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A BRITISH COMMUNIST APPEAL

A BOGUS CHOICE

IN the coming General Election the working class and people of Britain
will once again be ofiered a bogus choice, between parties whose pro-
grammes differ only marginally. Tory, Labour, Liberal; they work up
much sound and fury in attacking each other, particularly during this
election period, but on the essential issues they are in agreement. They
all agree on the need to maintain the capitalist system in Britain; they
all agree on the need to maintain the United States military occupation
of Britain, and United States domination of political, economic, and
cultural life in Britain; they all agree on the need to maintain British
domination and military occupation of other lands, in the interests of
capitalist profit.

CAPITALISTS AND LANDLORDS RULE BRITAIN

In fact, all three main parties act in the interests of the wealthy
capitalists, financiers and landlords who rule Britain, in alliance with
their own kind in the United States, upon whom they lean for support.
This ruling class owns and controls the land and the factories, the mines
and the mills of Britain; either directly, as the dominant landowners
and shareholders in the big companies, or indirectly, via the “ national-
ised ” industries (for the machinery of the British state is completely
controlled by this ruling class). Production in Britain, and throughout
the world wherever Brifish capital is invested, is therefore production
for profit. This means, as it has always meant, a life of grinding work,
insecurity, hardship and suffering for the great majority of the people,
and a life of wealth, luxury and comfort for the few, who live off the
rent, interest and profit which they extract from the people.

These few make their vast rents and profits by forcing down the
living standards and intensifying the labour of the people, at home and
overseas; and they use the military forces of the state, whenever and
wherever necessary, to maintain this system of exploitation. Capitalism
drives inevitably towards unemployment and war.

DECEPTION OF THE PEOPLE

But if the people can be deceived into acceptance of capitalist
exploitation there is no need to use force—and it is for this precise
purpose that modern political parties have been developed. They are
Parliamentary parties, designed solely to win votes in elections and seats
in Parliament, or the local councils. Each aims to persuade a sufficiently
large section of the British people that it is best qualified to form a
government which can ensure the successful development of the capital-
ist system. The arguments among the main political parties centre,
therefore, upon how best to maintain and develop the capitalist system,
and tend to reflect differing capitalist opinions, differing interests within
the ranks of the ruling class itself. But these parties unite as one in
defezllce of capitalist exploitation, and against the basic interests of the
people.

TORY, LIBERAL, LABOUR
The Tory, party is the instrument through which the big capitalists

and financiers usually prefer to rule. It makes a direct appeal to the
profit-motive, to all established, and aspiring sections of the middle class.
“Tory freedom works,” they argue, and wherever possible “ free enter-

prise ” must do the job.

. The Liberal Party makes an appeal to disillusioned sections of the
middle classes; its proposals reflect the confusion in the minds of those
to whom it appeals; its main theme is negative—opposition to the Tory
* Establishment ”*, opposition to Labour’s “ Soecialism.”

The Labour Party makes its central appeal to the working class.
Its emphasis is upon rather more state intervention than is favoured by
the Tories, rather more “ planning ”, and “ controls ” by the state over
the capitalist economy (re-nationalisation of steel, some control of rents
and land values, etc.), rather more state-organised “ welfare ”, The state
is to be used rather more readily than the Tories would like in order to
ensure the smooth working of the capitalist system, and even to alleviate
some of its worst social consequences. This is the “ Socialism * of which
the Tories, the Liberals, and Labour themselves, speak.

The Labour Party is the instrument through which the capitalists
prefer to rule when “things get difficult  because it is easier to Ii?o:a.::'l the
working class and ‘working people with a party that pretends to stand
for Labour, than with a party openly standing for capitalist profiteering.

UNILATERAL OR GENERAL NUCLEAR DISARMAMENT ?

In this present election one important issue does divide Torie
Labour and Liberals. Both the latter now favour abandoning Bﬁltf;gg
“ independent nuclear deterrent.” In other words they argue that British
capitalists need not waste vast resources on producing atomic and
hydrogen bombs, and the means of delivering them, when British inter-
ests can be quite adequately protected by the United States nuclear

armaments. The Tories continue to maintain that the British state should
retain its own nuclear weapons.

It is likely that this argument reflects a genuine difference of
opinion among British capitalists, between those whose interests are
more closely tied up with United States capital, who are anxious to lean
more heavily than in the past upon the United States capitalists, and
their military power (and thus save resources for increased domination
and exploitation of the Commonwealth and Empire) and those who
believe that a policy of greater resistance to the United States will
ultimately prove more profitable for British capital, despite the military
cost involved in retaining nuclear armaments.

The recent acceptance by the Liberal and Labour Parties of uni-
lateral nuclear disarmament by Britain brings them into line on this issue
with the “ Left Wing ” of the Labour Party and the Communist Party of
Great Britain, who have advocated this for several years now. But is
this a policy in the interests of the British people? When two rival gangs
are ferrorising a neighbourhood the people aim to disarm both of them;
they gain nothing if the weaker gang joins forces with the stronger, so
that they can both jointly continue their attacks upon the people. The
British working class and people demand general and complete nuclear
disarmament, not “reliance” upon the military forces of the most
reactionary and dangerous power in the world today. We must achieve
the complete banning and destruction of all nuclear weapons.

Any move which increases the power of the United States ruling
class to dominate and subjugate Britain increases the danger of world
war and is a betrayal of working elass interests, a betrayal of the British
people, a betrayal of our country.

WORKING PEOPLE NEED SOCIALISM

The interests of the working class and working people demand
not the development but the ending of the capitalist system. Under
capitalism the more that working people earn the less the unearned
income of the shareholders, the greater the profits of the shareholders
the smaller the wages of working people. This clash between wages and
{);'oﬁts is inevitable under capitalism. But ecapitalism itself is not

evitable. It can, and must, be replaced by a Socialist system, in which
the people own and control the land and factories, mines and mills, and
organise production to meet their own needs. Socialism means planned
production for the peoples needs. Secialism means an end of unearned
income, an end of wealth and luxury for the few, an end of hardship
and suffering for the many. Socialism means peace. And already Social-
ism is being built in one-third of the world.

SOCIALISM VIA PARLIAMENT OR VIA MASS STRUGGLE ?

Socialism cannot be won through Parliament. Should a genuine
working class party, standing for Socialism, even appear likely to win a
majority of seats in Parliament, then the law would be changed, Parlia-
ment would be dissolved, by force if necessary. The only way to win
Socialism in Britain, and end the class divisions and injustice in our
society, is for the working class and working people to rely upon their
own strength and their own understanding, to build uE their own organ-
isations (completely independent of the British capitalist state, of which
Parliament is a part) which can lead them in mass struggle against the
constant attacks of the capitalists upon their living standards, their
rights and their liberties. It is only through such struggles that the
working class and working people will steadily gain in strength and
understanding of the need for Socialism, and finally succeed in over-
throwing the rule of the capitalists, financiers and landlords.

continued on page 2

GENERAL ELECTION

The North of England Communist Assoeiation, which
has been established by the local Committees of the
C.D.R.C.U. in Lancashire and Yorkshire, will be contesting
the Huyton Division in Lanecashire in the General Election
on October 15. The candidate will be Mike Baker. All com-
rades and friends who can help, in person or with cash, are
asked to contact A. Major (Election Agent), 57 Manchester
Road, Chorlton-cum-Hardy, Manchester 21. 35,000 election
addresses will be distributed, and there will be two meetings,
at The Sylvester County School, St. John’s Road, Huyton;
7.45 p.m. Thursday, October 8th; and 7.45 p.m. Wednesday,
October 14th. (The election address includes “ A British
Communist Appeal,” and “ A Programme of Working Class
Demands,” reprinfted on this page and on page 2.)
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A Programme of Working Class Demands

. FOR HIGHER WAGES
AND IMPROVED: WORKING CONDITIONS.

THE capitalists hit at the interests of working people week in and week

out, year in and year out. We must wage stubborn and continuous
struggle against their attacks in every field. On the job they seek to
increase their exploitation of the people by speed-up of work and by
lengthening the hours of overtime, while the basic wage is deliberately
1kept dowrt In this they are aided and abetted by most official trade
sunion leaders. Only by fighting to increase the basic wage can workers
‘successfully develop the fight to ban overtime. _

We must fight for an immediate increase of 109% on every wage, for
drastic improvements in welfare at the place of work, for the 40-hour
week (where this has been achieved, for the 35-hour week) and for
three weeks holiday with pay for every worker.

FOR HOMES AT LOW RENTS _
In the field of housing the capitalists maintain a shortage of homes

-for-working people in order to force up rents and mortgage payments.

Through their control of the state they have abolished nearly all rent
controls over private landlords, with the 1957 Rent Act and others; and
compelled local councils, and those who seek mortgages to buy their own
homes, to borrow at high rates of interest from the financiers. The rents
which working people are forced to pay have more than doubled in the

last ten years, and mortgage re-payments have become a burden for’

millions of workers. Housing must be treated as a social service. All
speculation in land must be ended. All privately rented homes must be
taken over from the landlords by the local councils. Interest-free loans
must be granted to the councils, and to all home-owners. All rents and
mortgage repayments can then be cut by at least one-half, and a huge
increase in the building of homes for the people can be achieved.

FOR HIGHER PENSIONS
FOR FULL AND FREE SOCIAL SERVICES

In the field of social services the capitalist state has reduced the
real value of benefits, and made a mockery of the workers’ fight for full
health and educational services, and genuine security for the sick, the
aged and the disabled. We must fight to double all pensions, and for free
public services for pensioners. We must fight for free and full health
and education services for all, and equal treatment for all.

FOR TRADE UNION AND DEMOCRATIC RIGHTS

Democratie liberties, which our people have fought for for centuries,
are under -constant attack from the ruling class, whose state laws in
recent years have progressively restricted the rights of working people.
We must fight immediately to end all restrictions on the right to strike,
and for full recognition and facilities to organise on the job. Vietimisa-
tion must be resolutely opposed, and attempts to saek shop-stewards
must be met with immediate industrial action. The right to work must
be guaranteed, in every part of the country, and in every locality. We
must fight to end all discrimination on grounds of ecolour, race, creed
Or Sex,

FOR FREEDOM FROM FOREIGN OCCUPATION

The capitalists who rule Britain step up their taxation of the people
year after year in order to pay for their military expenditure, imperialist
bases, and wars throughout the world. They join with the United States
imperialists, and others, in pacts of aggression under which United States
troops occupy our country, and British troops occupy other lands. We
must fight for the immediate withdrawal of all United States bases,
troops and nuclear weapons from Britain, and all British bases, troops
and nuclear weapons from other lands; for the immediate withdrawal
by Britain from all United States dominated pacts of aggression, such
as N.AT.0.,, CEN.T.O., and S.EAT.O., and for the destruction of all
nuclear weapons. Arms expenditure can then be more than halved.

FOR NATIONAL LIBERATION

All this military expenditure is aimed at maintaining the exploita-
tion and oppression of nations throughout the world. We must fight for
the immediate liberation of all the peoples still under direct British

colonial rule, as in Guyana and South Arabia, and against all attempts
to oppress and exploit the countries of Asia, Africa and Latin Ameriea.
We must fight for the repeal of the Commonwealth Immigrants Act, and
against all the techniques of neo-colonialism, such as the “Malaysian
Federation.” We must fight for a united and independent Ireland, and
for the right of the Scottish and Welsh nations to determine their own
future.

FOR RECOGNITION OF THE SOCIALIST COUNTRIES

The capitalists have been kicked out of one-third of the world.
There is no more rent, interest and profit for the few in the Socialist
lands, where the working class is in power. We must fight for fall
recognition of the Socialist countries by the British Government. Recog-
nise the German Democratic Republic; recognise the People’s Republic
of Albania; recognise the Democratic Republic of Vietnam; recognise the
Demoecratic People’s Republic of Korea; admit the People’s Republic of
China to the United Nations.

WE MUST ACT NOW!

These demands must be fought for now. Let every organisation |

which claims to represent the interests of working people be asked to
raise these demands, and to mobilise the people in order to fight for
them. We will unite on these issues with all who are willing to join
in the struggle. But those organisations which reject the demands of
the working class, or who pay them lip service alone, will in their turn
be rejected by the working class. For it is the capitalists, and those who
serve them, who stand in the way of achieving these demands. So long
as they retain state power none can be guaranteed, there can be no
guarantee of liberty, no security from unemployment, hardship and war.
The working class must lead the people in ending capitalist rule, and
establish a Socialist Britain, which will, in peace and friendship with
the peoples of all lands, utilise the great resources of this country for
the needs of the people alone.

DEFEND

the living standards of the working
class and all working people!

DEFEND

Trade Union and all democratic rights!

END

United States capitalist domination
and military occupation of Britain!

END

British capitalist domination and
military occupation of overseas lands!

DEFEND

World peace! Ban and destroy all
nuclear weapons!

END

the unearned income of the jandlords
capitalists and financiers!

FORWARD

to Socialism in England, in Scotland
and in Wales, in friendship with the
working peoples of all lands!

continued from front page

The British capitalist state must then be broken up, and replaced
by a working class state, which will rest on the strength of the workers’
own organisations. : -

THE NEED FOR A WORKING CLASS PARTY

Working class interests demand, therefore, a party of a new type,
which does not just call for votes at election times, but which co-ordin-
ates and leads their struggles against capitalist attacks in all fields and
at all times.

It is just because the leadership of the Communist Party of Great
Britain has buried these basic truths, just because they are now seeking
only to catch on to the coat-tails of the Parliamentary Labour Party,
have joined with the other parties in playing the Parliamentary game of
make-believe, and have abandoned the call for mass struggle by the
working class against capitalist attack, and for the final overthrow of
capitalism, that we British Communists are now replacing this leadership
in order to re-establish the Communist Party in Britain.

THE NEED FOR A GENUINE UNITY OF THE LEFT

Whether the idea is advanced by the Left-wing ” of the Labour
Party or by the Communist Party of Great Britain it is false to argue
that by “ nationalising ” industries within the capitalist state the working
class can advance towards Socialism—the advance, in fact, is towards
greater control by the capitalist state, run by the capitalists, financiers
and landlords. Whatever the “ Left-wing ” of the Labour Party and the
Communist Party of Great Britain say, it is false to argue that the ex-
ploiting class can be removed from power by Act of Parliament. What-
ever the * Left-wing ” of the Labour Party and the Communist Party of
Great Britain say, there can be no peace between capital and labour
nationally or internationally.

We reject a “ unity of the Left * which is based on these false ideas,
and benefits only the exploiting class. We ecall upon the working class,
and all working people, to organise now in order to resist capitalist

attack. We must fight back now against the attacks upon our living
standards and democratic rights. We must fight back now against the
Government'’s plans for overseas wars. We must fight back now against
the military occupation of Britain by the United States. We must free
our country from the domination of the American millionaires, and
move on to oust our own ruling class from power, for all time. These
are the issues on which the Left, the working class, and all working
people, must unite.

WHY COMMUNISTS STAND FOR PARLIAMENT

We British Communists contest this, and future elections, not be-
cause working class representation in Parliament will ever win Socialism,
but because during the elections, and in Parliament, when genuine Com-
munists are elected, the real issues can be placed before the people, and
the mass struggles of the people encouraged and assisted. But these
struggles will be centred in the factories and the depots, the mines and
the mills, and the great industrial cities of Britain. It is here that we
must organise in defence of our rights; it is here that the decisive battles
will be waged; it is here that working class power will finally be won.

THE WORLD-WIDE STRUGGLE FOR FREEDOM

The wealthy capitalists, financiers, and landlords, who rule Britain
today, in alliance with their own kind in the United States, are at heart
frightened men. They fear the power of the working class and working
people. Their attempts to maintain their domination and exploitation
of the peoples of Asia, Africa, and Latin America, from whom they still
derive so much of their loot, are visibly failing. Despite all their propa-
ganda the truth is breaking through. With each day, and week and month
that passes, the peoples of these lands, who constitute the great majority
of the peoples of the world, are advancing towards complete liberation
from the domination of Western imperialism. The cardboard castles of
our rulers are crumbling throughout the world. Why, then, should we in
Britain lag behind? Now, more than ever, is the time when we, the
working people of Britain, can strike back against capitalist domination
and exploitation, and win all that is rightfully ours.

——
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Before ‘The British Road’

This is the revolutionary programme which The British Road to Socialism

replaced....... »

FOR SOVIET BRITAIN

The Programme of the Communist Party adopted at the XIII Congress
February 22nd, 1935.

Part 1—THE CLASS STRUGGLE IN BRITAIN TODAY

BRITAIN today is in the hand of millionaires—owners of the biggest
trust, the biggest banks, the biggest steamship companies; in short,
owners or controllers of the big monopolies. Nearly everything we use
or need pays toll to them: soap and milk, cigarettes and cinemas, news-
papers and wireless are im their grasp, as well as mining, chemicals,
transport etc. These millionaires, these monopoly capitalists, not only
own or control the chief means whereby we work and live, but, in fact,
control the whole governing machine. They pull the strings. And they
use their power to make themselves richer and richer at our expense.
They hire workers to make profit out of their labour; their capitalist
production is for profit, not for use; and to get more profit they slash
wages, carry through speed-ups and worsen conditions. This mad race
for profit ends in a crisis; and then they try to get out of the crisis—

at our expense.

Look at the result!

Four of the most important in-
dustrial districts of the country are
now callously labelled * derelict
areas "—South Wales, the North-
East Coast, West of Scotland and
Lancashire, the very places in
which British capitalism established
its wealth and power, now * dere-
lict,” now “depressed” areas.” Over
2,000,000 unemployed! And the
Prime Minister openly states that
even if trade revives, “‘great bodies
of men and women” would be to
all intents and purposes *super-
fluous scrap.”

Poverty, insecurity and malnutrition
making their inroads in the homes of
millions of workers: low wages, in-
creased speeding-up, to the point of
physical exhaustion, is the lot of the
workers in the factories, mines and
shipyards: increases in the number of
accidents, sickness and a high death-rate
amongst the working-class mothers and
babies. This is Britain today for work-
ing men, women and their families.

Nor is it the British industrial workers
alone who are suffering. Many millions
of small shopkeepers, artisans, working
farmers, technical, clerical, administra.
tive and cultural workers are feeling
in their working conditions, in unem-
ployment, in falling incomes, and, above
all, in growing insecurity, the effects of
the decline of British capitalism. Their
“independent” lives are more and more
confined and crushed within the bounds
set for them by the dominating trusts
and combines. They are becoming for
the great capitalist employers and finan-
ciers “ superfluous scrap.”

For British capitalism, under the
domination of the big monopoly capital-
ists, is decaying. The masses of the
people of Britain are being ruined by
the big trusts and their millionaires.
Unless we put an end to capitalism, the
lot of the masses will become worse and
worse.

THE CAPITALISTS ARE DRIVING
TO WAR

But it is not only poverty and inse-
curity and unemployment which threat-
ens the majority of British people. For
the great capitalist employers, the great
financiers and bankers have one last use
for us all, even after it has become
unprofitable for them to employ us; and
that is to recruit us for war. Just as
In time of war the scrap metal of
indusiry is fed back in the blast furn-
aces to make shells and guns, so now
the “scrap men”—which is all that
“great bodies of men” have become for
the capitalists—are to be fed back into
the gigantic machine of capitalist war.

The cause of capitalist war is the
attempt of each national capitalist group
—British, French, German, American,
Japanese, etc.—to beat its competitors
on the world market and to win bigger
and bigger profits for its own million-
aires. For monopoly capitalism has now
reached the stage when war-is inevitable
—unless stopped by the workers, This
Is the stage of monopoly capitalism or
imperialism. Imperialism means that
the big trusts and big banks are domin.
ating at home, are dominating (through
their investments) abroad, and that the
colonial countries have been divided up
amongst the Imperialist Powers. There-
fore the Imperialist Powers are rivals of
one another in the world market.

With the crisis this rivalry becomes
fiercer and fiercer. This competitive
struggle is carried out, firstly by tariffs,
quotas, and other economic measures,
and then finally by war. We have seen
the fight by tariffs, quotas, etc., and we
are now reaching the stage of war.
Daily and hourly the capitalists are pre-
paring for this bloody solution of the
economic crisis. The most fearsome,
ghastly and deadly armaments are being
piled up. Science and inventive genius
are prostituted to discover and perfect
the means of death and destruction of
millions, in order to win new markets,
territory, and spheres of profitable

capitalist investment, to bring rent,’

interest and profit for a handful of em-
ployers, bankers and landlords.

THE CAPITALISTS ARE DRIVING
TO FASCISM

Fascism is the weapon of the million-
aires against the working class. Fascism
is the dictatorship of the most ruthless,
reactionary and jingo section of
monopoly capitalism. The paymasters
of Hitler and Goering are the biggest
millionaire financiers and capitalists of
Germany. The whole aim and ohject of
the setting up of Fascist Governments,
as can be proved in detail from the
experience of Fascist Italy, Fascist
Germany and Fascist Austria, has been
to reduce wages, lengthen hours of
work, abolish social services, curtail
education and cut unemployment pay.
The object of the violence and barbarity
used by the Fascists in crushing the
workers' trade unions, political parties
and co-operatives is to prevent any re-
sistance to this policy.

To prevent the workers’ resistance the
Fascists use not only force but also
fraud and deception. They play upon
the prejudices which the millionaire
press instills into the workers’ minds. In
each country they blame the *alien
sweaters "—t{o prevent the workers lay-
ing the blame on their own exploiters.
They stir up jingo feeling and national-
ist hatred amongst the masses to take
the place of class feeling against the
millionaires at home.

In Britain the capitalist preparations
for a Fascist form of government are not
only Mosley’s blackshirt gangs, financed
and organised by rich capitalist groups.
The “ National Government " is also pre-
paring the ground, with its militarising
of the police, putting in middle-class
officers and mobilising middle-class
*“ specials ”; it is swelling the numbers
of its secret police, to spy upon working-
class organisations; it is organising con-
centration camps for the unemployed,
suppressing still further the workers’
right of free speech, and abolishing
many other existing rights through the
Sedition Act, and taking additional mea-
sures to concentrate control in the hands
of central officials instead of elected
local bodies. This is exactly how the
Governments in Germany and Austria
prepared the way for open Fascism.

