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[MLOB Note] CHANGE OF NAME

The Central committee of the Marxist-Leninist Organisation of Britain has
acceded to a request from the RED FRONT MOVEMENT to relinquish to it for
its journal the name “RED FRONT”. From this issue the organ of the MLOB will
be called by the name of the slogan of the 6h World Congress of the
Communist International: “CLASS AGAINST CLASS”

All subscriptions to “RED FRONT” will be transferred to “CLASS AGAINST CLASS” and adjusted accordingly.
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CORRESPONDENCE

(EDITORIAL NOTE: In 1969, the "Indian Marxist-Leuninist Associa-
tion" - the membership of which was made up of Indians resident
(for the most part temporarily) in London - established relations
of cooperation with the Marxist-Leninist Organisation of Britain,
Joint meetings werec held between representatives of the two
organisations; "TMLA" endorsed the main programmatic positions
of the MLOB, and invited MLCB members to lecture under its
suspices; and the two organisations collaborated in practical
work, principally in the field of the struggle against racism,
Tn 1971 "IMLA" dropped out of this activity, and began to
collaborate with notorious black racists in setting up a "Black
Workers' Defence League” (later transformed into the "Black
Vorkers' League"), with a black racist orientation, When the
MLOB sent a confidential memorandum to "IMLA" criticising its
policy in this connection, "IMLA" severed relations with the
MLOB,

The following letter, dated Cctober 18th, 1972, has been
received from Comrade Vijay Singh, formerly "Education Organiser",
"Participation Organiser”, and "Research Organiser" of "IMLA";
it reveals how these events came to be seen by honest comrades
within that organisation. The letter has heen slightly abridged
for reasons of space,) '

As you are aware, the "Black YWorkers' League" has as its
professed aim "the development of Black Marxist-Leninists", It is
the offspring of the "Indian Marxist-leninist Association" which,
as its name implies, claims to be a Marxist-Leninist organisa-
tion, These claims make it necessary to subject these organisa-
tions to a thorough analysis, in order to determine whether they
are, in fact, a genuine section of the progressive - not to say
revolutionary socialist - 'movement,

) T?e origins of "IMLA" lie in the Indian Committee of the
Communist Party of Great Britain, the primary aim of these
national committees being to restrict contact between Communists
from @he_former colonial countries (many of whom were anti-
rev131onls§) and the rank-and-file members of the CPGB. "IMLA"
zas ostensibly a breakaway group from the Indian Committee of
he CPGB.‘Its lead?r, Ambuj Mukharji, had numbered among his
many services to his King Street masters the leading of a
gepgtatlon of "Communists" to the Indian High Commission in
ondon, asglng them to publicise in stronger terms the Indian
government's case in the Sino-Indian "horder dispute”. It is
now clear that,_ln becoming leader of "IMLA" Mukharji in no
¥ggta:§ndoneg h%s act%vg anti—Marxist-Leniniét activity, and
- le real aim of "IMLA" (as its leader saw it) was to provide
armless framework within which dissident Indian members and
iﬁ—member’s o:{‘ the CI?GB conld be isolated as far as possible from
e new tMarxist-Leninist movement that was beginning to develop

in Britai i : el 5
the CPGng 1n opposition to the revisionism of the leadershﬂ20f

WYhen I hecame a member of "IMLAY 4
_ M in the last ter of
1969, the declared aim of the organisation wes io gg:ge "unity"

amongst the various Indian "left" (i i
1 _ in fact, revisionist) trends
represented by the right revisionist Commuﬁist Party of)IndiB,
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the centrist revisionist Communist Party of India (Marxist), the
left revisionist Communist Party of India (Marxist-Leninist),
trotskyite and guevaraite groups, on the basis of "practical
activity" on the question of racism. This aim was expressed in s
leaflet issued by the "IMLA" in 1970 as

".o. to try by all means to attain functional and practi-
cal unity in the face of the many theoretical and structural
diversities of the groups and individuals with avowedly
Marxist-Leninist aims",

