oxt ehBayi oF thel Wb rigts
PEOPlesi i vagcidatethoverritheS seird bulmebsi ol wh e, thie A=t ;?d
posed: bycithey SevdetoUhdoninion as a majur ememy of the world's
peoples it vaccilated over. the seriousyess)qf Fhe threat
osedNhakingsthese Gatroxrs the earlier resolution failed to .
apply Marxism-Leninism rigourously. This was a serious_error
in a P?ﬁiﬂékﬂhgntﬁbgeS@VietSUﬂﬁehéPpQéSrgrgTQWQﬁgu@h§ga%§daﬁﬁ
whepi Ferdsiondsmeandi Imorskydsmucontinlieiton8dwacoATig hgs rroT
idgag poongstykbe m§§SBSLQencﬁmﬂingpmhesnatgréweﬁgsgéigigsmgnd
TonxgaghvasclearmcladsTpositiony itnisness&ntiay EOrETadRiy .
gfﬁéﬁsth%o$§§§'Ehatmas5@ﬁi@&istvsécietycne@égssi%5té§0%ﬁé%5mu
thg pEglatariat holdssstateipower,iandsissaciivelytengdpadly
i§r§9§§§§HFE§€§:éhﬁ@dia&istaéEemomygquﬁegeﬁﬁggié&é@@ghfbaéf _
aggenyinecbommunistlRartyatel fotheseuddndsticnsd vary ﬁ@ﬁﬁgﬁé .
P{ﬁseﬁﬁst?hé@iﬁgcapiﬁalﬁstsrestonanignumésgl@kyslﬂgggfgﬁépgo;
As Magyhas peimtedseuParsy. If thése cofldFr rovs dre nov
present then a capitalist restoration is always pOSSlbléa
As Magog¢dalistnsediety coevers a considerably long
historiCal period. In the historical period
ofigseghalismg othere aveestibl colassles yvdrasong
contradictionsrand . cldss seriuggle, therseis
the strugglerbetiesen the sdcidlistisresd afgd s
the .copiitakiistisr aad, cdnd sthereigis the idamge E
ofcapktalisit besteratitdm, s Wd must recolgnilse
the, protracted andcomplex matures of MEhiQngr

1 peaoygin ie

Spruggke'ts 1G2)e res corution.  We oo

the vroiras ted and complex nature of this -
S Rl R g ] -
(1) Seé MIRNos5 . 8/9 and 10.
(2)~Map "Documents of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revo-
ililu?‘l‘fiiOri""{% RO S o oy o ‘ . 5
(2) Moo "Documents of the ureut Pro:cf.cian Cultura’® Revo-

lution'.
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In the Soviet Union the masses play no part in con-
trolling the state apparatus, in the planning of production
etc. Planning is a bureaucratic process, which has increas-
ingly restored production for profit as the main production
criterion, and has also placed power in the hands of the.
managers of individual firms, thus losing its power of co-
ordination of the economy as a whole. The most recent Five
Year Plan clearly reveals that the Soviet growth rate has
fallen over recent years to that achieved by the western ca-
pitalist nations. It also reveals a failure to attain its
earlier goals of a developed consumer goods sector, since:
‘resources are now having to be diverted to the heavy industry

sector,

Similarly in agriculture, collective farms are now run
by "experts'" who are empowered to dispose of farm property
and funds, to buy and sell machines, to transfer land, to
fix wages and bonuses etc. (3) The overall degeneration of
Soviet agriculture is most starkly illustrated by the Soviet
grain purchases over the last three years. In 1972 for ex-
ample the Soviet Union bought 19 million tons of US grain
(some of which was subsequently used in a speculative fashion
in the world market). (4) "Planning'" in Soviet agriculture
is so anarchic that production of many crops in the private
plots exceeds that of state enterprises. (5)

The fact that much of the farming sector, and all in-
dustrial means of production are state owned is no proof
that a socialist economy exists in the USSR. Legal owner-
ship by the state exists in western capitalist nations, and
grows rapidly as monopoly capitalism grows more moribund,
(see the article on Nationalisation in this issue of MLQ).
State ownership of the means of production does not change
the fact that surplus value is still extracted from the pro-
ducers of that value. In the Soviet Union it is the state
monopoly capitalist bourgeoisie which extracts this surplus,
and which holds state power.

Social Imperialism

, The class nature of a state detérmines the external po~
licies followed by that state. Whereas a socialist foreign
policy is based on the principles of proletarian internation-
alism, mutual interest of the trading partners, respect for
sovreignty, and non-interference in internal affairs, the
external policy of the Soviet Union is based on competition
with the USA for world hegemony, the spurious concept of
"limited sovereignty' (the cover for the Soviet invasion of
Czechoslovakia in 1968), and a trade policy which is every
bit as exploitative as that of the western imperialist na-

(3) "Soviet Collective Farms Degenerate', Peking Review,
1975, No. 36, p. 17.

(4) Ibid. p. 17

(5) See MLQ Nos. 8/9, article on Mandel. | *

e e mv—
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tions,  Soviet leaders frequently speak.of 'laynching a,tac-.
tical offensive’, of 'spheres offznfluqnceﬁ..(:qebgtﬁ‘ﬂ;x‘wug

: of ey

Tirped, 2lpfaenipd 16 TOSBESE AL (goltoubotg myuioaTy 2'cidev
amu,4q5§£1k1ngflllq§trat1®n;ﬁf Soviet imperialism is the, ...
dégreé of militarisdtion of tﬁe_eqoqqmysﬁggqngg,lqng;égg,aggg
lined the connection between this phenomenon and imperialism:-
ez snlog tailsitagmi Isirez. Yo 23iqms; gyt VITELS

""Any gther basis under capitalism.for the di-; |

vision of ‘spheres of influence, of interests,, .,

of colgnies, ietcs than a,calgulation of the .-

" 'stren th of the participants .in,thé division, o sn .
up ENeir general economic,,financial, military .. 5,
[ § gl i G R, TR S Ry i Saih d 1 ¥
strength, etc, is inconceivable™ .(6)ur.w ... .ti <oum
oog SIEYs FeJuo 23t G eTuias Dot opa omaness ¥, 4l el o
Militarisation is far, from the samé thing.as a.militant de-.