British workers are not blind to the
fact that the British capitalist class is
just as ruthless and savage as any other
capitalist class—the methods adopted to
crush the General Strike, the Black and
Tans in Ireland, the shooting down of
hundreds of defenceless workers at Am-
ritsar, in India, the holding down by
armed violence of millions of colonial
peoples have proved this.

Actually, the huge armed forces, and
the colossal imperialist apparatus of the
British capitalists is only made possible
by the oppression and robbery of the
colonial peoples. It is by the plunder of
India and other colonies that enables the
ruling class fo wage the class struggle
in this country. And this is also the rea-
son why the struggle of the British
workers must be bound up with the

struggle of the colonial masses. It is a
common fight against a common enemy.

FACE THE FACTS

The British workers must face
with full and serious determination the
situation as it is; face the fact that all
capitalism has to offer them today is
poverty, malnutrition, low wages, speed-
ing-up and unemployment. Fascism, war
and slavery; and that neither they nor
their families have any hope or future
under capitalism.

There is no need for a single worker
to be overworked or in dread of losing
his job; no reason why an unemployed
worker should lack the necessaries of
life, or why he should not be brought
back into employment. All over the
world millions of workers are year by
year coming to realise these facts and to
see that nothing except the existence of
capitalism prevents them building up
for themselves a decent and secure
world. Everywhere the workers are be-
coming less and less willing to put up
with an entirely unnecessary state of
semi-starvation. They are showing them-
selves more and more determined to in-
sist upon their right to food, clothing
and shelter for themselves and their
families. But to get this, capitalism
must be overthrown. To get this is only
possible by the building up of Socialism,
giving peace and prosperity, happiness
and new life to the whole working popu-
lation.

How can the workers end Capitalism?
Many workers still believe that all they
need can be cbtained by Parliamentary
action. The Communist Party declares
it is not possible to end capitalism and
establish socialism in Britain by the
election of a majority in the House of
Commons. The capitalist class will never
allow itself to be gradually expropriated
by successive Acts of Parliament. More
than twenty years ago leaders of the
Tory Party openly organised a rebellion
in Ireland rather than submit o an Act
of Parliament. Since then, the rise of
Fascism throughout the world proves
that the capitalists themselves will throw
overboard all forms of democracy and
resort to every kind of lawless violence
to preserve their power and their pro-
fits. Without breaking the power of the
capitalists it is impossible fo get rid of
capitalism or to build socialism. It is a
question not of votes but of power.

The leaders of the Labour Party de-
clare that the workers must choose be-
tween a peaceful gradual way of abolish-
ing capifalism and establishing socialism
and the revolutionary way advocated by
the Communists. But the workers have
no such choice. There is no such “peace-
ful, gradual” way. The organisation of
Fascist storm troops, whose sole pur-
pose is the suppression of the workers’
organisations by violence, is the final
proof of this fact. The false character
of Labour Party policy is written in
Italy, Germany, Austria and Spain; writ-
ten in the blood of the workers, in the
concentration camps, in the appalling
suffering, the torture chambers and in
the swing of the executioner’s axe. Yet
after this unmistakable growth of Fas-
cist violence in one- capitalist state after
another, the leaders of the Labour Party
still urge the working class to rely only
upon Parliamentary and “ democratic”
methods.

They do more than “urge ”: they will
not tolerate any united action amongst
the workers against Fascism and war.
These Labour Party leaders, and chiefs
of the General Council, who freely
speak on the same platform with capital-
ists, would put a ban on any member
of the Labour Party who joins in build-
ing a workers’ united front. They have
even tried to throttle the rights of trade
union branches and to insist that none
shall be elected who may have other
opinions than themselves. Such a policy,
such opinions and such methods will
never stop Fascism; on the contrary,
they break up the unity of the working
class for struggle against the capitalist
attacks, and open the gates to Fascism
and war.

It is nothing less than a crime to de-
lude the workers with the false hope
that the capitalists will quietly lay down
their powers and privileges if only suf-
ficient Labour members of Parliament
are elected.

This was precisely what the German
Labour Party (the Social Democratic
Party, as it was called) and the German
Trades Union leaders did. They, too,
used all their power to prevent the Com-
munists and Social Democratic workers
from uniting to fight against Fascism.
They, too, rejected the Communist
Party’s offer of unity in the struggle
against Fascism. They, too, told the
German workers that there was no need
for militancy or struggle and that capi-
talism could be abolished, the terrible
conditions of the workers ended, and
socialism establisher by securing parlia-
mentary majorities. It was just this
which made possible the success of
Fascism in Germany.

But since capitalism cannot be over-
thrown through parliament, how then is

it that the workers can win power, and
construct Socialism in Britain?

HOW THE WORKERS
CAN WIN POWER

The answer is that a workers' revolu-
tion can do it. But that revolution is
not a single spontaneous act, coming like
a bolt from the blue. It is a continuous
process. It beging with victorious strug-
gles of workers uniting to win their
elementary demands: the struggle
against wage cuts, the struggle against
high rents, the struggle against speed-up
and wholesale dismissals. The fight
against hunger is the fight against the
capitalist class. The fight against Fas-
cism and War is the fight against the
capitalist class. The struggle for colonial
liberation is the fight against the capital-
ist class.

By every victory in that struggle on a
united front against the capitalist class,
the workers step by step develop unity,
power and organisation. Bit by bit the
workers become more and more con-
scious of what they have to do and how
they can do it. Out of their own ranks
there develops in the course of struggle
a working-class party that can be the
vanguard of the fight, that can lead the
whole class in its day to day struggles
and therefore in the final struggle for
the overthrow of capitalism and the
establishment of the workers’ rule. This
party is the Communist Party.

Not only is this the way by which the
workers can and will win: but there is
no other way. The choice put by capital-
ism to the working class today is not
some imaginary alternative of socialism
by parliament, or socialism by revolu-
tiol?,l but the grim choice of “starve or
rebel.”

For in the end, the workers’ refusal to
submit to ever worsening conditions,
their fight against quick-coming Fascism
and War must either be crushed by the
capitalists or must lead to the overthrow
of capitalism. Nor has the Comm
Party ever denied that this overthrow
must be a forceful one; for the capital-
ists are certain to resist with all their
might. It is because of this that the
capitalists have accused it of “ advocat-
ing violence.” But what insolence and
fraud is involved in that accusation!
The capifalists, who are themselves
already employing unceasing violence
against the workers in every part of the
world, and who are on the point of
drowning the human race in the ocean
of blood involved in modern war, accuse
the Communist Party of “advocating
violence ”! The revolutionary struggle
which the resistance of the capitalists
makes inevitable will be but a thou-
sandth part of the growing violence
which is already being used by capital-
ists. Civil war is forced upon the work-
ing class. Moreover, the only effect of
the perpetual violence of the capitalists
is to destroy human ecivilisation. But the
revolutionary struggle of the workers
can, and will, open the way to a new
epoch of human progress better than
anything the world has yet experienced.

WORKERS IN UNIFORM

The unity of the working class in
struggle makes the capitalists retreat.
They give ground. They quarrel amongst
themselves. Beaten back in their attack
on the working class, they begin to prey
on one another. Conflicts arise and the
capitalist class as a whole gets into a
state of erisis. The authority of the
capitalists disappears.

In these conditions the conquest of
the power of government by the workers
becomes possible. For the army, navy,
air-force, are themselves composed of
men like the rest of us. They and their
families are also feeling the burden of
the crisis thrust on them by the capital-
ists. The men of the armed forces are
beginning to see more and more clearly
that their only fate under capitalism is
to be slaughtered in wars for the benefit
of the rich, nor is it true that the men
of the armed forces do not feel the need
of resistance to attacks on the workers'
standards of life. On the contrary, it
was the sailors of the British battle fieet
who at Invergordon in the 1931 crisis
year gave the rest of the workers the
best and most suceessful example of how
workers can prevent their standards of
living being reduced.

There is not the slightest doubt that as .
and when the capitalists are compelled
to ask the men of the armed forces to
perform more and more hateful tasks of
violence both at home and in the
colonies, while at the same time impos-
ing worse and worse conditions upon
them and their families, the capitalists
will find that their soldiers, sailors and
airmen are after all only workers in
uniform.

But this decisive issue of which side
in the struggle is taken by the armed
forces, itself depends upon whether the
working class as a whole frees itself
from the disastrous leadership by which
it is being stifled today, and adopts a
policy of unity and resistance to every
capitalist attack. For, at the decisive

continued on page 4
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OPPOSE “MALAYSIA”!

Following is an abridged translation of “Renmin Ribao’s” September 9

AFTER concocting the *“Gulf of Tonkin incident” and brazenly unleashing its

armed aggression against the Democratic Republic of Vietnam, U.S

. imperialism

has lately been working hand in glove with British imperialism in carrying out
military provocations and the threat of war against Indonesia under the pretext of

supporting so-called “ Malaysia.”

With the connivance and support of U.S. and British imperialism, the Rahman
clique made a false charge against Indonesia in the U.N. Security Council. This is
evidently a scheme by which it hopes it will not find itself in the dock once it
launches aggression against Indonesia; this also prepares the way for U.S. inter-
vention under the cloak of the U.N. All this points to the fact that U.S. imperialism,
while extending its aggression in Indo-China, is making use of the so-called
“ Malaysia” question to pave the way for invading Indonesia and spreading the

flames of war to all of South-East Asia.

Because of its opposition to the neo-
colonialist ““ Malaysia” project and its
support for the just struggle of the
North Kalimantan people, Indonesia has
earned extreme hatred from U.S. and
British imperialism. U.S. imperialism,
in particular, has run the gamut of
pressure, from calling off economic
*aid” to subversion, to force Indonesia
to abandon its just stand against “Malay-
sia.” But all this has failed to cowe
Indonesia. As the North Kalimantan
people wax strong in their fight for
independence, U.S. imperialism, which
has taken upon itself the task of sup-
pressing the national-liberation move-

ment in South East Asia, has turned the
spearhead of its aggression against
Indonesia.

In the eyes of U.S. imperialism, the
control of the region of Indonesia and
“ Malaysia ” is one of the key links in
pushing its global strategy. It is pre-
cisely because of this that the United
States, while intensifying its aggression
in South Vietnam, is actively interfering
in “Malaysia” in a vigorous bid for
linking up tlhe battlefields in South
Vietnam and in North Kalimantan into
a single front.

The resolute opposition shown by the
Indonesian Government and people
against ‘““Malaysia” and against the
threat of aggression from the U.S. and
British imperialists is entirely just. The
Chinese people firmly support this just
struggle of the Indonesian Government
and people. This is not only because
China and Indonesia are close, friendly
neighbours and the two peoples have
the common task of opposing imperial-
ism and upholding peace in Asia and
are duty-bound to support each other
in this struggle; it is also because the
struggle against ‘ Malaysia” is a com-
China and North Vietnam.” The U.S.

mon struggle of the people of the two
countries. The aim of the imperialists
in creating “Malaysia” is to oppose both
Indonesia and China. In rigging up
“Malaysia,” British ruling circles make
no secret of their aim to sow discord
between the Chinese and Malays inhabit-
ing this area so as to oppress both of
them and thus ensure British domi-
nation. At the time of the formation
of “Malaysia,” the U.S. propaganda
machine also talked about turning it
into an “ anti-communist bastion” and
employing “ U.S. and British military
forces ” in jointly coping with so-called
“ aggression from Indonesia, Communist

§ national
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and British imperialists, together with
the Rahman clique, are now persecuting
people of Chinese descent in the area of
“ Malaysia ”’; they even have no hesita-
tion about fomenting and creating
clashes between the Malays and people
of Chinese descent in order to whip up
an anti-Chinese atmosphere and pave
the way for their anti-Chinese campaign.
In the face of these vicious and despic-
able imperialist tactics, the Chinese
people naturally cannot look on with
folded arms. If the U.S. imperialists are
rash enough to wunleash aggression
against Indonesia, the Chinese people
will do all they can to support the
Indonesian people until the U.S. imperi-
alists are completely defeated. South-
east Asia belongs to the people of the
South-east Asian countries and not to
any imperialist power.

We are convinced that, under the
leadership of President Sukarno, the
Indonesian people, united and highly
vigilant, will smash every aggressive de-
sign of the imperialists and achieve
great victories in their struggle against
imperialism, against ¢ Malaysia’ and
in defence of their national indepen-
dence.

continued from page 3

moment, the action of the workers in
uniform will largely depend upon
whether they see the workers out of
uniform united, organised and ready to
take power from the capitalists.

THE UNITED STRUGGLE GROWS

All over the world the tide of working
class resistance is now rising; the ram-
part of working class unity is being
built.

In the Soviet Union the power of the
capitalists has been broken over one-
sixth of the globe. The Chinese Soviets
already cover an area with twice the
population of Britain. The European
capitalists are meeting with ever increas-
ing resistance when they attempt to set
up their fascist tyrannies. The leaders
of the Labour and Social-Democrat Par-
ties are finding it harder and harder to
prevent the workers from uniting their
forces.

In France, Austria, Italy and Spain,
the workers' united front was actually
formed between the Communist and
Socialist Parties in 1934.

With us in Britain also the struggle
grows. In spite of the efforts of the
leaders of the Labour Party, the Trade
Unions and the Co-operative Party, to
discourage all working class unity, the

British workers are beginning to fight
back, both industrially and politically.
There are millions of sincere and stal-
wart working class fighters in the ranks
of the Labour Party and Trade Unions.
There are many district and local
officials of the trade unions who do not
share the views of the National leaders,
and who feel the need for working class
unity against worsening economic condi-
tions and against the dangers of fascism
and war.

IT IS THE WORKERS WHO WILL WIN

Let these men and women be assured
that it is only the suppression of the
workers’ struggle by their present
leaders which is preventing the advance
of the British working class. The work-
ers have the power to overthrow capi-
talism. It is the capitalists who are
powerless, powerless to move a single
inch towards the essential reconstruc-
tion of society. It is the workers who
are strong from the very moment that
they unite and resist.

The Communist Party of Great Britain
summons the workers of Britain to those
tasks of organisation and struggle which
are necessary to the overthrow of British
capitalism. It does so in the knowledge
that there is no other way out for the
people of Britain. There are only two
alternatives; fascism, war and decay; or
Revolution, peace and socialism.

““Indonesian Landings”—

The Truth

VANGUARD has received the following statement by Pemuda Sosialis Malaya
on the reported “ Indonesian Landing ” in Malaya

On Monday, August 17th, Reuter
reported that “ heavily armed Indonesian
forces had landed ” on the west coast of
Johore early that morning. An official
statement issued in Kuvala Lumpur put their
number at between 30 and 40 and said
that they included members of the regular
Indonesian Navy and some Malaysian
Chinese and Malays.

On August 20th, newspaper reports
carried a statement by the Indonesian
Foreign Minister, Dr. Subandric, saying
that the reported landing was “a mere
fabrication of Kuala Lumpur.”

On the same day as the *“landing” was
announced, a Malaysian royal proclama-
tion declared the three neighbouring states
of Johore, Malacca and Negeri Sembilan
as a security area. The Territorial Army
was mobilised throughout the country. All
persons over the age of 12 were ordered to
carry identity cards at all times and the
death penalty was proclaimed for persons
found with illegal arms. The death penalty
for possession of illegal arms had in fact
been proclaimed in an earlier royal Fro—
clamation on August 13th, four days before
the reported landing.

The Malaysian Government has so far
only produced a picture of “a young
Indonesian infiltrator ” being taken into a
police station at Pontian “The Times,”
August 19th). This picture in no way
proves the “landing.” On the contrary,
a close look at the official figures and state-
ments issued by the Government reveals a
vagueness and contradictory aspects in the
whole episode. For instance, consider the
following : :

(1) The number in the invading party

was given at between 30 and 40.
Sixteen were captured on the same
day and to date (August 22nd) seven
have been killed. That leaves seven
to 17 guerrillas still at large. On
August 18th, 19th and 20th, accord-
ing to the - Ministry of Defence

statements, “several” “ Indonesian’

guerrillas ¥ were captured on each

of those days (the number was not

specified). That would give an
average of either 24 or 5 2/3 persons
captured each day and exhaust the
number of guerrillas that have
landed. But it seems that the num-
ber has not been exhausted, since on
August 21st several more were said
to be wounded (“The Times,”
August 22nd). That means the
taken as meaning an average of 1%
official term “ several ” must now be
taken as meaning an average of 13
or 4% persons. The first figure is
definitely ridiculous. The second
figure is made impossible by Tengku
Abdul Rahman’s statement on
August 20th that “most of the
infiltrators had been captured and
the remnants were starving in the
jungle.”  (“The Times,” August
21st).

(2) On August 17th, Tun Abdul Razak,
the Deputy Prime Minister, des-
cribed the situation as serious and
alleged that “Indonesia had com-
mitted an act of aggression.” On
August 18th, Dr. Ismail, the Minister
for the Interior, stated that “we
were prepared for this landing and
it was not unexpected. We are con-
fident we can contain them.” On
August 18th, Tun Abdul Razak
made another statement saying that
the situation was under control. Ts
it not surprising that a serious
situation arising out of external
aggression can change into a situa-
tion under control in a matter of
one or even two days ? Is there not
‘'something  suspect about the
“ seriousness ” ?

(3) On August 20th, Tengku Abdul
Rahman said that one of the princi-
pal objectives of the “Indonesian
guerrillas ¥ who made the landing

was ‘“to assissinate political leaders
in -Malaya and to stir up trouble

generally.” On the same day his
colleague, Enche Saadon Zubir, the
Minister for Transport, reveals that
the captured guerrillas told him that
their mission was “ to overthrow the
British in Malaya. They had been
misled and did not know that
Malaya was independent.” Can it
be that Indonesian guerrillas are so
ignorant of political developments
that they do not know that formal
independence was granted to the
Federation of Malaya on August
31st, 19577 As to assassination of

political leaders, it is still fresh in
everyone’s mind that on the eve of
the last general election in April the
Alliance made public a so-called
Indonesian  plot to assassinate
Tengku Abdul Rahman. Tengku
Abdul Rahman is still very much
alive today, but the “ plot ” did play
its part in scaring the people into
voting the Alliance into power.
Might this not be another pre-
meditated scheme of the reactionaries
in order to prepare the ground for
further attacks on the already
dwindling democratic right of the
people ?  Certain measures, like the
death penalty for possession of un-
lawful weapons, have indeed already
been taken.

Pemuda Sosialis Malaya reiterates its
stand and support for a negotiated settle-
ment of the Malaysia dispute. The door
for such a settlement is still open. We
are convinced that the proposal for a four-
men Afro-Asia commission to examine the
dispute afresh still provides the best way
out. The Philippines and Indonesia have
accepted the proposal. Tengku Abdul
Rahman has said that he is not opposed
to it on principle and that he would not
spare his efforts in seeking peaceful means
to seitle the dispute. We therefore call
upon the Malaysian Government to be
true to its words and act on them. The
war-like preparation that the Government
has been intensifying since the collapse of
the Tokio talks in June do not constitute
actions that are designed to encourage and
bring about a peaceful settlement. On the
other hand, it is a course of action that
is fraught with danger. This danger comes
from a total involvement of our people in
the U.S.-led imperialist plot against the
overwhelming majority o? the people of
South-east Asia. Such involvement would
sooner or later be strongly resisted by our
people and a civil war may arise leading
to serious consequences for the Govern-
ment and the peace of the country. Before
such a possibility becomes a reality, we
say to the Alliance Government to think
twice and adopt a reasonable attitude
towards the call for peace by the majority
of its citizens.

Pemunda Socialis Malaya is opposed to
the settlement of political issues through
violence. The progressive forces do not
need’ violence to advance their just cause.
But progress can only be made in a condi-
tion of wide genuine democracy for the
people and on the basis of their growing
political consciousness. It is the paramount
duty of the Government of the day to
guarantee that such a situation prevails.
Lacking such a situation, orderly progress
is impossible and violence is inevitable.
Violence in such a case is only revolu-
tionary violence against counter-revolu-
tionary violence, just-defence against unjust
attack.

Our country is now in danger of coming
to such a position. To avoid it, the
Government must at once repudiate
British neo-colonialism and U.S. imperial-
ism, step by step uproot the vestiges of
colonialism in our country, abolish the
remaining feudal relations in the country-
side and establish’ wide democracy for the
people. This is not an impossible and
unreasonable demand. It is the only way
out of the present near impasse.

KASSIM AHMAD
B Chairman, Central Committee, PSM

THE working class and working people of Britain are opposed to war in South-East
Asia in defence of the profits of the monopolies. They are opposed to the attempts
by the United States and British capitalists to maintain the *“ Malaysian Federation ”
against the expressed wishes of the people of Singapore, North Kalimantan and
Malaya. “ Malaysia” is a scheme cooked up by them in order to permit continued
military occupation of South-East Asia, and continued looting of South-East Asia
by the monopolies. * Malaysia” is directed against the peoples of South-East Asia,
against all who are fighting for freedom from imperialism, our common enemy.

— “ Malaysia ” must be opposed

— All provocations against Indonesia must be opposed ]

— Defend South-East Asia from United States and British imperialist aggression

— The British people will not fight for imperialism in Asia !

— Recall all British forces from Singapore, Malaya and North Kalimantan, and
allow the peoples of these lands to determine their own future



What is
Latin-
American
Youth
Fighting for?

THOSE — who because of ignorance or
premeditation, like to simplify Latin-
American events, present an image of
our youth as anarchic mobs, manipu-
lated by professional agitators and with
a supreme taste for violence. They are
supposed to stage systematic street riots,
acts of terrorism and of disobedience to
the law.

But the causes of events are never
analyzed. Journalists and commentators
never try to unveil the reason for this
rebellion and find out:

WHAT IS LATIN-AMERICAN YOUTH
FIGHTING FOR:

Latin-American youth fight for the
economic and political liberation of LA,
ruthlessly exploited by U.S. imperialism
and its local allies. The youth know
that U.S. investments in the area (more
than 10,000 million dollars) are in
absolute control of the continent. They
know that the U.S. sell to LA 20% of
their exports at very high prices, while
they get from LA, at ever decreasing
prices, raw materials. This unfairest
of all deals results in a balance of pay-
ment deficit of over ONE THOUSAND
MILLION DOLLARS per year.

