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THE RELEVANCE OF LENIN‘S WHAT IS 0 BE DONE9“
T0 THE DEVELOPMENT OF A REVOLUTIONARY NARXIST-
- LENINIST PARTY IN BRITAIN.

- - - - - - - - - - -

'IﬁmODUCTION

' Bonme aeventy years ago Lenin undertook the task of applying Marx's
scientific theory to the practice of revolutionary struggle in Rugsia, a labour
which was to bear fruit in the first victorious praletarian revalutlon in the
~j history of mankind. And as he began his task with a book whlch posed and
«kanswerad the prractiocal questions of the revelutmqnary mcvement of his. time, and
“began the education of that movement in the scientific theory which was to
guide its pioneer fighters, in seeking to serve the same great cause today we

- turn ‘back to those. rqote which served Lenin when he set oyt to . build p vaat and
‘powarful internatlonal vanguard of the workers of all lands.

For now similar ccnditions of struggle apertain to those faced by Lenln o
when he elaborated and developed the work of Marx and Engels to apply to.the ’
stage of imperiallsm., World revisionism has now regained for capital almqst
the entire former socialist camp of nations emerging from the victory of October,
thus - depleting the world. revolutionary forces just ss seriously as they were
depleted by the betrayal of the leaders of the Second International in Lenin's
time. This development has raised extramely complex theoretical, programmatic
- and organlsatlonal rroblems which, in their totality, reflect the new balance of
~warld. clasg forces and the new strategic and tactical terrain within vhich the
world proletarian quiallst revolution must now be waged. It requiras espec;ally
an understanding of ‘the Leninist principle of the vanguard party in order that
partigs capable of forging victory against world imperialism may be reconstructed,
their international general siaff, a Marx;st-Leninist communist 1npernat10nal
come into being, and organisations of struggle reflecting the diversified world
class forces be welded into place ready for the copfrontation on a globgl scale

 ‘which will hera}d the dawn of world soclalism.v It requires precisely an under-

standing of our Marxist-Leninist heritage to be able to see through and ahead of
the presant weakness of the world proletarian forces to that not too distant
‘time when they will have thrust on them the historical marathon of seizing the
reins of proletarian revolution and freeing the productive forces now stifled
and stagnating within the diegeasged war machanes of corperate 1mperialism.

~ But as the dialectics of class struggle would have it, imperiallsm does
not ‘face the ‘threat of its final defeat passively, On the oontraxy, its death
agonies are more ferocious than at.any time in the past. There is absolutely
no doubt. that the solution sought by the imperialists to the present escalating
’.malignant crisis will be the classical form of inter~imperialiast rivalry, world
~ war, vhich has twice in one half-century provided a new divigion of the world
 among$t the victor powers, It is our task to prepare in this interim period
the forces which will ‘destrqy the capltallst system, and train the proletariat
for that ‘time when the imevitable imperislist war threat spurs into action the
vast masses of the world's working people ta flght the revolutionary war to end
class war for ever, . In order that this great aim may be achieved, the army of
.the proletariat must be formed, its commanders chosen, its armoury stocked and
its fighters trained for battle. Tpe present pamphlet attempts to begin this
task, and is directed towards all militaent forces who recognise the primacy of



. a8 has not been witnessed in previous history.

"'. but abundance of '"legal Harxist" pseudo~revolut10nary tracts. This also is

Merxist~Leninist theory and practice in the un;oldlns of revclutionary sitruggle, -

Because of the distorted interpretation of world events znd their causes
Cgiven by the revigionists of Marxism~Leninism it is necezsary to precede our
assessment of present revolutiornary tasks with a brief history of the CPGB and
"the errors which gave rise to revisicnism in Britain, errors which mirror the
world rise of revisionism borne out of the anti-Marxist-Leninist theses of the
7th World Congress of the Comrunist Internatlonal the g#reat reireat before the
fascist hordes.,

Of necessity, however, it is one theme more than any othcr which must
.concern our efforts, the greatest nerltage Lenin bequeatned in the theory and
practice of the vanguard party. It is this force alcne vhich can perform the
colossal tasks confronting the working class as the hour of its liberation dawns,
this force alone which can provide the objective analysis needed to plan and
sustain a campaign as arduous and long as the one which lies ahead. The degree
“of organisation Lenin effected with the Bolshevik perty was forged out of the
_necessity to fight against an absolutism which, though tyrannical, was structure
~ally weak. If Lenin were here today he would develop and stress his cardinal
thesis of party organisation with even more conviction than hitherto. For it will ba
‘agalnst a highly organised, centralised and experienced state power, standing
~ at the apex of development of the capitalist state, modelled on the pattern of . o
. the corporate and f3501st states of the previous crisis period of monopoly
“capital, but now necessary to capitalist growth on an inter-European scale, thstwe
will be "rrayed. To that degree the vanguard party of the new type created to .
destroy the concentrated might of this state must be united, disciplined,
 centralised in all its actions - a steel spearhead of working class force sueh.

Lenin fought in the rerlod of suppre381on of Harx1st-Len1nlgt llteratu:e

. typical of our time, when the genuine Marxist-Leninists face every conceivable.
_difficulty in propagating their material whilst the money poured into the stooge
 1organ1sat1ons of the bourgeocisie masqueradlng as "marxist" is endless. It is a: 5‘
. time when liberal '"r-r-revolution' is onnsored in an attempt to swamp and e
gilence the genuine voice of scientific proletarian-socialist revolution. To
this end capital has not stooped from taking up the genuine revolutionaries T
and seeking to drown their message in the seas of bourgeois acceptance and
"respectability". The Lenin Centenary was used by the Soviet imperialists to.

 build up an image of Lenin not complying with that of the scientific revolution=

- ary who led the proletarlat for the first time in history to win and, more
importantly, maintain for a relatively long period victory over uorld capltal,
but that of a "scientist" (along with other scientists of the Soviet Institutes
of Technology) who paved the way for the development of the sputnik - oh noble
tagsk ! Thus have they sought to eraese his teachings and his revolutionary
example. ‘

But it is because this herltage cannot be destroyed that this pamphlet

-has been written, and with the most serious of all purposes, so remote from the
aims of the "legal marxist" titillators of drawing room revolt: in order that -
its precepts should be taken up and studied by active proletarian fighters, that
its tactics and strategy should be taken into the arsenal of working class
struggle and tested out in everyday practice, that its overall perspective should
guide all those who study it to anticipate events and lead class forces instead
~of lagging behind them, and that its main call to build the vanguard Marxist=-
“Leninist party should stir all those who declare as their main aim the libera=
tion of the labcurer from the yoke of capital to take their place in the ranks
of the Marxist-Leninists of the world. For it will be the formation of VarXiste

- Leninist vanguard parties in all world sectors thatwillimark the qualitatively new

stage ofcontemporary class struggle vhen the tide ovegins to swing in favour of
the revolutionary forces., This fact will signify that all forms of bourgeois
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ideology hitherto holding the working class back from realising. its

class mission have been tried and rejected, and that only the sweat of the
struggle and the need continually to strive to perfect the theory and practice
of the revolutionary movement lie between it and victory.

On the day when these parties come into being the impotent ragings of the
trotskyites, revisionists, liberals and social-imperialists will shout from the
rooftops the tremendous victory achieved with this one act. For capitalist and
worker will then stand openly revealed in their true relationship: the over-
whelming proletarian might of the mass of the working people against the tiny
handful of corporate/ffascist parasites, corrupt, diseased, destructive and
socially obsolete. It is in this logic that the guarantee of a socialist

victory lies,

MARXIST-LENINIST CRGANISATION
OF ERITAIN '

June 1973.

Printed and published by M. Scott, 18 Camberwell Church Street, London SE5



THE C.P.G.B. AND THE STRUGGLE FOR A
hARXIST*JENIKIST PARTY IN BRI“AIN
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In order to begin to rebuild the vanguard party of the British working
~ ~class according to the Marxist-Leninist principles which will determine the
,»bulldlng of all parties comprising the future Marxist-Leninist International, -
it is neceesary to look at the history of the communist movement in Britain and
to ugse this experience as a nulde in the assessment of the relevance of Lenints
teachlngs in "What is to be Done?" to our taske now, : '

- The anti-Marxist trends agalnst which Lenin struggled in Ru581a occurred
‘'no less in Britain during the formative years of the emergence of antie
revisionist struggle from the ranks of the Communist Party of Great Britain
“after its capture by the revisionists of the right. It is, in view of our
~intention toresassess this history in the light of Lenin's work in Russia,

‘,neceasary to give here a relatively chronological account of. the developmenf oI';af‘

. that party which was so soon to prove itself (along with most other European
- Communist Partles) incapable of mastering Leninism and to sink back exhausted

lnto the mire of social democracy.

; - Whatever the weaknesses.of the infant Gomnunlst Party of Great Brltaln,

‘*formed as it was from the union of three previously dlssenting political gz'oupq

j'whatever the extent to which it was unable to cleanse itself of its social _
~democratic afterbirth, it nevertheless led the most militant, most polltlcally

. ~ advanced sections of the British proletariat, from Clydeside to the Kent coal= .

© -fields, to take the first steps in the task of building independent bases of :
. working class struggle. The CPGB of those days bore little resemblance to the
rwinept politically dishonest and organisationally bloated reformlst party that

 "we know today. In the years before 1926 the CPGB was hqnestly striving to

‘ become, politically and organisationally, a Marxigt-Leninist party. Party
,~d1aczp1;ne was strictly enforced and each member - whatever his age, level of
. 'political understanding or personal circumstances - was compelled to undertake -
' ppecific party tasks, and to answer for his fulfilment of them to his cell or
‘higher committee. Not only non-payment of dues but also non-attendance at
.meetlngs resulted in reprimand before the cell meeting or, if per31sted in,
"expulsion, The party ranks were united and inspired by a feeling of deép common ‘

 interest, outlook and aims. It strove to propagate amongst the working class -
. the world-changing ideas of Marxism~Leninism and to build organisations of

- struggle independent of the reformists and of bourgeois or petty bourge01s
,vtutelage.

e " But the CPGB leadership nevertheless found the greatest difficulty in

> sloughlng off the social democratic heritage and applying Marxlst-Lenlnlst P
.. strategy to the British labour movement in which reformist polltlcal and - organ-‘
V_lsat1ona1 ideas were S0 deeply entrenched. In particular, it never clearly
‘understood the fundamental problem of revolutlonary Marxist~Leninist strategy = -
how to combine the building of the broad, independent base of the revolutionary
forces, the united front from below, with the forging of the revolutionary ‘

' advance guard - the armed phalanx of the proletariat which wields the actual

"p01itical and military instruments of revolutionary force and mans the organs

- of proletarian dictatorship. In consequence, when a pre-revolutionary situation-
dawned with the General Strike of 1926, the leadership given by the CPGB was

» 1nde0191ve and vacillating.

t " Present from the beginning of the CPGB's history had been the spllt over

. the issue of electoral activity and support for the Labour Party in particular.
At that time, and up till the General Strike, the Labour Party was still basic-

‘f.ally a party representing the working class,in which it was possible for =~ - o
communists to hold office. A sharp inner-party struggle arose between those who e



adopted the leninist tactic of waging struggle on e2ll fronts, including the
utilisation of parliament in order to expose it as "the management committee of
the entire ruling class" and work within the Labour Party to isolate the reform-
ists and class collaborators, and those '"lefts" who interpreted the concept of
the independence of the working class movement in a sectarian manner., Lenin's
advised tactice maintained the independence of the Communist Party from the
Labour Party by advocating the expediency of working within the Labour Party

to expose the true character of the leadership of that Party to the working class
as a necessary task serving the aim of winning forces to the Communist Party.

3ut even those who rrofessed to adopt the Leninist tactic applied it mechani~ally,
missing the whole point of winning forces away from the Labour Party, and laying
stress on work within the Labour Party as an end in itself,

A further misapplication of a correct tactic occurred over the question
of the independent red trade unions. This work of building independent unions
under the overall guidance of the Party as an alternative to the openly social-
democratic unions where the circumstances were ripe enough to favour the building
of ‘an alternative union,was carried out in a sectarian manner before the mass
base had been won through the patient building of independent organs of struggle
at the local. grass roots level and at the point of production to wean the most
advanced workers from the old zllegiance to an awareness of the need for an
independent alternative union. Furthermore, the distinction between party and
broad movement was confused, and in most cases these independent unions became
merely a section of the communist party working in industrial fields without
the necessary broad base of. support.

. This left adventurism had as its counterpart, when 1ts work had failed to
* bear fruit, the flowering of the opposite tendency, that of laying the stress on
purely legalistic work within the existing unions, seeking election to high
offices, etc. with the inevitable result of the betrayal of the independent role
of the party, a pattern continued up to the present day.

As early as 1936 the CPFGB had begun to succumb to social democratic
influences, a development encouraged and strengthened by the work of the revision-
ist Harry Pollitt who had played a formative role in the Sewenth VWorld Congress
of the Comintern.* Despite the adoption of the programme "For a Scviet Britain"
in 1935, with its generally revolutionary orientation, the onset of the period
of popular front supra-class alliances enccuraged ideas based on the concept of
a revolutionary party flourishing within and as part of bourgecis demccracy to
gain ascendancy within the Party. The Party was conceived in the mould of
a legal organisation which would utilise the democratic institutions and rights
won by the people from the capitalist class -~ themselves representative of past
militant class struggle - to the maximum, while only a much smaller proportion
of ite forces would be deployed in illegal, i.e. revolutionary struggle (leader-
ship at the point of production)., This superficial cnalysis took into account
only the visible contradictions and failed to analyse the state machinery of’
force deployed behind the public facade of "democracy"., Already tactics had been
divorced from strategy. The means became everything, the original aim was
forgotten.

The developing tide of anti-fascist struggle increased the influx of
petty-bourgeois non-lMarxist elements into the Party, swelling its ranks from a
membership of 6,000 in 1936 to some 18,000 in 1939. This development had its
political expression in the tendency for the independent class line of the Party
to be.increasingly diluted by undifferentiated broad appeals which denied in

practice the leading role of the proletariat in the broaa anti-fascist front of
struggle.

