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The CPEWI is an orgenisation of modern revisioniem &nd not &
Marxist-Leninist organisation making orportunist errors,It waes one of
& punber of groups claiuing $0 uphold M¥ao Tsetung Thought Wut aem.ug
praoticing modern. mvisianim

The CPBML has been: mvis.tonist £von. its :I.noeption when it nffecti
ubot::gzgsgha party bud.lﬂing progremme of the enti-revisionist cmttt
G L] tl‘{“ 1

Its mroaucmtic-cem;mliat methods made oriticism: and eelf-criticien
virturlly impossible and singe its formation it has shown. the utmonmt
armgance and sectarianicm. towards the Marxist-Leninistsin Eritain tnm
to, genuine Marxist-leninist'abroad. '

The modern: ﬂmtom.m of m GEBHL ntﬁns tm the uouu-t oxisntat-
«~fon: of the *ladbour aristoc ' and the intelligentsin which couid
- not fail to influence their po tﬁ.oal line. .

: Imomc the h:utoriaal. lessons of cless atm&ln with no continm

 snalytical regiew of the devslopnent of clusass and olass etrugele

relating this to the cconomic base, Yeveuls an ettempt to present e
iape:inum minus opportunism, 8 poitti.cal imposeibilitg. =

557 wno OPEMW portrays imperieliem 8s the misguided po.u of
g: mom:liat bo:?geoigia. Inpeziali.z is a. anc&o—:n‘a?mmt:n @éu
higheat stafs capiteldisu wwhroie m.ﬁ}gﬁrﬁ/.@ i§nfependontly Wi
the will of the b“urgeoisie and vhich: they &vs pomﬂoea al.um”ﬁf' ‘
Lenin oharly showe in his work 'ggemm the 198%: atagb ot ﬂ)—
-itelism’ the indisputables link between the superprofits looted by
cppmsaar netions from their colonies and the brivery of e stretun oz

i,

 the working class of the oppressor nation with part of this Luoks

He meatiﬁsa ‘this stratun. 88 thel 'J.nbcm: arlatocmcz‘ and as tho
iple proy of the bourgeoisis ip the labour movement, ¥hat the
yuts forwmrd es & g-eat and original contribution to mrxisn— 4

immim. mfact. e pmfmmdly reactiqu. , »

Accopding ¥o: the m’ Haﬂ 'retubation of the crumds theory! 1o agun
against the propositicn of the Fabians i.e, that of cless aollabcm-
-2tion in the hapemltnt exploitation. of the oolonﬂ.euo ‘ '

{ eonfu.se this pmposition with Lenin's corruet theeis
mpana iﬁmgives rise to opportunisxm in. the ladboury mmmnt and
tomar with Bngele, ho i® fooused of having dismissed the wh oL
the British: workine; claes &s being 'bought off’ %WW (%
crnftrialit .

"It 48 with suoh twisted logle that the exposure of upportnatum in .
geneyal and of revisionism in perticnler, is om gidenstepred) 1.0,
on. the® pretext of'e ing out the ordumbe theory'l often. Tepeated: .
4o the uwltre-left, ?o tics 1 the exposure of loadog and’ the hope =
af“ulf-auhétitution- id the spirituel cudgel voildel &m:-on all -
such: exriticisms
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It therefors cemes &4 no surpris when the CPRML belittled the Oreas
Proletarian Cultural Revolution in Chine and the enti-revisionist
etruzsio in the rest cf the world es merely ''furore of internation-
~-al and internal polemic®! 5

'¥Athout the complete preliminary wvictory over opportunism in the
ladbour movenent there ofn be no question of thoe dictatorahip of the
preletariat and prolstarian revolution.' - Lenin. ' ‘

zﬁatucmg the Leninist thesis on the sourcse of oppertunism and in
process viols historical materielism, theyelso sought to
guaﬂ,fy. 8 fundamen - incorrect class anilysis i.e. 'the two class
] ' a simple division of Pritvish society inteo proletarist and
bourgeoisie,

. Aggord to0 their panphiet 'The definitive stateusnt on the intermal
polenio (I972-4)! produced townrds the end of 1974,'a new.dialectiosl
. analysis of the charactar of the proletariat within deslining bourgsoi
‘=8 society {8 not vequired'l

.. Pnie line nok only made 1% wvery difficult for its membera to handle
.contradiotions anong the people eorrectly, but it also denied the
leading 10lw of the proletariet, blaming the sins of an apathetie and
~ Semi-yadicalised intelligentei’ on the working elass and pegating the
. larxist-Loninist concept of the leading role of the perty of the

 proletariat.

