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Appendices 2 and 3 to 'Origins and Development....' draw a
Tine of demarcation between the correct and the incorrect ways

of handling differences between parties. They have been reprinted

in thig 1ssue of 'Revolution' as a warning against splittism in
“the mo¥ement.

‘Left' opportunists i{n a number of countries, and the revis-
ionist Birch, have used the overthrow of the 'gang of four'
as a pretext for denouncing the CPC as 'reyisionist', and
particularly attacking veteran comrades of this party’. This-is
why 1t {s important for Marxist-Leninist organisations in
Britain to grasp firmly that British communists must defend
‘veteran comrades like Teng Hsiao-ping. We must expose the
opportunist 1ine, which is the 1ine of the 'gang of four', in
struggling for greater clarity on the question of. the gang.
‘The article 'Support for Socialist China Means Wholehearted
Support for China"s Veferan Leaders' -10oks at leng Hsiao-ping's
vecord as a revolutionary, sums up his role in the Cultural
Revolution, and his struggle against the 'gang of four'. It shows
:that, despite his errors, Teng is a great revolutionary and has

- correctly been restored to a leading position in the CPC.

. The work of building Communist bases within the industrial
working class 1s at an early stage in Britain. But we can learn
from qrganisations with more experience, particularly those who
have had some successes in this work. This is why we are
reprinting the article 'Building the Factory Cell* from 'Class
Struggle', the journal of the Communist Par%y (Marxist-Leninist)
of the. USA. The article sums up experience in class struggle in
the factories from which comrades in Britain can learn useful

‘lessons .

Editorial Committee.

i

BIRCH NO LONGER PART OF THE MARXIST-LENINIST MOVEMENT!

Due to the splitting activites of those in the international
Communist movement who are not seriously interested in preserving
unity in the face of the enemy, some differences in the movement
have been brought into the open. This was not the wish of the
RCLB nor is it the wish of the majority of the movement. Never -
theless we can remain silent no longer, when lies, slanders and
vile rumours are being spread about the Communist Party of China

. = the staunchest supporter and defender of the world revolution -

and when a serious 'left' opportunist line is being spread on the
international situation; a Tine which tries to disarm the working
class and oppressed peoples and nations in their struggle against
superpower hegemonism and imperialism.

The differences in the movement centre around Chairman Mao's
great theory of the differentiation of the three worlds. Some
people are making disgraceful attacks on Chairman Mao and on Mao
Tsetung Thought by saying that this theory ignores "socialism as
a system", that it calls "on the world proletariat not to fight,
not to rise in socialist revolution" and that its supporters are
calling for "unity with one superpower against the other". These
people go so far as to refer to those who propagate this theory
as "traitors and renegades" and call the theory itself "counter-
revolutionary".

We shall leave it to others to endeavour to raise Marxism to a
new level in invective. In this article we shall merely point out
that those who attack the theory of the three worlds are doing
the two superpowers, especially the Soviet Union, a great service,
irrespective of thei- subjective desires, because they are trying
to confuse the working class as to who are their enemies and who
are their friends on a world scale.

The view of the RCLB is that Chairman Mao's great theory of the
the differentiation of the three worlds provides an extremely
clear orientation in international class struggle. It is a theory
which is fully in conformity with objective reality and it shines
a bright 1ight on the extremely complicated road to eventual
success in the world-wide proletarian revolution. The theory has
been brilliantly propagated in the 'People's Daily' editorial of
Ist November I977 'Chairman Mao's Theory of the Differentiation
of the Three Worlds is a Major Contribution to Marxism-Leninism'.
We do not-intend to elaborate on the points made in this article.
The purpose of this article is two-fold: to criticise the serious
errors being made by those pushing the 'left' opportunist line on
the international situation; and to continue and deepen exposure
and criticism of the revisionist Birch, the Chairman of the
CPB(M-L).

I



‘BIRCH DRUMS HIMSELF OUT OF THE MOVEMENT

Towards the end of last year the Communist Party of Britain
(Marxist-Leninist) published a pamphlet on the international sit-
uation entitled 'Britain in the World I977'. Although: not signed,”
the vague, elusive and inconsequential style of theearticle bears
the unmistakable hallmark of Birch, the. révisionist-leader of the .
CPB(M-L). The views of others in the movement pushing the incorrect
line, although they contain serious errors, are still neyertheless:
recognisably based on Marxism-Leninism. This is not thé case with
Birch. With this pamphlet Birch has finally gone over. from the
camp of Marxism to the camp of revisionism, from the proletariat
to the bourgeoisie. His pamphlet is a grotesque- travesty of Marxism
which fundamentally revises Marxism on such questions -as war, the
national question and strategy and tactics. We do npt intend anymore
to deal leniently with Birch; the contradiction with him- is a
contradiction with the enemy, not among the people.

THE IDEOLOGICAL BASIS OF THE 'LEFT' OPPORTUNIST LINE ON THE
-INTERNATIONAL SITUATION ' :

Without exception, all those Parties and so-called 'Parties’
who are pushing the 'left' opportunist line are practising ideal-
ism and metaphysics, not dialectical materialism. All of them pro-
ceed, not from the objective world in which we live, but from the
world in which they wish to live.[A world in which revolutionary
"purists can indulge their petty-bourgeois revolutionary phrase-
mongering, and not have to.face up to the reality of an extremely
complicated world in which there are main enemies, secondary
enemies, firm allies, vacillating allies, contradictions among
the enemies, in the revolutionary ranks and so on. The class
struggle internationally is extremely complicated and it needs
careful study to properly analyse the various class forces in the
world.f This the super-revolutionaries are not prepared to do - as
Chairman Mao said "dogmatiets are lazy-bones’.

Many years ago, in the 'Communist Manifesto', Marx and Engels
stated a fundamental principle of materialism, that Communists
"...do not gset up any sectarian principles of their own, by which
to shape and mould the proletarian movement,” ( Peking ed. p 47)
and that the theoretical conclusions of Communists ”...merely
express, tn general terms, aqctual relations springing from an
existing class struggle, frdam an historical movement going on
under our very eyes.” (p 48) These few words are a powerful
weapon against idealism and dogmatism and warn us that our
theory, Tine and policies must as closely as possible ref-
lect objective reality if they are to correctly Tead our
struggle. The history of the international Communist movement
is filled with examples of those who refused to recognise this
profound truth and who instead proceeded from the fantastic

2

reflections ‘of reality in their minds,who started from abstrac-
tions, not reality, who attempted to impose their subjectively
conceived view of the world onto reality and-who thereby came
to grief. Trotsky clung to his erroneous views on socialism 1in
the Soviet Union and was ignominiously rejected by the Soviet
working class. Likewise Wang Ming led the Chinese revolution

to disastrous setbacks until he was overthrown._Mao Tsetung
summed up much of this experience when he said in 1941:

"Marz, Engele, Lenin and Stalin have taught ue that it is
necessary to study conditions conscientiously and to proceed
Ffrom objective reality and not from subjective wishes; but
many of our comrades act in direct violation of this truth.”
('Reform Our Study'. Selected Readings, p200).

This basic method, of drawing theoretical conclusions from the
objectively existing facts, guided by the principles of Marxism-
Leninism, and not of attempting to impose subjectively conceived
views on the world, the Communist Party of China has succinctly
characterised as ’‘secking truth from facts'.lLet's seek truth from
facts in the world today.

A major difference between the Marxist and the dogmatist lines
on the international situation is on the two superpowers - are the
Soviet Union and the United States equal enemies, or is the
Soviet lnion the more dangerous superpower and the most dangerous
source Of war? The dogmatists say the former and in their argu-
ments for this view revise Marxism.

Birch says "the question of 'which is the weaker USSR or USA?'
inevitably leads to alliance with one of the other." Leaving aside
the astounding idealism that to ask a question inevitably leads
to a particular course of action, the implicit view here 1is that
both superpawers are equally strong. Elsewhere Birch refers to "the
pretext that the USSR is ihe greater danger”.

The 'People's Daily' article of Ist November 1977 has comp-
rehensively shown that the Soviet Union is the more dangerous
superpower and the biggest source of war. Here we shall just lock
at two particular aspects of this question which all the 'eft'
opportunists and Birch in particular both ignore. We shall also
deal with their slanders against the CPC.

LATECOMERS TO IMPERIALISM ARE THE MOST DANGEROUS SOURCE OF WAR
The headquarters of the incorrect line says:

"Any imperialism, from its very nature, is always a savage
enemy of the proletarian revolution. Therefore, to divide ]
imperialisms into more or less dangerous, from the strategic
point of view of the world revolution is wrong. "

3
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SCCIALISM IN WORDS, IMPERIALISM IN DEEDS

"The dialectics of history were such that the theoretical
victory of Marxism obliged ité enemies to disguige themselves
as Marxists”, (‘Lenin and the Struggle Against Revisionism'
FLPH Peking, pI).

A further reason why the Soviet Union is the more dangerous
superpower is that it pretends to be socialist. Although the
people of the worlid are gradually seeing through the Soviet
Union's mask of socialism, -and we can have confidence that it will
be fully exposed in the Tong ‘term, .it would be most dangerous to
under-rate .this feature of the Soviet Union in the. short-ternm.

. Although the majority of those peddling the 'left' opportunist
lineseriously underestimate the importance of this question, they
do at least recognise that it exists. Birch though says "we do
not use the words 'soctal-imperialism' to confuse the issue' and
goes on to say "furthermore we have never referred to the USSR of
the new revisionists as social-imperialism”. Here Birch completely
parts company with the international Communist movement - but
Birch has never been deterred by that! Here Birch revises the
theoretical and political line of the movement on a crucial
question. It is essential that we grasp that it is those who dis-
guise themsglves‘EE"NEFiists who are the most dangerous enemies
of the working class . Lenin firmly pointed out:

"Opportunism ig our principal enemy. Opportunism in the upper
ranks of the working class movement is bourgeois socialism,
not proletarian socialism. It has been shown in practice that
working class activists who -follow the opportunist trend are
better defenders of the bourgeoisie than the bourgeoisie
themselves”. ('Selected Works', Vol. 3. p462).

Thg main aspect of the Soviet Union is that it is social-
imperialist, but it is also revisionist. Revisionism is the most
dangerous form of opportunism; i1t is opportunism dressed up as
Marxism. The Soviet Union is the headquarters of international
reaction, it is rampaging round the world extending its empire
and influence daily - a1l under the guise of "Marxism'. Partic-
ularly in national liberation struggles it capitalises on its past
and styles itself the 'natural ally' of the oppressed peoples and
nations. How does Birch think that the Soviet Union managed to
sneak in at the back door in Angola, except by using the false

mask of socialism? The Angolan people are now learning the bitter
truth the hard way!

Birch says he doesn't use the term *social-imperialism' so as
"not to confusz the issue”. This really is standing things on

their heads - it is pracisely not to confuse the issue that we must
use the term. It is to =ducate people about the difference between
real Marxism and sham M.rxism that we must use it. Birch is just
throwing sand in the eyes of the people and . trying to stop them
perceiving the true nature of their mortal enemy.

Because Birch doesn't grasp this fundamental aspect of the nat-
ure of revisionism it leads him to try to reverse the correct
verdict of the international Communist movement of 1968 (after the
invasion of Czechoslovakia) that the Soviet Union is social-
imperialist. In doing this Birch has' gone over to the camp of the
enemy,” joined the side of the Soviet Union (irrespective of his
subjective wishes) and is a renegade from Marxism.

The revisionist Birch and those who push the 'left' opportunist
line on the international situation, in not recognising that the
Soviet Union {s the more dangerous superpower and the most danger-
ous source of war, are playing the Soviet Union's game for it.
Instead of Teading the people of the world in dealing the primary
blow at the most dangerous enemy, they try to get them to dissip-
ate their forces by striking out equally in all directions and
thus weakéh\the bTow at the primary target. Brezhnev must be
rubbing his Rands with glee!

Not only do Birch and the rest want to strike equal blows at
the Soviet Union and the United States, they also want to strike
equally heavy blows at the second-rate imperialist powers of the
second world. This is the height of absurdity and is most
reactionary.

THE SECOND WORLD COUNTRIES ARE MIDDLE ELEMENTS IN THE WORLD TODAY

The attitude of Birch te these countries is typical of his ref-
usal to 'seek truth from facts'. Again he proceeds from blind and
arrogant idealism and ignores the real world which assails his
senses every day. Again Birch outstrips his mentors in idealism
and dogmatism by denying that there is such a thing as a super-
power., "Are there two superpowers? some circumstantial evidence
is very strong” he rhetorically asks. His conclusion is "There is
but one superpower, the proletariat, and that is the superlative
power above all others”., This is mere pseudo-revolutionary phrase-
mongering: Of course the proletariat is the “superlative power" in
the sense that its historic destiny is to overthrow imperialism,
but in the meantime the proletariat must take its enemies serious-
ly. Birch thinks that the proletariat can defeat imperialism by
Toudly shouting revolutionary slogans, and 1ike all dogmatists he
wants to fight all enemies at once.

What does Birch mean by “circumstantial evidence"? Looking at the




reality of the world (not at its grotesque reflection in Birch's
mind)- we can only assume he is referring to facts which do not
correspond to his subjectively preconceived ideas. The value of -
industrial output in both the Soviet Union and ‘the United States
outstrips that of West Germany, France and Britain combined. In
military expenditure both the Soviet Union and the United States
far exceed'the whole of western Europe, Japan and Canada combined.
While both superpwers have military bases around the wzerld and are
trying to extend them, hardly any European country has such bases
outside Europe. One of the few exceptions, Britain, is having to
clcse down its bases rapidly. In Britain .ten years ago a vigorous

Which countries are contending for world hegemony? Only the _
superpowers. In southern Africa for instance, despite The fact that
*'Rhodesia’ .is officially a British colony and that Britain still
has substantial economic interests there, it is US imperialism which
is calling the shots. In the middle east, formerly the stamping
ground of Britain and France, only the superpowers have substantial
influence. Throughout the world, the old imperialist powers of
Europe and Japan have been muscled out by the superpowers. Today,
only the superpowers have the military, political and economic
clout to contend for world hegemony.