A year later, the "avowedly" Marxist-Leninist aims of these
~~oups and individuals had become "genuine", the primary aim of
"IMLA" being defined as

Rian Lo tr¥ to attain functional and practical unity, in
the face of the immense theoretical and structural diversitv

of the %roups and individuals with gepnuine Marxist-Lenipist
orientation”. ("Red Indian", January/February 1971; p.ll%c

This unprincipled approach was, of course, carefully design-
ed to suppress the discussion of fundamental theoretical princinle
ar "destructive of unity", and to divert any genuine Marxist-
Leninists within the organisation from the primary task of
hrrilding the nucleus of a Marxist-Leninist Party by involving
them in practical activity with a purely reformist or quasi-
reformist perspective, The fact that the "Indian Marxist-Leninist
Association" consistently rejected (except as a task of the
remote, indefinite future) the primsry task of all Marwist-
Ieninists of rebuilding a Marxist-Leninist party of the working
class, even when called upon explicitly to honour it, is sufficient
in itself to expose the spurious character of the "Marxism-
Leninism" of the "Indian Marxist-Leninist Association”,

In line with its "theory" of "functional unity" through
practice alone, "IMLA" paturally rejected Leninist principles of
organisation, based on democratic centralism with a single demo-
c¢ratically-elected leading body subject to criticism and recall,
with a single line of policy on all questions binding on all
members., The absence of democratic centralism - even of any
written constitution -~ together with the loose, amorphous nature
of the membership, provided a seedbed for every kind of trickery
and demagogy on the part of the "leader", Ambuj Mukhariji, around
whom a "cult of personality"” was erected.

A partial retreat from these opportunist and revisionist
positions was forced on Mukharji in the last cuarter of 1969,
when a number of members of "IMLA" came into contact with the liarx-
ist-Leninist Oreanisation of Britain., The influence of the MLOB
and of its puhlications was such that, from this time until the
middle of 1971, "IMLA" formally adopted the main theqretica} _
rositions of the MLOB, defended these positions publicly, distrib-
uted the published material of the MLOB,; and cooperateq politic—
ally with MLOB in a number of spheres._In line wi@h this coopers—
tion, leading members of MLOB were invited to deliver lectures
in the courses of Marxism-Leninism organised by "IMLA" at the
"Free University of Black Studies". It was indeed as a result of
the correct political guidance of the MLOB that "IMLA" qccepted
the fact that its manouevres to set up 2 "Socialist Alliance
Against Racism" by means of a "united front frqm abovg" with thg
trotskyite "Socialist Current Group" and the libertarian-anarchist
"New Socialists” had been incorrect, and, out of the collabora-
tion of "IMLA" and the MLOB, the Black and Yhite Workers: Unity
Front came into being as a genuine grass-roots organisation of

struggle against racism.
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That "IMLA" accepted the corrcctness of the tactic of build-
inz n vnited front rrimarily from below is shown by & letter
dated Cetoher 1l4th, 1970, sigred by J. Merwanji (on hehalf of
"THLA"), by A, ¥Yumria (on hehalf of the BWWUF) and by M. Baker
(on hehalf of the MLCB)

"Mie firmly hold the view that the racist offensive cap h
defeated only hy develoning multi-racial working people’:
defence gronns in areas of high immigrant concentration
these hodies are likely to bé predominantly hlack) and
milti-racial anti-racist committees in arens of low immi-
erant concentration (these hodies are likely to be predom-
inantly white). “heresas the functions of the former will hco
to rrepare the hlack and white workers to defend themselves
acainst the hired hooligans of the system, the fynction of
the latter will be to educate the white workers (in theory
and practice) that the racist ideclogy is a weenop of the
ruling class directed against the most fundomental interests
of the working classs and other sections of the working
neonle as a whole, Thé correctness of this view has been
tested ané tried through the practical experience of the
militant hlack and white workers, especially in connection
with onr work in the Ilast London area,

