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; The building of Marxist-Leninist Parties freed
2 cf all revisionist trends requires that these partics

i ¢lhould have a clear understanding of the process by which
thz Communist Marties can.2 to be destroyed, as revolu-

; tionary parties of the working class, by revisionism.

7’5 Ths Central Committez of the Marxict-Leninist
{ Cirpganication of Britain is current!y engeaged in the

4:, rreparation of a series of Reports which, in their entirety,

viill provide & coimprehensive analysis of the course of
~evelopment through which world imperialism succeedesd
in bringing abosut the domination of the International
Commurist Movement by revisionism, These Renorts will
concentrate chiefly on the key parties of the Soviet Union,
Germary and China., In the rneantime, we are publishing

¢ further section of this analysis, that <iealing with the
—eventh '“orld Corgress of th: Commuyrist International,
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neld in 1935, Thic Congres:. marked a turning point in

the history of the International Comimiunist Movement, in
that it was on this all-important cccasionr that revisionist
ideas and concepts, many of whici: wer2 to fulfil a
formative role in the systematisation of the full body of
iodern revisionist doctrine at the harnds of N, Khrushchiov
end others 21 years later at the 20th Congresse of the
CP5U, came to be put forward openly fopr the first time.

In order that the anti-NMarxist-Leninist
rervarsion of "united front" tactics adipted by the
weventu Lorld Congress under the leadership of the
renegade Georgi Nimitrov may be more fully and thorough-
ly grasped, we publicsh, iinmediataly following upon the
r1ain Report, the "Theses on United Front Tictics"
iopted vnenimouvsly by the Central Comini ttec of ths
vierxict-Leninist Organisation of Britain on £0th Februery
1972,

m

bl

The  iditorial Cominittee,
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Announcement

Nue to difficultics of opace, it has not been poscible to publish part
two of the "Thought of Mao Tse-tung" in thic iszue., Fublication of
this imporiant concluiing article vwill be given priority in a future
issue

~ditoricl Corrmittea

The aiimm of the MARXIEZT-LENINIST
ORGANISATICN OF BRITAIN is to
build & Nearxist-Leninisci Party of the
workingz clas< in Britein whiclhi can
lead the British working people to
bring about the revolutionary over-
throw of the present capitalist wtete,
establiszsh a Pcople's Republic bused on
the rule of the working class, and
build & «ociclicst sociecty based on
planned production and the common
ownership of the means; of production.

Details of Cindidite Membershiy from
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the organisational machinery and leadership apparatus of
the Commurist Party of China, the secorid most important Communist Party in
the world, could not fail to haye significant repercussions in the international
commmunist movement, The Chinese delegation to the Comintern, mandated after
January 1935 by the faction headed by Mao Tse-tung, threw in its lot with the
then copncealed revisionists who occupied leading positions in the Executive
Committee of the Communist Interpational - such figures ¢s Cachin, Duclos,
Marty and Thorez of France; Foster and Browder of the USA;: Pollitt, Gallagher
and Campbell of Britain; Lenski of Poland:; Kuusinen of Finland; Pieck and
Ulbricht of Germany; Buck of Canada; Kun of Hungary; Prestes of Brazil;
Ibarruri of Spainj Yezhov of the Soviet Uniong and, above all, Dimitrov of
Bulgaria who had begun to play a leading role in the Communist International
since his arrival in Moscow in February 1934 and whose role will be considered
later in this Reponrt.

When the Seventh World Congress of the Communist International met in
Moscow in July-August, 1935, under the overall direction of Dimitrov whose
leadership was confirmed by his appointment to the new post of General Secretary
of the Communist International on August 22nd, the "new tactics" which it
formulated deviated fundamentzlly from Marxist-Leninist principles and laid
the foundations for the complete victory of revisionism in the international
communist moyement and for its destruction as the vanguard of the world
working class, ’
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The Seventh World Congress. of the Communist International is popularly
known as the congress of the "united front" tactics., The tactics of the united
front ~ of seeking to unite,in action and opganisationally,wopkeps of varying
political levels and differing political affiliations around certain immediate aims
- are, of course, fundamental to Marxist-Leninist practice:

"We ne ed a united front. ... We adopted the united front tactics in
order to help these masses to fight against capital,..and we shall pursue
these tactics to the end." (V.L,Lenin: "We Havye Paid Too Much", in:
"Selected Works", Volume 10: London; 1946: p,305).

"United front tactics occupy an important place in the tactics of the
Communist Parties throughout the whole pre-nevolutionary periad as a
means towards acheiving success in the struggle against capital, towards
the class mobilisation of the masses and the exposure and isolation of
the reformist leaders." ("The Programme of the Communist International”,
London; 1932; p,62-63).

The "exposure and isolation of the reformist leaders" is an essential
aim of united front tactics because these leaders of the Social-Democratic
Parties, and their counterparts in the trade union movement, are representatives
of the capitalist class within the working class movement, because they are the
"labour lieutenants of capital", because they are traitors to the working class:

"Our Mensheviks (i.e., Russian Social-Democratic leaders - Ed. )
like all opportunist, social -chauvinist, Kzutskyan trade union leaders
are nothing more nor less than 'agents of the bourgeoisie in the labour
movement' (as we have always characterised the Mensheviks) or 'labour
lieutenants of the capitalist class'", (V.I.Lenin; "'Left-Wing' Communism,
an Infantile Disorder", in: "Selected Works", Vol. 10, London; 1946; p.93).

"The majority of the “ocial-Democratic Parties .,. have gone over
to the side of their .... bourgeoisie, @gainst the proletariat. ....

When a number of battalions have gone over to the enemy, they must
be named and branded as traitors," (V.I.Lenin: "The Collapse of the
Second International", in: "Selected Works", Vol.5; London; 1934; p.167-8,
172).

"The first condition of true Communism is rupture with apportunism.
.... The sufferings the whole of the German working class has had to
endure during the long and weary post-war period in the history of the
German revolution are due to the fact that the German party did not
break with the Mensheviks." (V.I.Lenin: "The Italian Question", in
"Selected Works", Volume 10, London; 1946 p.275)

"Parties desiring to affiliate to the Communist International must
recognise the necessity of a complete and absolute rupture with
reformism. ....

Every Party that desires to affiliate to the Communist International
must ... in the trade unions ... form Communist nuclei. .... These nuclei
must at every step in their everyday work expose the treachery of the
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of the social - patriots," (V,I. Lenin: "The Conditions of Affiliation to
the Communist Internation:=1." in: ibid.: p.203).

"Everyone knows that Leninism was born, grew up and became

strong in its ruthless struggle against opportunism of every brand; ...
This cannot be denied even by the outspoken enemies of Bolshevism, It
is an axiom. ....

Every Balshevik, if he is really a Bolshevik, knows that long before
the war, approximately in 1903-4, ... Lenin pursued the line directed
towards rupture, towards a split with the opportunists both here, in the
Russian Social-Democratic Party, and over there, in the Second Inter-
national. ... Every Bolshevik knows that it was for that very reason that
even at that time (1903-5) the Bolsheviks won for themselves in the ranks
of the opportunists of the Second Internati nal honourable fame as
'splitters' and 'disruptors’, ...

Did not the Bolsheviks fight it out with the opportunists ... as no
other Left group fought them anywhere in the world,"2(J.V. Stalin: "Some
Questions concerning the History of Bolsheviem", in: "Leninism", London
1942; p.389, 397).

"'Sociealist' reform:sm, the principal enemy of r*evoﬁltiouar'y
Communism in the labour movement ... has a broad arganisational base
in the social-democratic parties and through these in the reformist trade
unions, ....

All the ebove-mentioned tendencies, being constituent pants of
'shcialist' reformism, are agencies of the imperialist bourgecoisie
within the working class itself." ("The Programme of the Communist
International"; London; 1932: p.52, 35"

As long ago as 1924, Stalin, pointing out the essentjal role of Social -
Democr«cy in preparing the way for fascism, characterised Social-Democracy
as "objectively the moderate wing of fascism":

"Fascism i¢ tlie bourgeoisie's fighting organisation that relies on the
active support of Soc.al-Democracy, Social-Democracy is objectively
the moderate wing of fascism. .... These organisations (i.e., fascist and
Social-Democratic - Ed.) do not negate, but supplement each other. They
are not antipodes, but twins". (J.V. Stalin: "Concerning the International
Situation", in: "Works", Volume 6; Moscow; 1953; p.294).

The Theses of the Sixth World Congress of the Communist Internation:l,
held in Moscow in July/August 1928, held that the leaderships of the Social -
Democratic Parties, and their counterparts in the leadership of the reformist
trade unions, had degenerated even further in their role of "lackeys of the
capitalist class", so that the struggle against these organisations must be
intensified:

"In view of the intensified trustification of industry, the tendencies
towards State capitalism, the grafting of the reformist unions with the
organisations of the State and trusts, and in view of the new, thoroughly
bourgeois and actively imperialist ideology of Social Nemocracy, the




struzgle against the 'bourgeois Labour Party' must be intensified."
("Internationzl Press Correspondence", Volume 8; November 23rd, 1928;
p.1573).

This, declared the Theses, made more necessary than ever the different-
lation between the "sincere but mistaken" rank and file working class members
of these organisations and their treacherous leaders, and made more important
than ever the tactics of working for a united front from below:

"The inten.ification of the struggle against Social Democracy
transfers the weight of importance to the united front from below, but it
does rnot relieve the Communists from the duty of drawing a distinction
between the sincere but mistaken Social NDemocratic workers and the
obsequious Social Democratic leaders cringing at the feet of imperialism.

On the contrary, it makes it more obligatory for them to do so." (Ibid.;
p.1573).

The Theses adopted by the Zleventh Plenum of the Excaitive Committee
of the Communist Internation«:l, held in April 1931, declared similarly:

"It 1s absolutely neces .ary to carry on a fierce, consistent and all-
round struggle against the Social-Democratic and Reform.st leaders,
Consistent work must be simultaneously carried on for winning over the
Social-Democratic workers and members of the reform.st unions, on the
basis of the tactics of the united front from below." ("International Press
Correspondence", Volume 11; 1931; p.416).

Likewice the Theses adopted by the Twelfth Plenum of the Executive
Committee of the Communist International, held in September 1932, declared:

"Only by strict differentiation between the social-democratic
leaders and workers will the Communists be able, by means of the united
front from below, to break down the wall which often separates them
from the social-dernocratic workers." (International Press Correspond-
ence", Volume 12; 1932; p.941),

The Theses adopted by the Thirteenth Plenum of the Executive Commit-
tee of the Communist International, held in December 1933, zlso declared:

"For a United Front from Below: ....

“While carefully exposing to the masses and refuting the hypocritical
and treacherous cophistries of Social-Democracy, the Communists must
win over the social-democratic workers f or active revolutionary
struggle under the leadership of the Communist Parties. ....