The organisational consolidation of this tendency came in 19)8 at the
Hulme Conference, where for the first time the primacy of industrial over locallty
branches was reversed and locality branches were given the prime political role,
on the plea that these were more suited to the task of winning the support of the
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+ See "Origins of lodern Revisionism", Report of the Centrzl Ceommittee ¢
Marxist-Leninist Crganlsatlon of Eritain



broad, anti-fascist forces. Thanks to this betrayal of the last centres of
proletarian leadership to the myth of electoral activity as the "path to social-
- ism" the CPGB was able to permeate with its social democratic ideas even such
long-established centres as the Clydeside, where some 20 years earlier the most
powerful and determined mass movements of the British working class had been
born and led by the zame leaders who were later to batray them. Thus even the
solid bases it had won on Clydeside came to be seen, not as the embryo centres
of working class power which they portended, but as fortuitous areas of support
to achieve Communist representatives in Parliament, The independent bases won
by hard work and patient struggle were sacrificed on the altar of the new concept
of the revisionists, led by Pollitt, that a peaceful transition to socialism
within a bourgeois framework was. p0851ble, a formulation soon to be smuggled
into the Party's credo.

The coming of the Second World War in 1939 found the Party leadership -
divided on the fundamental questlon of the class character of the war. A -
majority of the Executive Committee, however, tock correct stand in opposing
the war as an imperialist struggle and, when the character ‘of the war was
transformed in 1941 with the attack upon the Soviet Union, in supporting it as
a true people's anti-fascist war. Even in the first stage of the war, however,’
when it still bore a clear imperialist character, the founding figure of modern
revisionism in Britain, Pollitt, resigned as General Secretary in support of
the chauvinist line that the war was just. But with the transformation of the
war in 1941, Pollitt was brought back as General Secretary, and a steadily
~mounting stream of revisionist statements, resolutions and articles began to
pour from King Street w1th their call for a coalition of capitalists and
communists to "rebulld the nation", offering the. dismantling of communist bases

- in industry as the bribe., The position accorded to industrial cells based on

the workers at the point of production was furthér reduced in favour of locality
branches, which were better suited to the legal supra-class activity of collect-
ing 31gnatures for petitions, organising aid, whilst the ‘workers were mobilised. .

- for higher production in the war effort. :

, The revisionists were compelled, between 1945 and 1951 to ignore and
set aside the Party's declared programme "For a Soviet Britain" and to attack
and distort the fundamental Marxist-Leninist precepte on which it was based
because that programme represented a barrier to their air of liquidating the
'~vanguard party and reducing it to the conventional status of a social democratic
party. The revolutionary aims, standlng in obvious contradiction to revisionist
practice, thus necessitated the first breskthrough to a fully revisionisgt B
. programme in 1951, some years before the revisionigts of the world followed sult.
Thus the former independent vanguard of the working class with its strict
discipline, membership by cadre system and militancy at the point of production
was undermined by the social democratic method of recrultment handing out
party cards for the price of a due. ;

The subsequent traglc history of degeneration. with all that it repres-
ented in the betrayal and squandering of the devoted work and self-sacrifice
of thousands of the finest sons and daughters of the British working class,will
one day be written into the annals of the sociaslist revolution. Suffice it
here to mention the long period in which the revisionist leadership has had the
required organisational freedom of action to expunge Marxism-Leninism from the
life and work of the Party, and to isolate and later expel Marxist-Leninist
cadres and to decimate the ranks of honest militants remaining in the Party.
This forms the background against which the history of the struggle to rebuild
the vanguard party in Britain has taken place.

Several factors have combined to ensure that only a small nucleus of
dedicated and politically developed cadres "has been able to unite and pursue
this revolutionary task. One of these is the .absence of political and theoret-
ical training from the 1940's onwards within the revisionist Party which raised
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a generation of communists accepting direction without understanding it,
followed by the gkillful isoclation of any honest elements daring to challenge
“and exercise their democratic centralist rights in policy decisions, Secondly,
the vast majority of all the independent more-or-less open groups calling
themselves "anti-revisionist" or even "Marxist-Leninist" have beer revealed as
disguised revisionist or trotskyite detachments of a fundamentally anti-
Marxist-Leninist character. ‘ne whole experience of the revolutionary working
class movement has proved that qualitative advance in the objective conditions
of struggle of the proletarian and progressive forces, with the consequent
theoretical and political enrichment and organisational reconstruction of the
vanguard parties, are simul taneously moments which are seized -upon by the
conscious and unconscious agents of the enemy as an opportunity to take
advantage of the necessary discussion and polemics accompanying such develop-
ménts in order to conduct widespread anti-Marxist-Leninist propaganda disguised
as "new creative Marxism" and to penetrate into the embryonic movement and,
from positions of either right or "left", to strive to disrupt it from within
and to prevent for as long as possible the hammering out of a correct Marxist-
Leninist line and programme and the establlshment of a united Marxist-Leninist
organisation embodying them.

Thirdly, there can be absolutely no doubt that the more-or-less clumsily
concealed attacks on Marxism-Leninism commencing from the time of the first :
gathering of forces within the CPGB to rebuild aMarxist-leninist party, the Lucas Arms
Conference of 1964, were in large measure the result of persistent, virulent
and carefully organised disruptive work by bourgeois agents and their conscious
or unconscious supporters. ~

For this reason the Conference was split and only a slender majority
supported the formation of the open political centre for rebuilding the new
Marxist-Leninist Party, the Committee to Defeat Revisionism, for Communist
Unity. However, within a few days one of the opposition plants within the
CDRCU, Peter Seltman, discovered his total disagreement with the policies he
had so recently supported, leaving the CDRCU to rejoin the c¢landestine innere-
CPGB "anti-revisionist centre" which, while concealing its views, professed the
aim of transforming the CPGB from within into a revolutlonary party by some
mysterious process of wishfulfilment. This clumsy political excuse rendered by
Seltman was designed to cover up the role of the anti-Marxist-Leninist centre in
mounting major attacks on the CDRCU, sending into its ranks undercover agents
to disrupt, filibuster and spread alarm and despondency, resorting to the most
shameless, gutter-level rumour-mongering against the leadership of the CDRCU in
a desperate attempt to achieve by intrigue and slander that which they were
flndlng difficult to achieve by polltlcal disruption.

Thus the open centre of struggle to rebuild a Marxist-Leninist party was

increasingly isolated both by the disruptive work of the inner-CPGB "anti-
revisionists" and to a lesser extent by the negative example of splits and

cadre losa which warned the potential Marxist-Leninist forces still working
within the CPGB to "stay put" awaiting a better day to take up the fight.

Jubsequent events have revealed that the driving force of the inner~CPGB
"anti-revisionist" disruptive centre was the group financed by the Chinese
capitalist class under the mx sk of "left" revisionism, and helped by agents
representing the US 1mper1a11sts who-were-intent at that time- on consolidating their
links with the Chinese to form an alliance directed against the Soviet nec-imperial’~
ists, Theyrgsrataii&n%ughthe group of capitalists engaged in trade with China
vhose money directly backed the publication "The Marxist"! and other open
political organisations whilst the Chinese consular representatives, under the
control of the Mao faction, openly backed such broad organisations as the
"Society for Anglo-Chinese Understanding Limited", which for a long time was
regarded by many "anti-revisionists" as the true embryo of a vanguard party. This
whole unprincipled "pot of gold", which by 1966 had succeeded in splitting the
CDRCU, after the death of its Secretary, Michael McCreery, and forcing the



8

Marxist-Leninist cadres within that organisation to regroup in the Action Centre
for Marxist~Leninist Unity, had of course many aspiring "kings in search of crowns",
and the multiplicity of so-called "anti-revisionist groups" gave rise to the
widely spread notion that the task of rebuilding the party was a quantitative
one of "bringing the groups together on the basis of the lowest common level of
agreement”, This idea was of course the very essence of the anti-Marxism-
Leninism lying at the heart of the broad "anti-revisionist movement', and
betrayed a total ignorance of the dislectical process in the develoPment of
theory and practice which requires the ruthless extermination of all erroneous
ideas in the struggle to build a genuine revolutlonary base by the testof

" practice. Thus it was that the Marxist-Leninist forces could always be
distinguished from the insincere "anti-revigionists" by their insistence on the
adoption of programmatic perspectives and the theoretical ana1y81s necessary to
‘such work, constantly tried out in practice.

The emergence of this Marxist-Leninist vanguard, through the Action
Centre for Marxist-Leninist Unity to the foundation of the Marxist-Leninist
Organisation of PBritain in 1967, revealed the true character of the "anti-
revisionist" movement. To a man they had slandered and attacked these Marxist-
Leninist organisations, they had: concocted alliance after temporary alliance
~in attempts to destrsy the Marxist-Leninist forces, they had: penetrated its
 ranks only to be thrown out defeated, And the failure of their mission to
. prevent the emergence of a Marxist-Leninist vanguerd has turned them in on
themselves like trapped pack wolves to devour their own now warring sects,
"~ each currently representing and sponsored by one or other section of world
~ imperialism. The final nail in the coffin of British "anti~revisionism' has
been, of course, the stripping off of the mask of maoist "left"-revisionism, an
exposure initiated by the work of the Marxist-Leninist Organisation of Britain
through the publication of its historic Report, The Situation in the People's
Republic of China. :

Thus, like Lenin before us in Russia, we have had to swim in the tide
polluted by every kind of revisionist distortion, to refute revisionist charges,»

 to destroy their incorrect ideology, to pare and whittle down the extent and

influence of these bourgeois elements who act as a front guard of monopoly
capitalist interests, first to try 4o prevent any Marxist-Leninist nucleus
from establishing itself, and, failing that, to disrupt the work to found the
Marxist-Leninist Party. '

But these methods of counter-attack by the bourgeoisie and its agents
‘are not new or unique. They will always be used against the vanguard of the
working class in an effort to destroy ite.

Tt is therefore of prime necessity  that we look back to the groundwork
laid by Lenin when he took up the struggle to build an independent, impregnable:
fighting party of the Russian proletariat, one that was steeled and armoured
against tsarist counterattack. And it is precisely becauss we face a struggle
against an even more cunning and experienced enemy that we do not merely need
to take Lenin's precepts for granted, but to elaborate on them and to make
them functional within the conditions of struggle of our own period of the
dying throes of monopoly capitalism. The torrents of revisionist distortion,
the real ignorance of basic Marxist-Leninist theory that masquerades as
"revolutionary consciousness" from a few ill-digested and fragmented facts
dished up by the bourgeocisie and its agents in an attempt to stir the cauldron of
revisionism must be cleared away by our analysis of the full import of Lenin's
insistence upon the need for a revolutionary party and our ability to place
this theory within a general reveclutionary and programmatic line for socialist
revolution in our time.



VHERE TO BEGIN

"Class struggle is spontaneous =
without being fitted into the
programme for the seizure of power
it can only remain within the domain
cf capi‘talismo“ (Lenin) :

Economism and Revolutionary Consciousness

.VWle. begin our analysis with the aim of building a Marxist-Leninist party
of the working class within the context of a developed monopoly capitalist
society in which the working class constitutes some 85% of the population, a
vanguard party which will lead that class to socialist revolution.

"It is the essence of Leninism, developing on the original p031t10n of
Marx, that: ,

" ... there could not yet be Social Democratic (i.e. Marxist-Leninist -
Ed.) consciousness among the workers. It could only be brought to them
from without. The history of all countries shows that the working class,

' exclu51ve1y by its own effort, is able to deve10p only trade union
consciousness ... The theory of Socialism, however, grew out of the
philosophic, historical and economic theories that were elaborated by the
“educated representatives of the propertied classes, the intellectuals.

“According to their social status, the founders of modern scientific
Socialism, Marx and Engels, themselves belonged to the bourgeois intell=-

‘1gentela. In the very same way, in Russia, the theoretical doctrine of
Social Democracy arose quite 1ndependently of the spontaneous growth of the

~working class movement, it arose as a natural and inevitable outcome of the
development of ideas among the revolutionary socialist intelligentsia."

(V I. Lenin: "What is to be Done?" in: ”Seleoted Works", Vol., 13 FLPH

Moscow 19503 p.233- 254)

”Claes polltlcal consciousness can be ‘brought to the workers only from
,wlthout, ‘that is, only from outside of the economic struggle, from outside
‘of the sphere of relations between workers and employers." (V.I. Lenin:
"zat is to be Done?"; p.287).

"The spontaneous working clasq movement by itself is able to create(ana
inevitably creates ) only trade unionism, and working class trade unionist
politics are precisely worklng class bourgeois politics." (V.I. Lenin:
"What is to be Done?"'; p.305).

It will be seen that if we are to accept this Leninist position we are
immediately cut off from that large, amorphous "'left' socialist movement"
composed of trotskyites, liberals, "democratic communists! and labour party
supporters who form the most numerous and vocal political tendency in
monopoly capitalist society and whose aim is to submerge’ themselves in the
working®class movement and provide only as little incorrect "theory" as is
necessary to prevent the working class from seecking an answer to its problems
~outside of the capitalist system. The term economism is in this case
‘especially appropriate.

Thus we begin to lay bare the true correlatlon of class forces underlying
the illusion of strength of the "labour movement" with its "freedoms' and
"traditions", For when a larxist-Leninist analysis is made it is clear that
the concept of a "unity of the left" as the foundation stone for socialism has
no basie in fact, and that the dreams of a utopian revolution where the quan-
tity of .the "left" has grown to a point where it has submerged capital peace-
fully beneath ite onward march to Parliament are the most flimsy of any of
those myths which have preoccupied the oppressed during this century.
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It is therefore clear that we must seek elsewhere for our answer. Engels,
speaking in praise of the development of the German working class so many
years ago remarked :

, "What an immeasurable advantage this (theory - Ed.) is may be seen, on
 the one hand, from the indifference towards all. theory, which is one of the
© 'main reasons why the English working class movement crawls along s0 slowly ,
-in spite of the splendid organisation of the individual unions ...". (F.
- Engels: "Preface to 'The Peasant War in Germany'" ; cited in: V.I. Lenin:
"What is to be Done?", p.229).