We are not saying that the second world countries like Britain
are not imperialist, we are saying that they are secondary enemies
compared to the two superpowers. The second world countries,
whilst exploiting and oppressing the third world countries, are
themselves subject to Superpower exploitation, control and threat
- that is why they have a dual nature. This dual nature exists not
only in the strict theoreticaj sense in which everything has a
dual nature, but in a real Political sense. The second world count-
ries' dual nature can be made use of in international class
struggle. Because these countfies are subject to superpower exploit-
ation and oppression they can be won over as’ temporary allies,
even if very unstable ones, in the contemporary international
class struggle.

We are not saying either that the working class of the.second
world countries should give up the internal class struggle against

the moqopoly capitalist bouﬁgeoisie, Or that those third wor
countries and‘peop]e‘oppressed by second world .countries sgga?d
cease struggling against them, as the 'left' opportiunists slander.
On the_coptrahy - . the primary aspact of most second world countries
is thglr Imperialist nature and therefore the Primary aspect of
re]at1oqs With them.(at this stage) s struggle. Byt we can also
unite with them against the superpowers, because bhoth the people

07 the world and the second world countries have it in common that

they are, to gne de ree or another X C L
the superpowers, g . » Oppressed-and exploqted by

Although the headquarters of the incorréct 1i gni i
theory that the superpowers exist, ip practice tﬁ$sr$§2§3;?§?o;"
breaks down, because it recognises no significant difference bet-
ween the first.and second worlds. This line"preaches that the
second world countries "have no essentialﬂdifférence...f?om the
ta.)o Superpowers..."” and that "Tt s anti- Marzist to pregeh Unit
With the allegedly weakey imperialism t0 oppose the stronger ;l,/

~ As Chairman Mag said "dogmatists pe ect middle ¢} "

do this because_they practice metaphys?cs and 'hpproigznﬁiréflzey
fr:on.z a me?aphyszcal PoLnt of view ang regard it as somethi.
rigid”, ( Spegch at CPC National Conference on Propaganda Work '
Selected Reaq1ngs, p497). They therefore cannot see the dual.
nature of things. In any revolutionary struggle it is essential to
make a strlgt analysis and differentiation of the forces 1nvoTved
We must deg1de who are the principal and secondary enemies; who
are the main and lTeading revolutionary forces, what middle’
elements»;here are and on what basis they can be united with. In
the colonial and neo-colonial countries the workers® movement has
fought fop decades against the Trotskyite dogmatists who insist
that only the proletariat is revolutionary, and that all other
Strata and g]asses, including even the peasants, are reactionary.
When this 1ine Was Put into practice by Wang Ming in China it lad
to a catastrophic defeat in which over 80% of the revolutionary

r ) » captured or dis ersed. iti

;h1s the correct Tine is to bujld the broagest posg?b?gpgﬁgzégn w0
ront - workers, peasants, petty bourgeoisie, hational bourgeoisie
and gven‘somehpa§r10t1c kings and princes - against the main ene
fore1gn_1mper1a11§m. This is the 1ine which successfully Ted the
revolutions in China, Korea, Vietnam, Kampuchea and Laos.

Th inci : . . .
that:ese principles are entirely in conformi ty w1th-Lenin's view

il - Y

Luiy using every, epen the smallest 'r';lf‘t’
e 2 Lsm of interest among the

bourgeoisie of the various countries qnd among the varzg;s



groups or types of bourgeoisie within the VAPLOUS COUNTILE .
and also by taking advantage of every, even the smqllest,
opportunity of gaining & mass ally, even ﬁhqughithts ally be
temporary, vacillating, unstahle and conditional. Thosg who
fail to understand this,fail to understand even a particle of
Marzism,or of scientific, modern goctalism in 4€Qeral. Those
who have not proved by deeds over a fairly eoyszaerablg period
of time, and infairly varied political situations, their
ability to apply this truth in practice have not yet Zearngd
to assist the revolutionary class in its struggle to emancip—

ate all toiling humanity from the,explqiters." i
(*"Left-Wing"Communism, an Infantile Disorder'. Peking ed, p67)

Today, we must use these principles to build the broadest
possible united front against the principal enemies on a world
scale, the two superpowers. A brilliant earlier e*amgle of the
use of these principles is Mao Tsetung's differentiation of imper-
jalism in I941 in the period of China's war of resistance
against Japan. Mao said:

"The Comminist Party opposes all imperialism, but we make a
distinction between Japanese imperialism which is new comniit-
ing agression against China and the imperialist pqwers_whgch
are not doing so now, between German and Italian imperialism
which are allies of Japan and have recognised "Manchukuo and
British and US imperialism which are opposed to Japan, and
between the Britain and the United States of yester@ay which
followed a Munich policy in the Far East and undermmngd_‘
China's resistance to Japan, and the Britain qnd the United
States of today which have abandoned this goZ?cy and are now
in favour of China's resistance.” (*On Policy'. Selected
Works. Vol 2, p443)

Mao pointed out that the purpose of this policy is "...make use
of contradictions, win over the magy, oppose the few and.erusﬁ our
onemies one by one.” 1f we don!t differentiate our enemies, 1f we
insist on treating them all thé same, if we don't_strugg]e with
secondary enemies to stand up more against the main enemies, then
all we will do is to drive them more into the hands of the super-
powers, swell the enemy camp,-isolate our-ranks‘and condemn the
revolution to failure. As a concrete and specific example, when
the British and other European governments struggle to build up
defence forces independent of the US, should we be opposed or
indifferent to this? Or should we support it? The former coursé
helps the superpowers by driving the second world countries into
their arms. The latter course drives a wedge bgtween the super-
powers and the second worid and expands the united front.

Only those intoxicated by their own pseudo—reyo]utionar¥
claptrap can fail to see that the latter course is correct.
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A WAR AGAINST A SUPERPOWER IS A JUST WAR:

"In history there have been numerous wars which, in spite of
all the horrors, atrocities, distress and suffering that inev-
itably accompany all wars, were progressive, ie., benefitted
the development of mankind by helping to destroy the exception-
ally harmful and reactionary inmstitutions (for example,
autocracy or serfdom), the most barborous despotisms in Europe
(Turkish and Russian)™. Lenin - 'Socialism and War'. Reprinted
in 'Lenin on War and Peace'. Peking ed, p4/5)

A war waged by a western European country in defence of nation-
al independence against the Soviet Union would be the type
described by Lenin above:ie., a just and progressive war. It would
be a just war because it would be a war directed against the
attempts of the Soviet Union, the headquarters of international
reaction, to achieve world hegemony. Stalin pointed out that it is
correct to support those national movements which ”...tend to. weak-
en, to overthrow imperialism...” ('Foundations of Leninism'.

Peking ed. p74). Although the countries of western Europe are
themselves imperialist, they would, in fighting for national indep-

endence against the superpowers, be, willy-nilly and irrespective of the

their subjective wishes, fighting against the most concentrated

form of imperialism, and thereby helping to bring about the final
and complete collapse of imperialism.

It is quite dogmatic, in the Current international situation, to
say that a second world imperialist power cannot fight a just war.
By way of analogy, we would point out that Marx and Engels in the
1840s supported the national movement of the Poles and Hungarians,
even though that movement was in favour of capitalism. They did

this because those movements were directed against the headquarters
of reaction, Tsarism.

Today, such is the concentration of imperialism residing in the
superpowers, that it is almost entirely the superpowers who are
keeping the edifice of imperialism intact. Only the two superpowers
are capable of struggling for world hegemony. In these circum-
stances if Britain were to be invaded by a superpower should we
fight for a united front to repel the invader and wage a war of
national independence? Or should we try to. fight both the super-
powers and our 'own' bourgeoisie.

The latter is the viewpoint of the 'left’' opportunist line. The
headquarters of this line says that it is “anti-Marxist" to unite
with a weaker imperialism against a superpower and:says.of the
second world that ”...it is true that the countries of this
tworld' have definite contradictions with the two superpowers, but
they are contradictions of an inter—~imperialist character”. It is
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true that the contradictions between the first and second world
countries are of an imperialist nature, but this is missing the
whole point. What we must do is establish which are primary and
which are secondary enemies, deal the main blow against the main
enemy and, if possible, use the contradictions between our enemies
in order to effect a temporary alliance with the secondary enemy
to defeat the main enemy. Was it anti-Marxist for the proletariat
to unite with the bourgeoisie in Britain in the great anti-
fascist war of I941-45? Was it anti-Marxist for the CPC to advoc-
ate the temporary setting aside of differences with the United
States and Britain to concentrate on the ‘defeat of Japan? Judgin
from practice it was definitely not anti-Marxist. In this perioa
HitTerite fascism was defeated and one third of the world became
socialist!

Birch says we must turn a war with the Soviet Union into
“a civil war". What he is saying is that we must fight both the
headquarters of international reaction and a second-rate Bourgeoisie
which would be opposed to it. Such a 1ine is the grossest kind of
dogmatism and metaphysics. It exactly resembles the view of
those Trotskyites in Europe in the anti-fascist war who called on
the workers and people to fight both the fascists and that section
of the bourgeoisie who were prepared to fight the fascists. Small
wonder that the French resistance treated these people in the same
way that they treated open collaborators and quislings!

This 1ine, if implemented, would lead to disastrous defeat for
the working class, to the subjugation of western Europe by the
Soviet Union, to the enslavement of many third world countries by
the Soviet Union and thereby immeasurably strengthen international
reaction. As Engels observed of earlier 'leftism' "the socialist
movement in Europe would be kaput for twenty years™.

REVERSING THE CORRECT VERDICTS ON KHRUSHCHEV AND TROTSKY

We are 1iving today in the epoch of the world-wide transition
G socfalism and the final collapse of imperialism. This no one
will deny. But the actual course of struggle for the world-wide
victory of socialism is extremely compliex. It is simply not
possible for the proletariat to forge straight ahead to the
socialist revolution, ignoring other classes and other struggles
and contradictions. For example; in the period I941-45 the working
class had first to defeat Hitlerite fascism; in the colonial and
neo-colonial countries the working class has to ally with the
broad mass of the people to defeat foreign imperialism in the
national-democratic revolution before going onto the stage of the
socialist revolution.
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"When Marxziet-Leninists épeqk'dbout“the“borid;;ﬁfﬁéy Judge,
first and foremost from the social~economic order extsting in
vartous countries..." .

The headquarters of tﬁe'iﬂCOfféCt'Jipe says theugh:

This i; a grossly dogmatic statement - Marxist-Leninists judge
countr1es_and_revo]utionary movements in the first place according
to the obgegt1ve1y'exist1ng class struggle and the part that a
country or movement is playing in that struggle. To judge in the
first place on the “social-economic order" prevailing in a given
country gives Tittle concrete guidance to the international
proletariat. On this basis we would have to conclude that the cont-
émporary struggle of the Egyptian and Sudanese people against the
Soviet Union is not progressive, simply becausé the bourgeoisie
has state power in those countries. Similarly, we would have to
assume that only countries 1ike China and Albania, where the work-
1ng class hold state power, can play a progressive role in the
world. What the 'left' opportunists are saying is that only those
strugg!es.wh1ch have as their objective the attainment or defence
of soc1a]15m_are revolutionary. This line attempts to reverse the
correct verdicts of the international Communist movement on
Khrushchev and Trotsky.

The 'lgftjst' line views the contradictian between socialism
and imperialism as the principal contradiction in the world today.
But in reality where is the focus of contradictions in the contemp-
orary worlq? The various types of contradiction: in the worid today
are 9oncentra§ed in Asia, Africa and Latin America - at present
particularly in Africa. The centre of world revolution shifted

from Europe to the colonial and semi-colonial countries in the

revo]ution_in Europe and the emergence of mass revolutionary
govemen?s in the East. It is simply absurd nonsense to say that
The obgect%ve conditions are becoming ever more favourable for
the reva%ution in the developed capitalist countries. There the
proletarian revolution is now a problem taken up for solution.”

stage - undoubtedly one day it wil] be, and 7T may well be that
the centre of_wor]d revolution will shift back to Europe. But as
far as today is concerned - where have the great revolutionary
movementsoccurred and where are they occurring stil1? In China, 1n
Indo-China and today in Africa. Those who oppose this view side

¥it?9§grushchev! The CPSU said of an alleged new theory of the CPC
n :
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"...according to which the chief contradiction of our time is
not, we are told, between socialism and tmperialism, Put
between the national liberation movement and imperialism. In
the Chinese comrades' opinion; . the decisive foree in the battle
against imperialism is not the: world spcialist system, and not
the i{nternational class struggley but again, we arve told,
the national liberation movement”. ('Polemic on the General
Line of the International Communist Movement p201).

The “identity of views on this question between the Soviet revis-
ionist renegade clique and the 'left’ opportunists is truly striking.
And, just as the views of the CPSUy contained in the quote above
are a slander on the CPC, so is the Tine of the 'Jeft! opportunists
that the theory of the three worlds "liquidates socialism as a
system”. Of course the contradiction between socialism and imper-
ialism and between the bourgeoisie and the proletariat are acute
today - they are two of the fundamental contradictions in the
world today. But here we are concerned not with fundamental contra-
“dictions or with the principal contradiction, but with the focus

of contradictions in the contemporary world, which undoubtedTy
lies in the third world.

Here we must stress that although the struggles of the third
world peoples and countries are national in form, they are revol-
utionary in character; they are a component part of the world-wide
socialist revolution. As Mao said "In the final analysis, national
struggle is a matter of class struggle”. The struggle of the third
world is striking mighty blows against imperialism, especially the
two superpowers, and is shaking the whole edifice of imperialism -
before too long it will come crashing to the ground. These are
questions which were settled Tong ago in the struggles with
Trotsky and Khrushchev.

The national question is a class question.

Prior to Lenin the national question was regarded as a question
of reforms. It was Lenin who put forward the thesis that the
proletariat of the advanced countries must give unswerving support
to the struggle for national Tiberation and that in turn the nation-
al question was no Tonger a mere struggle for national independence
but had become part of the struggle for world-wide proletarian
revolution. As Stalin put it:

"Leninism has proved, and the imperialist war and the revolution
in Russia have confirmed, that the national question can be
solved only in connection with and on the basis of the prolet-
arian revolution, and that the road to victory of the revolut-
ion in the West lies though the revolutionary alliance with the
liberation movement of the colonies and dependent countries
against imperialism. The national question is a part of the
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general question of the proletarian revolutiqn, a part of the
question of the dictatorship of the proletariat’.
(‘Foundations of Leninism', Peking ed., p73).

The super-revolutionaries pose the question differently, they
say:

"Marxism-Leninism teaches us that the national quegtion mqst"
always be seen as subsidiary to the cause of thetrevozutzon .