fence o the Tevolugion.achieved through atming the ,people;. .
and struggling to integrate the afmy with the,.people,.as ' ;.
happens .in.China. ‘Militarisation of the economy is.primarily
based on supar-powes rtivalry, .dnd distorts,the economy in

i A i 2 g L
bW,

M7 19, ARSI I EINE, NIEANLILULIOVETY Te)uuls oAl 10

oBecording to official Souiet statistics, the .. .. .
Soviet Union's dational ‘income is about 66, .., .
,ﬁgycent;affghat.efﬁthQﬂUqgtg otates, whiler . .. a1

Y
:aCfﬁff’milifaff'§ﬁéhﬁiﬁg tops that of the
United States by 20 percent. In 1974, 35 .
percent of the Soviet Government's expenditure
was swallowed up by its military machine". (7)

This super-power rivalry is nothing to do with a socialist
defence of the revolution. It is clearly a neccessary ele-
ment of social imperialism.

The Soviet military machine, like its western counter-
parts is used to defend, and extend its external interests,
Between 1954 and 1972 total capital exports from the Soviet
Union exceeded 13 million US dollars, enabling it to control
key industrial sectors in many developing countries. Peking
Review recently gave the following figures for Soviet trade:-

"Through capital exports, it(the SU) has looted
more than 19 million dollars worth of primary
products from the third world, Of these raw
sugar accounted for nearly 3,600 million US deol-
lars; cotton, 2,600 millien; natural rubber,
2,400 million; coffee, cocoa and tea, 1,600
million; ores 750 million." (8) - ;

In the so-called Council for Mutual Economic Assistance
(Comecon) -the Seviet-Union controts-heavy—industy; and mono="

(6) V.I. Lenin, "Imperialism, thgiﬁighest Stage of Capitalism".

(7) !""New Tsars Feverish Arms Expansion and War Pprarations”,
Peking Review, 1975, No. 48, p.9.

(8) .Peking Review, 1975, No., 13, p. 19.
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polises the raw material supplies and allocations of some '
Comecon members. For example, over 90 percent of Czechoslo-
vakia's uranium production, 94 percent of Bulgaria's bauXite
exports and 49 percent of its lead, and 43 percent of ‘Poland's
zin¢§w¢nt;tb'the Seviet'Union.'Cg)“.~ o sy ) {1

Many more examples of social imperialist policy could
be outlined; The blatant interference in the affairs of
such nations as®India and Angola, seizure of ‘Japanese ter-
ritories, Soviet policy “in ‘the UN in‘defending the so-called
"freedom of :the ‘high seas'" -against the third world demand
for 200 mile maritime rights - all these-show the out and out
imperialist character of Soviet policy. Our-task however is
to grasp the essence of the nature of the Soviet state -~ that
it “is capitalist, and the essential nature of its external ' -’
pelicy ~'that it is soCial imperialist. -A.class analysis '
of the Soviet Unieon is a c¢rucial plank .in the platform of =~
Marxist-Leninist'organisations, because it is the duty “of ‘!
Communists ‘in-all’couritries to alert the peoplé 'to all its
enemies. Revisionism and Trotskyism only serve to provide
a'cover' for the counter revolutionary activities of the
Soviet Union, and so didarm the Working class., It is our
duty to expose 'this false socialism in our ‘propaganda, and
to struggle ferﬁé{geﬁuiné_poriCy'qﬁ‘prdletgrian{iptcgndﬁional-
sism. % ¢ RS FBEVITRYE  LERRASR e
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THE INTERNATIONALE

"This song has been translated .into all Euro-
pean and other languages. In whatever country

a class-conscious worker finds himself, where-
ever fate may cast him, however much he may

feel himself a stranger, without language, with-
out friends,'far from his native country - he
can find himself comrades and .-friends by the fa-
miliar refrain of -the Internationale.. The work-
ers of all countries have adopted the song of
their foremost fighter, the proletarian poet,
and have made it the worldwide song of the pro-
letariat", . .. == .

This is what Lenin wrote in commemoration of the 25th
Anniversary of the Death of Eugene Pottier, the auther of the
Internationale.

-Bugene Pottier composed the militant words of the Inter-
nationale only one month after the end of the Paris Commune.
It was this historic.struggle that Marx called "the dawn of
the great social revolution which will liberate mankind from
the regime of classes for ever." The words .of the song de-
fiantly express the confidence of the working class in the
victory of the Communist -cause.

As one of a number of right opportunist errors in over~-
reacting to left opportunist errors in other parts of. the
British Marxist-Leninist movement, the CFB(ML) has failed in
the past to make militant use of The Internationale to -
strengthen our revolutionary proletarian spirit. . In accord-
ance with a recent decision of the National Committee of the
CFB(ML) this must now be corrected.

-~ The Internationale was composed in French and there is
more than one English translation. The National Committee
has considered the older translation, which begins, "Arise
ye starvelings from your slumbers, arise ye .criminals of
want!'", and the relatively newer translation, which begins,
""Arise ye prisoners of starvation, arise ye wretched of the
earth!"., It has resolved that the second version is the
better and more .politically correct version, and is  there-
fore the one that the CFB(ML) will sing.

The second version, "Arise ye prisoners of starvation,
grise ye wretched of the. earth!", uses -clearerslanguage and
in most cases makes the political points better. Many of
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these are fundamental Communist principles.

"A better world's in birth,'" states clearly the qualita-
tive transformation that will come throughout the world with
the victory of Communism.  '"No more tradition's chains shall.
bind us," concisely declares that the victory of Communist
ideology involves a radical break with all previous bourgeois

ideas.

"We have been naught; we shall be all", emphatically states
that the histeorical mission of the working class is to rise .
from its oppression . te ‘overthrow the capitalist order .and in
the course of liberating itself, te liberate-all mankind.-

"We want no condescending saviours to rule us from the
judgment hall. We workers:-ask not ‘for their favours." - This
is a sharp criticism of social .democracy, against which we
must wage a relentless struggle as part of the struggle for
proletarian revolution. hy

- "Let us consult for all," concisely expresses the ‘prin-
ciple of the mass line, which the Marxist-Leninist Party must
use in leading the working class and other progressive strata
to victory over capitalism. ; ran £

-

"We must ourselves decide our duty. We must decide and
do it well." These words remind us of Marx's saying that "the
emancipation of the working‘classes must be conquered by ‘the
working classes themselves™. They remind us that we need iron
unity of will and resolution to crush and overthrow the ‘forces

of the bourgeoisie.