The youth know who in LA are the
collaborators of the foreign exploiter.
They know that 0.3% of all landowners
are in posession of 65% of all the land,
most of it lying waste for centuries
(latifundio). The International Bank for
Reconstruction and Development has
declared that 20 million rural families
have incomes below subsistence levels
(calculated for a life expectation of 37
years!!!) while the ruling oligarchies
own deposits in foreign banks of more
than 14 billion dollars.

Latin-American youth fight for a
standard of living for their peoples that
is simply humane. The per capita in-
come of the Latin-American worker is
120 dollars per year. 25 million workers
are lacking the most elementary rights,
working up to 14 hours a day for wages
of hunger. 100 million Latin-Americans
(out of a population of 230 million) are
suffering endemic diseases. 140 million
are undernourished. 100 million are
illiterate.

The youth fight for the right of
Latin-American children to live. The
mortality rate, below 15 years of age, is
127 in a thousand, in the U.S.A_ it is 27
in a thousand. Each year ONE MIL-
LION children under one year of age
die of malnutrition and lack of medical
care. This is more than twice the num-
ber of soldiers the U.S. have lost in all
the wars they have fought from the
independence war to Korea. ’

The youth fight for an independent
foreign policy, in keeping with national
interests and the aim of peace and
friendship with all peoples of the world.
For the development of trade with all
nations on the basis of mutual benefit.
They fight for respect for the principles
of self-determination and non-interfer-
ence in the internal affairs of the
nations.

The youth fight for an end to U.S.
military presence in LA. Recent events
in Panama are a clear proof of what
the U.S. troops are capable of doing. A
similar case is the illegal occupation of
Cuban territory at the Guantanamo
base, which is a permanent provocation.
The U.S. give the reactionary dictators
and ruling oligarchies military aid
worth 482 million dollars a year. This
only means further repression for Latin-
Americans.

The youth fight for an end to cultural
colonization by U.S. imperialism in LA,
which means adulteration and some-
times even suppression of national cul-
tures as in the case of Puerto Rico.

The youth fight for their rights. For
the right to work. To work for the same
salary and the same number of hours
as other workers.

The right to education. To primary
and secondary as well as higher educa-
tion. The right to sports and recreation.
The right to occupy a place in society,
won with their effort.

The youth fight because they have
not forgotten the patriotic legacy of our
liberators of the last century. They
have inherited our liberators’ heroism,
their love for great ideals, the spirit of
abnegation and sacrifice and absolute
confidence in the final victory.

Reprinted from Revolutionary Venezuela
issued by the London Committee of the
Venezuelan National Liberation Front.

VANGUARD

A CRIMINAL
POLITICAL
BARGAIN

Following is the translation of an
article by “Renmin Ribao’s ” Commen-
tator published on September -8 under
the title, “ Oppose This Criminal Politi-
cal Deal! "—Ed,

BONN politicians and propagandists
have recently been clamouring for the
“ peaceful ” elimination of the German
Democratic Republic and its socialist
system. They call for “ German re-
unification without the participation of
Communists from central Germany.”
They openly advocate a “ deal with the
Soviet Union” to buy the German Demo-
cratic Republic for a certain price. This
is a plot that deserves close watching.

* % L]

The West German revanchists have
always dreamt of annexing the G.D.R.
With the backing of U.S. imperialism,
the ruling circles in Bonn have, over
a long period, energetically revived mili-
tarism and increased their military
power in the hope of annexing the
G.D.R. by force and rebuilding the Ger-
man empire. While busily working out
plans for military adventures, they have
recently been doing their utmost to
isolate the G.D.R. and prepare the dirty
deal of “buying the G.D.R. from the
Soviet Union ” in order to achieve their
aim of *reunifying” Germany ‘“in
freedom.”

What makes the Bonn revanchists so
bold as to push openly such an insolent
plan of “ buying ” the G.D.R.? And what
makes them regard the G.D.R. as some-
thing put on sale by certain persons?
Can it be that they have received some
tacit approval or hints from those who
recently sang the praises of the West
German militarists? But in so doing,
these people are reckoning without their
host. They should know that the days
of Munich are gone for good. Neues
Deutschland put it well when it wrote,
“ As for the price offered to the Soviet
Union,.it is of course easy to give away
things which one does not possess and
can never obtain.” The paper added,
“No bargain can ever be struck by
offering such prices, even in the °free
market economy’.”

* * »

The German Democratic Republic is
a state of the German people them-
selves and a member of the great social-
ist community. It is not to be sold or
bought by anyone. As Albert Norden,
Member of the Political Bureau of the
Central Committee of the Socialist Unity
Party of Germany, has declared, “It is
impossible to annex the G.D.R. or buy
it from any other socialist country.” The
destiny of Germany is in the hands of
the German people. The G.D.R. cannot
be bye-passed in seeking a settlement
of the German question. Those who
want to treat the G.D.R. as a piece of
merchandise and strike a political bar-
gain at its expense will never succeed.

The Chinese people have all along
supported the people of the G.D.R. in
their just struggle against U.S. imperi-
alist policies of aggression -and- war,
against West German militarism and re-
vanchism, and for the conclusion of a
German peace treaty and the settlement
of the West Berlin question on that
basis. We firmly support the G.D.R.
people’s righteous stand in safe-guard-
ing their counfry’s sovereignty, and
resolutely - oppose the West German
militarists’ aggressive scheme to annex
the G.D.R. and all criminal designs to
buy or sell out that country.

FROM CALCUTTA

THE era of undiluted Capitalism is gone. Gone also is the era of “ Guns
for Butter.” The reactionaries the world over and their yes-men, the
neo-revisionists, ‘are aware of that and that is why socialism of different
brands of their own brewing is on the lip of almost each and every
bourgeois democratic leader. To fieece the * under-dogs ” and to outwit
and pay the genuine Marxist-Leninists in their own coin nothing sounds
more euphemistic than the slogan of socialism itself.

But however desperate and hys-
terically frantic their efforts may
be to steal the thunder off the
world proletarian revolution, they
have to, with the sharpening and
climaxing of the class struggle,
come out in the true colours and
their class-character is unmasked
by their eventual lining-up with
the die-hard reactionaries.

Hence small wonder that the arch-
revisionist, Khrushchev, who tom-tom-
med his climb to party hegemony by
insulating ingeniously those of the
Russian comrades who questioned the
wisdom and efficacy of his dubious poli-
cies, finds in Eisenhower ‘“an emissary
of peace "—the very Eisenhower who set
Asians and Asians by the ears with a
view to enabling the US Big Business to
thrive on the tears and blood of the
teeming millions of Asia. Small wonder
that this arch-revisionist, Nikita Khrush-
chev, prescribed parliamentary demo-
cracy (or in the words of Marx, “ parlia-
mentary idiotism ™) to the Indian revi-
sionists as the only passport to the
establishment of an * égalitaire ” society
and strengthened the hands of the
Indian Big Business by rubbing shoul-
ders with Nehru, an advocate of the
shifty “ tiers monde " who masterminded
the art of putting the socialist cart be-
fore the capitalist horse and who, not-
withstanding the fact that he visualised
in his * Discovery of India” that “the
whole world is advancing along the road
of socialism as shown by Lenin,”
fathered, during his years of power, a
new brand of socialism, that is,  Social-
istic Pattern of Society” which has
helped the Indian Big Money-Bags to
bag more profits than they had done
during the entire British regime. In
1925 Comrade Stalin said apbout the
Indian National Bourgeoisie that their
eye was “sur le porte-monnaie.” In
India today the Dangaite revisionists
(Mr. S. A. Dange, Chairman of the
National Council, Communist Party of
India and at the same time a share-
holder whose letters to a British Viceroy
recently unearthed have proved beyond
a shadow of doubt that he was an agent
of the erstwhile imperialist rulers of
India and have caused a flutter in the
country’s political circles, .is now busy
-whitewashing his misdeeds and disciplin-
ing the genuine Marxist-Leninists.

The official party today is in the hands
of a handful of “Odgars” and “Lu-
crafts ’ and the reptile press is singing
the glories of these spineless self-styled
Marxists) are toeing the Nehru line with
the nodding approval of Messrs. Khrush-
chev, Suslov and Company, and are tor-
pedoeing all efforts at militant mass
opposition to the party in power and the
dark forces of right reaction. On the
trade union front, too, the activities of
the Dangaite revisionists consist merely
in answering charge-sheets and referr-
ing disputes to labour tribunals. The
sober fact is blinked by these class-
collaborationists that ‘“there is a
struggle,” as Comrade Mao said, “for
every grain of rice that the people grow”
and it only through struggle that the
genuine Marxist-Leninists can get the
masses on their side and not by exploit-
ing narrow national sentiments.

The conclusion is, therefore, inescap-
able that the neo-revisionists are a
menace to the world Marxist-Leninist
movement and these political chame-
leons, whose only stock-in-trade is their
deliberately inconsistent policy con-
trived and aimed at sowing confusion
and disruption among and beguiling the
struggling masses and at blunting the

PRODUCTIVE LABOUR

PEKING, September 22nd (Hsinhua)—
Today’s People’s Daily carries an edi-
torial on the importance of full-time
officials in industrial enterprises taking
part in productive labour. It is entitled
“Share fully in the work like ordinary
workers.”

The editorial makes the point that
whether or not the officials of an indus-
trial enterprise, especially those in
charge, really participate in labour like
the ordinary labouring people is part of
the important question of whether they
have the determination to carry forward
the socialist revolution to the end.

Persistently sharing in productive
labour, the editorial goes on, function-
aries of the industrial enterprises can
prevent themselves from becoming
special and preserve the qualities of
diligence and industriousness which are

characteristic of the labouring people.
They can share in the hardships and
joys of the workers and integrate them-
selves more closely with them.

At the same time, when the function-
aries take part as much as possible in
the main processes of their own plant at
the basic level, it is easier for them to
discover key problems in production.
This helps them to accumulate experi-
ence valuable for the management of the
enterprise.

Hence, regular and persistent partici-
pation in labour by the functionaries is
the antidote to poisoning by bourgeois
ideology and the guarantee that the
socialist revolution will be carried for-
ward to the end. It ensures the main-
tenance of extensive, constant and close
relations with the masses of workers and
attainment of the goal of both “ red and
expert.”

edge of the poinard of class struggle,
seize each and every opportunity to stab
the genuine Marxist-Leninists in the
back. The scurvy treatment which is
being meted out by the neo-revisionists
in league with the US imperialists to
People’s China and their sinister machi-
nations to estrange her from the coun-
tries of Asia and Africa and the Eastern
Democracies today are an eloguent
pointer. The genuine Marxist-Leninists
are, therefore, as they were in the past,
confronted with a two-pronged attack.

The arch-revisionist, Khrushchev, has
almost proved himself a laughing-stock
before the world by his infantile state-
ments. The real danger of a socialist
country lies in its falling prey to a
leadership prone to inconsistencies, and
not in how much ecriticism, however,
trenchant that may be, it is subjected
to by a fellow socialist country.

The stage is pretty spacious and the
motly players enter the stage all at a
time and over-act their roles by raving
nonsense. Examples below: ]

(i) In 1957 Khrushchev said: “ When
it comes to fighting the imperialists
we are all Stalinists.”

(ii) Then again in September, 1959, on
the eve of his departure from
Peking back home, Khrushchev said:
“We Communists of the Soviet
Union, consider it our sacred task,
our primary duty, to utilise all pos-
sibilities to ligquidate the cold war.”

(iii) And then again in 1964 Khrushchev
fulminated on the May Day: “If the
U.S.A. continues reconnaissance
flights over Cuba, consequences will
be disastrous.”

One can make neither head nor tail of
all these puerile utterances of Khrush-
chev. When Khrushchev’s sacred task is
to liguidate the cold war by utilising all
possibilities (in Laos today Khrushchev
is utilising some of the possibilities, if
not all!), the sacred task of the U.S.
imperialists is to utilise the cold war,
that is, to keep the cold war simmer-
ing, by liquidating all possibilities of
peace although, according to Khrush-
chev the US imperialists are emissaries
of peace. If the US imperialists had
been really emissaries of peace then the
cold war would have long ceased to
exist and Khrushchev would not have
had to set out on his boyish errand to
liquidate the cold war.

The reconnaissance flights over Cuba
are still continuing and ‘ consequences
have not been ¢ disastrous” although
Khrushchev says “when it comes fto
fighting the imperialists.” Will it ever
come to fighting the imperialists? Does
he mean what he says? If he does not,
then by indulging in meaningless and
glib talk he belittles not so much his
own position as that of the Prime Minis-
ter of the Soviet Union. Self-deception,
servile genuflection and fulsome bland-
ishments seem to be ingrained in Soviet
leadership today.

“ Socialism ten per cent” is infinitely
worse than capitalism hundred per cent
and to drill spurious drugs down the
gullet of the patient is certainly more
dangereus than for the patient to have
no drugs at all. But the role of the neo-
revisionists or in other words, the ten
per cent concessionists is one of stem-
ming the tide of the world proletarian
revolution by dealing in *“spurious
drugs” in order that capitalism in gen-
eral and dollar imperialism in particular
can ultimately be salvaged. But time is
on the side of the genuine Marxist-
Leninists who are determined to put,
once and for all, a stop to all crimes
against humanity and to usher in an
era when “ every human home,” as the
People’s Daily wrote, “ will glow with
peace and happiness.” :

N. M, CALCUTTA

VOICE OF INDIA

Comrades!

Let us stand

Against lackeys of imperialists
Like ““ Palme Dutt ” in England
Not only in England
Comrades! Everywhere

You will find

They have based

To betray toiling man.

But, Comrades,

Don’t be frustrated

Sun will rise again

We will laugh again

South America will laugh
Africa will laugh!

It is impossible for

Khruschev to bluff

All of us,

Workers and peasants of the
World unite

To fight world’s revisionists.

RATAN LAHIRI



NEWS
COMMENT

The Britain-China “ Friendship ” Asso-
ciation advertise for their * celebration ”
of the 15th Anniversary of People’s
China, an entertainer who is the proud
owner of “ 100 faces.”

Recalling the antics of certain leaders
of the B.C.F.A. at the recent A.G.M.,, we
feel that they might be a trifle envious.

After all, it is 98 more faces than
these gentlemen possess.

Front-page large photograph in the
Daily Worker, September 26th, is that
of “ His Beatitude, Alexii, Patriarch of
Moscow and All Russia.”

Readers are informed that he had just
returned from the Greek Royal Wedding
in Athens. It was most inconsiderate of
the Greek King, and rank bad luck for
the Daily Worker photographic Dept.,
that Nikita Khrushchev was omitted
from the invitation list.

“I’'d go anywhere, talk to anyone
about anything, in the pursuit of world
peace.” (President Johnson, September
25th, 1964.) These are, of course, the
identical words used by Eisenhower
when he was President of the U.S.A. and
before he lost his “ Camp David ” spirit.

Now Eisenhower is a close crony of
Barry Goldwater.

All Johnson has to do is not to “go”
or “talk” but to take his armed forces
out of other people’s waters, lands and
air space, and to stop giving dollars-to
corrupt puppets. It’s as simple as that.

Daily Worker erstwhile columnist,
Walter Holmes, recently contemptuously
referred to the publicity in the capitalist
press given to the affairs of the Commit-
tee to Defeat Revisionism, for Commun-
ist Unity, and to its “Fleet Street
friends.” As is well known, the C.P.G.B.
is ‘“breaking its neck” to appear on
British T.V. General Election pro-
grammes.

What are the B.B.C. and 1L.T.V,, Mr.
Holmes? A capitalist set-up?

Or Socialist, maybe? Perhaps, Mr.
Holmes and the Daily Worker no longer
bother with such trivial distinction. At
any rate, we await with interest, for an
answer.

A £3%-million take-over bid for the
Beatles, a famous Liverpool pop-group,
has come from New York, and been
turned down by their manager.

This will, no doubt, give much glee to
the above-mentioned Walter Holmes. He
recently gave due credit te Messrs.
Beatles for “ being British.”

Well, damnit, you chaps—can't let our
most valuable .cultural asset go to the
Yanks—what? Let the blighters have
Shakespeare.

We are indebted to Mr. David Floyd
of the Daily Telegraph, for the follow-
ing: ‘ Marshall Tito insists on receiving
full honours due to him as Head of
State. . . when Mme. Jovanka Broz mar-
ried Tito, much was said of her service
in the partisan movement. But today,
she is impressively regal in her manner.
The perfect foil for her husband—at a
time when most surviving royal families
feel obliged to ‘democratise’ their be-
haviour, Jugoslavia’s proletarian ruler is
unashamedly regal in his behaviour.”

Of course, being British, we are used
to royalty. .

Nonetheless, we shudder slightly at
the prospect of comrade—sorry—King
Tito turning up at Khrushchev's “ world
Communist conference” and delivering
a weighty lecture on “ workers control.”

It i1s comforting, however, to reflect
that should certain leaders of the
C.P.G.B. be present, they: will be able
to advise His Majesty on the importance
of prudence in the exercise of regal

affairs. )
Tom Flint

YANGUARD

PETTY BOURGEOIS LEADERSHIP

HOW do the leaders of the C.P. differ
from the leaders of the Labour Party?
Whereas the leaders of the Labour Party
are capitalist politicians spreading capi-
talist ideas, the C.P. leaders claim to be
Marxist-Leninists, claim to be working
class leaders and claim to spread work-
ing class ideas. They are to the left of
the Labour Party leaders and closer to
the ideals and aspirations of the working
class. Posing as Communists, they adul-
terate Marxist-Leninist theory, revising
it to serve the needs of the capitalists.
Therefore, in a given situation, eg.,
when Marxism-Leninism has faken hold
inside the ranks of the organised work-
ing class, revisionists can give better
service to the capitalist class than re-
formists can. This is precisely the
service that the revisionists are render-
ing the capitalist class in France,
Italy, Spain, Greece and other countries.
The modern revisionists like Thorez and
Togliatti are playing today exactly the
same role that old revisionists like
Kautsky and Bernstein played yesterday.
The aims of the bourgeoisie remain con-
stant. Money is their god, profit is what
they live by, and to maintain capitalism
by one means or another their intention.
The Conservative and Liberal Parties
are bourgeois parties. The Labour
Party is also a bourgeois party, in
essence no different to these other
parties—just a variant. But the CP is
different—it is a petty bourgeois party
with a petty bourgeois leadership. The
position of the petty bourgeoisie is be-
tween the bourgeoisie and the prole-
tariat. It vacillates all the time. The
pressure of events blow it this way and
that way, now towards the bourgeoisie,
now towards the proletariat. Revision-
ism is the expression in concentrated
form, of bourgeois ideological influence
in the ranks of the international Com-
munist movement and within individual
Communist parties. If working class
leaders submit to bourgeois influence

and pressure instead of resisting it, they
cease to be working class leaders and
become petty bourgeois leaders, adapt-
ing Marxist-Leninist theory to suit the
modern requirement of the bourgeoisie.

Khrushchov provides us with a clear
example of such petty bourgeois re-
visionist leadership. He cares nothing
for his friends and bends over back-
wards to please his enemies., He goes
from capitulationism fo adventurism,
then goes back tgp capitulationism. He
makes dirty deals with his adversaries
at the expense of his allies. He does
not even understand Marxist-Leninist
theory, so how can he possibly apply it
correctly? He is a typical pragmatist,
muddling along from day to day, without
worrying about inconvenient and em-
barassing things like principles. He
blows hot and cold. You never know
what the man is going to do next. He
says one thing one day, something else
the next day. For him, situations sud-
denly change overnight. When he
changes his mind, all the criteria which
applied yesterday no longer apply today.

NO CHANGE

Because of its position in society, the
aims, objectives and aspirations of the
working class do not change. The work-
ing class is the revolutionary class
destined for power. It remains stead-
fast. Although it is always prepared
to make tactical compromises, it reso-
lutely sticks to principle. It does not
vacillate.

The sort of leadership provided by the
Chinese CP is working class leadership.
China stands by its friends through
thick and thin. It staunchly adheres to
the principle of proletarian internation-
alism. China believes in equality
between nations large and small. It
firmly adheres to the Five Principles of
Peaceful Coexistence, which it initiated
at the Bandung Conference of Afro-

Asian states in 1955. It believes in unit-
ing all peoples and classes which can be
united against the biggest menace to
peace in the world today, namely US
imperialism. Its policy is consistent,
firm, steadfast, principled.

Marxist-Leninists do not live in ivory
towers. They are subject to bourgeois
pressures and influences the same as
anybody else. However, as they learn
to master Marxist-Leninist theory and
practice, so they become better equipped
to resist these bourgeois pressures
and influences. They learn to protect
Marxist-Leninist theory,to keep it pure
and unsullied. This is no easy thing to
do. It requires absolute devotion and
loyalty to the proletarian cause, it also
requires strength of character. It was
not for nothing that Comrade Stalin
called a Bolshevik “a new type of man
—a man of a special mould”. It was
not for nothing that V. I. Ulianov took
upon himself the name of Lenin, which
is Russian for ‘“iron”, and that J. V.
Djugashvili adopted the name Stalin,
which is Russian for “steel”. All his
life, a Marxist-Leninist fights hard to
protect his proletarian ideas against the
onslaught of bourgeois ideas, to keep
his principles untainted by petty bour-
geois corruption.

The solid rock of Marxism-Leninism
has always proved the true and relevant
theory of our class. Today, there are
those who in deed if not in word, are
abandoning the solid rock of Marxism-
Leninism for the shifting sands of re-
visionism. But Marxist-Leninism is more
relevant today than ever before, and
every day that passes proves again and
again the dynamic indestructibility of
Marxism-Leninism. Reformism and re-
visionism will die—they will be tossed
into the ash-can of history. Marxism-
Leninism lives on.

JACK ANGEL

CAN WE TRUST WILSON?