This Tine simply doesn't grasp that most national s@rugg]es_1n
the colonial and neo-colonial countries in the era of 1mEer1a]1sm
are revolutionary - instead it one-sidedly counterposes the .
national question" to the "“cause of. the revo!utjonﬁ: But in fact
any national movement directed against imperialism is revolution-
ary. To quote Stalin again:

"The revolutionary character of a national movement undgr the
conditions of tmperialist oppression does not necessarily pre-
suppose the existence of proletarian elements in the movement,
the existence of a revolutionary or a republican programme, the
existence of a democratic basis of the movement".

('Foundations of Leninism', Peking ed., p75)

We agree with the 'left' opportunists when.they say t@at 5y
Marxist-Leninists "support every movement...directed against imper—
Zalism...". It is the neo-trotskyites who do not. These people say:

"...to speak in general terms about the so—caZZe@ '?hird world'
ae the main force of the struggle against imperialism and the
-revolution as the supporters of the theery of the 'three .
worlds' are doing, without making any distinction between the
genuine anti~imperialist and revolutionary forces and;theugro—.
imperialist, reaationary and fascist forces in power in a
number of the developing countries, means a Flagrant depqrture
from the: teachings of Marxism-Leninism and to preach typically
opportunist views™.

It is quite true that distinctions must be made between differ-
ent third world countries. They are not a homogenous whole and -
some third world governments and ruling classes are reactionary
agents of imperialism. But what all third worild countries have 1in
common, irrespective of their internal c]ass_character; is that
they are exploited and oppressed by imper1a11sm, and are therefgre
objectively capable of playing a progressive role against imperial-
ismand the superpowers. This is why we must uphold the third wor}d
countries. and people as, in general, the main force in.the world-
wide struggle against the superpowers. Even the Shah of Iran‘then,
to the extent that he struggles for a fair price for oil against
imperialism, is playing a revolutionary role.
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On this question the super-revolutionaries are playing th
of the_Soviet Union for it. It is the social-imper?a]gstg whg %i?e
to §p]1t the_ranks of the third world countries by Tabelling some
as ‘progressive' and others as ‘reactionary'. Some third world
countries are reactionary, but this is determined not by their
social system, as the social-imperialists and the 'left' opportun-
ists would have us believe, but by their capitulation to foreign
1mperja11sm. As we have said all third world countries are
exp]o1teq and oppressed by imperialism. To take the subordinate
and particular aspect (that some of them are reactionary) and
propagate thgt as the.main aspect - which in particular the super-
reyo]uﬁ1onarves do - is.to play into the hands of the Soviet Union
which says that those countries which support it are 'progressive"
?32n€?2§ g?osg whifﬁufo ngﬁ are 'reactionary'. Here again there is

views between the social-i fali ' ' '

opporteniaf ocial-imperialists and the 'left

It-1s true that struggles against imperialism can only be
carried out in a consistent and ultimately succesful way if they
are led by the proletariat, but this must in no way blind us to the
fact these struggles are inherently revolutionary. It is also true
that internal enemies like the Shah of Iran, who is in the main an
agent of Tmperialism, must be fought against, but again this must
in no way blind us to the fact that the main enemy in countries

like Iran is the external enemy of imperialism, not domestic
reaction.

The question of jumping stages

Lenin and Stalin consistently opposed Trotsky's 'left' o -
unist theory of 'Permanent Revolution', which dgnied that'rgeg;f
ution had to go through stages; and proved in revolutionary pract-
ice ?hat to try to proceed at once to the socialist stage without
passing thrqugh the democratic stage could only result in failure.
This is again: a question of isolating the main enemy -~ feudal .
autocracy in Russia, feudal survivals supported by foreign imper-

ialism in China - and uniting all who can be unj i
main eneny. gall united against the

On the question of the revolution in China, Stalin argued:

"...the present revolution in China is a combination of two
streams of the revolutionary movement — the movement against.
feudal survivals and the movement against imperialism. The
bourgeois-democratic revolution in China is a combination of
?he s?ruggle~against'fbudal survivals and the struggle against
imperialism”. ('On the Opposition", Peking ed., p700).

In opposition Trotsky peddled the view that:
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"The formula of the democratic revolution has hopelessly
outlived its usefulness...the third Chinese revolution,
despite the great backwardness of China...will not have even
such a stx-month period as the October Revolution had...but
will be compelled from the very outset to effect the most
decisive shake-up and abolition of bourgeois property in city
and village”. ('The Third International After Lenin'. p56).

When the Trotskyite Li Li-san was general secretary of the CPC
and implemented Trotsky's line, the revolution was led to
disastrous defeat. Under the influence of the “three left lines"
in China from 1927 to 1935 all but one of more than a dozen revol-
utionary base areas were lost. In 1940 Mao summed up much of this
history by referring to "a few Trotskyites whom, brandishing their
pens like lances, are tilting in all directions and creating
bedlam”. He further summed up the correct line for the Chinese
revolution in these words:

"It 18 correct and in accord with the Marxzist theory of revolut-
tonary development to say of the two revolutionary stages that
the first provides the conditions for the second and that the
two must be consecutive, without allowing any intervening
gtage of bourgeois dictatorship. However, it is a utopian view
rejected by true revolutionaries to say that the democratic
revolution does not have a specific task and period of its own
but can be merged and accomplished simultaneously with another
task, i.e., the socialist task." )

('On New Democracy', Selected Works, Vol 2, p360).

Unti] recently this view was universally accepted in the inter-
national Communist movement but now the neo-Trotskyites argue that
"If you speak of the perspectives of the proletarian revolution in
the countries of the so-called 'third world’, this is allegedly
Blanquism, Trotskyism and the passing over of stages". Well
comrades, it is Trotskyism to say that the stage of the revolution
in the third world is that of the socialist revolution. The fact
that most countries have won formal independence does not in the
least mean that the task of the proletariat in these countries is
socialist revolution. These countries are still bitterly oppressed
by foreign imperialism, especially the two superpowers, and the
task of the proletariat in those countries is to lead the broad
masses of the people in struggle against imperialism and their local
agents. Can the proletariat of Malaya speak of socialist revolution
now? Of Chile? Of Tanzania? To raise the slogan now of socialist
revolution in these countries is a serious 'left' opportunist error,
which, as Mao said "...will drive the millions upon millions of
the masses, this mighty army, over to the enemy's side, which will
certainly win his acclaim."
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THE SOCIAL CHAUVINISM OF THE CPB(M-L)

. Birch and the CPB(M-L) have consistently propagated a right
opportunist social-chauvinist line on imperialism, particu]ar]y.on
British imperialism. They completely fail to recognise, either in
words or deeds, that Britain is an imperialist country. Today,
the 'left' opportunist current in the international Communist
- movement has provided them with a 'left' cloak to cover up the
same right opportunism. Despite Birch's revolutionary posturing
his bankruptcy on this question remains. Despite Birch's accusations
"that the theory of the three worlds follows the line of Bernstein
and the second international, it is he who shamelessly fails to
struggle against imperialism and opportunism, it is Birch who has
totally betrayed the struggle of the oppressed peoples and nations
and who has sold out to British imperialism and the superpowers.

A few points from the history of the CPB(M-L)

The so-called 'programme' of the CPB{M-L) 'The British Working
Class and its Party' said, in its April 1971 edition:

"The different forms and different degrees of exploitation and
poverty in the industrialised imperialist countries and the
non—industrialised colonies should blind no-one to the fact
that in essence they are the same wherever encountered."

This line attempts to conceal the fact that the colonial, semi-
colonial and neo-colonial countries are subject to the imperialist
domination of the western monopoly capitalist countries. This is
the reason why they are economically backward and underdeveloped.

To say that the form of exploitation and oppression in the imperial-
ist countries and in the colonies is "in essence...the same" is no-
thing Tess than revisionism. It is to deny one of the fundamental
features of imperialism - the oppression of the whole world by a
handful of great powers. In imperialist countries exploitation takes
the form of the appropriation of surplus value from the prolet-
ariat by the bourgeoisie. In the colonies it takes the form of
exploitation of the whole nation by foreign imperialism through the
export of capital, unequal trading, plunder and robbery of natural
resources and so on; all carried out through political and milit-
ary bullying, even to the extent of military invasion and occupat-
ion. To say these two forms of exploitation are the same is nothing
less than a scandalous and shameful apology for imperialism.

In contrast to the CPB(M-L)'s view, Lenin says:
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"Imperialism is the progressing oppression of the nations of

the world by a handful of Great Powers. It is an epoch of wars
among these powers for the extension and consolidation of nation
al oppression; it is the epoch of the deception of the masses
of the people by the hypocritical soeial-patriots, Z.e.,

people who under the pretext of 'freedom of nations' and

'rights of nations to self-determination’ and 'defence of the
fatherland', justify and defend the oppression of a majority

of the world's nations by the Great Powers."

('Lenin on Imperialism' FLPH Peking, p37}.

The CPB(M-L) without doubt come under the category of those who
"defend the oppression of a majority of the world's nations.’ The
CPB(M-L) has no faith in the British working class and thinks it
has to 1ie to the working class to gain its leadership. It is afraid
that if it tells the truth about British imperialism - that the
British imperialists and a small number of people benefit from
imperialist oppression of the third world - it wilT receive no
support. In doing this it serves only the bourgeoisie who deny the
existence of imperialist oppression.

In Birch's report to the 4th Congress of the CPB(M-L) he says,
referring to the economic crisis in Britain:

"In terms of raw materials there is no overall shortage. Such
raw materials as we lack are available in the world in exchange
for the products that we are best at producing”.

and later:

"We are a manufacturing nation; the working up of raw materials
into fintshed goods, has long been the basis of our cultural
tdentity and material welfare, there is no other course
compatible with life in Britain”.

These statements could have been uttered by the most shameless
and rabid pro-imperialist bourgeois politician. Birch's statements
are a monstrous and disqusting attempt to cover up the imperial-
ist relations of exploitation and oppression which exist between
Britain and the third world countries. Britain is a developed
industrial country which forces third world countries to sell it
raw materials cheaply, and which it forces to buy manufactured
goods dearly. In the very first place Britain became an industrial
nation on the basis of wealth accumulated in the running of a
bloody empire built of colonial exploitation, slavery and wars of
conquest. All this Birch despicably covers up as "the basis of our
eultural identity and material welfare'.
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In stark contrast to this Lenin refers to the basis of the

iultura] level of the imperialist countries in the following
erms :

"...the advanced countrjes have been creating their culture by
the opportunity they have of Living at the ewpense of billions
of oppressed people...the capitalists of these countries
obtain a great deal more than they would have been able to in
the shape of profits resulting from the robbery of the workers
in their own countries.” ('Speech to the Second Congress of the
Communist International® Selected Works, Vol 3, p449).

The 1ine of the CPB(M-L) on imperialism is the same stinking
social chauvinism of the 'C'PGB who also gloss over and embellish
1mpe(ialism because they have the same utter contempt for the
working class.A thoroughgoing and consistent struggle to educate
"the working class on the fundamental features of imperialism and
to hg]p the working class see that their only real interest lies in
consistent support for the struggles of the third world against
imperialism, is necessary to ensure the eventual -victory of the
socialist revolution in Britain. As Stalin bluntly put it:

"Without such a struggle, the education of the working elass of
the ruling nations in the spirit of true internationalism,

in the spirit of closer velations with the toiling masses of
the dependent countries and colonies, in the spirit of real
preparation for the proletarian revolution, is Inconceivable'.
('Foundations of Leninism', Peking ed., p79).

Because the CPB(M-L) have no faith in the revolutionary potent-
ial of the British working class they try to fool the working class
into thinking that it is possible to have a socialist revolution
in Britain without fighting against British imperialism abroad.
Their 1ine is no different from that of Callaghan, Orme, Allaun,
Heffer or McLennan or any other bourgeois working class politician.
In Lenin's well~known words:

"They omit, obliterate and distort the revolutionary side of
this teaching (Mavxism}, its pevolutionary soul. They push to
the foreground and extol what is or seems acceptable to the
bourgeoiate.” ('State and Revolution', Peking ed, p8)

Over the years.many organisations have tried to struggle with
the CPB(M-L). Six years ago, the Marxist-Leninist Workers Assoc-
iation published an all-round criticism of them entitled ‘'Economism
or Revolution?' which, among many other points, made some of the
criticisms above. The CPB{M-L) totally ignored this criticism.
They have also failed to reply to the lengthy criticism of them in
'Revolution' voll, no.3 published a year ago. As far as we know
the .CPB{M-L) have never replied to a criticism from the movement.
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Such is Birch's monumental arrogance that he has a stated policy
of never reading the publications of other organisations. This
arrogance is such that he leaves himself no way of correcting his
mistakes. One of the main reasons why Birch and the CPB(M-L) make
such gross subjectivist errors is that they rely only on them~
selves, not on the masses. As Nieh Jung-chen recently said:

"Objective reality is exceedingly vich in content and very
complex; if we want to understand the objective world correct-
ly, we must rely on the practice and wisdom of the masses.

The wisdom of any tndividual is always limited whereas that of
the masses is inexhaustible. It is far, far from enough to
rely on the experience of a few leaders.”

('Peking Review'. I8.11.1977. p7)

Because of Birch's arrogance he has inevitably persisted in his
errors, refused to Tisten to criticism, dug in his heels and thus
degenerated to such an extent that he is no longer part of the
movement.

Birch is a fully-consolidated opportunist and social-chauyinist

Although Birch now covers himself with left-sounding phrases
such as "Our duty in Britain, national and international, is the
erushing of capitalism here and British Imperialism abroad,
espectally the ending of the agressive imperialist occupation of
Iveland”, he still practices social chauyinism on the two fund-
amental matters of supporting struggles for national 1liberation
and of fighting opportunism.

Birch denies even the existence of the third world, he attacks
all third world governments, and not once in his recent pamphlet
is there a mention of the struggle of the oppressed peoples and
nations against imperialism, the most acute revolutionary movement
of the present. Even in the quote above about the struggle for
national independence in Ireland, Birch's line is that British
imperialist oppression of Ireland will be ended by the British
working class, not By the Irish people.