- Since these words were written the labour movement, with its trade union and
political arm in the form of the Labour Party, has been incorporated into the
framework of the monopoly capitalist state, even now being prepared by itse
leaders for a role of open service to reaction within a corporate state bound

by laws and coercion restricting all working class rights. We must therefore
begin by accepting the very opposite of that rosy picture of a mass “"socialist"

- movement painted by the anti-Marxist-Leninists cf a "broad left" colouring, which
simply awaits favourable conditions for achieving "wide unity" preparatory to
tht constititional geizure of electoral control of Parliament: that is, the
absolute dearth of theory, the total lack of understanding of the role of =
revolutionary theory, and thus the corresponding weakness of the British worklng
class movement reflectlng the dominance of social-democracy over a continuous
period, which it is the task of Marxist-Leninists to end without delsy, and.
~thus to transform-this large potential base for the pregervation of capital from

& cushion surrounding and supporting it into a large homogeneous, scmentiflcally

. Qonstructed revelutionary mass base hostile to capitalism and 1solat1ng it

« It is clear, on the basis of Marx1sm—Len1nlsm, that the "left" forcea in
Britain dominated by present day social -democratic ideology fall into the camp

~of opposition to the Marxist-Leninist concept of proletarian revolution, and

- work from within capitalism to preserve that system against the attacks of
‘Marxist-Leninists who wish to subvert "democracy':

"Since there can be no talk of an independent ideology being developed by -

" the masses of the workers themselves in the process of their movement the

'onlx choice is: elther the bourgeois or the socialist ideology. There is no

middle course .... . Hence, to belittle the socialist ideology in any w

‘to turn away from it in the slightest degree means to strengthen bourgeo;s

ideology. ... Hence, our task ,.. is to combat spontaneity, to divert the

working class movement from this spontaneous, trade unionist striving to

come under the wing of the bourgeoisie, and to bring it under the wing of

revolutionary *Social Democracy," (V.I. Lenin: "What is to be Done?" Do

233, 234).

"But why ... does the spontaneous movement, the movement along the line’
of the least resistance, lead to the domination of the bourgeocis ideology?
For the simple reason that the bourgeois ideoclogy is far older in origin
- than the socialist ideology 3 because it ia more fully developsd and because
‘it possesses immeasurably more opportunities for being spread." (V I, Lenln:

~ "What is to be Done?", p. 246). v .

It is now seen that the various forms of present-day social—democracy
constitute the main support of monopoly capital enabling it to maintain its
dominance over a numerically powerful working class. This aim has been pursued
by capitalism since its development into imperialism at the turn of the century,
by employing & dual policy of transforming the mass organisations of the -

working class into the political and ideological extensions of the state {Labour
Party, T.U.C.) and simultaneously developing the central power of the armed
machinery of violence and coercion at the core of the state, and such ancillary
arms as serve it, to the point where both permeate and dominate every aspect

+ Social Democracy is equivalent to Marxism-Leninism as used by Lenin.
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of -social llfe. Prom belng origlrallv fagtions and tendencies within the
various organlcatlonc ‘of the working class reflectlnr the growth of a "labour
eristocracy", the social derocrats in the Labour Farty, the trade unions and
other mass orgenisations of the worxing class have, since approximately 1526,
brought about the almost complete tran3£ormation of these bodies into organised
_detachments and extensione of the bourgeois state machine, into an apparatuc
- for permeaflng the working class with the capitalist ideology of '"class peace',
of the felse and disarming perspectivas of graduel, “peaceful! change through
"reforms" and parliamentary elections, These organisations have thus developed
into the ideological, political and economic framework of modern monopoly
capitaliem in Britain; they each serve to maintain a broad sector of the
social structure of capitalism, and are being inoreasingly linked together to
form a corporate whole.

Within such a context it can be seen that to bwi to econonmism, to trade
union consciousness, and allow to pass such seriously over-optimistic assess-
~ments as those put out by the CPGB,envisaging the numerical strength of
- working class voting power "transfqrning" ruling clasg corporate reaction, and
the maoist "Communist Party of Britain (M-L)" preaching class strugple itself
_as the necessary teacher (a divisive strategy designed to prevent the coming
into coalescence of the Marxist-Leninist general staff with the working class

 ‘rmovement) would be a grave danger putting in jeopardy the whole future of the

Eritish wqrh;ng class, For, to parephrase Plekhanov, to bow to spontaneity

;. and gpze in awe upon the posteriars of the British working class will entail

y vitnescing the destruction c¢f that clase within the jays of a future cornorate/
fascilst state nmachine, Ngver more so than now was it vitelly necessary that

the British working class be led from the soft bed of containment of capital-

ism which, dressed up in pseudo~left talk about "worker's control", "fresdom

”‘of criticism” and "back to the grass roots", would lead it to the corporate

- labour front and the v1ctory of. fascism, It -is therefore especially apt that,
“in the country of the oldest working class in the world, a working elass care-
,fully segreaate& and stratified over the years and dOﬂlnated by its Yaristocracy
- of labour" we should find Lenin's eriticism of economiem and the "freedom of
,crltlcism" spontaneity trend at the very heart of our 1nveqtlgatlon into the

| “:forma and ccntent of the’ revolutlonary path shead,

4:‘Lenanlst Party of the New “yne or Qeformlet Party

Follow1ng on from our first analyei° it is obvious that a form of organisa-
tion corresponding to the distinction between spontaneous yorking class and
- revclutionary worker-intellectusls is needed. Speaking in crltlclsn of
onntaneity, Lenin salds

Y naturally, correepondlng ‘to this struggie which is 'easily under-
stood! By the mass movement must be an organisation that w1ll be ‘easily
understood' by the most untrained youth,. ., ... neither understands our
primary and most imperative task, namely, to establish an organisation of"

~revolutionaries capable of maintsining the enersy, stability and continuity
of the polltlcal qtruggle." (V.I, Lenin: "What is to be Doneg", D.314-5).

"Social democracy (i. 1-N Harxism-Leniniem - id,) = ‘executlve groups! in
relation to the economic struggle of the workers ! It would be difficult
"to find a more striking illustration cof how the Economiste'! ideas deviate
from Social Denmocracy to trade uvnionism, and how slien to them is any idea
. that a2 Social Democrat must concern himeelf first and foremost with an
' organlsation of revolutionaries who are capable of guiding the wvhole prol-
~ etarian struggle for emancipation., " (v.I1. Lenin: "What is to Be Done ?",p.328).

And, speaking of the workers' circles already existing in Ru_g ia

"In fact, the ideal leader, as the majority of the members of such
circles picture him, is something far more in the nature of a trade union
secretary tnan a socialist politicel leader., Tor the trade union secretary
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of any, say British trade union, always helps the workers to conduct the

economic struggle. ... It cannot be too strongly insisted that this is not

yet Social Democracy. The Social Democrat's ideal should not be a trade

union secretary, but a tribune of the people, able to react to every man-
ifestation of tyranny and oppression, no matter where it takes place... in

order to explain to all and everyone the world historic sigpificance of the
proletaiiai’s,struggle for emancipation." (V.I. Lenin: "What is to Be Done?", ‘
P.288=9},. t

UIf we begin with the solid foundation of a strong organisation of revolu-
tionaries we can guarantee the stability of the movement as a whole and carry
out the aims of both Social Democracy and of trade unions proper. If,
however, we begin with a broad workers' organisation, supposed to be most
'accessible! to the masses (but as a matter of fact most accessible to the
gendarmes and making the revolutionaries most acceasible to the pollce), we
shall achieve neither one nor the other of these aimsj we shall not eliminate
our amatoarvshneso, and because we remain scattered and our forceg are
constantly brocken up by the police we shall only make the trade unions of
the Zunatov and Ozerov type most accessible to the masses," (V.I. Lenin:
ibid.; p.331).

- It was on this basis that Lenln wWBS able to procla1m~ "Give us an organisa-
: tlon of revolutionaries, and we shall cverturn Russia!™ (ibid., p.339). Tpe .
Leninist party became that organisationj and because it was not created
spontaneously from within the working class, but - in its origin - as a result of

the

embracing of the objective aims of the working class by revolutionary

intellectuals ~ it was an organisation of professional revolutionaries

"The political struggle of Social Democracy is far more extensive and
complex than the economic struggle of the workers against the employers and
the government. Similarly, (end indeed for that reason) the organisation of
a revolutionary Social Democratic party must inevitably be of a different
kind than the organisations of the workers desigmned for this struggle. A

‘workers! organisation must in the first place be a trade organisationg -

secondly, it must be as broad as possiblej and thirdly, it must be as little
clandestine as possible (here, and further on, of course, I have only
autocratic Russia in mind). On the other hand, the organisations of revolu-
tionaries must consist first, foremost and mainly of people who make
revolutionary activity their profession (that is why I speak of organisations
of revolutionaries, meaning revolutionary Social Democrats). In view of this
common feature of the members of such an organisation, all distinctions es
between workers and intellectuals, and certainly distinctions of trade and
profession, must be utterly obliterated. Such an organisastion must of
necessity be not too extensive and as secret as p0551ble." (V.I.Lenin: ibid.s

322-3),

- "As T have already said time and time again ... by 'wise men', in
connection with organisation I mean professional revolutionaries, irrespective
of whether they are trained from among students or working men., 1 assert 1)
that no revolutionary movement can endure without a stable organisation of
leaders that maintains continuity; 2) that the wider the masses spontaneously
drawn into the struggle, forming the basis of the movement and participating
in it, the more urgent the need of such an orgaenisation, and the more solid
this organisation must be (for it is much easier for demagogues to sidetrack
the more backward sections of the masses); 3) that such an orgenisation must
consist chiefly of people professionally engaged in revolutionary activity;

4) that in an autocratic state, the more we confine the membership of such

an organisation to people who are professionally engaged in revolutionary
activity and who have been professionally trained in the art of combating the
political police, ‘the more difficult will it be to wipe out such an organisa-
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tion, and 5) the greater will be the number of people of the working class
and of the other classes of society who will be able to join the movement

and perform active work in it." (V,I. Lenin: ibid.; p.336).

-~ "We must train men and women who will devote to the revolution, not
merely their spare evenings, but the whole of their lives. We must build up
an organisation so large as to enable us to introduce division of labour. in
‘the various spheres of our work.," (V.I, Lenin: Iskra: No. 1 ,"The Urgent Tasks
of our Movement"; Collected Vorks, Vol,43;FLPH 1960; p.371) :
"A secret strike is impossible - for those who take part in it and for
those immediately associated with it, but a strike may remain (and in the
‘majority of cases does remaln) a 'secret’ to the masses of the Russian
workers, because the government takes care to cut all communication. between
.strikers, takes care to prevent all news of strikes from spreading. Here
indeed is where a special !'fight against the political police! is required,
" a fight that can never be conducted by such large masses as take part in
s8trikes.  This struggle must be organised, according to ‘'ell the rules of
" the art' by people who are professionally engaged in revolutionary activity,
_ The fact that the masses are spontaneously being drawn into the movement
" does not mak~ the organisation -of this struggle less necessary. On the
- contrary, it makes it more necessary; for we Socialilsts would be failing in
~our direct duty to the masses if we did not prevent the police from making
a secret of ... every strike and every demonstration, And we shall succeed
- in doing this, precisely because the spontaneously awakening masses will
- advance also from their own ranks increasing numbers of 'prof6831onal :
- revolutionaries' (that is, if we do not take it into our heads to gdvise the
~workers to keep on marking time)". (V, I. Lenin: "What is to Be Done?", p. 321).

~"When we have detachments of specially tralned workerurevolutlonarles
who have gone through extensive preparation ... no political police in the
- world will then be able to contend against them, for these detsdwments of mey)
~ absolutely devoted to the revolution will themselves enjoy the absolute
- confidence of the widest masses of the workers. And we are directly to
blame for doing too little to 'stimulate! the workers to take this path,
common to them and to the 'intellectuals! of professional revolutionary
training, and that we too frequently drag them back by our silly speeches
about what 'can be understood! by the masses of the workers, by the 'average
workers', etc.”" (V.I. Lenin: ibid.; p.345-6).

‘ The above words of Lenin amply demonstrate that the Leninist party of the
new type has a specific character and function gquite distinet from the commonly
accepted bourg601s concept of a "polltlcal party".

: " We have earlier demonstrated that bourgeois demooracy is a form of capitalist
'dictatorship adopted to fulfil a definite role, that of a highly developed and
extended complex of state control permeating the mass movements of the working
clags through social -democratic parties and organisations - the "left" wing
facade of which fascism is the '"right wing" face of Stalin's definition - and -
that this fact invalidates the claim of the revisionists and trotskyites to
"different qualitative' problems under bourgeois democracy to those ar1s1ng
under the open bourgeois dictatorship of fasc1sm.

- We nowsee, as a corollary, that Lenin's organisational theony can by no
means be rejected as '"not applicable to British (or developed monopoly capltallst§
conditions"., In fact the opposite is the case., The means of repression, the
careful nurituring of a whole chain of bourgeois agents within the working class
movement, the complex network of protection of the state and stratification and
- gplitting of the working class forces which is now seen in the developed

capitalist couniries fast on their way to open corporate and fascist formes are
 far greater than those appertaining in tsarist Russia of the autocracy, with

“its relatively weak state apparatus. The organisation of the "labour move-



ment, which exisis 1 aand ey, roveals this
capitalist dictatorship cleard st lines, asdopts
bourgeois voting mat Tl <) : t congany board meet-
ings, and bears no resemblanc c ) en of a warty of
professional wevoiuticnaries, who by ry position musti be in conflict with
state power, The lsitter reguirss di illegal snisation, an illegal
organisational core -of a mzlzta;gnser“¢ ¥ charact n o will, provided
that it has arisen out of, forme the ftically conscic vanguard of, and
maintains the closest most 1ntegratad i-facetad connsc ing threads wita
the independent prolstarien~socialist vement, ultimately smash the corpor-
ate/fascist state of monopoly capital s armed to the teeth. In such a
context the nmuch iaq&ed democracy" © zeois cdel echirped forth by every -
aspiring trotekyite/ravisionist disru shouid be given as 1little sympathy as
it received under Lenian when he put t I?EYLOQ cf the rsvolutionary
organloatlon first and nroved how 1it le . ospect of ‘‘democracy’ of decision

can exist if the snemy st ate forces ax iding and disrupting every party cell.
That thls happens infrequently in Fritain todey is because next o no struggle
takes place. . In all davelcped fronts ggle, 1.2, Gerrany in the 20s,

such repressive activity as Lexin ass Russia was likewise the nurm,

Thus the chairman, secrezary, treasur ors, of trade union novements and
other labour vﬁaaisationo gre bhourgs iging by law every company has

to have the same officials, VWhen the ior Aﬁgio_bhlnese Understanding"
placed the woxrd "Limited" after its n czused a minor secandal, it was in

would have served in many cases to def

fact doing nc more than raticnalise if position, and indeed "limited"
e

na exact degree of representation and

allegiance %o the working class repre such types of organisation, the
alleged inherited working class tradi beloved of the revisionists.
However, i% is true that subjectix thinking is different in conditions
of "ieftM masked vourgeois democracy, it is a central part of this
structure that the agents within the crLass rovewert, the trotskyites,
revisionists, etc. should lead the work reject any Leninist plans for
organising independentiy of the bourge rmist sd'iotvreg znd that it is

3 r
made very difficuli for workers to come 16t th Leninist ideas. The
apparent and relative ‘'freedom' from direct djvca“orsn o {;,eq concealed dictator-
ship - it is always 'someone elise" who goes 10 gacl on a demonstration, not
"me" or "all of us') also acis as a nowerf*l reinforcement of reformist ideas
and strengthens the iilusions, stimulated day in, day out by the media of
capital, piped inte working c¢lass homes by television aand tabloid.

