


2

Introduction
Labour Conference cap-

itulation to rule by
tele~ad committee and
Chariots of Fire comm-

ercials 1is

fitting end

to 'reformism's! rot-
ten history
The end to the old

Labour game of fooling
the working class now

clearly in

The 'reformist* Est-
ablishment left no one
in doubt after the
1987 Conference that
they will wreck the
union~-federated Labour
Party,-contimuing the
work of Jenkins,Owen,
Williams & other form-
er leaders,-rather
than allow it to be
taken over by anti-
imperialist policies.

The late feeble flo-
urish by the unilater-
alists only confirmed
rather than disputed
this reality:-

(a)it was accompan-
ied by yet another mo—
tion giving Kinnock &
Co full authority to
re-write defence poli-
cy (as all others);(b)
Ruddock's mealy-mouth
formula in fact accept-
ed using nuclear weap-—
ons as an anti-commun-
ist threat against So-
viet socialiem;{c)any
remaining traces of so-
cial pacifism mixed in
with the obviously do-
minant social chauvin-
ism of Labour will be
no real embarrasement
to imperialism,-espec—
ially when the 0ld la~
bour movement is wrec-
ked into still more
smaller pieces like
the SDP and UIM split-
offs already inflicted

The Benn-Scargill
social pacifism is in
any case useless to
the revolutionary soc-
ialist cause of the
working class,as well
as now standing no re-
alistic chance of ever
becoming possible even
in the illusion-filled
surface appearance of
things which the 'left'
swamp loves pretending
about(apart from never
having been possible
in reality).

Social pacifists had
nuisance value against
inter-imperialist war-
mongering,-epsecially
in World war I,~but Le-

sight

ninism was just as im-
placably opposed to co-
necientious objectors
as a futile misleader-
ship of the proletari-
at,incapable of stop-
ping the war,as to the
social chauvinists who
fpatriotically’ supp—-
orted it.

Only the scientific
socialist grasp of the
masses turning their
guns on their own lea-
ders,-turning the int-
er-imperialist war
into a civil war for
the revolutionary over-
throw of imperialism,-
held the key to effec-
tive action to end the
monstrous warmongering.
And a social pacifist
stance like that of
the leading ‘left' Pl-
ekhanov was correctly
savaged by Leniniem as
a disgustingly muddle-
headed,idealistic,sub-
Jective,counter-revolu-
tionary nonsense which
had to be smashed out
of the workers movem-
ent.

Exactly the same ci-
rcumstances and exact-
ly the same Leninist
scientific understand-
ing are going to be
the vital questions in
the forthcoming relen—
tless degenexration of
the world capitalist
crisis towards inter-
imperialist World War
III.

Initially the vast
majority of the labour
& trade union movement
will be dragooned into
following the disgust-
ing nationalist-jingo-
ist flag-waving which
will be whipped up ag-
ainst all 'wogs' & 'f-
oreigners' in whatever
shallow & arbitrary
combination suits the
British imperialist
state at the time,dep-
ending on what coalit-
ions and what wars it
has decided to get in-—
to. Instant gutter—

prees hate campaigns
(i.e.BBC,ITV,Times, T
elegraph,Guardian,etc)
against 'Argies',Irish
Republicans,Iranians,
Libyans,or whatever
othexr 'terrorist enemy'
of British imperialist
state interests needed
fitting up,-are recent
examples of how the
capitalist propaganda
machine easily handles
the initial stages of
the sought-for warmon-
gering atmosphere.

The even more blat-
ant racism of the ut-
terly gutter press
(Sun~Star,Mail ,Mirror,
etc) against 'Arad
pigs',Pakistani immi-
grants,black thugs,etc
shows the ever-present
potential of the 'pa-
rliamentary democracy'
imperialist system to
go even further tow-
ards open fascist di-
ctatorship should the
need arise.

It is equally obvi-
ous that the rampant
soclal chauvinism of
the Labour Party,which
effortlessly stifled
all anti-imperialist
struggle at the 1987
Conference, will not

only be no obstacle
to all this reaction-
ary rottenness oozing
out of every Jjoint of
the class-collaborat-
ing imperialist syst-
em,-but will actually
strive to capture the
leadership of this fa-
scist-warmongering
degeneracy,-just as it
has always led the way
in the brutal repress-
ion of the Irish nati-~
onal-liveration stxu-
ggle (see below);and
just as it responds to
Spycatcher revelations
of British Gestapo wr-
ongdoing by demands
for even fimer suppr-
ession of 'traitors
like Wright'! and for
more vigilant 'defence
of our national secr-
ets & interests'; and
Just as it backed the
Falklands warmongering
by claiming 'We would
have not got into Arg-
ie invasion difficult-
ies in the first place'
etc.

Even the remaining
harmless social pacif-
ist posturers around
Labour all use the
well-known code lang-
uvage to show that they
are basically 'depend-
able' citizens when
they invariably answer
‘yes' to the question:
*But does not Britain
have genuine security
interests which must

be kept secret?’'.

Only genuine revolu-
tionaries who above
all anticipate the ci-
vil-war overthrow of
the British capitalist
state in the course of
imperialism's forthco-
ning warmongering deg-
eneracy,-will gladly
answer 'no‘'to such a
question,

Every opportunist
section around the La~
bour Party,- Black,As-
ian,feminist,pacifist,
workerist,etc,~ gives
its coded signal in
one way or another on
this type of question
to indicate that when
the ultimate test of
class—collaborating
reliability is put -
("are you for the 'ma~
intenance of democrat-
ic order'4 public sa~
fety,or are you for
‘revolutionary chaos*®
-they will be found
'loyalt.

Such petty-bourgeois
anti-Leninist anti-
revolutionary 'loyalty
expressions' can some-
times take the weird-
est forms such as re-
actionary Asians symp-
athising with National
Front segregation agi-~
tation around Dewsbury
schools in order to
secure ‘proper Muslim
denominational schools
for ourselves!,etc;or
reactionary feminists
letting warmongering
imperialism off the
hook on its arms-race
anti-communist degen-
eracy with a sneer of
'bullying male chauv~
inists on either side
playing with their we-
apons-toys';or Black
Nationalists identify-
ing with Rambo-Fijian
racism in order to wr-
ite~off anti-nuclear-
imperialism in the So-
uth Pacific on the gr-
ounds that *national
cultural identity is
the most important th-
ing for every country*
etc.

What all this coded
language is telling
the authorities is
that when the final
revolutionary class
confrontations begin,
~the pacifists,femin—-
ists,Muslim Fundamen—
talists,Black Nationa-
lists,etc, will not be
on the side of Lenin-
ism.

The 'left' swamp(Tr-
ots,other entryists,
CP affiliators of var—
ious kinds,etc) either
directly & openly pro-
pping up this federat-
ed Labour Conference

illusion & treachery,-
disaming the woxking
class,~or else living
vicariously off of its
false & unfulfilled
promises 1like the SWP,
-will never expose or
disown this philistine
anti-leninist mess out
of fear of being left
stranded and having
ites own anti-revoluti-
onary essence revealed
The swamp cringes from
having to tell British
trade-unionist philo-
gophy to its face that
it is backward & bour-
geois~reactionary. It
will tail-end for ever
rather than let the
unilateralists know
that they are ultimat-
ely useless fence-
sitting pacifist wan-
kers.It will accommod-
ate every last scrap
of reactionary femin-
ist diversion rather
than risk being called
‘male chauvinist'.And
the swamp will do any-
thing rather than ch-
allenge Black Nationa-
lism over its petty-
bourgeois sectarianism
and hostility to the-
ory.

Thus the whole Lab-
our circus and 'fede-
rated labour movement®
myth will slither eff-
ortlessly ever-deeper
into national-chauvin-
ist reaction until fin
ally confronted by a
pass revolutionary up-
heaval which can only
develop successfully
out of the fight for
revolutionary theory
begun by the ILWP.

Either collectively
dominated by Labour Es
tablishment chauvinism,
or split into even
more useless unrepres—
entative factions,the
labour & trade union
movement and the 'left'
swamp will capitulate
completely in effect
to the national warmon
gering-Jjingoist mood
which the imperialist
crisis will impose on
every capitalist state

The greatest retreat
by Labour is not in
fact on the unilateral
disarmament posture as
such but on much more
fundamental questions
of social & economic
structure posed by a
genuine anti-imperial-
ist struggle.

The labour & trade
union movement has now
been chased away compl-
etely from any further
thought of seriously
challenging largescale
private monopoly-fina~
ncial power ever agalin,



This stampeding cap-
itulation to'yuppie’ pr.
opaganda hysteria(see
below,i.e.article in
Bulletin 413) is capi-
talism's greatest tri—
umph and sleight of
hand,coming as it does
just on the eve of the
greatest series of mar-
ket crashes in imperia-
1ist history. By which
time, of course, the
flag-waving,warmonger-
ing, jingoist,trade-war
hysteria will have tak-
en over from the hope-
filled 'share-—owning
democracy'! hysteria,

Imperialism needed
to obliterate any ser-
ious illusions of ‘re-
formist! socialism su~
cceeding through 'par-
liamentary democracy’
in time to coincide
with capitalism's war-
mongering descent into
trade-war jingoism to
which unchallenged La-—
bour social chauviniem
is the acceptable echo
or 'Opposition Shadow’,
During 130 years of
British imperialist
security(relatively
speaking), there was
more room to manoeuvre
using the seductive at-
tractions of 'sociali-
st policies, passed at
Conference' to keep
militant workers nibb-
ling harmlessly at La-
bour's 'left' carrot.
There was always MIS
to make sure nothing
ever actually went wr-
ong from imperialism's
point of view from any
'left' Labour governm-
ent in office. But now
with such dramatically
high stakes to play for
of the 'all-or-nothing!'
degeneration into Wor-
1d War III in which
British imperialism
could face extinction,
nothing can be left to
chance any more.

A similar process of
polarisation is now
widespread throughout
the world imperialist
crisis,~-particularly
striking in the Phili-
ppines where Kinnock's
like-minded posturer
Cory Aquino can no lo-
nger be safely allowed
to pose as a 'progress-
ive democrat! in circ-
umstances which have
already matured towa-
rds the point of revo-
lutionary explosion:-
either communist dict-
atorship or fascist
dictatorship must pre-
vail over insoluble cl-
ass contradictions.Aq-
uino is being forced
to either declare her-
self for renewed fas-

cist-military dictato-
rship,-or else be bra-
nded a ‘communist sym-
pathiser' as is happen-
ing to all her cabinet
& advisers under pres-
sure of repeated mili-
tary coup attempts.

Similarly,-but at an
earlier stage of cris-
is in Britain, Labour
must be safely hobbled.
First split Labour via
the Jenkins/Owen SDP
and the UDM;then give
Labour severe elector-
al beatings after un-
precedented witch-hunt.
ing press hysteria (ag-
ainst Scargill & the
NUM tenemy within'etc);
and then impose total
obedience under an op-
portunist social-chau-
vinist reptile like
Kinnock.

It could never last
long under another pe-
riod of 40-year capit-
alist boom of free-and
easy political illus-
ions. But it does not
need to. It only needs
last until the unans-
werable Jjingoist flag-
waving hysteria of
WWIII national-chauv-
inism can be safely
got under way,subsum-
ing all potentially
troublesome 'democra-~
tic' differences in
its flood. And after
the deluge of WWIII,-
what will the pre-
deluge lies & treach-
ery of Labour's final
humiliation matter
anyway?

Rubbishing Labour's
'reformist socialism’
posture seems a daft
thing to do from impe-
rialism's point of vi-
ew since it has been
such an effective tool
for disarming the wor—
king class so safely
for so long. But in de.
sperate times, even
more desperate & blunt
measures are called
for to make absolutely
certain the 'Labour
Opposition' causes no
real problems as the
Western world degener-
ates into inter-imper-
ialist WWIII.Smashing
Labour Conference ill-
usions in this way is
going to bear the hea-
vy price of driving
more workers towards
Leniniem,ul timately.
But not fast enough,it
ie calculated, to pre-
vent the capitalist
rivals from getting
real wammongering goi-
ng. And once the Jjing-
oistic flags of war
are waving everywhere,
waves of national-cha-
uvinist hysteria will

quickly swamp every
'left' protest raised
against the mayhem.And,
it is hoped, more 'vic-
tory' triumphs like
the Falklands will ha~
ve been crowned before
revolutionary Leninism
has had any chance to
spread real anti-war
and anti-imperialist
struggle.

The miscalculation
which at least half of
the imperialist states
will make will be of
their own 'victory'.At
least half of them
must in fact lose.And
it is on the degener-
ate disasters of inter
imperialist war that
comnunist revolution
has principally advan-
ced.And will do so ag-
ain,

Kinnock's fraud of a
'thoroughgoing policy
review! plus opinion-
poll selection of can-
didates (inevitably
dominated by current
prejudices in the mass
capitalist media) puts
the finishing touches
to the burial of drea-
ms of 'reformist soci-
alism'.

It now only remains
necessary to wipe out
clause IV completely
from the Labour const-
itution (committed to
the ending of classes
in Britain by the pub-
lic ownership & plann-
ing of the entire eco-
nomy) for the dying
international imperia-
list system's warmong-
ering counter-revolut-
ion to have made safe
its British 'parliame-
ntary' act.

The cowardly class-
collaborating 'tradit-
ions' of the labour &
trade-union movement
have now been tamely
cowed out of all rema-
ining thought of any
revolutionary challen-
ge to the decadent &
corrupt bourgeoisie
(i.e.by taking their
111-gotten & ill-used
property away from
them).

So dictated-to now
is the whole spineless
'reformist' mess by
the relentless blitz
of the monopoly-imper-
ialist press & televi-
sion against socialism
and communism that La-
bourites hardly even
dare mention ‘nationa-
lisation' any more,-
that feeble elastopl-
ast for sick capital-
ist industry which
came nowhere near cha-
llenging the real mon-
opoly-finance power of

the imperialist bourg-
eoisie,and was never
intended to.

The tyranny of opin-
ion-poll politics is
now so all-powerful
within Labourism and
its Trot & CP hangers-
on,entryists,& affili-
ators, that total br-
ain-washing is suspec-
ted on what the capit-
alist 'free market!
system has really mea-
nt to the 20th century
in terms of inter-imp-
erialist world wars,
colonial barbarism,
slump—fascism & mass
unemployment,vicious
arms-race intrigues &
interventions against
the national-liberat-
ion struggle & world
socialist revolution,
etc.

It is precisely to
prepare the 'free West'
capitalist world for
degeneration back into
slump, fascism,and int-
er-imperialist World
War III that this un-
precedented media br-
ain-washing and polit-
ical stunts (SDP,UDM,
etc) have been unlea-
shed to stifle every
last hint of socialist
revolt within the bo-
gus game of 'parliam-
entary opposition'.The
ruling covert war/sec-
ret police circles in
the West are leaving
nothing to chance in
their determination to
impose warmongering
fascism rather than
lose their internatio-
nal economic exploita-
tion system to the wo-
rld socialist revolut-
ion.

But from the dull
wits of Labourite cir-
cles and their advert-
ising copywriters who
live only in fear of
offending the latest
ridiculously-shallow
media ‘opinion pollst,
it could only be conc-
luded that the Western
imperialist bourgeois-
ie(which has now impo-
sed nearly a century
of unparalleled holoc-
aust in its attempts
to hold onto its 400-
year-rule of the plan-
et,and in the last de—
cades has imposed the
most sickening & dang-
erous arms-race in his-
tory) does not even
exist. Miraculously it
has suddenly been ‘rep—
laced' by nothing more
threatening than simi-
lar groups of adverti-
sing copywriters on
the other side,-all
'harmlessly’ engaged in
trying to present the-

ir product as the best
~Jjust like Labour now
does.

This monstrous fant-
asy-world in which th-
ese Labourite petty-
bourgeois idealists
live reaches its most
blatant & abysmal ex-
pression exactly in
those decisive moments
(1ike the current con-
ference and the recent
election) when the wo-
uld-be 'alternative
government! of the co-
untry has all attent-
ion focused on how ‘'d-
ifferently! it allege-
dly could manage thi-
ngs,and how much 'be-
tter' it allegedly
understands things,-
but always says absol-
utely NOTHING about
the actual internatio-
nal class-war issues
posed at that very in-
stant,~deliberately so
because the party of
parliamentary postur-
ing obviously wants to
commit itself least of
all on matters of real
class-war conflict.