Birch asks "Are the countries of Somalia and Ethiopia, count-
ries with stone-age development and twenty first century weapons
donated by kind imperialists, engaged in a bloody war with each
other in the third world? In both countries there has been drought,
stamvation and death when their imperialist supporters provided
Iittle or no help."” He asks this question in order to pour scorn
on the fact that the third world is the main force in contemporary
international class struggle. But in so doing he reveals his own
contemptible covering up of imperialism.

Why are countries like Ethjopia and Somalia backward? (We'll
leave aside the racism and chauvinism implicit in the remark
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). Because of imperialism. Why do imperial-
fo split the ranks of the third world in
Jle! Birch passes the question off as oné of
e :rs", as though the local ruling class are the
turning things on their head and impiies ‘that
arnments are mainly responsiblie for “drought,
1th". Birch joins company with all the imperial-
, pious parsons and others who try to pull the
s of the working class on the real cause of all
sperialist oppression of the third world.

8 put the same line. The 'Worker' of I8.7.77 said,
rErest iird world governments, "the rulers try to divert
e 3t of the masses from the real cause of their poverty
oy BB g > the older capitalist nations and trying to squeeze
WEIT M it of them”. This line actually denies that the “real
cause ¢~ - :ir poverty" is imperialism. Here again there is
completa ientity of views between the CPB(M-L? and the 'C'PGB.

re in his pamphlet Birch says "The working class allies
“ew"" h none other than the working eclass" and refers to the
proletz-iat as "the only revolutionary force...". This line
73~ the 1ine of the worker-peasant alliance (once again lining
. w. Trotsky), the 1ine of a united front against imperialism
!+ 2 question of winning over even the most unstable allies; but
1 . st glaring and contemptible crime is that it denies that the
% v jgle of the oppressed peoples and nations is a component part
¢+ ne world-wide proletarian revolution. Birch's narrowness of
ou..00k, which can see only the revolutionary struggle of the
proletariat in the west, and which totally ignores the revolution-
-ry struggle of the oppressed peoples and nations is identical with
v . nationalchauvinism of the old leaders of the Second Internat-
ional, whose view was described by Stalin as follows:

"Formerly, the national question was usually confined to a
narrow circle of questione, coneerning; primarily, 'ctvilised’
nattonalities. The Irish, the Hungarians, the Poles, the Fiwns,
the Serbs, and several other European nationalities - that was
the :circle of unequal peoples in whose destinies the leaders
of the Second International were interested. The scores and
mundreds of millione of Asiatic and Afriecan peoples who are
suffering national oppresaion in its most savage and cruel
form usually vemained outside of their field of vision. They
hesitated to put white and black, 'eivilised' and 'uncivil—
tsed’on the same plane. Two or three meaningless, lukewarm
resolutions, which aarefully evaded the question of
litberating the colonies - that was all the leaders of the
Second International could boast of. Now we can say that

thie duplieity and half-heartedness in dealing with the
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. ; R o com laid
national question has been brought to an ena. Leninism

bare thisqgrying incongruity, broke down the Vugall between e
whitee and blacks, between Europears and. As1avics, betzzznth
reivilised’ and 'uneivilised' slaves of tmpqrtalmsm, 2 325
linked the national question with the question of the cot’nula;'
The national question was thereby transformed from a iqr 1,%
and internal state problem into a generql m’fd internationa p
problem, into a world problem oj‘ emanetpating the opizesszke
peoples in the dependent countries and colonies from the Y

of imperialism". )

(fFouﬁdations of Leninism', Peking ed., p70/71).

As on many other questions Birch trigs_to turn things on the1:
heads, to tu¥n black into white by ascribing to others his c?a%v i
inism, his parochialism, his narrowness, his betrayal of prole 2r
ian internationalism. He says that those propagating the correi
1ine of the international situation are inviting the Tgvement 0 ;
n,,.form a second international after the pattern of‘r-nllerand cm1
Bermetein...". But it is in fact Birch who 1s following ?he‘examp e
of Millerand and Bernstein. To quote Lenin on this question:

"7he weight of emphasis in the internationalist ea?ucatwn ‘of t'ke

wof'kersgin tie rggpressing countries mist necessam_ly conaist in
their advocating and upholding freedom for secession for
oppressed countries. It is our right _and duty to treat every
Social-Democrat of an oppressing nation who fails f',;o conduct
such propaganda as an imperialist_cmcli a sc_oundrel.

( Quoted in 'Foundations of Leninism, Peking ed., p80).

Opportunism is a product of jmperialism

The CPB(M-L) have never had the slightest understanding of the
inseparable connection between imperialism and gpportunlsm. In its
'programme’, the only mention of this question 1s to pose.the
question “Why is the oldest and most experienced proletariat so
lacking in political acumen?" It makes however not the slightest
attempt to answer the question. Now they have degenerqted S0 far
that Birch actually denies that the basis of opportunism Ties in
imperialism. In his pamphlet he says:

"The definition of a third-world is based on the theory ﬂfat
the greater the under—development the greater the po.tejntml
for vevolution, that the man with the ox is more militant, a
greater force for change than the one who has passed that
gtage.”

As usual Birch replaces polemic by absurd distortions - no-one
is claiming that revolutionary potential is decided by whether or
not one has an ox. The view of the international Communist movement
has always been that which is concisely summed up in the siogan
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‘where there ig oppression, there is resistance’ and, in general
greater phe oppression, the greater the resistance. ﬁhat ?s Bircﬁ':he
explanation for the fact that the era of imperialism is the era in
which the focus of the revolutionary movement has shifted from the
deyeloped capitalist countries tg the third world? Why does Birch
think revolution occurred in Russia, not in Britain? Why is it that
the_great revolutionary movements of today are occurring in Asia,
frica, and'LaFin America and not 1in Europe, the USA, Canada, or
Japan?'It is simply because the people of the third world are those
most. bitterly exploited and oppressed by imperialism and are therefore
at present the most Févo]utionary. On the other hand, the working
class of the developed capitalist countries, although they too are
exploited and oppressed by imperialism, have a much higher cultural
level that those of_the East, are ideologically and politically
led by the opportunist agents of the bourgeoisie, and are there-
fore, whilst fighting back against imperialism, not yet in
general possessed of revolutionary consciousness.

.~ This is not Birch's view thouah. He goes on from denyi
Simple facts to revising‘the fundamenta? teachinggnzf.igg;ﬁﬁ;miis
imperialism and opportunism. Imperialism, By Tnternationalising
capital and Tis consequent receipt of superprofits, has bBeen able to
postpone ?he Tnevitable socialist revolution in the west’ for decades.
Superprof:?s and other means of imperialist robbery haye prolonged
he economic life of capitalism and also enabled the imperialist
bourgeoisie to foster opportunism. In Lenin's famoys words:

"The receipt of high monopoly profits by the o ttalists in one
of the Jumerous branches of industry, %n one 3? the mfme;;‘usn
countries, ete., makes it eeonemi.cally possibiec for them to
bribe certain sections of the workers, and win them to the
sz_de' of the bourgeoisiec in q given industry op given nation
c_zgtzms‘t cfZZ others. The intensification of antagonism between
wrg‘zemal'l:sl& nations for the division of the world increases -
this 8triving. And so theye 1s ereated that bond between imper-—
talism and opportunism, which revealed itself first and most
cZoquy‘zn England,. " ('Imperialism, the Highest Stage of
Capitalism’, Peking ed., pI152).

Binch's Tine though is that "1y 5 a false premise that the

eveloped, less privileged, 'mope' exploited are more prone to
brogress, to revolution." This Tine is entirely consistent with
tbg long—stqnding practice of the CPB(M-L) which has completely
failed to give a lead to the working class on: the nature of
opportunism and its social and economic roots. It is true, as Birch
says, that "all expioited are poten»ﬁially...revoZutionary”, ‘but
this misses<§he crucial point - who are actually the most revolyt-
Tonary at this time, and why are some, who are potentially
revolutionary, not so in practice at this stage?
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We have already pointed out one reason - the generally higher
cultural tevel of the working class in the west - byt another
reason is the strength of the opportunists in the working class
movement in the west. The working class is led ideologically,
politically and organisationally by the opportunists in the Labour
Party and 'C'PGB and, to some extent, by the Trotskyites. The
Labour Party still gets mass working class support, albeit consid-
erably declining support, at elections. The mass or§anisations of
the working class, the trade unions, are led by opportunists of
various hues. Most shop steward committees and trade union branches
are led by the opportunists. In these circumstances one of the
fundamental questions of Part -building and revolution is an
unrelenting campaign to fully expose and discredit these traitors
and agents of the bourgeoisie in the eyes of thie workers. Yet in
issue after issue of 'The Worker' there is scarcely a mention of
the opportunists. Even in the 1976 Congress document, opportunism
is mentioned only in passing once or twice.

The bourgeoisie themselves recognise clearly enough the import-
ance to them of imperialism (even if they won't admit it publicly).
In 'Imperialism' Lenin tells of the words of Cecil Rhodes:

"I was in the Bast End of London yesterday and attended a meet-
ing of the unemployed. I listened to the wild speeches, which
were just a-ery for 'bread’, 'bread'! and on my way home I
pondered over the scene and I became more than ever convineced

of the importance of imperialism...ThenEmpire,.gs’I have always
said, is a bread and butter question. If you want to avoid

civil war, you must become imperialists®. (Peking ed., pp 93/94).

Birch portrays himself as an indomi table fighter against’
imperialism -~ in reality he is a revolutionary charlatan. Lenin
referred to Rhodes' defence of imperialism as "crude and cynical,
but says of him, in comparison to the opportunists that Rhodes was a
"somewhat more honest social-chauvinist". Rhodes was certainly
more honest than Birch! We have shown how Birch fails t0'sugport
those fighting against imperialism in the third world and ow he
fails to struggle against the opportunist agents of imperialism in
the working class movement. So crucial is this struggle that Lenin
bluntly said "...¢he ftght against tmperialiem is a sham and a
humbug wnless it is inseparably bound up with the fight against
opportuniem.” ('Imperialism’, Peking ed., pI53).

It is scarcely surprising that Birch does not struggle against
opportunism, since he himseif is an integral part of one of the
biggest social props of British imperialism - the stratum of unjon
leaders and officials. People 1ike Scanlon, Jones and Bassnett are
his cronies and companions-ipn-crime. Lenin vividly pointed out the
role of these people in 'Imperialism’:

25



"Obviously, out of such enormous superprofits...it is pogsible
to bribe. the labour leaders and the upper stratum of the Llabour
aristocracy...This stratum of bourgevieified workers, or the
'labour aristocracy’, who are quite philistine in their mode
of life, in the size of their earnings and in their entive out—
look is the...principal social (not military) prop of the
bourgeoisie. For they are the real agents of the bourgeoisie
in the working class movement, the labour lieutenants of
eapital, real channels of reformism and chauwvinism. In the
aivil war between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie they
tnevitably, and in no small numbers, take the side of the
bourgeoisie..." (Peking ed., pp9/I0).

Today, the labour aristocracy as such is not a significant
section of the working class, but the labour leaders continue to
play their treacherous role. Birch, like the rest of them, has
“taken the side of the Bourgeoisie", he is a "labour 1ieutenant of
capital". Some three years ago Birch became a member of the TUC
general council which has played such an important part in propp-
ing up the rotting capitalist system and tying the hands of the
working class movement. Birch gained his position, not through
being elected By class-conscious workers, but, like the rest of
these traitors, on the basis of Buggins' turn. Birch has compl-
etely failed to expose the stinking and rotten role of the
general council to the working class. Not once has he gone to the
working class, taken them into his confidence, never solicited
their opinions, never exposed a single -one of the general council's
rotten schemes. Birch plays a similar role in the.executive
committee of the AUEW. His recent betrayals in selling out the
strikes at Heathrow and the 'Daily Express' need no further comment
from us. Some workers in Liverpool recently passed the verdict of
the working class on Birch: over his name on a CPB(M-L) poster
advertising a public meeting, many of them wrote ‘scab’.

Bifch is indeed a scab, traitor and renegade to the working

class.
'LEFT' OPPORTUNISM AND SPLITTISM

The 'left' opportunists are also practising the most disgrace=
ful splittism by bringing differences into the open and by trying
to split the ranks of the international proletariat by spreading
Ties and scurrilous rumours about the Communist Party of China.

It is perfectly natural that there should be differences in the
international Communist movement. These should be resolved through
comradely exchanges; where they cannot, differences should be
reserved in the spirit of seeking common ground. Over a period of
time practice will show who is-right and who is wrong. What is
quite incorrect is to bring differences into the open in the face
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of the enemy and to subjectively elevate the importance of one's
own view in such a way as to cause splits. It is essential to
concentrate our fire on the main enemies, the Soviet Union, the
United States and modern revisionism and not start hitting out

wildly in all directions, particularly at those within our owr
ranks.

From this point of view the open polemic that was launched. by
some people over a year ago cannot he regarded as a serious style
of work; it is rather a sectarian style of work which splits our
ranks and aids the enemy. However, now that differences are in the
open it would be incorrect for us to ignore the serious opportunism
that is being propagated. In the case of Birch we would in any
event have made these sharp criticisms, as these are on crucial
questions of rebuilding the Party in Britain.

Even more serious are the lies being peddled in some quarters
about the CPC and the rumours being spread that China has gone
revisionist. The attitude that one takes towards China, the great-
est socialist country of our time, is a fundamental line of demarc-
ation with opportunism. In particular the attitude that one takes
towards the life or death struggle of the Party, working class
and people against the 'gang of four' is crucial.

The time is Jong since past when it was possible to be still
considering the evidence on the'gang of four'. The evidence ig
overwhelming that they were a bunch of ultra-rightist, revisionist
and reactionary conspirators who tried to usurp Party and State
power in order to overthrow socialism and the dictatorship of
the proletariat; and restore capitalism and establish a fascist
dictatorship. Those leaders who are still not taking a clear-cut
stand in support of the Party Central Committee headed by Chair-
man Hua are objectively supporters of the ‘gang of four' and
therefore of the international bourgeoisie. They are giding and
abetting the attacks of imperialism and revisionism on the great
socialist Peoples' Republic of China.[This is no mere theoretical
question: China is the world revolutionary base area of the inter-
national proletariat and the oppressed peoples and nations, a
centre of ideological, political and material support for the
world revolution; its very existence denies one third of humanity
to the imperialists and therefore immeasurably weakens imperialism.