The Thirteenth Plenum of thé ECCI calls upon all sections of the CI
persistently to fight for the realisation of a united militant front with the
social-democratic workers - in spite of and azainst the will of the
treacherous leaders of social-democracy". ("International Press
Correspondence", Volume 14; 1934; p.12).

The Theses of the Seventh ‘World Congress of the Communist International,
held in August 1935 (seven months after the seizure of the organisational
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machinery and leadership a, paratus of the Cornmunist Party of China by the
revisionist faction headed by Mao Tse-tung) put forward a "new tactical orient-
ation" in relation to united front tactics :

"Ours has been a Congress of a new tactical orientation for the
Communist International. ....

The Congress has teken a firm decision that the united front tactics
must bz applied in a new way." (G, Dimitrov; Speech at Close of Seventh
World Congress, in: "The United Front"; London; 1938; p.136, 137).

This "new tactical orientation" in relation to united front tactics
consisted in working for & united front with Socizl-Democratic Parties and
rcformist trade unions, that is, for a united front frorm above with the leader-
ships of these organisations:

"The Seventh Congress of the Communist International declares
that at the present historical stage it is the main ard immediate task of
the international labour movement to establish the united fighting front
of the working class. ....

This task makes it the duty of the Communist Parties to take into
consideration the changed circumstances and to acply the united front
tactics in a new manner. ...

With this as its point of departure, the Seventh Congress of the
Communist Interrational enjoins the Communist Parties to be guided by
the following inctructions when carrying out the united front tactics: ....

The Communists .... must strive to secure joint action with the
Social -Democratic Parties, reformist tpaqE unions and other organisa-
tions of the toilers against the class enemies of the proletariat, on the
basis of short or long-term agreements." (Resolution on the Report of
Comprade Dimitrov, in: "Report of the Seventh World Congress of the
Communist International: Resolutions"; London; 1936: p.7,8).

"The establichment of a urited front with Social-Democratic and
reformist organisations (party, trade union, co-operative, spoprt and
cultural and educationel) ...., as well as with mass national-liberation,
religious-democratic and pacifist orgonisations ...., is of decisive
importance for the struggle against war and its fascist instigators in all
countries." (Resolution on the Report of Cde. Ercoli (Togliatti), in: ibid.;
p.24).

The perversion of united front tactics into a "united front from above"
with tle leadership of a Socicl-Democratic Party, the representatives of the
interests of the capitalist class, had been pursued in the 1920s by a group of
Pight opportunists then in the leadership of the Communict Party of Germany,
ueaded by Heinrich Brandler:

"The Brendler group - & Right-wing opportunist group in the
Communist Party of Germany. ‘Without regzard to principles, the Brandler-
ites entered into collaboration with the leaders of German Social-
Nemocracy ant helped to cause the defeat of the German working class
at the tim 2 of the rovolutionery events in 1923, The Fifth Congress of the




Comintzrn (1224) con lemn2-d the cavitu'stapy policy of the Branilcre annun,
coie In 1929, Braniler :as 211t froin tha Communist Tapty, " (N)t: ing
J. V. “tatin: "Works", "-u R O Minscos 1972 p,431-2),

g

A. the Cxoccdive Cormittre of th Coinmunisl Intorreti il 2xprecas 1 it
i7 its levant to the ifth Congpos: nof th Comiintern in Junc /July 1924

"Wz undepstosd th tectics of the unitzd feont a0 prinacetory v ork
for the pevolution., But in =wine pluecss it vas mi .»m:-ér';'r":t::'a as the i lea
of substituting tho tactics of the rovolution by praesful ~volution:ry
mathods, ... Somie comrales enigavoured to interorat tham as an allianc?
vrigh ')f‘ial-f,"‘ rocracy.” ("Fifthh Congress of thz Communist Interpational ®,
Lon:ion; 1924; p,27).

As part of thi:z "unite rpart froi: above" tactice, the Comi unist Papty of
ermeany in Ceciober 1923 enter.l int> a coelition governaoent vith the »ocial -

>
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Tamocereatic Party in Caxony, This " iorkeps' Government" sdonte! a countep-
revolutionary ctand, taking (neasur2: to prevant the apo.ing of the vorkers, and
vas dispereed in lose then thr:e wecke by i peprizl troops:

"Fiv? soacial-Demoacrats an 'l two Communists entercd this govern-
ment, .,. The Communists in this governmeart pursual the "itulz—,t:)r'y
policy of th: Brandlep lealerchip of the Communiat Papty 1f mmEny andd,
Jointly with th= 'Loft' . cciel-Tamocpats, Frusirate i the arming of tha
opolatariat eni the levalo imont of thz pavoiution.” (Note to: J.V.otalin:
"Woprka", Valume 6; Mosen o3 1953 p,432-37).

Dre.oing attertion in 1924 to th: survive! of Cocial-Nomocer tic i-leology in
taz Communist Porties in thz YWast, “talin instanca tha sepvarsion of the "unite |
front" tectice in © axony as an example of this _.upvival:

"Thz dangep that  »eial-"enocrstic - urvivals in the Commupict Paitico

can rcecrccent for the revolution vas strikinzly revealz:] by the cad

xuerianes of the “Yorkars' Government in Saxony, w hcn'~ the opportuniut
l &’lers trie 2 eonvent the idza of a unitzd front, ac a mcans fop the
rev>lutionary rnobili=ation an ! organisation of thz masses, into a Taeans
far Socizl-"lzimocratic ©arliamentary combinations. This markae! ¢
turnin;; o2int, “which opzned the cyes of thz Party membarship and rou
them ageinst thz onsortunist leaders, " (J. V. Stolin: "Concerning the
Internation: | jtuetion”, in: "Wopks", Volum:c 6; Moscosw: 1953; p.305),

(%

Q

=leven yzare later, at the =ecvanth vwWorld Congrsss of th2 Communist
Laternationel, Jimnitrov tiirew aside thas: verlicts an- cherocteri. 24 thoe forma-
tion of the coalitiodn goverrunent in axony as

"no nidsteke in itself; on this contrary, thi: revalutionary situetion
ful'y astifizd this ctep,” (G, "imitrov: NMain Rapopt Talivered at the
Ezventh orld Conzraes of the Comumunist Internationgl, in “"Tha Unit:d
Seant"; Conddon 1938 n.7-‘:).

I~

Cl=arly, a vrit» ! front betvizor th » Comaninist Toantice and the leadepshi e




of Social-Democratic Farties and reformist trade unions could be logically
possible under one of three conditions: '

1. 1If Lenin's analysis characterising the leaderships of Social-Demniccpat-
ic Parties and reforniist trade unions as representing the interests of the
capitalist class, the class enemy of the working ‘clas;., had always been incorrect;

2. If Lenin's analysis had been correct in the past, but was now no longer
correct as a result of changed circumstances; or

3. If Lenin's anals'r'sfﬁemained cor'r*cctf, but the leaderships of the
Commurnist Perties, by embracing revisionism, were also coming to represent the

interests, not of the working class but of the cupitalis. class, the class enemy of
the working class.

Secking to present themselves as "Leninists", still paying the most ful -
some tributes to ~talin, the revisionist directors of the Seventh Congress did
not attempt to repudiate Lenin, while they could hardly present themselves to the
delegates openly as representatives of the class enemy of the working class. They

chose, therefore, to present the second condition as the basis of the "new tactical
orientation":

"This task makes it the duty of Communist Parties to take into
consideration the changed circumstances and to apply the united front
tactics in a new manner." (Resolution on the Revort of Comrade Dimitrov,
in: ibid.: p.7).

‘“What were these "charged circumstances" which had transformed, or were
in process of transforming, the leaderships of Social-Democratic Parties and
reformist trade unions from representatives of the E:apitaliSL class into repre-
sentatives of the working class ?

It is interesting to note that Dimitrov felt it necessary to refer to them,
not in his long main report, but only in the reply to the discussion.

In the first place, the objective circumstances which were forcing sections
of the working class to become increasingly disillusioned in Social-Democracy
and its leaders, the objective circumstances which were undermining the influence
of Social-Democracy and its leaders over the working class, were presented as

circumstances which were changing the character of Social-Democracy and its
leaders:
1

"The crisis has severely shaken-the position of even the most secure
sections of the working class, the so-called aristocracy of labour, which,
as we know, is the main support of Social-Democracy. These sections, too,
are beginning more and more to revise their views as to the expediency of
the policy of class collaberation with the bourgeoisie. ...

Under the influence of the lessons learned from the defeat of the
workers in Germany, Austria and Spain, @ defeat which was largely the
result of the Social-Democratic policy of class collaboration with the
bourgeoisie, and, on the other hand, under the influence of the victory of
socialism in the Soviet Union as a result!of Bolshevik policy and the
application of revolutionary Markism, the Soc*i;al-Democr'atic workers are
becoming more revolutionised and are beginning to turn to the class




struggle against the bourgeoisie." (G, Dimitrov: Speech in Reply to the
Ciscussion on Dimitrov's Report at the Seventh \World Congress of the
International, in: "The United Front"; London: 1938: 0.104),

In the sccond place, the imposition of fascism, which seeks to establish &
rolitical ionopoly for its own party,l was presernted as a factor tending to revolu-
tionise Social-Democratic Papty leaders and reformist trade union officials
since it threatened their social position, their liberty and even their lives:

nyy

he bourgeoisie in @ number of countries is itself compelled to
abandon bourgeols democpracy and resort to the terroristic form of
dictetorship, depriving Social -Demoeracy not only of its previous position
ir. the state system of fingnce capital, but &lso, under cer'taip conditions,
of ite legal status, persecuting and even supprescing it." (G, Dimitrov;
1bid,: p.104),

These were the f..lctor'C which Dimitrov put forward as factors which had
transformed, or were in pnoceqs of trensforming, the Ieadevshlps of Social -
Cemocratic Parties and reformist trade upions-from representatives of the
capitalist class into represeptatives of the working class:

"In @ number of countries the position of Social-Democracy in the
bourgeois state, and its attitude tovards the bourgeoisie, have been under-
gong a change. .. .

The combined effect of all these thing:. (i.e,, the factors described
above - Ed.) has been to mzke it increasingly difficult, and in some
countries actually; impgessible, for Social-Democrecy to presepve its
formen role of bulwark of ‘the bourgeoisie." (G. Dimjtroy: ibid.; p.104).

Thus, declared Dimitrov, as a result of these "changed circumstances" it
is objectively possible for the Communist Parties to form united fronts with the
leader: hips of the Social-Democratic Parties and peformist trade unijons to

serve the interests of the working class, united fronts directed against fascism
and the capitalist cless:

"ls it possible to realise this unity of action of ti.e proletapiat in the
individual countries and throughout the world, Yes, it is, And it is
possible at this very moment. The Communist International puts no
conditions for uniry of action except ,... thet the unity of action be directed
aginst fascism, against the offensive of capital, against the threat of
wab, against the class enemy. This i our’ condition. .,..

