ﬁ“EPL! CRI ICISE THE SPLITTIST AND. IDE“LIST

DGCUMENT OF THE iNTI LEACUL FAC”I N

At the bsplnnlng of January, the ant1~1eague faction attempted to c1rcu;ate to
the rank-and-filé of the RCL, a document entitled The two-line struggle in the
kCIB Zis a strugale Dbetween Marxism and Revisionism. The document was suppressed.
Way? Iz it bec¢  se as the splittists like to claim, the PC and thé CC are “"afraid"
of struggle? No. It was suppressed because factional activities and the ultra-
democratic appeal’ of the splittists vi-lated both the spirit and the rules of
Dﬂmo:ratié'c;ﬁtrﬂl‘sm and thus viciously attacked the progress of the RCL in

arty~building and attempted to thrown us back to the days of the civcles. .It is
e,he;tlal for the RCL ‘to stand firm on hl& question of principle, and defend our
Democratic Centraiism, '

New that the 'central bodies have thoroughly prevented the attempt Lo t1 irn our
orgznisational ‘principles into those of bureaucratic anar thsm we ourselves are
circulating a2 vefutation of the factionms all-round attack on the RCL ac represent-—

ed by their docuzent, and are distributing also the factions owa dozument for
eriticism., Undoubtedly the faction will continue to find means to attack the ideo-
logical and political line of the RCL, and its organisational principles. But thi
blows are puny. Their document represents the best -7 they can cobble
‘hez. They have circulated documents individually befote at their various
kacn anyone could see did not hold water and which received thorough
sm. The document they have cire ulated bhas dro ped some of the mozt ob-

M
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vious lies and distortions, and "smartenmed up” the presentation of their line.
+1
€

lie best thing they can do, so it is the one. we shall take to refute.

3 . v, : X
For nany wonths NR has been criticised for his asplittism. One form of this . 7
splittiem is to raise IO00 issues at omnce, knowing that every opportunist state-
mzint made as a brief comment needs a couple of pages tc thoroughly «pose. He
.25 bzen particularly and vons*stently criticised for this style of Zlinging mud
in the hope that some of it will stick. {It iz no accident that ino the faction's
docuaent — page 6 -~ they opportunistically turn roung wnd try to criticise the
RCL in its turn for this. It is a bald attempt to divert crifici?m ) Undoubted~
¢ will stick. We won't even try to answer every criticiem and claim.
nt thing is to take a stand on the principal vesnonss grasp the
utlook of the faction, and thoroughly repudiare it. Thie circulur is
£, but an essential start. The ponts ip 1%, we will go into moze °
zar, At the same time, *he facticn ogportua;ﬁLLu(‘l" fiip constautly

G«

from attacking the line cf the RCL Manifesto, decicions of the ©C, the PC and
the Chairman as an individual. This is nothing suvprising. It is part of a
pattern of splittism, which we are by now thoroughly femiliar with! In the main,
wva shaLl concentrate on upholding the correct stand of tue RCL as an ovganis-

1“14

ation. We camnot in this single docusent refute all the slender: and criticisms
of *b Chairman. We uphold the Chairman, as the comrade who has played the lead-
ing role in building the RCL. We strongly affirm he is _11 tha leading
comrada, Like all comrades, he has, omn occasion, been in a nincrity. This is
natural. We expect struggle te take pl”c in Le committee . All our comrades
contribute to the collective wisdom, even when anctitv; The gplittists
cennot grasp this elementary fact. ‘
Other points on the lies and distortions leveled .
221 made in the circular Denounce MC's evlittiem {1

DENDUNCZ BOURGECIS FACTIONALISH

In their document the splitters admit that they have been working topm*ﬁer
n innocent terms they add that they "'did so cpenly, but have been accused of
ourgeois factionalism™.(p6). They have the vain hope that RKCL comrades are naive
enough not to know that the issue of "open - V' or "secrecy’ i:c totally irrel-
evant, and that «/“ler way they have flagrantly attacked the organisational
pr nnlples of the RCL and esgtablished a bourgecis faction. This opportunist mask
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of injured innocence; like much of their statement, is an out and out fraud.
PD(MF) himself stated at PC I7 (December) "my association with cde MC is an open
oneq and I know it is a factional omne'. Trotsky s factlon in the CPSU(B} was