What is the attitude of the CPB(M-L) on this question? Although
they haven't the guts to come out andsay so openly, it is clear
that they regard Chairman Hua and the rest of the CPC leadership
as revisfonist. They have published nothing in support of the
victory over the 'gang of four' in their paper, they have had only
one public meeting on China in London in the past year and they
have stopped selling 'Peking Review' in their shop. All this is
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clear evidence that they support the 'gang of four'. This is
scarcely surprising given the common ideological foundation of
idealism and metaphysics of both the 'gang of four' and the prop-
onents of the 'left' opportunist line on the international
situation. If those peddling this 1ine don't change their ways,
they too, like the 'gang of four', will be struck down by the
people.

WHAT MUST BE DONE ABOUT BIRCH?

In criticising the opportunist errors of the CPB(M-L) we must
narrow the target of attack and strictly differentiate between the
majority of the members of the CPB(M-L) who sincerely want
revolution, and Birch himself. We must have firm conviction that
the majority of the members of the CPB(M-L) are good, will event-
uvally see through Birch's revisionism and overthrow him.

What of Birch himself? The evidence is overwhelming that Birch
is incorrigible. His overweening arrogance, insensitivity and
utter contempt for the views and criticisms of others are a
byword in the movement. Because over a period of years, Birch has
dug in his heels and refused to change, he has degenerated from

someone who was merely making serious opportunist errors to a full-:

blown revisionist, an agent of the bourgeoisie in the ranks of the
working class movement.

"For all practical considerations we must assume that Birch
cannot change. We urge those in the CPB(M-L) who have been crit-
icising his errors to intensify their criticism, to demand that
Birch makes a thorough sel?-criticism and change his ways. Birch
will almost certainly refuse to do so, in which case the honest
members of the CPB(M-L) must start a struggle to expel him from
the CPB(M-L) or, if this is not g serious possibility, to leave
the CPB(M-L) and join the growing numbers of comrades who are
building the Party on the basis of the correct ideological and
political line.

BIRCH MUST MAKE A SERIOUS SELF-CRITICISM
OR BE EXPELLED FROM THE MOYEMENT:

THE ESSENCE OF THE ERRORS OF THE 'LEFT' OPPORTUNIST LINE

In summary we must criticise the 'left' opportunist 1ine for
the following serious errors:

I. Errors of subjectivism, {dealism and dogmatism in not seeking
truth from facts.

2. trrors of metaphysics in their analysis of enemies and friends-
on a world scale.

3. Errors of revisionism and Trotskyism on the national question
in the era of imperialism.
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4. Errors of splittism in bringing differences into the open and
attacking the Communist Party of China and the Peoples
Republic of China.

In addition we must say that Birch and the CPBQM-L) are guilty
of the grossest social-chauvinism and reyise Lenin's fundamental
teachings 6n imperialism and opportunism.

These are serious errors which, if persisted jnfanq taken up by
the masses, will play into the hands of social-imperialism and
modern revisionism and lead to disastrous defeat for the internat-.
ional proletariat. We are confident hqwever_that the mass of
workers-and oppressed peoples and nations will see thr?ugh the
revolutionary posturing of the proponents of the 'left' opportunist
line, see clearly its ultra-right reactionary essence, and more
closely rally round the correct 1ine and 1eadersh1p to build the
broadest possible international united front against superpower .
hegemonism.

VICTORY TO THE GREAT INTERNATIONAL UNITED FRONT
AGAINST SUPERPOWER HEGEMONISM.
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APPENDICES 2 AND 3 TO “THE ORIGIN AND DEVELOPMENT OF THE
DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE LEADERSHIP OF THE C.P.S.U. AND

OURSELVES "'

(Editorial Notea

The following appendices are taken from 'The Origin and Dev-
elopment of the Differences Between the Leadership of the
C.P:S.U. and Ourselves', which was first published by F.L.P.,
?ek1ng in 1963. We are republishing them now because of the
important guidelines they contain for the correct handling of
differences within the international Communist movement, )

APPENDIX 11
STATEMENT OF THE DELEGATION OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY OF
CHINA AT THE BUCHAREST MEETING OF FRATERNAL PARTIES

June 26, 1960

(1) The Central Committee of the Communist Party of China
maintains that at this meeting Comrade Khrushchov of the Deleg-
ation of the Central Committee of the Communist Party of the
Soviet Union has completely violated the long-standing principle
in the international communist movement that questions of common
concern should be settled by consultation among fraternal
Parties, and has completely broken the agreement made prior to
the meeting to confine it to an exchange of views and not to make
any decision; this he has done by his surprise attack of putting
forward a draft communique of the meeting without having consult-
ed the fraternal Parties on its contents beforehand and without
permitting full and normal discussion in the meeting. This is an
abuse of the prestige enjoyed by the CPSU in the international
communist movement, a prestige which has been built up over the
long years since Lenin's tim » and it is, moreover, an extremely
crude act of imposing one's own will on other people. This attit-
ude has nothing in common with Lenin's style of work and this way
of doing things creates an extremely bad precedent in the inter-
national communist movement. The Central Committee of the CPC
considers that this attitude and this way of doing things on the
part of Comrade Khrushchov will have extraordinarily grave con-
sequences for the international communist movement.

(2) The Communist Party of China has always been faithful to

Marxism-Leninism and has always steadfastly adhered to the theor-

etical positions of Marxism-Leninism. In the past two years and
more, it has been completely faithful to the Moscow .Declaration
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of 1957, and has firmly upheld all the Marxist-Leninist theses
of the Declaration. There are differences between us and Comrade
Khrushchov on a series of fundamental principles of Marxism-
Leninism. These differences have a vital bearing on the interests
of the entire socialist camp, on the interests of the proletariat
and the working people of the whole world, on the question of
whether the people of all countries will be able to preserve
world peace and prevent the imperialists from launching a world
war, and on the question of whether socialism will continue to
score victories in the capitalist world, which comprises two-
thirds of the world's population and three-fourths of its land
space. A1l Marxist- Leninists should adopt a serious attitude
towards these differences, give them serious thought and hold
comradely discussions, so as to achieve unanimous conclusions.
However, the attitude Comrade Khrushchov has adopted is patriar-
chal, arbitrary and tyrannical. He has in fact treated the rela-
tionship between the great Communist Party of the Soviet Union
and our Party not as one between brothers, but as one between
patriarchal father and son. At this meeting he has exerted pres-
sure in an attempt to make our Party submit to his non-Marxist-
Leninist views. We hereby solemnly declare that our Party believ-
es in and obeys the truth of Marxism-Leninism and Marxism-Leninism
alone, and will never submit to erroneous views which run counter
to Marxism-Leninism. We consider that certain views expressed by
Comrade Khrushchov in his speech at the Third Congress of the
Rumanian Party are erroneous and in contravention of the Moscow
Declaration. His speech will be welcomed by the imperialists
and the Tito clique and has indeed already been welcomed by them.
When the occasion arises, we shall be ready to carry on serious
discussions with the CPSU and other fraternal Parties on our
differences with Comrade Khrushchov. As for the Letter of Inform-
ation of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union to the Communist
Party of China, which Comrade Khrushchov has distributed in Buch-
arest, the Central Committee of the CPC will reply to it in detail
after carefully studying it; the reply will explain the differe-
nces of principle between the two Parties, setting forth the
relevant facts, and the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of China will hold serious, earnest and comradely discussions
with fraternal Parties. We are convinced that in any case the
truth of Marxism-Leninism will triumph in the end. Truth does
not fear contention. Ultimately, it is impossible to portray
truth as error or error as.truth. The future of the international
communist movement depends on the needs and the struggles of the
people of all countries and on the guidance of Marxism-Leninism,
and will never be decided by the baton of any individual.

(3) We, the Communist Party of China, have always striven to
safeguard the unity of all Communist Parties and the unity of
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a1l socialist countries. For the sake of genuine unity in the
international communist ranks- and for the sake of the common.
struggle against imperialism and reaction, we hold that it is
necessary to unfold normal discussions on the differences and
that serious questions of principle should not be settled in a
hurry by abnormal methods or simply by vote. Nor should one
impose on others arbitrary views which have not been tested in

practice or which have already proved to be wrong in such tests.
Comrade Khrushchov's way of doing things at this meéting fs
entirely detrimental to the unity of.international communism. But
however- Comirade Khrushchoy may act, the unity of the Chinese and
Soviet Parties and the unity of all the Communist and Workers'®
Parties is bound to be further strengthened and developed. We

are deeply convinced that, as the international communist movement
and Marxism-Leninism develop, the unity of our ranks will const-
antly grow stronger.

(4) If the relations between our two Parties are viewed as a
whole, the above-mentioned differences between Comrade Khrushchov
and ourselves are only of a partial character. We hold that the
main thing in the relations between our two Parties .is their
unity in the struggle for the common cause; this is so because
both our countries are socialist countries and both our Parties
are built on the principles of Marxism-Leninism, and are fighting
to advance ‘the cause of the whole socialist camp, to oppose
imperialist aggression and to win world peace. We believe that
Comrade Khrushchov and the Central Committee of the CPSU and we
ourselves will be able to find opportunities to hold calm and
comradely discussions and resolve our differences, so that the
Chinese and Soviet Parties may become more united and their rela-
tions further strengthened. This will be highly beneficial to
the socialist camp and to the struggle of the people of the worid
against imperialist aggression and for world peace.

(5) We are glad to see that the Draft Communique of the Meeting
put forward here affirms the correctness of the Moscow Declara-
tion. But the presentation of the Marxist-Leninist theses of the
Moscow Declaration in this draft is inaccurate and one-sided.

And it is wrong that the draft avoids taking a clear stand on

the major problems in.the current international situation and
makes no mention at all of modern revisionism, the main danger

in the international working-class movement. Therefore, this
draft is unacceptable to us. For the sake of unity in the common
strugglie against the enemy, we have submitted a revised draft

and propose that it be discussed. If it is not possible to reach
agreement this time, we propose that a special drafting committee
be set up to work out, after full discussions, a document which
is acceptable to all.
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APPENDIX III

LETTER OF INFORMATION OF THE CENTRAL CoMM
; |
COMMUNIST PARTY OF THE SOVIET UioN | . O THE

September 10, 1960

uStriving to settle the differences successfully a i
unity, we put forward the following proposals in i11"giﬁge?§§;3"
.(]) The fundamental principles of Marxism-Leninism and: the |

principles of the Declaration and the Manifesto of the 1957
Eoscow Meeting are the ideological foundation for the unity
etween our two Parties and among all fraternal Parties. A1l our
statemen;s and actions must be absolutely loyal to the fundament-
al principles of Marxism-Leninism and the principles of the
Moscgw Declaration, which we should use as the criteria for
Jud%;?gTEetwe$n truth and falsehood.
e relations among the socialist countries an
:ga:$¥231 Egrt1§s Egst sgrict]y conform to the princiglggogg the
» comradeship and i i i i
Mos?ow DocSorae st P and internationalism as stipulated by the
3) A1l disputes among the socialist.countrie
frqterna? Parties must be settled in accordanc;‘;iggdtzgoggiigf—
ations of the Moscow Declaration, through comradely and unhurried
discussion. Both the Soviet Unfon and China, and both the Soviet

discussions on all important questions of common concern in

to have unity of action. If the disputes between the Chin;seogggr
Soviet Parties cannot be settled for the time being in consulta«
tions between the two Parties, then unhurried discussions ‘'should
be continued. When necessary, the views of both sides should be
Presented completely objectively to the Communist and Workers'

the unity between the two Parties and the tw i
{ r 0 countries and thus
give the enemy the opportunity of driving a wedge between us.
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(5) On the basis of the above principles, our two Parties, .
together with other Communist and Workers' Parties, should strive
through full preparation and consultation to make a success of
the meeting of representatives of the Communist and Workers'
Parties of all countries to be held in Moscow in November this
year, and, at this meeting, should work out a document conform-
ing td the fundamental principles of Marxism-Leninism and the
principles of the 1957 Moscow Declaration to serve as a programme
to which we should all adhere, a programme for our united
struggle against the enemy.
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SUPPORT FOR SOCIALIST CHINA MEANS WHOLEHEARTED SUPPORT
FOR CHINA'S VETERAN LEADERS

It is altogether necessary for communists in Britain to defend
China's veteran communist leaders, .including Comrade Teng Hsiao-
ping. Part of the counter-revolutionary rightist nature of the
'gang of four' was expressed in their standpoint: "Veteran cadres
are democrats and democrats are capitalist roaders”. Therefore to
reach the truth and achieve clarity on the question of the 'gang
of four' we must certainly expose this line and defend veteran
cadres of the CPC.

Comrade Teng made outstanding contributions to the workers'
struggle and the Chinese revotution. Revisionists in the Marxist-
Leninist movement in Britain and throughout the West are slander-
ing the Communist Party of China and are distorting the truth
about the 'gang of four'. There are new revisionists who dress up
their treachery in 'Jeft' words. This is the way they.hide their
true intentions. Their cheap invective very often is directed
against Comrade Teng but'it is Comrade Hua Kuo-feng and the
Communist Party of China who they are really attacking. So it is
timely for us to deepen the struggle against revisionism, espec-
ially this new form which places an ideclogical barrier in the way
of building the revolutionary party of the working class in
Britain. The truth about Comrade Teng should be placed before
British Communists.

SOME IDEOLOGICAL POINTS

We Have to admit that the influence of the 'gang of four' has
caused confusion throughout the movement in Britain. The RCLB
naturally has not been immune from this. More precisely it is true
to say that the founding organisations of the RCLB shared the
movement's confusion on this question during 1976 and the years
before. It is wrong however for us to make a self-criticism for
any incorrect statement made by the RCLB's -foumding. organisations
on the question of Comrade Teng. These mistakes:could not be
avoided without committing a more fundamental error of confusing
the working class by raising uninformed doubts about the Communist
Party of China. Comrade Teng's dismissal from office in April 1976
was supported by us as a matter of proletarian internationalist
duty. It is the duty of all communists in Britain to support the
socialist People's Republic of China, publicise its achievements
in class struggle, the struggle for ﬁroduction and scientific
experiment in order to demonstrate the superiority of socialism
over capitalism, and strengthen revolutionary awareness and unity
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first civil war period of 1925-27. He was in the Long March in
1934, He became a leading cadre in the people‘s army during the
war against Japan. He continued as a political leader in the
military field until liberation. An important part of his job-was
to ensure that the party commanded the gun. Important victories
were achieved by the armies that he played a part in leading.