The translation beginning "Arise ye prisoners of starva-
tion, arise ye wretched of the earth," is the one used by the
Communist mevement in the USA and is the more widely used ver-
sion ameng the Magifst-LeniniSt\movement in Britain.

In -the CFB(ML) -and in ithe British Marxist-Leninist move-
ment we must make good use of the Internationale in -learning
the historical lessons of the great Paris Commune and in
strengthening our militant commitment to the proletarian com-
munist principles so well summed up in Eugene Pottier's words.

1. Arise ye prisoners of starvation. Arise ye wretched of the earth
For justice thunders condemnation. A better world's in birth.
No more tradition's chains shall bind us, Arise ye slaves no
more in thrall. )

The earth shall rise on new foundations, We have been naught,
we shall be all. -
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_Refrain:-

T'is the final conflict, Let each stand in thelr place.
The Internatlonale shall be the human race,

2.

3.

We. want no condescendzng saV1ours to rule us from the

judgement hall..
We workers ask not for thelr favours, let us consult

for all. .
To make the th1ef dlsgorge hls booty, to free the sp1r1t

from-its cell.
We must ourselves decide our duty, we must decide and

do it well,

Toilers. from shops and flelds un1ted, the union of all

who work.

The earth belongs to us- the workers, no room for those
who shirk.

How: many .on our flesh have fattened but 1f the bloody
birds of prey.

Shall vanish from the sky some mornlng, a golden sun-

light will stay,.

[



62.

.;! : - o
s
Introductlon to Natlonal Commlttee Resolution

R

ON RELATIONS BETWEEN MARXIST-LENINIST ORGANISATIONS IN BRITAIN

The.principal task in Britain today is to build the Pro-
letarian Marxist-Leninist Communist Party. We must be abso-
lutely clear about-this,  otherwise we will:muddle along blind-
ly and not carry out the task.

The Marxist-Leninist movement in Britain has“beeéen! split
into many small bodies. The chief 1deolog1ca1 errors: have
been-sectarianism.and liberalisém,. There are therefore two
main principles for bu11d1ng the Party at this stage: to start
from the-desire.for unity, and to fight for principled unity
behlnd correct ideas through actlve 1deolog1ca1 struggle.

L DG Jraf TG BNMO - w & Rl

The follow1ng is a resolution of theFNatlonal Committee
of the CFB(ML) combating empiricism and other opportunist er-
rors in our past relations with other Marxist-Leninist organ-

isations.

We urge other Marxist-Leninist organisations to study
this statement carefully, declare their support for it, and
put it into practice by combating sectarianism and using ac-
tive ideological struggle.

If we firmly grasp the principal task, and persevere in
doing what is right and correct what is wrong we will inevi-
tably build a victorious Proletarian Marxist-Leninist Commu-

nist Party.

A. Principles

1. The British imperialist ruling class is in greater and
greater crisis. The British working class is rising in mili-
tancy and revolutionary spirit. The principal task in Britain
today is to build the Marxist-Leninist Communist Party. Guided
by Marxism-Leninism this Party will lead the British working
class to overthrow the bourgeoisie in socialist revolution

and establish the dictatorship of the proletariat.

2. The Marxist-Leninist Communist Party will be built in the
struggle to apply the universal truth of Marxism-~Leninism to
the concrete practice of the British revolution.

3. The key to this task is to handle correctly the contra-
‘dictions within the Marxist-Leninist movement in Britain.

The essential thing is to start from the desire for unity be-
hind correct principles. The serious study of Marxism-Lenin-
ism and the correct practice of the mass line are also very

important.
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4. Ideological. and political unity behind correct lines and
policies will not be won passively; but must be won through
struggle, through active ideological struggle against the
bourgeois- and petty bourgeois ‘ideas which .are the prevailing
ideas in capitalist socdiety. « beocletoe T ;

5. Contradictions must be handled by bold but not sectarian
criticism and. self-criticism.- The ‘development of comradely
links must be assisted by means of exchange of views and
comradely assistance.

In the pas% we have made certain errors of liberalism
and sectarianism on this question. .. As one of a number of

Marxist-Leninist organisations in Britain we now state the
following policy, in order to take Party building as the
principal task in Britain today, a task that must be achieved
primarily through active ideological struggle.

1. To fight to win recognition and conviction in relations
with other Marxist-Leninist organisations that Party building
and the development of the programme are the two most import-
ant tasks facing Marxist-Leninists in this country.

2. To oppose liberalism and to draw firm and definite lines
of demarcation in order to develop the struggle for unity
behind correct principles. To combat errors of left and
right opportunism through active ideological struggle.

3. To distinguish between friends and enemies of the working
class. To distinguish between opportunists, and those who
have made opportunist errors but who can still correct them

through struggle.

4. To handle contradictions with other Marxist-Leninist or-
ganisations in Britain by criticism and self-criticism. To
set an example in bold objective self-criticism,

5. In assessing the work of other organisations to disting-
uish between achievements and shortcomings and not to over-
state or understate either. To combat the sectarianism of
overestimating our own strengths and underestimating those
of other organisations, and of underestimating our own weak-
nesses and overestimating those of others. We must assess
the strengths of organisations in terms of the correctness
of the lines, policies and tactics. We must not think that
numbers in themselves are a sign of political strength.

6. To follow as long as necessary in the CFB the principle
of self-reliance but not self-sufficiency in Party building.

7. To exchange views and experience with other MarXist-Lenin-
ist organisations and be ready to learn from what is correct
in their line and practice,
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8. To give comradely assistance for the sake of the prole-

tariat and the future proletarian Party.

9, -To aim for ideological and political unity on the basis
of ideological and political struggle.

10, Td take organisational steps appropriate to the degree
of ideological and political unity «that has been won.

National Committee of the CFB(ML)
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CRITICISM OF. THE CFB RESOLUTION ON _TRELAND

In May 1974 the CFB passed a resolution which analysed
present events in Northern Ireland as a National Liberation

struggle.