Not a person in Bri-
tain has the faintest
idea of how the Labour
Party analyses the
Gulf War and the NATO-
warmongering crisis
now added to it,-both
questions raging fier-
cely throughout the
election campaign. No
understanding will be
presented during conf-
erence about the gene-
rous treatment given
by the Western media
(and the West genera-~
1ly) to the racist mi-
litary dictator-thug
Rambo uka in Fiji,-not
exactly the response
the West offered Gener-
al Jaruzelski who had
real reason to impose
martial law (to thwart
the fascist counter-
revolutionary subvers—
ion financed & organi-
sed by the Vatican &
CIA around the fanati-
cal followers of Pils—~
udski, Poland's para-
1lel of Hitler).Rambo-
uka is facing nothing
more menacing than
that a mixed-race Lab-
our coalition has been
voted into power by
the island's Indian
majority to continue
normal bourgeois-parl-
iamentary government.
But it suits the West
to encourage (secret-
1y) his melanesian ra-
cist-fascism because
the Bavandra governm—
ent might join the pa~-
cifist mood in the So-
uth Pacific for a nuc-
lear—free zone and'no



entry’ to US & NATO at-
omic warships. Where
does Labour stand on
all this filthy Rambo-
fascist culture now
dominating the West?
An entire conference,-
supposedly the highest
forum of any party,-
will pass by with no
outspoken commitments
on this or anything
else,

Western warmongering
racist-jingoism,-now
at its height in the
Gulf with daily new
'Gulf of Tonkin'-type
provocations by the
NATO-imperialist for-
ces to try to create
an excuse to invade
Iran,-will not even
be identified by the
Labour Conference far-
ce,let alone condemned

Kinnock boasted of
four new black Labour
MPs as 'symbolic of
our commitment to a
mul ti~cultural socie-
ty! and even boasted
that Labour not only
made pious statements
against racism but ac-
tively campaigned ag-
ainst it. But not one
word did Kinnock utter
about the current gre-
at racist stunt being
pumped up by the capi-
talist state in Dews-
bury,~-just as Labour
has taken no stand lo-
cally against the fas—
cist meddling stirring
this issue,or against
the whole rotten trad-—
ition of denomination-
al schooling which
gave the racists their
leverage to demand a
‘proper Church of Eng-
land educational atmo-
sphere' and the black
nationalists the chan-
ce to reply with calls
for properly Muslim
denominational schools
—a potential minefie-
14 of religious & cul-
tural bigotry & divis-
iveness which has las—
ted through eight Lab-
our governments since
1924 and unbroken dec-
ades of political pow-
er locally in most big
cities.

The platform reply
on the Irish question
was another sample,-
to take just one more
example,- of the sheer
disgraceful feebleness
& incompetence of the
Labour NEC's political
backwardness, from wh-
ich in reality Kinnock
hardly distinguishes
himself at all with
his muddled windbagg-
ery and breathtaking
lying hypocrisy.

4 One longwinded pass-

age,for instance,tried
to explain that Labour
should not be upset by
11llusions of affluence
under Thatcherism bec—
ause if misery was nee-
ded to get to social-
iem, then we're bYetter
off without it.!

After all Xinnock's
phony tear-Jjerking rh~
etorio about the poor,
the old,and the disad-
vantaged,~the only po-
ssible meaning of this
mind-boggling eachway-
bet 'logic' is that
there is no real pover-
ty or social disaster
any more under capital-
iem,~which disgusting
complacency exactly
chimes in with Gould's
advertising-committee
wish to match the mind-
less 'Sid' in appeal-
ing to the allegedly
coming-majority of Yu-
ppie shareholders,or
to the '£400-a-week
docker with a house,a
car,a micro,and a vid-
eo,and a small place
near Marbella' quoted
by Kinnock,echoing Ron
Tadd,TGWU boss,as be-
ing the now 'typical’
working man who could
no longer be appealed
to with the approach:
'Let Labour take you
out of your misery'.

Not surprisingly,Kin-
nock was frequently he.
ckled for this shallow
drivel .Labour Confer-
ence must now be one
of the most backward,
narrow-minded,unrepre-
sentative gatherings
anyvhere in Britain,
but even these hypocr-
itical opportunists
and anti-Leninist phi-
listines mildly revolt-
ed at the stench of
Kinnock & Co complace-~
ntly enjoying their
Labour Establishment
perks,dreaming of the
contimued high rewards
of office,and not glv—
ing a damn,or knowing
about,the real revolu-
tionary social crisis
brewing in Britain and
throughout the decay-
ing Western imperial-
ist system.

Conditions causing
the inner-city riots
in Britain may not yet
have reached the dep—
ths of pointlessness,
exploitation,and desp-
alr fuelling revolut-
ion in the Philippines
Fl Salvador,South Kor-
ea,South Africa,Indian
sub-continent,Chile,oc-
cupied Ireland,occup-
ied Palestine,etc,but
they are part of the
same international ca-
pitalist economic cri-
sis which has yet to

begin its serious dec-~
1ine through Wall Str-
eet Crash,all-out tr-
ade war,doubling of in-
termmational unemploy-
ment,degeneration into
open fascist-jingoisa
and inter-imperialist
warmongering(leading
to World War III) in
every capitalist coun-
try.

Despite Kinnock's
airy gestures & promi-
ses of sustained anti-
Thatcher rhetorio,Lab-
our cannot even grasp

the Spycatcher issue
fimly and hammer the
Tories on the goverm-
ment's most ludicrous
etand on imperialism's
most embarrassing ex—
posure:-fascist police
~-state spying on its
own working class, and
preparations to wipe
out 'democracy' on the
spot by bourgeois-
establishment coup if
tparliament' becomes
a threat to entrenched
interests(Rambouka tr-
ained at the British
Gestapo schools,as did
Idi Amin,Dictator Zia,
etc). But Labour once
again ducks this burn-
ing question too,-al-
though Conference co-
incides with a peak of
Tory humiliation and
criminality,—because
the Labour Establish-
ment traditions are
themselves as much up
to their necks in pa-
st acts of barbarisa &
corruption by British
imperialism's secret
police-military dict-
atorship as are the
Tories(see ILWP Books
vols 7,9,& 10).
labour's nazi-Gesta-
po record on Ireland
alone(the death squ-
ads, torture barracks,
concentration camps,
the initial military
invasion, the police-
state Prevention of
Terrorism Act, the fr-
ame-up trials of the
Birmmingham pub bombers
etc,no~jury courts,mi-
dnight terror raids on
Irish communities in
the occupied zone,ru-
bber-bullet murders,
supergrass fit-ups,ca-
pitulation to the MIS-
run 'Ulster workers'
strike',etc)-—matters
all close to Wright's
memoirs material,-
shows why the labour
Establishment dare not
now take advantage of
Thatcher's ridiculous
catastrophe over Spy-
catcher because they
are all as implicated
in the treacherous wr-
ongdoings as any Tor-

ies ever were. It also
shows why Labour can
only ever be a hollow
shell when 1t comes to
really defending the
proletariat in the cl-
ass war,and why its Co-
nference debates are
always such stupidly
pointless lacklustre
affairs,as for instan-
ce on Ireland, - fill-
ed only with ignorance
hypocrisy & treachery,

Kinnock & Conference
were just as silent on
other burning issues
of Rambo—criminal West
ern nazi aggression;-
on the widespread CIA-
Pentagon death squads
revealed this week by
the Wachington Post,at
work assassinating lea-
ders & overthrowing
governments all over
the world,financed by
untraceable Saudi gbn;
on the illegally-fund-
ed killer Contras mass
acring socialist Nica~
ragua;on the anti-Iran
provocations like the
New Yoxrk Btolen shirt!
and the Manchester 's-
tolen socke! frame-ups;
on Reagan's financing
of the UNITA assassins
currently protected by
frontline South Afric-
an apartheid troops
invading socialist An—
golaz;and on other fas-
cist death squads pro-
pped up all over the
world by the !'freedom!
~loving NATO powers.
Any serious challenge
to this 'free West' fa-
scist filth at Confer-
ence or by Kinnock,—
and the creaking far-
cical block-vote mech-
anism would collapse
with heart-failure at
such an affront to its
class~collaborating
routines.

The 'left' cover for
Labour is just as ste—
rile.Hobsbawm's tame
‘Marxist' support urg-
ed acceptance of 'post-
~Thatcherite' market
disciplines just as
Gorbachev had to ‘'dis-
rupt old habits!,- mu-
ddling up a society
where revolution had
to destroy the imperi-
alist bourgeoisie with
one where the imperia-
1ist bourgeoisie is
still very much in po-
wer as if there were
no difference between
them.Tiny schoolchild-
ren in Vietnam grasp
historical materialism
better than this paid-
up Guardian professor
of pro-Kinnick 'Marx-
ism'.The CP's pure id~
ealist approach pret-
ends that the entire

world'e political &
economic problems are
8imply a matter of lo-
glcally seleoting the
best way forward,-the
same for Kinnock as
for Thatcher & Gorba-
chev, The primacy of
elemental class forces
in the world,-the ABC
of Marxism,~ has dis-
appeared yithout trace
~along with the incur-
able warmmongering-cri-
sls essence of imperi-
alism,etc,etc,etc.The
ad-men have even van-—
qQuished materialism.

Imperialism will use
this total castration
of 'reformist social-
ism® to sow further
racial,class,& ideolo-
glcal divisions in the
working class,—builad-~
ing up towards all-out
warmongering-fascist
counter-revolutionary
Jingoism as the insol-
uble capitalist crisis
deepends towards inter-
imperialist World War
III. At its 1987 Conf-
erence, Labour 'parlia-
mentarism' has gone
out with a suitable
vhimper. Far from any
serious relevance {ap—
art from any incident-
al electoral xrole they
play) of Kinnock's pr-
omised 'nmon-policies®
to avoid upsetting op-
injion polls in the
19908, the future bel-
ongs solely to revolu-
tionary struggle agai-
nst the criminal slump-
-ridden warmongering
decay of the capital-
ist system(-including
its Labour 'shadow!).
The only real guidance
for the working class
can come from the Mar-
xist-Leninist science
of imperialiet crisis.
Build Leninism;spread
the ILWP Bulletin.

Bulletin 41457/10/87)
and 413 (30/9/87)
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Capitalist nervous-
ness over the real cr-
isis in the 'free' wo-
orld market economy (of
insoluble trade-war pr-
oblems and anti-imper-
ialist revolt)was alr-
eady chronic.

The real bonus of
this weedy election
campaign has been the
stumbling unconfident
performance of the Br-
itish establishment's
first team,-the Tories
-~ in what was meant to
have been just a light
training exercise for
them.

Bankruptcy in even



the small change of
parliamentary politics
-—election bribes,ly-
ing manifesto promises,
dirty propaganda tricks,
etc-- added to bankru-
ptcy in the major mat-
jonal interest' matt-
ers of industrial inv-
estment,science resea-
rch,military technolo-
&y ,etc,———shows how cl-
ose to real disaster
s British capitalism.

Not only is its int-
ernational imperialist
competitiveness now so
decrepit as to be near
moribund. But when its
favoured political re-
gime (Thatcherism) so
loses its nerve over
trying to score an
open goal against the
hopeless Labourites,it
shows how deep the rot
has set in to the bou-
rgeoisie's entire cl-
ass confidence.

Classic signs of the
ultimate paralysis,-
trying to change hor-
ses in mid-stream,-
were in evidence by
the end of the camp-
aign with more sympath
etic noises towards
Labour by the capital-
ist press & TV monopol-
ies than for a long
time,-panicked into
thoughts of a last-
minute hedge against
the dangers of so
much obvious popular
loathing of Thatcher-
ism.

This was much less a
Machiavellian "Let's
get Labour in to bash
the working class" ge-
sture than real unease
by vast sections of
the bourgeoisie that
things are just going
badly wrong with Brit-
ish society,and with
the West in general.

Because all the ‘'de-
mocracy' and ‘freedom'
crap is going so sour,-
¢with all the obvious
nazi-warmongering ten-
dencies throughout the
West such as racism,
the blitzkrieg of Gre-
nada,the bombing of Tr-
ipoli,the murderous
Contra destruction in
Nicaragua,the crooked
farce of the Irangate
scandal,the covert
NATO aid to South Afri-
can and Zionist fasc-
ism,etc,etciplus the
police-state strength-
ening in Britain of
MI6 subversion and sur-
veillancejthe MI5 de-
ath squad activities
in occupied Ireland;
the armed police prov-
ocations against Black
Youth, the miners, and
other militants,etc;-)-

middle~class liberali-
sm is seriously sick-
ening.

The ingrained hypocr.
isy of the British bo-
urgeoisie easily lets
this self-doubt find
expression in the nau-
seating jingoism of
the election campaign,
--with Labour,the Tor-
ies,and the Alliance
all trying to wave th-
eir Union Jacks the ha-
rdest to attract the
Little Englander vote.

But this turn to ch-
auvinism tells a huge
amount about the cris-
is for capitalism,-
marking the death-
throes despair of the
dying bourgeois order.

Just when it might
have been assumed that
Thatcher's Falklands-
factor nationalism was
all that was needed to
cater for this flag-
waving frightened sh-~
udder of ruling-class
insecurity,-echoed cl-
one-like down through
the pro-imperialist
middle-class and work-
ing-class sections,—
the assured Rule Brit-
annia touch seemed su-
ddenly to stumble and
lose all confidence.

How mistrusted and
despised is every par-
ty (of the parliament-
ary-capitalist circus
for the system's mis-
erable failures)is
perhaps more obvious
from the shoddy jingo-
istic performances by
the main contenders
than from the wild sw-—
ings in shallow voting
intentions in by-elec-
tions and in the Gene-
ral Election.

vhile those who ref-
use to register or
won't vote for any of
the rascals are now
easily the biggest si-
ngle party in Britain,
the system is still
geared to fooling a
majority of the adult
population into cast-
ing a vote of some
kind,-deluded into th-
inking that eelecting
between any of the th-
ree main stooge-groups
promoted by the monop-
oly-bourgeois mass me—
dia offers a real ch-
oice.

But what the voting
swings do not reveal
is with what little
confidence any of the
ballots are cast for
any of the parties.

The awful theatrical
posturing of all the
embarrassing party le-

aders,-all knowing
what utter frauds they

are,- is a far better
guide to that reality.

The real contest is
only over whose come-
uppance is more earn-
estly to be desired,-
that of the appalling
Thatcher,the twice-
appalling Davids,or
the even more appall-
ing Kinnock.

And even more inter-
estingly & dramatic-
ally,~which come-
uppance would be best
for these egocentric
philistines? For their
bombastic 'We shall
win' bluster to come
an embarrassing cropp-
er on polling day? Or
even better for them
to win the vote and to
have to carry on the
impossible burdens of
Britieh (and Westem)
imperialism's insolu-
ble economic & politi-
cal crisis afterwards?

A horrifying mess of
trade-war damage and
escalating inter-
imperialist warmonger-
ing competitiveness
awaits the Downing St-
reet victors.

The near-panic coll-
apse fears sweeping
the share & money ex-
changes on rumours of
dramatic poll changes
tell far more about
the uncertainty gripp-
ing the markets them-
selves,-with or with-
out an election,~than
about ruling class's
worries about any par-
ticular election out-
come,

Whoever is able to
carry on governing
for the British capit-
alist systemy-Tory,La-
bour,or Alljance,-and
however they manage to
achieve this,———anoth-
er 1929-type Wall Str-
eet Crash is inevit-
able sooner or later.

Any development cou-
1d spark off the crash
-and not just necess-
arily a Labour victory,
It is by no means rul-
ed out that the estab-
lishment would activ-
ely want the Labouri-
tes back again at some
stage (as opposed to
widespread passive
doubts at this stage
of Thatcherism's fit-
ness to continue dis-
aster-free) as a well-
known, tried,& tested
alternative method of
curbing the proletar-
iat,-diverting them
from revolultionary
consciousness,

The ruling class is
probably much more co-
ncerned by now about
how it is going to get
out of its internatio-

nal economic & politi-
cal crisis (if at all)
than with who is going
to manage the shop in
London for the immed-
iate future,and how.
The actual historic
questions raised by
all problems of capit-

alist govermment from
now on are:Which bour-
geois parliamentary
lash-up will be the
vehicle for renewed
fascism and inter-
imperjalist warmonger-
ing?

Far more important
than who has won the
British election is
the fact that the ent-
ire relations of capi-
talist production and
society are in turmoil
(crime activities,drug
& drink epidemics,mass
unemployment,housing
crisis,educational
dead ends,etc),-and
are declaring the ent-
ire parliamentary 'de-~
mocracy! racket to be
an irrelevant fraud.

And far more import-
ant than this crisis
of bourgeois and lab-
our-movement consciou—
sness in the pro-impe-
rialist West is the
reality hanging over
the 'free' world of
its imminent degenera-
tion back into its
1930s slump-crisis rut
of incurable inter-
imperialist warmonger-
ing.

Even more farcical
than the British parl-
iamentary election ci-
rcus is the astonish-
ing spectacle of all-
powerful US imperial-~
ism first declaring
that it must definite-
ly go to war in the
Gulf region; and only
second deciding who it
must go to war against,
and why.

None of the Western
imperialist alliance
'allies®' being bullied
by Reagan into condon-
ing his naked aggress-
ive threats of 'pre-
emptive' strikes agai-
nst Iran's political &
military independence;
-believes Washington's
lying 'excuse' about
"the need to keep the
sea lanes open". Noth-
ing was said about
this seven years ago
when Iran was initially
on the receiving end
of the Western—inspir-
ed Iraqi capitalist
attack. It is only now
that the more fascist-
minded independently-
minded capitalist cou—
nter-attack by Iran is

gaining ground that

the string-pulling in-
ternational gendamme,
the USA,has decided to
try to dictate the out-
come of the Gulf war.

But the Western all-
ies are understandably
alarmed at the enorm-
ous potential implica-
tions of this latest
US warmongering escal-
ation.