The defence of the u;nmedwte economic and political interests of the
working class, the defence of the wor'king cliss against fescism, must
form the starting point and main content of the united front in all capita-

. list countries," (G. Dimitrov: Main Report delivered at the Seventh World
Congr'ess of the Communist lntennccioral. in: ibid,: p.3%, 35-36),

of course. the whole mtepnational expemencez of the working class move-
ment before and siree 1935 establishes tha when ocnal Democratic Party
leaders and their muntenparts ln the nefopmist tnade unions are faced with the
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thraat of the los  of thzir mess cupport, or with "redundc ncy" becauec the
capitalist class has come to feel that Lheir services ar no longer necessary,
their pespon: e is not to become revolutionarins, to lesert their former master s
and turn to the service of the working clas:, but to a‘iopt i ew kirds of derr agony
and to strive to =erve their capitalist masters niore desperately, in @n effort to
srove that their services in deceiving and disrupting the working class «re sti |
of valuc to the capitalist class.

In fact, ¢ "united front" between & Communist Forty ¢nd the lecdership
of ¢ social-Dermocratic Pariy is possible only when the latter ho.s been satisfie
thet thie leaderclip of the Commuuist Party has ‘iscarded Nlarxism -Leninism
and the service of the voorking class in order to e;nbracc revisionicin &nd the
service of the ca italist clase.

But this could not be said openly and in just =o meny words., To justify
the "united front frorm above", a change in the character of Social - Nerroenctic
lcaders and their counter erts in the reformist trade uvnions had tu be postul. -
ted.

Freviously , Maprxist-Lenitists had stressed the necessity of ¢ pusture
setween the Communist DNaptics, serving the intereste of the working cless, and
‘ocicl-Nemocratic MNarties representil.g, the intercesls of the cavitalist ci

"Everyone knovs that Lenivism v as bort, sprev up and becan. : <trong

in it ruthless - truple against opportuni=ir of every brand. .... This
canuot be “epied even by the outspoken an=2mites of Dolshevism., It is an
axioii..

very Bolshavik, if he is redly a Bolshevik, knows thet long before

the wap, apjroxiuinately in 1903-4, when the Bolshevik group took shape in
‘usela ..., Lerin pursued the line ‘lirected tov ar s a pu, turc, tov. pds .
split with the op; ortunists, botl herz,in th: Zussicn | oci. l-Nemrmseratic
Party, ar.l over there, in the ' econd Intepnation 1. ... ‘very Polshevik
krovs that it was fse that very reason that even at that time (1903-5) the
Bol: heviks won for themselves e the ranks of the opoortuticte of the

ccon Internotione! honour: ble fuinie as 's; litters' and ‘disruptors'",
(J.V. Stalin: "Some Questions Concerning the History of Bolshevism?®”, in:
"Lenmnism", London; 1942; p.389).

But with the transformation of the le: derships of Sociel-Democr. tic
Farties frorm represcrtaiives of the capitalist cless into representatives of the
working class, t:claorcd Dimitrov, this process can be reversed: the formation
of ¢ united front between the Commnurist Party and the Social -Democratic Darty
in any country must be secn as the first step in the fusion of these twt, parties
into a single party of the working class":

"The development of the united front of jdint struggle of the Commun
1st and ocial-Democratic workers: against fasciom an - the offensive of
cajitel likewise brings to the fore the question of nslitical unity, of o
single politicél miase party of the working class. . . Nuality in leadcrship
impedes the further development and reinforcemen. of the joint stru gle
of the working clase.
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The interests of the class truggle of thiz proletariat and the success of
the proletarian revolution make it it perctive that thepe be a single
ocprty of the proleteriat in cach country. .. The Cornanunist Parties ...
must firmly arn ' confivdertly take the initictive in tois unification.” (G,
Munitrov: ibid,; p.87).

ifurtherrmore, becau: ¢ of the transformniation of the leaderships of the
ocicl1-Nemocratic Parties from representatives of the capitalistclase into
rapresentatives of the vworking class, a Communist Farty can urge the working
class (o clect a focial-Democe tie governmeaent - not in opder Lo expose its
~atk-vworking cluss character in office - but in the knowledge that it can govern
in ti.e intereste of the viorkiny class:

o must el thern (e, the masse: 24d,) opaenly, as did the
Thirteanth Congres.: of the British Con cnunti: L Party ....: @ have beern
enl ar: fighting han'd in han 1 with you for the defeat of the 'National
Govermmnend', ¢ are pprepercd Lo support your fight for the forimation
of & riev Laboupr governument, ... We o not expect this scoverninent to
carry out - oclallsL ineasures, But we shall present it vith the demnarnd,
in the neme of millione of workers, that it defend the most essential
economic and politic. | intepreste of the working class «nd of all working
people." (G. Nimitroy: ibid, p.44).

"The Commuidst Darty is of th: opinion that there are certain
demands which represent the meain tnnediate interests of the working
cless., ... We suggest thot these demands chould be the programime of
the united class struggle now ... and ..,. at the same time they will
become the central issuc in the General Tlection upon the basis of whicls
a Labour Governiment can be clected to immediately put this programime
into opcration. ...

The Communist Narty will give wite full support in the way of
uncecasing daily activity to secure the return of « Liobour Government o
this basis." (H. Pollitt: Speech at the Seventhh .orld Congress of the
Coimmmunis: Interrational: Speeches, Papt 7" London: 1930; p.23),

Heving caid thot the imposition of fascisim, which seeks to cstablish its
politiccl monopoly, w. ¢ in conscruerce bringing cbout the "revolutionisation”
of the Sncial-Temocraiic MNarty leadepships, Dim:trov procecded ta extend
this argument to the leaderships of ather political pi rties, leaderships drawn
from the ranks of monopaly capital:

Fasecism trices Lo establish ite political monopoly by violently
lestroying other politicel parties. ... It puts 26 end to the legal existence
of bourgeoic parties." (G, Dimitrov: Nair Report tH the Seventh ‘orld
Congress of the Comiunist Inteprnationa !, in: "The United Fp:nt";
LorJdon; 1938, p.38),

Under certain conzZitions - presumably the "pevolutionisation" of their
leaderships - these partics can be drown into alliance with the united front to
forimi «_broader "unti-fascist People's Front ":
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"In forming the anti-fascist People's Front, a correct approach to
those organisations and parties which have in them a considerable number
of the working peasantry and the mass of the urban petty bourgeoisie is
: of great importance.

In capitalist countries the majority of these parties and organisations,
political as well as economic, are still under the influence of the bourgeois-
ie and follow it. The social composition of these parties and organisations
is heterogeneous, ... but control is in the hands of ... the agents of big
capital. ... Under certain conditions, we can and must try to draw these
parties and organisations , .., to the side of the anti-fascist People's
Front, despite their bourgeois leadership." (G, Dimitrov: ibid.; p.40).

Marxist-Leninists "formerly" held, concluded Dimitrov, that & govern-
ment representing the interests of the working class could be established only
efter1 the smashing of the capitalist state in a socialist revolution; this was an
"uvitra-Left" mistake:

"The ultra-Lefts ,.. recognised only a workers' government formed
by armed insurrection, after the overthrow of the boupgeoisie." (G.
Dimitrov: ibid.; p.72).

This "ultra-Left" mistake arose from the fact that the establishment of a
workers' government without the smashing of the capitalist state in'a socialist
revolution was not linked with: 1) the existence of a politica! cpisis; 2) the exist-
ence of a militant mass united front movement:

"The first series of mistakes arose from the fact that the question of
a workers' government was not clearly and firmly bound up with the exist-
ence of a politiczl crisis, ...

The second series of errors arose from the fact that the question of

~ a workers' government was not bound up with the development of a
militant mass united front movement of the proletariat." (G.Dimitrov: ibid.;
p.72-73).

Under conditions of political crisis and in the presence of a militant mass
united front movement, proclaimed Dimitrov, a united front or People's Front

government may be esteblished which will govern in the interests of the working
class:

"We recognise that a situation may arise in which the formation of a
government of the proletarian united front, or of anti-fascist People's
front, will become not only possible but necessary in the interests of the
proletariat. ....

I am ... speaking ... of the possible formation of a united front govern-
ment ... before the victory of the Soviet revolution. ...

Under what objective conditions will it be possible to form such a
government? In the most general terms, one can reply to this question as

& follows: under conditions of political crisis." (G. Dimitrov: ibid.; p.70-71).

Such a united front or People's Front government will be a government
= representing the intereste of the working class, one which will take "revolutionary

.
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measures" egainst monopoly capital, one whicii will establish workers' control
of industry, which will disbard the police and replace them with an armed
workers' militia, etc.:

"A united front government ... is primarily & government of struggle
2against fascism and reaction. It must be a government ... taking resolute
measures against the counter -revolutionary financial magnates and their
fascist agents. ...

.ve demand that it should carry out definite and fundaniental revolu-
tionary dermands required by the situation. For instance, control of
production, control of the banks, disbanding of the police and its replace-
ment by an armed workers' militia, etc." (G. Dimitrov: ibid.; p.70,75).

"Yes, we are for such a government - for a government which would
support itself on the mighty united front of the working class linked in a
wide Feople's Froit with the masses of the toiling peasantry, the small
traders and toiling intellectuals: ... for a government which would really
deal severcly with the cajitali-ts, bankers and big landowners, impose
proper taxes on them and introduce workers' control of productior: intheir
enterprises; for a government which would mercilessly penetrate into the
pockets of the rich so that work and bread could be provided for the people;
for a government which would help the toiling peasants, artisans and
traders at the expense of the big land-caypitalists and big landowners,"

(K. Gottwald: Speech «t the Seventh World Congress of the Communist
International, in: "Report of the Seventh Congress of the Communist
International": Speeches, Part 6 London; 1936; p.15-16).

THE ROLE OF DIMITROV

T ———— ——— ——— . — — — —— — — — ———

The "new tactical orientation" in relation to united front tactics adopted
by the Seventh World Congress of the Communist International was revisionist,
that is, it represented a perversion of Marxism-Leninism in the interests of
the capitalist class.

The Seventh World Congress did not throw overboard all the principles
of Marxism-Leninism - that was still to come. It maintained, or at least paid
lip-service to, the Marxist-Leninist principles that socialism could be estab-
lished only as a result of a socialist revolution and that it could be maintained
only by the dictatorship of the proletariat:

"The victory of the proletariat is possible only by means of the
revolutionary overthrow of the bourgeoisie, and ... the bourgeoisie would
rather drown the labour movement in a sea of blood than allow the prol-
etariat to establish socialism by peaceful means. .... The basic content
of the proletarian revolution is the question of the proletarian dictator-
ship, which is called upon to crush the resistance of the overthrown
exploiters, to arm the revolution for the struggle «<gainst imperialism
and to lead the revolution to the complete victory of socialism." (G.
Dimitrov: Main Report delivered at the Seventh World Congress of the
Comimunist International, in: "The United Front"; London; 1938; p.89).
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In 1935, when the capitalists of most of Zurope were engaged in trying
to "drown the labour movement in a sea of blood", when their agents within the
Soviet Union had embarked on a skillfully organised but desperate campaign of
the miurder of Merxist-Leninists in leading positions, it would have been
difficult for even the most politically backward delegate to accept the notions of
"peaceful transition to socialism" end "pure socialist democracy" .