It is not enough in a Marxist-Leninist organisation to
win a simple majority and leave it at that. ~Ideological
struggle must go on until complete victory is won behind any
policy, so that it .can be carried out by all members of the
organisation with conviction and militancy. ’

. In the months since the passing of the resolution on
Ireland, the London group remains convinced of the weakness
of the national liberation line. The resolution. has not
given an adequate explanantion of developments in Ireland
and has not given adequate guidance for our work. London's
objections have still not been answered.

The present divisions in the CFB on this question should
not be allowed to continue withouﬁtactivé:attémptS“tbiovewcome
the contradictions through principled struggle. We therefore
make  the following criticisms,

-If they are wrong we must be shown where they are wrong
and we will make a self criticism. 1If they are right it will
be the supporters of the majority line who will have to make
the self criticism, o

The CFB resolution is' vague and ambiguous on many criti-
cal questions. But a strategic resolution just as much as
a tactical resolution, must be clear about the line it is put-

ting forward. It is not enough to sound vaguely progressive.

1. Vague Description of the Catholic Movement.

The resolution states correctly that the present day
Catholic struggle started "with a movement of democratic ci-
vil rights in 1969'". It then follows with a vague statement
that "it is fighting the British State politically and mili-
tarily". This side steps the question of whether this strug-
gle is basically a continuation of the fight for democratic
civil rights, or whether it is, as the Provisionals believe,
a struggle for national liberation. Such ambiguity is cha-
racteristic of the resolution as a whole,

2. Inadequate Analysis of the Protestants,

The resolution was debated on the weekend of the Protest-
ant Ulster Workers strike, and before the results of this
strike had become fully apparent. 1In the light of this strike
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we can see that the only sentence in this resolution about
the Protestants is inadequate:- "The majority community, con-
sisting of descendants of colonial planters and led by com-
prador capitalists and landed gentry stands for the British
Crown in opposition to the minority."

The phrase 'stands for the British Crown' has no pre-
cise meaning. It is also incorrect in this case. One of
the aims behind the Ulster Workers Strike was opposition to
the "Council of Ireland" and other schemes of the British
ruling Class for a peaceful united federal Ireland under its
economic control. In this respect the: Ulster Workers Strike
had progressive features, and cannot be said to 'stand for

the British Crown'.

While it is true that . most loyalist organisations are
reactionary and under the leadership of bourgeois and petty
bourgeois chauvinists who fan sectarian feelings against
the Catholics it is wrong to condemn the Protestant working
class as.totally politically reactionary. Yet this is what
the resolution implies. Despite their predominately sect-
arian stand, certain progressive tendencies exist within
th#s ‘class which arise from its basic objective conflict of
interests with the British bourgeoisie.

These tendencies can be seen from time ‘to time not only
in -opposition to schemes such-as the Council of Ireland, but
also partly in the opposition to internment from some sec=-
tions of the Protestant working class, in the contacts that
have on occasions been made between Protestant and Catholic
working class forces, and in the good record of the working
class in Northern Ireland fighting the Industrial Relations
Act under the last Conservative government even though this
act was not enforced in Northern Ireland.

Although these progressive features are at present po-
litically only the secondary aspect of the Protestant work-
ing class, they never the less exist and are important.
Because they arise from the objective position of the Pro-
testant workers as victims of capitalist exploitation we
believe as Marxist-Leninists that these progressive fea-
tures will persist when the more superficial effects of
sectarianism and religious ideology have passed away.

The resolution does not make clear these important
points. about the Protestant working class.

. Its analysis is very different from what appeared in
the pages .of Struggle less than a month after the General
Meeting. In the June issue an editorial article on the
Ulster Workers Strike said '"'the mass of the Protestant work-
ing class now confront the British Government and many face
the strike-breaking British army''. The same article criti-
cised the "T.U.C. who sent General Secretary Len Murray to
Belfast to scab on the strike'"., An editorial article in the
July issue of Struggle nasaid '"The principal aspect of the
Ulster Workers Council Strike is that it signifies a real
move to the left amongst large sections of .the Protestant

working class.,"
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3. The ""Colonial" Nature of the Economy of Ireland.

' ‘There is similarly an;unprincipled vagueness in the re-
solution. about the nature of the Northern Ireland economy.

The supportérs of the resolution devoted a substantial’
proportion of it to economic quéstions, correctly so in view
of the fundamental importance of economics in Marxist anal-
ysis. As Lenin said in the *"Preliminary Draft of Theses on
the National and Colonial Questions'; ‘1920, "The Communist
Party must base its policy in the national question too,

not on abstract and formal principles, but firstly, on an
exact estimate of the specific historical situation and pri-

marily, of the <eonomié condition".

"* Although -at times the resolution makes points about the
North and the South separately, on the major points it tries
to lump them together. Yet economically the North and the
South dre not a single closely-integrated economy. Only
about 10% of the trade of the Republic is with Northern Ire-
land. Each case has to be shown separately to suffer a spe-
gifically”éolonial form of exploitation. This has not been

one, : ’

The major contradiction in the CFB on the question .of
Northern Ireland is not about .the Republic but about the
present position of Northern Ireland. Yet the resolution
does not concentrate on and clarify the analysis of the sta-
tus of ‘Northern Ireland. B

It vaguely states that '"the relationship between Britain
and Ireland has been between exploiter and the exploited for
the last 800 years". This doeés not clearly explain what is
the present nature of the exploitation of Northern Ireland -
national exploitation, or class ‘exploitation.

In paragraph 'S5 the resolution states in regard to North-
ern Ireland "in essence the basic nature of British exploi-
tation is neo-c¢olonidlist!,: The ‘vagueness in the use of the
words "in essence" is not accidental. How it can be implied
(it could never be stated outright) that Northern Ireland B
is a neo-colony when it has been under ‘direct rule for the
last 100 years is not capable of explanation. (Even in para-
graph 1+it.is described as "British annexed".)

If the supporters of this resolution want to argue that
Northern Ireland is a colony or a neo-colony of a 'special
type' let them do so, but do so in a systematic and rigorous
way, not by 'using vague formulations about the exploitation
being 'in eéssence neo-colonialist',

Some of the evidence actually brought forward in the
resolution in fact explains why the formulation had to be
kept vague.