THERE are many honest people both
in the Labour movement, and in the
CND and other peace organisations who
put their trust in and expect great things
from men like Harold Wilson and Philip
Noel-Baker. It will indeed be a rude
awakening when these good people dis-
cover what the Wilsons and Noel-Bakers
really represent. Wilson keeps on going
backwards and forwards across the Atlan-
tic. Last year he went to Washington to
get his orders from the late President
Kennedy, and this year he took another
trip across to see LBJ, the new chief.
Wilson’s policy is tailor-made to suit the
policy of US imperialism. He whole-
heartedly supports Johnson and his war
alliances (NATO, SEATO, and CENTO),
he endorses the astronomical sums spent
on arms, and says he will increase
British strength in Germany. As for
Noel-Baker, he trots out a great deal of
futile verbiage designed to cloud the
issue and pose as a man of peace. His
statement that only the women can save
peace is a peurile piece of useless flat.
tery meant to lull gullible people into a
sense of security, to stop them from
taking the path of mass struggle and in-
stead to get them to rely on his like to
save peace. When a Labour government
is formed he will be Minister for Disarm-
ament a deceptive gimmick if ever there
was one, and he will spend all his time
working out plans for disarmament, con-
trol, inspection, World Government and
loads of other pie-in-the-sky schemes de-
signed not to achieve peace but to stop
people struggling against war.

Peace will be achieved not by a few
statesmen being reasonable round a con-
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fenece table but by an implacable
struggle against the forces of war (prim-
arily, U.S. imperialism, which is their
spearhead) by all people all over the
world. The value of CN.D. was its
participation in this struggle against the
forces of war in this country who take
their orders from Washington and act
as American stooges. But there is now
the danger that C.N.D. is becoming a
tame arm of the establishment directing
its supporters into harmless channels
such as collecting for “Freedom from
Hunger” buying Cow and Gate milk,
instead of opposing the war policy of the
US. government and its Tory and
Labour stooges.

The fact is that the struggle for peace
and against U.S. imperialism is one and
the same. This was most plain in October
1962 at the time of the Cuba Crisis when
the U.S. brought the world to the brink
of war. Now with tensions somewhat
relaxed, old habits are returning and
illusions are being fostered again. When
the Desmond Donnellys and Hugh
Gaitskells called them all kinds of
names, peace supporters recognised them
as opponents of peace. But Harold Wil-
son and Noel-Baker are more dangerous
because they are more subtle. They pose
as friends of peace while pursuing the
same policy of support for war pacts.
They attempt to deceive people with

soft insincere words which are cheap
and meaningless. Actions count. Strug-
gle for peace counts and will be needed
more than ever under a Labour govern-
ment. . 5

To effectively advance the cause of
peace,, we must always base ourselves
on mass struggle, and never rely on the
soft words of the windbags, frauds and
charlatans who try to deflect us from
the only real road to peace.

JA

THE GENERAL
ELECTION

All who can assist — in
person or with cash —
please contact:

A. Major, 57 Manchester
Road, Chorlton-cum-
Hardy, Manchester 2

ENTHUSIASTIC MEETING

London Friends of China Committee
sponsored a ‘“house-full” meeting in
September to hear famous writer and
authority on China, Felix Green.

He described the ‘“considerable shock
to China, caused by the withdrawal of
1,300 technicians plus their ‘ blueprints’
at the period of food shortage caused by
the natural calamities. This had re-
sulted in an abrupt halt to 400 projects
and the Chinese Government and people
had resolutely faced up to it.” He went
on “this forced the Chinese to be more
practical and pull together even better
in a way which increased the strength
of her Communes.” So far from
Khrushchev's action isolating China, he
had seen more Western traders and ship-
ping in China than ever before. “ China
today was a land of tremendous human
effort; a new era. They are moving
ahead and absolutely nothing will pre-
vent this progress.” Mr. Greene referred
ironically to Press ‘“scares” about II
Chinese being in Tanganyika “a world
danger” when there were 17,000 U.S.
“advisers” in Vietnam alone. He
described as nonsense the slander of
China wanting war and explained that
China spent less than 10% of her budget
on military purposes and quoted even
the U.S. Pentagon opinion that *there
is no evidence that Peking plans mili-
tary adventures.” g

“ The pre-crisis condition of imperial-
ism is China’s strength.” Her strength
is in the people and not the military.

China is with history.

In reply to a question regarding
“ Chinese racism,” Mr Greene described
this as “a sheer myth.” “ China wants
a peaceful solution to her dispute with
India. It is up to India to respond.”
Loud cheers greeted an Indian in the
audience who confirmed India’s guilt for
the frontier fighting. y )

To loud applause, he said “ China is a
revolutionary power. At this time, the
U.S.S.R. has ceased to be revolutionay.
This could not go unheeded by the un-
developed part of the world.”

One day, the American people will
question many important things in their
economic system. He stressed the im-
portance there of the movement for
Negro democratic rights.

Replying to a question on Mao-tse-
tung, he said that “people feel real
contact with him.”

Mr. Greene denied that China was
* expansionist ”; there was no compul-
sion to be so in spite of her growing
population. She had much land requir-
ing irrigation and her developing indus-
;rial society could provide sufficient
ood.

A long ovation was given to Mr.
Greene, whom British people will re-
member for his excellent documentary
film on China and interview with Chou-
en-lai, shown on TV some months back.
Over £25 was donated to the Friends
of China Committee.

M.M.



THE Royal Circus was very much in
evidence in Scotland during the month
of September. Their grossly overpaid
performances took them to Hunterston,
where they opened the “world's largest
nuclear power station.” The Scots now
have the distinction of being the biggest
consumers per capita of electricity pro-
duced by nuclear power, no consolation
this, however, to the many miners in the
area, idle as a result of the Tory “ oil in-
stead of coal” policy, as the electricity
produced is piped into the national grid
and consumed somewhere south of Scot-
land. Among our other distinctions is
an unemployment rate double that of the
British average, although the Scottish
press did their best to disguise that fact,
by highlighting the September drop in
the unemployed of 3,250, from the Aug-
ust total of approximately 75,000.

But while the press may “kid some
of the people some of the time,” they
can't “kid all of the people all of the
time.” They don’t, for example, fool
the people of Banffshire, where there is
a 5.1% unemployment rate, and where
between the years 1951-1961 the parish
of Kirkmichael lost a quarter of its
population by the emigration of 6,200
of its inhabitants. Or to the Glasgow
Central constituency, where the unem-
ployment rate is 4.5%, which is more
than the Glasgow average of 3.8%. And
to Greenock, where the shocking figure
of 7.7% is the tragic result of the decline

VANGUARD

ROYAL C/IRCUS IN Balance of A MOUNTAIN
SCOTLAND

of shipbuilding on the Clyde. Only in
the Edinburgh and Lothians area (other
than West Lothian) is the unemploy-
ment figure near the British average.

Another royal romp was the opening
of the new £2-million international air
terminal at Prestwick, whose gleaming
structure was a tribute to the skill of
the workers who designed and built it.
Small comfort it will be to the thousands
of Scots emigrants who will pass through
the passport barriers, compelled through
economic necessity to seek security in
other countries (although few will find
it), for this is another distinction the

. Scots have the highest emigration rate in

Britain, 30,000 per annum, and just con-
sider, this from a total population of
approximately 5,000,000.

Speed the day when the Marxist-Lenin-
ists are strong enough to reach out to
all the people of Scotland, with a real
alternative to the present economic
chaos and social injustice, a policy which
will incorporate many of the ideas of

our immortal John McLean, who alone
of the politicians of his time, understooc
the Way Forward for the Scottish
people. We need a policy which will
restore our Secottish Nationhood. We
need a policy who’s prospectus will in-
spire the Scottish people to struggle and
win their independence, and take their
place among the socialist nations of the

world.
K. HOULISON
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Crisis
WHY is yet another ‘ balance of pay-
ments ”’ crisis brewing? Why do these
crises recur every two or three years?
Because PBritain is an imperialist power.
Our rulers, the big capitalists, financiers
and landlords, invest a great deal of
their capital overseas each year, in order
to obtain the huge profits which are
available in lands where capital is scarce
and labour is plentiful. Roughly one

pound in three of all British capitalists’
investment is overseas.

But in order to invest in any over-
seas country they must have available
the currency of that country. So the
recurring refrain of every British
government is ‘‘ export more goods, ex-
port more goods.” They pretend that
we must do this in order to buy raw
materials and foodstuffs, without which
we would starve. But we are already

exporting more than enough to pay for -

all the imports that we need.

The trouble is that on top of the
foreign currency needed for these
necessary imports the capitalists spend
hundreds of millions of pounds on their
overseas investments each year, and
hundreds of millions of pounds on their
overseas military bases, and wars, to
protect their overseas loot. Even accord-
ing to official figures, which underesti-
mate the total, about £600 million of
foreign currency is spent for these pur-
poses each year.

This capitalist investment for profit
overseas, and this military expenditure
to maintain capitalism overseas, causes
untold suffering to the peoples of these
overseas lands, and hits directly at the
interests of the British people, because
it is British living standards which are
forced down in order to make these
extra goods available for export. Every
balance of payments crisis is solved at
the expense of the British people. The
only solution to these crises is the end-
ing of the eapitalist system.

FROM THE PRESS

There's an unfamiliar air
of good fellowship

THE Soviet Premier and the: Indian
President are at this moment in Moscow
together, preparing the most resounding
testament of good fellowship ever to
commemorate a simple state visit.

It is the measure of our testy times
that this is imperative: the momentcus
wrath. Whenever national leaders get
salutations to mark the absence of
publicly together for any purpose with-
out actively insulting each other they
must need produce a fulsome guarantee
that this is the case.

We are adjusted to standards of inter-
national principle so dreary that unless
non-foes do produce these formal defini-
tions of the normal decencies people
tend to believe the worst.

President Radhakrishnan’s trip has,
however, some significance not sufficient-
ly recognised. It immediately follows
the signing of the agreement by which
Russia undertakes to arm the Indian
Army. I

The only possible purpose of arming
the Indians is to strengthen them
against China. In other words, the
Soviet Union is now doing exactly what
the Americans are doing, in the same
way and at the same time and for the
same cause. On one front the U.S. and
the U.S.S.R. have become what was pro-
bably inevitable one day: allies.

Thus in a trickle are the familiar old

cold-war stereotypes breaking down. The
Soviet-China rift was not a simple ideo-
logical quarrel; it was a chasm clean
through the whole political world.
" This week the North Koreans joined
the Chinese in-denouncing Moscow for
‘“actively co-operating with the U.S.
Imperialists in the Asian struggle.” This
week the Vatican, of all institutions on
earth, signed a protocol with Hungary,
of all places.

Every week is a development that in
isolation would constitute a revolution,
and that now is an item down the page.

This is making things very difficult
indeed.

The conflict is no longer the simple
one between all Communists and all
non-Communists. How the flux will
settle cannot be known, but reality is
going to present opportunities — and
problems—we have never known before.

James Cameron, The Sun, 18.9.64.

India after Russian
aircraft and tanks

MR. Y. B. CHAVAN, the Indian Defence
Minister, who recently visited Russia,
told Parliament today that India would
buy some Mig-21 aircraft and some light
fanks from Russia. Several times during
his statement he emphasised that both

in the United States and the Soviet
Union he had received full support and
encouragement for India’s political
stand in international affairs and her
estimates of the threat from China and
her needs for meeting that threat, . . .

He confirmed that a revised and en-
larged agreement had been reached for
the manufacture of Mig aircraft in India
and for the supply of nearly three
squadrons of Migs in fully operational
form. The new agreement, he said, pro-
vided for the supply of plant and machi-
nery, jigs, tools, and so on of Soviet
manufacture to facilitate the early
establishment of the Mig complex of
factories. He said that “important fields”
had been left out of the original agree-
ment signed in 1962.

The statement threw no light on how
long the Mig complex in India will be
able only to assemble the fighters from
imported components. Mr. Chavan said
only that “ arrangements for the supply
of major assemblies, sub-assemblies and
raw material from the Soviet Union for
the production of initial batches of Mig-
21 aircraft have also been finalised.”

The Soviet Union has agreed to supply
“a certain number of light tanks and
associated equipment.”

The Times, Sept. 22, 1964

U.S. wants to forget
Tonkin “Battle”

THE unmistakable fact today about the
latest “incident” in the Tonkin Gulf was
that the American Government would
like everybody to forget about it as soon
as possible. .

The incident occurred in darkness on
Friday. Terse statements in Washington
since then have not removed suspicions
that the affair was a one-sided duel be-
tween two American destroyers and
non-existent ‘ attackers.”

Some freak effect at sea may have
shown up on their radar screen as sus-
picious vessels. Apart from reports of
radar sightings, no evidence has been
brought to light that the suspicious
vessels really existed. .

Daily Telegraph, Sept. 21, 1964

PRESIDENT NYERERE read out an
article in a British newspaper which
suggested that China would transform
Tanganyika into a colony through the
efforts of [11] instructors and inter-
preters. He asked, “ Am I expected to
deal with such rubbish?” The press
conference, he continued, was both an
explanation and a protest. He said he
did not expect other people to take
decisions for his government, as in the
case of the Congo (Leopoldville), where
“the decision to form a government in
the Congo was taken outside, not in the
Congo.” He stressed, “I do not like
this kind of pressure.”

Peking Review, No. 37

Fate of a mannequin

Lodge returns

empty-handed

HENRY CABOT LODGE, President
Johnson's special emissary to Europe,
has returned to Washington after a
fruitless trip to *“explain” the U.
policy” in South-east Asia, and the
“special war” in South Vietnam in
particular, to NATO allies. His swing
through Europe gained the United
States little sympathy and hardly any
support. There is too much that needs
“ explaining.”

Although the former U.S. “ambas-
sador” to Saigon managed to secure
vague expressions of support in some
capitals, he sparked more fears that the
Johnson Administration would extend
the war in Indo-China, In Paris, the first
stop of his tour, reactions to his “ex-
planations ” were such that one French
columnist deseribed Lodge’s meeting
with the acting Foreign Minister as “a
cordial talk between two deaf persons.”

Peking Review, No. 37.
Africans will not fight
Africans

U.S. Intervention opposed
ALONG with political and trade union

_organisations, the African press is voic-

ing a loud No to U.S. intervention in
the Congo (Leopoldville). It has de-
nounced Tshombe as a despicable
traitor, and exposed Washington’s busy
manoeuvres to introduce African troops
into the country as a vicious scheme
to prop up a disintegrating puppet
regime and make Africans shed the
blood of their Congolese brothers.

Tshombe is “ a handmaid of American
foreign policy in the heart of Africa,”
declared the Tanganyikan Nationalist.
All Africa is disgusted with “Tshombe
and his conspirators,” noted the Kenyan
weekly Nyanza Times.

Peking Review, No. 37.

DESPITE widespread opposition the
Japanese Government has succumbed to
Washington’s pressure and allowed U.S.
nuclear-powered submarines to dock in
Japanese ports. The decision came after
a cabinet meeting on August 28, and it
touched off a nationwide movement of
opposition. Prime Minister 'Ikeda’s
official residence was bombarded with
protests.

Peking Review, No. 37.

No longer associated

THE following are no longer associated
with Vanguard and the Committee to
Defeat Revisionism, for Communist
Unity: A. O’Neill, I. Kenna, N. Jenkin-
son, H. Sheriff, T. Hall. .
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GIVES BIRTH
TO A MOUSE

The 15th September saw the launch-
ing, by multi-millionaire news tycoon,
Cecil King, of the new daily, the Sun.

It purpose? Let it speak for itself.

(a) “We are politically free.”
(b) “We are independent.”

(¢) “We want the modernisation of
Britain—regardless of the vested
interests of management and
workers.”

(d) “We are radical—and we will ex-
pose cruelty and exploitation . . .”

(e) “Above all—we are gay.”

Assuming capitalist Mr. King also
wishes to make a fat profit out of this
enterprise (this is discreetly omitted
from the paper—so we ask pardon for
our assumption)—we can appreciate
point (e), but as for the other 4 pur-
poses, we must remain distinctly un-
amused.

How a project launched by invested
capital of Mr. King & Co. can homnestly
be “ politically free”; “independent ”;
can “expose exploitation” (sic); we leave
to our readers to fathom out and wish
them the best of luck in so doing. As
to point (c) we are obliged to the Sun
for disclosing a truly historic discovery
—on par with the invention of the
wheel, the iron axe, the finding of the
law of gravity, and atomic power.

Namely, that the workers in a capital-
ist enterprise have “vested interest.”

Perhaps the Sun might be good
enough to elucidate, with due expedi-
tion, further basic details of this
phenomenon of economics.

A hushed expectant world will rest
content with nothing less.

Can it be that we have yet another
“creative developer” of Marxism-Len-
inism? That they have discovered that
the workers’ labour-power and their.-
exposure to redundancy, should the new
paper fail, are also in some way, “vested
interests”? But let us swallow our
curiosity.

“The division of Britain into social
classes is happily out of date ”; so says
the Sun. At one decisive stroke, the
class struggle is abolished.” Modern re-
visionists, take note. Here lies the very
hub of the Sun’s “radicalism.” The
British, you see, are one big happy
family. Some rather richer than others,
tis true, but, by and large contented.
Their “ mental horizon is broadened by
watching TV” (sic). It is possible that
Mr. King’s new paper is worth buying
ﬁor light comedy relief in these dramatic

ays.

Our new journalistic colleague waxes
chivalrous, as it reflects pleasantly on
“ British women.” ‘“Women are no
longer trapped between 4 walls.” “ They
are released from household drudgery
by intelligent home-planning.” * Their
minds have been emancipated.” ‘One
married woman in three goes out to
work”, etc. etc. Given time for our
dazed mind to also emancipate itself,
we beg to ask: (1) Since 1 in 3 go out
to work, does this not make their house-
hold drudgery even worse, since they
have only evenings and week-ends in
which to accomplish it? (2) Is it not
a fact that most wives work so as to
ward off serious hardship, since their
husband’s wages are insufficient to make
ends meet? (3) How many thousands of
British women have no homes worth
speaking of, let alone to plan? (4) How
many thousands cannot go out to work,
due to scandalous inadequacy of Day-
nurseries and the even more scandalous
inadequacy of nursing staff wages?
Since you have * emancipated their
minds,” when are you going to cam-
paign for their equal pay with men in
order to help “emancipate them eco-
nomically and socially? e :

Page 1 is graced by a picture of Sir
Alec Douglas-Home, a sardonic-looking
black poodle and some simpering Tory
women. The poodle is the most impres-
sive. It, at least, looks honest.

Sun’s very first words are—" They're
off in the General Election Stakes. Up
go the starting tapes for 1,600 men and
women in the race for 630 House of
Commons seats. . . .” Comment on this
is superfluous—unless to observe that
we would be glad if some of the elec-
torate doped some of the candidates
instead of the traditional practice of
vice-versa. .

The Sun plays it safe by including the
pictures of 14 alluring young women,
just in case the fatuity of its contents
becomes too speedily apparent to its
victims.

For this sun, I prophesy an early and
total eclipse. y

DAVE VOLPE



Early rice transplanting at the Tali People’s Commune in the Pearl River Delta,
Kwantung. Improved irrigation enables three crops to be gathered each year,
as against two in the past
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Pang Kuan-hsiang — mining engineer, Laohutai coal

Fushan

New flats in West Peking

15th Anniversar

Peoples Republic

WORKERS, peasants and intellectuals throughout the world salute tl
15th Anniversary. Just as they recognise United States imperialism
every continent and country, the peoples of the world also recognise
mighty and ever-growing alliance in defence of peace and progress,

As a result of the correct leadership of the Communist Party
triumphed in 1949, after more than a quarter of a century of war
imperialism and its Chinese agents. The national democratic dictatos
led by the working class, in firm unity with the poor peasants, was tl
and all reactionaries. A people’s democracy exists in China. Sociali

It is just because the imperialists and their agents, led by U
Peoples’ China as the centre and mainstay of the forces of nation:
Socialism in the world teday that they are desperately attempting {
peoples of the world against Peoples’ China. In this they are aided
ists. But in the course of many decades of struggle against imperial
learned the measure of imperialism and its propaganda. They knev
a Government, as they praise the Government of N. Khrushehev in
interests of the imperial-
ists. They know that
when the imperialists
attack a Government, as
they attack the Govern-
ment of China, that this
Government is acting in
the interests of the work-
ing people.

Long may the Peoples’
Republic of China con-
tinue to earn the hatred
of the imperialists !

Mao Tse-tung, leader of the C
of China, chats with stude

“Aggression against the Dem
is aggression against China'’
August
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/ of The
of China

e Peoples’ Republic of China on its
as the main bulwark of reaction in

| Peoples’ China as the centre of a
and against imperialist aggression.

of China, the Chinese Revolution

against the aggression of Western
tship of all the revolutionary classes,
ien established against imperialism
sm is being built in China today.

inited States imperialism, recognise
il liberation, peace, democracy and
0 poison the minds of the working
land abetted by the modern revision-
lism the peoples of the world have
i that when the imperialists praise
the U.S.S.R., that it is acting in the

’

s outing for a seaman and his family

ommunist Party and People
'nts at Tientsin University

T

locratic Republic of Vietnam
" — People’s militia, Peking, - :
1964 Modern industry — the Shanghai Electric Motor Plant
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“we are
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THE LOWER MIDDLE-CLASS IN BRITAIN TODAY

IN recent years the Communist Party of Great Britain has virtually
abandoned any attempt to analyse British society in its publications and
propaganda. We can agree that it is absurd and erroneous to argue that

all middle-class now, or are rapidly becoming so,” but it is

equally absurd and erroneous to argue that “ we are all (or nearly all)
working class now.” For both statements reflect the same false idea;
that there are no longer important class distinctions among the people.
“The people versus the Establishment,” argue those middle class radicals who
seek to reform the capitalist system rather than to end it; and they push their
analysis of our society no deeper. ** The people versus the Monopolies,” argues the
C.P.GB. And, as far as it goes, this slogan is correct, But the analysis is pushed no
deeper. For both slogans refer to the same contradiction in our society, but this
contradiction is not the only one, nor indeed is it the main contradiction in capital-
ist society. “The essence of capitalist society,” as James Klugmann, of the C.P.G.B.,
has written, “is the contradiction of two decisive classes—the capitalist class and
the working class.” The monopoly capitalists are only a section of the capitalist
class, although the decisive section. The working class are only a section of the

people, although the decisive section.

Lenin wrote, in Imperialism, the
highest stage of capitalism, “ Monopoly
. . . has grown out of capitalism, and
exists in the general enyvironment of
capitalism, and remains in permanent
and insoluble contradiction to that
general environment.” If we were able
to achieve the impossible, and resolve
the contradiction between the people
and the monopolies while the basis con-
tradiction in our society, between the
working class and the capitalist class,
remained, this would not bring socialism,
but only a return to competitive capital-
ism. Our capitalist society will only be
replaced by a socialist society when this
basic contradiction is resolved in favour
of the working class, following a
Socialist revolution, and the establis-
ment of the Dictatorship of the Pro-
letariat.