The great unspoken question which arose from the Seventh “World
Congress was, of course:

If it is possible, withiout the smashing of the capitalist state in a socialist
revolution, to establish a government representing the interests of the working
class, a government which will take revolutionary measures against monopoly
canital, a government which will establish workers' control of production, a
government which will proceed to transform the state from an apparatus of
coercion in the hands of the capitalist class to an apparatus of coercion in the
unanls of the working class - is a socialist pevolution necesscry at all?

This question was rot asked publicly in leading circles of the international
comimunist movement until ten years later - when Pollitt of Britain answered it,
in the negetive.

The revisionist directors of the Seventh World Congress of the Commun-
ist International, headed by Dimitrov, discarded just so many Marxist-Leninist
principles as they judged the various delegations could be induced to accept:

"All the principal propositions contained in the report have met with
the unanimous approval of the Corigress, None of the speakers objected
to the tactical line we have proposed or to the resolution which has been

submitted. ....
The complete unanimity displayed at the Congress indicates that the
neces.ity of revising our policy and tactics .... has come to be fully

recognised in our ranks." (G, Dimitrov: Speech in Reply to the Discussion
on Dimitrov's Report at thie Seventh World Congress of the Communist
Internationel, in: ibid. p.94).

The revisionist directors of the Seventh “World Congress of the Commun-
ist International, headed by Dimitrov, discarded ju st those principles of Marxisin.
Leninism which presented, in operation, a threat to the immediate plans of the
gommant sections of Europeun imperialism.

The rise of Georgi Dimitrov from compearative obscurity to the post of
G:reral Secretary of the Cormmunist Internation:1, just at the particular time
waen the revisionist policies associated with him were needed by the dominant
sections of Zuropean imperislism, was not, of course, accidental.

The degeneration of Dimitrov into a tool of the imperialists is reflected
not merely in his service to imperialism at the Congress of the Comnmunist
Irternational in 1935 and as a titoite agent after the Second Vorld War; it is
reflected in the "surprising" kindness shown to him by the nazis. Arrested on
trumped-up charges in connection with the Reichstag Fire of February 1933 and
imprisoned at first under appalling conditions, his treatment suddenly improved.
While thousands of honest German Communists were being tortured and
murdered, the charges against Nimiti1 ov were withdrawn, he was released from
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rcustody and officially helped to go to Moscow.

It was said, by Dimitrov and others, that this "kindness" on the part of
the nazi butchers was the result of the world-wide campaign waged on his
behalf, But here again a "surprising" fact emerges: this campaign was carried
on not merely by the Left, but by the capitalist press in almost all countries.
The spectacle of the capitalist press giving unstinted praise to the "heroism"
of a "revolutionary" facing a capitalist court is indeed an unusuzl phenomenon.
But this press campaign was, of course, a campaign on behalf of imperialism,
nudged gently by the nazi intelligence service, to secure the election of Dimitrov
to the post of General Secretary of the Communist International - a position
in which, at least formally, his authority exceeded that of Stalin, who was
"merely" General Secretary of @ Party of the Communist [nternational 5

Dimitrov served his imperialist masters well at the Seventh World
Congress of the Communist International. The revisionist formulations adopted
under his leadership not only admirably met the immediate needs of the Zuropean
imperialists, but lzid the basis for the complete triumph of revisionism in the
international communist movement twenty-one years later,

Dimitrov held the post of General S:cretary of the Communist Inter-
rational from August 1935 until its dissolution in May 1943, Already, at the
Seventh World Congress in 1935 in which he played the leading role, @ resolution
was passed with the aim of safeguarding revisionists in the national parties
from possible "interference" by the Comintern such as had occurred, to the
advantage of the movement, in former years:

"The Seventii World Congress of the Communist International
instructs the Executive Committee of the Communist International ... as
a rule to avoid direct intervention in internal organisational matters of
the Communist Parties". (Resolution on the Report of Cormnrade Pieck, in:
"Report of the Seventh Congress of the Communist International", Resolu-
tions; London; 1936; p.38).

The statemert of the Executive Committee of the Communist Internatioral
on the dissolution of the Commuiist International, dated May 15th, 1943, was
signed by five revisionists (Georgi Dimitrov, Otto Kuusinen, Maurice Thorez,
Wilhelm Pieck, Dolores Ibarruri) and one Marxist-Le.inist (Andrei Zhdanov,
soon to be murdered by the revisionists). With such a majority among the
signatories, it is hardly surprising that the reasons given for the dissolution of
the Comintern were linked with the concept of "national roads to socialism"
on the development of which the existence of the Comintern had become & "drag":

"Long before the war it became more and more clear that, with the
increasing complicctions in the internal and international relations of
various countries, any sort of international centre would encounter
insupereable obstacles in solving the problems facing the movement in
each separate country. The deep differences in the historic paths of
development of various countries, in their character and social orders,
in the level and tempo of their economic and political development, and
in the degree of cornsciousness and organisation of the workers, conditioq-
ed the different problems facing the working class of the various



15

countries,

The development of events in the last quarter of a century showed that
the orgarisational form of uniting the workers chosen by the First Congress
of the Communist Internation:! ... has been outgrown by the growth of this
movemert and by the complications of the problems in separate countries,
«nd has evern become a drag on the further strengthening of the national
working class partics."

A few day. later, on M:y 28th, 1943, Stalin administered what was, in effect,
& rebuke to the revisionist-dominated E.C.C.I. when he declare. that there was
a valid reason for dissolving the Canmunist Internationzl, but & very different
reason from these given by Dimitrov, namely,

"becaucc it facilitates the orgunisction of the common onslaught
cgeinst the comirion enemy - Hitlenism ™,

During =nd after the Second World War, =s the titoite former Secretary of
the Central Committee of the Bulgarian Communist Papty, Traicho Kostov,
revealed after his arrest in 1949, one of the cardinal ajm.s of the United States
and British imperialists was to bring about an "East Zunopean Federation",
hostile to the Soviet Union and dependent militarily, economically and politically
upon the western imperialist powep::

"I adiiiit that in May 1942 .., [ vvas won over by the depaptment chief of
the Bulgaricn political police, Geshev, to collaborate with him in favour of
British intelligence, and that until my arrest in June 1949 1 carried out the
instructions of the Britich, ....

Kardelj informad me, in strict confi:lence, that during the war the
British ard4 #mericans had supplied the Yugoslav partisans with arms and
murnitions, on condition that at the end of the war Tito ... would not allow
R the USSR to establish its influence not only in Yugoslavia but in the Balkans

as well, ..,

Kardelj remarked that Tito apd the entire Yugoslav leadership consider-
ed that the best way to accomplish this aim was the immediate accession of
Bulgaria to Yugoslavia, utilising for that puronose the widely popular idea,
among the peoples of Bulgaria and Yugoslavia, for the federation of the
—outhern Slavs, ... Kardelj replied that in the opinion of Tito and the rest of
the Yugoslav leaders Bulgaria should join the Yugoslav Feder-tion as her
seventh republic. The Bulgarian Army, continued Ké&pdelj, would be under
the supreme command of Tito. ....

Kardelj asked me to do everything possible to convince the leadership
of the Bulgarian Communist Papty to agree to the Yugoslav proposal and
not to inform the Soviet Union." (Written Deposition of the Defendant Traicho
Kostov Djunev, in: "The Trial of Traicho Kostov apd his Group"; Sofia;
184¢; p,74, 88, 89, S0, °l1).

In conjunctior with Tito, Kostoy and other R: lkan titoites, Dimitrov took a
prominent part in campaigning for an " Zast Zuropean Fedepration" following his
return to Bulgarie 1 1945, )

On July 27th, 1947, on his way to Belgre e to sign the Bulgarian-Yugoslav
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treaty of mutual assistanc:, Nimitrov stoppz-l off at the frontier town of Tsar-
iorod to declare that the people of the area conatitutasd .. "living bridge" between
Yugoslavia and Bulgaria:

"Strengthen that bridge until the momient comes when, through the
will of the peoples of Yugoslavia an-l Bulgaria, this bridge will not divide
us any longer, but will unite us for ever in brotherly unity."

During his visit to Bucharest for the sigring f the Buigarian-Romanian
treaty of iniutual assistance, Dimitrov spoke &t a press conferznce on January
17th, 1948 in favour of @ Customs Union embracing Yugoslavic, Rornania,
Bulgaria, Albania, Hungary, Toland, «nd Czechoslovakia -.s the first step toviards
€ feleration of these states which would seek to establish trade relations with
the Urnited Stetes, Britain and France.

“leven days later, on January 28th, 1948, "Pravda", the organ of the Commun-
st Party of the Soviet Union, delivered a stinging rebuke to Dimitrov, declaring:

"These countries do not nead a problemnstic and artificial federation or
Custom.. Union. What they do need is the consolidation and protection of
their independcence and sovereignty through the mobilisation and organisa-
tion of domestic popular democratic forces, as has been correctly stated
in the declaration of the Cominfaorm."

In April 194€ it was announced that Dimtrov had beer. civen leave of absence
frorn his post as Prime Minister for health reasons, ard he lied in Moscow on
July 2nd, 1949,

Kostov was expelled from the Bulgarian Communist Party for "nationalist
deviation" on June 14th, 1942, trisd for treason in December, and executed on
December 16th.

The remaining revisionicts were not able to save Kostov, but they exerted
snecial efforts to cover u; the guilt of Nimnitrov. With thi aim, a message was
referred to at the Kostov triel which Dirritrov had sent to the Molitburo of the
Central Committee of the Bulgari.n Communist Farty froi. Moscow in 1944,
urging that the federation plans should not be proceeded with "without preliminary
foreign political preparation":

"The realisation of the federation without preliminary political
preparation could have undesirable consequences." ("The Trial of Traicho
Kostov and his Group"; Sofia; 1949; p.92-93).