"open'. It makes mot ome whit of difference

Thls tiny clique has been meeting benlnu closed doors to plan strategy and
tactics for overthowing the line and leadership of the RCL, rather than work-
ing openly as individuals in their approyriate units and committees. The estab-
lishment of such a faction is nothing less than a declaration of causing a
split. It has not been tolerated by any other communist organisations. It will
not be by the RCL! Its nature is made more apparent by the fact that it con-
sists of one PC, one CC and one R&F member.. It set itself up as a .separate
organisaticn within the RCL. Its utter hypocricy is apparent when it berates
the “bur. wgraiic” centralism of the RCL for upholding the united face of
leading committees (p4) and the principle of allowing comrades in the minority
to "reserve their views" (p4) and struggle in an orderly mamner (p6); yet
simultaniously the anti-League faction struggles for unity among themselves
(something they refuse to do with the vast majority of RCL cadres) and where
they cannot agree they adopt the ''principle™ of the united face of the faction!
So, for example, they do not mention omnce the theory of the three worlds in
their document, because (while they are indeed united in their opposition to
it) PR and NE claim to be tne true representatives of the theory of the three
worlds, PR even calling it a "new strategic line"”, whilst PD denounces it
as an "opportunist theory” and calls on communists to "put China at arms L M o
length"”. But the faction will have their unity at all costs, even on the
basis of an opportunist compromise. Similarly, many of the attacks on the line
of the RCL in ofx er areas have never been supported by PD (a2 few of them we've
never heard at alll) But for the splittists unity of the faction is all -
unity of the RCL is nothlng

THE FACTION IS THE OUTCOME OF SPLITTIST ATTACKS

The establlshment of ghe anti-League faction isitself only the culmination
of a vicious splittist campaign waged by WR at the centre, and PR in her cell.
It is a result of NR's attempt to chaunge the line of the RCL, not by patient
strugple and criticism, but through the means of waging a personal war of
Lchrm;natloﬁ against Lhe Chairman, and on the basis of demagogy. Opportunis-—

ically he directed his fire at an individual, wheps in reality, he was attac-
Kln? the Manifesto., His tactics were to sling more andumore mud. It was a
splittist stand from the start. It reached an extreme form when he denounced
the Chairman as a "traitor to the working class". He had no desire to struggle
for unity at a2 higher level, and thus strengthen the ideoclogical and political
line of the RCL. Even mow the faction's documents seeks not to reach :
clarity, but to sow confusion.

In April and on a number of subsequent occa51onss MR proposed that at the - .
next Congress, the united face of the PC and the CC should be broken. Why?
Because NR did not even cousider struggling consistently to win the CC to his
Do 1t10n, but looked oﬂly to making a grand appeaL to the R&F over the heads
of the CC. He denies in essence, that struggle is the means to reach unity,
and rejects_the aim of unity..:= as his starting point. Neither the PC .or the
CC have, in fact, yet discussed the form of the next Congress. The issue is-
why NR kept raising the matter, and his anarchistic views on inner-Party
struggle. This approach is continued in the faction's document (p4), where_
they demogogically declare that they "stand for a Central Committee whichwws
will oper up the discussion and struggle when it is lelde on major matters
of principle...not one which attempts to conceal matters". Here we have it. No
united face at 21l. For Bolsheviks, the first duLy of the Cw is to struggle for
clarity azd unlty, and to give ieaievshlpq Tt is its duty to comsclentiously
and self-critically consider criticisms from below,-znd the centralised ex-
perience of the organisation as a whole. The faction's stand will end patient
struggle for unity at the centre, and the systematic summing up of EXperience,
and replace it with a continued free-for-all wheru the "best” demogooues Eise
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therefore have the confidence to make criticisms! And it is this which led cadres,
vet again, to criticise his style of work. To which he replied, yet again, that
the PC was diverting the struggle into one of methods and style of work, away:
from issues of ideclogical and political line!

NR demands ultra-democracy for himself, and bureaucracy for others. All these
things are precisely fundamental questions of ideological line. From his stand on
Democratic Centralism, to his arrogance, to his failure to practice self-criticism,
to his réfusal to scek truth from facts, NR backed by the faction, takes the
class stand of the petit-bourgecisiec. The RCL takes the stand of the proletariat.
The factions constant attempts to oppose 'methods and style of work"” tc "ideolog-
ical and political line® are themselves nothing but a diversion. We are prec-
isely struggling over major questions of ideological line.

As far their petit-bourgeois carping demagogy about 'the widest democracy’ and
their belittling of the 'rules' of Democratic Centaalism, Lenin has this to say,
"The Party tie...must be founded on formal 'bureaucratically’ worded rules
(bureaucratic from the standpoint of the undisciplined intellectual), strict
adherence to which can alone safeguard us from the wilfulness and caprices
characteristic of the circles, from the circle methods of free-for-all scrapping
that goes by the name of the free 'process'cf the ideological struggle"

(One Step Forward, Two Steps Back, p25I, Peking Ed.)