Who are “the people”?

A Communist Party which exists in
order to achieve this dictatorship over
the capitalists, needs to make a most
careful analysis of ‘the people,” in
order to determine how strong are the
links which bind each section of the
people to capitalism, and, equally, which
sections of the people are most oppressed
by capitalism, have the weakest links
with the system. Because we
analyse society in order to change .
Qur analysis is made from the stand-
point of the revolution. The strength of

the links which bind people fo capital- -

ism, which are objective fact, determine
the strength of their subjective deter-
mination to struggle against capitalism;
the weaker the links with capital the
stronger the determination to struggle
against it, and visa-versa.

Failure to make such an analysis is
nothing new. Lenin, in The Economic
content of Narodism, quoted this pas-
sage from Marx:

“The Democrat, because he repre-
sents the petty bourgeoisie, that is, a
transition class, in which the interests
of two classes are simultaneously
blunted, imagines himself elevated
above class antagonisms generally.
The democrats concede that a privi-
leged class confronts them, but they,
along with all the rest of the nation,
form the people. What they represent
is the people’s rights; what interests
them is the people’s inferests. Accord-
ingly . . . they do not need to examine
the interests and positions of the dif-
ferent classes. They do not need to
weigh their own resources too critic-
ally. . . . If in the performance their
interests prove to be uninteresting
and their potency impotenf, then
either the fault lies with pernicious
sophists, who split the indivisible
people into different hostile camps
.. . or the whole thing has been
wrecked by a defail in its execution,
or else an unforseen accident has this
time spoilt the game. In ‘any case the
democrat comes out of the most dis-
graceful defeat just as immaculate as
he was innocent when he went into it,
with the newly won conviction that
he is bound to win, not that he him-
self and his party have to give up the
old standpoint, but, on the contrary,
El;at conditions have to ripen to suit

m‘)’

And Lenin comments:

“The Russian Narodniks are exactly
the same. They do not deny that there
are classes in Russia which are antag-
onistic to the producer, but they Iull
themselves with the argument that
these “ pirates” are insignificant com-
pared with the *“ people” and refuse
to make a careful study of the posi-
tion and interests of the respective
classes, to examine whether the inter-
ests of a certain category of producers
are interwoven with the interests of
the “pirates,” thus weakening the
former's power of resistance against
the latter.”

This tendency to oversimplify the
structure of our society.is apparent in
Andrew Grant’s Socialisim and the Middle
Classes (1958). In this work, much
praised and widely used by the CP.G.B.,
he states:

Over simplification

“It was only after a hard struggle
that the use of the terms ‘middle
class’ or ‘middle classes’ as though
they were accurate expressions was
firmly rejected. Both terms have suf-
fered badly from being so widely and
5o loosely used that their meaning is
more often than not misinterpreted.
They are indeed terms which one finds
In common usage, but are not more

aceurate because of this. Their use
implies that there s in fact in Britain
at this moment a third class or more
than three classes. It is the thesis of
this book that an examination of the
" facts does not lend positive support
to either of these contentions. (My
italics, M.McC.) So where these terms
have been used they have been placed
within quotation marks to indicate
that they are used colloquially and not
as precise expressions. The terms
middle sections or middle strata have
therefore replaced them here, even
though they may come more awkward-
ly to the tengue, because they more
accurately express the existing posi-
tion as far as Britain today is con-
cerned.”
And later, in praising G. D. H. Cole’s

Studies in Class Structure (1955), he
writes :

“Cole is arguing here that the
changing position of sections of the
former ‘middle class’ is resulting in
a larger working class, which certainly
does not square with his other and
older concept of an expanding middle
class (sic). An expanding working
class must be at the expense of the
‘middle class,’ and in fact Cole pro-
duced plenty of evidence of this pro-
cess taking place. :

“ His disagreement with Marx there-
fore resolves itself, as he points out
himself, into whether or not the fusion
is taking place as a result of levelling
up or levelling down. There is still
plenty of room for argument between
Cole and present-day Marxists as to
what has actually been taking place
in the class structure of Britain. More
important, however, is the growing
measure of agreement that the scope
of the working class today must be
regarded as not only the manual or
wage worker but also the majority of
salaried workers as well. Most Marx-
ists will argue that the salaried worker
has been part of the working class all
along, and that his position in society
depends on his similar relationship to
the means of production as the wage
worker, even though he may not
always have been conscious of his
position or have * felt ” himself a part
of the working class.

“Both views are tending towards
the same vitally important conclusions
—that lm-%e sections of those formerly
regarded by themselves and others as
‘middle class’ cannot be any longer
so tegarded; they are tending to
merge into the working class, and this
has political implications of great sig-
nificance.” (My italics, M.McC.)

But why this determination to deny
that there are classes in our society
other than the capitalist class and the
working class? The fact that the contra-
diction between these two is the main
contradiction, determining the character
of the society, in no way rules out the
existence of other classes. They do exist!

It is, incidentally, quite unsatisfactory
to replace the word “ class " by the word
“ strata.,” Marxists have always analysed
society in terms of certain broad class
divisions, and then further sub-divided
these classes into various strata. To say
that there are various *“intermediate
strata” which do not belong to any class
is really only to play with words in order
to avoid recognition of classes other than
the two decisive classes.

The middle class

Let us look for a moment at this term,
“middle class.” It is not really eonfus-
ing. Marxists have always used the
term, and been clear as to its meaning.
Marx and Engels wrote, in The Com-
munist Manifesto, of “ the bourgeois, the
middle class owners of property,” and
they also distinguished “ the lower strata

of the middle class—the small trades-

people, shopkeepers, and retired trades-
people generally, the handicraftsmen
and peasants. . . .” Mao Tse-tung adopts
the same terminology in An analysis of
the Classes in Chinese Society, when he
writes, “The middle class. This class
represents China’s capitalist relations in
town and country.”

This use of the term largely coincides
with its use in everyday speech. We in-
clude in the middle class all those whose
interests are bound up with the capitalist
mode of production. The strength of the

ties with capital vary, however, consider.

ably, from one strata to another within

the middle class. At the top end of the

scale there are the big bourgeoisie, the
upper middle class, the upper class, the
monopolists, the financial oligarchy—all

these terms refer to the same small
minority of extremely wealthy capital-
ists who dominate the economic life of
Britain. They are closely integrated with
the landed aristocracy. At the bottom
end of the scale the lower middle class,
or petty bourgeoisie, include all those
whose economic and social status place
them in an ambivalent position between
the capitalist class and the working
class. It is the various strata of this
petty bourgeoisie which we need to
examine in some detail.

The iower middle class

Marxists have always maintained that
the petty boulﬁeoisie must be carefully
distinguished. In 1917, in Constitutional
Illusions, Lenin wrote:

“The Social-Revolutionaries and
Mensheviks . . .are afraid to admit the
truth that every capitalist country is
Jundamentally divided into three main
forces, the bourgeoisie, the peity-
bourgeoisie, and the proletariat.” (My
italies, M.McC.)

Why be afraid to admit the truth? Be-
cause they were up to the same old game
for which Marx had castigated the Demo-
crats. In fact since the foundations of
the modern working class movement on
the basis of scientific socialism, with the
publication in 1848 of the Communist
Manifesto, Marxists have consistently
and repeatedly stressed the importance
of recognising the key role played by
the petty-bourgeoisie, without whose sup-
port the capitalist class is unable to
maintain its rule, who generate utopian
socialist ideas of class compromise which
constantly penetrate the ranks of the
working class movement in the guise of
“revising ” basic Marxist principles so
as to bring them “up to date” In that
important, and often neglected, section
of the Communist Manifesto in which
Marx and Engels related various brands
of utopian socialism to their class origin,
under the heading petty-bourgeois social-
ism there is this passage: |

“In countries where modern civilis-
ation has become fully developed, a
new class of petty-bourgeois has been
formed, fluctuating between prole-
tariat and bourgeoisie and ever-renew-
ing itself (my italics, M.McC) as a sup-
plementary part of bourgeois society.
The individual (my italics, M.McC)
members of this class, however, are
being constantly hurled down into the
proletariat by the action of competi-
tion, and as modern industry develops,
they even see the moment approach-
ing when they will completely dis-
appear as an independent section of
modern society, to be replaced in
manufactures, agriculture and com-
merce, by onlookers, bailiffs and shop-
men.”

Revisionism

In other words the petty-bourgeois is
always present in capitalist society, al-
though as modern industry develops new
strata of this class emerge and old strata
decay. Lenin develops this analysis in
Marxism and Revisionism.

“The inevitability of revisionism is
determined by its class roots in
modern society. . . . Wherein lies its
inevitability in capitalist society? Why
is it more profound than the differ-
ences on national peculiarities and de-
grees of capitalist development? Be-
cause in every capitalist country, side
by side with the proletariat, there are
always broad strata of the petty bour-
geoisie, small masters. Capitalism
arose and is constantly arising out of
small production. A number of new
“middle strata” is inevitably created
by capitalism (appendages to the fac-
tory, home-work and small workshops
scattered all over the country in view
of the requirements of big industries,
such as the bicycle and automobile
industries, etc.). These new small pro-
ducers are just as inevitably being
cast into the ranks of the proletariat.
It is quite natural that the petty-bour-
geois world conception should again
and again crop up in the ranks of the
broad worker’s parties.”” For, as he
points out elsewhere, “the proletariat
is inevitably linked with the petty-
bourgeoisie by a thousand transitional
connections.”

The small masters

In Britain today the small producers
and traders, the “small masters” remain
the hard core of the petty-bourgeoisie.
And they are more numerous than many
suppose. In a contribution from Marx-
ism Today in World Marzist Review of
May 1960 an attempt was made to esti-
mate their number.

“There are in the UXK. large num-
bers of individual traders and small
partnerships (i.e. two or three joint
traders) and even small companies.
(There are many man and wife com-
panies formed in this sort of unit for
financial reasons.) In many cases, par-
ticularly in building and clothing and
small sub-contracting firms in engin-
eering, they pass in and out of em-
ployed jobs. Those individuals or
partners of companies which make
under £1,000 a year can be regarded
as small. Out of a total of 1,904,700
units recorded for profit assessment in
1956-57 there were 1,506,000 in this
group. This must account for some 2
million individual persons.” (My
italics, M.McC.)

A class of this size is, in itself, suffi-
cient to generate ideas of class compro-
mise in Britain, which constantly re-
emerge within the working class move-
ment. But in addition to these small
masters, or petty producers and traders,
there are several other strata of society
whose economic status places them in
the same ambivalent position. Lenin
wrote in The Development of Capitalism
in Russia:

“Further, if we are not to replace
the complete economic picture by
petty details we should include among
the well-to-do small proprietors a con-
siderable section of the commercial
and industrial management personnel,
clerks, bourgeois intellectuals, govern-
ment officials, and so on.”

And Mao Tse-tung wrote, in An enaly-
sis of the Classes in Chinese Society:

“The petty-bourgeoisie, owner-pea-
sants, master-handicraftsmen, and the
petty intellectuals, lower government
functionaries, office clerks, small law-
yvers and petty traders—all belong to
this category.”

The management personnei

Let us look first at the * commercial
and industrial management personnel.”
Why do we include them within the
ranks of the petty-bourgeoisie? Marx
explained this most clearly in Volume
IIT1 of Capital:

“ The labour of superintendance and
management will naturally be required
whenever the direct process of pro-
duction assumes the form of a com-
bined social process, and does not rest
on the isolated labour of independent
praducers. It has, however, a double
nature.

“On the one side all labours, in
which many individuals co-operate,
necessarily require for the connection
and unity of the process one command-
ing will and this performs a function,
which does not refer to fragmentary
operations, but to the combined labour
of the workshop, in the same way as
does that of a director of an orchestra.
This is a kind of productive labour,
which must be performed in every
mode of production requiring a com-
bination of labours.

“On the other side, quite apart from
any commercial department, this
labour of superintendance necessarily
arises in all modes of production,
which are based on the antagonism
between the labourer as a direct pro-
ducer and the owner of the means of
production. To the extent that this
antagonism becomes pronounced the
role played by superintendance in-
creases in importance. Hence it
reaches its maximum in the slave sys-
tem. But it is indispensable also under
the capitalist mode of production,
since the process of production is at
the same time the process by which
the capitalist consumes the labour
power of the labourer.”

In other words, all those engaged in
“the labour of superintendance and
management ” have an economic status
which ties them to capital and ties them
to the workers. In them “the interests
of the two classes are simultaneously
blunted.”

The 1951 Census (unfortunately the
full 1961 census is not yet published)
enables us to distinguish between those
engaged in “the labour of superintend-
ance ” and those engaged in the “ labour
of management.” There were about
320,000 foremen, overlookers, inspectors
and gangers in the mining, manufactur-
ing, building and transport industries
in that year. In general they are suit-
ably rewarded, as the N.C.Os of the
capitalists. In the same industries there
were about 290,000 managers (colliery
managers, works managers, labour mana-
gers, ete, etc). Some of these managers
should be included within the ranks of
the capitalists, but a good proportion

.certainly fall within the ranks of the

petty-bourgeoisie. They perform a neces-
sary role in the army of productive
workers, but also act on behalf of the
capitalist class, and obtain financial and
other rewards for their services. A good
proportion of the 126,000 architects, sur-
veyors and engineers, also combine this
dual role of productive worker and
agent of capital, and for the same rea-
son must be classified as petty-bourgeois.

In the fields of commerce, finance and
insurance, there are many more petty-
bourgeois occupations. Most managers
here again qualify as petty-bourgeois (in
Great Britain as a whole there were
748,000 managers in 1951) and, a rather
lower stratum, over 200,000 commereial
travellers, canvassers and insurance
agents. (The number of these must have
expanded considerably over the last ten

years.)
The state officials

Several hundred thousand of those
who work directly for the capitalist state
are petty-bourgeois in their world out-
look. They include some of the 50,000
military and police officers, most of the
100,000 executive and higher eclerical
and administrative grades of the local
authorities and the civil service. With
the great expansion of social services
and education during this century the
number employed by the state in these
fields is now considerable. Most medical,

continued on page 11
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GENERAL RULES OF THE INTERNATIONAL WORKING
MEN’'S ASSOCIATION

which was established September 28th; 1864, at a public meeting held
at St. Martin’s Hall, Long Acre, London

Considering,

That the emancipation of the working classes must be conquered by the
working classes themselves; that the struggle for the emancipation of the
working classes means not a struggle for class privileges and monopolies, but
for equal rights and duties, and the abolition of all class rule.

That the economical subjection of the man of labour to the monopolizer
of the means of labour, that is, the sources of life, lies at the bottom of
servitude in all its forms, of all social misery, mental degradation, and

political independence.

That the economical emancipation of the
working classes is therefore the great end
to which every political movement ought
to be subordinate as a means.

That all efforts aiming at that great end
have hitherto failed from the want of
solidarity between the manifold divisions
of labour in each country, and from the
absence of a fraternal bond of union
between the working classes of different
countries.

That the emancipation of labour is
neither a local nor a national, but a social
problem, embracing all countries in which
modern society exists, and depending for
its solution on the concurrence, practical
and theoretical, of the most advanced
countries. i

That the present revival of the working
classes in the most industrious countries of
Europe, while it raises a new hope, gives
solemn warning against a relapse into the
old errors, and calls for the immediate
combination of the still disconnected move-
ments. For these reasons—

The International Working Men’s
Association has been founded. It declares :

That all societies and individuals adher-
ing to it will acknowledge truth, justice,
and morality, as the basis of their conduct
towards each other and towards all men,
without regard to colour, creed, or
hationality.

That it acknowledges mo rights without
duties, no duties without rights.

And in this spirit the following rules
have been drawn up.

1.. This Association is established to
afford a central medium of communication
and co-operation between Working Men’s
Societies existing in different countries and
aiming at the same end ; viz, the protection,
advancement, and complete emancipation
of the working classes. -

2. - The name of the Society shall be
“The International Working Men’s
Association.”

3. There shall annually meet a General
Working Men’s Congress, consisting of
delegates of the branches of the Associa-
tion. The Congress will have to proclaim
the common aspirations of the working
class, take the measures required for the
successful working of the International

Association, and appoint the General

Council of the Society.

4. Each Congress appoints the time and
place of meeting for the next Congress.
The delegates assemble at the a‘?pointed
time and place without any special invita-
tion. The General Council may, in case
of need, change the place, but has no power
to postpone the time of meeting. The
Congress appoints the seat and elects the
members of the General Council annually.
The General Council thus elected shall have
power to add to the number of its members.

On its annual meetings, the General Con-
gress shall receive a public account of the
annual transactions of the General Council.
The latter may, in cases of emergency, con-
voke the General Congress before the
regular yearly terms.

5. The General Council shall consist of
working men from the different countries
represented in the International Association.
It shall from its own members elect the
officers necessary for the transaction of
business, such as a treasurer, a general
secretary, corresponding secretaries for the
different countries, etc.

6. The General Council shall form an
international agency between the differsnt
national and local groups of the Associa-
tion, so that the working men in one
country be constantly in.%ormed of the
movements of their class in every other
country ; that an inquiry into the social
state of the different countries of Europe
be made simultaneously, and under a com-
mon direction ; that the questions of general
interest mooted in one society be ventilated
by all; and that when immediate practical
steps should be needed—as for instance, in
case of international quarrels—the action of
the associated societies be simultaneous
and uniform. Whenever it seems oppor-
tune, the General Council shall take the
initiative of proposals to be laid before the
different national or local societies. To
facilitate the communications, the General
Council shall publish periodical reports.

7. Since the success of the working
men’s movement in each country cannot
be secured but by the power of union and
combination, while, on the other hand, the
usefulness of the International General
Council must greatly depend on the circum-
stance whether it has to deal with a few

national centres of working men’s associa-
tions, or with a great number of small and
disconnected local societies ; the members
of the International Association shall use
their utmost efforts to combine the dis-
connected working men’s societies of their
Tespective countries into national bodies,
represented by central national organs. It
is self-understood, however, t the
appliance of this rule will depend upon the
peculiar laws of each country, and that,
apart from legal obstacles, no independent
local society shall be precluded from

directly corresponding with the General
Council.

7a. In its struggle against the collective
power of the possessing classes the pro-
letariat can act as a class only by con-
stituting itself a distinct political ~ party,
opposed to all the old parties formed by
the possessing classes.

This constitution of the proletariat into
a political party is indispensable to ensure
the mumf)h of the social Revolution and

of its ultimate goal : the abolition of
classes.

The coalition of the forces of the working
class, already achieved by the economic
struggle, must also serve, in the hands of
this class, as a lever in its struggle against
the political power of its exploiters.

As the lords of the land and of capital
always make use of their political privileges
to defend and perpetuate their economic
monopolies and to enslave labour, the con-
quest of political power becomes the great
duty of the proletariat,

. 8. Every section has the right to appoint
its own secretary corresponding with the
General Council.

9. Everybody who acknowledges and
defends the principles of the International
Working Men's Association is eligible to
become a member. Every branch is
responsible for the integrity of the members
it admits.

10. Each member of the International
Association, on removing his domicile from
one country to another, will receive the
gfatemal support of the Associated Working

en.

11. While united in a perpetual bond of
fraternal co-operation, the working men’s
societies joining the International Associa-
tion will preserve their existent organisa-
tions 1ntact.

12. The present rules may be revised by
each Congress, provided that two-thirds of
the delegates present are in favour of such
revision.

13. Everything not provided for in the
present rules will be supplied by special
regulations, subject to the revision of every
Congress.

The original text of the Rules was drawn
up by Marx between October 21 and 27,
1864. The final text was published at
London in 1871 in the form of a separate
pamphlet,
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VISIT TO
ALBANIA

-AT the invitation of the Central Com-
mittee of the Albanian Party of Labour,
a delegation of 10 members of the
C.D.R.C.U. visited Peoples’ Albania for
two weeks commencing August 10.

On arrival at Tuana Airport, we were
most warmly greeted by Comrades Piro
Bita and Faiq Zennelli, of the Inter-
national Department of the C.C., AP.L.
After a short rest in the geception
rooms of the airport, our delegation was
driven to a large hotel on the outskirts
of Durres, on the coast. Here, we met
members of other fraternal delegations
visiting Peoples’ Albania from the Com-
munist Parties of Belgium and Australia,
and Marxist-Leninist Groups from many
other countries.

In the course of the talks with the
comrades of the Central Committee of
the A.PL. a wide range of questions
concerning the contemporary British
working-class and Communist Movement
were covered, and the Albanian com-
rades were given a full account of the
origins and development of the anti-
revisionist movement in Britain, includ-
ing an outline of the history and activi-
ties of the C.D.R.C.U. and of the bases
of its line and policy. This was followed
by a detailed and extremely positive
exchange of views and experience, dur-
ing which the Albanian Comrades asked
us many pertinent questions relating to
the British working-class and Communist
Movement, and expressed full and un-
reserved agreement with the line and
policy of the CD.R.C.U. The talks
closed with a discussion concerning the
ternational Marxist-Leninist Movement
main tasks and perspectives of the In-
and anti-revisionist struggle, particular
reference being made to the steps being
taken by the Khrushchevite leading
clique in the C.PS.U. to convene a
meeting in December of the “ Drafting
Commission ” in preparation for their
factional “ World Conference of Com-
munist Parties” to split the Inter-
national Communist Movement. The
Comrades of the Albanian C.C. stressed
that the A.P.L. would under no circum-
stances lend their support to this con-
ference to confirm a split, and would
not be represented at it.

Our delegation also made a number
of interesting and highly enjoyable
visits to various centres and industrial
establishments. These included the
famous Karl Marx and Friedrich Engels
Hydro-power stations, and ultra-modern
and superbly designed | refrigeration
plant, and a large and beautifully tended
vineyard and vinery. In addition to
Tirana, we also visited the towns of
Durres, Vlora and Skodra, at which
latter we visited a large-capacity copper
rolling mill currently under construc-
tion with Chinese aid, and equipped
wholly with modern machinery of the
most advanced design supplied in toto
by the Peoples’ Republic of China.