After the trizl, the Yugoslav Rirector of Information, reflecting the irrita-
tion of the titoites at the exposures made, stated on Decemmber 9th, 1949, that
Dimitrov had shiown

"a profound sympathy ... for the New Yugoslavia «nd her strugole fop
relations of equality with the Soviet Union. ... We want to emphasise that
the strained prelations between the Bulgarian government and Yuzoslavia,
and the mass arrests of Communists in Bulgeria, only began after Dimitrov
naed beer: taken to Moscow:. "

At @ nress conference three days later in =ofia, Reuter corrasnondent
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Peter Furst noted:

"The Yugoslav Governmernt maintains the versicon “bat 'Dimitrov has
always upheld the Yugoslav thesis against the Cominform,'"

To which the Bulgarian Minister of Foreign Affairs, Vladimir Poptomov,
responded:

"The reference to Georgi Dimitrov on the part of the titoites is a
shameful sacrilege on the memory of the great deceased. The words
attributed to Georgi Nimitrov represent absolute political rapscality, of
which only political gangsters are capablz,"("The Trial of Traicho
Kostov and His Group" Sofia; 1949; p,629),

Facts, however, speak louder than words,

When the history of the international working class movement of this
period comes to be written, the name _of Dimitrov will figure, along with those of
"[’notsky, Khrushchov and Mao Tse-tung, as one of the most notorious traitors to
the movement, as one of the architects of the modern revisionism which has
temporarily destroyzad the world Marxist-Leninist movement.

THE ROLE OF THE "PEOPLE'S FRONT" IN FRANCE

In an earlier section of this introduction it was stated that:

"The directors of the Seventh World Congress of the Communist
International, headed by Dimitrov, discarded just those principles of
Marxism-Leninism which presented, in operation, a threat to the
immediate plans of the dominant s:ections of European imperialism."

During the 1930s the primary directior of the foreign policy of the
dominant sections of the French and British imperialists may be summed up in
the potorious word "appeasement": to assist in deeds, while deploring in words,
the aggressive expansion of the German, Italian and J: panese imperialists with
the aim of bringing them into conflict with the Soviet Union. They hoped that in
that conflict the world's only socialist state would be destroyed, while their
German, Italian and Japanese rivals would be so weakened as to enable them,
the western 'Zuropean imperialists, to dominate the whole Eurasian land mass.
The appeasement policy of Paris and London was, of course, highly acceptable
in Berlin, Rome and Tokyo.

The conflict between deeds and words which was an es=zential feature of
"appeasement" neces itated unprecedented demagogic deception of the people:
the "trustworthiness" of Hitler and Mu:solinit the desirability of concessions to
them "in order to save the world from war"; the need for "non-intervention" in
the Spanish Civil War (that is, an emmbargo on the sale of arms to the legal
Repyblican government, while the German and Italian imperialists poured in
arms and troops to aid the Spanish fascists),

The most serious threat to the policy of "appeasement" was in 1933
undoubtedly the rapid developmentin Freance of the united front against fascism
being built from below by the French Communist Party, on the directives of the
Commun:st International.




18

The plan which the imperialiste evolved to counter thic threat was complex
in its organisation, which required the cooperation of the l2zaders of the Labour
«nd Socialist Internation«l, the nazi secret service and the press of many
couitries, but simple in its aims: to gag and bind the anti-fascists in the united
front being built from below by perverting it into ¢ "united front from aboave"
ég a prelude to its destruction.

As a part of the tactics of building a united front from below, the Commun-
ist International long before 1935 had recommended acproaches by Commurnist
Parties to Social-Democpratic Parties with proposzls for a united frornt on a
principled besi. - not becauce it was believed that these proposals were likely
to be accepted, but as part of the proces. of "exposing anda isolating" the
leadershizs of the Social -Democratic Parties.

"In the twelve years since 1923 we addressed the Socialist Party 6
times. Zach time we met with a refusal, sometimes even a rude cne." (M,
Thorez: Speech at the Seventh World Congress of the Communist Inter-
national, in: "Regport of the Seventh Congress of the Cornmunist Inter-
national", Speeches, Part 4; London; 1936; p,30).

On February 19th, 1933 - eight days before the nazis set light to the Reichistag
- an event occurred which was regarded by many people as being as strange
as if Queen Victoria had sought to bestow the Order of the British Zmpire upen
Kaerl Maprx: the Bureau of the Labour and Socizlist International is-ued a state-
ment declaring the readiness of the Social-Democratic Parties affiliated to it
to form united fronte directed against fascism with the Communist Parties.

("Internationa! Press Corpespondence", Volume 13: March Sth, 1933; p.262)

The Executive Committee of the Communist International correctly viewed
this offer as insincere, and maint. ined that a united frornt in deeds and not
wonds could be set up only from below:

"This declapration staonds in sharp contradiction to the whole of the
previous actions of the L.S.1. and social -democratic parties., The whole
policy and activity of the L.5,[, hitherto justifies the C.I. and the C.P.s in
putting no fzith in the sincerity of the declarstion of the L.S.1. Bureau, ....

The iZxecutive Committee of the Communist International firmly
believes that the cocial-democratic and non-party .vorkers, regardless of
what attitude the cocial-democratic leader. adopt in setting up the united
frort, will overcome cll obstacles and, together with the Communists, set
up thie united front not it words but in deeds." (Ibid.: p.262).

In spite of this - or rithepr, because of this - the Txccutive Comirittee of
the Communist International called

"upon all Comivunist Partics to make yet another attempt to set up &
united front of struggle with the social-democratic workers through the
medium of the social-democratic varties", (Ibid, p.262),

on the principle that the probable refusal of the united front in practice would
further assist in the "exsosure wnd isolation" of tie socicl-democratic leaders.
2n the internationa! cealz, indecd, r.othing whatevar came of the L.S.1.
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declaration of February 19th, 1933. A month later, on Mcrch 18th-19th, 1933, the
Bureau pasced a resolution advising affiliated parties 1ot to conclude united
front agreements until and unless agreement on their form had been agreecd
between the two Internationzls, and the conference of the L,S.I. iny Paris in
November 1934 repecaled this resolution and left each affiliated party to take
such action as it thought fit.

On July 15th, 1934, however, taking its stand on the L.S.I, declaration of
February 19th, 1933, the National Council of the French Socialist Party voted to
accept the public proposal of the French Comm@ist Party for a united front
"ageinst war and fascism", adding:

"It welcomes it all the more as it hopes to see in this unity of action
a means of preparing the organic unification of the two parties."

The price whicli the Communist Party paid for the conclusion of the
anited front pact, on August 27th, 1934, did not at first sight appear heavy or un-
reasonable, although it was to prove fatal to the cause of anti-fascism and to the

fight against war: this was to abstain from criticism of the Socialist Party for
the duration of the agreement:

"In order to conclude the pact, we had agreed to a concession with
regard to criticism. ... We subscpribed to the following text:

'Durin g the common action, the two parties will reciprocally abstzin
from attacks and criticism.'" (M, Thorez: Speech at the Seventh World
Congress of the Communist International, in: "Report of the Seventh
World Congres.. of the Communist International": Speeches, Part 4;
London- 1936 p.31).

On July l4th, 1935 the bourgeois Radical oomahst Panty - led by Edouard
Daladier, who had resigned as Prime Minister in F‘ebpuapy 1934 at the demand of
fascist rioters, and who later accompanied Chamberlain to meet Hitler and
Mussolini at Munich fop the partition of Czaeachoslovakia) agreed to extend, by
'ts participation, the Socialist-Communist united front into a wider "anti-fascict
Deople's Front, with the "non-criticism" pact also correspondingly extended.

In the General Election of May 3rd, 1936, the "People's Front" won a
decisive majority, securing the election of 146 "Socialists", 136 "Radical
3ocialists", and 72 Communists.

On June 4th, 1936 the "Socialist" leader, Leon Blum, became Prime
Minister and selected a cabinet consisting of "Socialists" and "Radical Social -
ist.", with no Commuuists.

Within a few weeks of the formation of the "People's Front" government,
however, it became clear that in its foreign policy it was determined to line up
completely with the "appeasement" policy of the British Conservative govern-
ment, headed then by Stanley Baldwin. The Foreign Secretary of the "People's
Front" government, Yvon Delbos, in fact, became popularly known as "the
British Under-Secretary for French Affairs",

On June 19th, 1936 the British government dropped the sanctions imposed
by interrnational agreernent against Italy in connection with that country's invasion
of Ethiopia in 1935, The French "People's Front" government followed suit on
June 23rd; announcing this to the Chamber of Deputies, Delbos was at pains to
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stress that he haed complete faith in Hitler's protestations of "friendsnip" ror
France:

"We have no intention of doubting the wor:! of a man who during four
y2ars knew the horror of the trenches,"

«vhen the Cpanisu fascists, headed by Franco, begarn thzir counter-
revolutionary war against the Republican governmelrt of Spain in July 1936, the
French "People's Front" zovernmernt issued on August 2nd an appeal to the
British and ltalian governaients urging

"the rapid adoption and rigid observance of an agresed arrangement
for non-intervention in Spain",

and four days later, on August 6th, irposed an ambareo on the ex ort of arms to
tie legal Spanish governiment in Madrid,

At a mass mesting in MParis on Zeptember 6:h, 1936, thiree days after the
fcll of Irun to the fascist forces, Blum declared, with tears in his eyes, that his
heart was with the Spanish pzople, but if the "People's Front" government had
sent arms to Madrid:

".... the mosi immediate consequence would hava been a c ompetition

in the supply of armaments to both sides,"

‘Yhen interjectors pointed out that Italy 2ni Germany w:er2 known to be
sending massive arined supprort to the " panisii fascists, in violation of the inter-
rational ' non-intervention' agreement, Blum renlied:

"Thare is not a =inzle proof, not & singlz nieca of evidence, to show
that the agreement has beein violated.,”

On December 9th, 1936 a joint Sociali=t Party-Communist Party commun-
igue said :

"The representatives of the Comimunisi Party emiphasised theip
confidei:ce that the goveriunent presided over by Compradz Leon Blum will
pursue in close and fraternal collaboration the suplication of the programnie
of the Peoplz's Front".

On January 14th, 1937 the "P=opls's: Frout" Governimeirt croceeded to
extend its policy .f "non-intervention" in the - pani=l Civil “War by a Bill to ban
the enlistiment of volunteaers for Spcin.

O June 2lst, 1937, after its financial reform Bill had been rejected by the
“enate, the Blum government pesigned, It was succeeded on the following day by
a new "People's Front" government headed by the Radica! Socielist, Carnille
Chautemnps: it included Socialist Party merrbers, but ro Communist .

At the Jociulist Farty confercnce in July 1937, by whicli time the fiction
that Gerimany ard Italy were observing "non-intzrvention" in Cpain could no
longep be susteined even by the widest stretch of the imagination, Blum defended
the "People's Front" zovernment's policy of "non-intervention" on the 2roundcs
that it ;4! "savad peace", declarin::

"I pecoznuise that mist ekes Dave Decll cuade, Leal wWe nave suffeped




certain Jdisapnointrients: but, above all, I ask you to reflect on the fact
that for a year Zurope has been kept free of wap, ,., Is pon-irtervention
a lje? .,.. Yes! Yes! A thousand tirnes yes, if you like, But in spite of
this I am not sure that this lie, this fjction, has not enabled us to avoid
the catastrophe,"

On Mzrch 13th, 1938 Blum reiurned to head a new “Peopla's Front"
government, composed agzin of Socialist Party mambops and Radical Socialist
Papty members, but no Communists, It lasted less than a month, resigning on
April 8th, 1938 when its financial reform Bj!l was once more rejected by the
Senate,.