Marx revealed the key ¢o understanding the progress of mentind by
exanining the material worid and seientifically ehowing that hiatory
i8 pot & series of inexplicable or Ygod-willed® acgidents, but that
.the past and present daily life of society is a continual etruggle
‘"between. the different classes that arise thsir relations to the
mesne of productioms -

*In: the sccial production whioch men earry out, they enter into .
definate relatioms that are imdjispensihle end independent of their
will. These re ons of production eorrespomd to & definate sage im
the development o powers of production... thetotality of these
ti of - constituss the economic stréoture of socisty
ses ch: definate forme of consoicusness correspond,® :

feon mfa:u"pmmc tof contribution to the oritique of politieal
econOmMY "

=Classes are large groups of yeople differing from each other the
plaoce they occupy in &n historically determined syetem of soci
fmnhwﬂm. by, thesir relstion (in most cases fixed and formmlated in

aw) to the means of production, by their role in the sociml or
=ipation of labour,and consequently, by the di ons of ther :
of social. wealth of which they dispose end the mode of agquiring it.
- CAasses are groups of people one of which can sppropriate the ladbour
of anothsr o t0 the different places they ocoupy in & definate
pystem of sovisl economy." v

from. Lenin on. 'A new beginning’.

Esch: class while hawing the same generel chapaoteristics ean. be
sub-divideé into strate with & ¢ characteristice of their owm
such: &8 the labour apistocIngcy et

Note t!utt surplus wvalue -ffﬂuw propoztim of value in & commodity
oreated by the unpaid 1sbour .= = - of the worker and appropriatsd
bty the oapitalist &8 profit. :
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A Zurther comseguence of *74{ two almes line' {.,e, the disappearance
of the intelligentsia and the petiy bourgeoisie, has been the economis
~igam of the CPhiil,

Being atemly criticel of economisn (restriction of politiosnd

-ion and {rus of class politival consciousness) it, the CTil, prectie
=28 econokiem: ir a new form, chapaoterised by its uncri'cical ettitude
to bougeois culture,

This economisen. hae uns source in the narrow cieft mentality of theve
'labour arietocrecy! dominating the CPIL and vhich they were na

-y, unwilling to ac nowledge .It subjectively raised to the lewal of
Marxist theory a one-gide view of society based on the experience of
the tredes union struggle.®our induetrial comrades get boved with
politionl dumai.on"/m R.Birch 1968, T Zol.

Phe result is e line of tthe smntanegzé.y revomtionawy nature of tie
' class, .mfantue leftisn and putchiam. ¥hen the working o¢lass
fails to meet thesr expvectations, the CPEML speaks of the working
clmssés 'self-imposed limitation in struggle' and its lack of the
‘¢clase conscious underatanding of the oppos clasa' as if class conad
=0iousness was en inate nualiﬂ:y and as if tioal consciocusness
develops only through ¢ilensified struggle in the economic &renk.

8o this 1o runs, that because of the ‘uneven develoment of seotions

of workers guerrii struzgle' as a teghnique,as a ‘consept of -

ntxufgle in every place of worik! is ‘the o form of struggle that

ean lead to advance to victory, enabling Those directly involwed to
eontrol and conduet' the struggle'.

Disregaurding the misleading milita :!a‘rgon,‘ thie formula arbitrarilg
eéxcludes other forms of strugzle vwh ch are, recording to them,
*impractical* and "demand & highsr lewel® etc. »

- - §metend bf un:!:b o the clrss in: stmgegle, such nurrow terms. ot
referenne e¢sn © ead to' a credo of survivel of the fittest in the
ecom)mic amnn.

. Im thie wey, the CPEIL dagmdesuamwmmemtotha J.wal ol

militant. trades unionism, which though iteelf wvital in the struggle of

registance agsainst rapitelisn, cammot,onite own, devolop the political
consciousnese naeded Por the revolutionary overthrow of the iuperialis
‘t baux‘.geai‘liﬂ.