After liberation, in 1952 he became Vice-Premier. In I954 he
became Secretary of the Central Committee of the Communist Party
of China. Later he became General Secretary of the Central
Committee and was elected to the Standing Commijttee of the
Political Bureau. This is the body where the most authoritative
Party members fulfill their leadership role.

With the Cultural Revolution beginning in earnest in 1966,
Comrade Teng was criticised for taking the capitalist road. On
August 8th 1966 the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution was
thoroughly underway with the I6 point decision of the Communist
Party of China on the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution.
Comrade Teng was criticised at the same time as the "Number One
Party person in authority taking the capitalist voad, Liu Shao-chi.
Their names are associated in this way, so our self-styled
"super-revolutionaries” will have it that if Liu Shao-chi was a
renegade so is Teng Hsiao-ping. Our revisionist friends need no
more "proof" than that:

But the fact that Liu Shao-chi and Teng Hsiao-ping were critic~
ised and removed at the same time does not prove that they are
guilty of exactly the same errors. Nor does it prove that Comrade
Teng is an unrepentant capitalist -roader. Still less does it show
that Comrade Teng is not firmly on the socialist road at the
present time. We must have recourse to facts. Mao Tsetung often
said "Seek truth frem facts'. Lenin said, "Facts are stubborn
things". There are some stubborn facts about Comrade Teng that
will not 1ie down despite the formidable verbal artillery of the
'gang of four' and their ideological brothers in the West.

Not every comrade in the movement is conversant with the early
days of the Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution. Young comrades
are entering the movement and are forming a valuable and indeed
indispensible part of the strengthening vanguard of the working
class. They are eager to build the leading centre in the struggle
to rebuild the revolutionary Communist Party of the working class
in Britain. To them maybe the issue of Liu Shao-chi's revisionist
bid for supreme power in the party and state of China is
irrelevant history. Perhaps some of the cut and dried slogans of
the “super-revolutionaries” who are at present attacking China may
confuse some comrades into believing that the downfall of the
'gang of four' is a repudiation of the Great- Proletarian:Cultural
Revolution -and an adoption of the line of the renegade Liu Shao-chi.
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The restoration to all his posts of . = feny Hsiao-ping at the
Third Plenum of the IOth Central Comm of the Commun1st‘Party
of China in 1977 may be seen as "prooi -~ such an absurd view.

So it is necessary to examine the Gr¢  “-olatarian Cultural
Revolution and to study what the line of iu Shau-chi was up to
and including the beginning of the Cultur:' Revelution. In the
course of this we can compare the line of  :rade Teng.

WHAT WAS THE ESSENCE OF THE GREAT PROLETAR. ;ELI!BAL REVOLUTION?
Mao Tsetung said:

"gith the overthrow of the landlord class T whe bureauedat-
capitalist class, the contradiction betwee:. working class
and the national bourgeoisie has become the principal contra—
dietion in China; therefore the national bourzzcisie should
no longer be defined as an intermediate clas: "

(Selected Works, vol V, p77 June 6th 1952)

This clear analysis of the principal contradiction (that is the
main contradiction - the contradiction which plays the 1ead1ng_aqd
decisive role) as that between the proletariat and the bourgeoisie
was made quite soon after liberatfon. Liu Shao-chi did not agree
with this. Mao's view firmly held that the period -afiter liberation
was not essentially a stage of the democratic revolution requiring
among other things a strategic alliance with the nqtlonal bourg-
eoisie.The .new period was one ot socialist revolution.and
socialist construction. The post-liberation period was one of
unfolding the struggle to eliminate capitalism.

Liu Shao-chi's view was different. He said in 1959:

"to use capitalism conditionally to serve socialism, so as to
faeilitate the progress of socialisi cqnstructmon."
(The Victory of Marxism-Leninism in China, FLP, 1959 pl6)

This article by Liu Shao-chi was published in. “World Marxist
Review" to commemOrate the IOth anniversary of the founding of the
People's Republic of China. It contains other gems such as:

"we accomplished in the main the socialist transformation of
agriculture, handicrafts and capitalist tndustry and commerce,
and basically solved the question of "who will win" in the
ownership of the means of production”. (page 17)

Apart from the bourgeois complacency of this particular state-
ment, there is the most incorrect use of the phrase "who will win".
This question was posed by Mao and Chou in relation to the class
struggle as a whole and both are on record as saying that the
question of "who will win" in a number of fields will be resolyed
only after a considerable period of time. "Who will win" is a
matter of whether the revolution in all fields will be continued
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urider the dictatorship of the proletariat or whether the revolution
will Be halted and the bourgeoisie restored to power.

i ' i i t edition of Peking
trast to Liu Shao-chi's line a recen
: Revggwc?;uglished in conditions where the 'gang of four' have been
repudiated and Comrade Hu? Kuo-feggt;s ]Sgg;ngftﬁfui?r:ﬁd1glngin
ruggles against the influence of the 'ga { 0 1
zgngggiohs ghere Comrade Teng Hsiao-ping is restored to all his
" posts) said about these questions:-

2 ; China, the struggle
"iust before and after the founding of New s
i:f‘:weesfthe proletariat and the bowrgeoisie and between the
soctalist and the capitalist rood was extremely sharp.. S.ome
people used to cite China as a case of peaceful transition,
and the political economy textbooks published in the §ou§qt .
Union in particular held that the transz;zoz {Tzz cgpzt;egzzieo
ctalism in China was a peaceful one and t at the bour :
. 33??35333'2:d without any struggle complied with the transfgrm
ation of ownership. This was far from the ?ruth. The struzg e
‘between the two classes and the two roads in our eountry has
alvays been extremely fierce.
: ('Peﬁing Review' 49., Dec.2.1977, p4-5)

i -thi direct
st recent quote is, among opher §h1ngs, a C
refzzgiigz of Liu Shao-chi's revisionist line. So wherepwtthef
restoration of capitalism in the line of the Communist Party o
R ho differences
i i
' e -is' no reference material to hand to show any
betﬁgg;fLiu Shao-chi and Teng'H§1aq-p1n?]oz t&ﬁsihgitéggiédgut
' ‘the Cultural Revolution it is well known that
?2:gr§t:uggled defiantly against the Soviet revisionists whereas
Liu Shao-chi was not so distinguished.

’ "Wind i " published in
: Tn in the useful book "Wind in the Tower" published i
197g?ns§;¥ in relation to the struggle against Soviet reyisionism,

" % lu Shao—chi asserting at the First Plenum of_ the
gf;%if g:zgzgiuamZ:ittee'(September 1958) ﬁhaﬁ ﬂThe Twenngth
Congress...is a political event of worlc? szgnszar'tce. .

has condemned the personality cult'" while Teng Hsiao-ping
defended Mao.” ("Wind in the Tower", plI6).

i be 11 { hi and Teng Hsiao-
There is  reason to believe that L1q Shao—g
ping were not as close politically and ideologically as the
"1eft' revisionist gossips would suggest.

The most important contrast we can make between these two men

i i iti i i i i ding the Cultural
in their political and ideological views is regar i U
Revolutiog Ttself. Statements by leaders of the Chinese Communist

‘ i i i d concen-
Party on international events seldom ]eavg out a crisp an
tratgd stand on matters relating to China itself. If space allows,
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Chinese leaders will never treat an international subject in isolatic
from the class struggle in China itself. This is especially true of
the question of reyvisionism. Revisionism is not something that
cropped up as a matter of chance in the Soviet Union. It is

an international phencmenon. Britain has suffered setbacks as a
-result.of revisionism.China too had its revisionists, and doubt-

qbqutﬁgrggggting a capitalist restoration by beating back the rev-
1sionist 'bid for s.preme power 1n the Party ana the State.

_In the struggle against the Soviet revisionists therefore Mao
Tsetgng and Chou En-Tai not only made ready to give tit for tat in

mindful .of the fact that what happened in the Soviet Union-might
also happen in China. In their statements against the Soviet
revisionists this was always borne in mind. It was Mao Tsetung
himself who stressed the need to "integrate the universal truths
of Marzism-Leninism with Chinese eonditions”. So the struggle
against modern revisionism is no academic matter for the Chinese
communists. It matters Because it determines whether the Chinese’

revolution will go forward or be reversed as it has been in the
Soviet Union,

On the eve of the full scale launching of the Great Proletarian
Cultural Revolution, an Albanian delegation visited China to cement
the fraternal link between the Communist Party of China and the

Party_of_Labour of A]banja in their common struggle against modern

received by three very authoritative leaders of the Communist Party
of China. One was Comrade Choy En-1ai, the others were Comrade

Teng Hsiao-ping and Liu Shao-chi. They all made speechés which were
published by the Foreign Languages Press in 1966 under the title
"Struggle Against ImperiaTism and Revisionism to the Very End“.

Firstly, we take the words of Chou En-lai. On the very question
of "who will win" in the ownership of the means of production, a

subject on which Liu Shao-chi's views are already exposed, - Chou
says this:

"In regard to ewmership of the means of production, 1t will
take a long historical period, of one hundred or severql -
hundred. years, to settle. the question of ‘who will win' -
soctaliem or capitalism”. (page 46)
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On the Cultural Revolution he said:

"Taking class struggle as the key link, we have in recent years
unfolded the socialist >ducation movement in the villages and
cities by stages and by groups and have achieved enormous

succegs, "

and,

"4 socialist cultural revolution of great historic significance
ig being launched in our country. This is a fierce, and
‘protracted struggle of "who will win", the proletariat or the
bourgeoisie, in the ideological field.” (pages 48-49),

Secondly, we take the words of Teng Hsiao-ping at that time.
He said:

"The Chinese Communist Party and the Chinese people are
vigorously pushing ahead the three great revolutionary
movements — class struggle, struggle for production, and
scientific experiment. All our cadres and the masses of
workers, peasants and soldiers have started an enthusiastic
campaign to study Mao Tsetung's works; they regard Mao Tsetung
Thought as the supreme guidance for all work. In order to
coneolidate and further develop the dietatorship of the
proletariat and the socialist system and to prevent the
restoration of capitalism, we are carrying on the socialist
revolution in depth on the political front, and particularly
on the ideological and cultural fromts, while continuing it
on the economic front." :

Thirdly, we cannot quote anything that Liu Shao-chi said in

this regard on that important occasion. There is nothing to quote.

There is not one word in his speech which relates to the class
struggle in China. Can we be surprised? Not at all: But these
quotations help to show a) How Chou En-lai at the earliest time
carried out the correct aims of the Cultural Revolution, b) How
the bourgeois Liu Shao-chi opposed the Cultural Revolution but
how Teng Hsiao-ping grasped some of the Cultural Revolution's
objectives and was ready to propagate them. If this latter differ-
ence is not important to the revisionist 'leftists' in Britain,

it 1is {mportant to the people of China and it is clear that it
was important to Mao Tsetung.

CHATRMAN MAO TSETUNG RESTORES COMRADE TENG IN 1973

At the Tenth Congress of the Communist Party of China in August
1973, Comrade Teng was elected to the Central Committee. Within
two years he was in charge of the day to day work of the Central
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Committee. His restoration was made on the recommendati

w%tb‘full support of the great leader and teacher Mao }ggtazg.

Ihe gagg of four' and their ideological colleagues in the West
cannot deny that stubborn fact. This did not happen with Liu
ro-chi as we all know. Mao clearly distinguished between the
ervors of Comrade Teng in the Cuitural Revolution and the counter-
revolutionary revisionist line of Liu Shao-chi. Repudiation of

this 1ine was the entire object of th Soo
its earliest phase. ! e Cultural Revolution in

Although the great achievements of the Cultural Rev i
the beginning (1966-69) are well known by communists 131551321§t
and the rest of the West, the shortcomings are not so well known:
Much of_tpe bad style of work, the dogmatism, sectarianism and '
suQJegt1V1sm we have seen in the Marxist-Leninist movement in
Br1ta1n have resulted from the same metaphysical (that is one-
s1de?) views that were held by Lin Piap and the 'gang of four'
The ‘gang of four's' control over the mass media in China had -
for years suppressed Comrade Mao Tsetung's dialectical material-
ist estimate of the Cultural Revolution. Mao said that the '
Great ProletarTaq Cultural Revolution had 70% achievements
and 30% shortc0@1ngs. For the shortcomings we now know that the
factionalism, violent struggle and the total negation of veteran
cadrgs can be traced to the sabotage of Lin Piao and the 'gang of
four®. It was Lin Piao who said that the Cultural Revolution was
a revolution against those who had made revolution. It was Chang
Chun Chiao who said that the Cultural Revolution was a change'of
dynasty. These were outright distortions of the aims of the
Cultural Revolution as laid down by Mao Tsetung and the Communist
Party of China. These views were not accidental ones. The ‘gang
of four pgtﬂforward the counter-revolutionary rightist
programme ?eterqn cadres are democrats, and democrats are capital-
ist roaders”. This absurd pseudo-Marxist "analysis" is counter-
revolutionary becausg it is the signboard of revolt against the
core of the proletarian leadership. It is rightist becasise it is
3;;;2:;§t?1yt;nte?ded b¥ the 'gang of four' to establish “a new

n the place of the Bolshevi i

correct Communist Party of China.heV1k {eadership of the great,

Both Lin Piao and the 'gang of four' sought to cre :
and confusion, not in the ranks of the bourgeois c]asgt:nggsgsbut
among the revolutionary people. They were against working class
unity and stability. They were against unleashing the Cultural
Revglqt1on along correct proletarian lines. For example, the
322;2;:35aggu;hetCulguraltﬁevolution emphasised étrugélé through

ent. Also, the si "Uni i i
victories™ was put to the forezogan dntte to win still greater
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However, Chiang Ching, one of the prime movers of the 'gang'
urged Red Guard factions to fight each other saying in perversion

of the 1ine of Mao and the Party, "Attack by reason, defend by
force".

So it {s Lin Piao and the 'gang of four' who can be held
responsible for the shortcomings in the Cultural Revolution. It
1s Mao, Chou, the Communist Party of China and the masses of the
Chinese people who achieved the great successes. It is Hua Kuo-
feng, the Communist Party of China and the Chinese masses who are
protecting and consolidating those gains.

The truth is that the restoration of Teng in 1973 was perfectly
consistent with the continuation of the Cultural Revolution. His
opposition to the 'gang of four' and his determined efforts to
uphold the correct 1line of the Party and correct the shortcomings

of the Cultural Revolution were by no means rightist in class
content.