It states "the ownership of the means of production in
the North is almost exclusively in the hands of British big
business". This is apparently included as an illustration
of 'neo-colonialist exploitation'.
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Yet in the preceding debate in the Federation it was
clearly shown on the basis of detailed analysis that for at
least one comparable county of England a slightly higher
proportion of businesses were owned outside the area than
was the case for Northern Ireland(see MLQ 4, p.26). Under
conditions of advanced monopoly capitalism, the fact that
ownershlp of the means of production in a particular area
is concentrated in the hands of finance capitalists operat-
ing from the metropolis, does not in any way automatically
imply that the area in question is.a colony. So what was
this p01nt in the resolution supposed to show?

O

The resolution tried to substantlate a '""neo-colonial-
ist" analysis of Northern Ireland in other ways. It talked
in paragraph 5 about "the backward economy dominated by agri-
culture', Yet in paragraph 3 it admitted when talking about
'"the uneven development of industrialisation in the north
east and in the rest of Ireland" that Northern Ireland was

an industrialised economy.

! -y ”
Again in paragraph 5 the resolution refers to the de=
cline in traditional industries in the North. Yet there
are many in England with traditional industries that have
substantially declined, such as:Cornwall or Tyneside. .How
does this prove exploitation that is specifically neo-colo-
nial rather than class exploltatlon? :

The resolution refers to the so- called sub51d1es to . -
Northern Ireland(really subsidies to the capitalists there)
as ;neo-colonial aid, as if similar subsidies were not made -
in other depressed parts of -the British state, 1nc1ud1ng1
Wales, Northern England and Scotland.

As for the "devastated populatlon" the population of
Northern Ireland was under 1,750,000 in 1841, about 1,400,
000 .in 1851 and over 1,500, 000 in 1971, It has lncreased
with every census 51nce 1926 which cannot be said of
Scotland. Yet are we. to start arguing that Scotland is
suffering from neo- colonialist exploitation? .A stagnant or
falling population is a fairly common feature of outlying
parts of capitalist markets.

'There is not a single valid argument in the resolution
in favour of a neo-colonialist analysis of Northern Ireland's

economic -position.

. The handling of the economic situation, on which as Lenin
said, our policy should primarily be based, is loose and un-
pr1nc1pled

4. The Origin of Partition.

The explanation given of the orlgln of partition of
Ireland, and of the present slgnlflcance of Irish Unity is
confusing. _
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"The resolution points to' the existence of two bourgeois
groups in Ireland. In paragraph 2’ it refers‘to imperialist
exploitation "creating rival bourgeois groups', and -in para-

graph ‘6 :it says that "the competing’b0urgéois‘gr0ups in
Ireland:were divided before the present administrative par-
tition". R :

What then were they competing for? This question is
not answered in the resolution.

In MLQ 5, TS, who supported .the resolution in May 1974,
wrote' that by the beginning of this century "the bourgeoisie
in the north-east" could only survive on the basis of the
British market'", ‘ ,

As we know, the backward bourgeoisie of the South, with
its less developed and smaller productive machinery, wanted
the Irish market to itself and protection from British compe-
tition. Thus the two bourgeoisies had quite different inter-
ests. The southern Irish bourgeoisie needed to produce for
the imperial markét because of the larger size of its units
of production, - ' ' b

The different bourgeoisies had different economic needs
and took the people of their areas in quite different direc-
tions. The British ruling class was split on its policy. .
Hence partition came‘ab0u§; o o &

t

The resolution is also ambiguous about whether partition
was imposed from Westminster = from on high as it were - or
whether ‘it developed out of the contradictions.bétween the
two "'bourgeois groups'". Paragraph 1 talks about "British
annexed Northern Iretand". - But paragraph 6 implies thdt lo-
cal forces were the principal cduse of partition: "the in-
sistence by the British on a united Ireland would have re-
sulted in Britain losing the North to the propertied classes

there".

Yet TiS.says '"the bourgeoise'infthe‘north-edst...QGUId
only survive on the basis of the British market'. So how
could the Northern Irish bourgeoisie have ever left the
market, and Britain have lost "the North to the propertied
Classes there, as the resolution says was possible?

The explanation given in the reSolution for the origin
of partition is grossly confused and cannot provide the basis
for a correct policy on the question of present day Irish
unity. ' ' '

5. The Northern Irish Bourgeosie

Fundamental to an analysis of partition is an analysis
of the Northern Irish bourgeoisie. But here the resolution
is hopelesgly contradictory.

In paragraph 2 we are told that the ownership of the
means- of production in the North is almost exclusively in
the hands of British big business. That is to say there is
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virtually no fseparate'local bourgeoisie owning any of the
means of production in Nerthern Ireland. '

Yet in paragraph 1 theére is said to be comprador égpié

talist class in Northern Ireland; and in paragraph 7 there

are said to be '"northern propertied class " which do not
desire unification.

So is there a local bourgeoisie or isn't there? Do the
supporters of this resolution in fact know?

The statement that "insistence by the British on a united
Ireland would have resulted in Britain losing the North com-
pletely to the propertied classes there" implies that there
was a Northern Irish bourgeoisie and implies that it was a
comprador one. This is implied but is characteristically not
stated clearly.

In fact there is no declaration in the resolution that -
states clearly whether there is or not.a national bourgeoisie
in Northern Ireland although the existence of a national Ak
bourgeoisie is fundamental to any national struggle. The con-
plete absence of a national bourgeoisie implies that the eco-
nomy has been assimilated into a larger capitalist market and

state.

So confused is the resolution on. the two Irish bourgeoi-
sies that it is impossible to untangle its line.

It is however clear what the resolution was ‘trying des-

- perately not to say - that the northern Irish bourgeoisie -

were assimilated into the British bourgeoisie. This is the
only basis on which historical developments in Northern Ire-
land can be understood and a clear line developed on the na-

tional question.

6. Irish Unity.

~ Because the resolution cannot explain the causes of Irish
partition it cannot give guidance on whether it is important
and progressive to .reéverse that partition.

Just as it.fai;é to analyse the position of the local
bourgeoisie so it is ambiguous about the position of the
British ruling class on the Irish unity.