However, the truth about the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie cannot for ever
be concealed. The French militart movement, after the events of May 1968, is .
now learning that lesscn as 1t begine to orzanise under illegal conditions,
imposed without warning, consultation or vote in a single night of "emergency
powers", and a simil+x fate is inevitable in the new corporately organised
Burope of the monopolies under ths reign of the para-military vpolice forces and
the plans to impose a cruua‘ repression in readiness for expected future inter-
imperialist battles. Imperialiem in if
esgenti

cur time canmot fight the inter-imperialist

war which ultimatzly becomes ential for its continued cxistence without
first creating a fascist form of power - for only the most extreme forms of
rressure, ideological and economic, will induce any mass of workers to fight in
a third worid imperialiut war,

We T:1ce, therefors, the probiem of destroying a state apparatus which is
highly centralised and has a powerful network of penetration throughout the
whole of society., The party of the working class nmust ve an even mightier weapon
than the centralisaticrn and discipline of thaz bourgecisie and its armed might
if we are 1o win., The Leninist dictum that the working class has only one weapon,
one power undar cepitalism, its power o organise, is the most profound key to
the organisation of the Leninist'partv, Without this vpavrty, =21l the spontaneous
struggle thrown up ty capitalism will be dashed againét the rocks and worn down.
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Genuine revolutionaries will therefore put their adherence to the principle of
building the Leninist party first - for the struggle to achieve power will not
advance onc step until a general staff which is capable of preventing the
capture of the working class by its capitalist enemy frcm within has been
constructed, and for this purpose it is necessary that only the most dedicated,
the most developed cadres will stand the test, as commend of an army in stru@gle
cannot be carried out by part-time amateurs. In Lenin's words:

"It is far more difficult to wipe out a dozen wise men than a hundred
fools" (V.I. Lenin: ibid.; p.335),

the "aundred fools! belnw those. devoteea of the reviesions and reforms of '"HMarxism"
of the hundred disguises.

The Leninist theory is thus that the "revolutionary bacilli?, the highly
trained revolutionaries who come initially mainly fror the petty-bourgeoisie
and come to embrace the workers cause, drawing to them developed worker revolution-
aries, must create ahighly centralised organisation vhich will, vegardluss i any
apparent 1lull in the intensity of siruggle, maintein its structure ¢ nd
¢isciplined organisation., Thus a basic dialectical relationghip is created
. vhereby at times when the party leads the greatest number of forces, it must
. tighten up its organisation as a result in order to prgvent seepage f bourgeois
influence and the watering down of the line of the party from below:

"We must work at forming a militant organisation and conducting political
agitation even in fdrab' and peaceful conditions, and even in the period of
'declining revoluticnary spirit'. More than that, it is precisely in such
conditions and in such a period that this work is necessary, because in the
nmoment- of cutbreaks and outbursts it will be too late to set up an organisa-
tion, The organisation must be ready in order to be able to develop ite
activity immediately." (V,I,Lenin: "Whare to Be“ln“ in Col. Works, FLPH
Hoscow 1961: p.19).

The capitalist class is organising in readiness for the strlfe 1t knows itg

".syhtem must br1nn.5~”e must pit our superlatlve strength against thelru, a

battle the proletarlut is historically destined to win, The Leninist p%lnciple'

. of the. independence of the working class lies at the root of the struggle to
~‘11berate that class. Independence of organisation signalises the nmoving into

~attack against monopoly capital; that class war has begun in earnest, that the
vorking class has cast off the umhilical cord that tied it within the capitalist
‘system, and hes risen to face the enemy in attack, not from within, but against
. the capitalist class to begin its war from the base areas of organlsatlon, prln-
“cipled unity and armed revolutlonary strength, = :

Party and Class

N ‘Lenin came into conflict with numerous oppsrtunists throughout‘thé long
"struggle to defend his principles of party organisaticn and to refine the concept

. “of - the party. as leader of the mass movement but distinet from it, and in opposing

 the concept of a mass party which wasof the essence of the now. social demo~
cratic movements, primarily of Western Furope. This party was constructed

s o a8 ~to raise the level of the working masses and not, in the social
democratic manner, to bring all development down to the average, and it is
therefore the primary concept of such a party that its building takes rlace from
- the top dowvn, not from the bottom up:

"..s our very first and most imperative duty iz to help to train working

‘ class revclutionaries vho will be on the sane level in regard to rarty
“zctivity as the revolutionaries from amongst the intellectuals ... Therefcre
attention must be devoted prinecipally te raising the workers to the level
of revqlut;oﬂarzes; it is not at all our task to descend te the level of
the 'working masses' as the Econcmists wish to do, or to the level of the
'averarze worker!' ,,..". (V.I. Lenin: "What is to be Done?!, p.545).
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"Perhaps the only attempt to analyse the concept bureacracy is the dis-
tinction drawn in the new Iskra ... between the 'formal demceratic
‘principle! .... and the formal bureaucratic principle'. ... The latter
‘strive to proceed from the bottom upward, and, therefore, whenever possible
and as far as possible, uphold autonomism, a 'democracy' which is carried
(by the - over zealous) to the point of anarchism. The former strive to
proceed from the top downward, and uphold an extension of the rights and-
povers of the centre in respect to the parts.". (V I. Lenin: "One Step
Forward, Two Steps Back'; P. 624). /

. And, on the question of the party and its relatlonshlp to the. ‘other
working class organisations, in clear distinction to the generally accepted
amornhouc "unlty of the left" of revisionism:

"The centrallsatlon of the most secret functions in an organlsatlon of
revolutionaries will not dlmlnlsh, but rather increase the extent and * .
quality of the activity of a large number of other organzsatlops whgch are
intended for a broad public and are therefore as loose and as non«qecret ag
possible, such .as workers' trade unions, workers! self-education clrcles
and. circles for reading illegal literature, socialist and also’ democratic -

circles among all other sections of the population ete, etc‘ We must have/
such cirgles, trade unions and organlsatlons everywhere in as large a
number as possible and with the widest variaty of functionsy. but it wcq}g
be ‘absurd and dangerous to confuse them with the organisation of ravolution-
aries, to obliterate the border-line between them, to dim sti1l more the
REILEALER

-masgses' already incredibly hazy appreciation of the fact, that in order to ‘
‘serve' the mass movement we must have people who will devote themselves
exclu31ve1y to Social Democratic activities, and that such people mugt-
train themselves patiently and steadfastly to ba professional revolutionarles."
(v.I. Lenin: "What is to Be Done?", p.338). ~

"When I say that the Party should be a sum {and not a mere arithmetlcal
sum, but a complex) of organisations, does " that mean that I ‘confuse’ the
concepts Party and organisation? Of course not. I thereby express clearly

and precisely my wish, my demand, that the Party, as the vapguard of the class,
should be as erggnlsed as possible, that the Party should admit to its ranks
only such elements as lend themselves to at least a minimum of organisatlop.
My opponent, on the contrary, wants to 1ump together organised elements and
unorganised elements in the Party, those who submit to direction and those
who do not, the advanced and the incorrigibly backward - for the corrigibly
backward may join the Qrganlsatlon. This confusion is indeed dangerous M
(V.I. Lenin: "One Step Forward, Two Steps Back"; p,468),

',",,1 the stronger our Party organisations consisting of real Social
Democrats are, and the less wavering and instability there is within the
Party, the broader, the more varied, the richer and more fertile will be
the influence of the Party on the elements of the working clacs masses
surrounding it and guided by it. After all, the Party, as the vanguard of
the working class, must not be confused with the entire class, ... precisely
because there are differences in degree of consciousness and degree of
activity, a distinction must be made in degree of proximity to the Party."
(V.I. Lenin: ibid.j p.470-1).

However, Lenin stressed that he was not dogratically proposing a form of
organlsatlon without question : :

It should not be thought that Party organisations must consist solely
of professmonal revolutionaries. We need the most diversified organisations
of every type, rank and shade, from extremely narrow and secret organisa-
tions to very broad, free,'lose Orgenisationen't+. This is such an apparent
and self-evident truth that I considered it unneceseary to dwell upon it."

(v. I, Lenln 1b1d., < 474)

Broad, loose organisations.
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- He outlined;the structure of the Party and its relationshir tc broad class
organisations as follows : '

"'Factory circles ... are particularly important to us: after all, the

main stréngth of the movement lies in the organisation of the workers in
the largg mills, for the large mills (and factories) contain the predominant
part of the working class, not only as to numbers but even more as to
influence, development and fighting capacity. BEvery factory must be our
fortress. ... The factory sub-committee should endeavour to embrace the ‘
whole factory, the largest possible number of the workers, by a network of
all kinds of circles ... All groups, circles, sub-committees, etc. should
énjOy the status of committee institutions, , or branches of a committee.
Some of them will openly announce their wish to join the Russian Social
Democratic Labour Party, will take upon themselves definite functions ... 4
will undertake to obey the orders of the Party organs, will receive the
sane rights as all Party members, will be regarded as immediate candidates
for membership in the committee, etc. Others will not join the RSDLP,

-+ and will have the status of circles formed by Party members or associated

~ " with one or other Party group, etc,'" (V.I., Lenin: Letter to a Comrade,

“quoted in: ibid.; p.476-477). ' :

"Jepending on degree of organisation in general and degree of secrecy
of organisation in particular, roughly the following categories may be
distinguished: 1) organisations of revolutionaries; 2) organisations of
workers as broad and as varied as possible (I confine myself to the working
-class, taking it as self-evident that, under certain conditions, certain
‘elements of other classes will also be included here). These two categories
“constituté the Party. Purther, 3) organisations of workers which are assoc~
iated with the Party; 4) organisations of workers which are not associated
with the Party but actually submit to.its control and directions 5) unorgan-
ised elements of the working class who also come partly under the direction

, of the Social Democratic Party, at any rate during the big manifestations of
"' the class struggle.” (V.I. Lenin: ibid.; p.478).

- "Po forget the distinction between the vanguard end the whole of the magses
gravitating tovards it, to forget the wvanguard's constant duty of raising ever
wider sections to its own advanced level, means simply to deceive oneself, te
shut one's eyes to the immensity of our tasks, and to narrow down these tasks.,"

(V.I.Lenin: "One Step Forward, Two Steps Back" in Col. Works,Vol.7; Mos.196l§p.261).

; Thus we see that the concept of a "mess card-carrying party" applied by

© the majority of communist parties in countries with a large working class move-
mant is not ir acecord with Leninism, in so far as its basic unit, the cell, is
composed of an jill-fitted assorted level of understanding of which the lowest
common denominator is the only unifying factor and which is, through its systen
- of open membership by application, largely uncontrollable. '

. It is, of course, true that:Lenir occasionally made reference to the =
epecific conditions in the then bourgiois democratic movements of the western
- capitalist countries which were different in so far as the conspiratorial type
of struggle conducted in Russia could be dispensed with and a more open type of
structure adopted, especially appertaining to the relationships between trade
unions and party where these were both legally existing, for in Russia trade
unions themselves were illegal. However, this was a mere refinement of the
basic principles of the Leninist Party and was not intended for one moment to
imply that the structure of the party, its methods of recruitment, its security,
1ts relationships with the class, were different. And the distinctions which
applied in Lenin's day have to a large extent been wiped ocut since the coming to
full fruition of monopoly capital's terrorist wing, the corporate state and
_fascism‘(e.g; Fazi Germany and fascist Italy, models for the organisation of
- capitalism in its period of heightened crisis). For the dividing line between
v‘legal and illegal is now very thin, and the kmowledge that monopoly capital can
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strike and decimate a worker's movément at one blow when it has been‘lulled into
slack methods by a facade of "freedom to organise” has made MarxisteLeninists in _
the present phase acutely aware of the need to "stand ready".