Already the Gulf war
has raged at World War
I levels of barbarism
for seven years,-inex-
plicably other than in
the capitalist systeam’s
notorious 20th century
record of inter-imper-
ialist war to get out
of crisis and to div-
ert the proletariat by
national flag-waving
from socialist revolu-
tion.

The bourgeois establ-
ishments in Iraq & Ira
have found their sense-
less conflict to be a
perfect diversion from
the failures of their
bogus 'revolutionary
nationalism' program-
mes. More & more capi-
talist states are see-
ing the need to degen-
erate towards the same
depraved 'solution',-
Greece & Turkey;India,
Pakistan & Sri Lankaj;
Argentina & Britainjetc

US imperialism's de-
termination to cash in
on this existing con-
fl1ict shows how despe-
rate the international
capitalist economic cr-
isis is now becoming
for the entire 'free'
world.

So hair-raising are
the implications of
major NATO-power invo-
lvement that Japan had
to be bribed with a re-
laxation of the trade-
war measures Washing-
ton took against it,-
to get Tokyo's formal
‘approval' of the US
warmongering !'pre-
emptive' strike thre-
ats. Similar pressures
will have to be appl-
ied to get the ‘agree-
ment' of the rest of
the Venice summit.

Even more alarmming
than just the reality
of the intermational
warmongering arms-race
escalation itself is
the ruthless menace to
the rest of the 'free'
world's own economic
interests from US imp—
erialism's threatened
stranglehold on the vi-
tal Gulf-route oil ar-
tery,-a trade far more
crucial to the USA's
monopoly-capitalist
rivals than it is to
the USA itself. In a



period of sharpening
brutal inter-imperial-
ist trade war, this
sinister expression of
Washington's ‘strate-
gic interests' will be
as frightening to NATO
and the rest of the
'free' world powers as
it will be to Iran.
Pathetically,the ri-
val groups of British
parliamentary cretins
are not even able to
successfully ridicule
the embarrassing cont-
radictions in Reagan's
knee-jerk reactions to
the rampaging internat-

ional capitalist cri-
sis,-first secretly
putting Iraq up to la-
unching its futile war
seven years ago; then
secretly arming the
reactionary Ayatollahs
(officially denounced
as 'Murder Incorpora-
ted') via the Irangate
scandal; then incred-
ibly ‘'making it up to'
Iraq with the weird
USS Stark incident;
and finally balancing
this humiliation out
by declaring war,-not
on Iraq,-but on Iran!!

With Western capita-
1ist parliamentary
‘democracy' swallowing
all this nonsense wi-
thout batting an eye-
1id,-then the compet-
ing party election st-
ands in Britain all
demanding attention
for their different
"only proper defence"
postures for Britain
can hardly expect to
be taken seriously by
anyone. None is ‘'more
correct' or 'less cor-
rect'. They are all
simply irrelevant to
the real warmongering
reality of inter-impe-
rialist crisis.

In the epoch of cap-
italism's degeneration
back into generalised
warfare, the only pos-
sible outcome in an
election dominated by
the monopoly bourgeois
mass media is a pro-
jingoist government or
coalition.

No class-~conscious
workers should have
dignified the chauvin-
istic hustings with a
vote for any of the
Union-Jack~waving pro-
tagonists,-the pro-
NATO Labour Party,the
pro-NATO Tories,or the
pro-NATO Alliance.

Particularly stupid
and treacherous are
those petty-bourgeois
'lefts' of the Trot &
CP sects who urged wo-
rkers actively to vote
Labour,-for whatever

reason.

So long-since dead
is the working class
illusion that Labour
will *reform' capital-
ism into 'socialiam'
that it now makes no
difference which of
the bourgeois pro-ca-
pitalist parties drags
Britain into the final
parliamentary degrad-
ation of inter-imperi-
alist World War III,-
which is all that the
future holds until al-
tered by proletarian
revolution.

Illusions in the La-
bour Party's bogus
*reform' plans for'smu-
nicipal socialism' or
*revolution through
Parliament' have long
since ceased to be a
major obstacle to the
spread of revolution-
ary socialist conscio-
usness among the pro-
letariat in the West.

Anti-communism and
national chauvinism
are the crucial ingre-
dients for keeping wo-
rkers still duped by
the shallow nonsense
of "freedom & democr-
acy" propaganda in
NATO(which now barely
conceals the rampant
monopoly-capitalist
corruption of non-stop
colonial-warmongering
arms-race by the West)

And in this depraved
matter, the Labour Pa-
rty is more loathsome-
ly Jingoistic and cre-
tinously anti-commun-
ist than any of the
petty-bourgeois hypo-
crites.(See ILWP Books
vols T & 9).

The whole election
farce turned on whose
was the best method of
"meeting the Soviet
invasion threat",—a
total fantasy in which
Labour's role is the
most vital for keeping
it going.

The real issue for
workers is of course
nothing to do with "how
unfairly" or otherwise
Labour policy or Kin-
nock's speeches have
been "pilloried" by
the monopoly-bourgeois
press and TV. That is
precisely the essence
of the Labour Party's
role in this whole ro-
tten fraud,- to make
workers think they
have a ‘class issue'
to take up on the qu-
estion of Thatcher's
nuclear wamongering.

The real issue for
workers is: "Wwhat fil-
thy nonsense is the
warmongering capital-
ist system trying to

put across on us with
foul lies that the so-
cialist camp holds any
threat of any kind,-
of military intervent—
ion or otherwise,- to
the proletariat of the
entire capitalist 'fr-
ee' world?".

It is only by the
pretence,-non-stop si-
nce 1917,-that "comm~
unist tyranny will sl—
aughter you all in
your beds,-or enslave
you in labour camps
for 1life" that capit-
alism has held onto
the West and the rest
of the colonially-
exploited 'free' world.

It is only by non-
stop amed provocatio-
ns against the social-
ist camp,—from the
first mass invasion of
the young Soviet Repu-
blic in 1919 by the
armmies of the 14 lead-
ing 'free'-world colo-
nial empires,led by
Britain,-to the latest
subversions or blitz-
kriegs on Korea,Viet-
nam,Angola,Zaire,Eth-
iopia,Grenada,Nicara-
gua,Afghanistan,Kamp—-
uchea,Mozambique,etc,-
that the West has been
able to fool the mass-
es under capitalisa
into putting up with
the permanent arms-
race economic stupidi-
ties,-squandering bil-
lions on endless flag-
waving chest-beating
national hysteria.

Far from Kinnock be-
ing ‘misrepresented’,
‘pilloried', or ‘mis-
understood!' ,—the La-
bour Party's conscious
pro-NATO stance has
played the main part
in protecting Western
imperialism with a
fleft! 'reformist' co-
ver,— pretending to
be 'different' from
the warmongering anti-
communist pro-colonial
Tories but in practice
being worse jingoists.

Instead of distant
'Soviet threats' being
‘held at bay' by West-
ern threats of general
nuclear destruction,-
the Labour Party has
to make the blood ch-
111 much more vividly
with wild obscene talk
about "unbeatable Bri-
tish popular resist-
ance" to "Soviet mili-
tary occupation".

Wwhat sick outrageous
humbug!!?!!

It was the Labour
Party which agreed to
nuke Japan as a threat
to the USSR (then wi-
thout atomic weapons
or know-how) in 1945

and to try and keep
the world's first wor-
kers state from part-
icipating in the def-
eat of fascist Japan.

It was the Labour
Party which took the
leading Western role
in ammed imperialist
intervention against
communist partizan vi-
ctories over fascism
in Malaya,Greece,Viet-
nam,-and tried the
same with military
subversion against Al-
bania & Yugoslavia.

It was the Labour P-
arty which played the
decisive part in sett-
ing up the NATO 'free
world' fraud to sanjt-
ise US imperialist en-
circlement of the soci
alist camp post World
War II,-helping to la-
unch or cover the de-
generate Western col-
onial/imperialist bli-
tzkriegs on the revo-
lutionary movements in
Korea,Vietnam,Algeria,
etc,~butchering mill-
fons in the process.

It was the Labour
Party which sent tro-
ops or maintained mil-
itary occupation in
dozens of colonial
bloodbaths,- in India,
Kenya,Aden,Cyprus,Ire-
land,etc..

It was the Labour
Party which re-establ-
ished MI6's world-wide
anti-socialist mission
to subvert,- alongside
the CIA,-every real
anti-imperialist adv-
ance made by the pro-
letariat in any coun-
try,—condoning scores
of bloody interventi-
ons and assassinations
in every corner of the
world since 1945.

And now the little
Rule Britannia creep
Kinnock has the gall
to pretend that it is
the socialist camp's
tmilitary threat' to
the imperialist count-
ries which is the real
issue,- and *‘how best
to meet that threat!
for the 'proper defe-
nce of Britain',~-as a
co—assassin with US
nuclear aggression;as
a stooge aircraft car-
rier for it;or merely
as a 'no American nuc-
lear bases' cowardly
accomplice of it.

The actual question
facing the voters in
Britain is: "When are
workers finally going
to cease being part of
Western imperialist
aggression against the
socialist camp and the
national-liberation
struggle?".

Any vote for Labour,
-for any reason what-
ever,-not only fails
to bring that question
out but totally & ho-
pelessly buries it un-
der a swamp of anti-
communist confusion,--
which is the real bus-
iness the 'lefts' are
in around the Labour
Party among the petty-
bourgeois Trots and
Euro revisionists.

They want workers to
vote Labour because
deep down these t!lefts'
all completely share
Kinnock's wretched
anti-communist ignor-
ance and hatred.

These 'left! sects
are all petty-bourgeob
individualists to a
soul ,- as hostile to
Leninist proletarian
dictatorship as it is
possible to be.

In reality, they lo-
athe the whole real
history of the bitter
struggle to build str-
ong workers states ag-
ainst endless Western
propaganda,subversion.
bribery,intervention &
aggression.

Some groups of the
swanp still ostentat-
iously claim ‘'solidar-
ity' with some mythic-
al idealised version
of parts of the Soviet
triumph,~especially
the earlier bits which
they now hope have be-
come far-enough dist-
ant to be safely pla-
glarised & sanitised.

But on every modern
issue of Leninist pol-
itics,-backing the bu-
ilding of one-party
proletarian dictator-
ships in Zimbabwe,Eth—
iopia,Afghanistan,Kam-
puchea,etc,~or in Sou-
th Africa in the fut-
ure,-——they retreat,
spewing up every last
rotten illusion about
parliamentary 'democ-
racy' which Lenin dem-
olished in his epic
works from 1917 to
1923(read Lenin's coll-
ected works vols 24 to
33).

Not one scrap of any
'left' agitation for
workers to vote Labour
has any basic class
content in it other
than the most determ-
inedly ignorant & ph-
ilistine anti-Leninism.
The capitalist crisis
will proceed relentle-
ssly towards inter-
imperialist World War
III through Parliamen-
tary 'democracy' with-
out any pointless att-
empts by workers to
arrange it to happen



in a particular way by
voting for the bourg-
eois circus, thereby
rekindling illusions
in the parliamentary
fraud.

The Red Front bogus
Yrevolutionary' alleg-
ed ‘alternative' to La-
bour reformism is in
fact nothing of the
sort. It is not an ad-
vance guard of new re-
volutionary proletari-
an consciousness in Br
itain,but in fact Jjust
another dying-out old
variant of more ‘left’
cover for labour move-
ment electoral tradit-
ions,-seeking merely
to ‘capture' part of
the existing working
class attitude to par-
liamentary politics.

But what must come
is the total collapse
in bitter confused fr-
ustration of the whole
130~-year illusory hist
ory of British workers'
class-collaboration
with the imperialist
system. This can only
happen in conditions
of deep suffering,pro-
found antagonism,and
colossal upheaval,-the
sort of circumstances
of World War I degene-
racy which precisely
finally broke the Gre-
at-Russian masses from
Rugsian imperialism.

There is not the sli-
ghtest possibility of
any smoothe transition
from parliamentary cap
italist traditions to
'revolutionary' parli-
amentary activities.

For as long as the
working class is naiv-
ely led into approach-
ing the electoral farce
much the same way as
in the past,-including
the occasional chance
to vote for a 'real
revolutionary alterna-
tive',--then playing
this bourgeois game
can only cement perp-
etual bourgeois vict-
ory. The Red Front
says absolutely noth-
ing about the real wo-
rld (of inter-imperial-
ist war and the coll-
apse of anti-communi sm)
because it is itself
nothing but a petty-
bourgeois anti-commun-
ist fraud.

The same process is
at work in the actual
outcome to the elect-
ion. A1l the time that
the supposed ‘'alterma-
tives' to Thatcherism
show no differences
whatever in the basic
concerns of ‘upholding
Western freedom & de-
mocracy' (I.e. parlia-

mentary capitalism,and
anti-communism),~ then
it makes things diffi-
cult in a period of
profound bourgeois cr-
isis to persuade midd-
le-class public opin-
ion to enthusiastica~
11y change the set-up
when 'the nation' is
somewhat cowedly clin-
ging together,wrapped
in the Union Jack,in
fear of the future.

All the recriminat-
ory propaganda may
mean Thatcher will get
an even smaller total
vote than 1983,-just
as 1983's total was
smaller than 1979's
despite the Falklands
factor.

But such a mood of
wretched nervousness
will not make Kinnocks
appalling opportunism
seem any more appeal-~
ing,-emptily wrapping
himself in the Union
Jack just like the
rest of the circus.

And even in the det-
ailed arguments again-
st the putrid class
prejudice of Thatch-
erism on every quest-
ion,-the Labourites
still end up justify-
ing the capitalist sy-
stem themselves when
pressed,-approving its
' freedom',—~ as much pl-
aying into Thatcher's
hands as effectively
knocking her abysmal
stupidity & arrogance.

Win or lose,Labour's
shallow Chariots-of-
Fire electoral opport-—
unism will have put a
few more final nails
into the coffin of la-
bour movement reform-—
ism,

Failure to defeat
the grotesquely dim-
witted & insensitive
Thatcher, -despite the
virtual collapse of
British manufacturing
industry and record
unemployment,-will exp—
ose the hopelessness
of all parliamentary
illusions. A victory,
and inheritance of the
catastrophic economic
problems piling up for
capitaliam,-and Labour's
practical bankruptcy
and servility to West-
ern international fin-
ance-capital will be
painfully in the open
as never before.

And curtains for the
illusory 'reformist p-—
arliamentary socialism'
nonsense will also me-
an curtains for all
its various ‘'left' ap-
ologists in the 57 va-
rieties of Trot & CP
swampism.

More sinister is Eno-
ch Powell's hint that
Labour is the best bet
for real anti-American
Union Jack waving,plus
relief for British-
Orange colonial fasc-
ism in the occupied
zone of Ireland ('De-
feating the men of vi-
olence is our first
priority'-all Labour
spokesmen) from the
Washington/EEC-imposed
Anglo-Irish Treaty (for
London eventually han-
ding over all respons-
ibility for the colon-
ial mess to Dublin)

This envisages Kinn-
ock following Labour
Cabinet Minister Osw-
ald Mosley's couurse of
a 'New Britain',- the
path ex Labour Cabinet
Minister David Owen
would love to follow.

Such a scenario is
by no means far fetch-
ed but is in fact ex~
actly in line with the
social-chauvinist role
played by the entire
Second Intermational
backing the inter-
imperialist slaughter
of workers in World
War I behind its 'owm'
flag in each country's
case,-the predecessors
of the present reform-
ists but in a period
when they were all su-
pposedly committed
Marxists,-and led by
lifelong collaborators
of Engels.

The widespread arts-
world support for Kin-
nock's Chariots-of-
Fire Little Englander
stand is utter degen-
eracy, -total anti-

communist philistinism,-

-possible only in a
country whose workers
have been completely
corrupted by imperial-
ism.

Far from being 'ho-
nest', Kinnock's paci-
fist anti-nuclear st-
ance stinks of hypoc-
risy. No one but a hu-
man slug could believe
the anti-communist fi-
1th Kirnock & Co bel-
ieve about the Soviet
Union,the dictatorship
of the proletariat,and
the socialist camp,-
and not want to be ar-
med to the teeth with
as many atomic bombs
as possible against
such a desolate anti-
civilisation perspect-
ive. The only rational
case for ending the
nuclear Cold War agai-
nst the 'Soviet domi-
rmtion threat' is to
prove that the 'thr-
eat! to 'freedom' is

a complete Western

imperialist invention,
and that the only real
freedom possible is
precisely communism.
But the defeatist
Labour unilateralists
would not admit this

in a thousand years.

If Kinnock fudged
his semi-pacifist pri-
nciples' even more th-
an he has been willing
to do,the British est-
ablishment might well
use the Labour scoun-
drels instead of the
Tory scoundrels for a
spell of '‘government’
posturing again.

But the writing is
essentially on the
wall now for the ent-
ire corrupt capitalist
system,-especially its
parliament.

Class conscious wor-
kers in Britain need
to build up Leninist
revolutionary underst-
anding as never before.
Future struggles may
well include running
genuine Bolshevik el-
ectoral campaigns just
to expose the fraud of
parliamentary 'democr-
acy' from within as
well as from without,
a sound Leninist tac-
tic.