When finally, the time came for us to
take leave of our hosts who, in the
course of our two weeks stay, had shown
us so much of the great revolutionary
spirit, vigorous enthusiasm in Socialist
‘construction and unbreakable proletar-
ian unity of the Albanian people and
their Marxist-Leninist Party, we carried
away with us ineradicable memories of
the Socialist spirit of the Albanian
nation, unconquerable in its revolution-
ary staunchness despite being surround-
ed by enemies of all kinds, revisionist
and imperialist. We have returned with
a greatly strengthened resolve to re-
double our efforts to establish a true
Communist Party in Britain, and thus to
ensure that our own people one day also
join hands with the workers of Albania
and all other lands in Socialist construc-
tion, in a world of peace and plenty for
all. M.B.

THE LOWER MIDDLE CLASS !N BRITAIN TODAY—continued fr

medical auxiliary, and social welfare
workers, totalling about 140,000, and
primary and secondary school-teachers
(about 300,000) must also be included.
These salaried employees receive in the
main, more than the average labourer,
and their conditions of life are easier;
they play their part in maintaining the
capitalist system.

These members of the lower middle
class can not be won for lasting alliance
against capitalism. On particular issues,
and for certain periods they will unite
with the industrial workers, but their
position in society always leads them to
veer away from permanent alliance. We
must influence them, weaken their ties
with capitalism and win them during the
decisive struggle for power, for without
their support capitalism cannot survive.

The semi-proletariat

Between the proletariat proper, the
productive workers, and the petty-bour-
geoisie, there are several strata of work-
ing people that jointly constitute the
semi-proletariat. For example most of
the 235,000 hospital nurses, whose con-

ditions have worsened substantially in

recent years, fall into this category. So
do a large proportion of the 2,300,000
clerical workers. It is true that both
Lenin and Mao Tsetung placed the
clerical worker within the ranks of the
petty-bourgeoisie, but the status of most
of these workers has substantially wor-

sened in modern industrial society. The

work has been substantially mechanised,

women have replaced men in the main,
and relative to the industrial worker
rates of pay have fallen. All this was
foreshadowed by Marx, who wrote in
Volume III of Capital:

“ The office is from the outset always
infinitesimally small compared to the
industrial workshop. For the rest, it
is clear that the commercial opera-
tions increase to the extent that the
scale of production is enlarged. There
are operations which must be continu-
ally performed for the circulation of
the industrial capital, in order to sell
the product existing in the shape of
commodities, and to keep account of
the whole. The calculation of prices,
book-keeping, managing funds, carry-
ing on the correspondence, all these
belong under this head. The more de-
veloped the scale of production is
the greater, if not in proportion, will
be the commercial operations of in-
dustrial capital, and consequently the
labour and other costs of circulation
for the realisation of value and sur-
plus value. This necessitates the em-
ployment of commercial wage-workers,
who form the office staff, . . . The com-
mercial labourer does not produce any
surplus value directly. But the value
of his labour is determined by the
value of his labour-power, that is, of

its costs of production, while the appli-
cation of this labour power, its exer-
tion, expression and consumption, the
same as in the case of every other
wage labourer, is by no means limited
by the value of his labour-power. His
wages are, therefore, not necessarily
in proportion to the mass of profits,
which he helps the capitalist to rea-
lise. What he costs the capitalist and
what he makes for him are two differ-
ent things. He adds to the income of
the capitalist, not by creating any dir-
ect surplus value, but by helping him
to reduce the costs of the realisation
of surplus value. In doing so he per-
forms partly unpaid labour. The com-
mercial labourer, in the strict meaning
of the term, belongs to the better paid
classes of wage-workers, he belongs
to the class of skilled labourers, which
is above the average. However, wages
have a tendency to fall, even in pro-
portion to the average labourer (my
italics, M.McC.) with the advance of
the capitalist mode of production. This
is due to the fact that, in the first
phase, division of labour in the office
is introduced. . . . In the second place
the necessary preparation, such as the
learning of commercial details, lan-
guages, etc., is more and more rapidly,
easily, generally cheaply reproduced
with the progress of science and popu-
lar eduecation. . . . The generalisation
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of public education makes it possible

to recruit this line of labourers from

classes that had formerly no access to
such education and that were accus-
tomed to a lower standard of living.

At the same time this generalisation

of education increases the supply and

thus competition. With a few excep-
tions, the labour-power of this line of
labourers is therefore depreciated with
the progress of capitalist development.

Their wages fall, while their ability

increases.” (My italics, M.McC.)

Another important section of the semi-
proletariat are the majority of the
900,000 salesmen and shop-assistants.
They are still closer to the proletariat
than the clerical workers, for they play
a necessary part in distributing the
goods for use by the customer, and to
that extent actually add to the value of
the goods they handle. But at the same
time they also collect the money, upon
sale, for the capitalist. They play their
part in realising the value of the goods
produced. Their conditions of work are
that much easier than the factory work-
er. They are oppressed, but less sharply
than the factory workers.

The semi-proletariat can be won to
accept the leadership of the industrial
working class in the struggle against
capitalism. They can be won for firm
alliance.

M.MccC.
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BRITISH EDUCATION

THE educational system of Britain reflects the underlying economic and class

structure of this society.

It takes the form at present of state primary and

secondary schools existing side by side with a private system of preparatory and
boarding (public) schools; then there are institutes as well as the various ancillary
organisations such as the Workers Educational Association, various summer schools
and business schools and the Oxbridge universities are monopolised by the ¢hildren
of the bourgeoisie and petty bourgeoisie, although a considerable number of
children from the latter class go to state schools and the provincial universities.
About four-fifths of the school pupulation goes to secondary modern schools and
the great bulk of these children are from working class homes, although a certain

number come from semi-proletarian white collar worker homes.

Unskilled

manual workers’ children receive the worst treatment and it has been estimated
that only about 2 to 3% of this category (the largest) get full time education to
the age of 18. The 11 plus examination with its pseudoscientific intelligence testing
is the superficially objective way in which children are selected for grammar

schooling and the chance of higher education.

This method shows a remarkable

class bias in operation and only 18% of skilled workers’ and 11% of unskilled

workers’ children are awarded grammar school places.

This compares with 54%

for children of professional people. Naturally the children of the bourgeoisie are
not submitted to this test as money has secured their education by private means.

The educational system as a whole
serves two basic functions (1) to train
the whole people in general skills such
as reading, writing and simple calcula-
tion which are necessary because of the
economic level of the society; and to
train some people in specialist skills
(e.g. tradesmen, professional workers
etc.): and (2) to inculcate the prevailing
bourgeoise ideology in terms of indi-
vidualistic moral and social values and
national (world) outlook.

The second named function of educa-
tion is powerfully backed up and rein-
forced by what one might call para-
educational systems, which include the
press, television, radio, advertising, the
arts (especially films and literature),
the various religious bodies, communal
associations (such as boy scouts, British
Legion etc.) and the establishment
political parties. These various organ-
isations have a vital role to play in help-
to mould and contain individual and
public opinion: they help to carry on and
extend the conditioning
school.

Nevertheless, the educational system
does not necessarily perform its func-
tions well even by the standards of
bourgeoisie. This leads to controversy
among bourgeois and petty bourgeois
educationalists. The main criticisms at
the present time tend to be that not
enough skilled personnel is being trained
—only one in five of the million or so
annual school leavers gets a job involving
any kind of specialist skill—and that
this will lead to the gradual decline of
Britain as a major industrial power and
\so on. Their criticism is therefore
directed at the 11 plus selection method
and the rejection of 4/5 of the school
population from any kind of ‘“adequate”
secondary schooling. There are also
criticisms of public school privilege and
“admass” culture. These radical critics,
such as Vaizey, Pedley, Halsey, Hoggart
and the Labour Party spokesmen, all see
the solution of educational problems in
greater investment in education with a
comprehensive secondary school system
and expanded universities and techs. So
far only about 2% of state secondary
schools are comprehensive in nature and
the bulk of them are in London, Wales
and one or two of the larger provincial
cities. About one child in twelve re-
ceives his schooling at a comprehensive
school.

The shallow criticisms of the radicals
and their naive belief that Britain can
be transformed by an educational change
are understandable considering their
lack of Marxist education, but this kind
of reformist illusion is unforgivable in
men styling themselves as Communists
for it leads to the ideological disarming
of the more militant workers. The
leaders and spokesmen of the CPGB
(most notoriously Bryan Simon) have
the same reformist notions as the
radicals—they too see a golden future
following from the abolition of the 11-
plus and public schools and from a
greater public investment in a compre-
hensive school system, universities and
so on (the money gained from unilateral
disarmament).

One would agree that such short term
aims as the abolition of public schools
and the setting up of a complete com-
prehensive education etc could serve
(and do) as political rallying points on
the educational front of the class
struggle: they are tactical issues. Yet
no true Marxist-Leninist must harbour
the delusion that an alteration in the
FORM of education in this society will
bring a true socialist educational system
one whit nearer. The CONTENT of
education must be changed as well as
the form besides quantitative
changes in the number and types of
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specialists trained, there must be a quali-
tative change in the ideology promul-
gated. Moreover this ideological change
must extend to the para-educational
systems of mass communications and the
arts. In brief, the socialist education
system proper can only come from the
establishing of a socialist state, which
in turn can only be brought into being
by the revolutionary seizure of state
power by the proletariat.

Under capitalism a complete compre-
hensive system of schools could well be
legislated into being to replace the
Grammar/Modern school system; public
schools could even be integrated into
this system—but this would not alter
the fact that this educational system, in
the ideology it taught, would still serve
the interests of the bourgeoisie. The
egalitarian appearance would be super-
ficial as university and job selection
would still have an overwhelming class
bias: moreover, because of their class
advantages bourgeois and petty bour-
geois children would perform better than
their working class contemporaries, by
and large, in examinations. Those work-
ing class children who did gain academic
distinction would underge ideological
conditioning, and this coupled with their
economic advance would lead to them
changing their class.
today on a considerable scale and with
a complete comprehensive system it
wmi:ld happen on a somewhat larger
scale.

This change to a comprehensive school
system would be analogous to the setting
up of a bourgeois republic in this
country. The constitutional monarchy is
not essential to capitalism: it is a mere
form it happens to take in this country.
So with the present education system.
These considerations also reveal that
there are non-essential antagonisms be-
tween various sectors of the bourgeoisie
and petty bourgeoisie—and these antag-
onisms show up, in such matters as
attitudes to the monarchy, public schools
and private medicine and so on. A
politician of the parliamentary left can
sound very radical in his attacks on
certain forms capitalism takes . . . he
will talk of the need for “ modernisa-
tion” and so on, often couching his
language in pseudo socialist terms but
what he is seeking is only a new,
efficient, “humane” form for capitalism.
What we Marxist-Leninists must work for
is the final utter destruction of the
capitalist state and its replacement by
the workers’ state.
PAUL NOONE

This does happen’

SPONTANEITY

EVERYTHING past and present has done more to confirm Marx’s pro-
phetic statement, “ That when Capitalism goes down, it will be with its
teeth firmly embedded in the entrails of the organised working class.”

To enter the plea of “nuclear weapons” in order to negate the
above statement is a betrayal of the fundamental principles of the
working class; a betrayal that appeases Capitalism. Thus we are reduced
to Marxist slogans with the virility withdrawn, Marxism emasculated, or
as Lenin aptly described it, “ Legal Marxism.”

To show the misuse of the
Workers Press by the present lead-
ership of the Communist Party of
Great Britain, it is only necessary
to examine one year's issue of the
Daily Worker. One looks in vain
for any critical analysis of the
international scene.

To allow for this very serious short-
coming extensive quotes are made from
readily available sources of the inter-
national Capitalist information bureaus.
[bolstered in plenty by the urging to
enter the economic struggle].

In short, the present leadership of the
C.P.G.B. have proven themselves in-
capable of a true class analysis of the
world situation. To further aggravate
matters, their incapacity reflects itself
in their attitude to domestic issues. That
pathetic document, “The British Road
to Socialism,” is presented as a Marxist
analysis and solution to the RBritish
Worknig Class, but it is in fact so Fabian
in content that one wonders if the lot
was written by Professor Harold Laski,
G. D. H. Cole or any other of the group
that was responsible for many Fabian
works. Did not Lenin say, “THAT
WITHOUT A REVOLUTION THEORY
THERE CAN BE NO REVOLUTION-
ARY MOVEMENT.” Selected works,
vol I, ppl63. Moscow 1947.

To grind insult into injury, the pre-
sent leadership of the CP.G.B. add
another name to their “revolutionary”
tract, they call it Marxist-Leninist. Per-
haps, like so many before, they are
looking in vain for that third ideology.
That was disproved by Lenin, ppl75
same volume, when he said: “Since
there can be no talk of an independent
ideology being developed by the masses
of the workers in the process of their
movement the only choice is: either
the bourgeois or the Socialist ideology.
There is no middle course (for humanity
has not created a third ideology, and,
moreover, in a society ftorn by class
antagonisms there can never be a non-
class or above class ideology). Hence
to belittle the Socialist ideology IN ANY
WAY, TO TURN AWAY FROM IT IN
THE SLIGHTEST DEGREE means to
strengthen bourgeois ideology. There is
a lot of talk about spontaneity, but the
SPONTANEOUS development of the
labour movement leads to its becoming
subordinate to the bourgeois ideology,
LEADS TO ITS DEVELOPING AC-
CORDING TO THE PROGRAMME OF
THE CREDQ, for the spontaneous labour
unionism. Is NUR-GEWERKSCHAFT-
LEREI, and trade unionism means the
ideological enslavement of the workers
to the bourgeoisie. Hence our task, the
task of Social-Democracy, is to COMBAT
SPONTANEITY, to DIVERT the labour
movement from its spontaneous ftrade
unionist striving to go under the wing
of the bourgeoisie, and to bring it under
the wing of revolutionary Social-
Democracy. The phrases employed by
the authors of the “economic” letter in
ISKRA, No. 12, about the efforts of

the most inspired ideologists not being
able to divert the labour movement
from the path that is determined by the
interaction of the material elements and
the material environment, ARE TANTA-
MOUNT TO THE ABANDONMENT OF
SOCIALISM, and if only the authors of
this letter were capable of fearlessly
considering what they say to its logical
conclusion, as every one that enters the
arena of literary and public activity
should do. They would have nothing
to do but “fold their useless arms over
their empty breasts” and . leave
the field of action to [those] who are
dragging the labour movement “along
the line of least resistance,” i.e., along
the line of bourgeois trade unionism,
or to [those] who are dragging it along
the line of clerical and gendarme
* ideology.”

The * Committee to Defeat Revision-
ism"” has persistantly exposed the
present leadership of the C.P.G.B., in
their endeavours to make the C.P. a
radical appendage of the Labour Party.
I think that it is worth repeating here
that the Labour Party exist in order to
tighten the ideological reigns of the
Capitalist system, not to destroy it.
How does this compare with Lenin's
statement, ppl58, vol. I, Selected Works,
Moscow?

“The rupture, of course, did not occur
because the “allies” proved to be hour-
geois democrats. On the contrary, the
representatives of the latter tendency
were the natural and desirable allies of
Social-Democracy in so far as its demo-
cratic tasks that were brought to the
front by the prevailing situation in
Russia were concerned. But an essential
condition for such an alliance must be
complete liberty for Socialists to reveal
to the working class that its interests
are diametrically opposed to the inter-
ests of the bourgeoisie. However, the
Bernsteinian and critical tendency, fo
which the majority of the * Legal
Marxists™ turned, deprived the Socialists
of this liberty and corrupted Socialist
consciousness by wvulgarising Marxism,
by preaching and toning down of social
antagonisms, by declaring the idea of
the social revolution and the dictator-
ship of the proletariat to be absurd, by
restricting the labour movement and the
class struggle to narrow trade unionism
and to a “ realistic” struggle for petty,
gradual reforms.

“ This was tantamount to the bourgeois
democrats denial of Socialism’s right to
independence and, consequently, of its
right to existence; in practice it meant
a striving to convert the nascent labour
movement into an appendage of the
liberals.”

There is no doubt that when the pre-
sent leadership of the C.P.G.B. chose to
follow a line so opposed to the prin-
ciples of Leninism, and in the process
emasculated Marxism, they chose to
carry a can, one so large and leaky that
they can easily be drenched in their
own calumnies and lies.

ALF CROSS

For a New Trade Union Strategy

by Arnaldo Bressan.

The contradiction between the revi-
sionist line of the P.C.I. leadership and
the revolutionary requirements of its
working class base is becoming more
and more apparent. The attitude of the
revisionist leaders towards the Moscow
Congress, for example, proves, in spite
of their “wisdom”™ and * autonomy,”
their fear of the aggravation of the anti-
revisionist ferment inside the Party, and
the development and consolidation of
the Marxist-Leninist movement through-
out the country. To the extent that,
conforming to the purest social demo-
cratic tradition, the revisionist leaders
abandon the direction and organisation
of the workers’ struggles to the T Us, to
that extent does it become clearer and
clearer to the masses and their vanguard
of the need, also subjective, for a new
political organisation.

The fact that neither the P.CI. nor
the T Us, confronted by the general line
of the monopoly capitalists, are able to
counterpose a general line for the
workers; the fact that neither the P.C.I.
nor the T Us, in face of the capitalist
attack, are able to offer the working
masses an adequate defence; the fact
that the working class is becoming more
and more conscious of this weakness
renders our intervention in struggles not
only possible but necessary, through the
construction and development of our
organisation at the place of work.

This poses the question: how do we

intervene? Answering this question
means asking more general questions.
How can the working class meet the
general capitalist attack, and annihilate
it? What must be its general line, its
objectives, its tactics, and who are its
allies? What are its strong points and
what are its contradictions? Replying to
these questions, we will have also defined
the general character of our interven-
tion, and its particular and immediate
characteristics.

What can be the general line of the
working class, able to defeat the general
line of the capitalist class and its mono-
polies? The overall mobilisation and
unity of the working masses under the
guidance of a new political organisation;

. the alliance of the working class, under

its leadership, with all strata and sec-
tions of the working population hit by
the general attack of the monopolies
and their government, and the utilisation
of all the contradictions and weak points
of the enemy.

The immediate demands of the work-
ing class are obvious; but the only way
they will be achieved is when they are
fought for in a general way by the entire
working class. To beat individual capi-
talists, factory by factory and sector by
sector, we need to beat them as a whole,
to vanquish the monopolies and their
government, and to defeat the capitalist
plan inside and outside the factories.
This is the condition necessary for the
success of the struggle for the imme-
diate demands of the working masses.

The capitalists move as a class, both
inside and outside the factories. Only
by correspondingly moving as a class, as
a compact social mass both inside and
outside the factories can the workers
defend themselves against the attacks of
the capitalists. And it is only through
the adoption of a new central class
policy, which is Marxism-Leninism, that
the workers can attain such a new unity.

The workers’ individual and local
struggles must be part of unified strategy
and tactics. Their demands cannot be
won without mass actions: strikes, occu-
pation of factories, street demonstrations
leading up to decisive actions like those
of July 1960. It is in these actions where
we link up and unify all our demands,
that the working class realises that unity
is indispendable to fight and defeat the
capitalists. It is in this way that the
construction of a revolutionary Marxist-
Leninist workers® party becomes accep-
ted as an objective and also subjective
necessity, without which the working
masses and their vanguard have no wea-
pon with which to meet the general capi-
talist attack and defeat it.

We must not delude ourselves that at
the present moment, we can guide and
determine the result of a large class en-
counter, but it is to the extent that ob-
jective needs become subjective that our
intervention in struggles will become
ever more possible and necessary.

(Translated from Nuova Unita of Sep-
tember.)



“ Marxist-Leninists in the Party.”

YANGUARD

THE FACTS ABOUT JAGAN

It is to be regretted that there were a number of errors in the previous
material, e.g., the bottom of page 10 after “has played a big part in producing,”
please delete the whole paragraph from *“ The British Government’s Robertson ™ to

This whole paragraph should appear as the

beginning of this present article. On page 11, third column, third paragraph, it

should read “ In the early 1900s,” not 1960s.

THE British Government’s Robertson Commission Report of 1954 set out
to whitewash their ignominy and to further divide the people; to create
the base for neo-colonialism. They labelled P.P.P. leaders as moderates,
which included Burnham and others—and Extremists, which included
the Jagans and the Marxist-Leninists in the party.

Firstly, Burnham and his followers
split from the P.P.P. in 1955, forming
another P.P.P. which eventually changed
its name to the P.N.C.

Secondly, the Marxist-Leninists in the
P.P.P. were now pressing for (a) general
reorganisation of the party to develop a
more ideological following; (b) a general
discussion and decision on the gquestion
of the West Indian Federation.

Jagan and his small clique without
considering the objective conditions, the
party, and the Guyana Liberation move-
ment as a whole, and due to pressure
from the right wing and racists within
the P.P.P., to which he and his small
clique pandered, would have mno proper
discussion on these matters and were
only prepared to baldly state that the
party accepted Federation in principle
and when we are independent we will
have a plebiscite. Of course this did
nothing to expose the sentiments ex-
pressed by the right wing and racists
within the P.P.P. which was that if we
join the West Indies Federation the
black people are going to rule us. The
evil and pernicious Apaan Jhaat slogan
was at work. When this became gener-
ally known Burnham’s party, and especi-
ally the racists among its members, were
adopting a similar opposite attitude.

Thirdly, Jagan, at the same time as he
was pandering to the right wing and
racists within the party attacked the
Marxist-Leninists. During 1955-56 he
wrote about them—and it found its way
into the press—as left-wing communists
suffering from infantile communist
disorders, ultra-leftists, extremists, etc.
In the opinion of the left-wing in
Guyana at that time, AND MORE SO
NOW, he was not only pandering to the
right wing and racists within the party
but was also pandering to the imperialist
intrigues of the Robertson Report and
unknowingly ushering in the base for
Neo-Colonialism in Guyana. He repeated
these same anti-Marxist statements. at
Conway Hall on 4th November 1963—
then as now he is guilty of the most
eriminal blunders and the workers and
history WILL NOT ABSOLVE HIM.

Within the P.P.P. organisational de-
mocracy became obsolete and racism
based on the Jagan clique’s bureaucracy
became the dominant factor. Under
these circumstances the majority (98%)
of the Marxist-Leninists were either
chucked out of the party or left and
have joined no other party, but now,
some have organised and are building a
new party organisation that will under-
take the Guyana National Liberation
Struggle in the national interest.