However, even in the conditions of "relatlve freedow" appertaining in Garmany
in tne early 1900s, with its large legal labour movement,’ Lenin's fundamental
: prlnclples were seen t0 apply equally: :

MTake the Germans. It will not he deniad, T hope, that their organlsatlon
embraces the crowd, that in Germany everything proceeds from the crowd, that
the worklng olass movement there hag learned to walk, Yet observe how this
vast crowd of millions values its  *dozen' tried political leaders, how firmly
it clings to them ! ... the Cermans only smile with contempt at ... demagogic

~ attempts to set the 'crowd'! against the 'leaders' “to arcuge bad and

. ambitious 1nst1ncts in the former, and to rob the movement of its solldzty

. and stability by undermining the confidence of the masses in their 'dozen wise

men', Pplitical thinking is slready sufficiently developed among the Germans,
and they have accumulated sufficient political experience to understand that
without the *dozen' tried and talented leaders ..., professionally trained,

- ‘schootled by long experience and working in perfect harmony, no class .in -
- modern sooiety can wage & determined struggle." (v, I. Lenin: "Wh&t is to Be
Doneq", p.332). A

'Just as the bourge0131e tralna itg politlcians through public schoola,
military aoademias, etc. ‘to work in harmony on behalf of thelr olass, so muat
proletar;an leaders be trained for their strugg1e4- « » : ‘

- The concept of the grofessiqnal revolutlonary party vas applled to tne need
to find workers who were capable of party work and to take them from their
, places of work and traln them to refleot the wlder tasks of the Party: ‘

- "Look. at the Germansz they have. a hundred times more forces than we have.
©  But they understand perfgctly well that the. taveragat does not too freq-
uently promote really capable agitators, ‘ete, from its ranks, That is why

they" immediately try to place every oapable working man in such conditions as o

" will enable ‘him t0 develop and apply his abilities to the utmost he is mada -
a professional agltator, he is. encouraged to widen the field of his. activity,,‘
_*to sapread it from ore factory to the whole of the industry. from one
locality to the whole country, He acquires experienoe and dexterity in his
;profession, he broadens his outlcok and increases his knowledge, he ohserves -
at close quarters. the prominent political leaders from other localities and
of other parties, he strives to rise to their level and combine within him-
self the kmowledge of working class environment and  freshness of socialist
canvictions with professional skill without vwhich the proletariat cannot
wage a stubborm strupgle against its exoellantly trained enemies, ... A
- worker-agitator who is at gll talented and ‘promising' must not be left to
- work eleven hours a day in a faotory? We must arrenge Ehat he Be maintained
by the Party, that he may go underground in gnod time, that he change the
place of his activity, otherwzse he will not. enlarge his experience," (V. I,
‘Lenln: ibid,; p. 345)

These words of Lenin illustrate most clearly how far the Communist Parties of
Western Europe deviated from Leninist principles almost from the outset,: For it -
became, from 1935 onwards (prior to this turning point the Executive Committee
of the Communist International had found it necessary to intervense continually in
an attempt to correct the persistent social democratic backeliding of sections
of the leaderships of all the West European Communist Parties), the essencs of
. communist industrial work that a communist agitator should stay put at his job
and over the years win the confidence of his fellow workers as part of the
static quantitative plans to build mass parties large enough' to participate in
the bourgeois electoral front, And it was, of course, the fundamental concep-
tion behind the Leninist Party, that of the strict discipline and organisational
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independence of this Party from capital that was misunderstood. For the inter-
pretation of struggle as a static quantitative rise with an undifferentiated
membership striving after "power through votes'" in factories as in elections
resulted from copying bourgeois methods and social democratic labour movemert
initiative, and led in the end in PBritain to the virtual disbanding of the

factory branches by Executive Cammittee decision in 1945, surely tha end of any claim
to a Leninist Party.

On the basis of a Leninist analysls, what should be our strategy and tactics
1n industrial struggle?

In order to achieve scecialist revolutlcn the Harxlst-Lenlnlst party must win
the leadership of the major trade unions, i,e. those large blocks of working
class strength which form the basis of the present economic system and the
foundation of the future socialist system,

It must win the leadership of these armies in the field to the exclusion of
ell other political influence - it cannot be anywhere near to the transitipen to
gocialism if the final vote on whether to hold a general strike or not (the
general strike being a necessary preliminary to the seizure of power) can be
"democratically decided" by various non-communist elements representing bourgeois
influence in one or another disguise, Present social democratic practice allows
the union leaderships to decide "against" any strike that may have got off the
ground and be proceeding apace, simply by o "democratic vote"™ to "eall it off".
Whilst such & safety valve exists in the form of non-communist bourgeois influence
the unions do not belong firnly w1thin the land armies of the socialist
revolution,

In Russia the Bolshevihs achleved such successes because they both built and
therefore exercised leadership over the unions. This basic question of working
class power is not something dlstlnct from practlce in a capitalistically
developed couniry, on the contrary, the jdeal of Russian practice has to be
atteined, We also must build and exercise leadership of the trade unlons, other-
wise it will be impossible to win vlctory. How do we attempt to win this
hegemony? By working within unions as the revisionist party did, surreptitiously
creeping into the leading positions, and hoping'to remain there unnoticed? This
would mean- that it is possible to "transform from within". At their leisure the
ruling class quietly beheads all such "gttempts at seizing the reins of capitalist
" leadership",

. Ve should aim to penetrate the trade,union framework now viriually tied
within the embryo corporate state from independent bases of struggle to achieve
the polarisation of the trade unipns between corrupt leadership and working
class nembership, the independent bases representing the new alternative class
leadership to that of the bourgeoisie which openly propagate the revolutionary
al{ernative., We must encourage ell "grass roots" moves by the working clasa to
break free from social democracy, and provide leadership in these spontaneously
developing embryos of independent organisations, whilst avoiding the sectarian
~error of setting up independent organisations before the task of exposing the

labour lieutenants before sufficient workers to generate the new embryo organ-
isations has been fulfilled, that is : a) vhen the great majority of the

members have been convinced by their own experience of the need to have an
independent unionsy and b) when they are convinced by their owun experience that the
bureaucratlc machinery of the existing union cannot be used to transform the
existing union along the lines required,

Thus, in the course of exposing social denocracy, of fighting %o defend
working class rights within the state-incorporated unions and through this
convincing all honest workers of the impossibility of attaining even their
elementary economic demands by allegiance to the bourgeois controlled unions,
the lMarxist-Leninists will first of all assist in the transformation of the
bourgeois-dominated unions into genuine independent trade unions by exposing the
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. labour lleutenants before the working class base and side by side with this ' . .~

actlon will bring into being the genuine 1ndependent trade ‘unions, tne Red: Tredegtj

:Unlonaflrmly under the hegemony of the Harxlst-Leninlst party. In thls w&y ,

alone can the ground base of socialism be achieved in. a highly developed
nonopoly capitalist country. No other path lies cpen except that which ex1ets Sl

- in the escapist dreams of the reformists and. the revisionists.

The CPGBb long-term strategy was one of "winning p081t10ns in the unions" by

','plaelng its cadree in key centres and building support in a long term flght‘for

control of. the union by normal voting methods, an exact compliment to the

parliamentary. strategy of "transforming from withln" " The offshoot of “this.
policy vwag that it limited the field of work purely within the realm of trade‘

~uniom matters, i.e., social democratic politics, and allowed the overall polltical

initiative to remain firmly within the control of socjal- democracy whilst the
CPGB workers were banned, not only from open membership as ccmmunlste, but alsp
from referrlng to "p011t1c8" " 'As Lenin had already discovered, it is precisely
the task of communists to break down this economist grip which ties the workers
within the framework of capitalism and bring them to the stage of independent
revolutlonary political action, Tied within the constricting frameyork of

their policy towards trade unlons, the CPGB swung helplessly from immediate

demand to immediate demand, its tactical ewings frequently raboundlng back on it

and discrediting the communist work precisely because it was in the helpless
p081tl0n of advocating a spontaneous reliance on legal forms of struggle as the
mentor of revolutlonary change. ~The E.T.U, electlon cetestrophy of 54-5 was bqt

an example of the impossibility of genuinely wim;mg badexehlp by using the methods ‘

of the bourgeqiela, the election eystem heavily welgnted in favour of the rullng
state power. from the begannlng.

On the’ basis of Lenlnlsm, ve must therefere ensnre that our 1ndustria1 cadres o
are trained with the care which: Lenin praised in the German workers' movement, ‘
and that they achieve a widening of the understanding of workers further than -
tha narrou confines of their place of work, It is these cadres who will take

the 193& “in mobilielng the industrial’ proletariat to fulfil their role as the;
most. steeled vanguard of the coming proletarian united front from belcw, the
Red Front, .

Membership Pq:ges

To carfy through the vast endeavour of building the instrument for revolu»~
tion in the heartlands of imperialism, that Party which must be ng militant

.party, a revolutionary party, one bold enough to lead the proletariat in the

struggle for power, sufficiently experienced to find its bearings amidst the
complex conditions of a revolutionary situation, and sufficiently flexible S
to steer clear of all submerged rocks in the path to its goal"(Stalin), that is, -~

'adequate to degl with the most perfected state apparatus of oppression yet

known in history, the concentrated might of monopoly capital in the era of its'
final. fight to retain hegemony, it is essential that the firmest and most
principled base be laid, and that this singleness of purpose is maintained by

~all the elements in the Party against the constant onslaught waged by the

capitalist class to weaken its ranks. It was Lenin who first recognised the»

need for this fundamental measure of control when he presented his Resolution to,“

the 2nd Comintern Congress:

"Communist Parties in those countries where communists carry on the:n
' work legally must from time to time undertake cleansing (re-registratlon)
of the membershlp of the party in order to get rid of any petty-bpurge01s
- elements which have crept in." (V,I. Lenin: Condition 14 of Afflllatlon o
Rules to the Communist International) o

' This requirement became a fundamental pr1n01ple of Communist Internatlonal
praetlce. B e . - , . B R e e

"The - party-... is the general staff of proletarian revolutlon. thess v
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such an organiszng and leading staff exlsts, the viaetory of the proletariat
and the maintenance of power is impossible, Hence the enormous importance
“of perty organisation, of unity of view and singleness of will, the strictest
party discipline and the expulsion frem its ranks of all opportunist and
glien elements," (Statutes of the Communist Internationals 1919).

The extent to which these princlples were carried out in the actual practlce
of the western communist parties may be imagined from their subsequent degenera~
tion. They tended to utilise the purge method as an act of self defence when
contradictions had already overtaken them, and’ &cceptance into the pommunist
parties, via the mass produced form of entrance, enabled every kind of tretskyite
disruptor or ‘bourgeois liberal to become bona fide members’ and feed the growing
chorus against alleged "undemocratic dlsciplinary measures® enacted by the
genuine communists in an effort to stem the slide to social democracy. The net

~. result was the type of bureaucratic distortion later ancouraged by and assisting

~ the modern revisionists in their efforts to oreate unified political propaganda
.maohlnes in the service of one pr other imperialist power grouping,

" If we are to uphold Leninism and build ) party which can survive the onslaught
- of the world bourgeoisie, maintain the initzative in atruggle and remain a '
“@isciplined, cohesive force with the utmost. steadfastnqas in principle but the
meximum flexibility in tactics, we must begin the ‘control of membership by

k"radopting a candidate status for new members in order to gift the necessary

'3ateeled cadre. force, and confine the loose and formal recruitment techniques of
‘~revisioniam to the ant1~revolutionary dusthin where they belong.

~ 'Propaganda WBr

o The Bolshevik Party, wnth its t1ghtly organised nncleus working in the
;'.illegal ‘oonditions of Russia, was .able to apearhead its attack and lead the maSS
meovement through the medium of. its newspaper % :

"Pravde stood in the centre .of the struggle for the party principle, for
. the building up of a mass working class revolutionary party,  Pravda rallied
the legally existing organieatlons around the illegal centres of the
‘Bolshevik Party and directed the working class movement towardg one definite
aim - preparation for revolution." (“History ‘of the GPSU(B)” Short Course,
Moscow FLPH 1951, p. 238). ~

; ‘The newspaper ‘was seen as an organlser and agitator around which the broadest
. mass of workers would gravitate and Tecelive ideological tralnlqg without
‘necessarnly hav1ng to become Party members s

P T gontinue to insist that we can start establishing real contaots
fonly with the aid of a common newspaper. as the only regular, alle»Russian
R enterprlse, which will summarize the resulte of the most diverse forms of
activ1ty gnd thereby stimulate people to march forward untiripgly along all
- the innumerable paths which lead to revolution in the same way as all rdggg
'lead to Rome." (V.I. Lenin: "What is to Be Done”"; p.384).

o "... 8 newspaper is not only a collective propagandist and collective
- agltator, ‘but also a colleéctive organlser. (V,I, Lenins ibid.; pe379).

o "'Without a political organ, & politioal movement deserving that name is

. inconceivable in modern Europe'!', and in this respect Russia must undoubtedly

“be included in modern Europe, The press has long ago become & power in our
country, otherwise the government would not spend tens of thousands of

. roubles to bribe it, ... . Hence, political exposures in themselves serve as

_a powerful instrument for d131ntegrat1ng the system wve oppose, a means for
diverting from the enemy his casual or temporary allies, a means forapxading en~
mity and distrust among the permanent partners of the autocracy .ee". (V. I,
Lenin: "ibid".; p.297-8). : »

 Teking into account the illegal conditions of struggle he wroté $




"The active participation of the widest mass in the illegal press will
not diminish because a 'dozen! professional revolutionaries centralise the
secret functions connected with this work; on the contrary, it will
increase tenfold. In this way, and in this way alone, will we ensure that
reading of illegal literature, writing for it, and to some extent distributing
it, will almost cease to be secret work, for the police will soon come to
realise the folly and futility of setting the whole judicial and admini-
strative machine into motion to intercept every copy of a publication that
is being broadcast in thousands. This applies not only to the press, but

- to every function of the movement, even to demonstrations. The active and
widespread participation of the masses will not suffer: on the contrary,
it will benefit by the fact that a 'dozen' experienced revolutionaries,
trained professionally no less than the police, will centralise all the
secret aspects of the work...". (V.I. Lenin: ibid.; p.337-8).

Lenin had to fight against many disruptive tendencies to achieve the simple
goal of an all-Russian newspaper, for these reactionary elements were, as
always, intent on their "democratic freedoms" to the exclusion of what is
practical and had sought to prevent the birth of a centralised organ because it
~would be "undemocratic" and could not possibly reflect the diversity of views
~ held within the revolutionary movement., This outspoken disruption lost the
" day and the Bolshevik Party achieved its single directing voice.

In the illegal conditions of Russia the paper had great importance as a
revolutionary media and hecame the lifeline on which tobuild the Bolshevik
organisation, However, it is quite clear that in the present conditions of
struggle in developed monopoly capitalist countries the means to combat the
propaganda of capitalism need to be much more concentrated and developed. This
- is because capital has a vast distribution and advertising network built into
it for the main purpose of creating markets for its commodities, but which
serves the political purpose of conducting a relentless war to prevent workers
from achieving clarity about their conditions of exploitation. This task has
been assisted by the development of television, a medium which succeeds in
dominating the participant's leisure time, in the case of a worker that

;ff precious time away from the direct control of capital which he could otherwmse
- put to revolutlonary use.

However, such a development must not be seen in isolation from class -
struggle as a whole. Pundamentally, of course, television is simply another
weapon in the hands of the capitalists in the class war. It is also a means by
vhich millions of working people become aware for the first time of war in
‘Asia, Africa and Latin America, and on their own doorsteps. Additionally, the
whole média industry of capitalism, newspapers especially, is being hit by the
- action of capitalist crisis which makes millions of people less willing to -
pay dear for the cheaply written ideological blackmail dished up to them
instead of daily bread as their search for the bread itself becomes more
necessary.