But first & foremost
in Britain (and throu-
ghout the West) must
be built a literate
leninist movement.That
is the real struggle
facing workers.Spread
the ILWP Bulletin.
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The catastrophic up-
heavals which will sh-
ortly be befalling the
capitalist world,-esc-
alating dramatically
the already sizeable-
enough warmongering &
civil strife erupting
in South Africa,the
Gulf War,the Indian
sub-continent,Latin
America,the Philipp-
ines & South Korea,etc
across the entire'free
world,——were always
inevitable anyway.

Thatcher's miserable
'success'-(the lowest
share of the poll for
the Tories since Bonar
Law in 1922; a further
narrowing of Thatchers
*support' from 1983
which despite the Fal-
klands factor was in
turn a smaller percen-
tage turnout than even
1979's near-record low
'winning margin'; the
percentage of the tota

adult population back-
ing the government
down to 29% -the lowest
ever; the level of co-
nviction or enthusiasm
for Thatcher's line in
any section of society
reduced towards virtu-
ally zero;etc)—-only
makes these coming
well-deserved disasters
for British imperial-
ist society more vivid,

The nervous paltry
character of the so~
called Tory 'triumph!
puts into even sharper
relief the totally ba-
nkrupt insanity & tr-
eachery of the Labour-
ites and especially of
the entire Trot & CP-
revisionist 'left* who
advocated a '‘critical!
vote for Kinnock.

Not forgetting the
criminal mistake the
revisionist German CP
made in the 1930s in
splitting the anti-
Hitler sentiment by
first attacking the
social democrats as
'social fascists',-an
actual vote for Labour
in this election made
about as much sense as
expressing ‘critical!
appreciation in the
19308 for,say,the ‘eff-
ective style' of one
of Hitler's 'national-
socialist' Geman Wor-
kers Party rallies at
Nuremberg.

Idiotically, the
mere form of a Labour
election campaign is
alone being 4nalysed'.
The content is being
ignored as if it just
does not exist.

But the content was:
Increased NATO arms
spending; Asserting
that Labour resistance
to a *'Soviet invasion’
would be more effect-
ive than Tory policy;
Confiming that the
'men of violence' (i.e.
the Irish national 1ib
eration struggle) were
the priority issue in
the occupied zone of
Ireland,-not the part-
ition injustices which
the Anglo-Irish Treaty
is pretending to slow-
ly remedy; Maintenance
of British troops in
Cyprus,Falklands,Ire-
land (and presumably
any other colonial
gunboat-diplomacy lair
of military violence);
Commi tment to US impe-
rialism's counter-rev-
olutionary NATO allia-
nce; Belief in the mo-
nopoly-imperialist Co-
mmon Market; Guaranteed
Assurance to leave the
capitalist status-quo

1 in Britain basically



unaltered (in realit
completely unaltered);
Promise to keep build-
ing up the police,-
capitaliem's first
line of defence,and to
leave capitalism's se-
cret political police,
MIS5 & MI6,- completely
uncontrolled,above the
law,and beyond parlia-
mentary scrutiny as ever;
stepping up the chauv-
inistic trade-war hys-
teria as soon as pos-
sible; etc.

This was delivered
in what can only be
described as tatty,
pseudo-Nuremberg style
- with the appalling
Glanda Slag stressing
s8illy theatrical gut-
turals in order to be-
llow: "And now the man
who has made all our
dreams come true —
Neil Kinnock".

This was pure 1930s
warnongering nastiness
~completely complem—
enting Thatcher's vi-
cious 'Battle of Brit-—
ain' propaganda film,~
not answering it at
all.

when a serious fasc-
ist movement finally
gets going in Britain
in the coming Depress-
ion-decade re-run of
the 1930s,--then the
necessary tactic of
uniting the maximum
hostility to fascism
to drive it off the
scene as rapidly as
possible will obvious-
ly apply. Above all,
that will mean NOT re-
peating the German re—
visionist CP's classic
1930s mistake of say-
ing 'Beat social fasc-
ism first; after Hit-
ler, our turn',etc.

But what all the
mindless morons, ~who
routinely,automatica-
11y urged workers to
vote for Kinnock's
reactionary imperial-
ist policies and sin-
ister Nuremberg-rally
campaigning style,~have
ignored—--- is that
imperialism's last-
ditch fascist stand
this time round has
yet to settle on which
political tradition to
adapt for its purposes.

Significantly in Br-
itain in the 1930s, it
was the outstanding
young Labour Cabinet
Minister Oswald Mosley
who was picked out to
lead the 'New Britain'
movement.

It is pointless at
this stage to bother
predicting where the

819903 fascist movement
will find its "man who

has made all our dre-
ams come true",

But for the *left!
of the labour movement
to show such delight
in their criminal,ph-
i1listine ignorance of
history as to openly
back an all-out imper-
ialist warmongering
programme as Kinnock's
(detailed above) and
to turn a blind eye to
a campaigning style
which was blatantly
Nuremberg rally in
intention as well as
in detail,~in advance
of knowing from which
sector of British par—
liamentary politics
the new fascism will
spring,as Mosley spr—
ang out of the Labour
Cabinet,———is asking
for trouble.

It is futile argu-
ing that 'the trade
union traditions of
the labour movement
could never allow fa-
scism to spring from
it!,etc;'the majority
of the movement is bo-
und to stay healthy!',
etc.

None of this useless
puddled traditionalism
is doing a thing to
alert the working cl-
ass to the decade of
fascist-warmongering-
Depression which is
rapidly approaching,-
which is the crucial
issue (Instead of fill-
ing workers heads with
outdated refarmist cr-
ap about empty Labour
promises.)

None of it indicates
what a minority of the
labour movement might
get up to,-as David
Owen has already vici-
ously shown possible.

Equally, none of
this wams of the fas-
cist direction (flag-
waving trade-war for
British imperialism
and against immigrat-

ion,etc) which secti-
ons of the reformist
& racist trade-union
hierarchies might eas-
11y turn towards,-
inspired as they are
by demented anti-
communism,
Furthermore, this
fast-asleep 'tradit-
ional' labour movement
approach completely
ignores the totally
new conditions,-even
more complex than the
German masses being
won to fascism in the
19308 under the barr-
age of 'free world'
nonsense about Bolsh-
evism,—in which Brit-
ish imperialism is now
collapsing in slump

where German imperial-
ism collapsed before
it.

The degenerate rot
of anti-communiem has
gone far far deeper
now than in any prev-
ious experience of the
collapse of an imper-
ialist-corrupted ‘ad-
vanced! Western power.

That lethal combina-
tion had the ‘advanc-
ed' German masses ea-
gerly backing the most
degenerate fascist ty-
ranny in history. 0ld-
fashioned glib assump-
tions that 'nothing
like that could ever
happen with the Brit-
ish working class' are
Just infantile.

The imperialist-
corrupted British work.
ing class,-without the
hold of fascist ideo-~
logy,~ has neverthele-
ss condoned the most
bloodthirsty record of
savage colonial tyra-
nny and hypocrisy of
any 'advanced' nation,
-by far.

There are no guaran-~
tees at all what might
happen if a genuine
fascist movement is
imposed. It is disgu-
sting historical light-
-mindedness to pretend
that Cable Street,etc,
drove fascism out of
Britain 'for ever'in
the 1930s,etc. That
was an important stru-
ggle,but it is equally
obvious that the imper-
ialist powers deliber-
ately set up a division
of labour as far as
the lurch to World War
II was concerned, and
the need to inflict
destruction on the So-
viet Union. One part
of the !'free world!
had to remain 'anti-
fascist' in case the
whole anti-Bolshevik
exercise went disastr-
ously wrong, —exactly
as in reality happened;
leaving Britain & Co
to pose as 'Soviet al-
lies'loyally 'defending
ffreedom' ,etc.

King Edward VI1I was

all set for Joining
the axis-fascists,-as

were half the ruling
class. Cable Street
played a part,—but it
was basically an imper-
ialist strategic deci-
sion to keep Britain &
Co 'non-fascist! in form
& appearance (but in
colonial practice be-
ing no different from
fascism).

To get out of insol-
uble economic crisis,
imperialism needs new
'fascist-axis' candid-
ates for its warmong-

ering escape act of
the 1990s. Iran alone
will not be sufficient.
Britain is not a pr-
ime candidate if only
because its bourgeois-
ie is so decadently in-
efficient. Perhaps the
most alarming thing ab
out Kinnockism is its
determination to at
least change that,-
even if reactionary im-
perialist policy rema~
ins exactly the same.
(And it was hardly re-
assuring that the th-
eme music for the pos-
turing incompetent ch-
arader'who has made
all our dreams come
true' should be a tri—
unphal anthem from a
patriotic German comp-
oser of the Bismarck-

Nietzsche era.)

But incessant anti-
communism in the West
has produced no more
ignorant philistinism
than that which domin-
ates the British labour
movement,-with its
fake 'Marxist' wing
(the Trots & Euro-rev-
isionists) leading the
reactionary clamour in
favour of fascist Soli-
darnosc;against the I~
rish national liberat-
ion struggle; in fav-
our of Ayatollah fasc-
ism early on; but ref-
using solidarity with
the revolutionary maj-
ority of the New Jewel
Movement now under ha—
nging threat by Reagan's
nazi invasion;etc,etc,
etc,- covering hundreds
of reactionary polic-
ies {see ILWP Books
vols 3 to 9 for expos-
ure of the fake(anti-
communist)'left' in
Britain).

And worse than anti-
semitism which was
used to get fascism
going in the 1930s,the
imperialist-corrupted
British working class
have anti-black race
prejudice as a ready-
made excuse for a fas—
cist turn in the 1990s
for those who want to
follow Kinnock's flag-
waving jingoism all
the way to its obvious
successor,~ Hitleriem.

On top of all this,
British slump-imperial-
ist society is so dec-
repit that it will ned
something like fascism
to have any hope of
pulling things round
for the capitalist sy-
stem ever again.

The absence of a st-
rong fascist movement
now in Britain,-and
the reverse of that
picture,the absence of

a strong revolutionary
movement,—1is no guar-
antee at all that the
very last stages of
all-out imperialist
crisis are not fast
being reached. It is
only a guarantee of
how politically-back-
ward & comatose is the
British labour move-
ment,

The appalling phen-
onemon of Kinnockism,-
and its equally app-
alling failure to lay
a finger on the hated
nonsense of Thatcher-
ism,—is merely fur-
ther proof of all this.

The rasping irrelev-
ance & insincerity of
Kinnock's imbecilic
It is not my way to
grieve over defeat!',
etc (who cares? so
what? etc) is a warn-
ing of the rock-bott-
om bankruptcy that
has been reached as
far as the character
of the political epoch
is concerned. The 1987
election has marked a
qualitative leap in
cynical opportunism &
philistinism by Kinn-
ockism and by those
who told workers it
was worthwhile voting
Labour;-which hints at
enormous political ch-
anges to come,

This degenerate Nur-
emberg-rally nonsense
is more than just the
routine political stu-
pidity & backwardness
of the British labour
movement. It marks the
bitter,frustrated, fut-
ile end of the ‘refor-
mist epoch' like noth-
ing else could. Refor-
mist illusions are co-
llapsing into pointle-
83 chaos. Nothing can
be done to halt imper-
ialist decay into ano-
ther Depression-decade
of fascist-warmonger-
ing. So reformism has
nothing coherent to
say any more. So play
the Brahms; or even
play Joe Loss for all
the difference it wo-
uld make. And stick
lupins in your ears.

Not just after That-
cher the deluge. But
after Kinnock the de-
luge in exactly the
same decadent way.

Labour doesn't need
attacking for 'social
fascism'. But it does
need totally abandon-
ing by class-conscious
workers as an incura-
bly reactionary prop
of the imperialist sy-
stem which has compl-
etely destroyed any
remaining illusions



the working class may
have had in Labour as
a 'socialist' altern-
ative to capitalism,-
(the situation in the
1920s under Labour's
new (1919) ‘gocialist!
clause 4 when tactic-
al 'support! for the
returning of a Labour
government was necess-
ary as a rope !'suppo-
rts' a hanged man —
to expose Labour's so-
cfalist pretensions).

It is only the Trot
& Euro-revisionist
anti-communist 'lefts!
who are keeping alive
the appearance that
Labour still carries
working class illus-
ions with it as a'so-
cialist' alternative.
If it was not for th-
eir devious anti-
communist reasons for
keeping the Labour
Party going,-it would
have collapsed even
further & faster than
it has already done
in the eyes of class-
conscious workers.

Only the utter deb-
acle of 'parliament-
ary politics' of the
labour movement kind
(where the fake "revo-
lutionary™ left supp-
lement the fake Lab-
our "left") will help
bring about a break-
through for revolutio-
nary Leninism in Brit-
ain. The farcical ev-
ents of the 1987 ele-
ction may have been a
useful turning point
in this matter.

The philistine vic-
iousness of Thatcher-
ism, and the comic &

potentially evil stu-
pidity of Kinnockism
and even worse of
Owenism & Steelism),-
is well matched in in-
ternational signific-
ance by the revolting
spectacle of Reaganite
imperialism staggering
on despite becoming a
virtual living corpse.

Reagan now dozes off
or else spouts just
incoherent gibberish
at the summit decision-
making in Western aff-
airs,whether in Venice
or Washington,or where.
ever,

This farce continues
simply because the
‘free'! world is in such
deep crisis that it
does not have the sli-
ghtest alternative
idea what to do instead.

Reaganism was thought
to be a godsend to em-
battled imperialism,-
finally making possib-
le a 'sanitised' ver-
sion of old-fashioned

fascist aggression,-
made ‘'acceptable' by

a super-combination

of Kinnock's Chariots
of Fire methods,-pure
dream-quality bullshit.

But still the tide
of anti-imperialist
communist revolution.
and national-liberat-
ion struggle rolls re-
lentlessly on,-forcing
the 'free' world ever
backwards,- from El
Salvador to the Phili-
ppines,- from Ireland
to South Africa.

Reagan is finished,-
but his corpse rules
on,- this week sending
new arms & money to
the UNITA destruction-
merchants massacring
socialist Angola; to
the Contra-fascists
butchering & wrecking
socialist Nicaragua;to
the Khan- and mullah-
dominated feudal & tr-
ibal backwardness of
the Afghan emigre cir-
cles blitzing more ho-
spitals & schools and
economic improvements;
to the Pol Pot extrem-
ists-nationalists sab-
otaging Kampuchea's
recovery; to the Ren-
amo mercenary killers
blitzing Mozambique's
drought-prone difficult
reconstruction; to the
South Africa fascists
(secretly) imposing
nazi tyranny on the
overwhelming black ma-
Jority in Namibia &
South Africa and con-
stantly menacing all
the Front Line states
as well; to the Aquino
usurpers reimposing
military slaughter on
the mass communist re-
volutionary movement
which in reality brou-
ght down the fascist
tyrant (and US stooge)
Marcos; etc.

And all of this Hit-
lerite nazi mayhem as-
sisted *loyally' by
NATO's set-up, to whid
Kinnock,of course, ple-
dges to be the most
loyal of the loyal.

But the real message
still fails to get th-
rough to the anti-
communist fake 'left!
mesmerised by the old
Labour traditions.

They may make the
odd 'left' joke or two
at the expense of Rea-
gan's living-corpse
twilight.But they fail
to make anything of
the really significant
fact that the imperia~
list butchery & warmon-
gering aggression goes
on _regardless.

And there is a simpk
Marxist explanation of

why this is so,and why
it always must be soi

Imperialism is a
ruling class system.
Until that ruling clas
is totally expropriat-
ed worldwide,-then no-
thing can possibly
halt the capitalist
system's incurable sl-
ump back into inevit-
able warmongering and
trade-war fascist riv-
alry. These are the
iron laws of the capi-
talist-imperialist sy-
stem.

But the swamp of
anti-leninism goes on
ignoring these laws.

Under Moscow's con—
tinuing corrupting-
revisionist influence,
the Chilean communists
have just declared,-
astonishingly after at
last being forced to
take up the armed st-
ruggle for the over-
throw of capitalism
following their tort-
ure at the hands of
Pinochet as a result
of their 'peaceful
road to socialism' il-
lusory suicide under
Allende,~—that this
armed fight-back 'is
not their real politi-
cal character at all;-
Just an unfortunate
temporary necessity;
and they cannot wait
to get back to peace-
ful class-collaborat-
ion once again with
the Chilean ruling ca-
pitalist establishment
if only Pinochet would
let them',etc.

This treacherous ca-
pitulation to the non-
existent 'parliament-
ary road to socialism'
is re-issued despite
14 years of the most
barbaric fascist tyr-
anny in human history,
80 brilliantly docum-
ented in the Jack Lem-
mon film 'Missing' and
in countless brilliant
books & articles.

No greater mental
sexrvility could be im-
agined than for the
Chilean CP,-now at
this late stage,~ to
start apologising for
at last beginning arm-
ed resistance to the
inevitable military
dictatorship essence
of Chilean capitalism
(and of all othexr cap-
italist ruling classes
in the world).