'8 olear distinction should be mAde betveen &n ideclogy

A e

(ummar of ﬁi:ﬂdng cheracteristic of a class ) and the politicel and
econonie thearies of that class, the relatiwely conscious aztivity of
a olasz lecdership,The CPRML mske no such distinction thus enabling
them $0 aonfuse the roles of a clase and its leaderahip.

Bistory should be studied tc serve the needs of tne proletariun
‘rewolution, tmt from the subjective idealiam ¢f the CrHUL, comes &
sonfusion Of historical prooesses with eomscisu® actions, “whioh has
notking in. common with historiec2l materialism. e.g+'We wore the first
nodern proletariat’ -historiczl fact - the Brithsh proletariat ance
hed ‘the stxetegic gosl of survival''once again we must lead' - utter
-.'Ly nonesenai ahraaes.

fhn CYEBIL mcognsn ¢lass 8 ,but contmxy to whntv is agplied
in.74¢<» approach, the lessans of class struggle are not automatically
tgnsmtted from generatien to gcnsmtion; thie alva,ys needs QOnsoiouc
eflorte.

12



!

if man's consciousnese is the product of hise socicl deing,
ther no 1deology can possibly be separate from the srowth of any alass.
But sccording to thé CYEl, a LTITL , Bouial~dencorecy is ‘scparate
from ths organie develo_ment 02 the clacs! and has ‘usurped the place
of Larzism-ieninism in the mind of ths working cless '§

soclal-democratic politics should not be made the primary

tnngat by: confusing it with rgeoise ideolosy in gerneral otherwise it
" ifts cheuwinist content cnd indiregtly +thit of modern revisionien the

.

greatep dsnger to the working clmss, wul bs obucured.

its roots in the bourgeois radicaliem of the lest querter of

I8tk century, it took 1t3 fabian form 2nd explicitly cheuvinist
contentatthc close of the I9th in the shezpe of the Lebcur party
founded by the opportunist ticde union leaders end bourgeovie intelloo-
~tuals of the tine, It was the party of claes collaboration bring¢ -

- =ing “civilisation" to. the colonies.

|
As purt of the 2nd tntsrmational set up to prevent revolution, 28 wsll
a8 being anti-communist, it hos alveys &voided an officis)l ewaluation
of the situation in the middle-East owing to thc irfluence of the
- 2ionist oum‘les within it.

Po- say. that ths working elass had accepted the 8o0cial contract and
that 4t chose to liwe with capitoliem etc 18 quite wrong. Under the
influence of bourgeols idealogy, one doea not acoept & lie &8s A metter

‘0f choice}l

Here we seo the CPHEL attributing its own failings to the wov'ld.n
clags, *"showing® with & collection of half-truths end dietortiona the¢
the working class ‘is the scurce of opportuniocn!

The working class i3 the most progressive and revolutionargeclaas in
the history of cless society, yet the CPBIL would have us believe that
sfasciss begins 85 Goon &8 the workers succumbed mentally®, thus
leading us tc the ebsurd conclusion that fascisn hes ite origins in
4L mind of the working clasel

Now. we got ths line that "the unions have begun to outlive their use-
-fulness &8 & defensive wetpon, having adopted the role of collabor=
-otors and policemen to. the bourgeois state" in spite of the fact that
it 48 the opportunists in gene and the revisionists in partioular
who: have conseicusly &dopied this rolel

The genuine Marxist-Leninist perty must both learn from fnd educate
the class &0 which it bdelo « It 18 not'sheer apathy' as the Crhudl
insiste 'that sliows the ing class to call the tune', Such pompous
ﬁme.sea oiuaply confirm that the CFE'L has no genuine desire to either

fron or educate the ¢lzas they have the effrontery tc claim the
leadership of.