What is important is that this vwhole armoury assists capital in its battle
to defeat the working classz, and that a weapon of similar size does not as yet
exist in the hands of the revolutionary vanguard. It is thus necessary for
the vanguard party to take very seriously the claim of Lenin that a paper
should be a "collective organiser", and to build upon this foundation a whole
complex’ of propaganda arms which will not leave one part of capital unchallenged.
The German Communist Party adopted a multi-faceted propaganda struggle of
poster, leaflet, press, street theatre, political revue, and fought the verbal
and agitationzl war blow for blow against German monopoly capital. The fulfil-
ment of these tasks will reqguire our revolutionary.initiative equally as it did
the Bolsheviks in illegal conditions in Russia and the German Communist Party
in their difficult stru gle.

One final comment needs to be made on this suhject. There exists at present
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an alleged "alternative media to capitalism"'. But this "alternative" posing under
a "rer-revolutionary"” mask is motivated by the same production process as iis
larger capitalist bedfellows. . These papers are consciously directed and launched
py capitalist backers after they have calculated whether sufficient profit

stands to be made. Tne fact that these papers are sold by young psople allegedly
nfor the cause" and "a smell percentage of sale” does not deny their capitalist
ancestry and intentions. The existence of the profit motive so blatantly
flaunted by self-styled "revclutionary" journals is an apt comment on the
degeneration of the petty-vourgecis and working class movement in Britain, and
the existence of a principled revolutionary press motivated by Marxist-Leninist
seientific theory and devotion to its. cause could only.act as a spark tc kindle
the barren‘'tinder of mean profit intc a genu ne mass readership for socialism.

fproletarlan Interna ionalism ’ o

-Two other principle Leninist tenets remain to be discussed in this section,
although chrornologically they do not occur specifically in the context of ,
Lenin's '"What is to be Done?". However, as the lack of understanding of these
principles just as much as of the others we have discussed lies at the roots of
revisionism our analysis will not be complete without an assessment.

- At the Second Comintern Congress, dealing with the tasks of the Communist
Parties in imperialist countries, Lenin said:

Y4 particularly explicit and clear attitude on the question of the
colonies and the oppressed peoples is necessary for the partiies in those
countries where the bourgeoisie possesses colonies and oppresses other
nations. Every Party ... is obliged to expose the tricks and dodges of 'its'
imperialists in the colonies, to support every cclonial~liberation movement,
not merely in words but in deeds, to demand the expulsion of their own
imperialists from these colonies, to inculcate among the workers of their
country a genuinely fraternal attitude to the working people of the

. colonies and the oppressed nations and to carry on systematic agitation
~among the troops of their country against any oppression of the colonial
peoples-" (V.I. Lenin: Condition 8 for Affiliation to the Communist International) .

-The programme of the CPGB "For a Soviet Britain", adopted in 1935, continued
to maintain a correct theoretical position in relation to the fundamental principles of
Marxism-Leninism: <the teachings conceruning the need for the viclent overthrow and
destruction of the capitalist state machine; the necessity for the erection of a state
embodying the democratic dictatorship of the working class; and the role of the
Marxist-Leninist party as the vanguard of the working class. This, in the main, was
also the case with that section of the programme which was concerned with outlining
the relations which would exist between the colonial countries of the British Empire
and a future socialist Britain:

"After taking power, the Brltlsn Workers' Councils will immediately
proclaim the right of all couniries now forming part of the British Empire
to complete self-determination up to and including complete separation. The
British Workers’ Councils will hand over, free of charge, =l docks, build-
ings, railways, factories .. etc., that have been constructed from the sweat
and blood of the colonial workers and peasants." ("For a Soviet Britain":
Adopted at the XIII Congress, 1935; Part 4: Towards World Socialism). ~

However, in the course of the period leading up to and especially following after
world war two, there began tc develop certain more-or-less serious weaknesses in the
mode .of application of these fundamental principles - weaknesses which, objectively,
served to open the flcodgates of revisionist degeneration. These wealknesses reflected,
generally speaking, the disguised revisionist formulations of the Tth World Congress of
the Communist International held in 1935, as well as the unconscious and all-pervasive
1nf1uence of indigenous reformist thinkine.

The main revisionist degenerative tendency for which the 7th World Congress was
responsible was the subsiitution of the correct revolutionary tactical principle of
"united front from below" for the opportunist one of 'united front from above".? In the
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'. i.e. 7 Days, Black Dwart, Red Mole etc. and the "underground" fringe.

2, For a full explanetion of these two types of united front movement see "Report of the
CC of the MLOB on LLe Origins of Modern Revisionism" and "Theses on United Front
Tactics”.
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particular political conditions prevailing in Britain at that time, however, it was,
from the point of view of inner-party tactical considerations, not possible for the
revisionist majority in the leadership of the CPGB already existing at that time to
put forward a policy specifically seeking to reach agreement with the Labour Party,
since the long-standing bans and proscriptions of the latter against the former
militated against this perspective. lacking, therefore, a political situation and
climate within which the application of the opportunist policy of "united front from
above' would be viable, the revisionist majority found other political and program-
matic channels through which, by encouraging revisionist degenerative tendencies,
they could serve their imperialist masters. By 1951, these had come to be expressed
through the one-sided accentuation of the "special features" - so beloved of the rev-
isionist seeker after "national roads to socialism" which "fully take into account the
natlonal peculiarities of the given country" - associated with the British Empire.

The "broad front"movements which flowed from the programmatic line adopted
at the 7th World Congress of the C.1. were not firmly rooted in the working class and
were therefore penetrated by petty bourgeois elements prey to all kinds of chauvinist
prejudices. It was these "broad front" movements which acted as the main recruiting
ground for liberal elements joining the CPGB and hence as a main spwhing ground for
revisionist ideology. The CPGB finally succumbed completely to the outright revision=
ist formulations concerning relations with the colonles adopted in the "British Road
to Socialism" in 1951:

"The enemies of Communism declare that the Communist Party, by underhand
subversive means, is aiming at the destruction of ... the British Empire. But it
iz a lis. +.."

"All relations between the peoples of the present Empire which are based on polwe -

‘1tlcal, economic and military enslavement must be ended, and replaced by relations
" based on full national independence and equal rights.-

Only by this means can Britain-be assured of the normal supplies of the wvital

foed and raw material, necessary for her economic life obtaining them in equal
- exchange for the products of British industry, needed by these countries for their
own economic development.

This would provide the basis for a new, close, fraternal as3001atlon of the

- British people and the liberated people of the Empire." (The Britlsh\Road to Social-
1sm, 1951: p.11- 12).

" Thus an error of fundamental principle, an error of strategy, manifested
itself in the negation of proletarian internationalism and a neo-colonial viewpoint.

It is a fundamental strategic task of the Marxist-Leninist Party in an
imperialist country to build unity between the proletariat of that country and
the workers and peasants of the underdeveloped areas of Asia, Africa and latin
America. This is the vital struggle which opposes the imperialist strategy of
divide and rule and guides and concentrates the vast force of the workers and
peasants of the world in a comprehensive plan of action striking concentrated blows
at the imperialist enemy at all stages of the struggle.

The duty of Marxist-Leninists to remove the social-chauvinist base which
imperialism has so painstakingly built into the heart of the metropolitan working
class is abundantly clear. In America the black gquestion, in Prance the Algerian
question, in Germany under the fascist heel the Jewish question, in Britain today
the race gquestion, prove how vital to the successful achievement of socialist
revolution is the strategy on social-chauvinism and its eradication. In Britain it
is the emergence of the Irish national liberation struggle right on the doOrstep of
British imperialism which, more than any other issue, will bring about this revolu-
tionary awakening providing that Marxist-Leninists give correct leadership. This would
be a vital beginning in the field of work to build anti-imperialist solidarity,
leading ‘to the eventual establishment of anti-imperialist solidarity committees in
the factories. From the small beginnings of today until the time, as Lenin predicted,
when the Marxist-Leninist Party engages in anti-imperialist struggle within the
armed forces of the capitalist state itself - and this armed force turns its guns
on capital - this remains one of the most vital considerations of work in.an
imperialist country. '

Of course, the question of solidarity between the proletariats of the
developed imperialist countries is a vital question now thrown into high relief
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by the growth and consolidation of the "Common Iarket ¥ , Tarough the action of
their own inevitable laws of centralisation and incre:sing monopolisation of
cayital the irperialists of ‘iestern Europe have been forced to band together in
en effort to carve out for themeelve< further spheres of imperialist influence

in competiticn with their rivel, U.S, imperialism, In so doing, they have
created the conditions whereby the worxers of Britain, France, Germany, Holland,
etc. have no alternative but to join in common trade union organisations capable
of battling with the Buropean corporate capitalist bosses, For so jomgz isolated
snd pursuing narrow sectarian economic interests within the framewnrk of their
“ovn" imperialism, the workers of XZurope are now being drawn into & common
front of economic struggle. 3Secause the aims of the corpprate Furopeen imperialists
go beyond the mere economic and involve every worker in the question cf furthering
"the political future of Eurore" there is every hope that the pelitical under-
standing and involvement of the Zuropean proletariat, vhich now includes those
propertyless "immigrant vorkers" from Turkey, Algeria, Yuzoslavia who so fully
fulfil the requirements of Marx's definition of a working class in so far as

they have literally nothing to lose but their chains, and at lsast their own
families to gain and their elementary right to converse in their owm language to
win, will make good in giant strides the transiticn to full pelitical awarenes:s
of their might as rroletarians after the decades of self-interected economic
!isolation within the confines of latter-day 1mpcr1alism.

The full awakening of genuine proletarian internatlcnalism at last begins
to appear on the horizon cf history.

Dlectoral Struygle

Ve cannot progress very far unless we have a wcrkable analyels of thie
svhere of propaganda work and place it in its correct perspective acoording to
the positions adopted by Lenin. His view was ag follows 3 :

"The Communists in Vestern Europe and America must learn to create a
- new, unusual, non-opportunist, non-careerist parllamentarian" {MiLeft Wing
Communism"; Lawrence & Vishart, London 1947; p.78) : ,

"the proletarlat rust traln ite own proletarlan telasse nolitician ' who
vwill be as skilled as the bourgecis politicians" (,"Left~W1nD Communism"sp,61)

to learn to
"talk to the people" ("'Left—%ing‘Communism", p.78)

"not in the least to strive to tget seats!' in Darlmameht, but everywhere
to rouse the thoughts of the masses and draw them into strugsle® (1b1d 3 Dy78)e

He speaks,of the necessity for a Marxist-Leninist to be a
"tribune of the people" ("What is to Be Done?"j p, 289)
able to

Moo anong all classes of the p population! as theerqtlclans, as propagandists,
as agitators and as organiqeL~." (ivid.; p.290). 4

- "To bring political knowledge to the workers the 8001al Democratp must g;
-among all clasees of the population, must despatch units of their aﬁww'ln all
directions." (Ibid.; p. 287-8), S

in order to win ,
"‘branch after branch from the beurgeoisie, "'Left~iing! Communien, 1.78).

In the heartlends of capitelism, electians, gereral and local, form part of
. the political and stete supersiructure of nmonopoly caritalism, This means that
in the overall ucliticel and institutional sense, the monoroly capitalist
ruling class holds the initiative at any given moment in determining the
strategic terrain in this sphere, and consequently is also in the advantageous
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-position in deciding the tactical factors of issues, timing, propagandistic

deception and so on, This is why elections can only be a tactical question for
the working class and its Marxist-Leninist party. This is also the reason why
social democrats, reformists and revisionists have always sought to present
"parliamentary democracy" and elections as a question of fundamental strategy,
within which the question of power is decided in the form of a "peaceful road
to socialism", In fact, of course, the putting forward of a'peaceful road" to
socialism, impossible of attainment as it is, becomes simply the embodiment of
capitalist ideology and politics most suitable for dissemination within the
working class to prevent the development towards independent class struggle and
keep the working class as a whole tied to the political and state institutions

of monopoly capitalism, This of course ties in with the creation of the

necessary economic basis for the development of a labour aristocracy, the
separation of skilled from unskilled workers, the presentation of the interests
of the most skilled workers as being different from those of lower paid sections
and all the other weapons of reformism. Taken together, both politically and

_economically, the aim here is clearly seen to lie in preventing thcse most

advanced sections of the working class, recognised by Marxist-Leninists to be
the potentlal leading force, from being won for struggle against monopoly

capitalism and for ideological and, political revolutionisation leading to their
‘becoming members of a Marxist-Leninist vanguard party. Social democratic and
- revisionist "parliamentary roads"™ are the political wing of economic reformism.

The element of more-or-less free ch01ce between representatives of political
parties reflecting different class interests has disappeared as far as the

- capitalist political parties are concerned, indeed, it disappeared with the
~advent of state monopoly capitalism and the onset of the general crisis at the
~turn of the century. Only in so far as the Marxist-Leninist vanguard party or,
&t a stage preparatory to this, independent working class candidates representing

advanced militants of the working class, participate in elections is an element

. of direct struggle reflecting class struggle, and consequently of choice between

representatives reflectlng the 1nterests of opposed classes, introduced into the
field of elections.

- However, the main role of disarmlng the working class is stlll fulfilled by
the Labour Party. But it is much easier to expose the practice of social-
imperialist reformism if the Labour Party is in power than if it is in opposztlon.,

' Consequently, where no independent working class candidate is standing, the

call to vote for the Labour candidate advances class understanding more than the -

‘negative call for "no vote", even though by the most negative of lessons.

We must sound a clear warning of the dangers inherent in any anarchist appeal

. not to exercise the limited political role of voting., I+t should be pointed out

that this assists the ruling class in branding "political democracy" and the
debate which goes with it as totally irrelevant and creates that very apathetic

- political vacuum within which a fascist mass movement can best be built. It is

our task to step up the political education of the working class and direct it
to work for a genuine working class democratic process, not encourage the very

- worgt political ignorance which '"votes with its feet for fascism".