And it springs enti-
rely from the ideologi-
cal-philosophical con-
fusion still emanating
out of Moscow,-revis-
ing & abandoning Len-
in's revolutionary
understanding for the

anti-Leninist crap
that imperialism cou-
14 be defeated by the
mere temporary tactic
of peaceful coexist-
ence (adopted by Len-
in just to tide the
Soviet Union over its
early vulnerable iso-
lated period).

Moscow is still ru-
nning away from the
revolutionary world-
wide implications of
Leninism,-and still
dragging the more
gservile revisionist
stooge-parties with
it,-pretending that
imperialism will fi-
nally agree peacefu-
1lly to 'give up' its
warmmongering aggress—
ive essence. This is
pure idealism, - pure
anti-Marxism. Imperi-
alism will remain tr-
ue to its incurable
predatory exploiting
nature,—even with a
corpse at its head,—
imposing warmongering
tyranny on the rest
of the world because
it knows no other way
to survive.

The same for the ca-
pitalist ruling class
inside Chile. They
cannot change their
class nature. Pinochet
will go on massacring
his opponents until
he is forcibly over—
thrown.And if he gives
up for any episodic
reason, it will be
only a temporary re-
spite. Chilean capit-
alist crisis must co-
ntinue. And Chilean
fascist dictatorship
will be reimposed as
sure as night follows
day.

But the Chilean CP,
misled by Moscow,foo-
lishly declare: "It
is customary to pres-
ent us as if we were
interested in the mi-
litarisation of polit-
ics,in a military sol-
ution, in the military
defeat of the dictat-
orship, as if we were
participating in a ge-
neral armed struggle
and were opposed to a
political solution.

"This is not our pos-
ition. We are for a po-
litical solution which
we are trying to build
on unity and the stru-
ggle of the masses...

"We are convinced
that if all democratic
parties in Chile tog-
ether built a powerful
movement of self-
defence against the ag-
gression to which the
people are subjected,
and at the same time

campaigned to open the
eyes of the military,
we would be nearing
the end of the milita—
risation of politics
which was imposed by
the regime.

%At the same time we
would be facilitating
a positive dialogue
with the armed forces
which in turn would
lead to the transition
from dictatorship to
democracy.

"We,the Communists,
are in favour of a pl-
uralistio and mul ti-
party democracy" —-
exactly the capitalist
parliamentary set-up
which brought Pinoch~-
et's fascist terror to
power in the first pl-
ace. This is criminal
backward stupidity.All
Marx & Lenin's titanic
labours to clarify the
need for the dictator-
ship of the proletariat
to smash the capitalist
state in all its forms
(including parliament-
ary 'democracy'!) have
been in vain as far as
these idealist dupes
are concerned.

The essence of this
revisionist ideological
problem is lack of co-
nfidence in the persp-
ective of leninism,-
that the capitalist sy-
stem must go to fasc-
ist dictatorship,-and
must be overthrown by
proletarian dictator-
ship.

And this is exactly
the same dull philist-
ine backwardness, -
ignorance & fear of
the leninist revolut-
ionary perspective,-
which lies at the root
of the 'left! Labour
(Trot & Euro-swamp)
support for Kinnock.

Despite all the Tr-
ots endless 'left!
talk of 'revolution®,
and 'Marxism',etc,- in
reality these anti-
communists are_complete
anti-theory anti-Lenin-
ist philistines.They
mouth about !future
revolutionary crisis'.
They never have stopp-
ed to consider one si-
ngle implication of
this posturing mouth~
ing. They are a pure
petty-bourgeois fraud,
-designed precisely to
divert the working cl-
ess into remaining in
the grip of Labour Pa-
rty illusions, and
well away from any ge-
nuine Leninist consci-
ousness.

Workexrs Power say:
"The working class sh-
ould not give up the



party its unions crea-
ted until a revolutio-
nary,not a tactical,
altermative to it ex-
ists.Today it must fo-
rce Labour to act for
it through its class
organisations....A cr-
itical vote for Labour
must be a critical sup-
port which places con-
crete demands for work-
ing class interests on
Labour and organises
to fight for those de-
mands irrespective of
whether Labour wins or
not".

This touching naive
traditonalism incorr-
ectly & artificially
divorces the class co-
rruption of 'Labour!
from the class corrup-
tion of the labour
movement which accept-
ed the Labour Party as
it is. It falsely sees
a 'pure' labour move-
ment somewhere beneath
the obnoxious crap of
Kinnockism. This is
idealist nonsense at
one remove., Instead of
the labour movement's
party being 'essent-
ially uncorruptible!
as the softer t'lefts!
say,these jesuitical
Trots have it that the
party may be corrupt-
ible,-but the movement
which produces that
corrupt party is not.

This relies on the
unstated Marxist pre-
mise that bourgeois
ideology corrupts the
labour movement. But
as Marx also explains,
this is trade union
ideology. This is the
essence of the imper-
ialist-corrupted lab-
our aristocracy in its
real self, -its delibe-
rate class stance. No
amount of sophistry
will alter that fact
that the British lab-
our movement,- and all
its works,—must be
fought against to def-
eat its reformist,-its
'bourgeois trade-union
ideology! illusions in
capitalism.

It is putting the
cart before the horse
in the most pedantic
mannexr to tell the pr-
etended 'pure' working
class to not give up
its own Labour Party
reformist corruption
until it is ready to
embrace revolutionary
consciousness.

First the working cl-
ass must be fought to
make it abandon its
class-collaborating
reformist nonsense.
Then when all opportu-

lon.ism is seen to be fu-

tilely biting the dust,
it alone becomes poss-—
ible to start to build
a party of revolution-
ary consciousness.

These philistine
anti-Leninists do not
want to give up their
smallscale entrist op-
portunism towards the
Labour Party because
of their fear & hatred
of communism,

The 0ld labour move-
ment traditions were
always safely anti-
communist. The WP's
hunbugging smugness
about passing ‘concr-
ete demands' through
the labour movement's
'class organisations!
deliberately ignores
for one reason only
the fact that this
spontaneous,refomist,
philistine,anti-Lenin-~
ist process has produ-
ced Kinnockism and Gl-
enda Slag: Namely,that
it also always relia-
bly produces anti-
communi sm,

The fake !tankie'
Euros are even more
demented in their anti-
comnunist commitment
to tail-ending class-
collaborating reform-
ist bankruptcy.

The “Ytide for Labour
is clearly turning® it
had Benn stirringly
reporting to the pre-
election Morning Star
rally.

"And one of the fac-
tors producing this
result has been the
consistent support the
Morning Star has given
to the labour movement"
etc. Clearly the kiss
of death for the liv-
ing corpse of parlia-
mentary reformism. In
the same issue, a pi-
ece of trampling non-
think 'journalism' had
Greenwich Labour Party's
dreadful Deirdre Wood
“confident of rewvers-
ing last February's
by-election result
which saw a shock suc-—
cess for the SDP's Ro-
sle Barnes,™ etc.

A pamphlet could be
written on the self-
deluding ideological
semantics of this id-
iot tthink-piece?, but
Just concentrating on
one word - *shock' su-
ccess,-will do. A sh-
ock only for those li-
ving in the political
mortuary of the CP's
revisionist history
(with now five compet-
ing rival revisionist
sects at work inside
it) which has never
been a Leninist party
and is determined to

keep its blinkered re-
cord intact, - espec-
ially on the deadly
(for the revisionists)
question of the final
collapse of reformist
illusions and the ex-
posure of the basic
rottenness of labour
movement traditional
class-collaborating
trade-unionist consc-
iousness,(in a fetid
corner of which the ex~
Stalinist stooges were
content to moulder ti-
nily,-despised but not
totally humiliated.)
Once again as with
the official Chilean
CP and the Workers Po-
wer Trots, the dissid-
ent 'tankie' problem
is their total lack of
any historical persp-
ective. They are terr—
ified of the only real
possibility,—that of
the crashing in ruins
of the despised Labour
reformist prop to imp—
erialism, and the fight
for revolutionary the-
ory which will unfold
around the bitter fru-
strations & recrimina-
tions over the utter
futility of past 'par-
liamentary road to so-~
cialiam' illusions.
Slaughter's WRP is
in the same rotten bo-
at,-agreeing with their
opponent-Healyite hys-
teria about 'Bonapart-
ist dictatorship or
instant revolution' as
far as perspectives
are concerned,disagr-
eeing only with the
fabsence of transitio-
nal demands',-but in
reality not consider-
ing at all what are
the real implications
of the 'revolutionary
crisis' perspective.
These are certainly
not for routinely con-
tinuing the same old

distorted 'leninism!'
of a critical vote for

Labour because 'it st-
111 dominates the wor-
king class', It does
not. Enthusiastic Lab-
our voting by naive
workers seeking socia-
lism is undoubtedly
now a thing of the pa-
st,- a dead issue.

The ‘'revolutionary
crisis' perspective
raises the question of
the breakdown in all
illusions in parliame-
ntary progress,-not
just in Labour's long-
since bankrupt promi-
ses. Slaughter like all
the rest is merely pr-
opping up the corpse
of a past historical
analysis. In this rid-
iculousness, the Trots
are far closer to Mos-

cow's revisionist phi-
listinism than they
kid themselves as be-
ing.

Further appropriate
international backgro-
und to the barrenness
of the Trot & CP anti-
Leninist sects is the
startling failure of
the Pope's astonishing-
ly blatant attempt last
week to stir up a new
Solidarnosc revolt in
Poland while on ‘off-
fcial visit' there.His
outrageous beatificat-
ion of a l4-year-old
girl 'who died being
raped by a Russian sol-
dier' could not have
been more provocative,
or more evident of how
desperately the CIA &
the Vatican are now
scraping the barrel
hoping to find more st~
ick to beat the socia-
1list camp with (and by
association to beat
the world communist
revolution and nation-
al-liberation anti-
imperialist movements
with,who still get he-
1p from Moscow despite
its revisionist-stupid
pretence that imperi-
alist domiration and
fascist-military agg-
ression will depart
this world peacefully)

It turms out that
the girl was involved
in a 1914 incident
with an imperialist-
war soldier of His
Holy Father of all the
Russias -~ the Tsar,-

a key part of the in-

ternational religious-
ruling class establish
ment,——and nothing at
all to do with the So-
viet Union,whose prole-
tarian dictatorship

was born precisely to
end the tyranny over
mankind of inter-impe-
rialist wamongering.

VWhen is the Pope go-
ing to beatify all the
thousands of little
girls in Poland(and in
other Catholic countr-
ies) who have suffered
(and still suffer ev-
ery year) resisting
the rape attacks of
their own priests?

But Woytjila's inc-~
aadescent rabble-rous-
ing fell on deaf ears.
The only incidents,-
80 prized by the CIA-
dominated capitalist
world media,- had to
be artificially manu-
factured by Solidarn-
osc detachments (all
tiny) deliberately at-
tacking the police ma-
rshals. Not once was
it necessary for the
Polish workers state

properly to instigate
its own offensive ag-
ainst the illegal cou-
nter-revolutionary cl-
amour,~s0 feebly unar-
oused was it despite

all Pope Johns's most
inflammatory efforts.

This marks the vir-
tual closure of the
most important count-
er-revolutionary ven-
ture ever undertaken
by the 'free! West ag-
ainst the socialist
camp. Hundreds of mil-
lions of dollars were
poured into the making
of Solidarnosc (nearly
bankrupting the Vatic-
an in the process when
the money had to be la-
undered through the
Banco Ambrosiano scan-
dals with the Mafia,
via Chicago 'Bishop’
Marcincus who has had
b go to ground inside
the Vatican to evade
the clutches of the
Italian state prosecu-
tors),-plus even more
resources in the pers-
onnel-training prepar—
ations of the great
*free trade union' ra-
cket-fraud. And now it
is all washed up,—
and despite its anti-
Leninist feebleness,-
the Polish workers
state & party leader-
ship is 8till intact.

And the Pope's emba-
rrassing public fajilu-
re to revive the fasc-
ist revolt only proves
the point.

Slaughter,the Trots,
the CP revisionists,&
Co were all delirious
devotees of the little
pro-Pilsudski-fascist
rabble-rouser Lech Wa-
lesa. Their political
bankruptcy over Solid-
arnosc could not have
coincided morxre approp-
riately with their
equally opportunist
anti-communist treach-
ery in favour of prop-
ping up the bankrupt
pro-imperialist Labour
Party.

The effect of all
this endless revision-
ist onslaught is fund-
amentally to make rev-
olutionarily-conscio-
us workers have no re-
al confidence in the
basic Leninist persp-
ectives. All this end-
less defeatism about
‘socialist camp crisis';
about the working clas
funder the domination
of Labour'; and the ab-
sence of any discuss-
ion of the ILWP's cons-
istent leninist analy-
sis of the steady pro-
gress of the world so-
cialist revolution,—-



is to try to make rev-
olutionary-conscious
workers perhaps not
abandon their lLeninist
perspective (on capit-
alism's warmongering
decline into fascism
and inter-imperialist
world War III and the
eventual revolutionary
overthrow of capital-
ism everywhere),—but
at least to hezitate
about its current rel-
evance.

This is the essence
of revisionism's role,
- to destroy the pos-
sibilities of a succ-
essful development of
a Leninist movement.

Every political st-
ance the Trot & Euro
sects adopt can quick-
ly be shown to be a
pointless fraud,-an
empty posture. But
8till the overall ef-
fect of the entire sw-
amp refusing to con-
template the ILWP's
alone-correct perspec-—
tive of the steady ad-
vance of the real wor-
1d socialist revolut-
ion,—is to make revo-
lutionary-minded work-
ers hezitate about fi-
ghting wholeheartedly
for this Leninist und-
erstanding of the wor-
14 against every alt-
ernative explanation
of what is happening
on the planet,-all of
which keeps proving
to be incorrect.

Sticking with all
these collapsed Trot &
revisionist perspect-
ives about Labour,ab-
out the 'peaceful!
end to imperialism,
etc,—will cost the
international prolet-
ariat very dearly.

The more class-coll-
aboration is offered
instead of fighting
the revolutionary fi-
ght,-the more libert-
ies will fascist-war-
wmongering take. The
longer Labour is prop-
ped up,the slower will
be the development of
Leninist understanding,
The longer US imperia-
lism's 'strategic int-
erests' are held to be
'legitimate' or unlik-
ely to result in gen-
eralised World War III
warmongering,—the
more damaging grip wi-
11 the fascist degen-
eracy of the Zionist
occupation of Palest-
ine & domination of
the Near-East take,e.g.
-and likewise in all
the other centres of
imperialist aggression
listed above.

The more resolutely

the international pro-
letariat fights for
the dictatorship of
the proletariat,-the
more rapidly will the
bourgeoisie succumb.
The quicker the work-
ing class in Britain
consciously joins the
fight for all-out Len-
inism,~the sooner will
the hopeless crap of
Kinnockism totally co-
llapse.

Bulletin 398(17/6/67)

3

A combination of su-
btle illusions & sheer
ignorance is at the
root of the unscienti-
fic attitudes to Kinn-
ockism throughout the
'left! swamp,-from bo-
gus Labour 'lefts'! to
fake 'revolutionary!
petty-bourgeois sects.

A majority said:Vote
Labour,-albeit 'criti-
cally' or 'without il-
lusions'. A few said:
Re ject Kinnock,-but
with just as confused
a perspective on the
future as the rest,-all
utterly corrupted by
anti-Soviet anti-comm-
uniasm of the postwar
epoch's Cold War,and Y
the absence of revolu-
tionary-theoretical
leadership since Len-
in's death in 1924.

The most widely-
practised deception,—
on which the whole sw-
amp relies,from the
Trots to the Euro-rev-
isionists,——is that
the eventual future ar-
rival of socialism in
Britain is an unknown
chapter,a completely
unopened book,a conun-
drum as to precisely
when,how,and why.This
leaves the door open
for a virtually unque-
stioning & uncritical
acceptance of the per-
spectives (& ways of
doing things) of the
Texisting labour move-—
ment?,

On the Euro-revisio-
nist side,this rules
out all notions of*an-
other 1917-type insur-
rection experience" in
favour of ‘'left' pre-
ssures on longstanding
practice in "trade-
union struggle",—i.e.
in class collaboration
and reformism.

On the Trot side,
this rules out being
able to project their
intended ‘overthrow of
Kinnock & class-colla-
boration! within the
only real perspectives
in which this is obvi-

ously actually going
to take place,-the co-
llapse of the 'free
world' West in a slump
orgy of warmongering-
fascist Depression. Pr-
ojecting the defeat of
Kinnockism,parliament-
arism,or any part of
class-collaborating
trade-unionist consci-
ousness outside of the
collapse & overthrow
of anti-communism,-is
to just moulder in a
gectarian world of pre-
judiced petty-bourgeois
self-delusion.

Effectively,these Tr—
ot & Burorevisionist
complacent illusions in
the continuity of ‘free
Western democracy' mer-
ge together to fom a
complete philistine ba-
rrier to any serious
new thinking about what
historic conclusions
might be drawn from (f)the
obvious decadence now
of the longstanding re-
formist illusion & pra-
ctice in Britain;(2)cou-
pled with the over-
ripeness of the immin-
ent inter-imperialist
warmongering economic
crisis; plus(3) the obvi~
ous signs of fundament=
al revolt in various
gections of British so-
ciety(e.g.the miners
strike,the inner-city
rebellions,the teach-
ers dispute,regional
disaffection,etc).