The 4usk of Marxisa-Leninism is the leadershiy in the strugelie %0
ovartheww the exploiting ¢laas from three co-ordineted and inter-
«connvoted eides, the theoreticil, the politicel andthe practical
soonomic (resistunce to the capitelists )

Onte more, EM&M,'% MWQW‘/ Lo worfers -
thot Thew arce . eprprreaitgl nor en to. explain to. them
ga;:’?iu nén are Wﬂc tg : terests of the employ
thout undertaking oerganisation of the political exposure
of mperial.iamin all it® aepects, in the most vitripgd 8] herss‘gt life
we shall pnot be fulfilling cur ta evelop e
po : conseioneness of the workers%,..
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ves"it 15 absolutely untrue that *the economic strugsle is the most
widely applicable moane of drawing the masses into active politieal

- struggle' or that 'politicel agitetion must follow economic agitation'
(theory of etages) or oven thet politicel agitation should be meinly
on an economic basjys."

from lenin on 'Whet 18 to.be done?*

It 18 the spirit of proletarian intern2tiocnelisn that is indispeneible
to the building of such political. consclousnces

This epirit can opnly come t‘ro%. learning the lessons of and readering
sctive support to the na livoration struggles of the pecples .
oppressed by our owvm. :’.mperie.lim. : L

Therefore this conaciousness cannot dowvelop “"without &2 stubborz, OOnt‘j:
-nuous and determined: struggle against the dominent nation chauvinimsm
,-of the ‘socialists' of the ruling nations...

eeoWho: do not went to fight igperialism or support the netional liber-
-ation strigegles of 'theirt colonies and do not want to form & common
revolutionsery front with them." -*no nation oppresses'’ R.Birch I972.

In an article in: the Mey 1973 issue of *Zae Worker® entitled
*RBevolution surges forwaerd', the CPENL had begun to extend 1ts metaphe
-y8ical *two class line' to the intermational situetion more -openly
then in the past vhile continuing to suppress any discussion of *China
*s foreign policy'.

Chsuviniar on the national question became more pronounced. Finally at
the *4th. Congress' in April '76, the CPaddl openly proclaimed their
"ozz;dwoiig theory" 1.6, the proletariet versus the bourgeoieie on e
wWOoTLlL. 8 Es

4 J
According to this logic,'a key misconception is that the ouly divisive
force in. the world is not cless btut nation'.The suspicion that this -
werbel trickery serves the interests of the expansionist sowies soocial
«~igpperialism: 48 strengthehed when the CFBdls +tried to con us that
soviet social-imperielism does mot meek world hegeuonye.

This shel of Lenin & utalin's theory on the uneven dovelopient of
capitalism Justified an unyualified opposition to »ritain joining the
EEC, Prom the same standpoint the CPoul deny that the third world
today is the :amin force impelling history forward wnd the main force
against the hegemonism of the two superpowsrs perticulerly thut of
S8oviet social~-imperianlism, the superpower which is on u worldwide
offensive.

Why? becuuse the Crsnl is opposed th tne thrcee worlds theory of Mao
Taetuygz which is o major obstacle to the expension of Soviet vociule

iaperinlian, . ) ‘

Consequently, with its own policy of nutionul isolationism,the CPRL
hag made no effort whatsoever to mobilise the piople of Eritain
against the impending third world wur or to movilise the working cless
‘against the fifth column of Soviet soci..l-lmperitlisw, Indesd how
could i$? Since the CPRiL itself, is paxrt of vhat fifth column.

ZFrom
Lemaol S ' 76.
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Letter to the secretary of the Bimm ham. branch of the CPRML
(Iwas prevented from. d scuBSi.ng these 1ssues in the brench, was‘
suspended Sep''76, ceased to attend the brench end was™o longer on
the books" after May ‘773

Commades,

At the 4th Party Congress, I opposed the false practice/theory
8quabble and -the *“freedom of eriticism” which was advoceted by
some+ I woted in: support of the report from the congress and all
they was in it, al‘bhough I did have some misgivings.

Although: in 'bhe subsequent struggle to overcome opposition,I
confirmed my Bupport foxr the document, this support was not whole-
hearted, particularly in regard to the interpretation of the inter-
national situation.

‘Bincer ‘tHen these doubts instead of being resolved 4n discussions,
grew into & conviction thet the document cont2ined serious errors
steming from & subjective orientation end which I now see as related
to the line on opportunism.

Concerming imperialism, the "refutation”of the crumbs theory is false.
Firstly it attribvutes to Engele and Lenin, 2 line which their writings
on Britain 4o not prove. Secondly,jt wrongly insists that there 13 no
mrteriel basis for opportunism.

On both counts therefore, it is anti-leninist end anti-materialist and
should be denounced &s & dangerous fzlsificetion econcocted in opposit-
ion to Lenin's correct: thesis thet imperislism gives rise to opport-
uniszn in -hhe 1ab0ur movekent.