Hov, then, do we apply the principle of a '"new, non-opportunist non-
careerist parliamentarism" advocated by Lenin? By stressing the need for the

- working class to put forward their own independent candidates financed by

election funds collected from working class forces; who will exist side by side
with the Merxist-Leninist Party candidates standing in key areas (this will be

a necessary form for some time due to the impracticability of the vanguard

party providing the funds to fight in many electoral areas, a trap into which the
revisionist CPGB fell). It would be a sectarian policy to advocate that only
the Marxist-Leninist party itself can put forward candidates -~ the application

- of the principle of involving the broadest masses in this work means precisely

the provision of a platform whereby the working class as a whole can become -

‘involved in struggle - and thus there will be an alliance in electoral activity
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between the party candidates and the direct representatives of the independent
working class organisations - acting as the bridge transmitting the party
 struggle to the broad masses, and in this way representing the force, not of
hundreds of thousands, but of millions of working people who are conscious of
the necessity to take up political struggle in the service of their fundamental
class interests., This then would begin to provide the conditions for revolu-

- tion - conditions without which revolution is impossible :

"With the vanguard zlone victory is impossible. To throw the vanguard
alone into the decisive battle when the whole class, when the broad masses
have not yet taken up a position either of direct support of the venguard,
or at least of benevolent neutrality towards it and one in which they
cannot possibly support the enemy, would not merely be folly but a crime.
And in order thati actually the whole class, that actually the broad masses
of toilers and those oppressed by capital may take up such a position,
propaganda and agitation alone are not sufficient. For this the masses
must have their own political experience." (V.I. Lenln. "'Left~W1ng‘
Communism", p.72).

With such a policy the vanguard party would begin to fulfil such a role -

~ and bring into being a broad alliance of all exploited sections under the

© political leadership of the party, but not confused with it. The difficulties

of electoral work lie precisely in this fact - it is too easy to confuse the

vanguard, the party, with the broad masses, which results in the party becoming -
“a mere electoral machine where the canvassing for support of the party must

~involve the right of those who support the party to have membership in it - a

contradiction in Marxist-Leninist terms. We have to ensure that the vanguard

mgintaing the leadership and its party its centralisation and discipline,

whilst at the same time mobilising the broadest sections around it, thus fulfilllng
a vanguard role in revolutionary practice. Thus Marxist-Leninists use the

. tagtical legal struggle of elections and reforms in the following way 3

"In revolutionary tactics under a bourgeois regime, reform naturally
becomes an instrument for disintegrating this regime, an instrument for
strengthening revolution. ... The revolutionary accepts reform in order to
use it as a means of meshing the legal work with the illegal work, in order
to use it as a cover for the strengthening of the illegsl work which aims
at revolutionary preparation of the masses for the overthrow of the
‘bourgeoisie." (J.V. Stalin)

The Method of Marx1st-Len1nlst Analy31s

‘ we have seen the application of certain theses of Lenln to conditions of

- struggle in Brltaln where they relate to tactlcs, and in their isolation from
a defined programmatlc strategy agreement could be reached on one or other of -
these theses by many progressive forces. But divorced from the overall qtrateg;y
they cannot guide our action or make Marxist-Leninists. For the most 1mportant
of Lenin's teachings is that which relates to the method of analy81s of

- concrete situations used by Marxist-Leninists, and the ability to draw out the
threads of historical development which paves the way for the development of
revolutionary strategy. It is this capacity above all others that has been
destroyed in the revisionist assault on the communlat movement and it must be
relearned if we are to make any progress. '

Our first task is to assess the 51m11arity between Lenin's revolutionary
situation and the situation which confronts us now, and to estimate whether we
have a similar revolutionary role to fulfil. Speaking of the necessity to build
revolutionary strength even when a lull in the situation occurred, Lenin said:

"It would be a grievous error indeed to build up the Party organisation
in anticipation only of outbreaks and street fighting, or only upon the
‘forward march of the drat everyday struggle'. We must always conduct our
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everyday work and always be prepared for everything, because very frequentiy
it is almost impossible to foresee when periods of outbreaks will give way

to periods of calm. And in those cases when it is possible 4o do so, it will
not be possible to utilise this foresight for the purpose of reconstructing
our organisation, because in an autocratic country these changes take place
with astonishing rapidity, being sometimes connected with a single night

raid by the itsarist jenizeries." (V.I. Lenin: "What is to be Done?!, p.392-3).

Revisionism has spread the myth of the "peaceful transition to socialism”
and tried to createa general acceptance of the notion that capitalism will not
be able to rescrt to such measures of terror as employed by Tfascism again, But
it should be obvious that imperialism, which in Lenin's day was “parasitic oxr
decaying -capitalism® hags travelled even further into the heart of its own ;
contradiction and ultimate destruction, doffing the mask of "democracy" as 1%
passes, and is now entering the stage of corporate state organisation vhich
will embrace all the so-called "democracies'" equally, that is, imperialism will
become more autocratic and totalitarian than any oppressive system confronting

.. Lenin.

Whilst it is true that Lenin qualified the situation in the Vest as allowing

. more political freedom to agitate, he was speaking of a totally different

situation then from now, for capitalism's move towards corporatism is cancelling

. out any of these distinctions :

‘"The principal thing, of course, is propaganda and agitation among all
strata of the people. The work of the VWest European Social ~-Democrat is in
this respect facilitated by the public meetings and rallies, to which all
are free to go, and by the fact that in parliament he addresses the
representatives of all classes." (V.I. Lenin: "What is to Pe Done?", p529l).

There are those who would dismiss as inapplicable Lenin's reference to the
"raid by the tsarist jenizeries", and claim that such extremes of persecution
enly exist in a despotic autocracy. But such a degree of blind ignorance is
almost beyond understanding. For the experience ef U.S, imperialist aggression

‘both at home and abroad, and of the German Commmist Party, once free to pavade

its arms,openly, have proved that no struggle is legal against capitalism, Only
the most foolish utopian could conclude that the present level of inactivity

and lack of harassment will remain when Marxist-Leninists take up their leading
role in struggle, It must be the truism of our age (and the most neglected one)
that in order for the capitalists to take the working class off its guard, that
working class must not anticipate its attack, otherwise it would take protective
measures., We will most assuredly face levels of persecution and counterattack
far in excess of those meted out to the Bolsheviks.

The experience gaired by the ruling class in combating revolutionary struggle
must not lightly be dismissed. Lenin was writing about the first socialist
revolution in history, before the capitalists had had time to adapt themselves
and contain any future germs of the sociaglist movement. They have since learned

‘many lessons, and the "night raid by the tsarist janizeries" of Lenin's day

has now become a highly organised and systematized "search and destroy' opera-
tion of defence built into every capitalist system. Ve must, therefore, far from
rejecting Lenin's edvice, elaborate on it, for in our time amateurish failure

in revolutionary work will lead straight to the mass slaughter of the fascist

gas chamber,

We must follow the Leninist path and undertake to construct a revoluticnay strategy
into which all the tactics and particular aspects of struggle will fit as one
concentrated embodiment of the total struggle. And it is in the drawing out of
the essence of the main tide of struggle with all 1ts spontaneous richness that
the dialectical nethod acts as our guide. »

Lenin descrlbed the task of the Russian revolutionaries zs follows :
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. "The fact of the matter ic that the massesg of the workers are roused to

o .a hlgn ‘piteh of excitement by the abominatiors in Rugsian life, but we are
“unable to collect, if -one may put it that way, and concentrate all these

. drops and streamlets of povular. exc1tement, vhich are called forth by the
"conditions of Ruscian life to a far larger extent than we imagine, but

~ which it is precisely necessary to combine into a 91ngi gigantic torrent,
_That this can be accomplished is irrefutably proved by the enormous growth
‘of the workinsz class movement and the eagerness with which the workers

- clanour. for political literature, to which we have already referred...".
‘(V I. Lenin: "What is to Be Done?"; . 285)

"... the whole of polltlcal life is an endless cha;n consisting of an

" infinite number of links, The whole art of pOllthS lies in finding and
 gripping as strongly as we can the link that is least likely to be torn out of
- our hands, the one that ig nmost important at the given moment, the one that

_guarantees the possessor of a link the possession of the whole chain, If

‘we had a staff of experienced bricklayers, who had learned to work so well
~‘together that they could place their bricks exactly wiere they were required
-~ without a guiding line, +»++ then perhaps we might seize upon some other

- link, “But the unfortunate thing is that we have no experlenced bricklayers

. trained to teamwork yet, that bricks are. often 1a1d where they are not needed
at all, that they are not laid according to the general line, but are so0
'ijscattered about that the ﬁnemy can shatter the structure as if it were made

: not of bricks but of sand." (V,I, Lenint "Vhat is to be Done?", p. 379).

- For the - above stated leple reasons, the first peed of the working clasg is
 for its vanguard ‘party, the general staff of the revolutionarJ arnmy . However,
Lenin's strategy must be aprlied and developed in the conditions of contemporary
mcnopoLy capitalism, The primary reason is that the more developed a capitalist
-society, the greater the degree of °tratiflcat10n of the working class, the
preater the sirength of social denecracy and reformiem, the more rigorously do
~ -the pr1n01ples of tightly centrallsed leadership and through this the greatest
 flexibility snd diversity of forms of strup Qle guided by the party‘ﬂ tranoml sion
belts to the masges have to be apnlled. ‘

© The Bolshevlhs, facing a Qmaller working claee with no soeial demopcratic
trhditlons, were able to make do with loose organisaticnal ties between broad
‘crganisations and party beeause, in the nain, all broad workers!' organisations,
_~evcn trade unicns, were 111e gal, and it was rot passible to utilise ihese
fronts of strusgle ag oven fterritorial gains of the Bolshevike, But in the
atrugsle in Vestern nurope, with an advanced proletariat and a tradition of mas
legally conatituted trade union organisations it is possitle to build broad
. mass organisations with firm organisational structures linking them to the

N party but able to function as a battering ram ag sainst capltal whilst also being

large and powerful enough to protect the Narylﬂtqunlnlst,dlrectln" nuecleus, the
party of professional revolutionaries (e.g. the Red Front in Germany)+ . Such

‘a development represents an inevitable enrichening of Lenin's theories and is
,the netth employed by Marxist-Leninists in the developed capitalist countries
to combat the more hlfhl3 develoyed ‘repressive apparatus of the monopoly

' capita11°t etate. ‘For onlv if the party nas firm links with the widest possible

: number of organlsatlons ‘on broad 1usues, ‘each of these organisations of necescity

“being firmly organised and mnot loose in the bour~eois "broed front' sense, can it
hope to survive and defeat the .attempts of the enemy state to isolate and’
'destroy ﬁhe harxist—Lenimstcz and thelr party.

+ The Red Front Hovement, wiich acceptq the broad Nuidanée and leadership of the
harx1ct-Leninint Orzanisation of Britain, and is the ewbryo of a future
- masg Red Front y is constructed along these lines,
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CONCLUSION

Our work and struggles are taking shape and developing in the immediate
aftermath of a period of unprecedented defeats for the working class and '
communist movements of all lands, the culmination of which has been the virtually
complete destruction of the international communist movement painstakingly built
up after the victory of the Cctober Socialist Revolution,

) This collapse has had two crucial consequences: on the one hand it has
cleared the gr~und for the emergence of a new and steeled vanguard leadership
- in the future, when the level of intensity of the class struggle approaches a
pre-revolutionary stage and revolutionary Marxist-Leninist leadership becémes
not merely desirable and socialism a "good thing", but both become life and
death necessities for sheer survival of the working class in the face of the
threat of fascist counter-revolutionary terror. On the other hand and conversely,
however, the collapse of the entire international framework inherited from the
Communist International has left in its wake a welter of opportunist confusion and
disillusionment providing ideal conditions within which the conscious agents of
the class enemy can sow distrust and disaffection and so work to promote the

penetration of bourgeois ideology and practice - always prevalent in society and o

in the broad strata of the working class -~ into the communist vanguard. This,
the most fundamental dissolving agent continuously at work within the working
class movement and its vanguard, which acts to break up and disperse every
genuine independent germinal growth, every embryonic movement of real class
struggle, every potentially revolutionary organisation, functions in order .to
encourage and perpetuate the spontaneous bourgecis-orientated disunity of the
working class, firstly to divide the more advanced sections of the working class.
from those with a lower level of class cons01ousneas, and secondly, all sections
from the leadership of the Marxist-Leninist vanguard party. In this way the
attempt is made to create s climate in which it is easy for propaganda sgainst
the concept of a revolutionary vanguard party to make headway and through which -
the working class is urged to stride naked and leaderless into the difficult
class battles which lie ahead.

If the Marxist-Leninists prove themselves incapable of seizing the
initiative in time; the period which is characterised fundamentally by a rising
tempo and irntensity of class struggle can nevertheless be transformed into a furtler
period of inevitable defeats if these mounting class struggles do not rise abave
the level of spontaneous struggles in which each particular issue, economic or
political, becomes an hypostasized end in itself divorced from the qualitative
end of socialist revolution., In such conditions, a counter-attack - in fact a
counter-revolution - by corporately organised state monopoly.capital at the
head of a black front of reactionary forces becomes virtually inevitable: fascism.
For such conditions make it more difficult to organise for struggle and signify
a temporary defeat for the working class forces and a temporary strengthenlng
of the forces of counter-revolutlonary reactlon.~

In such a situation - one which is both potentially revolutionary and
potentially counter-revolutionary - the Leninist principles of the vanguard
party of the working class become more vitally important, more vitally essential
than ever before to the winning of final victory for the working class in the
developing terrain of mounting class battles. This is especially so

. "... gince there can be no talk of an independent ideology being
developed by the masses of the workers themselves in the process of their
movement." ("What is to be Done?", p.243%); ‘

(This) "... does not mean that the workers have no part in creating
such an ideclogy. But they take part not as workers, but as socialist
theoreticians, as Proudhons and Weitlings; in other words they take part
only when, and to the extent that they are able, more or less, to acquire
the knowledge of their age and advance that knowledge. And in order that

[
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werking men may be able to do thiis more often, every eifort must be made ,
to raise the consciousness of the workers generally ...". ("What is to be -
Done?", p.243-4, Footnote). ,

The objective cause of the degeneration of the communist parties into
revisionism can be located in the temporary ebb in the tide of the world prolete
arian-socialist revolution which set in after the defeat of the German revolutiion
after 1918 and between 1918 and 1933. The precise nature and inter-relationships
of the many complex factors making up this development, at the heart of which
was the onset of the period of intensified imperialist expansion into the colonial
periphery of the capitalist world system resulting in the laying of the economic
 foundations for social reformist and social imperialist measures acting to
&ampen the intensity of imperialist contradictions and the resulting level of
class struggle in the metropolitan countries, form the subject of = =anarate
Report currently in preparation, ard tberefore require to be analysed here
only briefly.