The resolution implies that the British bourgeoisie di-
vided Ireland: it talks of '"the imperialist solution of a
divided Ireland", of "British-annexed Northern Ireland", of
the ' '"present administrative partition'", and of how a parti-
tioned Ireland ensured Britain the major political control
over both parts.

On the other hand the resolution implies that only the
opposition of the bourgeoisie in the North prevented Britain
setting up a united Ireland under Home Rule ! It says that
"Britain's exploitative, interests can be prolonged only with
a united boeurgeoisie in Ireland" ! Furthermore Britain, it
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says, is trying to aid Irish unity through the Council of
Ireland.

So what are the interests of the British ruling class
on the question of Irish unity? The resolution is unable

to say,

The resolution cannot clearly explain the class inter-
ests of any group in Ireland. It is therefore unable to
State thE% of the various possible future developments are
progressive and which reactionary.

Irish unity brought about by the North joining the South’
would certainly help the British ruling class rationalise its
control over Ireland. Yet the resolution failed to state
clearly that this is not a progressive solution, although
many people are attracted by the idea and are in need of clear
leadership on the question. Why can we not have an explicit
statement on this point?

. What of the possibility of a "unilateral declaration of
independence'" by Northern Ireland? ' The .resolution does not
give guidance on this possible outcome either, or make clear
which class interests would be served by it, and whether or
not it would be a progressive development. - Which would be
the ruling class in such a state? The "resolution cannoét say.

A single state in Ireland may indeed be desirable in the
long term, but this resolution is quite unable to handle the
question of Irish unity in the short term in a concrete and
practical manner.

The two resolutions passed at the General Meeting in May
1974 do state a fundamental principle on the question of Ire#
land - the need to develop working class unity. The second
resolution refers to the "necessary development of unified
class action". The first resolution says that '"the divisions'
that have been <created among the Irish working class consti-

tute the main obstacle to progressive political advance in
Ireland.”

But the statement should not Stop at that. Even if the
CFB believes there is a genuine national liberation movement
in Ireland, history has shown that for natienal struggles in
the era of imperialism just as for secialist struggles, the
working -class must not only play an important part but must.
play the leading part. A1l other classes vacillate and com-

promise with the enemy on fundamentals.

If it is said that we in Britain must not interfere with
the Irish struggle and must not make statements on such points
we reply that this resolution was an_internal one to the CFB
and the question of whether to publish it in full or not is
another matter. What is important, particularly in view of
the fundamental errors that have retarded the struggle in

Northern Ireland, is for us at least to be clear in our poli-



72.

tical analysis of what has happened and what, from prev1ous
historical experience, has to happen if the revelution is to

succeed.

| Why can we therefore not have a clear statement that the
working class must lead the progre551ve struggle in Northern
Ireland?

8. Coercion of the Protestant Working Class.

In building working class unity a fundamental question
is whether this unity can be achieved by coercion. The posi-
tion for Marxist-Leninists is, or should be, clear - such -
unity can only be built on political class consciousness. .

The progressive forces must certainly struggle against
the present '"loyalist" bourgeois and petty bourgeois leaders
and against their policies. -But at the same time they must
build a united front from below with the Protestant working

class.

Certainly the Catholics must defend themselves against
sectarian attacks and must continue. the struggle against op-
pression and discrimination, but they must not ‘attempt to
coerce the Protestant working class to do what it does not

yet understand.

On the contrary in order to build working class unity
it is essential to make clear that workers cannot coerce

workers on the national question.
Yet the resolution does not state this,

Even the Provisional IRA declares this principle:''the
aim of the present campaign is not to force any sectlon of
the Ulster population into a united Ireland", "it is wrong
to force a million Ulster Unionists to become something they.
are not'; ''making the Ulster Unionists a disatisfied minor-
ity in a 32 County Ireland is no solution" (Irish Republican
Information Service, published.in An Problacht, 17.Jan. 1975).

Why can the CFB resolution not state this clearly?

9. No Assessment of the Provisionals.

The Provisionals have been the leading group in the
Catholic community for the last four or five years, and the
nature of the struggle and its lack of success have been sub-
stantially affected by the dual nature of the Provisionals -
their positive and their negative features.

Yet the resolution does not analyse these. Agaln such
passages need not necessarily have been published in full by
the CFB, but they are essential to our political clarity.
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10. Running together of the Stages of Revolution.

The resglution is opportunistically vague about disfing;
uishing between the bourgeois democratic stage of revolution
and the proletarian revolution.

It states,:"The -democratic movement that has continued
since 1793 has been rejuvenated with a new and last phase'",
It speaks of '"the present struggles ‘against British imperial-

ism" and the "fight to throw off the. domination of all foreign
imperialism and to help achieve a socialist republic".

the ground for the proletarian revolution but it is a Trotsky-
ist error to confuse the two.. Por Marxist-Leninists the dis-
tinction is fundamental.  Lenin made the distinction in the
three different programmes he drafted up to 1917, during the ,
1917 .bourgeois Kerensky government, and after the 1917 social-
ist. revolution. Mao also makes the distinction in. many works,
including 'On New Democracy!.

Certainly the bourgeois democratic revolution prepares .

ar

The key question is that of uniting all available pro-
gressive class forces against the main enenmy .

In the phase of the bourgeois democratic revolution the

main enemies are feudalism and foreign imperialism, Only when
these have been overthrown does the main enemy become the bour-
geoisie, and does the struggle become that for a socialist

revolution.

The fact that it may be necessary to fight for full bour-
geois democratic rights(as is the case now in Northern Ireland),
cannot be allowed to confuse the question of the basic stage
of revolution, which is related to who is the main class enemy.
('""The forces that determine the character of a revolution are
the chief enemies on .the one hand and the chief revolutionar-
ies on the other". Mao, Selected Works, Vol.4, p.208).

Indeed lack of full democracy for the people is a feature
of all bourgeois states and is an .increasin tendency as ca-
pitalism collapses further into its decadent monopoly capital-
ist stage.

o Therefore to attempt to hold back the struggle to. a bour-

- geois democratic stage solely because it includes a fight for
-3 full democratic rights is a tailist error.