The full possible im-
plications of all these
unmistakable signs of
a convergence of major
historic developments
are being largely ign-
ored due to this blan-
ket barrier of philis-
tinism being imposed
by the swamp's 57 var-
ieties,-by the anti-
revolutionary tailend-
ing conformity of the
Buro-revisionist wing,
and by the counter-
revolutionary anti-com-~
munist posturing hyste—
ria of the Trots,

Because of the swamp's
wilful sectarian capit-
ulation in different
ways to the ‘existing
labour movement!,-the
real possible signifi-
cance of Kinnockism
can only get discussed
in the Bulletin(see in
particular ILWP Books
vols 7 & 9, and last
few Bulletins around
the election).

The eventual future
arrival of socialism
in Britain,however,is
not at all a closed
book,or a completely
unwritten chapter. The
pattern of imperialist
decline & collapse(&

overthrow in warmong-
ering)in the 20th cen-
tury is indelibly est-
ablished for all but
the most insensitive
philistines, Not the
slightest hint of 'am-
bulance-watching' or
‘wishing the worst
doom on capitalism' is
involved. The boom/
Slump/war cycle of im-
perialism's unavoida-
ble & incurable crises
(of so-called ‘over-
production') is the one
unmistakable historic-
al reality. The artif-
icial straining after
pre-conceived ideas
belongs entirely to
those who try to see
some other pattern em-
erging from the market
economy's iron laws of
periodic relative cap-
ital-surplus.

What strains credul-
ity is not the unmiss-
able signs of impend-
ing cut-throat trade-
war conflict,- but the
barmy illusions of the
'democracy' cretins
who pretend,-against
all the historical ev-
idence,and against all
the current political
evidence,worldwide ,—-
that 'reason will pre-
vail' and that 'peace-
ful negotfations will
sort out all mankind's
problems’,

It only needs point-
ing out that in the
postwar period of the
notorious so-called
'40 years of peace! si-
nce 1945,-there have in
fact been more sustain-
ed wars and more susta-
ined relentless mega-
deaths than in any pre-
vious period of human
history on a worldwide
scale; and that curr-
ently, there is,by far,
more widespread full-
scale bloodshed & suf-
fering going on than
at any previous time
in that illusory &
non-existent ‘40 years
of peace',-measured on
a worldwide capitalist
scale.

It can also hardly
have escaped people's
notice that the war-
mongering conflict is
creeping closer & clo-
ser to 'Western strat-
egic interests',——
so~called,—all the
time. And commensurate
with that ,-naturally,-
the general level of
arms-race war spending
is only ever mounting
up all the time,-
never down. And even
in the ludicrously il-
logical & irrelevant
fake-pacifist nuclear
disarmament unilater—

alism of the disgust~
ing Labourite opport-
unists,-there is nev-
ertheless a much firm-
er proposal to spend
much more on armaments
in general,-and speci-
fically on building up
the NATO aggressive
counter-revolutionary
murder machinery.

Given the inevitable
historical pattern wi-
thin which capitalist
*democracy' will fin-
ally collapse in deg-
enerate paralysed ig-
nominy in Britain,then
what conclusions must
be drawn now about the
rival parliamentary-
imperialist posturings
of the competing media-
'campaign' circuses is
not so difficult. They
all,-especially Labour,
- deserve nothing but
the utter contempt &
repudiation by every
honest class-conscious
worker.

Only where the immi-
nent future pattern of
inter-imperialist war-
mongering decline is
deliberately obscured
by the squabbling Trot
or Euro-revisionist
'left'—apologists for
Labour are there any
doubts about denounc-
ing Labour's sick pit~
ch for bourgeois parl-
iamentary support,- a
system which can only
once again lead to the
eventual triumph one
more time in the West
of open aggressive-
fascist warmongering
in order to 'save'
crisis-ridden capital-
ism(from revolutionary
overthrow) by renewed
flag-waving war in the
‘national interest'.

The anti-Leninist
swamp does nothing but
obscure this warmonger-
ing-collapse inevitab-
11ity of the capitalist
system from workers by
every single argument
it puts forward or di-
scusses in its quest
for support for Labour.

Along one line of
argument, the swamp
denies in various ways
that any warmongering-
revolutionary crisis
lies ahead at all. Al-
ong a back-up line, it
argues that the 'Brit-
ish labour movement
would never fall for
fascism & warmongering
again',etc.

Without any kind of
revolutionary crisis
in the development of
Western imperialism,-
naturally bourgeois
propaganda will rule
forever. Therefore,in-
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evitably, the existing
labour movement trade-
unionist bourgeqis
consciousness will also
triumph for ever. It
thus 'makes sense' to
creep into the Labour
Party via entrism, or
else to similarly tail-
end existing backward
'public opinion' by
taccepting that most
workers will vote Lab-
our',etc,

It is reformism's
entirely corrupt & il-
lusory historical per-
spectives,- ignoring
the revolutionary cha~
racter of all signifi-~
cant class struggle,
and the warmongering-
revolutionary-crisis
character of the bour-
geoisie's degeneracy
in the 20th century,-
which enables the sw-
amp to repeatedly slip
back into the argument,

almost thoughtlessly,
such deeply & crucia-
11y contentious matt-
ers as ''It is obvious-~
ly better to have a
Labour Government than
a Tory Covernment®(?);
or "Voting for Labour
is still the dominant
political interest for
the"working class"(?);or
*Thatcherism is a su-
ccess (?), ~which means
there must be a down-
turn in working class
struggle (?);-which in
turn means the crucial
importance of any opp~
osition to Thatcherism
-even Kinnock's"; or
"It must be a period
of downturn in working
class struggle or else
Labour would have got
a much bigger vote"(?)
etc,etc.

Because of all the
unchallenged stifling
assumptions of the
traditional labour mo-
vement {(and the anti-
Leninist 'lefts! who
tall-end it) about
anti-communism being
Justified and a good
thing; about 'freedom
& democracy' having to
be *defended’; about
the 'mixed economy' of
the West being 'obvio-
usly superior'; about
'rank-and-file trade~
unionism' being the
only & sufficient’re-
volutionary' weapon;
about the inevitable
need to graft a 'revo-
lutionary' challenge
onto parliament throu-
gh a leavening of ‘mi-
litant left' MPs;etec,
etc,—-all of which
vague & abstract post-
uring aims to kill di-
alectical-revolution-
ary consciousness ra-

ther than to develop
it,~—all these simpl-
istic 'Vote Labour!
arguments have never
been put under real
scrutiny recently.

It is the exact opp-
osite truths which
need stressing:- That
support of any kind,-
fcritical' or not,-for
Labour's blatantly pro-
imperialist pro-capita-
list manifesto can
only play right into
the hands of capital-
ism's major party,-the
Tories; that Labour's
own emphasis on waving
the 'national interest!
Union Jack can only
play into the hands of
the party of imperial
chauvinisa,-the Tories;
that Labour's devotion
to the NATO counter-
revolutionary alliance
of anti-communist hys-
teria can only play
into the hands of tra-
ditional imperialist
warmongering; that La~
bour's slavish support
for bourgeois (parlia-
mentary) 'democracy’
can only play into the
hands of the monopoly-
capitalist media,TV,
City,civil service,po-
lice, judicial ,and mil~-
itary establishments
whose cover 'democracy!
is; that capitulation
to Western imperialisme
hypocritical 'anti-

terror' hysteria can
only result in relent-

less pressure against
every form of extra-
parliamentary struggle
eventually,~virtually
outlawing the only
real political weapon
the working class can
fight back with again-
st all-powerful bourg-
eois propaganda; etc.

These insuperable re-
alities can only be
stressed to the back-
ground of the one cor-
rect political persp-
ective on the future,—
that all 'left' press-
ure to force ‘revolut-
ionary' so-called 're-
forms' on the bankrupt
myth of ‘'parliamentary
reformism' - is compl-
etely self-contradict-
ory nonsense;and that
only through the break-
up of capitalist soci-
ety in revolutionary
conflict @s the persp-
ective) can the necess-
ary programme,strategy,
& tactics for the work-
ing class to seize po-
wer begin to be worked
out.

In general,this means
the inter-imperialist
trade-war degeneration
back to fascism and
World War III. In par-

ticular, it means bit-
ter confrontation agai-
nst illusions among
British workers (borm
of 130-years of class-
collaborating 'parlia-
mentary' corruption by
imperialism in favour
of White Western supr-
emacy;and against the
dictatorship of the
proletariat,and legit-
imate revolutionary
violence of the natio-
nal liberation struggle).
In practice, this is
going to lead to some
bitter conflicts in the
trade unions (and lab-
our movement generally)
against inevitable ten-
dencies initially tow-
ards social chauvinism
on the question of the

Poland, to challenge
the workers state there,
The ILWP alone has
explained & defended
the historic gains of
building workers states
in East Europe and the
rest of the socialist
camp,-consistently ex-
posing the hysterical
rackets pumped up by
Western subversion wh-
ich initially (in ev-
ery case, no matter
what second thoughts
may be had later,-as in
the case of Walesa's
blatant fascist mental-
ity) have always pani-
cked the entire 'left!’
swamp into jumping on
the West's anti-comm-
unist bandwagon.

Only the ILWP has im-

‘national interest' in mediately explained in

all matters of trade-
war,and then,even more,
in all matters of shoo-
ting war,.

This future pattemn
is properly being set
now in Leninist(ILWP)
confrontation against
current labour movement
backwardness on matters
of race(the McGoldrick
affair - see forthcom-
ing IIWP volume,or past
Bulletins); of illus-
ions in 'municipal soc-
ialism' (see ILWP Books
vols 7 & 9); of illus-
ions in 'left' trade-
union spontaneity which
saw the miners' heroic
struggle commit suicide
behind the NUM's crass
pro-Labour politics
(see ILWP Books vol 7);
of Socialist Camp re-
treats from Leninism
(e.g. Cuba & Moscow's
capitulation to Reag-
an's nazi blitzkrieg
on Grenada;to Zionist-
imperialist aggression
elsewhere,etc,-see
ILWP Books vol 6); and
on matters of pacifist
nonsense which falsely
pretend that imperial-
ist aggression can be
ended 'peacefully' on
the planet (ILWP Booksg).

Above all, this fut-
ure pattern of confron-
ting 'traditional' la-
bour movement backward-
ness in order to defeat
it & replace it by Le-
ninist revolutionary
consciousness has been
set by the ILWP in al-
one leading the chall-
enge to working class
anti-communism in the
West,~particularly the
shallow filthy clamour
whipped up by the Trots
& Buro-revisionists in
favour of the fascist-
minded Solidarnosc st-
unt organised by the
CIA & the Vatican at a
cost of $ 100 million
from outside & inside

every case of anti-
communist propaganda
and subversion the his-
torically crucial real
class conflict taking
place (underneath all
the hysteria) between
the dictatorship of the
proletariat on the pro-
gressive side of hist-
ory,and the powers of
Western monopoly-impe-
rialist influence on
the negative warmonger-
ing side.(see ILWP
Books vols 3 to 9).
This is the only real
context in which the
routine election-time

arguments about ‘'Lab-
our will at least be
better than Tory!', etec,
can be assessed.

The greatest danger
& difficulty would be
to underestimate just
how grotesquely corr-
upted the entire lab-
our movement in the
West has become under
the unprecedented on~
slaught of 40 years
artificial postwar ca-
pitalist boom and Cold
War anti-communism.On
top of that,the British
working class had the
added stain of already
being the most viciou~
sly corrupted & depra-
ved by 'white imperia-
list supremacy' of any
of the Western working
clagses,-presiding over
an empire ‘on which
the sun never set!,etc.

It is impossible to
over-emphasise the de-
generate bankruptcy of
the fight for revolut-
ionary theory in Brit-

ain. There was none,—
until the development
of the ILWP's struggle,
The confused sectarian
efforts of decadent
'Stalinist' tailendism
and of its inevitable
further decline into
anti-Soviet revisioni-

am,merging into refor-
mism; plus the unbalan
ced ‘everything is ro-
tten! cynicism of Tro-
tekyite individualiam
(see ILWP Books vol 5);
~combined to produce
the most barren phili-
stinism of any period
of proletarian history,
-~ the inevitable prel-
ude to rampaging fasc-
ist degeneracy unless
the fight for Leninism
wins more support.

It is unnervingly un-
fortunate that Lenini-
sm's original strugg-
les were in circumsta-
nces where the decad-
ent Tsarist empire led
to an immediate size-
able response in the
spread of revolution-
ary consciousness.The
current unique histor-
ical circumstances of
the unprecedented 40-
year imperialist boom
coupled with an unheard
~of worldwide nonstop
campaign of fabulously-
funded anti-communist
propaganda & intrigue,
-plus the dispiriting
effect of the revision-
ist stupour of Moscow
(and later,even more
disastrously,of Peking)
—Jjust has to be real-
istically assessed:-

a bleak,potentially
damaging,partial inter-
lude in the general
continuing revolution-
ary progress of mankind
Nor is it entirely such
a historical oddity.
For Leninism precisely
had to be originally
developed in a period
of very low ebd in
real revolutionary sc-
ientific ability among
the large pretended
'Marxist! movement,-
virtually all of which
turned out to be noth-~
ing but crass revisio-
nist opportunism & tr-
eachery by the time
all the national elem-
ents were all separat-
ely supporting their
‘own' national flags
in the barbaric anti-
revolutionary stunt of
World War I in 1914.

That barrenness all
around the spark of
Leninism was the mak-
ing of Leninism then.
The current barrenness
in the Western labour
movement will be the
re-making of Leninism
now.,

It is only to the ac-
tual world revolution-
ary socialist develop-
ments roaring ahead
novw that attention has
to be constantly turn-
ed.(See ILWP Books vols
3 to 6).Despite not yet
being able to oust the



revisionist stupour
from Moscow & Peking,
the revolutionary mov-
ement 18 nevertheless
developing irresistibly
from El1 Salvador to the
Philippines, from Ire-
land to South Africa.
Everywhere, the turn

to Leninist revolution-
ary struggle is stead-
ily growing,and even
more importantly,the
turn to leninist revol-
utionary understanding-
& theory is of necessi-
ty growing too.

In this context, it
is obvious also why the
Western pampered credi-
tor monopoly-imperialist
powers would inevitably
remain a very last-
ditch lagoon of anti-
communist backwardness
and anti-theory philis-
tinism. (But not for
much longer.)

It is not Jjust that
the potential 'revolu-
tionary forces'! in Bri-
tain,e.g.,have 'lost
their edge' under the
confusing impact of
seemingly effortless &
endless capitalist
boom conditions and om-
nipotent Cold War anti-
communist propaganda &
subversion.

The 'lefts' have thr-
own themselves into
make-or-break crisis by
in fact identifying
themselves with the
West's counter-revolut-
ionary intrigues again-
st the socialist camp,-
whether backing the fa-
scist putsch in Hungary
in 1956;the 1968 Prague
Spring revisionist cap-
itulation to bourgeois
'democracy'; the Saudi-
CIA financed & run ar-
tificial tseparatist!
struggle in Eritrea ag-
ainst socialist Ethio-
pia; the khan & mullah-~
dominated !freedom fi-
ghters' (i.e.those wish.
ing to return to tribal
& feudal slavery) in
Afghanistan; the Pol
Pot petty-bourgeois
ultra~left adventurers
in Kampuchea; or the
feudal-capitalist Cath-—
olic-fascist reaction
around Solidarnosc in
Poland which bankrupt-
ed the Vatican & CIA
anti-communist funds
in the mafia-linked
money-laundering scan-
dals around Sindona,
Calvi,Banco Ambrosiano,
and the Licio Gelli P2
nazi-freemasonry rack-
ets,

From such exposed po-
sitions in the service
of fascist reaction,
the 'left' swamp,-
parasitic on the lab-
our movement 'traditi-

ons' in Britain,~ has
landed far further up
Shit Creek without a
paddle than the phili-
stine opponents the Bo-
lsheviks were dealing
with on the 'left'.
lenin's tricky revisi-
onist-minded opponents
at least had apparently
honourable records{in
the fight against reac-
tion,even if their mu-
ddle-headedness was ne-
vertheless disastrous
for the proletarian re-
volution)until their
disgrace in failing to
call for the revoluti-
onary overthrow of the-
ir town' side in the
1914 inter—-imperialist
war.

The ILWP's opponents
on the 'left’',however,
are already all branded
indelibly as stooges of
warmongering fascist
reaction,or as incapab-
le of fighting against
it,~ long before the
inter-imperialist WWIII
(into which they all
will inevitably be soc-
ial-chauvinistically
sucked,as most were in-
to the Falklands humbqu
has even arrived. In
failing to follow the
ILWP's lead in 1980 in
calling for the Polish
workers state & the so-
cialist camp to crush
the Solidarmosc fascist
intrigue with the for-
ces of proletarian dic-
tatorship,- the 'left!
swamp all,-without ex-
ception,~ allowed their
petty-bourgeois squeam-
ishness(about the for-
ceful purpose of prol-
etarian dictatorship) to
betray their real class
positions behind West-
em ‘'democratic' hypo-
crisy.