7 Up to 1933~5, and after the defeat of the trotskyite deviation in the
Communist Party of the Soviet Union after 1928, the communist parties of all
‘lands were striving to bolshevise themselves, to eradicate the social democratic

‘ddeas, ypractices and methods of work deeply rooied in their histories and to

develop progressively Marxist-Leninist ones based on dialectical materialist

. science. Objectively they were able to do this because, at that time, they stood
- at the head of a developing, intensifying revolutionary situation and revolu-

tionary movement, the product of capitalism in profound crisis. Modern revis-

ionism, therefore, from its origins at the time of the 7th World Congress up to

the present day, is funde 'entally the subjective expression of the onset of a
" new period of relative expansion of the capitalist world system, and provides

- nothing more nor less than a "theoretical" justification for opportunism and
“class collaboration adapted to the heightened conditions of class struggle and

- revolutionary confrontation on a world scale corresponding to the existerice of a

socialist base land or lands and revolutionary movements and vanguard parties

- armed with Marxism-Leninism in every country of the world. At the stage of its

- "theoretical" systematisation at the hands of the Khrushchevite revisionists after
1953, however, it becomes much more than this - it comes, in fact, to provide

the "theoretical" mask for the transformation of the former revolutionary centre.
of the world proletarian-socialist revolutionary movement into its opposite -

’into a counter-revolutionary centire acting in the interests of world imperialism,

- Subjectively, therefore, this retrograde process resulted in the progressive
abandonment of Marxist-Lenirist theory, practice and methods of work fron 1935
onvards, and their replacement by new-style social democratic ones.

Prior, and up to 1954-5, however, the opposite process of the progressive

'i deepen1no, refinemsnt and theoretical systematization of Marxist-Leniniet theory,

and in particular of the Marxist-Leninist theory of the strategy and tactics of
socialist revolutions in developed countries, was the main characteristic of the
work of the Communist International. In this process, it was above all the
‘contribution made by the Communist Party of Germany to the international treagsure-
~ house of Marxism-Leninism which was of the greatest importance, and which held
" the greatest significance for the future development of the worldproletarian-
socialist revolution., PFaced as it was with the objective situation of an
~imperialist metropolitan power, Germany, in the throes of a crisis of collapse
through the loss of its - initially already inadequate - colonial-type spheres
- of invebtment and exploitation as a result of its defeat in the first world
- war, resulting in the inability of German imperialism to develop an adequate
econonic foundaticn for the application of those social-reformist and social-
imperialist measures which were to prove the saviour of world imperialism as &
whole after approximately 1935 and the consequent compelling need for it to
resort to military methods of expansion, to attempt virtually to blast a svhere
of influence for itself out of the already fully allocated capitalist world
market, it was thic Party, shcve 01l others, which was faced with the nossibility
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not only of carrying through to victory the first proletarian-socialist revol-~
ution in a developed capitalist terrain - the Paris Commune had done this as
far back as 1871, and the Munich Soviet held power for some 2 months in 1919 ~
but of actually holding power in the hands of the proletarian dictatorship and
g0 of laying the basis for the construction of socialism under the infinitely
nore socially and historically mature and economically viable conditions of a
developed, state monopoly capitalist society.

. The most 51gn1f1cant archetypal creation of the German Revolution, that which

constitutes its most typical and valid contribution to the science of the
strategy and tactics of socialist revolutions in developed capitalist countries
was the theoretical concept and elaboration in practice of the independent,
militant rank-and-file organisation of politically conscious workers, under the
overall leadership of the Marxist-Leninist party, a front of independent class
organs of struggle which then stand as a base manned and secured by the most
advanced sections of the working class once they have been established, and
which then proceed to extend that base progressively downwards and outwards in
a snowball process culminating in the majority of the working class being
wltimately won for a revolutionary position of, as far as the most advanced
sections are concerned, active struggle against, or, as far as the lower levels
of consciousness are concerned, passive omnosition to,monopoly capitalism and
its state machine. This front ofrevolutionary struggle is theén consolidated into -
an entire network of organisations of struggle independent of capitalist -
ideological or political influence, and which builds up its strength progressive-
ly until it is capable of mounting blows at the very foundations of the class
rule of the monopoly capitalist class, blows which culminate in the revolution-
ary strike at the central state power itself, This army of the revolutionary
_proletariat is the mighty, millions strong Red Front of integrated, co-

- ordinated and scientifically deployed proletarian organisations which mounts

- wave after wave of revolutionary offensives in sphere after sphere of the by

: then fully corporately organised social and economic structure of state monopoly
- capitalism, entraining ever wider and deeper strata of the working class into
. the revolutionary ferment as this process gains momentum until. finally a

- sufficient mass, size and multiplicity of organs of revolutionary struggle are

- weighing down on the structure of state monopoly capitalism as to muke effectiveils
isolation and encirclement and to enable the Red Guards, the military advance

. guard of the proletarian socialist revolution, to strike at the central state
power, smash through its defensés with that overwhelming weight and force which
only a phalanx resting upon the irresistible forward movement of the millionsw-
strong organised might df the working masses can give it, and so destroy the
state power of monopoly capital and establish the democratlc rule of the
working class.

It is our task to deepen the application of Lenin's fundamental theses
until they provide us with a weapon adequate to withstand and beat back an
offensive of the fascist black front against the proletarian Red Front which
~will doubtless prove to be even more powerful and concerted than the fascist

counter-revolution in Germany which decimated the German working class move=
ment. We have said that fascism in Germany was a pre-dated form of corporately-
organised, militarised state of the monopoly capitalists which came into being
in the period of acute imperialist crisis following after the defeat of German
imperialism in world war one, when it was stripped of its colonies and forced
to prepare ‘once again for war in order to seek to win back those colonies and
other spheres of influence lost to the victorious Versailles powers. This form
of state structure is now coming once again into its own as world imperialism
again begins to enter into conditions of retraction caused by shrinking markets
and as an intensified rate of imperialist-type investment in the underdevelopec
sector of the imperialist world market once again begets those intensified inter=
imperialist rivalries which find their final ocutcome in imperialist style wars,
for the very prosecution of which the finance capitalist ruling class seeks to
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secure its national and supra-national class terrain through the imposition of a fascirs
dictatorship, against the threat of a successful proletarian-socielist revolution.

The imperialist stage of capitalism, characterised in its present phase by the violent,
predatory exparision of distorted forms of capitalist relations into the farthermost
reaches of the capitalist world system through the agency of reactionary wars for the
maintenance of existing colonial spheres of exploitation - or increasingly the wrest-
ing by the one world tloc of new ones from out of the sphere of influence of the other
- is approaching the zenith of its development with accelerating rapidity. To the
degree that this process of intensifying imperialist investment gives rise to heighten-
ing competition amongst the imperialist groups, and hence to the tendency for them to
form themselves into two hostile, opposed blccs, that dominated by the United States
and West European blocs respectively (with the possible future inclusion of Soviet neo-
imperialism, this would be transformed into an all~-European blod), to the same degree
does it lay the basis for and pave the way towards a third world war, a world war whick
should the working class forces of the world ever permit it to unfold, will be fought
with the fearful weapons of mass extermination now at the disposal of the imperialist
ruling class. Indeed, it is in preparation for such a war that the imperialists of the
world are even now engaged in negotiations to ban the use of nuclear weapons, since
their indiscriminate use would result in such widespread and uncontrolled destruction
of capitalist property as would nullify the very purpose which such a war of inter-
imperialist rivalry and competition would seek in the first place to serve.

“Unlike the two previous world wars caused by imperialism, however, such a third
world war would not be merely a war for the redivision of a world market still
capable of expansion and development. Far more will it be a war for the redivision
of a world market which will have already approached conditions of economic satura-
tion, in which formerly economically under-developed colonial-type areas will them-
selves have approached towards the level of development appertaining in the developed
capitalist countries themselves, and hence, through the operation of the law of the
falling rate of profit, have rendered themselves ineffective as sources of super-
profit assisting in the task of offsetting the declining rate of profit in the
metropolitan sphere itself.,

Just as, therefore, the onset of the imperialist stage of capitalism was followed
by an imperialist world war for the redivision of the world, signifying that X
capitalism could no longer continue to expand peacefully through trade and commerce
but only violently through war - wars of both the local colonial and the general
world type - so will the preparation for a third world war signify that capitalism
has entered inevitably, irreversibly and inexorably, into the fourth and final stage
of its development, a stage characterised no longer by viclent, predatory expansion,
but by even more desperately, hopelessly violent and predatory retraction - the
stage at which the capitalist-imperialist system begins to turn inwards and to feed
upon its own irreconcilable contradictions, when the ever-growing thirst of each of
the two.world blocs for the maximum rate of profit stands in eve more irreconcilable
contradiction with the strangled ability of the world market and fnvestment sphere -
which is ever dwindling in relation to rising prcduction and productive capacity -
to even maintain a given rate of profit at its current level or even to prevent the
actual profit yield from falling, not to mention to cause it to rise. Thus the
capitalist-imperialist world system wiil, at the onset of this fourth and final stage
in its development®, resemble the internecine, self-destructive relations within a

+ The three prior stages in the development of the capitalis} mode of production
h%tﬁﬁrth%ieé -MERCANTILISM, from approximately Tudor times (late 15th C.) to the end
ol e °3 : '
ZINDUSTRIAL CAPITALISM, from the beginning of th e Industrial Revolution
(1ate 18th C.) %o aﬁgroximatelw 18903 :

. . ~EXPANSIVE IMPERIALIST CAPITALISM,Shitherto known simply as imperialism,
monogo%ydg§pltallsm or state monopoly capitalism), from approximately 1890 to the
presén o
) o Distinct nanes descriptive of the fourth stage in the development of
impericlist capitalism - on the threshold of which the capitalist world system now
stands= as also of the coniemporary third stage, so as 10 exnrnss more clearly the

~markineg off of the one from the other., have vet to he cnined:. Parhara tha fnrh
RETRACTIVE IMPERIALIST CAPITALISM (ox, more simply, RETRACTIVE IMPERIALISM) wi%&, at
least for the moment. serve for the latter, an&JLKPANSLVE TMPFRIALIST CAPITALISH,
or EXPANSIVE IMPERIALISM, fcr the former.



pack of starving wolves who can live only by tearing at each other's throats and
 investment will, ultimately and by then, have proved insufficient to maintain the

-~ of the metropolitan capitaliet countries themselves, at the centre of which lie t
two rival world blocs. :

~widespread schemes of "social welfare', which, in all developed capitalist-imperi

~accordance with the economic prescriptions of J.M. Keynes) have been implemented.

'ﬁdevelopment of the capitalist-imperialist system? At the base of those features

wages, For control by the state over the price of labour power and the abolition

‘can obtain on the market for its labour power congtitutes the essence of the
- corporate state, on the ba81s of which the abolition of polltlcal democracy, the

- ORGANISATION OF BRITAIN and its training school, the RED FRONT MOVEMENT, in laying

‘class, without which the victory of the socialist revolution, in Britain as in any
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drinking each other's life-blood. In short, the superprofits realisable from colo

self-expansion of the world capitalist-imperialist system in general or the econo

As we have seen, the onset of these conditions will lead to the more—or-l
rapid disintegration of the entire superstructure of socisl-imperialist ameliorat
of clase contradictione and class struggle steadily built up throughout the stage
contemporary expansive imperialism itself. It will witness the collapse of the
"economic miracle" of state-manipulated "full employment" and "affluence", of the

countries, have been the means wheredby indirect forms of control by the state (1n

What, then, will be the salient features of this coming fourth stage in 't

will lie the frenzied attempt of finance-capital to compensate for the falling ra
of profit on investments overseas by ruthlessly screwing up the rate of exploitati
of both the metropolitan and the colonial working masses.

To achieve this, the 1mp081t10n of a corporate system of state capltallet
repression, the substitution of indirect Keynesian methods of state control by
direct methods based upon a corporate state, will be an indispensable necessity.
Hence, even now, when this entire process is still at a ‘relatively early stage of
its development, the f1nance~cap1tallst ruling class of each imperialist country
is - or in the case of Britain already has - taken steps to enact state control of

of the right of the working class to engage in struggle to determine the price it

mass terror, the building up of a terrorist mass movement recruited from the des-
pairing lumpen-proletarian strata of the working class and the deprived profession
strata of the petty- bourg90151e, the concentration campes and mass extermination
labora+orles - in ohort . the fulr”ccale fascist counter~revolut10nary gystem - are
all erected.

Only one organisation has put forward a strategy for developlng revolutio
class struggle which is based on the above analysis of contemporary imperialist
capitalism: = the MARXIST-LENINIST ORGANISATION OF BRITAIN. Its programmatic
perspectives envisage ‘the winning of working class forces away from thé corrupt
organlsatlans tied to the social~imperialist system of contemporary capitalism by
a thousand constitutional and reformist threads, so as to train them, section by
section and level by level, to adopt new forms of proletarian class struggle
independent of social-imperialism, and simultaneously to weld them into the approp-
riate new organs of struggle: Action Councils, Red Trade Union opposition groups,
all those anti-imperialist and anti-corporate state organisations which ultimately
will comé to be fused together to form the revolutionary Red Front of developing
proletarian pover. The task of constructing this Red Front, the mass base of the
future socialist, revolutlon, must be embarked upon now, for its growth into a power
ful phalank 6f 1ndependent proletarian class power is also the best possible safe-
guard against. the’ 1mp081t10n of a fully developed corporate state structure of re-
pression, or thereafter even of a fully-fledged structure of terroristic fascismg
in the future. It calls gn all revolutionary workers, working youth and intellec-
tuals asplrlng to a Marxist~Leninist understanding to adopt this analysis, this
perspective and ‘these aims as their own, and to join now with the MARXIST-LENINIST

the first basis for the future revolutionary united front in Brltaln .and, most
vital of all, in constructing the Marxist-Leninist vanguard party ‘of the uorkﬂng

other land, will remain mere wishful thinking.

Candidate membership details from MLOB, 18 CamberwellUChurch Street, London SE5-703 