On April 10th, 1938 a new "People's Front" governimeri took office, with
Zdouard Daladier, 12adep of the Radical Socialist Party as Prime Minister; it
included 1.either Socizlist Party members nor Communists, but both the Socialist
Party and the Communist Papty gave it their support,

In Septembear 1938 Daludier, as the haad of a "People's Front" governmeint
dedicated to "anti-fescism™, made his infamous journay with Chamberlain to
Munich to meet Hitler and Mussolini ard sign approval fop the handing over of
Czechoslovakia to the nazi-,

Thz "People's Fpront" had complatad its allotted task, The anti-fascist
movemernt i France hgd collapsed in disillusionmept, but the Communist Paprty
Licd nobly carried out the policy of takin: no action whick would break up the
"People's Front® This was now done for them,

After aboliching in October 1938 th 40-hour v.eek whici: was the main
positive achievement of the "People's Front" administration, in November the
*People'’s Front" and the "People's Frort" government ceased to_exist when, on
November 11tl, thie gavernment paprty, the Redicil Gocialist P rty, formally
1:ft its association with the “united front",

Ir the summer of 1939, the "united front"” also ceessed to exist, whern the
Socialist Party withdrew from it, On Auzust 27th, 1939, all orzans of the Commun-
ist Papty were banned, and shortly after the outbreak of the "phoney war" on
September 3rd, 1939, the Papty itself was outlawed and the mase arrests of
Communists began,

year. earlier, in 1935, Cachin had declaped:

"The Peoble's Front .., was initiated by our Communist Perpty. ....
These tactics of the People's Front, which we hove already implemented end
which we interd to intensify by all the means at sup lisposal, prescnt a
certain danger, Neveprtheless, when one is in a well-steered ship, one can
alway~ escara the rocks", (M. Cachin: Speech delivered at the Seventh

“forld Congress of che Communist International, in: “Report of the
¢ oventh YWorld Congress of the Communist Internatioral": Speeches: Part 3,
Londop 19363 0,8, 1C).

I fact, of couprse, thie “onti-fascist Peoule's Front" was stecred by the west
‘uropean inperialicts through Mlupich to fascism arnd wap,

—
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"THT THOUGHT OF PARRY FOLLITT"

At the Severnth “vorld Congress of the Communist Interrational in 1935,
Harpry Iollitt had swopn, along with his fellow. revisionists, never to abandon the
Marxist-Leninist principle that socialism coul< niot be attaii.e! through parlia-
ment, but only ty means of a socialist revolution:

"The Communist Party in its revolutionary agitation ani propaganda
among the workers mu:t popularice its revolutioiary programimae of Soviel
power, concretely applicd to Britisl. conditions and industries as the only
way in which all their basic problems can be solyed, ,,

The Communist Party does not believe that Socialism can be acmeved
through Paprlioment, and will alwaye state this standpoint in its agitation
and propaganda.” (H Pollitt: Soeech at the Seventh ..orld Congress ofthe
Communist Interiational", in: Repoart of the Seventh Congress of the
Commurist Interrationat": Speeches, Papt 7; Londons 19363 p,23, 27).

Ten year: later, Follitt was accorded by iitepnatiana! peviconism the
dishonour of testing out whether the tirne was now rice to bring to comoletion the
abandonment of NMaprxism-Leninism by th-,- [rteprnction:l Co.omunist Movement, to
bring to coripletion the process begun at the “ieventh  aprld Congress of the
Communist Internationzl., This he did ip a parmphlet entitled "/ nswers to
Questions", publistiad by the Cornrunist Party of Great Britain in May 1945,

Just as the "new sjtuation" created by thz attermpt of Japanese impericlism
L) convert China from a semi-colony of imparjalism into a colony of imperfalism
had been the pretext fo~ the abandonment of Merxism-Laninicm in pelation to
colonial-type countries by Nan Tse-tung, just as the “pew situation® creatzd by
the thrzat of fascism had been the pretext for the paptia! abandonment of Mapxism
Leninism in relation to the rdeveloped capitzlist countries by Dimitrov, so the
“new situation” which ould arise out of the victory of the United Nations in the
Second World Vop was made the oretext for the complag2 abandopment of Marxisin-
Leniniso in re'ation to the developed capjtalict countric: by Pollitt,

The unity between UZ imperjalism, British imperialism and the socialist
“oviet Union, brought about -uring VWorl 1 Wor Il as a result of their common
interest in the defeat of the Axis powers, would be, declapa‘i Follitt, even "strong-
er" in peace time;

"The essence of the Crimea persyoctive ... is that there shall exist
betwicen Britain and America (the two strongest capit-list nations in the
world) vnd the Soviet Union (the powerful Socialist nation) a stronger unity
in pcace time than has existed in war, ...,

The principal cavitalist countries and the Socialist country have foupd
a unity of interest in war and peace," (H, Pollitt: "An_.weprs to Questions®
Londong 19453 p,22-23),

This po: t-v.ar world woul4d be one in which war would be iimpo=sible;

"The force and violence used in this war ,,., has aleo settled the
question of future wars,* (H, Polligt: ibid,; n,40).

In this idyllic post-war worl4, in which the principal i :perialicts v ould liye
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in peacetul harmony with each other and with the working clas= which ruled the
Soviet Union, British capitalists - like their counterparts in China according to
Mao Tse-tung - would, according to Pollitt, have a common interest with the
working class in abolishing capitalism, at least iL _its pre-war form:

"Capitalism, in its pre-1939 set-up, had become such a 'fetter on
production' that the capitzlists themselves find these very fetters a night-
mare, ... Hence, there is, up to a point, a common interest between all
the progres: jve sections of the nation, labour and capitalist alike, in
finding.a common solution.” (H. Pollitt: ibid.: p.44),

The "new form of capitalism", in the creation of which both capitalists and

workers would have a "common interest", was, said Pollitt, one in which the

cconomy would be planned by the state in the interests of the whole people,
including the working class:

"The more far-cighted elements of the capitalist class .... understand
that if the State has to take supreme control in war time, it vill heve, in
fhe new situation after the war, to maintain various forms of control, ....
In such a situation, State capitalism can mean that the sectional interests
of the capitalists are to some extent subordinated to the needs of the whole
(which include .... the workers),

It is in the interests of both the working clas.. and the cagitalist class
that this should happen." (H. Pollitt: ibid.; p. 29, 30, 31).

Of course, the establishment of state capitzlism, planned in the interests

of the people as 2 whole, would require "changes" in the state apparatus:

"To achieve this (i.e., state capitzlism planned in the interests of the
people as & whole - Ed.) the apparatus of the State itself will have also
to undergo changes." (H, Pollitt: ibid.; p. 30).

Because the capitalist class and the working class have a "common

interest” in bringing about these changes, they can be achieved by means of a
"government of national unity" (i.e., by a2 coalition governmient including the

Con servative Party, but with a majority of Socizl-Demacratic and "progressive"
members in the House of Comrr.ons) ;

"In present corditions we shall fight in the General ilectior to secure
the ending of the Tory majority, and after that Zlection the continuance of
national unity, but nctional unity based on a new government having behind
it a majority of Labour and progrescive members of Parliament. This will
give a new meaning to rnational unity, one that corresionde to the real
meaning of 'nation'", (H. Pollitt: ibid, - p.45).

By these ineans the State could be transformed from an apparatus of

coercion on: behalf of the cavpitalist class into an instpument for "democratic
advance":

"The will of the people shall prev ail and the Stete become the
instrument und guiding power through which can best be realised the aims
which this war has heen fought to win, ....




I'o win & new Lype of Government an? I’ nliement, , . thay (i,e., the
voorking clase - 21,) will ‘pa' to thair sile wide sections of the people,
Togather they vl make noss 1h'° areat - ncial proasrcce, 1. hichi thair
lirection of the ~tat2 i the pueprantse that it becom=2s the custoddian for
lemocr..tic advarce.” (H. [ ollitt: ibid.: p,37).

In thic nzv Cost-oc20 cituati »n, therefora, Tollitt concluled, con lition. wp:2
cbjectivaly favour ble foar "th: psacaful transition to secializm":

II'T"‘

iz conditions create! by the great political chinges aprizing out of
thics wap are no oby-cuv"lv more favoupeble for tliz nsacaful trensition
to sociali .m than they hi vz evepr been,. ...

The force and violerce used in this wap.... has male it doubly
difficult for the reactionary capit.list forcs:, «ftepr a war « azed with
extrem - violelnce to defernd democracy, to resort to vialence to crush
democracy. ...

Wwe are r.aking the greatest pacsible contribution towards the pos.ib-
ility of @ peacoful transition to SocielisT, " (H, Pollitt: ibid.; p. 39, 40, 42).

These concents are, of course, comnplatzly revisioni. .t,

Revisionism ic the perver=ion of Marxism-Lenirism to meect the peeds of
the capitalist class, ant alreadly in 1945 Follitt - recogrising that United Stetos
linperi: litm would =mepge from the war as by far the strongest ir perialist
power in the world, «vas preparing to place the Comiounist Party of Great Britain
at the scrvice of thu.. =a tion of the Bpitizh in perialicts (then the dominant
saction) which fayvourad the subor-lination of Britizh imiperialism to v ashington:

“het causes both Americun anl British cacitali=ts theip greatest
concern? Houw to uce the new gigantic prorluctive poweps vithin the limits
of this profit-m.. king cystem, ...

The onty i ma‘liet: tine of poliey which carn offer evan & temporary
solutiorn for thi‘ orohlei of irolern capitali=m ... lies .... ir: formz of
ceconoric ¢o-9'aration that ..i'1 &t the sam.c time help to solve < sme of
the basic liff-ren :o: tha, exist betveen the British anl American capiteali. t
claseas, ...

‘liat is to be don2 with thic 1. rernsely increased praductive Lower
where is it to find markets? It can find them only ... by Jlavelopin' other
countrizs through invesunent az markete for its goods; ... by internationz!
planiing; in order to help cach country to specialisze in it . exworts on what
it is most fitted to produce and on what other countries need, and to reduce
competitive rivalrics to the minimum , a considerable amount of joint
plannin: of interpatioral trade is needed, and this cai. best be organiced if
in the first glece theore is the closest co-operation betweern Britzin and
America," ( H. Pollitt: ibid.; o, 12, 13).

“ighteen months beforz the publication of Pollitt's "An....er: to Nuestions',
the leader of the Communist Papty of the Uniterd States of Armoerica, Zarl Brovw: lap, *
had also put forvward a completely revisionist peogra e

"Cupr puct-war olan is nati cnel unity. ...
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Adherernts of socialism ..,. imust make it clear thet they vwill not raise
the is .ue of —ocialism in such a form and manner ¢s to endangep or vweaken
that national unity, ...