THE IDEALIST METAPHYSICS OF THEFFACTIOH OH PARTY-BUILDING

In total disregard for concrete reality and actual conditions, the faction
wildly attacks the Party-building strategy of the BCL. (Another new flip by PD).
The faction attacks the "line" which "concentrates in practice, on purely econom-
ic work 'in individual factories” (p2) and instead proposes that the ECLvtook a
stand on concentrating its scarce resourses on the industrial working class,
and why in particular we concentrate on work in certain factories. It requires
patient, long~term hard work to win the leadership of the working class, and
build.a Party with deep roots in it. For the faction shouting is enough.

Secondly, it is a fact that as well as taking a stand on the economic
struggle, and on the struggle to turn the unions into fighting class organisat~
ions, the RCL distributes agitational material on other political struggles
(they can't have forgotten the Zimbabwe campaign already!) and sells CS in the
factories. That the RCL does purely economic work is a bare-faced lie. That the
RCL concentrates its rescurces is true - and is entirely correct! (It is true
that some units have at times made economist errors, but that is another matter ..
entirely). The iies go on. The RCL they say is "only uniting with the working
class". All comrades know this is not the line of the RCL either on paper or
in practice. PR knows that the cell she was in is in practice leading the pres-—
ent wages struggle, as it led the campaign for solidairy with the people of
Zimbabwe! The faction has deliberately lied in order to cover up a correct
criticism of NR and PR that they ignore the mass line as the method of leader-
ship; that they think that "you lead the workers by leading them’ (sic). How
profound. This criticism of them is clearly correct; and secn to be s0 by their
insistence that we can lead all struggles of all classes and strata despite the
size of the RCL. They can only say this because they deny any necessity to
investigate, in order to give correct leadership. Their wild idealism leads
them to believe that shouting "revoluticnary" slogans is sufficient.

The faction complains at the "conmstant pulling back of cur work using the
pretext of the contradiction between cadres and tasks. There are millions of
people who want revolution...” (p2) If these opportunist demagogues and ideal-
ists would attempt to seek truth from facts, and do even a cursory investigation.
they would discover that regardless of how many poeple want revolution, that the
RCL has a limited number of members and supporters. They would discover the '
awful realities that there is indeed a contradiction between cadres and tasks.
and that every day our comrades have to decide what are more important tasks,
what are less important, and what can't be done yét. The demagogic ravings about
the RCL's snivelling"” (p3) will not change these stubborn facts. It is one

thing to have lofty revolutionary optimism: quite another to live on cioud nine.

*should lead the political struggles of all classes and strata. What proud revo-
lutionary phrases! All comrades know why the RCL




The faction's frantic "practice! Practice! practicel" line has a number of

repercussions, which the RCL learnt through some bitter experience, when Build the
the League to build the Party (BTLIBTP) was accepted as a uiding line. Study is
nevitably pushed into the background. It is another stubborn fact, that comrades 1
also need time to study theory, just as they need time to carry out practice. And 1
it is the duty of the leadership to ensure that these are correctly balanced. i
Experience shows that when practical activity is pushed, without consideration
of the overall wurkload, it is study, preparation for meetings and the work of
developing contacts that gets pushed to one side. It sabotages our democracy; it
sabotages the swelling of our ranks; and in turn it sabotages practice itself {
because thecry is not guiding practice, and because cadres do not firmly grasp
our line or conscignciously sum up their experience, centralise it and strengthen i
our line. In short, far from speeding the reconstructcon of the proletarian party,
and the development of its stréng roots in the working class, it sabotages it.
The saying "more haste, less speed” could not be more true. It is the faction who
will lead anyone they can get to follow them into a petit-bourg yeols ‘
"self-cultivating sect™ (p3) tctally divorced frnm the masses: A sect of shouters.
This is reality. Most RCL members know it from their own direct experience.
If the faction spent less time indulging in ‘'revolutionary" rhetoric, and more
time listening to the rank-and-file (Yes, they should practice what they preach
and listen to the opinions of lower levels) they would know it too. Haéitheriwill
the effects of the "Practicet Prac tice! Practicel™ lide be gny'morc overcome by
simultaneously and just as idealistically screaming “Theory!: Thyory Theory'“ as
the faction dows on page 3 of their document.
The anti-League faction has learnt nothing from BTLTBTP. Despite the factions’
claims there has been no serious self-criticism by NR, and the wild idealism of
the faction's document betrays that fact. .
Which brings us to BTLTBTF itself. The faction correctly quoted a PC mindte
that the germ of the error about practice being prlma“* lies in the lead »
General plan for work at BC level (p6), but the fact is that at that tine, ‘the