Neecless to say, this kind of grass-roots organisation
of the hlack and white working class and other working
neople wounld need a lot of work on the part of the most
advoanced and class-counscious black and white workers, as
gelhave exnerienced with regard to orr work in the iast
Zad® ,

no

Taking advantage of the fact that this work on princinled
lines nroved exacting, Mukharji succeeded in winning support
among the less pnolitically develoned adherents of "IHIA"™ for the
view that the adoption of a conciliatory attitude towards hlack
racism and hlack racists coul¢ provide a short-cut for the organ-
isation to gain a numerical strength and influence comparable
with those of the black racist organisations with which "TIMLA"
was in contact in the "Free University of Black Stndies"., As a
result of this policy, in rlace of the frontal assault on hlack
raclsm which had characterised the earlier presence of "IMLA" in
the "Free University of Black Studies", "IMLA" set out to try to
huild a "united front from ahove"” with the black racists - ahova
all with the notorious Roy Sawh, whose expensive sports car and
luxurious residence in "‘est London had been hought out of the
hard-earned money of duped »lack workers, The denths to which
this unprincipled conciliationism sank is illustrated by luk-
harji's own statement within "IMLA": "I told Roy that we regard-
ed him as our leader"; bv his attemnt (which failed) to rrevent
Mrs. Margaret Mujumdar from assuming the rosition of "Nducation
Crganiser" of "THLA" on the grounds that her skin was "too
wvhite", and %y his nwnhlic attack in the "Free Upiversity of
3lack Studies” on a leading member of [ILC3 for his alleged
"dogmatism" on the auestion of hlack racism, ;

In rursuing this new policy, "IMLA" naturally proceeded to
sahotage the work of bnilding the Black and YVhite WVorkers' Unitv
Front, transferring its energies to the setting wn, on the basis
of a "united front from sbove", of a "Rlack Yorkers' Defence
League", which came into being in March 1971 in connection with
the 1971 Immigration Bill. This included three fictitious
organisations: the "Pakistsni Marxists" (afterwards the "Paki-~
stani “forkers' Group" and later the "Pakisteni YWorkers' Associa-
tion, London"j; the "Afro-Caribbean Marxists" (efterwards the
"Caribbean Workers' Group" and later the "Carihhean %orkers'
Union"); and the "Indian Yorkers' Association, London" (a purely
naper organisation composed of wemhers of "IMLA"). The real
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components of the "Black lorkers Jazfence lLeague® ot 3ts incep-
tion were : the "Indian aprxist~Leninist Association”; the "Sonth-
tast London Parents' Associntion” . th%c leaders of which were on
record as holding that monker Hlond flowed through the veins of
vhite men; and two organisations donin~ted by ?°3 Sawh and his
hlack r001bt courtlcrs' the "Freec "niversitv of Black .o ncdies™
and the "Black Power Party",

These events did not, of course, pass unnoticed by the
iAarxist-leninist ““ganJQatlon of Jritain, COn the eve o7 what was
te he the last meeting hetween renreseptatives of the two organ-
isations, it delivered s confidentinl memorandum which stronsly

criticised the politicaT Tine now heing pursued by "IHT AT,

The contradictions between i4e princinled warxist-Leninist
line of the MLO3 and the opnortnrist/revisionist line of " INIAM
hagd 11Pcﬁdv heen hrought to the surface ot the previous meeting
when the MLOB revrcsentatlves had pronosed that the ore advan--
ced olonentq of "IVLAY should consiitnte tae:scl"cs forthwith
into the discirlined nucleus of » senuine larxist-lLeninist
ocrgnanisation of India. This vronosal had heen re1ev+uﬂ hay B IMLAY
ol the unprincirled grounds th~t it would seem "presuminons”

for Indians tenrorarllv residing outside India to work towards
119 establishment of a future Lnilnn Farxist-Leninist .arty,