On the other Hand if there genuinely is still a feudal
Class and a foreign imperialism to be overthrown by a broad
alliance of progressive classes including the patriotic na- ..
tional bourgeoisie, then it is adventurism to attempt to make

the\revolq&ipn into a specifically socialist one.

Mao said 'it is a utopian view rejected by true revolu-
tionaries to say that the democratic revolution does net have
a specific task and period of its own but can be merged and
accomplished simultaneously with another task, i.e. the so-
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cialist task(which can only be carried out in-another period)".
(Selected WOrks, Vol. 2, p.360).

This resolution opportunistically fails to make clear
this important distinction,

11. 'Slogans and Immediate Policies.

In the final paragraph, the only prospect the resolution
holds out for overcoming the serious divisions in the working
class in Ireland is that '"the CFB as part of the international
working class movement will work to develop links with the
working class forces throughout Ireland".

Obviously this is a completely inadequate answer; is
overoptimistic about our ability to influence the situation
and in view of our small size and other committments is over-
optimistic about our ability to establish links at all (no
links in fact have been developed by the CFB since the réso-
lution was passed). Of course we should indeed establish"
links but the formulation here is obviously grossly erron-
eous and the result of particularly hasty drafting.

The paragraph ends '"We demand that the British state
sever all imperialist connections with both parts of Ireland."
Leaving aside the question of whether the connection with
Northern Ireland is in fact imperialist, this formulation is
hopelessly abstract and general when we consider the need for
Marxist-Leninists in this country to give a decisive lead
in the critical situation in Northern Ireland.

To call on your own bourgeoisie to stop behaving like
a bourgeoisie(for that is what the statément means) is ‘so
general that it cannot be used as a demand. A demand is
something that sums up and focuses the mass struggle on a
specific target. This sentence in the resolution says ''the
revolutionary thing" but does not tell us ‘specifically what
to do.

- The second slogan "Solidarity with all forces in Ireland
fighting British Imperialism'" is a similarly abstract gener-
alisation. It stresses subjective identification with al-
ledgedly ''revolutionary forces" rather than campaigning among
the British working class on specific issues to which we can
pin down the British ruling class and thereby give concrete
rather than imaginary aid to progressive forces in Northern
Ireland,  Besides some of the forces with which the resolution
calls on us to show solidarity have substantial negative as-
pects(consider for example the consciously anti-communist ele-
ments in the Republican Movement).

However the resolution does correctly call for British
troops out of Northern Ireland.

What else should it say to focus the struggle specifi-
cally now?

£

P
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CFB resolution has given little guidance to Marxist-
working on Ireland. This is the result of its op-

vagueness, both on questions of detail and on fun-

damentél_queétioﬁ§ of Marxist theory. We have enumerated its
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Why

itical errors and ommissions:

Vague characterisation of the movement among the
Catholic community; '
Incorrect characterisation of the Protestant working
class;

Loose economic analysis of Northern Ireland;
Confused explanation of the origin of partition;
Indecision about the Northern Irish bourgeoisie;
Lack of guidance on the question of Irish unity;
Failure to state the importance of working ¢dass
leadership; '

Failure to state that working class unity cannot be
built by coercing the Protestants;

No critical assessment of the role of the Provisionals;
Confusion . of the stages of revolution; and
Impractical slogans and immediate policies.

is this resolution~so-weak? We believe this is for

a number of reasons.

Firs
understan
ment and
fore also

tly, it is not based on any consistent theoretical
ding of what constitutes a nation and of the develop-
;decline of nations. It reflects a weakness there-
'in the CFB's ability to make clear criticisms of
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the ‘petty bourgeois nationalists sﬁ%iﬁﬁingmupﬁinLWQIégtaﬁdf
Scotland. ‘ '

Secondly, there was not enough rigorous struggle between
the different lines in the CFB in the polemic leading up to
the general meeting. Some comrades contented themselves with
believing that the minority line was '"social chauvinist" and
the criticisms of the national liberation line were not ri-
gorously answered,

- Thirdly, the other groups in the Federation maintained
a relatively liberal and passive attitude to the polemic,
did not join in and struggle for a correct line sufficiently
and did not study the problem systematically enough.

LA R R R R TR R RN

The situation continues to develop in Northern Ireland.
As a result of incorrect leadership the progressive forces
are in some ways in a-weaker position than they were three
years ago. ' It is increasingly clear that there is no basis
for a successful national liberation struggle in Northern
Ireland. The Troops Out Movement is in urgent need of a
clear line if it is to build a campaign that can prevent the
British ruling class achieving a significant victory over
the progressive forces.

~ We call on all groups in the Federation to criticise
the ‘resolution of May 1974, clarify the major questions and
devélop a correct line to guide our practice on the question
of Ireland. '

London Group

% e
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COMMEMORATING 30th ANNIVERSARY OF VICTORY OVER GERMAN FASCISM

‘Thirty years have elapsed since the great victory over
Berman fascism. Thirty years ago, after a heroically-fought,
hard and bitter war, the people of the Soviet Union and the
people of other European countries and countries and -peoples
elsewhere participating in the anti-fascist war finally and
completely defeated Hitler fascism. Serveral months- after
Hitler's defeat, Japanese fascism also completely collapsed.
The anti-fascist World War II thus came to a victorious end.
Today, together with the other people of the world, the Chi-
nese people commemorate this historic day - the 30th anniver-
sary of victory over German fascism T and pay high respects
to the Soviet people who have a glorious revolutionary tradi-
tion and the other peoples who took part in the anti-fascist

war.