General plan and the central leadership maintained a situation where theery still

guided practice, it was indeed an error, an incorrect formula designed to push . ¢

our practice forward after a long period of intense internal work in founding the ,
RCL. The aim was correct. But it is only with the adeption of BILTBTF and when i
NR had responsibility for leading the branches that the organisation was thrown

totally out of gear. Further BTLIBT? makes just as important errors in its "
“sretentiousness and glibnmess in 'solving' contradictioms™ and its author, NR has . ‘
learnt nothing from that and is still a demagopue. It is true also, that tnc under-

lying cause for NRs draft béing passed, lies in ideclogical wgaknlcsses and errors

of the RCL generally, and particualrly the CC. But the CChas le -arnt, and is still

learning, from past errors. Now it does recognise demagory and grasp , more deeply the

the relation of theory te practice, and “leaders™ like who have nct” learnt,

are not finding it so easy to mislead again. =

5

THE_FACTION'S WILD LEFT-DEVIATIOH O STRUGGLE .

The ultra-left idealism of the faction runs rampant when. they get on to the

‘international class strugpte. The "ideological” basis of their distrortion is:summed

up when they attack the chairman (thcy mean the RCL, the manifesto and the theory
of the 3 worlds) for thinking thaL Ystones can becomc chickens or that imperialist

countries can wage just wars.” (p.3) Fine words! What “revolutionary' sentiments.

But it is the faction who can't tell shtones from eggs! It is they who cannot: unite
theory and practice. Have they forgotten the 1941-1945 war already? Have they forg
gotten the stand of the international communist movement, of Stalim, of Mao:Zedong?
It is true that 1mperlallstc always have their own motives in wars, and the prolet-
ariat have theirs. That is why, when the proletarlat does form alliances it must
combine unity with struggle, as the alliance is in fact the road te revolution -
not the abandonment cf 1t But it is the faction who preach trotskyitc metaphysics

‘when they deny the possiblity of alliances under any conditions.

To the faction the difference between a wor.d hegemonist power and a second rate
imperialist powers boils down only to one being a bit bigger than the other. They
do not understand the nature of hegemonism. Thcy do not understan that the contra-
diction between the first and second world is more than a matter of fighting over
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shares of the third world, that the second world itself has become a target dor
the superpowers, so much o¢.that it is the focus of superpower contention. It is -

becamse of their total failure tc grasp this contrdiction that they do indeed take

a dogmatist stand, not for saying that the world is divided into oppressor and oppre-
ssed nations. {p. 3) but for not applying this to the present international situation
and prasping that the essential thing about the world today is that it is divided
into 3. Yet 2 members of the faction (NR & PR) prepostorously claim that it is the
RCL which is "distorting the theory of the 3 worlds™. We can only suggest that they
read the Peoples Daily pamphlet. It is not surprésing that NR can claim that the
ACW pamphlet atracklnﬁ the RCL is 707 correct, while the manifesto is a revisionist
line.

From tnls faxLure to co @rehequ that the world is divided into 3, the splitters
raise the "call"® fur an "internaticnal Jﬁlt’A front against imperialsism, colonial-
ism, and hegomonlsm whilst thb RCL, like the CPC and the wvast bulk of the inter—.

national communist movement support the comstruction of the 'broadest possible inter-

national united front against hepemonism’” and simultaneously support the strupgle-
agaimet imperialism, colonialism and hegemonism. Whilst British imperialism will
not support the struggle of the third world people and countries, it can indeed
"line up" against superpower hegemdnism for its own interests. That is why it vici-
ously attacked Democratic Kampuchea, but alsc voted at the UN for the demand that
the hegemonist invasion forces withdraw,

On the struggle of the third world, the RCL has already passed resolutions suppo=
rting the peoples and countries of thc third world and the leading role of the inter-
national proletariat. The manifesto does indeed contain rightist errors, which are
being corrected, but the faction is using this as an excuse for their thorouph left
deviation.

As for the relationship of the strugple
national independence against hewemﬂnism4
the struggle to defend national 1aubp<n
revolution. It is a lie tc imply that
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e was deleted purely. because
it was seen as doing nothing more than striking an emjt} pose. & style typical of
NR. (PD and NR would kncw this if they had bothered to stay at the CC and listen to

other €C members.)