“ven the suggestion by the MLO3 that the more advanced olements
0” "INLA" should constitute themselves into an Indian arxist-
Lenirist Information Bureau was rojected. The one comwtitment that
wns accepted - the production of » larxist-Leninist an~lysis of
fodioan soclety - was never inmlemented,

|

The NLOB memorandom brovghi ibese contradictions to o head,
and discussion of the memcrandun raturally formed the “ocnl noint
6f the next meeting, DMukharii, in sn outhurst of charncteristic
pretulance, attempted to deny thnat "I114AY had emharked on a
nolicy of conciliation of Hlack vacism, 'mt eventnally acreed
that the "TVLA" pamphlet "The :mcial Problem; A bociclist inal-
vsis" would he amended in accordrince with the criticisna wade by
the MLCB, that is, to take a stard not merely agninst white
racism but agairst all forms of racism, (uhnrﬂctorlstl*ﬂl‘v this
wAsS never imrlemented), FFor their nrart, the MLCB reprosenia-
tives emphasised that they had presented their confidential
memorandum nurely with the desire to try to correct whai tley
regarded as errors in policy on the nart of "INLA", so that the
cooperation hetween the two orgapisations might be ztreangtbhened
or the basis of the unnrthlpleﬂ nolicies nrev:ouslv agreed
hetween the two organisations.

Because of the time occupiced in discussing the LU menor-
andum, it proved impossible to comnlete the agenda of the meet-
ing, which was accordingly adiovrned till the following Sunday,
Mukharii, however, had a sharp noqo, and he saw that continned
centact between "IMLA"™ and 103 must endanger, not only his
nclitical line but also his p051110n. Yiis first ste» was to
sccure the postponement of the adionrned meeting arranged he-
tween the two organisations and, shortlv afterwards - vhen the
forces within the "IMLA" that were developing towards liarxism-
Leninism were weakened by the departure for Indin of Comrade
. Merwanjii, embarkod on a campaign to "iustify" n hreasch of

relations_ w1th the MLCR on the *ronnds tnat it was A "white
racist” o orwnnlsatlon.

Mmkharii's "case" that the irxist-Leninist Orzanisation
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of Wwitain woas "white racizt" in character hegan with the sur-

‘riging ¢horse that the 1.03's exrosure of the "left"-revision-
ist leaders™in of the Communist iarty of China (made in » report
whieh "I7A" hnd endorsed and distributed) reflected "white
racism" =ince the leaders of the C,F.C. were "non-white",

“ukharii's second point was that some of the MLOB nemhers
sho had lectured at the "Free University of Black studies" (at
sich the students were exclusively bhlack, unanimously onrnosed
to white rrcism but in the majority of cases under the influence

af hlack rreist ideas) had devoted more time to the annlysis of
hWlack racism than to that of white racism,

Thirdly, Yukharji - while admitting that the MLODB sunportes
the right of immigrant workers to organise along national lines
- arcned thot the '1.C3's eritienl nttitude towerds the forma-
tion by "II'LA" of a "united front from nhove" with hlack
racists was in contradiction to this,

"or his fourth noint, while admitting that the 0.3 had
issued a number of statements and articles clenrly exnosing the
maactionary nature of racism of all kinds, Mukharji nroduced a

doenment issned hy the MLCGB in whieh the anestiorn of racism wns
not mentioned,

Tirnlly, Mnkharii attempted to refurbish the hoary, dis-
credited theory of the sunra-class natnre of British imperisl-
ism, the theory that the white British workers participated in
the exploitetion hoth of the working people in the colenial
countries snd of the immigrant workers in 3ritasin, alleging
that the ML.OB'z rejection of this theory reflected its -"white
racism"! This, of course, is not the first time that this
ifalse, rabhle-ronsing theory has heen presented as the lnst
vord in r-r-revolutionary larxism-Leninism by demagognes; the
"left"—revisionist "Tinshury Communist Association" put forward
this theory several vesrs ngo in a document entitled "Class and
carty in Aritein", and it is not coincidental that the demoli-
tion of this noisonous "theorv" shonld have heen the work of t'e

iectien Comnittee for larxist-Leninist Unity, the direct fore-
mnner of the MLCOB,