The P.P.P. today is a 95% Guyanese
of East Indian origin dominated party
comprising agricultural workers, semi-
proletariat, some large and small capital-
ists and the leadership is riddled from
top -to bottom with left and right oppor-
tunists who are unknowingly or know-
ingly ushering in total Anarchy and Neo-
Colonialism - while masquerading as
Socialists and some even admitting pub-
lictly to be Communists.

The P.N.C. today is a 95% Guyanese
of African and some Mixed Race origin,
dominated party comprising mining,
transport, general industrial proletariat,
some white-collar workers, civil servants
(middle class) and the leadership pro-
fesses to be socialist—(they claim to be
like the Labour Party of England type
socialists)—who, like the P.P.P. is know-
ingly or unknowingly ushering in total
Anarchy and Neo-Colonialism while
masquerading as Socialists.

The United Force led by Peter
D’Aguiar ‘a Guyanese of Portuguese
origin, millionaire businessman and a
number of other wealthy businessmen
of all sections of the society ARE DEFIN-
ITELY SUPPORTED BY THE FOREIGN
RULING CLASS, by IMPERIALISM and
particularly U.S. Imperialism and its
C.ILA. and other agents. This group is
comprised of Guyanese of the Local
Upper Class and developing national
bourgeoisie mainly from the European,
Portuguese, Chinese and Mixed Race
sections of the society but also have the
support of some misguided workers. It
is very important to mention here that
the U.F. have only been able to win
4 seats, 16% of the votes cast at the 1961
General Elections because of the criminal
divisions caused by the present left and
social democratic opportunist leadership
of Jagan and Burnham in the workers
movement. -

The P.P.P. the P.N.C. and the U.F.

have all pandered to imperialism, to sec-
tionalism and thus to racism in one form
or another and we know that a period of
serious reorganisation is necessary but
even more vitally necessary is the safe-
guarding of internal peace, the ending
of anarchyand the creation of a united
front of struggle against the main enemy
British, American and World Imperial-
ism.

General Elections in 1957 and 1961
were clearly undertaken on a communal
basis regardless of the window dressing
of multi-racial candidates put up by the
parties.

There developed in 1961-62 a racist—
Guyanese of African origin—organisation
calling itself the Association for Racial
Equality (A.S.R.E.) led by Sydney King,
a person who has hedge-hopped from

lar, the electoral system, the voting age,
and the question whether fresh elections
should be held before independence.

We regret to have to report to you
that we have not succeeded in reaching
agreement; and we have reluctantly
come to the conclusion that there is no
prospect of an agreed solution. Another
adjournment of the Conference for fur-
ther discussions between ourselves would
therefore serve no useful purpose and
would result only in further delaying
British Guyana’s independence and in
continued uncertainty in the country.

In these circumstances we are agreed
to ask the British Government to settle
on their own authority all outstanding
constitutional issues, and we undertake
to accept their decisions.

Signed: Cheddi Jagan,
L. F. S. Burnham,
P. S. D’Aguiar.”
25th October, 1963.

(Italics our emphasis.)

This traitorous letter was written in
the face of protests and demonstrations
by Guyanese (totalling over 24, nearly
all of whom are workers) in front of
Lancaster House, London, the venue
of the independence talks. These two
leaders collaborated with the imperialist
agent D’Aguiar, not in the interest of
the Guyanese Workers and people but
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the P.P.P. and the P.N.C. This organisa-
tion has put forward an evil proposal of
PARTITIONING THE COUNTRY INTO
THREE PARTS.

Within the last three months it has
been reliably reported in the press that
some 5,000 Guyanese of East Indian
origin have petitioned the Governor for
the partitioning of the country also.

GUYANESE GENERALLY WOULD
STRUGGLE TO THE DEATH AGAINST
PARTITION AS NEARLY EVERYONE
SEES THIS AS A MOST REACTION-
ARY PROPOSAL PUT FORWARD BY
PERSONS WHO HAVE DEGENER-
ATED AND HAVE BECOME REAC-
TIONARY.

THE TRAITOR’S ROLE PLAYED BY
THE PRESENT LEADERSHIP

The government party the P.P.P,
posing nationally and internationally as
a party with socialist leadership have
continuously committed the most criminal
blunders and finally in a most irresponsi-
ble and tragic manner called in the
imperialist enemy’s troops to safeguard
their own position. The Opposition
P.N.C. who also claims to have socialist
leadership is opportunistic and virulently
anti-socialist, anti-communist and behave
in a manner purely in opposition to the
PP.P. Government and is very destruc-
tive in its efforts. As mentioned before,
the U.F. is composed in the main of
sections of the Local Upper Class and
developing national bourgeoisie and is
the agent of the Foreign ruling and
Imperialism.

These leaders Jagan and Burnham and
D’Aguiar, the agent of the Imperialists
and nine others came to independence
talks in London in October 1963, com-
pletely disunited. @They completely
ignored the noble Guyanese Proposals
for a United Front of struggle against
Imperialism for National Independence
based on a FIVE-POINTS DECLARA-
TION AND DEMAND which still re-
mains and represents a sound basis for
national discussion which will eventually
bring about internal peace. Instead they
wrote the following letter to the im-
perialists, the common enemy of our
people.

“To: HM. Government, Secretary of

State for the Colonies.

Sir,

At your request we have made further
efforts to resolve the differences between
us on the constitutional issues which

require to be settled before British
Guiana secures independence, in particu-

to betray them and their national libera-
tion movement, by begging the im-
perialist enemy to impose a solution.
The imperialists imposed as “a seitle-
ment on their own authority” that
elections must be held under a new P.R.
system before Guyana achieves independ-
ence and appointed an electoral commis-
sioner from outside Guyana who has
completed his work. Elections may be
held in November 1964. No independ-
ence date is fixed and no one really
knows what kind of (neo-colonialist)
independence constitution the imperial-
ists will impose. A lot of hot air has
been blown by Jagan and the P.P.P.
denouncing these wretched proposals
but alas today—THEY LIKE THE
P.N.C. and U.F. are quietly going to
the polls. We shall expose this election
for the FRAUD it is.

Guyanese can feel it in their bones,
that this election brought about by the
collective leadership’s capitulation to
imperialism will spell disaster for our
people. The situation is very likely to
get worse.

EXAMINATION OF THE PRESENT
LEADERS AND PARTIES

The attitude “ I’etat c’est moi ” (I AM
THE STATE) of both Jagan and Burn-
ham is becoming more and more well
known to the workers and people as a
whole, who are proceeding to organise
and take action OVER THE HEADS
of those irresponsibles in the national
interest. The people are becoming more
and more aware of the fact that
D’Aguiar is the local agent of their
bitterest enemy, British, American and
World Imperialism.

In a United Front of Struggle against
imperialism these leaders Jagan and
Burnham have an opportunity fo rein
in at the brink of total disaster, they
have an opportunity to correct their
criminal blunders and show the workers
and people that they have realised the
errors of the past. D’Aguiar also, has an
opportunity to denounce imperialism
and to use his economic knowledge in
the interests of the workers and people.

Failing this, the Guyanase workers
and people generally will deal with this
triumvirate when the time is ripe. His-
tory will econdemn these irresponsibles,
the chickens are coming home to roost
and these masquerading socialists and
imperialist stooges will not fool the
people for much longer.

But why wouldn’t the present leader-

ship agree to participate in a national
conference *“ coram populo” (in the pre-
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sence of the people) to discuss the colo-
nial problems and find solutions? After
all is it not the workers and the people
generally who are suffering at the hands
of imperialism and the leaders’ fanatics,
at the hands of the intrigues and actions
of C.I.A. and other imperialist agents in
Guyana?

Is it not because the leaders are afraid
of the workers’ and peoples’ criticisms
and are holding on for dear life to the
crumbs of imperialism, the perks of the
bogus constitution and the fanatics that
surround them and do their evil bidding
for the “ perks” they receive?

But let us not lay charges against the
present leadership without substantiat-
ing them, and here we give just a few
examples of the traitors’ statements
made by them for you to judge for
yourself.

ON THE QUESTION OF FOREIGN
IMPERIALIST TROOPS

When the P.P.P. and its socialist (sic!)
leadership called in the imperialist
enemy’s troops in 1962, and more in
1963; Guyanese protested and demanded
their withdrawal. What did the P.P.P.

say?

“ They were unwelcome only to those

who did not desire a return to nor-

malcy and were bent on promoting
disorder and hatred in Guyana. The
calling in of British troops involved
nothing more than the invocation of
the constitutional powers of the British

Government. . . . The P.P.P. has al-

ways been and remains opposed to the

stationing of foreign troops on the soil
of British Guyana.” . . .etc.

P.P.P. Mirror, Sept. 29th, 1963.

We say that this is a lot of traitorous
double talk and displays a complete lack
of understanding of the nature of the
main enemy, imperialism. We ask!
Since when has the troops of our oppres-
sors, the main enemy of the workers
and people, become so peace-loving that
they can help the oppressed workers and
people struggling against them to restore
law and order? Did they in the Congo,
Korea, Laos, Vietnam and now Cyprus?
The troops called in by Jagan and the
P.P.P. are there against the interest of
the workers and people—against Guyan-
ese national interest.

They are now playing their true role,
to support the Governor and the Foreign
Ruling Class clique to_stamp out all
militancy in the Guyana National Libera-
tion Movement. They are the armed
power (violence) behind the colonial
governor’s dictatorial rule. Have they
not arrested and thrown in jail over 40
Guyanese from among P.P.P. and P.N.C.
members? Have they yet touched their
local agent D’Aguiar and his fanatics?

Jagan and the blind men of the P.P.P.
must accept blame for this insane blun-
der, and it is of no value whatsoever to
ask, as they usually do, what do you
want us to do, because it is directly the
comedy of errors year after year that
has brought us to this sorry state, and
the Guyanese workers and people are
not likely to forget this very easily.
Never in the history of “ socialist leader-
ship of the working class” against im-
perialism has this ever been witnessed.

Let us turn to the U.S. National Broad-

casting Company Press Conference of
the Air, Sunday October 15th, 1961, and
examine the discussion held between
L. E. Spivak, others, and Dr. Jagan.—
pages 2 & 3, Volume 5, No. 40:
Mr. Spivak: You say you are a Socialist,
and you have stated on a number of
occasions that you are a Marxist. Will
you tell us in what fundamental way, for
example, your Marxism differs from the
Marxism of Communism.

Dr. Jagan: I have been a student of
people like Professor Laski. I have been
greatly influenced by his writings, and
in this sense I have said on several oc-
casions that I believe in Marxism. I am
a Socialist in the sense that I believe
that the means of production should be
in the hands of the state—public owner-
ship of the means of production, ex-
change and distribution, which will re-
sult in greater distribution of wealth in
favour of the poor and also will mean
the participation of the people them-
selves in the whole process of govern-
ment—in the administration, in factories,
in other levels of government.

Mr. Spivak: Mr. Prime Minister, you .
seem to be avoiding a direct answer on
some of these questions. The Commun-
ists of the Soviet Union insist that they
are democrats also, that theirs is a real
democracy. What we would like to get,
and what is important, I think, for the
people in thiscountry to know, is where
vou stand on some of these issues, be-
cause you have been quoted as saying
in some of your speeches in the past, for
example, “My idea was to show the
members of this Council that in theory
Socialism and Communism are the
same.” That is why I ask you, where do
you stand on this fundamental division
in the world today between Communism
and western democracy?

continued on page 14
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Ideology and methods of work

At our national conference, six comrades disagreed with the decision on
the ideological differences. Each of them, however, stated they did not agree
with the methods used by the Soviet leaders in using state measures against
China and Albania. But they could not agree that erroneous methods of work
were an indicator of incorrect ideology. Because this question is a very vital
one for all Communists and has a very great significance for the development
of our work in New Zealand, it is raised in this discussion.

There is an old injunction: “Judge a
man by his deeds, not by words.” It has
a sound basis in Marx’s introduction to his
“Critique of Political Economy.” Marx
says : “Our opinion of an individual is
not based on what he thinks of himself.”
So also in our Party we have said many
times in connection with our struggle to
consciously remould ourselves: “We are
not what we think we are; we are what
our practice (our actions) prove us to be.”
Consequently when we observe in the
practice of other comrades or ourselves,
bureaucratic methods, commandism, “my
kingdom ” attitude, intolerance, arrogance,
steamroller tactics, a “ know-all ” attitude,
inability to delegate responsibility, etc., we
are able to recognise such manifestations as
hangovers of bourgeois individualism.

No matter how earnestly we may wish to
serve the Party and the class, we cannot
help but harm the cause so long as our
ideological condition precludes us from
seeing and correcting the errors in our
practice. One may be able to talk at length
on the mass line method of work. But
unless one understands its roots, that it
is a necessity (a law) of Party development,
and consciously tries to make one’s practice
conform to that law, one cannot but fall
repeatedly into bourgeois methods of work,
leadership and organisation which creates
a road block to building the Party.

The method of work disclosed by the
Soviet leaders in using economic pressure
against socialist countries to force them to
accept an anti-Marxist-Leninist position was
not confined to the cutting off of aid and
the withdrawal of experts in the case of
Albania and China. The wrong method of
work are evident in a whole series of
actions. Here are some :—

The wunilateral action in regard to
Yugloslavia in breach of the 81 Parties’
Statement.

The action in supplying arms and arma-
ment factories and. missile sites to India
who had committed aggression against
China.

The breaking off of diplomatic relations
with Albania.

The open attack on Albania at the 22nd
Congress of the C.P.S.U. which sparked off
the public polemics.

The justification of public polemics as a
correct Marxist-Leninist method on this
and other occasions.

The frantic concern at the continuation
of public polemics today and the demand
for their immediate cessation.

The presentation of only the views of the
Soviet leaders to the Soviet Party member-
ship.

The committal of Cuba in negotiations
without consultation with Cuba.

The absence of self-criticism in the con-
nection with the so-called exposure of
Stalin.

The one-sided and complete negation of
Stalin.

The intolerance of and failure to examine
criticism.
The use of the occasion of the Bucharest

Congress to launch an attack on the
Chinese Party before fraternal delegates.

Ignoring the free equal and independent
status of fraternal parties. '

Failure to make use of the procedure laid
down for settling disputes.

Unilateral formulations affecting world
Parties without consultation.

The subjective reaction to principled
criticism and the failure to substantiate
theoretically their replies to such criticism.

Unilateral breach of the world Parties’
decisions and ‘Appeal to the Peoples of the
World for priority in the banning of
nuclear weapons.

All these and many other actions of
Soviet leaders are on record for all who
care to verify. They make a clear pattern
of contradiction with Marxist-Leninist
methods of work. They offend against the
principles of collective discussion and
decision and are a radical break with the
proletarian class stand, the historical
materialist viewpoint (that masses are the
makers of history) and the dialectical
method of thinking—which constitute the
main content of proletarian ideology. On
the contrary, are they not a very clear
illustration of bourgeois individualism in
the ideological outlook of these leaders ?

The philosophical roots of bourgeois
individualism are found in subjective
idealism.

Consequently, does it not become clear
that these leaders’ actions show them to be
neither materialist nor dialectical in their
world outlook ? Does this not lead to the
conclusion that the actions referred to are
not mere accidental mistakes, but are the
result of the ideological departure of the
Soviet leaders from the fundamentals of
Marxism-Leninism ? Is this not the
explanation of the vacillations and incon-
sistency which marks the policy, speeches
and actions of the Soviet leaders and their
inability to consistently adhere to and
rely upon the revolutionary principles that
permeate the basic documents of the world
Communist movement ?

Consequently, should we be surprised
that in their hands the struggle against the
so-called “cult of the individual” has
turned into its opposite and now exposes
to public view the naked, ugly, bourgeois
individualism of its originators 7

LEFT SECTARIANISM AND
DOGMATISM

We have dealt so far with right wing
manifestations of bourgeois ideology
within Communist Parties and the world
movement. This is correct because, as the
world Parties’ documents stress: “Revi-
sionism remains the main danger.” But
the 81 Parties” Statement also emphasises
the need to conduct determined struggle
against opportunism on two fronts—against
revisionism and against dogmatism and
sectarianism. It is necessary for all com-
rades to give close altention to section six
of the 81 Parties’ Statement (page 55 and
following) which deals with the dangers of
both aspects. )

Our Party has much experience of the
serious losses which arise from dogmatism

and left sectarian trends in our P

approach. We know they are still mani-
fested in much of our work. We also know
that many workers do not regard left
sectanianism as an expression of bourgeois
ideology. Too often it is regarded as a
correct expression of a militant proletarian
outlook. For this very reason we must
pay serious atiention to its manifestations
in our approach and methods. Unless we
do so we will not be able to take full
advantage of the favourable conditions for
the building of the Communist Party, ex-
tend our influence among the industrial
workers and assist the building of the

broadest movements of the people against
foreign monopoly (imperialism) and for
peace,

As with right trends, so also with left
sectarianism, the only way to overcome
them is the struggle against them within
the Party itself. And that struggle can be
successful only if we constantly raise our
ideological level and deepen our ability to
expose the bourgeois ideological roots of
both manifestations of opportunism.
Reprinted from National Inner-Party dis-

cussion material of the Communist Party
of New Zealand, April, 1964.

ESSENTIAL READING FOR ALL COMMUNISTS

PHILOSOPHY :

ON CONTRADICTION
ON PRACTICE

Mao Tse-Tung

DIALECTICAL AND HISTORICAL MATERIALISM

Stalin
HISTORY :
THE COMMUNIST MANIFESTO
Marx & Engels
SOCIALISM, UTOPIAN & SCIENTIFIC
Engels
ECONOMICS :
WAGE, LABOUR & CAPITAL
Marx
VALUE, PRICE & PROFIT
Marx
POLITICS :
AGAINST REVISIONISM
Lenin
A Selection from Lenin’s main political writings
STATE & REVOLUTION
Lenin
LEFT WING COMMUNISM
An Infantile Disorder
Lenin

You can help to develop the
struggle against modern revisionism

O

by

Winning annual subscribers to “ Vanguard ”.
Helping to sell “ Vanguard ” at public meetings.
Asking your local newsagent to display “ Vanguard ”.
Contributing reports or articles to “ Vanguard” on

any aspect of the class struggle in Britain and inter-
nationally. (We need reporters in every main indus-
trial centre, and every main industry.)

If you wish to help please contact one of the following

addresses :

A. Major, 57 Manchester Road, Chorlton-cum-Hardy,
MANCHESTER 21.
A. Cross, Flat 3, 33 Anson Road, LONDON, N.7.

K. Houlison, 21 Castle Road, Newton Mearns, GLASGOW.
M. Baker, 29 Lingholm Crescent, Secarborough, YORKS.
C. Roberts, 14 Caerau Park Road, Ely, Cardiff, SOUTH WALES.

continued from paga 13

Dr. Jagan: Let me put it this way. There
is, in my view, a difference between
politics and economics. In the political
field my objective obviously is national
independence for my country. In the
political field, I am wedded, dedicated
to parliamenfary democracy. In the
economic field I do not believe in capi-
talism. I do not believe that free enter-
prise, which may have been wonderful
for, say, the United States of America,
will in present circumstances develop
either my country or an underdeveloped
country in the world generally. . . .

We say that Dr. Jagan has been mas-
querading as a Socialist for too long, it
is clear that he doesn’t even understand
the basic ABC fundamentals of scientific
socialism and deoes not even behave be-
fore the imperialist propaganda machin-
ery like a dedicated nationalist.

Labour Monthly, Sept. 1963. Jagan:
“British Guyana may well decide
whether the road to the future will be
peaceful or violent. For many years,
long Dbefore the advent of Premier
Khrushchev, the P.P.P. has been advo-
cating the peaceful parliamentary road
to Socialism.”

Jagan and other members of the P.P.P.
have also been dabbling in a most disas-
trous manner in international affairs
and have brought Guyana into direct
conflict with the correct line being car-
ried forward by revolutionary workers’
governments. Even before Guyana gains
its independence he wants to tie our
hands in a treaty with the big imperial-
ist powers.

According to the P.P.P. Mirror of 4.8.63,
“ Guarantee Treaty will Rid Fears,” Dr.
Jagan has said that “a guarantee treaty
should lay to rest the fears of this
country. . . . That its territorial integ-
rity and sovereignty should be guaran-
teed by treaty with the great powers.”
He quoted Belgium, Switzerland, Austria
and Cyprus, and went on, “Similarly
under the Cyprus Treaty the UK,
Greece and Turkey guarantee and under-
take to ensure the maintenance of the
independence, territorial integrity and
security of Cyprus. A Treaty somewhat
along these lines . . . should reassure
those sections of public opinion who
need to be reassured and the govern-
ments who are opposing independence
for British Guyana.”

We say that we do not believe at all
that the Cypriot workers and people
were pleased with the treaty they have
had, which they have now abrogated.

Jagan on the Test Ban Treaty: “I
welcome the nuclear test ban agreement
reached last week in Moscow between
the Soviet Union, Britain and the U.S.A.
and which brings to an end nuclear test-
ing by these powers in the atmosphere
and under water. I welcome this treaty
not because it has achieved much but
because it might be a first step towards
complete disarmament. It is clear that
only the vast resources released by dis-
armament can provide aid on the scale
necessary to bring about an inerease in
the rate of growth of the poorer parts
of the world. Diminished world
tension might well lead to a greater

movement of private capital into the
underdeveloped  countries.” Mirror,
4.8.63.

P.P.P. Mirror Editorial, 4.8.63: *The
Test Ban Treaty to be signed in Moscow
tomorrow by Russia, the United States
and Britain, must be regarded not only
as an important political event and an
historical turning point in East-West
relations, but also as a triumph for
socialism and peaceful coezxistense.”

On the India-China Border Dispute:
“There can be no justification of the
Chinese invasion of India. But truth and
justice will hold out and India shall be
the victor. British Guyana is far away
from the battlefield, but the people are
sympathetic and can appreciate how
grievous is the struggle.” Dr. Fenton

Ramsahoye, Attorney General, a Mem-

ber and Minister in the P.P.P. Govern-
ment. Graphic, 28.1.63.

We say this was clear pandering to
Guyanese of Indian origin and this
address was delivered at the celebrations
of the Independence of India. The P.P.P.
did not utter a single word against this
vicious slander until ten months after.