Throughout the document, the faction t“ies to softem our spposition to Soviet
Social Imperialism. It is a 1ie that . RCL believes that SSI is the primary target
in each country “Because it is so wo A~w1ue" (p.4). The RCL does however, correctly
hold that-SSI is the primary target in Britain, in comparison to US imperialism.
Not because the character of the next war will be dbtermlnbd by "who fires the first
Shot'™ (More lies), but because it is SSI that is most likely to attempt to reduce’
western Europe to the level of vassal states, as it has dome = ecastern Europe. Qur
demagogues sound off about the impossibility o strikinc "real blows" and say we are
"waving cardboard swords’ and shadow boxing’. Fine words, but it is the duty of com~
munigt to prepare the WCVklng class against real dangers and for the coming butt1Cb
so that we will indced strike real blows agzinst hegemonism.

ege
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Whet is more the RCL grasps that $8I is the least understood, and therefore we
must pay-more attention to it. Last but not least, we are fighting now against re-
visionism and opportunism within the ra ks of the working class movement, and our
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struggle to expose SSI is aiso tearing away the false mask of socialism from the
opportunists, and helping us to defeat sham marxism. Thus strengthening the prole-
tarian forces in Britain, today. (But here toc, just as they wowld beseech us to
soften our opposition to S8I, the splittists, under cover ofbeing so revolutionary,
would have us weaken our opposition to opportunism, tool {(9.2) )

The RCL supports the revolutionary national democratic strugglL against British
imperialism. But the RBCL akso £rasps the need to arm the British working class on
the world situation, when we Jc ik, One of the weaknesses in the Zimbabwe campaign
Class Struggle. while correctly opposing mainly British and US imperialism,

URG

- did little, to warn of the danger of the tiger at the back door, and therecfore little
vto:pr parb_workero for the strugiles which will be taking place next year. And when

v &5
the PC instructed the E<itcrial Committee to carry a particular arthlg and point
out this danger, and the CS Ed. in tUMn wrote a letter to RR, the regual¥’ writer on
Zimbabwe, instructing her to do this. She ignored democratic centralism an indivi-
dualistically failed to mention SSI once. .

‘The faction attacks the chairman for 'dragging his fe m the dbabwc cempaign .
It was the chairman who strugpled for the chamge of “1n~ﬂws in urdnr to strengthen
the campaign. It was the faction who tried to prevent him speaking at the London
meeting. The Chairman has indeed mede w criticisms of aspects of the campaign - as
have most branch reports. This is part of the democracy of the RCLY If comrades
cannot .make cr1t1c1sms without having ps put on their heads in th yle of smang
of -four, we will never be more all-gided

= e

e st
d. The CC will discuss. the ositlve and ne-
.gative experience of the Zimbab campaign, and take its humnwry&ta all s, as soon
as 1t can.

As for ending the campai .
precisely campaigns — special mobi
cular pericd. Inevitably the :
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later did he see the pos
slanders that the FC was
is therefore compos sad of
a second campaign without
attack could just as casily he aed round, b vin~ that
campaign , we couldn’t have 2 | i ‘
in Britain, and that thereforz
But that is the sort of rubbish

The faction attacks the ©
babwe campaign (p5). Again
not expla;n the significance j
faction. Wat gets up theiwx 1oubbs
free—for—all throughout the wII
the significance of t" add
threat from both superpowers
ignoring the danger form SSEQ
the PC voted pventuL;L3 for t
be narrowed through strusel

The total betrayal of tne
outraged attack on the TCL““
that the Vietnamesc authorit
did not pin the blame on S51
who were actually 1nva61no K“
main fire at S5I on the st
suigorted the armed liberatio:
in their document the fection :
ly was the contradiction we
raised - the Publications
the CS Ed. raised the matter,
claim that €S has a policy
only refer tc the fraternal suppor
their material on the murder of their cdes
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elf, recosnised in Aucust that cmeJLgns are

tio quite a particulor effort for a parti-
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criticisms of rhe faction have r been raised by PU , who was the publicaifon’
officer at the time. He could hav “raised them. He has certainly not been suppressed]
But the faction forget this minor point in their desire tc sling whatever mud they
can invent to "prove’ that the RCL is revisionist, and the future lies with their:
split..

Similarly, the bourgeois faction invents another lie, and attacks CS for attack-
ing "hackward workers under the guise of fighting racism”. NR has before claiméd

that we .don’'t mainly attack st
does, -and "all RCL cﬂtsﬁ who re
which he has not voiced Eefore

ate oppression. What rubbis Z That ig just what C8
d CS know it.. (Again, this is a new line of PD's

.0n every principal questicn the faction's document is either wildly ultra-leftist

or full of lies and distortions. Comrades, criticise the .splittism, factionalism
and idealism of Ni, PD and PR. The RCL will advance through this struggle to be-even
stronger and more united ideclogically, politically and organisationally.

C.C. 29.1.79