The oampaign on the EEC Referentum 2nd the congress document portray
imperigliem. itself €8 a collection of poliecies instead of showing
imperialist policies 1o be the symptom of a2nd not the root czuse of
capitalism in. crisis. -

In my opinion:a revisionist line hes for & lomg time (I9TI) given
first plece to opposing empiticism end the Labour party end treated
revisionism 25 only of loczl or historical interest. Yet modern revis-
ionism 15 seid to be the main danger to the internationel communist
movement. ¥ithout doudbt, revisionism end social-imperialism heve a
definste link, so. it would be vrong to consider one without consider-
1ng the other. ¥

Non-aligned nations,Iteke to mean, nations which have taken the course
of self-reliant development, in this wey opposing end weakening imper-
1alism; but I still don't see whet this hes got to do with class—-colle
gboration. -

You. probably, lmow £bout en organisatlon which calls itself 'Seecond .
World Defence! which: in febr 76, mede & plea for class-collaboretion
in 2 3pd imperi®list wer, using the false argument that the countries
4n NATO impose & "nilder imperislist yoke® than thet of the Soviet
Unione

This would m@ake no difference, even if it were true, since 1t goes
without saying thet wer is a class question. Class-collaboretion: and
& patristie froni led by the communist party ere two com.pletal{
different, diametrically opposed and mutually, exclusive things

PTO ,
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continucds

I no longer feel compelled to support out of ignorence &ad blind
obedience & document which my own prectiee and study have exposed as
\;rong and will not allow myself to mislead others by lending support
0 1t. ) _

Q"N@Henﬂh.aw’ 2. 7. v 7!1 °

»

To fight Sonial-democracy effectively, revisionism must be substane~
mny eradicated from. the renks . of the”par.w of the prolatari:t. A

. . -

Shou.ld we attach, sie,nl.ﬁcance 0 Birch!s wisits to Vietnam in IQ747
¥hat signifigance should we givva toithe fagt that on the 25th Nov 75,
&t the invitetion of the CP@, R.Birch. took part in. comwadely talks
with: none other than. Chang Chun-chiao, ex-member of the Politburo andi
the party and membex: of the "ging of 4%7? And what are the lessens to
be learnt from Mr.Birch?!s semtiment2l jowrmey to> the Stw:l.et Union. &8s
related in AUEW Journal, bMar §8 Vol4h,Ne3 p8%

This all seems to lend weim to: the fﬂc'b. thet¢ R.Birch. is a leading
exponent. of modern revisioniem in Brit®in, which: is also part of 3

extremely permicious international tyend otherwise knewn as the 4 ?3
ingermational.
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Excerpts fromz ,
8 poiuts concem:mg WL unity, by .G. at. JulT7 B'ham conference.

¥, s e80me comrades suggest that the CPBHL wae a fajlure because it was
declared to be & party without there having been & struggle far polite
ical and ideological unity; this hes made them very cereful about
uniting prematurely in 2 single new par#y building orgenisetion. %The
reel poind about the CPRML is,I think? that it was always & revisions
ist orgenisation, under revisjionist lsadership, though forr some time
& mejority of 4ts rank a&nd file were good Marxist-Leninis¢s. Execept
for one or two more obvioue points, such as the guestions of "peaceful
trensition” and "state of the whole people®, ihts leadership newer did
brsak with: revisionism~ it just ceme out witth: nso-revisionism ¢ I%
was'nt forming & perty too early that wvas the fault with the CPRUL-
thaet could havye bheen put right f2irly easily; the fault¥ was thet rev—
isioniem wes alweys in commznd. The real lesson that the experience of
the CPBML teaches us is that the fight against revisionism is 2 hard
and. complioated one. I thing that great efforts should be made 0
ensure that the lecson. is lesrned, that the fight to master Marxist~
Leninist politics end Philosophy is stepped up (ALl opportwrists end
gounter-revolutionaries haws this in. common - thiy they are idealist -
in. philosophy, .end do: not grasp dialectiieal materi&lism), and thet
revisioniam in its various forme is combitied. in our fight for unityp.
This 18 the right answepryl thinlk, to those who use the experience of
the CPBEML as an. argument againet Mapxist-leninist unity in. one pam
Wding’ Grgﬂniﬂation. sa®