Mao and the Party went a step further however than just restor-
ing him to the Central Committee. At the Second Plenum of the
Tenth Central Committee on January 1975, Teng was appointed Vice-
Chairman of the Central Committee and Vice-Chairman of the State
Council and Vice-Chairman of the Military Commission. In the
situation where Chairman Mao was in failing health and Premier
Chou was in the final stages of his illness, Mao said that
Comrade Teng should take charge of the day to day work of .the
Central Committee. Thus Teng in 1975 was chosen for posts and
dgiven work which the ‘gang of four' coveted. Teng became a
barrier to the ambitions of the 'gang of four'.

.—"THE THREE DIRECTIVES" AND THE "RIGHT DEVIATIONIST ATTEMPTS TO
REVERSE CORRECT VERDICTS™

In. 1975 Teng set to work with a will to carry out the decisions
of the I0th Central Committee. He boldly tackled long outstanding
problems relating to socialist construction and the well-being of
the masses. The objective of building socialist China into
"a great, powerful and modern socialist country by the end of the
century" was tackled resolutely. This objectve was not something
invented by Comrade Teng. For example Mao said:

"You have a big population, such a vast territory and such
rich resources, and what ig move, you ave said to be building
socialism, which is supposed to be superior; if after working
at it for fifty or sixty years you are still unable to
overtake the United States, what a sorry figure you will cut!
You should be vead off the face of the earth. Thevefore, to
overtake the United States is not only possible, but
absolutely necessary and obligatery". (Strengthen Party Unity
and Carry Forward Party Traditions, Vol. V. p 315,

August 30th I956).
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jaid emphasis on implementing Mao's three directives
whiZﬁngre: studg the theory of the dictatorship of the proletariat,
on stability and unity, and on pushing the.nat1ona1 economy
forward. Mao put these directives foyward in 1974. It 1is clear that
implementation of these three directives was ent1fe1¥ necessary
to the future of the socialist revolution and socialist construct-
jon. It is clear also that the 'gang of four' opposed these
important directives and were ready to distort and slander the work
Comrade Teng did in trying to solvekthe most impertant problem of
correctly relating the three directives to the key link of class
struggle. In the first draft of "On the Genera] Programme for all
work of the Party and the country" drawn up in 1975, Teng scient-
ifically and militantly upheld the general line of t@e Communist
Party of China and seriously began the work of felat1ng the
problems of economic development with the key I!nk of class
struggle. This first draft polemicises firmly with the fallacies
of the 'gang of -four'. Like all documents of the CPC, it 1s
deeply political. It is a product of sharp class struggle which
firmly takes the stand of the working class.

For example Teng says in the document:

"The study of the theory of the dictators@ig of the prolqtariat
and thereby combating and preventing revisionism, OCCUpLES
the foremost position among the three ﬁmpor#aué'dprectzves“‘
(taken from a translation in "The Case of the Gang of Four
by Chi Hsin).

He also refers to the key 1ink of class struggle but he
concludes by saying that the three directives should be taken as
the key link. That is an error. But two Eo1nt§ shou]d_be borne
in mind here, a) It was a first draft which 1ike all important
documents required thorough examination, criticism and adjust-
ment. b) It was an important beginning to correctly sqlv1ng the
problem of relating the three directives to thelkey Tink of glass
struggle. It was not a "poisonous wegd“-as the ‘'gang of four
asserted. It was not a "right deyiationist attempt to reverse
correct verdicts" or a repudiation of the Cu!tural Revolution.
It was a determined effort to solve the burning praoblems of ﬁhe
Chinese Revolution. Many of these problems were creqted by the
'gang of four' themselves who represented the negative 30%
aspect of the Cultural Revolution.

Another document drafted under Comrade Teng's 1eadﬁrsh1p was
nSome Problems in Accelerating Industrial Development which is
more widely known as "The Twenty Points". Toge@her'w1th the
‘General Programme' and another document on scientific work )
entitled "Outline Report on the Work of the Aca@emy of §c1ences s
these documents showed that the Party was squaring up firmly to
burning problems of revolution aES production. A1l these documents



were branded by the 'gang of four' as the "3 Poisonous Weeds".

An article in 'Peking Review' recently said the following
tn defence of the "Twenty Points":

"Class struggle as the key link runs through the contents

of the "Twenty Points". Having assembled numerous facts about
the existence of class struggle and analycsed the situation
in class struggle, it pointed out that 'the struggle on the
industrial front between the two classes, the two roads and
the two lines 1s extremely fierced adding that it was
necessary to grasp 'this principal contradiction...to uphold
the Pavty's basic line, critieise the revisionist line,
capitalist tendencies and bourgeois factionalism and
resolutely deal blows at the class enemy's sabotaging
activities®. " ('Peking Review' 42, pp7-8).

_ This e¥ce11ent'art1c1e exposes the 'gang of four's' motives
in attacking "The Twenty Points", It states further that:

"From the very outset the 'gang af" four' considered the critic-
ism of the "The Twenty Points" a bombshell in their attack
against the comrades in the central authorities. They branded
the decument "aprograme for restoring. capitalism,’ slander-
ously called Comrade Teng Hsiao-ping an. ’“unrepentant
eapitalist-roader, ' and contrived pretexts for striking doun
ather central leading comrades™.

The ‘gang of four' started a "mass campaign” against Teng in
late 1975 to early 1976, branding him as "unrepentant capitalist-
roader®. The masses, who were fully aware of the problems that
Comrade Teng was earnestly tackling, shunned the campaign and
would have nothing to do with it. It angered the people that the
real object of the campaign was the repudiation of Comrade Chou
En-lai and by inference Mao himself. The anxiety created by that
campaign clearly added to the masses justified anger when in early
April 1976 they demonstrated their militant support for Mao
Tsetung and Chou En-Tai in Tien An Men Square in Peking. By
various devices including the removal of wreaths in honour of
Chou En-lai, the 'gang of four' succeeded in antagonising the
masses in Tien An Men Square and branded the whole affair as "a
counter-revolutionary incident" created by Teng. Thus Teng was
dismissed again but retained his precious party membership.

CHAIRMAN HUA RESTORES COMRADE "TENG TO ALL RIS POSTS

At the Third Plenum of the 10th Central Committee in 1977,
Comrade Teng was again restored to his posts. This was a wise
decision made on the recommendation of Comrade Hua Kuo-feng. Hua
has distinguished himself by solving the problem of the ‘gang of
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four' promptly and without a drop of blood being spiit. He has
also solved the problem of relating the struggle for socialist
construction and other matters of the “"three directives" to the
key 1ink of class struggle. He has put forward the correct formula
"grasp the key link of class struggle and bring about great order
aeross the land”. =

The dacision to restore Comrade Teng Hsiao-ping to all his
posts is a correct decision. It is in line with a dialectical
approach to selection of Party cadres at the highest level. It is
a decision which sharply contrasts with the bad bourgeois style
of the'gang of four' who demanded absolutely correct leaders. In
reality those who talk of absolute correctness are the furthest
from the truth. When they promote cadres they do so on the
principle of granting favours to those who express total agreement.

The .strength of the Communist Party of China is in Marxism-
Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought and in the masses of the people. The
only true “"absolute" is the absolute .truth of materialist
dialectics. The struggle against the 'gang of four' in China is
a repudiation of one-sidedness and metaphysics. Comrade Teng is
a tempered Marxist who would never concede defeat at the hands of the

- the bourgeois 'gang of four'.

The lesson for us is to grasp more firmly dialectical materialism
and seek truth from facts. i :

In finality we quote from the great proletarian leader and
teacher Mao Tsetung:

"Tn a word, we must act in accordance with dialectics. So said
-Comrade Teng Hsiao-ping. In my opinion, the whole Party
should study dialectics and advocate acting in accordance
with dialectics". )

(Selected Works, Yol V., p382 Jan.,1957).
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BUILDING THE FACTORY CELL

A PARTY UNIT'S WORK SUM-UP

@%jtoria1 Note: This article is reprinted from 'Class Struggle',
the theoretical journal of the Communist Party (Marxist-Leninist)
of the United States of America. It contains valuable lessons for
the present stage of our industrial work., ).

With the recent founding of the Communist Party (Marxist-
Leninist), it is important to clarify and deepen our understanding
of building factory cells. The constitution of the CP(M-L) states
‘clearly that the Party "bases itself primarily at the point of
production, through the factory eeill,”(d Jand later, "The Party cells,
and principally the factory cells, are the foundation of the Party
organt sation. " (2) However, an ongoing struggle must be waged
to make the new Party's factory cells grow in number and strength,

The October League (Marxist-Leninist), which recently united
with other organisations to form the CP(M-L), was primarily based
in the factories. The experience of one-of its factory cells,
formed two years ago in a medium-sized plant in heavy industry,
can show by concrete practice the struggles involved in building
the Party <in this way. -

When this cell was formed, it was first necessary for the
cadre to understand why they were there and what their tasks were
in the present period. Basing the Party in the factories is a
Marxist-Leninist principle. The proietariat is the only thorough-
- 1y revolutionary class in history. It is the only class capable
of overthrowing the brutal, decaying rule of the bourgeoisie and
© reconstructing society along socialist lines. It is destined to

do this because {ts place at the point of socialized production,
enables it to grasp most clearly the fundamental contradiction
within the capitalist system. It is in the factories, mills, and .
-mines that the social production of the proletariat rises in

sharp contradiction to the private ownership of the tiny capital-
ist class. It is here that the organisational base for the
proletariat's armed insurrection can and must be situated.

Today, however, the basic organisations of the workers in the
factory, the trade unions, are controlled by revisionist and
reformist misleaders who work as. agents for the capitalists.

The Party must Tead the struggle to drive out these misleaders
and win the broad masses of workers in the trade unions to the
struggle for socialism.
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The cell is the Party's link to the masses. In this period, we
are still building our Party, placing it firmly on its feet, and
rooting it among the masses. This means we are mainly in a period
of revolutionary education of the masses. We combine this education
with mass actien against the system in order to prepare for the.
upcoming period of mass revolutionary upheaval. The present task
of each cell can be summed up by the slogans, "Win the advanced
to communism and the Party" and “Build the Party in the heat
of class struggle."”

From this basic understanding of the Party's tasks, our
factory cell began to centre its work around 'The Call/E1 Clarin;
using it as a collective organiser, agitator and,propagand1st.
The cell began to build a secret distribution network in the
factory, selling the newspapers secretly to contacts. Within the
cell, consistent ‘'study of Marxism-Leninism was carried out to
guide our practice. At the same time, the cell began to put -
forward a mass program for struggle in the union. But, as Mao
Tsetung pointed out, correct ideas do not fall from the sky. Our
experience is no different - a correct line is only developed
through- two-11ne struggle and learning from our successes and

‘mistakes in the actual class struggle.

Some of the first agitational work this cell did was around an
upcoming contract negotiation. We put out some leaflets, signed
by the Octoher League, poplarising. several contract demands,

These also exposed the bureaucrats for opposing the mass demands
of the workers and keeping the negotiations secret. We put

forward wage, pension and cost-of=1iving demands, as well as
demands around health and safety, against forced overtime, against
segregation in departments by nationality and sex, and for_
translations of the contract and Jjob postings into the various
languages that the workers speak,

COMMUNISTS AND MASSES CLOSELY LINKED

Through the use of these agitational leaflets and 'The Call/E1
Clarin; we got to know many workers who were interested in chang-
ing the union, a core of whom were advanced workers interested
in making revolution. We held meetings with active workers. .In
these meetings leaflets were written and then.distributed through-
out the factory. The leaflets were mainly focused on the contract
struggle. During this period, an OL member was elected to the,

contract negotiating committee.

As the negotiations developed, the company and the union
misleaders kicked the OL member off the negotiating committee to
prevent him from exposing their sellout deals. The workers were
furious. The company and the union brought the police into the
factory to prevent the workers from having meetings ang to arrest
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two communists. The workers shut down their machines and staged
a four-hour wildcat. Communist agitation united the workers
while bosses and union officials tried to split the workers and
send them Rhack to work.

During the wildcat, communists did broad agitation exposing
the role of the state and the police. They atso showed concretely
the role of the union leadership as these traitors openly worked
with the bosses and the police to attack the workers. Communists
exposed the system and put forth the need for revolution. By
continuing the struggle and relying on'the masses, the workers
won the best contract in the company's history. After a prolonged
struggle, one of the communists who had been arrested and fire
‘won his job Back with full pay. The other won his back pay, but
was not rehired.

GARY TYLER CAMPAIGN LINKED TO LOCAL CONDITIONS

After the contract struggle, the cell combined ongoing work
around the demands that were raised during the contract per<nd
with a campaign in the union to suppport the struggle to free

Gary Tyler. We put out leaflets, used 'The Call'widely, circriated

a petition, and bu it for a union meeting to demand that the
union support the Gary Tyler struggle. During this campaign

we did a great deal of education on the national question,
Afro-American self-determination, and the role of the state as

an instrument of class oppression. We also linked the Tyler case
to the struggle against discrimination in the factory and exposed
the chauvinism of the union leaders Tocally and nationally. We
brought out the necessity of building the alliance between

the workers' movement and the national movements in order to
overthrow imperialism. '

In summing up this work, we saw that our use of 'The Call* and
our development of secret 'Call"networks had given us the ability
to mobilise the workers, to lead the wildcat and to carry out
broad revolutionary education. On the other hand, our main weak-
ness was in not consolidating the gains of the wildcat, the
contract struggle, and the Gary4Ty1er campaign by actually
recruiting the advanced workers into the OL cell. We didn't
grasp the decisive role of propaganda, when correctly combined
with agitation, in winning the advanced to communism and the
Rarty. We had thought that communist agitation was sufficient and
at ‘times had confused mass agitation with propaganda work. The
result was that some of the advanced workers fell away from us,
while others stayed close due to their determination to make
revolution.

This weakness was reflected in the uneveness of our ‘Call!
sales. In general, between 10% and 20% of the workers in the

50

plant read the paper weekly. But sometimes this would drop to 5%.