The policy for Marxists end 11 adherernts of socialism in the United
btates is to foce with all its consequences the perspective of a capitalist
United 5tates. ..,.

The Arnerican nation: ! unity which vwe have under examination of
necessity includes, and must include, a decisive part of the big capitalists. ...

For American capitalists on the whole ‘'free enterprise' is sacred anc
untouchable, ... \We ,,,. face the necessity ,..,to take jt fully into account
and avoid any direct challenge to its validity., The problermn is somewhat
similar to that of religious freedom and taleration, ....

We Marxist: are accepting for a long period the necessity to cooperate
in meaking capitalisim work in Amcrica, . .

Nothing could be more fatal for the parspective of Teherar, so far as
the United States is concerned, than an attitude of uniform and undifferent-
iated hostility to the ranks of big capiti:l from: the side of the labour and
libera! sections of our democracy. ...

[ insist .., that lebour shall make clear beyon?! all question that such
conflict (i,e., clas: conflict - 2d) i< ot the desipre or aim of the labour
movemept," (2, Browdaert "Teheran®: New York: 1944 p.66, 67, 69, 71, 74,
87).

These formulations are less subtle thar thoszs put forwe pd later by Pollitt
i, Britain, but tiey differ little from then: in essence, “vhat was unacceptable to
world irperialisim, and so to vvorld revisionism, »as the practical conclusion
which Browder drew frori the above anclysis:

"American Communist: epe relinquishing for zn extended period the
strugele for partisan advencemernt fopr themn:-clves as a separ:te group. ...
The existence of ¢ separ: te political party of Communists ... no longer
serves a practical purpose but can be, on the contrary, an obstacle to the
larger unity. ....

The Comimunists will, therefore, dis olve their separcte political
party, .,.

There vrill no longer bz a Communist Marty in the Urited States. " (3,
Browder; ibid.; p.117),

Thus, in the interzsts of "rational unity",the Congres - of the Communist
Fanty of the U-A i May 1244 dissolved the Tapty, and trensformed it into an
"educationz! boiy", the "Communist Colitical Ascociation®,

This ove ai. unaccaptable to world imperjalism ‘because the objective
role of revisionis ic to serve the capitalict cless, to divert away froimnm the path
of revolutioi apy strugele the .nost politically conscious elements in the working
cless: it carnot perforin thiz ro!s if it liquidates the political party require:d for
thic purpo: 2, '

Ir the follo ing yoar, therefore, the leading French revisionist, Jacques
Tuclos, wvas allatted the task of "exposing® the revicionjem of Browderism, which
N2 procceded to (19 in the oegan of the Fronch Conunucist Tarty, "Cahicrs du
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Communisme". In respmse to this "fraternal criticism", a special National
Convention in July 1945 re-established the Communist Party of the USA under
the leadership of the revisionist William Foster. In February 1946 the Nation::]
Committee expelled Browder from membership of the Party, and he took up.
appropriately, the role of an information agent for Big Business.

At the same time the task was allotted to Pollitt of testing whether the
time was now ripe for Commuurist Parties to adopt an ou tright revisionist
programime, from which the Marxist-Leninist principles that socialism could
be established only by mieans of the smashing of the capitalist state in a socialist
revolution, and that it could be mainti:ined only by the establichment of the
cictatorship of the working class, could be discarded. Thic he did in "Questions
end Answers", '

The reaction to Mollitt's "ereative Marxism-Leninism" demonstrated that
in 1945 this was still "premature". For the next five ysars, thercfore, Pollitt
cdevoted his oratory to ascisting British monopoly capital solve the "national
crisis" - by urgin, the working class, in the name of "creative Marxism -
Leninism", to work harder and collaborate with the employers in "rationalisation
measures" to increase production under "a state of emergency":

"The job of this Congress is to advance the solution of our country's
grave problems. ...

The unions should demand that joint production machinery - national,
regional, local and factory - should be set up in all industries without delay.
We cre fully aware how difficult it is to convince the workers of the

need for increased production. This 1s understandable when the workers
see pools of unemployment." (H. Pollitt: Report to the 19th Congress of the
Communist Party of Great Britain: "Britain's Croblems Can be Solved";
London; 1947 p, 6, 17, 18).

"If the uiions wish to play a real part in planning they must undertake
a systemeatic campaign to revive the Joint Production Comimittees and to
induce the Government to m.ke them legally compulsory in all firms
employing more than 50 workers, ....

It is the job of the Mroduction Committees in all industries to secure
greater output per ma!t employed on the basis of the existing equipment. .. .

The Production Coirur ittees must be prepared to show how output can
be increased by the better layout of existing meachines, the more skilful
forwarding of suppli=s of materials and components, the better organisa-
tion of inner factory ircnsport, a better organisation of available labour. ...

The workers must be prepared to support a more rational use of
labour." (Economic Committeeof the Communist Party (of Great Britain):
"Britain's Plan for Frosperity": l.ondon: 1947; p.110,111).

"The Govarnment should declarc an emergency situation, and take
emergency powers to orgeanise the nation's resources. ...
The Government should orgarnise a great political campaigrn: for

increased production, showving axactly what pocitive improvements it will
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bring to the workers and their families in the form: of better conditions,
no more gueues, higher wages, more goods, more houses, schools and
new factories, ...

Wipe out defeatism, cynicism and doubt, so that, for example, the
Joint Production Committees can rcally be organised and got going in a
manner we have never seen before, just becauce all the workers under-
stand the gravity of the nation's position, its need for increased produc-
tion," (H. Pollitt: "Looking Ahead"; London ; 1947 p,67, 76, 123).

At the same time Pollitt was turning his attention to the "People's
Nemocracies" which had aricen in Eastern —urope following the Second World

\WWar, According to Marxist-Leninist analysis, these states had arisen &g a
result of the smashing of the former state apparztuses in a process eguivalent

to @ working class socialist ;gvolution and represecnted a form of the dictatorship
of the working class:

"The tremendous social upheaval which took place after the war in
the countries of Southern and South -~ Eastern Zurope, an upheaval which
resulted in the consolidation in these countries of the dictatorship of the
proletariat in the form of the People's Democratic State, had the
character of a proletarian revolution, of a socialist reyolution." (H. Minc:
"People's Democracy in Easterr Zurope; London: 1951; p,6).

Already in 1947, however, Pollitt was presenting the People's Democrac-
ies of Zastern Zurope as examples of a "new road to socialism™, a road without
the dictatorship of the working class, a road without revolution;

"In @ number of countries where popular ‘lemocracies hayve been
established, a new road to Socialism has opened before the people.

In these countries ,,.., it is pousible to see how the people will move
towards Socielism without further revolution, without the dictatorship of
the proletariat," (H, Pollitt: "Looking Ahead"; London; 1947; p.90).

Then, at a meeting of the Executive Committee of the Communist Party
of Great Britzin in July 1950, Pollitt put the case for a new Party programme
for the establishment of "socialism" in Britain on the basis of "British instjt-
utions" and "People's Democracy", without revolution and without the dictator-
ship of the working class:

"Our Party must and can formulate such a statemert of policy as ...
will attract wide attention, discussion and support, ,.. It must be
immediately practicable and not only possible after some capitalist and
Transport House bogey of a 'bloody revolution', It must be applicable to
British conditions and be based upon them and British ipstitutions, "

(H. Pollitt: cited by J., Gollan: "People's Democracy for Britain"; London;
1952; p.3-4),

The new programme, "The British Road to_Socialism", was adopted by
the 22pd. Nationzl Congress of the Communist Party at Eastep 1952,
The programme papudiatad as a "lie" the concet that the Communist
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Papty was bent on destroying that British "institution" known as the British
Zmpire:

"The enemies of Commurnism declare that the Communist Party ,., is
aiming at the destruction of ,... the British Zmpire. But it is a lie". ("The
British Road to Socialism"; London; 1951; p.11).

On the contrary, the Communist Party would establish "normal'"relations
between the British people and the people of the Empire, would establispq relations
under which Britain would export industrial products to the countries making up
the British Empire, together with technical specialists, and would receive from
them essential food and raw materijals:

"'"The Commuuist Papty', our Programme states, 'would put an end to
the present abnormal relations ,... between the British people and the
people of the Empire by establishing durable friendship with them. ...

Our People's Government, the Progremme declares, wouldenter into
.4y. Mutual arrangements with these ,... Governments to ensure Britain
'the normal supplies of the vital food and raw materjals nacessary to her
economic life'. ... To the .... colonial countries we would send 'the products
of British industry needed by those countries for their own economic
development', ,.. We would offer technical specialists." (J. Gollan; Report
to the 22nd National Congress of the Communist Party of Great Britain,
"People's Democracy for Britain"; London; 1952; p.8).

The estublishment of close association between Britain and the people of
the Empire is necessary for "mutual defence against US imperialism":

"All this, continues our Programme, 'would provide the basis for a
new, close ,.,. association of the British people and the .... peoples of the
present Empire to promote mutually beneficial economic exchange and
cooperation, and to defend in cammon their freedom against American
imperialist aggression'. ,.. This fight requires close association and
cooperation for victory", (J. Gollan: ibid,: p. 8, 9).

Thus, the Communist Party would pot dissolye the British Empire but trans-
form it into a new association - @ "Commonwealth" perhaps - based on neo-
colonialism, i,e. on the "independence" of the member countnies:

" All this, continues our Programme, "would provide the basis for a
new, cloue, voluntary and fraternal association of the British people and
the liberated peoples of the presepnt Empire to promote mutually beneficial
economic exchange and coopenration, and to defend in common their free-

dom against American imperialist aggression'", (J. Gollan: ibid.; p.8).

The ppogramme also repudiated as a "slanderous mjsrepresentation" the
concept that the Communist Party sought to replace capétaliSt "parliamentary
democracy" by a working class state, the dictatorship of the working class,
expressed by that alien term "Soviets" :

"The enemies of Communism accuse the Communist Party of aiming
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to introduce “oviet Fower in Britain, and to abolish Parliament. This is
a slanderous misrepresentation of our policy." ("The British Road to
Socizlism"; London; 1951; p,14.)

In what Gollan described as the "now famous key formulation" of the new
programme, the Communist Party declared that the parliament of the capitalist
state could be transformed into "the democratic instrument of the people's will,
into an instrument of "People's Democracy", by means of which socialism could
be introduced constitutionally:

"The British Communists declare that the people of Britain can trans-
form capitalist democracy into a real People's Democracy, transforming
Parliament, the product of Britain's historic struggle for democracy, into
the democratic instrument of the will of the vast majority of her people."
(Ibid,; p.14),

"Socialism is achieved through the mass movement of the people
transforming Parliament into an instrument of its will and using it to
legiclete for Socizlism." (J, Gollan: ibid.: p.15).