All—without except-
ion,~—let slip similar
nervous middle-class
fastidiousness when the
KALOOT7 spy-jet had to
be properly brought
down,

The swamp's squeam-
ishness, however,is a
very inconsistent aff-
air,and is a very use-
less guide to how the
‘left' will respond to
violent class struggle
-—-except where it hap-
pens to coincide with
what majority hiddle-
class 'public opinion!
in Britain (trade un-
ions included) 'feels!
about firm socialist
camp/proletarian dict-
atorship action,~ i.e.

hostile.
The swamp was certa-

inly feeling less del-
icate of taste when it
was time to judge Tha-
tcher's colonial barb-

arism in massacring
thousands of young Ar-
gentine working class
conscripts in the name
of 'British sovereign-
ty! laying imperialist
squatters claim to Ar-
gentina's Malvinas Is-
lands,-backed by US-
nazi imperialism under
Reagan. The ILWP alone
consistently commended
to workers in Britain
the defeat of Thatch-
er's mercenary-colonial
adventure. Much of the
‘left' capitulated su-
fficiently to the jing-
oistic hysteria of
flag-waving 'public op-
inion' in Britain (es~
pecially in the trade
unions) to offer even
tortuous 'Justificat-
ion' for the degenerate
British imperialist ag-
gression. If the swamps
social-chauvinist bank-
ruptcy is such on just
a simple colonial bri-
gandage matter as Tha-
tcher's fascist aggre-
ssion against Argenti-
na,-what screeching
'‘national interest!
reactionary fervour
will not the entire
‘left' be infected wi-
th once import-controls
(Labour's favourite
trade union policy)and
trade war have been wh-
ipped up against emin-
ently more hatable(and
worthy)opponents-rivals
such as German imperi-
alist competition,or
Japanese imperialist
competition.

This inevitable near
unanimous backwardness-
to-come (In the tradit-
ional British labour
movement at the appro-
ach of WWIII)explains
the hard going far the
struggle for a Leninist
movement now,of course;
but reveals nothing abdb-
out how rapidly things
will change once decad-
ent British bourgeois
imperialism comes quick
ly to grief in the app-
roaching inter-imperia-
list hostilities.

The pattern set by
the Bolsheviks,Foften
a relatively small gr-
oup compared to the
'left' swamp,and a very
small group relative to
the size of the masses
in Tearist Russia,- is
Precedent enough for
what mighty achievement
the present smallscale
re-birth of Leninism in
Britain will eventually
be aspiring to. The con-
tradictions between
what 18 to be and what
appears now are even
greater in the termin-
al crisis of British
imperialism than were

the case with Tsarism.
Although the masses
rallied round the flag
in Russia in 1914 the
same as anywhere else,
there was precious 1li-
ttle for many of them
to really cheer about,-
such was the decrepit
condition of Tsarist
society. The catastro-
phic defeats of WWI
soon found the rotten-
ness of Tsarism out,-
confirming the shocked
revulsion at Russia's
1904 defeat by Japan.
The masses in Brit-
ain approach WWIII po-
88ibly initially much
more willing to give
credit to the not-
inconsiderable *‘nation-
al interest' they have

shared in under the im-
perialist boom.But set

against that,the corr-
upt relations of class
collaboration which
have kept British impe-
rialism going so rela-
tively 'successfully’
for nearly 150 years
have grown very decad-
ent by now. Who trusts
who to do anything we-
11 any longer in Brit-
ain now?

Cultural depravity
is widespread now thr-

eet Crash,mimicking
1929.) The swamp comic—
ally sticks to its
bankrupt tailending
{of Kinnock opportunism)
in anti-communist fear
& hatred of the prole-
tarian dictatorship
upheavals to come,-80

hidebound are the phi-
listine prejudices of
anti-communism and cl-
osed-shop class—colla~
tion in the trade un-
ion movement. Even th-~
ose parts of the 'left!
allegedly pro-Soviet
(bogusly so,-they are
really only pro the
bureaucratic revision-
isn ruling in Moscow)-
are terrified of ever
challenging the anti-
theory imperialist-
corrupted backwardness
of the trade unions.
This is the real cl-
ass-philosophical pe-
tty-bourgeois backgr-
ound to the 'left's’
tame capitulation to
Kinnock's 1ittle Fueh-
rer antics(complete
with Leni Riefenstahl
bio-pic worship.Goebb-
els would have admired
such outrageous propa-
ganda.) The swamp fawns
on Labour's revolting
new 'image! because to

oughout the capitalist chajlenge such a last-
system. Efficiency will 9jtch stand of irrelev-

be everything in the
forthcoming warmonger-
ing conflicts,allied
to whatever sense of
'national destiny' is
remaining in any coun-
try under such a corr-
upt hypocritical syst-
em as monopoly-capita-
list exploitation.The
revulsion against Bri-
tish parliamentary bu-
reaucracy and municip-
al 'socialist' chaos
could rapidly produce
a revolutionary crisis
here. It was very clo-
se to happening during
the Falklands advent-
ure, had a couple more
of Thatcher's colonial
gunboats gone down ea-
rlier on in the confl-
ict,-as they nearly
did. Never was 'triu-
mph' so close to total
disaster. And that was
only against the Argen-
tine comic-opera Jjunta,
The generalised trade-
conflict warmongering
of the approaching
WWIII period will set
far stiffer tasks for
British bourgeois-
imperialist decadence.
Astonishingly, the
'left' in Britain at-
tempts to totally ign-
ore these obvious Mar-
xist perspectives on
the coming Depression
Decade (following the
imminent new Wall Str-

ant reformist capital-
ism(in an epoch of ter-
minal imperialist cri-
sis) would mean to let
the genie out of the
bottle disputing every
atom of class-collabor-
ating, pro-imperialist,
pro-colonialist garbage
dominating Labour's
entire history (see
ILWP Books vols 7&9),-
from the Ramsay MacDo-
nald 'National' govern-
ment betrayal; to the
Cold War nuclear enci-
rclement threat to at-
omic-bomb-less Soviet
Russiajand the fascist
blitz on the communist
partizan victors over
the nazi axis in Gree-
ce,Malaya,etc;—to the
re-establishment of a
police~military dicta~
torship over the occu-
pied zone of Irelend,
and the concentration-
camp, torture-barracks,
MIS death-squad rout-
ines to back that dic-
tatorship up. Right al-
ong the line, Labour
has always been at
hand during capitali-
em's worst crises to
take over government-
management temporarily
to restore tha private
monopoly system's st-
ate structures and im-
perialist fortunes.So
will it always be [or13
as long as bourgeois
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tdemocracy’ wants it,-
never hindered from
this corruption-compro-
mise mission by Labou-
r'‘s trade-union (class—
collaboration) base.

Not once during the
election campaign did
Labour or the trade un-
ions challenge Thatch-
er's record (of appall-
ing economic disasters
on_the grounds that
the capitalist system
had once again been
found wanting, and sh-
ould face revolution-
ary overthrow. These
philistine days,Labour
does not even threaten
major 'parliamentary
reforms' to the capit-
alist system,as sick a
Joke as that used to
be at election times.

And yet still the
tleft! swamp suicidally
stays mired in outdat-
ed 'labour movement ti-
aditions' pretending
that (a)"Labour is st-
111 better than Tory¥;
and (b)"anyway, the wo-
rking class still can-
not be broken from its
faith in Laboury-both
of which dull cliches
are part of the very
paralysed reformist tr-
aditions which the
‘left' is supposed to
be overcoming. In fa-
ct,(a) 18 self-evidently
not true,-Labour being
the obvious 'alternat-
ive voice' of Brtish
imperialist management
since the 1920s, super-
vising unbroken conti-
nuity in the system's
capitalist-colonialist-
anti~communist endeav-
ours.

And (b) is even sill-
ier,- a monstrous char-
ade largely deliberat-
ely propped up by exa-
ctly those 'lefts' th-~
emselves who most lou-
dly pretend that they
are ‘'revolutionising'
the Labour Party to
‘destroy' the rightwing
faction-establishment
once and for all,and
to put Labour under
'direct socialist con-
trol!' of the 'rank-and
~file' in order to
‘take the power!,etc.
But all that this sw-
amp does in reality is
Just prop up the other
wise moribund Labour
reformist traditions.

In a country where
workers form 90% of
the population, this
so-called 'indestruct-
ible' Labour vote in
fact got the support
of just 22% of the to-
tal adult population
who could have a ball-
ot if they wanted it.
Or to turn the figures

round, nearly 80% of
the adult population
in a Britain where wo-
rkers form 90% of the
population - could not
be bothered to turn
out & vote Labour (or
even to register at
all). Such is the real
condition of utter
contempt & cynicism

) towards Labour's 8-

times failled,and now
conclusively bankrupt,
‘reformist! {llusions
& promises about cap-
italism. No serious
adult person in Brita~
in at all believes any
more that Labour will
now or ever fundament-
ally challenge the so-
cial & propertied dom-
inance of the private
monopoly-capitalist
class ruling Britain.
In which case all ar
gument for ever cast-
ing another vote for
Labour at any level,-
or for involving work-
ers in the bourgeois-
parliamentary farce in
that way ever again,—
(in order to allegedly
‘exhaust workers faith
in reformism by supp-
orting it as a rope
supports a hanged man'

etc)——all such argum-
ent collapses into ir-
relevant reactionary
nonsense at once and
for all time. There is
9till scope for expos—
ing parliamentary gov-
ernment itself from
within by sending ele-
cted revolutionaries
into it as well as by
organising revolution-
ary hostility to the
bourgeois-monopoly fr-
aud from outside Parl-
fament. But propping
up the bourgeois two-
party system ever aga—
in by voting Labour or
for any alternative
'Opposition' successor
-would be a needless
reactionary retreat
into the now-outdated
past. No serious per-
son believes in 'ref-
ormism' any more. So
down with 'democratic'
capitalism,-and down
with its parlimentary
Shadow, *reformism’.
Down with Labour.
Bulletin 400 (1/7/8T)
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Apart from dealing
with the phony reasons
the Trots & Eurorevis-
ionists gave for
reburying the working
class beneath the cor-
pse of hopeless reform-
ism by their call to

*Vote Labour' (or dea-
ling with the equally
misleading perspectiv-
es others gave as a
reason for voting for
them so as to 'influe-
nce' Labour in 'the
right direction'),—
there is also a need
to assess just how de-
generate this ‘'left!
philistinism is,-and
what major historical
implications it has,

It was analysed ear-
lier how the routine
arguments put up by
Labour *lefts'! and by
fake 'revolutionaries!
for voting for Kinnock
largely go tnchalleng-
ed only because of the
mountain of poison
from 40 years Cold War
anti~communist propag-
anda among British wo-
rkers, making daft ase-
umptions seem either
plausible or else not
worth arguing about.

If there is apparen-
tly 'no alternative!
to 'democracy! and to
the 'parliamentary
path! to 'socialismt!,-
then common experience
about how impossibdble
it is for ordinary pe-
ople to influence the
nighty media-backed
establishments of the
2 or 3-party system
("They're all the same
basically") makes delv-
ing too closely into
some argument or other
about why "it is still
important to vote Lab-
our",etc,~not worth
the trouble,-especially
as every vote cast by
workers is cast in to-
tal shallow cynicism,
and without workers ex-
pecting a single thing
from Labour (or from
anyone else),--least
of all socialism.

Vhen looked at, of
course, the swamp's
reasons for ‘voting
Labour'! are either a
wishful-thinking 111-
usion,-or else down-
right reactionary.

The full corrupting
impact of Labour's tr-
eacherous history of
running the same old
capitalist system but
with intervention sub-
sidies and welfare sub-
sidies in all direct-
ions to conceal the
realities going on un-
derneath - will be dis-
cussed later. But just
on the surface, the
stock trade-union-mov-
ement assumption that
'it is obviously bett-
er to have a Labour Go-
vernment than a Tory
one' is criminal phil-
istinism and reaction-
ary rubbish.

Labour's clumsy in-
experienced half-hear-
tedness in managing
the monopoly-imperial-
ist,City-dominated in-
ternational connect-
ions of Britain's mar-
ket economy has as a
matter of plain public
record led to at least
as much monetary-fina-
ncial crisis since
1945,-1f not far more,
than Tory rule has
produced.

All the exchange con-
trols and '‘strict' tax
regimes in the world,-
as applied by Labour,-
have never had the sl-
ightest influence on
changing the real basic
nature of profiteering.
The Tories merely ad-
minister these things
more openly, making a
virtue of wealth. The
relations which all
Labour leaderships
have had with million-
aires (especially Wil-
son,but including Foot
& Kinnock) are merely
more shady and shame-
faced,~not at all dif-
ferent. One of the bi-
ggest and most dubious
of all the current wh-~
eeler-dealers,Robert
Maxwell,is formally
far closer to Kinnock
than to Thatcher.

Money-market specula~
tion by monopoly finan-
clers,-with all its
unhealthy & uncontroll-
ed influence on intexr-
national trade & poli-
tics,—goes on if any-
thing even more chaot-
ically under Labour
than under the Tories,

Suggestions of mise-
guided,ignorant,or im-
proper establishment
involvement (at minist-
erial or civil servant
level) in this inter-
change between state
financial decisions
and market monopoly in-
terests (private & pu~-
blic) have never been
notably less during
Labour administrations
than Tory ones,-and
have probably been more
frequent because of
the greater naivete, and
lack of confidence or
familiarity with comm-
and,of Labour's parlia-
mentary traditions.

For this same reason,
the amount of open sc-
andals touching upon
government economic in-
terests,~both national
& local,both public &
private,-have always
been a constant factor
under Labour every bit
as rampantly as under
the Tories. Corruption
in local government bu-
ilding contracts, for

example, is chronic in
British politics (and
throughout the 'free'
West). And by far the
Juiciest racketeering
since 1945 has flour-
ished, or been exposed,
-in connection with the
Labour Party and its
various administrations
- local & national.And
all the same sleaze is
going on just as crook-
edly today.

In all the matters of
so-called *civil liber-
ties' or *human & demo-
cratic rights',~ it is
invariably Labour's
name which is attached
to the most vicious
innovations. It was
Labour which first re-
introduced the milit-
ary to break strikes
in the postwar era in
1948 to defeat the do-
ckers,~ the bad olad
pre-war practice which
was supposedly never
going to be seen again
after 1945 and the so-
called 'Red Election'.
Simul tanfously, Labour
had already reoriented
MIS and MI6 from being
wartime intelligence
agencies back into be-
ing fulltime secret
police units,spying fi-
rst & foremost on sus-
pected 'militant' wor-
kers preaching the ov-
erthrow of the capital-
ist state in Britain,-
enabling unofficial st-
rike ringleaders to be
readily identified &
picked off by the Spe-
cial Branch(-and refe-
rred to most notoriou-
sly by Labour Prime Mi-
nister Harold Wilson
in 1966-67 against the
seamen’s strike as &
‘subversive small gr-
oup of politically-
motivated men'.)

Anti-communist black-
listing of militants
has been endemic in Br-
itain,and probably got
worse after 1945 (Lab-
our's first majority
government) than at
any previous time in
history. Never have
Labour governments
done anything other
than encourage these
notorious employers’
practices.

It was the Labour
'lefts' Barbara Castle
and Harold Wilson who
first introduced anti-
union legislation post-
war in Britain with
their 1968 'In Place
of Strife' proposals
seeking to limit the
right to strike. It
was the same Labour

Government which intro-
duced the first comp-



ulsory state wage con-
trols to strengthen
private employers han~
ds,-the same principl-
es as any fascist ec-
onomic dictatorship.
Likewise,it was a

Labour Govemment wh-
ich gave the first of-
ficial boost to raciem
in Britain with immig-
ration controls which
were blatantly biased
against the blacks. It
would not change this
established pattern
now either.

And perhaps most in-

ies began then.Resear-
ch & development were
likewise curtailed.
Thatcherism has done
nothing new,~—merely
followed the dictates
of the devastating in-
termational trade com-
petition much more lo-
gically from the depr-
aved point of view of
capitalist market ec-
onomics. Labour has
repeatedly & loudly
made it clear that it
will do nothing,-if
ever returned to off-

ice,- to change the

famously, it was Labour fundamental workings

which reimposed a po-

of the international

lice-military dictator- capitalist market ec-

ship on the occupied
zone of Ireland to
back up Britain's ge-
rrymandering Orange-
fascist colonists th-
ere and start the pro-
cess off comprising
concentration camps
(detention without tr—
ial); torture barracks

onomy which is the all-

powerful influence on
how things in Britain
work (or don't work,
as will increasingly
be the case,-—under
Tory or Labour).