In order to push our work forward and to rectify our mistakes,
we needed to Bring out two-line struggle in our cell -~ to critic-
ize incorrect lines and move ahead with the correct line. During
that time, the struggle against Martin Nicolaus' revisionist line
was developing within the OL. Although Nicelaus was-unable to win
any si%nificqnt number of cadre consciously to follow him, errors
reflecting his revisionist line were petgg exposed through mass.
criticism throughout the organisation. This struggle, especially
around the questions of agitation and propaganda and the trade
unions,were crucial in clarifying cur work. We saw that we had
mainly been separating communist agitation from propaganda and
downplaying propaganda with the advanced.

We set out to rectify our errors and began organising
Marxist-Leninist study with several workers. At first, however.
in trying to correct our practice of "agitation only", we fell
into the practice - of doing "propaganda only" for a short period
of time. The result of this line was that we drew back from our
widespread use of ‘The Call' and mass agitation. The bankruptcy
of this "propaganda only" line became clear to the cell in prac-
tice. The cell became temporarily isolated from the mass struggles
of the workers. We were drawing the advanced out of the struggle
and trying to do propaganda work detached from class struggle.
During that period we bowed to spontaneity in our trade union
work - only putting out leaflets in response to ‘some attack by
the company, such as a firing or speedup. We were separating
party-building from the class struggle. Only by continuing and
deepening the struggle against the Nicolaus line inside the cell
could we grasp how to correct these errors.

LABOR BUREAUCRATS AS AGENTS

Throughout the organization, the Nicolaus 1line on the labor
aristocracy was also being criticized. Our cell carefully. studied
and criticized his view that we should unite with the so-called
liberal wing of the Labor bureaucrats. We saw that the bourgeoisie
is promoting a certain brand of their agents in the workers'
movement. They are pushing such misleaders as Miller of the
United Mine Workers, Sadlowski of the United Steel Workers, and
Fraser in the United Auto Workers in order to stem the rising .
tide of rank-and-file anger. In words, these traitors use milit-
ant rhetoric; in deeds, they attack the workers. For example,
Miller rode to power on the issue of the right to strike over -
health and safety, but since he has been in office he has vicious-
ly attacked all such wildcats. Fer hts part, Sadlowski never ewen
opposed the bureaucrats' so-called Experimental Negotiating
Agreement, which took away the steel-workers' right to strike over
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the national contract. He only called for a vote on:it. This
brand of misleader especially has to be exposed in order to win
the workers away from the influence of reformism. :

~ At this -time the OL labor campaign was initidted. This cam-
paign of revolutionary education was aimed at winning workers
away from the influence of the reformist and revisionist trade
union leaders and providing communist leadership to spontaneous
struggles of the masses. It was also aimed at consolidating and
putting {nto practice the theoretical gains we had made in our
struggle against the Nicolaus line. Through the campaign we
sought to deepen our roots in the factories, build the Party, and
expand our {nfluence in the workers' movement, ’

The campaign was organized around two slogans: "Build Class
Struggle Unions!" and "Drive Out the Bureaucrats'" Nationally,
the campaign focused on a boycott of the national steelworkers’
election and a demonstration of autoworkers at the UAW convention
in Los Angeles. This campaign moved our cell forward in its mass
work, organizational work and ideological work. |

Our cell. took the national campaigns into the factory, explain-
ed them and built support for them. Within the union our campaigns
-against speedup,. forced overtime and discrimination exposed the
- labor leaders as agents-of the imperialists. In our leaflets we
began to give an overall view of what a class struggle union
would be, as opposed to a union led by class collaborationists.
We put forward concrete demands for democracy ih the union by
proposing changes in the union constitution and by advocating
measures- that would strengthen the right to strike. We drew out the
line of the misleaders ,,showing how they serve the capitalists
on every -issue.. We brought many political issues into the shop,
1.e., the fight against the segregationist movement, the struggle
against deportations, International Women's Day, May Day, the
independence struggle in Puerto Rico, the struggle against super-
power war preparations, support for the third world, etc.

We explained how our stand on these questions reflected the
interests of the working class in contrast to the chauvinism and
.class collaboration of the bureaucrats. We exposed the bureau- -
crats' complete support for the capitalists' attack on the
workers in the face of the economic crisis, as well as their open
support for war predparations. Through this exposure of the bosses
and the bureaucrats, we showed the necessity for revolution and
the:.need for a Marxist-Leninist party.

At the same time we took up more study of Marxism-Leninism with
‘the advanced workers, linking the study with practice in the
shop. We also expanded our 'Call' networks, and internally the
unit took up extensive study on the trade union question.
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LINE TESTED AND STRENGTHENED THRQUGH PRACTICE

The campaign was a way that the cell tested the OL's Tine on
the trade unions in practice and deyeloped it. Through it, we
strengthened our understanding of the period we are in, how to
combine agitation and propaganda, and the decisive role of propa-
ganda in winning the advanced. We raised the woman question to
unite men and women and to draw the women into the struggle. We
fought against all forms of national oppression to unite the class,
as well as to build the merger of the workers' movement and the
national movements. We saw in our practice that our firm line on
the national question clearly differentiated us from the hosses
and the bureaucrats, and also from every opportunist trend within
the communist movement.

An important aspect of the campaign was developing a deeper
qnderstandfng of tactics. Through the campaign we gained exper-
lence in applying a wide range of tactics in our trade union work.
In other cases, we made tactical errors that did not help us move
closer to our strategic goals. Correct tactics in the campaign
flowed from applying our Marxist-Leninst line to the cancrete
conditions we face. They flowed from correctly understanding the
mass Tine. Only the masses of workers can carry out the slogans to
drive out the bureaucrats and build class struggle uniors. We can-
not substitute the vanguard for the masses. We have to have -a
protracted view of learning from the workers, of sumning up their
correct ideas in a class struggle program, and winning the workers
themselves to carry out this program as their own. We also must
build the independence and initiative of the Party while construc-
ting a secret apparatus to withstand all the attacks of the
bourgeoisie. .

The work of our cell advanced when we grasped the mass line,
united with the majority of the workers, and brought forward
Marxism-Leninism. However, certain tactical errors tended to
isolate us and set the struggle back. For example, some of our
leaflets made it seem as if only communists could participate
in and lead the struggle to revolutionize the unions. This is
incorrect since the great majority of the workers can be won to
fight the bosses and the bureaucrats and many class fighters
who are not yet communists will play a leading role.

.As we continue to carry out our task of building class struggle
unions, the Party's influence is growing and many workers are
being won to the cause of socialism. The battle we are waging to

3u11d strong factory cells is a struggle we must continue and
eepen. -

In doing so, we can look to present-day opportunist
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REVISIONISTS ATTACK MARXIST-LENINIST LINE ON THE FACTORY CELL

organizations as teachers by negative example. A!sg, we can look
to the history of our movement, drawing both positive and negat-
ive lessons from the past.

The practice being developed by the CP(M-L) clearly §hows the
link between a revolutionary political 1ine and revolutionary
organization., In sharp contrast to a Marxist-Leninist view on the
role of the factory cell is the line and practice of the revis-
jonist Communist Party, (CPUSA). In a pamphlet by Daniel Rubin )
entitled 'How a Communist Club Functions,' the CPUSA gomp]ete]y
negates revolution as a strategic goal, Marxjsm-Len1n1sm as a
guiding science, and the industrial proletariat as the leading
force. Rubin is the CPUSA's organizational secretary, one of the
party's top officials. -

First, Rubin stresses that the club's focus of work among the
masses is election campaign work: "The club should know the:
various ‘election districts, the election calendar, the pantécular
character of the political panties and the electoral formations
in the area.” (3 JFurthermore: "Every club should have a strategic
aim and line for its arvea of responsibility. If #@e cZub.tergzt-
ory embraces a counctlmani¢, assembly or.congresstona% district,
achievement of the strategic aim might be registered in an e?ec—_
tion of ‘that (anti-monopoly) coalition{4) In the factory, which is
not seen as any more important than a. community club, Rubin says,
"the strategic aim is to change the balance of forces in the shop
between the bosses and the workers!'(5) He goes on to describe
this as building a "left current" in the shop, meaning uniting .
with the reformist trade union leaders. Nowhere in the pa@ph]et
does he refer to independent communist work, revolutionizing the
unions, or overthrowing the capitalist system. Instead, he advo-
cates uniting with the labor bureaucrats.

In .discussing the tasks of the club education director, Rubin
states that study should simply be aimed at solving problems in
mass work, and that it is impossible to study Marxism-Leninism
within the club because of lack of time. He thus completely
eliminates Marxism-Leninism as the science of revolution and as
a guide to action.

The revisionists also attack internal struggle and the comm-
unist principle of criticism and self-criticism, Says Rubin:
"Longer meetings indicate either rigid, mgchaniqa% approaches,
trying to predetermine every detail of mass activity or an
unhealthy situation of inner struggle..."(Emphasis added} (6]
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The CPUSA's downplaying of the factory “"club" and opposition
to Marxist-Leninist-training clearly shows that this organization.
is no longer the Teader of the industrial proletariat. In fact, °
its main focus is to live within the rotten system of imperialism,
not to overthrow it. As Rubin puts it: "In every activity all
clubs should constantly seek to increase the acceptance of.the -
policies of the party as a legitimate and progressive organization
on the US political scene.'(7)But legitimate in whose eyes? It
could only be in the eyes of the U.S. bourgeoisie.

HISTORY OF THE TWO LINE STRUGGLE IN THE COMMUNIST MOVEMENT

These two lines - one represented by the CP(M-L), the other by
the CPUSA - represent the historical struggle between Marxism-
Leninism and revisionism on the question of the factory cell. This
struggle has been waged since the development of the Russian Bol-
shevik Party and clearly draws out the link between political
line and organization.

In Lenin's day, the Bolsheviks took up the struggle against
the Menshevik line. Described In Lenin's classic work,'One Step
Forward, Two steps Back', these opportunists called for a loose
organizational structure where every striker could join and
every professor could declare himself a member of the party. This -
view of organization was a direct result of their revisionist
Tine. The Mensheviks did not require a mainly secret party with
strict membership requirements. Their party organization would
never be capable of leading the masses in waging armed struggle
against the bourgeoisie, smashing its state apparatus, and sejzing
the means of production. In fact, they had no intention of carry-
ing out such a proletarian revolution.

Throughout Eurepe a similar incorrect line was upheld by most
parties of the Second International. These revisionist parties
based themselves electorally in the communities. Within the fac-
ories they held the leading posts in the trade union bureaucracy
and were tied to the labor aristocracy, not to the rank-and-file
workers. These parties also -eventually showed that they oppposed
proletarian revolution. They sided with their own bourgecisie
during World War 1 and abandoned the working-class struggle.

The victory of the Bolshevik Revolution in 1917 clearly showed
the correctness of Lenin‘s -1ine on organization and its 1ink tb
revolutionary politics. The Bolsheviks practiced democratic-.
centralism and their cells were based in the factories. Groups of’
Marxists who supported and united with Bolshevism in power split
from the Second International to form new parties and a new inter-
national, the Third or Communist International. (It was at this
time, 1919-21, that Marxists in the U.S.solit from -the Second
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International affiliate, the Socialist Party, to form the Comm-
unist Party,U.S.A.) Although these communist parties had broken
with the political line of the Second International, an automatic
move toward basing their organizations in the factory did not
occur. Struggqle continued intensely throughout the history of the
Communist International.

Many of these new parties were still based primarily in the
communities. Organizationally, this reflected a revisionist line
on the state. It meant mainly .relying on elections as the chief
means of achieving power.

STRUGGLE AGAINST BROWDER'S TRAITOROUS LINE

In the U.S., an intense struggle went on to base the CPUSA in
the shops. The Central Committee put forth the slogan "Into the
Shops" from the years 1925 to 1929. Nonetheless, The Central
Comni ttee stated in 1930 that "less than 10% of the Party member-
'ship is organized into factory nuclei!(8)While the Party had a
revolutionary line on the factory nuclei, there were real prob-
lems putting it into-practice. The Central Committee said in 1930:
"While there is no open opposition to work inside the factories
and the building of factory nuclei, there exists a considerable
unclarity and no less passivity in the ranks of the Party."(9)
During this period much of the struggle was aimed at getting the
leading bodies to pay more attention to the work of the factory
cells and to combine the work among the employed and unemployed.

The most important struggle, however, was waged against the
traitorous, revisionist line of Browder, who would eventually
use this "unclarity and passivity” to totally Tliquidate the fact-
ory nuclei. Under his leadership, the CPUSA was actually dissolved
for a short period in the 1940s. In the Tate 1930s, factory
concentrations were attacked and shop papers and trade union
fractions were liquidated.

Browder's 1ine advocated alliance with the bourgeoisie and a
total liquidation of all communist independence and initiative.
When the genuine Marxist-Leninists were able to force the reest-
ablishment of the Party, it was still constructed mainly along
electoral district lines, where it remains today. Even after
Browder was thrown out of the Party, his line remained strong,
though the Marxist-Leninists struggled hard against it.

Finally in the late 1950s, after the traitor and revisionist
Krushchev made his slanderous attack on Joseph Stalin and res-
tored capitalism in the world's first socialist state, the
Dennis-Hall clique of American revisionists were able to oust the
Marxist-Leninst forces from the CPUSA. With full control of the
Party now, and with support from the revisionists in power in the
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USSR, the Dennis-Hall clique completely turned the remnants of
this once-revolutionary party into the revisionist swamp it is

today. It now acts as a fifth column of the Soviet social-".
imperialists.

For twenty years, due to the revisionist betrayal, the U.S.
working class and oppressed nationalities have had to struggle
against imperialism without their general staff, argenuine
communist party. But now with the founding of the CP(M-L), true
revolutionary leadership is being again established in .the U.S.
But we must continue to build this young Party and put it firmly
on its feet. In doing this, the building and strengthening of the
factory .cells is very significant. The factory cells must remain
the basic strongholds of the CP(M-L). The cells are where workers
are recruited and systematically. trained in Marxism-Leninism.

The cells must be able to carry out agitation and propaganda
during this period, correctly combining this revolutionary. educ-
action with mass action. This is what it means to build the party
in the heat of class struggle, preparing the masses for the
revolutionary overthrow of capitalism.

1. ‘Documents from the Founding Congress of the Communist Party
(Marxist-Leninist)', (Chicago:CP(M-L), 1977), p.160.

2. Ibid.,p.163.

3. Daniel Rubin, 'How a Communist Club Functions', (New York
City: New Outlook Publishers, 1971),p.7.

4. Ibid.,p.8.

5. Ibid.,p.8.

6. Ibid.,p.19.

7. Ibid.,p.12
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