Since 1951, the "British Road to Socialism" has been revised three times
- in 1952, 1958 and 1968 - and the "pure democratic" character of the "socialist
state" to be establicshed along this road has been clarified:

"Democratically organised political parties, including those hostile to
socialism, would have the right to maintain their organisation, publications
and propaganda, an- to contest elections." ("The British Road to Social-
ism": Lon-don- 1968: p.52).

But the "now famous key formulation" of 1951 remains virtually unchanged:

"By political action, using our democrztic rights to trar.sform trad-
itional institutions, Parliament can be made into an effective instrument of
the people's will, to carry through maior legislation to challenge capitalist
power, and replace capitalism by socialiem." (Ibid,: p.49).

Ir. February 1956, following the seizure by the Soviet revisionists of the
machinery of the Cornmunist Party of the Soviet Union, the 20th Congnc;ss of the
CPSU adopted Pollitt's "key formulation" to give it an international implication:

"The question arises of whether it is possible to go over to socialism
by using parliamentary means. No such course was open to the Russian
Bolsheviks, ,...

Since then, however, the historical situation has undergone radical
changes which make possible a new aprroach: to the question, ....

The present situation offers the warking class in @ number ofcapita-
li<t countries 2 real opportunity .... to capture a stable majority in parlia-
ment and transform the latter from an organ of bourgeois democracy into
a genuine in: trument of the people's will, In such an event this institution,
tr: ditional in many highly developed capitalist countries, may become an
organ of genuire democracy - democracy for the working pcople." (N,
Khrushchov: Report of the Central Committee to the 20th Caongress of the
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CFSU: London; 1956; ».30).

In Noveinber 1957 the Communist and \Workers' Parties of the "socialist
countries", including the Communist Party of China, endorsed Pollitt's "key
fofnmuldtmn":

"Today in a number of capitalist countries the working class, headed
by it:. vanguard, has the opportunity ... to unite a majority of th2 people,
win state power without civil war and ensurc the transfer of the basic
means of production to the hands of the pcople. . . The working class can
secure a firm majority in Parliament, transform Parliament from an
instrument =erving the class interests of the bourgeonicie into an instru-
ment serving the working pecople, 'aunch a non-Parliamentary mass
struggle, smach the presistance of the reactionary forces end create the
rnecessary conditions for peaceful realisation of the cocialict revolution."

(Neclaration of the Communist and Workers' Pa ‘ties of “ocialist Countries,

in: "For Meace ! For Socialism !"; London; 1957: p,12).

In November 1960 the above formulation was endorsed, without chenge of
wording, by the conference of represcntatives of the 81 Commurist ani Workeprs'
Parties.

(Ctatement of the WWorld's Communist Parties, in: "36 Million Communists

say ..."; London: 1960; p. 30-31).

CONCLUSION

By 1960, thercfore, the leadercship of the international
communi:t movement had abandoned Maerxism-Leniriemand
had comolnt ly eiabraced revisioniem., The international
communict movement had cecascd to be the vanguard of the
world working class, and the building of 2@ new interrnational
Marxist-Leninist movement had bierely begun.

At the core of the new revisionist programme lay the
cyncepts of the "united front" and the "pzople's front"
built not, in accordance with Maprxist-Leninist principles,
"from below", in conjunction with the exposure and isolation
of the Social-Nemocratic Party leaders and their counter-
parts in the trade union movement, but the "united front"
and the "people's front" built "from above", with these
representatives of the capitalist class:

"The Communist Parties advocate coonepation with the Socialist

arties. ...

Today, in a nuinber of capitalist countrics the working class, headed
by its venguard, has the opportunity, given a united working class and
nooular frornt or other workable forms of agreement and political coopera-
tion between the differert partizs and public organications, to ulite a
majority of the pecople, win state povwer without civil war and en=ure the
transfer of the basic means of pro-uction to tha han-ic of the people." (Ibid.;
p.30, 31 - my cmphasis - 7d.)

"
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The Labour Party and the Communist Party, working together for
their s ocialist aim, are the working class political orgenications on which
the success of the chai.ge to socialism depenis, ,...

The ending of all bans and the development of urited actionbetween
the Communist Party and the Labour Parnty is also a step towards electoral
unity against the Tories, ...

At every stage in this struggle a strong Communist Party, working in
full associjation with the Labour Party, trade unions and Cooperative
Movemernt, is esscntial,” ("The Britich Road to Socialism": London; 1958;
23, 29, 30).

This "unjted front from above" is seen as an important
step in the direction of the fusion of the two parties into «
single party:

"The split in the ranks of the working class ... remazains the principal
obstacle to the achievement of the aims of the working class, Communists
work resolutely to eliminate this split,” (Statement of the World's Com -
munist Parties, in: "36 Million Communists say ....": London, p.28),

"The removal of the bans aid proscriptions directed ag: inst the
Communist Party is the first step in restoring unity to the movement, This
could lead to further steps towards unity, including the pousibilities of
affiliation (i.e,, of the Communjst Party to the Labour Paprty - Ed.), and
eventually of a single working class party based on Marxicm." ("The
British Road to Socjalism"; London; 1958; p,29),

When the Seventh World Caongress of the Communist
International put forward the perspective of the eventual
unity of the Communist Party and the Social-Democratic
Party in each country, the condition that the leadership of
the Social-Democratic Party should "accept Maprxism™"
included the unacceptable-

"condition that the necessity of the revolutionary overthprow of the rule
of the bourgeoisie and the establishmernt of the dictatorship of the prole-
tariat in the form of Sovicts be recognised," (G, Dimitrov: Main Report
Delivered at the Scventh World Congress of the Communist International
in "The United Front"; Lon-dor; 1938; p.88),

Now that the "new creative Marxism®" of the revisionist-
led world communist movement has thrown overboard the
necessity of the revolutionary overthrow of the bourgeoisie
and the establishment of the dictatorship of the proletariat,

gountry, the interests of which such _a "united party of the

——————— — e ————

working class" will ine"ul_q_b_!x,_ggg!g._
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The conce;t of & "unjted front fromx above™ ith the
counter-revolutionary classe enem.es of the working class
iz a key concept of the pevisionist "Thought of Man Tse
tang". But fer froin being peculiar to Chinase "Left"®
revisiornism, thi concept is fundameéntal t> modern revis-
ionism as a whole. '
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APPFPENDIX | 33

THESES ON UNITED FRONT TACTICS

1, The socialist revolution can be accomrplizhad snly when a majopity of the
warking class has becen won to the cause of revolutionary sociall M end to
acceptance of the lealership of the M pxist-L.eninist Pepty.

2, At the present time the majority of the working clas« cuopopt arganisa-

tion:. ostensibly within the working class movement but which, as a result of

thic policies of their lcaders, objectively serve the .nterests of monopoly
capital (e.g., the Labour Party, the peform:st tra-de unions).

3 The winning of a imajority of the working class tn the cause of revoluti :n-
ary socialisim and to acce; tarice of the leadership of the Napxist-Leninist Party
can bc accomplished not by propaganda alone, but as a result of the Party and
its miembers playing a leading role in the day-to-‘day stpusnzles of the workers
fer peforms, In these ‘day-to-day stpugiles the workeps lecarn from: their own
experience that it is the Napxist-Lepinist Papty an? it: members which
genuinely represent their intzpests,

4, The Mapxist-Lenirist Papty supports these struggles for reforms not as
ends in themselves, but as papt of the strategy of mobilising the working class
for socialist revolution,

5; In so far o« th2 Farty can «+in the cooneratiorn of non-Papty workeps for
& perticular partial objcctive «nd this cooperation takes come oarganised form,
the latter constitutes . UNIT'ZD FRONT aroup:d that oapticular pantiel objective,

6. Appeals for united front action must be directe! priio.apily at the non-
Papty workers who form the rank-and-file to form & UNITZ FRONT FROM
BELOW, In so far as cuch anpeals are directed to organisations under preaction-
ary leadership, they muct be open apnd public, s>that th - 1zaders may not

prevent the appeals fron. coming to the attertion of the rank-apd-fila,

7 Mrovilod the policy of the Mepxist-Lenini=t Tarty is a correct one of
prigejnled -iofence of thz intercests of the working class, the preactionepy lecders
(vvho objzctiva'y serve the intepests of the capitalizt class) will Larmally reject

appeels for a united frort mede to their oprganisations, ‘uch rcjections must be
used to ¢xpoie the leaders to ¢s viide sections of tho rank-ani=filc as poseible,
8. “Whepe an apoeal for & united front is nejected by the reactionary leaders

of an organisation, cvepry effort must be made to win the lowep bodies of that
organisation (branches, district:., cte.) to defy the reactiovapy leadership and
respon! positively 1o the appeal .

9, In exceptional circumstences, rank-and-file precsure for a united front
niay be strong enougl to force the reactionary l;._m,ru, norrinally to coree to &
united front (UNITMEZD FRONT FR20N BRLOW AND FRON ABOVE)., The Mapxist-
Leninist Naprty will accert such a united front,
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10, In entering a UNITED FRONT FROM BEZLOVW AND FROM AROVE, the
Marxist-Leninist Party will insist on mainteining its indepencent role outside
the united front, including its critical exposure of the reactionary leaders
concerned in all fields outside that of the united front,

11, When the reactionary leeders take action to try to sabotage the united
front in the interests of the capitalist class, the Marxist-Leninist Party must
see that their wrecking, anti-working class role is exposcd to the videst
possible section of the work ng class.

12. The Marxist-Leninis: Party must be constantly on guard to prevent
cdeviatione from these correct united front tactics either to the right or to the
"!Bft".

13. The principal deviatiors to the right coneist of making concessions of
principle to the reactionary leaders irn. an effort to maintain the united front in
being, in particular the renunciation of criticism of the reaction«ry leaders in
fields outside that of the united front.

14, The principal deviations to the "left" consist of opposing united front

tactics as "opportunist", of puttii.g forward partial objectives wlich are beyond
the political level of the workers concerned, and of couching urited front acpeals

in terms whicli are so abusive of the reactionary leaders as to repel their
supporters,

Central Comimnittee,
MLOB

Adopted unanimously,

20th February, 1972

“w



,,_;Q







	img001.pdf
	img002.pdf
	img003.pdf
	img004.pdf
	img005.pdf
	img006.pdf
	img007.pdf
	img008.pdf
	img009.pdf
	img010.pdf
	img011.pdf
	img012.pdf
	img013.pdf
	img014.pdf
	img015.pdf
	img016.pdf
	img017.pdf
	img018.pdf
	img019.pdf
	img020.pdf
	img021.pdf
	img022.pdf
	img023.pdf
	img024.pdf
	img025.pdf
	img026.pdf
	img027.pdf
	img028.pdf
	img029.pdf
	img030.pdf
	img031.pdf
	img032.pdf
	img033.pdf
	img034.pdf
	img035.pdf
	img036.pdf
	img037.pdf
	img038.pdf
	img039.pdf
	img040.pdf