George Bowman, Parliamentary Sec-
retary, P.P.P. Thunder, October 1963—
India/Ching Border question: * When
the issue first raised its ugly head the
P.P.P. took up a peculiar policy—pecu-
liar only to our enemies. But we thought
this was right and proper in the circum-
stances, we worked towards bringing
about a settlement in the dispute. For
we felt the following: That the spirit
of Bandung would be destroyed. . .. That

the leadership of India in South-East
Asia” would be shaken and socialism
would have suffered a great setback.”

There are a number of other extremely
serious matters that can be exposed; like
the brand of “ socialism ” being peddled
by Richard Hart, a P.P.P. socialist and
editor of Mirror, in his book, What is
Socialism, which we have re-named
Hart’s Disease, and denounced as rub-
bish.

But before we leave the “socialists
(sic!)” of the P.P.P., let us examine
finally what Jagan had to say after he
had sold the workers’ movement out and
the imperialist enemy given a blank
cheque to do whatever they liked. They
have set up a Colonial Governor’s Dic-
tatorship, raped the country of its con-
stitutional government authority, and
with the backing of thousands of British
troops are arresting and imprisoning
without charge or trial.

Having given our imperialist enemy
the blank cheque, which encouraged all
this, what did Jagan have to say, accord-
ing to the G.I.S. No. 42 Bulletin: “For
my part; I am- disappointed because I
felt that good sense would have pre-
vailed and that the opportunity would
have been taken by the Secretary of
State to heal racial differences and bring
our peoples together, and a compromise
solution put forward. I did not expect
a complete and utter capifulation to the
Opposition and to the United States. I
would normally have resigned in protest
but I have been persuaded to remain in
office.”

to be continued
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From County Durham 7O THE CHARTISTS

FLOWERS AND SLAVES

I Saw the bonny flowers of May
In beauty bloom before me,

And verdant fields were spangled gay
With Summer’s tints of glory.

The varied songsters of the grove
Were tuning notes of gladness,

And azure skies were clear above
Of hazy clouds of sadness.

The god of love seem’d joying o’er
His wondrous works before us,

And Nature seem’d to own his power
In universal chorus.

But midst the beauty and the light
Of Summer’s bright creation,
There burst upon my pallid sight

A nation’s lamentation.

A starving tiller of the soil,
His bread—a W hig oration—
A starving host of sons of toil—
A bleeding, captive nation!

The demon groan of ghastly want,
Like Etna’s muffled thunder,

Was rumbling in its hollow vault
To tear restraints asunder.

I ask’d the daisy on the lea
The cowslip gently kneeling,
The skylark, with its nature glee,

The cloudless sky of evening

I ask’d them why they bloom’d so fair,
And smil’d so sweetly round us;

And man, the sweetest flower there
Was wither’d, sad, and homeless.

Alas! they could not answer why
The hearth should e’er be blasted;

Or hopes, descending from on high,

_ Should vainly there have rested.

I turned away from fields so gay, =
From man, so lorn and blighted,

And lonely knelt me down to pray
That England’s wrongs be righted.

Before the zephyr’s gentle breeze
My raven locks disparted;
And midst the solitary trees
I wept for FRIENDS DEPARTED!

To see the plunder’d son of toil
Forsake his ruin’d cot,

And tearing from the thief his spoil,
Leave palace worms to rot—

To see the mother in her pride
Hurl lightning on the foe,

And blush to think her baby died
A famish’d child of woe—

To hear the rolling battle drum
Exulting beat to arms,

And see the flash of freedom’s gun,
Dispel a world’s alarms—

My very heart would bound again!
To God I'd bend the knee,

For ‘peace on earth—good will to men’
Would beam upon the free.

To free my land, my ardent soul,
My very arm would try—

And down my burning cheek would roll
A rebel tear of joy!

The Northern Star, May 16, 1840
From Bishop Aukland, Co. Durham

FROM CORNWALL
ONE AND ALL

“ONE and all,”” is Cornwall’s cry—
One and all, let us reply;

Hand to hand, and heart to heart,
Let us act a nation’s part;

Let us free our native isle

From the rule of despots vile;

And send apostles o’er the world
With the Chartist flag unfurl’d.

One and all, let us proclaim

He who bears a bondman’s name,

And seeketh not to cleanse its shame

Deserves to live in scorn, and die

With the vilest things that lie

Grovelling on their mother earth,

"Midst the spawn -which gave them
birth.

Earth will curse the dastard grave

Of the mean and cringing slave.

One and all! let tyrants quail
Now that sound is on the gale.
Who dare meet a nation’s frown?
Who can keep a nation down?
Millions claim their rights as men,
Millions brave corruption’s den,
Millions shout, from sea to sea,
“One and all,” we will be free!

The Northern Star, June 25, 1842

To

the Chartists of Shropshire

“In the spring of 1842, the colliers and iron-workers of South
Shropshire were amongst the firmest and foremost advocates of
our beloved Charter. Is the Spirit of Democracy dead amongst
them now, or only sleepeth it? I would in the following lines
call upon them to awake, arise, and again unfurl the banner of
Freedom! All England is moving; will Shropshire stand alone,

silent and mute?”

RAISE the Chartist banner high,
Plant it in the Wrekin,*
Let its mottoes proudly fly,
To the tyrant speaking.
Agitate each wooded vale,
Agitate each village;
Show the wife and orphan pale,
How the factions pillage.
Leave no spot in Shropshire wide
Until it owns the Charter;
Spare the man who would divide
Your ranks, or freedom barter.
Prove that in each vein now runs
The British blood of old;
And that—crushing freedom’s foes
Ye dare be firm, and bold.
Cease not in your noble cause,
Until you freedom gain;
And liberty, and equal laws,
Are England’s own again.
Then bear the Chartist flag once more,
O’er mountain stream and vale:
A cause like your’s, so bright and pure,
Is never doom’d to fail.

The Northern Star, May 27, 1843

1 The !ﬁgh(ﬁt hill in the Midlands; it is situated a few miles f
Wellington, Salop, and iis 1320 feet above the level of flie q::;

OF WALES

‘ “An inquest was held upon the body of a little girl, aged five
years, who died from starvation on the roadside near Llangefni,
North Wales, last week. It appears that her father was unable to
procure employment, and had applied to the relieving officer in
the parish, who gave him one shilling, and told him to be off
about his business, and not trouble him again. The consequence
was that the father had nothing to give to his children, one of
whom died for want of proper food.

The Northern Star, May 6, 1843

ANOTHER soul hath winged its way,

To God’s bright seat on high:

Another heart is Mammon’s prey,

And ye stand tamely by! :
Where is the Cambrian blood that flowed in Howell’s* veins?
Where are the men of old who burst the tyrant’s chains?

Is liberty a farce?

Is justice but a name?

And must each pen, alas!

But chronicle your shame?
Oh if Llewellin? came from out his lorely tomb, 4
Would he not weep to see, his much loved Cambria’s doom?

Would he not curse the slaves,

That kiss the blood-red hand?

That forms their children’s grave,

And desolates their land?
Would he not wish your hills were sunk beneath the sea,
Since ye no longer are worthy a heritage so free?

Oh! can you see your children,
The innocent, the pure,
Stricken down by wicked men,
’ And still their yoke endure?
Can ye see your native land, beneath the despot’s thrall
And not awake! arise! at freedom’s earnest call? -

O, Cambrians! your sires
Call on ye from their graves;
If lived their wonted fires
Ye would not long be slaves.
They bid ye to unfurl the Chartist flag again,
They bid ye bear it onward o’er mountain, hill, and plain

Rise from your slumber!
O! rise from your sleep!
Millions in number,
Why crouch ye and weep?
England is waiting ye; tyranny flies;
Hark! hark! to the summons, awake and arise!!
The Northern Star, June 10, 1843

1 A famous Welsh chieftain, the friend of Llewellin.

2 The last of the Welsh princes. He was taken, bravely defending
his country, by Edward I and executed in London.

{ THE CHARTIST MOVEMENT

THE great Chartist movement in the industrial centres of |
England, Scotland and Wales, was the first independent j
struggle of the working class aimed at conquering political
power in order to end capitalist exploitation and misery. The
! three great waves of mass struggle, in 1839, 1842, and 1848, ]
) failed largely because the understanding of the Chartist
f leaders was unequal to their task. But the struggles of the
) people in those grim years will always remain an inspiration
to those who aim to achieve their central goal—the conquest
of political power, and the ending of the exploitation of man
by man. The determination to engage in mass struggle which
emerges from the poems of the rank and file Chartists contrasts
strongly with the arguments of the majority of the Chartist
leaders that socialism could be won through Parliament. The
lesson for us today is clear.
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UNITY, DISCUSSION,
UNITY

IN this present epoch imperialism is decaying and disintegrating under
the blows of workers and peasants throughout the world, and a new
Socialist system is emerging from the ruins of the old order, and steadily
gaining in strength. Each changing situation requires careful analysis
by Communists, whose duty it is to give a correct lead to the working
class and all working people in this struggle against imperialism, and in
particular United States imperialism, the main bulwark of reaction

throughout the world.

Capitalism, in its final, imperial-
ist stage, is international, world-
wide, in its operations. Necessarily,
therefore, the working peoples of
the world, and their vanguard
parties, the Communist parties,
must co-ordinate their actions on
an international basis. Each Com-
munist Party must learn from the
experience of all—and those with
the greatest experience have the
greatest duty to make this experi-
ence available to all, so that others
may learn from the mistakes which
have been corrected and the suc-
cesses achieved, during long years
of struggle.

International conferences of the Com-
munist parties of the world should,
therefore, be held periodically, so as to
generalise the experiences of all parties
and lay the basis for further advance
against imperialism, and for its final
overthrow. (These conferences should be
in addition to such exchanges of views
as two, or more, Communist parties may
find necessary in the course of the
struggle.) ;

But we British Communists cannot
support the recent move of the Central
Committee of the C.P.S.U, in calling for
an international conference of fraternal
parties in the summer of 1965, to be pre-
pared for by a preparatory committee
consisting of the members of the drafting
committee of the 1960 Moscow meeting.

Firstly, as is well known, the Central
Committee of the C.P.S.U. has publicly
levelled a whole series of false charges
against the Albanian Party of Labour,
the Chinese Communist Party, and
others, and has initiated actions against
these parties, and the peoples of their
countries, which make it clear that the
Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. has
no honest intention in calling this meet-
ing of the fraternal parties. It is not
motivated by the desire to proceed from
unity, to discussion, to unity, but by the
desire to cause a split in the ranks of
the world Communist movement.

The modern revisionists, led by Nikita
Khrushchev, who now dominate the
Central Committee of the C.P.S.U, de-
sire to cause this split as a necessary
part of their grand design to abandon
the struggle against imperialism, and to
do a deal with it—and particularly with
United States imperialism.

Until such time, therefore, as the
Central Committee of the C.P.S.U. calls
off its attacks upon the fraternal parties,
and their Marxist-Leninist leaderships,
and publicly retracts the charges it has
made against them, there is no sense in
holding a meeting of the fraternal par-
ties, as proposed. Such a meeting would
lead not to unity, but to a split.

It is, of course, equally necessary for
all other parties who have publicly

echoed these false charges against the
Albanian Party of Labour, the Chinese
Communist Party, and others, publicly
to retract these charges ‘before they can
be permitted to participate in a meeting
of the fraternal parties.

Secondly, when this necessary condi-
tion for a meeting of all the fraternal
parties has been met, it will still be
necessary to reach agreement among all
parties as to the precise timing of such
a conference, and the composition of
the committee which will prepare for
this conference. The baton-waving tech-
nique of arbitrarily appointing mem-
bers to such a committee without prior
consultation with all parties can in no
way be accepted. It is a clear breach of
the rules governing the relationships be-
tween parties, all of whom have equal
rights, even though some have more
experience than others.

Thirdly, with regard to the timing of
such a conference, we British Commun-
ists believe that it is necessary to delay
its convention until such time as the
Communist parties in Western Europe
have been re-established on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism, and are therefore in
a position to participate in such a con-
ference. For the modern revisionists
have succeeded in capturing the leader-
ships of nearly all the Communist
Parties of Western Europe, and have
converted them into parties which have
abandoned Marxism-Leninism, and have
come to terms with Social-Democracy.

In our own country the Communist
Party of Great Britain has been con-
verted by the modern revisionists into a
Social-Democratic Party, of the * Left”
type, and British Communists are at
present uniting on the basis of Marxism-
Leninism in order to re-establish the
Communist Party in Britain as soon as
possible.

However, the damage inflicted by the
modern revisionists cannot be undone in
a day. A number of objective conditions
must be fulfilled before the Communist
Party can be re:-established in Britain.
In particular it is only over a period of
time that the task of determining true
friends from false, true comrades from
false, can be accomplished, so that when
the party is re-established it is able to
apply Marxism-Lenirism to Britain, to
fulfil its duty to give a 'correct lead to
the working class and all working people
and to relate the struggle in Britain to
the international struggle against im-
perialism, led by United States imperial-
ism,

We British Communists are striving
earnestly for unity, on the basis of
Marxism-Leninism, within Britain and
internationally. It is for this reason that
we favour periodic meetings of all the
fraternal parties. It is for this reason
that we oppose the conference proposed
by the Central Committee of the C.P.S.U.,
which is designed only to split the inter-
national Communist movement.

The Secretariat, C.D.R.C.U.

Wishful thinking,
Mr. Walter Holmes!

Dear Comrades,

The Daily Worker (September 23rd),
through its “Worker's Notebook,” by
one W. Holmes, takes the opportunity
to crow over some initial difficulties
experienced by the C.D.R.C.U.

One might imagine that an alleged
“ Marxist-Leninist ” journal would re-
cognise that these difficulties are very
often experienced by Communist Groups
and Parties, and must be dealt with
according to principle and particularity.
However, since the C.P.G.B. hierarchy
long since departed from Marxist-Lenin-
ism and have, especially under Khrush-
chev’s baton, become an anaemic appen-
dage of “Social Democracy,” one need
not be surprised at their cackling. I
understand that ducks cackle loudest
just prior to their end.

Mr. K.’s circus performance of 1956
cost the C.P.G.B. alone 8,000 members
(nowhere near compensated for, up to
now). Only the class enemy cackled
then. The similarity is self-evident.

According to W. Holmes, the C.D.R.C.U.
promote “ current Chinese and other dis-
tortions of Marxism-Leninism.” Now we
knew where the Daily Worker stands
for sure, in relation to the Chinese C.P.

The C.P.G.B. and the Chinese Party
were founded at about the same time—
1921. The Chinese have a Socialist land
since 1949, after waging a historic strug-
gle, and their C.P. has 650 million mem-
bers and supporters.

The C.P.G.B. has not a single M.P. and
a mere handful of Councillors, and even
its Trade Union * captured positions”
are fast diminishing in importance, since
1956. After 43 years, its publications
and the Daily Worker are stuck solid in
a very tiny circulation. This is the direct
result of departing from Marxism-Lenin-
ism and is leading to the transformation
of the C.P.G.B. itself into an anti-Com-
munist faction.

Witness the indisputable fact that the
majority of Communists in the world
agree with the Chinese views and inter-
pretations of Marxism-Leninism. The

modern revisionists have become out-

right renegades to the working peoples
of the world.

Marxist-Leninists in Britain and else-
where in spite of all difficulties and
crowing by their enemies, will certainly
triumph, because we uphold fruth, and
truth is invincible. 4 \

If the Daily Worker is really interested
in the truth regarding the Committee
for Communist Unity, why does it not
enquire from the Central Committee of
the organisation, instead of printing
rubbish?

Wishful thinking, Mr. Holmes, can be
a most perilous pastime.

Yours fraternally,
Jim Roberts,
Clapton, E.5.

COMMITTEE TO DEFEAT
REVISIONISM FOR COMMUNIST
UNITY

THE Committees in Scotland, Wales, Lancashire, Yorkshire, London and
the Home Counties have established a Central Committee, which will
determine the general line and policies of the C.D.R.C.U. This Central
Committee has appointed a secretariat, to be responsible for leading
the work of the C.D.R.C.U. This secretariat includes the Editors of
Vanguard; D. Volpe, J. James, J. Seifert and M. McCreery.

Where necessary regional associations will be established by the
Committees in-a given part of the country, in order to co-ordinate their
work. Thus the Lancashire and Yorkshire Committees have established
the North of England Communist Association, and the Committees in
the Greater London Area also jointly co-ordinate their work.

The Secretariat, C.D.R.C.U.

THE HERITAGE OF OCTOBER

IN this month of October each year,
working people of all lands join in com-
memorating the most significant single
event in the whole course of world
history to date: the Russian October
Socialist Revolution. For the first time
in all the age-long history of exploita-
tion impoverishment of one class at the
hands of another, of class struggles,
wars and revolutions, the last great
exploited class in history, the proletariat,
had seized power in the heart of the
largest multi-national state in the world,,
and thus taken the first steps towards
the full and final emancipation of work-
ing people everywhere from exploitation
and want, from the domination of the
producer by the product of his own
labour, from the age-old division of
society into oppressed and oppressor
classes, from the all-pervading yoke of
capital. Under the leadership of the
great Lenin and the Bolshevik Party,
which had been forged out of remorse-
less and irreconcilable struggle against
all open and disguised enemies of the
working class and Socialism, in par-
ticular against those once all-powerful
agents of capitalism, the revisionists and
opportunists of the Second International,
the Russian working masses were led to
victory against all the assembled might
of the old ruling classes and their feudal
abetters, against the juggernaut of inter-
national  capitalism and reaction and
their 17-nation crusade; the young Soviet
Union, the first Socialist State in history
was born out of the very life blood of
the world’s working class and toiling
peasantry, at whose head stood the
Russian workers and peasants.

Having wrested political state power
from the hands of the old exploiting
classes, smashed the repressive state
apparatus of the capitalists and land-
lords, established their own class rule,
the dictatorship of the working class and
poor peasantry, and having finally
routed and dispersed the foreign inter-
ventionist armies, the Soviet working
people had to commence upon the
even more difficult and protracted
tasks of Socialist construction and con-
solidation of their proletarian dictator-
ship and Socialist democracy. Though,
without any doubt, the most politically
advanced in the world, the Soviet work-
ing class was small in numbers—some
5 million out of. a total population
of over 160 millions. They found
themselves surrounded by a virtually
mediaeval agriculture, as wasteful of

natural resources as it was frustrating
and maiming of the development of
skills initiative and discipline in the
agricultural labour processes. No cen-
turies long history of capitalist relations,
the great’ training school of both col-
lective discipline and individual initia-
tive in production, had operated to
create a relatively advanced agricultural
proletariat in the conditions of Tsarist
feudal autocracy. The task confronting
Lenin, and later Stalin, at the head of
the working class and the working
people of the U.S.S.R. was, therefore a
truly colossal one, unprecedented in the
whole history of social development: to
encompass the tremendous leap from
semi-feudal backwardness, squalor, ignor-
ance and waste, as it characterised 80%
the Tsarist Empire, to the achievement
of a modern society with an advanced
industrial base and a mechanised agri-
culture—achieved in a space of a mere
19 years (1917-1936)—a process which,
In our own country, had required a
period of over 200 years!

~ Furthermore, the overall external and
internal conditions under which this un-
believably difficult task had to be
accomplished were unfavourable in the
extreme; exfernal encirclement by an
entire capitalist-imperialist world of
hostile aggressive states, which fre-
quently voiced their intention to destroy
the Soviet Union, and often carried their
threats into effect—witness the many
foreign-supported invasions between the
years 1918-1922. Throughout the period
1923-1945, when the Soviet Union stood
alone as the only Socialist State, it was
Stalin’s profoundly secientific grasp of
historical development and social contra-
dictions, coupled with his_ practical
mastery of tactical manoeuvre and his
ability to utilise to the full the contra-
dictions between the imperialist powers
themselves, which played a decisive role
in consolidating the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat. His insistence on the over-
riding ALL-IMPORTANT NEED TO
DEVELOP THE ECONOMIC BASE OF
SOCIALISM IN THE U.S.S.R. AT AN
ACCELERATED PACE, represents the
‘“ solid base” on which Khrushchev now
depends for his “ spectacular ” successes
—i.e., rocketry, research into which
commenced as early as 1933 in the Soviet
Union, the kudos for which, however,
Khrushchev seeks to claim for himself
whilst vilifying Stalin, his erstwhile
comrade, for what are, in fact, extremely
transparent ulterior motives. M.B.

Peace is not

won through

appeasement

“ PEACEFUL co-existence and peaceful-
transition to Socialism are not only
possible, but are aiso a necessity,”
preach our revisionist friends. We must
become realists and recognise the fact
that the alternative is nuclear war. We
“ Communists ” must be constantly vigi-
lant against any action that will draw
mankind into a world nuclear conflict.

All these noble gestures and fine
phrases of our present day revisionists,
display but barren minds to those cap-
able of logic and of reasoning scientific-
ally in a dialectical materialist manner:
these dreamers’ fruity words relay but
the theories of wishful thinkers, but in
their dreams and wishful thoughts they
are in danger of luring the International
Communist Movement on to the rocks
of Capitalist contamination which result
would, in turn, condemn the whole of
mankind to enslavement and finally to
self-destruction.

History and our own personal experi-
ence tells us that a bully cannot be

appeased by a homage of peaceful co-
existence he can only be contained by
the strict disciplinary actions of those
he seeks to intimidate; and so this is
more true of Capitalism; this obnoxious
insidious bullying force cannot . be
appeased by peaceful co-existence for it
has nothing but contempt for all mem-
bers of the human race, yes even those
who serve it—look how it degrades and
humiliates even its most loyal lackeys.
For mankind to progress man must con-
stantly struggle against those forces
which seek to restrain and destroy him.
The greatest of these destructive forces
facing him today is the subversive force
of International Finance Capital operat-
ing under the protective wings of
American Imperialist Forces assisted by
their stooges, the British, French, West
German, etc. These forces must be con-
stantly warred against, contained, and
finally destroyed, there will be no peace
on earth- for mankind until they are.

JOHN SHARPE

PUBLIC MEETING

CONWAY HALL, RED LION SQUARE
Friday, October 23rd, at 7.45 p.m.

“ The New British Government ”’
Speakers : Dave Volpe and Michael McCreery

Organised by The Committee to Defeat Revisionism for Communist Unity