. .The anti-fascist war was a gigantic struggle between the
world anti-fascist forces and German-Italian-Japanese fascism,
a just war on a scale unprecedented in the history of mankind.
The defeat of Hitler fascism was a -great victory of the social-
ist system and Marxism-Leninism. Under the leadership of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union headed by Comrade Stalin,
the Soviet people and the Soviet Red Army, who displayed lofty
hereism and the revolutionary spirit in fighting bravely and
unyieldingly, made. outstanding contributions in the war to
defeat fascist Germany and performed meritorious deeds never
to be forgotten in the history of mankind. The defeat of
Hitler fascism also was a great victory. for the broad inter-
national anti-fascist united front, a victory shared by many
countries and peoples of Europe, Asia, Africa, Oceania and
America. On the European battlefields, the countries in the
anti-fascist alliance co-ordinated their efforts in a common
struggle. The peoples of countries such as Albania, Yugosla-
via, Romania, Poland and Czechoslovakia and the peoples of
the fascist—occupied,European,countries either persisted in
armed struggle, annihilating the invaders and liberating their
homeland mainly by thier own efforts, or staged successful
armed uprisings and liberated their land, or carried out
struggle in various forms to attack the enemy from all sides,
playing an important role in the anti-fascist war. The Chinese,
Korean and other Asian Peoples persevered in their protracted
armed. struggle to resist Japan and played a decisive role in
the struggle to defeat Japanese fascism. All these contribu-
tions combined to form a glorious chapter in the history of

the anti-fascist struggle.

Chairman  Mao has pointed out: "The victory of the anti-
fascist Second World War has opened up still wider possibili-
ties for the emancipation of the working class and the oppressed
peoples of the world and has opened up still more realistc
paths towards it." The history of the 30 post-war years is
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ample proof of the correctness of this thesis. The appearance
of the world has greatly changed. The imperialist system has
‘been struck heavier blows. Socialism has triumphed in a num-
ber of European and Asian countries. The political conscious-
ness of the proletariat and other people of various countries
is higher. The liberation struggle of the oppressed nations
and oppressed peoples is sweeping the entire globe on an un-
precedented scale. Many countries have won independence.
Asia, Africa dnd Latin America are in ferment. The third
world has become a revolutionary motive force propelling the
wheel of world history forward, and is the main force combat-
ing imperialism, colonialism and hegemonism. As Lenin has
pointed out: "Millions and hundreds of millions, in fact the
overwhelming majority of the populatlon of the globe, are now
coming forward as independent, active and revolutionary fac-
tors."

" But as a result of the usurpation of Party and govern-
ment power by the Khrushchov-Brezhnev: renegade clique, and
historical retrogression has taken place in the Soviet Union,
the country which so greatly contributed to the struggle to
defeat German fascism. The world's first socialist state has
degenerated into social- 1mper1allsm and social-fascism, the
socialist bulwark which Hitler's troops in their millions were
unable to conquer has been captured from within by the Khrush-
chov-Brezhnev renegade clique. This handful of renegades has
accomplished what Hitler wanted but failed to do. The Soviet
Union today is under the dictatorship of the bourgeocisie, a
dictatorship of the big bourgeoisie, a dictatorship of the
German fascist type, a dictatorship of the Hitler type.

Today a handful of chleftalns of this Hitler-type fas-
cist dictatorship pretends to "commemorate' the 30th anniver-
sary of victory over Hitler Germany. These chieftains are
trylng to capitalize on the Soviet people's pride in the glo-
rious history of their great Patriotic War and the feelings
of respect the people of all countries have for the outstand-

ing exploits of the Soviet army and people in the anti-fascist

war. They negate Stalin's world-renowned meritorious deeds
in the anti-fascist war and, with ulterior motives, laud
Brezhnev instead. They ignore the contributions by the people
of all countries in the anti-fascist war, styling themselves
as the liberators of the European peoples. They claim the -
credit which rightfully belongs to the Soviet people and the
people of other countries. They use every trick to hoodwink
and mislead world opinion. As the leader of the Communist
Party -of the Soviet Union and the Soviet people and as the
supreme commander of the Soviet army, Stalin‘'led the war as

a whole and all major battles and won final victory. This
objective historical reality cannot be written off. To ne-
gate Stalin's meritorious deeds in the anti-fascist war is

in fact to negate the great ex ploits of the Soviet people
and the Soviet army and nullify the socialist system under
the dictatorship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union at
that time. As to the banner of liberators the Soviet revi-
sionists are flaunting, it is no more than a cover-up for -
their colonialist rule over a number of East European coun-
tries. Their argument is that a number of European countries



“ &y

79 L]

which were liberated by the Soviet ' Union should consequently
come under Soviet jurisdiction and protection. In short, by
usurping the title to the victory over Hitler fascism, - the
Soviet revisionist .renegade clique ‘aims at covering up its
ugly features as a renegade. to. Leninist. and to the October
Revolution and the Patriotic War. It does this, to intensify
the pursuance of social-imperialism and social-fascism in

the service of its criminal goal to contend with U.S. imper-
ialism for world domination.. This is the grossest insult to
the millions upon millions of Soviet martyrs who laid down
their lives in the Patriotic War and to the Soviet people who
performed outstanding exploits in the anti-fascist war!

From Hitler's coming-to power in 1933 to. his complete
collapse in 1945 was.-only 12 years. - As Stalin said: Hitlers
come and go, but the German nation remains. At that time,
the upstart Hitler usurped state power in Germany, set up a
fascist dictatorship, wildly expanded abroad, dominated al- .
most all of Europe and thén went head-on towards destruction.
This process shows that. those who seek hegemony inevitably
arouse resistance from the peoples, find themselves besieged
ring upon ring -and thus court self-destruction. This is a
law of historical‘development. The -two super-powers, the
Soviet Union and the United States, -are now fiercely locked
in contention for world hegemony. The later-upstarts, the

Soviet social-imperidIiStéfhérbouring-ambitious»dreamSNand

stretching .their hands everywhere, in particular, are ‘leaving
no stone unturned in their efforts to replace the.U.S: imper-
ialists at.a time when the latter are becoming increasingly
vulnerable and Strategically passive. They are trying to
take Hitler's beaten path of world dominatien. However, any-
one who observes history closely will find that the whéels

fdehistory:pass‘relentlessly over the remains of.empires.
‘Today, the SuperpOWers.in'pursuit,othegemony are utterly re-

actionary and weak, extremely arrogant and isolated. - It can
be predicted that, under the constant blowsuofrthe'peOPIe of

~ various .countries in-.their united -struggle-against hegemony,

the hegemony seekers will certainly meet the same fateas
Hitler's Third Reich and will be consigned to the rubbish
heap of history. With an irresistible force, the wheels of
history of the people's revolution and national liberation
are rolling ahead!” '

i
[

, ‘("Renmin Ribao" editorial, May .9)
g Peking Review, 20, May 16, 1975
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