Suech was the sum total of the "ease" by whieh Mukharii
gousht to estabhlish the "white racism” of the M5, and Tiustify”

7 hreach of relations with the 10U on the »nart of "T:i.a™M,
slearlyv, Tv%harii now consicdered that he had surrouncer nimself
with » gaesle of sueh unthinking sveconhants that he felt free
to sink to the lowest level of nolitienl chicanery,
‘evertheless, the increasingly obvious contradietions
“ietween the wrofessed "HMapxism-leninism"” of "INLA" and its rev-
isionist-om ortunist nractice could not hut lead to growineg
criticism of luk"srii. This criticism centred nat first around
three rointa: the muestion of "fwnctionml alliance", of un-
arincirled unity on the hasis of practice alone: on the recjec-
tion by "IMLA" of the need to organise immicrant workers at the
noint of production (a rejection that was defended on the
nretext of "orrosing economism"!): and on IMwkhariji's continned
nemhership of the rovisionist CiG3, twenty years after the

“whlieation of "The 3ritish Qnod to Socinlism", in flacrant
contravention of his nromise of Necember 1970 to leave that
organisation,

It was during this neriod that it was revenled to all
"onest memhers of the "BWL" that Mukharii's legal nctivities
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were s oprortunist ond rotten as his nolitics, confronted with
the aflforts of tenants o-nressed by a rrck-rentin;; landlord to
seck redress through a ent Tribunal, the unerring hourgeois
class instinct of the "leacer" of the "BJUL" led him to represent
the lanllord. Por these services to the class enemy, Mukharii
cemanded navment in cosh, hut reluctantly accented 5 chenue when
the landlord cencerne.” deoclared that he did not h~ove enourh
»aady cazh, o ten it heeame clear that this sction would be
brotrzht u» ot 2 meeting of the "Central Comuittee" of the "MWL",
Yatharii hostily despatehed fiss fapgaret Jobner to return the

chieame by han te the londlord in anvestion !

To wore off this criticism, Mukhariji and the faction of the
b .
CIMEAT wiic™ gove bim uneritical sunport adonted a series of
nanic mensurcs: ‘

L they arbit-arily declared themselves to he the "Nucleus" of
the orgrnisation, its "leadinz bhody",

25 they refused to convene meetings of the "Crganising Commite
tee", the lending hody of "THLA" according to its unwritten con-
stitution;

3. ttey nrevented the develoning MNapxisrt-leninists within the
crcanisotion from continning to leectnre in the "IMNIA" courses in
arxism-venii ism, ond exclnded them from meetinzs of the "Central
Comrrittec” of the "Black “orkers' lLesgue" (»s the "Black orkers'
efence Tearne"” was now cnlled);

4, they broe of relations with the Red Pront lovement, and
took all possiblne stens 1o prevent contoet between members of
the "3'™ and t™e Ned I'ront Movements

5 they demmnanded that »11 members of "IMNLA" accent the orport-
unist-revisionist forimlations emModied in the first namnhlet
of the "3ui",

Jut in -nite of all lnkharii's efforts, the "united front
‘rom ahove" wit’ the hlack racists disintegrated., The more
extreme blaclk racists, headed by Roy Sawh, resigned from the
"Jentral Committee” of the "3lack ‘orkers' lLeague", and the
remains of the "3ULY headed by lukharii, were exnelled from the
"ree University of 3lack Studies"., iznifiecantly, the conclusion
which Hukharii soncht to draw from this was that the concilistory
attitnde o7 "17T1V" townrds hlack racism had to he nccentuated ...!

It shorld be n~nifestly nl2in from this brief history that
the "Mlock Torkers' iergne” and the "Indian larxist-Leninist
Association” are onnortvnist, revisionist and black racist organ-
isations. N

Vijiay K. 'Singh

(Former "kKducation Crganiser”,
“articination Crgnniscr","Research
Crgnniser” of "IMIA", 1969-71;
Famhor of the "3lack ‘orkers'
Lengue", 1971).