Labour has no plans
whatever to deal with
the forthcoming repeat

(see European Human Ri- of the 1929 Wall Str-

ghts Commission condem-
nation); 3 a.m. amy
terror raids on entire
residential districts;
no-jury courts; and
nazi death squads (SAS
& MIS shoot-on-sight
assassination units);
etc. And Labour curre-
ntly declares that its
priority in colonised
Ireland will be to st-
rengthen the British
police-military dicta-
torship to make "deal-
ing with the men of vi-
olence" the first ques-
tion (i.e.crushing the
national-liberation
struggle by the Irish).
On the economy & wel-
fare, Labour makes sha-
llow promises (one mi-
1lion less on the dole
after two years,etc)
which no one believes.
A1l the postwar recor-
ds for council house
building, school const-
ruction & hospital bu-
ilding, public works
expansion,etc,-all be-
long to Tory governm-
ents, not Labour(-for
what these records are
worth since by them-
selves they change no-
thing about the funda-
mental way in which
the world capitalist
anarchy is see-sawing,
(and the British econ-
omy within it). It was
under Labour that un-
employment first went
above 1 million,-to
nearly 1% million dur-
ing the Healey-Calla-
ghan-Wilson economic
crisis of 1977.Whole-
sale closures or cut-
backs in uncompetitive
nationalised industr-

eet Crash; and no pl-
ans to deal with the
crushing international
trade war which will
follow, — other than
to stupidly play into
the hands of monopoly-
imperialism by being
the first,(as usual),-
to scream for the in-
troduction of import
controls (which will
set things nicely up
for the coming decade
of Depression,degener-
ating into fasciam,all-
out arms-race warmong-
ering, and the drift
into inter-imperialist
World War III (see pr-
evious section).)

On top of all this,of
course,it was precisely
the Labour Party which
launched Britain on the
entire disastrous anti-
Soviet Cold War cause
after 1945 which put
workers permanently in
the grip of US-imperial
ist counter-revolution-
ary warmongering hyst-
eria which has catastr-
ophically dominated We-
stern life ever since.
Labour agreed to the
nuking of Japan as a
shot across Soviet bows
and to try to keep the
USSR out of the victory
over Japan;to the den-
ial of atomic know-how
to the Soviets;to the
development of the H-
bomb;and to the Cold
War nuclear encirclem—
ent of the USSR by Wes-
tern(mainly US)imperi-
alist bases;to the rej-
ection of Soviet calls
for total nuclear dis-
armament; to the re-amm-
ing of German imperial-

ism;and to the founding
of the NATO fake 'free-
dom' alliance to cover
up all this counter-
revolutionary warmong-
ering arms-race react-
ion.Labour has backed
every anti-communist
propaganda stunt and
military provocation
since,-including help-
ing launch the Korean
War,and offering !'tech-
nical' assistance in
Vietnam.Labour pioneer-
ed the infamous US-inv-
asion nazi-blitzkrieg
me thods(Grenada , Domin~
ican Republic,Lebanon,
Tripoli,Guatemala,El
Salvador,etc) by its
anti-communist exterm-
ination wars-of-inter-
vention against the co-
mmunist-partizan liber-
ators of Malaya,Greece,
etc,in 1945.These coun-
ter-revolutionary dict-
atorship methods were
used by Labour again in
repressing a number of
other national-liberat-
ion struggles in Brit-
ish colonies later on;
and in particular were
most notoriously re-
applied in re-establi-
shing a police-mil{itary
dictatorship murder-
squad torture regime
over the colonised zone
of north Ireland after
1968.

So even on the sur-
face, the reasons for
'voting Labour' are
trivial illusory non-~
sense,- or even down-
right reactionary. As
for Labour's ‘caring
image',~it was the
*famous' 1945 Labour
Government which re-
established the capit-
alist system in Brit-
ain (amid much fear in
the ruling class about
what the 'Red Electior
might do to the priv-
ate market-economy sy-
stem after it had ag-
ain dragged the world
into intemmational
inter-imperialist war
(1939-1945). Although
it was Hitler's attack
on the USSR which bro-
ught his downfall(the
West's 1938 Munich tr-
eachery had planned
for the opposite out-
come),-the all-out war
nmongering was already
essentially under way
without the Soviet Un-
ion's involvement,-
prior to that attack))

Having re-establish-
ed capitalism, and th-
ere being no possibil-
ity of any control (by
anyone) over its mar-
ket anarchy,--then
Labour's drivel now
about 'how it would
care for the poor and

the unemployed' is ut-
terly pointless. All
governments under ca~-
pitaliem will become
increasingly bankrupt
and increasingly inc-
apable of doing any-
thing about the pov-
erty of the deep & in-
curable slump now be-
ing unleashed world-
wide.

So much for the sh-
allower implications
of 'At least Labour is
better than Tory® (the
deeper,more tragic im-
plications of *welfare
capitalism' will be
examined subsequently).

But the other argu-
ment -~ 'Because work-
ers support it, it has
to be Labour! - fares
little better.

Much of the 'reason-

ing' for this line in
the swamp (Morning St-

ar, NCP,Workers Press,
etc) amounted to litt-
le more than asserting
that 'workers every-

where are backing Lab-
our' and that there-

fore 'Labour can oust

the Tories',-which, wi-

thout any reasoning at
all,was widely regard-
ed as "the most urgent

is the main priority
now,in these circumst-
ances???

The hal f-hearted inc~
idental appeals to ‘re-
volutionary organisat-
ion' and 'revolutionary
struggle' (alongside the
swamp's appeal to 'Vote
Labour') are immediately

deliberately scuppered
by these fake ‘lefts'
themselves through th-
eir heavy reliance on a
widespread swamp assum—
ption that a major 'do-
wnturn' is shattering
the working class at
the moment,and that th-
erefore concentration
on getting votes for
Labour is the only rea-
listic way forward,with
the ‘revolutionary’ ex-
hortations merely to
hang on the wall for
show.

This is the most du-
bious 'reasoning' of
all,~frequently expre—
ssed in a self-sexrving
tautology by these par-
asite-entrist 'left!
Labourites as 'It must
be a period of downtum
or else Labour would
have got a much bigger
vote'.

task facing the British That a period of up-

working class" which

begs the previous much-

disputable question
('Labour is at least
better than Tory'),and
which automatically 1-
imits workers' entire
perspective once again

to the deliberate bour-
geois-democracy trap of

merely casting a vote.

It did not happen.
Only 22% of the adult
population could find
it worth the effort to
organise themselves to
vote Labour. Nearly
80% could not see the
point.

And since it was cl-
early established ab-
ove that it makes no
difference whether the
slump is succumbed to
by a Labour bourgeois
government or a Tory
bourgeois government,-
then the Trot-Eurorev-
isionist swamp's urg-

ings that 'workers must

vote Labour to get Th-
atcher out',etc, bec~

ome nothing but mislea~

ding confusion-making.
The issue really is:
Capitalist-boom democ-
racy is now bankrupt.
No votes will now halt

the arms-race trade-war
slump now incurably de-
scending on the imperi-

alist world. Most wor-
kers are sensing that

monopoly-media~domina~-

ted election farces can
So what the 'left! dream could

change nothing.

swing in working class
struggle (essentially
revolutionary struggle
by the very nature of
all extra-parliamentary
class conflict) might
be accompanied by an
increased vote for Lab-
our during any elect-
ions would not be gre-
atly surprising (or
very interesting). But
to argue from there
that therefore the best
way back to a revoluti-
onary upswing is to per-
suade more workers to
vote Labour is very do-
ubtful logic indeed, -~
and even worse Marxism.
This pro-Labour stunt
entirely begs the very
plausible & fascinating
question: After 130 ye-
ars of imperialist cl-
ass-collaborating par-
liamentary illusion un—
dermining the working
class, - will some of
the first decisive si-
gns of a revolutionary
break from the whole
epoch of boom & slump
electoral fraud not be
a contemptuous cynicism
towards all manifesto-
election-promises and
towards all the beguil-
ing trickery of "the
secret ballot equals
political power".etc?
Hi therto, childishly
simplistic 'explanat-
ions' have been got
away with as to how
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come to pass of Labour
manifeatos being incr-
easingly forced to in-
clude more & more 'so-
cialist' policies by
‘revolutionary' advan-
ce in the trade union
movement, leading ev-
entually to a 'left!
majority in Parliament
(Labour MPs plus a le-
avening of Trot or CP
MPs - pemutate to ta-
ste according to which
of the 57 swamp varie-
ties is doing the arg-
uing).

This is really only
the 'peaceful' 'Parl-
iamentary' so-called
'road to socialism'
with a few knobs on
(*mass mobilisation
outside Parliament
will ensure that the
democratic will of the
majority is respected;
etc) which only puts
at one naive remove
the all-important diff.
icult question: Why wo-
uld the bourgeois mon-
opoly-capitalist esta-
blishment, which inven—
ted the 'parliamentary
democracy' system,ever
allow it to get so far
as to produce a 'revo-
lutionary' majority in
the Commons and in the
country which could
force the ruling-class
to peacefully capitul-
ate 400 years of state
power and become ext-
inct without a fight,-
the first ruling class
in history to do 80??

This scenario at the
same time totally lea-
ves out the clear Marx
ist understanding that
equally crucial to a
successful revolution
as is a proletariat
which refuses to live
on in the o0ld way any
more,-is a ruling cla-
ss which no longer is
able or knows how to
control things any fur
ther,—in other words,
some kind of collapse
or total breakdown in
order. A ruling class
which has merely Jjust
lost a majority vote
in a bourgeois democr-
acy system which it
has dutifully kept ru-
nning smoothly enough
for the 'revolution-
aries' to step neatly
into power with their
own 'elected represen-
tatives' at the helm,-
sounds more like some-
thing out of a fairy
tale than out of real-
ity.

Much morxre likely is
it that the already-
established pattern of
the 1920s8-1930s world
|gimperialist crisis wi-
11 be repeated as in

Spain,Italy,Gemmany,
etc,then vwhere the pa~-
rliamentary system
fell increasingly into
disrepute or frustrat-
ed impotence,-finally
to be superceded by a
rightwing fascist coup,
- a situation which
all the 'lefta! of the
period were repeatedly
unprepared for precis-
ely because of their
too naive & too unvig-
ilant & too trusting
vacceptance of the
need to play the demo-
cracy game" to the po-
int of befuddling and
totally disarming them-
selves from a revolut-
ionary point of view.
Only in the artificial
circumstances of Czech-
oslovakia in 1948 wh-
ere the liberating Red
Amy had already in
fact taken the power
away from the capital-
ist class has this
‘prevailing will of
the democratic parlia-
mentary majority' del-
usion ever vaguely op-
erated,-the totally
abnormal exception to
precisely prove the

rule that the 'peace-
ful* & 'parliamentary*
road to 'socialism' is
a plece of counter-
revolutionary anti-
leninist historical
nonsense.

And the creeping
Trot-Labour ‘revolut-
ionary* majority back-
ed by 'revolutionary!
mass mobilisation 'out-
side Parliament' is an
equally lazy,shallow,
philistine piece of
entrist opportuniem.

The obvious histori-
cal perspective to be
analysed is one where
the whole monopoly-
media~dominated elect—
oral-fraud bourgeols
‘parliamentary' dicta-
torship becomes utterly
discredited, - govern-
ment & phony ‘opposit-
ion' alike.

There is nothing wr-
ong with the idea that
there might be a few
revolutionary voices
within that parliament
cheering on the prole-
tariat's angry reject-
ion of the entire 'de-
mocratic' farce. But
the notion that such
revolutionaries will
have been playing their
‘loyal opposition' ga-
mes,-independently or
as part of the 'left!
Labour majority,- duti-
fully waiting for power
to be handed over to
them following some new
electoral shift,-—-is
pure debilitating fan-

tasy,- a completely ro-
tten deception on the
proletariat by these
fake-'revolutionary!'
Labour 'lefts!, Trot
entriste,or ex-Stalini-
st camp followers.

Thus the automatic
assumption that 'there
must be a downtumm or
else Labour would have
got more votes',coupled
with 'To get back to an
upswing,we must persu-
ade more workers to get
out & vote Labour',etc,
is naive shallow 'sci-
ence' to put it mildly.

And in general the
notion of an ‘uptur’
or a 'downbturn' justif-
ying some complete so-
mersault from revolut-
ionary perspectives &
agitation to purely
reformist tailending
of *left' opportunism
is anti-Leninist non-
sense.

Certainly, Bolshevik
tactics always of nec-
essity closely follow-
ed the mood of workers
and the balance of fo-
rces in the national &
international class
struggle,always seek-
ing out the decisive
next turning point in
the ebb & flow of rev-
olutionary conscious-
ness and political st~
ruggle,-always prepar-
ed with maximum flexi-
bility to replace one
tactic or even strat-
egy by a completely
different one the mom-
ent circumstances dem-
anded it. Leninism is
acutely aware of the
need to correctly gu-
age the mod,fighting
capacity,and evolving
consciousness of the
masses at every minute
stage of development
in order to summount
the next obstacle to
revolutionary advance
or successful retrench-
ment.

But plunging headlong
panic-stricken into a
totally defeatist petty
-bourgeois preconcept-
ion of 'longterm down-
turn' has nothing to do
with Marxism. On the
contrary, such self-
justifying pessimism
about 'downturn hope-
lessness' is in fact a
permanent feature of
middle-class sectarian
frevolutionary! postur-
ing typical of the Bri-
tish labour movement,
and the exact opposite
of the revolutionary
leadership & understan-
ding that is required.

Whatever judgements
might be reached about
the character & extent
of various aspects of

possible 'downturn' in
the current vastly com-
pPlex class conflict and
political/economic cri-
sis in Britain,- the
one sort of conclusion
which immediately ex-~
cludes itself as blat-
ant petty-bourgeois id-
ealism,best symbolised
by the frantic futility
of a headless chicken,-
is the abandonment of
all revolutionary ana~-
lysis in order to tail-
end a 'vote for Labour!
capitulation & opport~
unist stunt.

On a general level,
the first thing to
note about downturns
from historical exper-
ience is how rapidly
seemingly disastrous
defeats can quickly
show signs of renewed
development or even
revolutionary struggle
almost on the morrow
of the setback. The
second thing to note
is how Marxist science
has always immediately
deepened its revoluti-
onary analysis of dev-
elopments (to greater
longterm advantage) in
the very shadow of the
setback, - taking the
whole revolutionary
struggle automatically
onto a much higher pl-
ane immediately,-when-
ever there has existed
a genuine struggle for
revolutionary underst-
anding to champion
such analysis.

The Trot & Euro sw-
amp (Militant,Social-
ist Organiser,CPBEML,
NCP,WRP,CP,etc) have
on the contrary degen-
erated all the way ba-
ck to the most wretch-
ed Lib-Lab subservien-
ce,~doing everything
in order 'not to rock
the boat for Neil!,-
including swallowing
silently (or even en-
thusiastically in the
more philistine 'left'
cases) the outrageous
Coebbels-style 'leader'
propaganda in favour
of the appalling reac-~
tionary ass Kinnock,-
brushing over the sin-
ister fascist implica~
tions of this degener-
ate-parliamentary st-
yle—{opening the door
for a new Oswald Mos-
ley to emerge from the
Labour Cabinet (if Da~
vid Owen has not comm-
andeered the role al-~
ready) just as the Bl-
ackshirt leader did
out of the 1929 Labour
Government,mimicking
Hitler's ‘'national-
socialist' antics in
the equally-moribund
German 'parliamentary-

democracy' fraud of the
period),~-in order to
excitedly cheer on af-
ter the election (as
Workers Press hysteri-
cally did) "the massive
working class vote aga-
inst the Tories as the
outstanding feature of
the general election",

Could insane self-
delusion to Justify an
utterly bankrupt persp-
ective ("Vote Labour to
achieve the urgent pri-
ority of ousting That-
cher") be taken further!

The election was a
catastrophe for parlia-
mentary reformism,-and
never more deservedly
so. To only persuade
22% of the adult popul-
ation (in a country of
90% workers) to 'Vote
Labour! despite the un-
iversal hatred & ridic-
ule for Thatcher's lud-
icrous disasters (which
only 29% of the adult
population ‘supported’
with a vote,but much of
that reluctantly by the
middle class,-pushed to
it only by the embarra-
ssing gesticulating ir-
relevance of Kinnock's
Goebbels-like ‘leader!
propaganda) ,~—1s close
to terminal bankruptcy
for the thoroughly dis-
credited myth of 'par-
liamentary socialism'.

The real perspectives
on the future,on the
other hand,-while not
ruling out future Lab-
our victories in purely
parliementary tems,-
direct the proleta.riat's
attention faito the com-
pletely opposite revol-
utionary direction for
their real salvation.

The worthwhile things
to measure are not how
many provincial workers
are still gullible en—
ough to vote Labour (pr-
obably for quite conser-
vative reasons of pre-
serving 'welfare capit-
alism! where they still
do so vote wearing en—-
thusiastic blinkers),—
but how deeply & rapid-
ly is developing the
real revolt in workers
consciousness as sign-
alled in the colossal
miners strike,in the
incurable 'inner-city!
revolts, and in such
unprecedented (if still
very conservative in
political aims) cul tu-
ral upheavals as a str-
ike by teachers!

The Bulletin long ago
exposed the empty-
headed posturing of
such trendies as the
SWP and RCG in their
Trot-defeatist impress-
jonism of embarrassing-



ly asserting that,of
course, the 'well-paid
miners would not strike
because of the 'down-
tum'’~—~just at the
very moment the stupen—
dous 1984-85 mining
comnunities revolt was
unfolding.(See ILWP
Books vol 7). No doubt
two years later,they
are still smirking 'We
got the gist right,
after all,.It was a def-
eat',etc,— having, like
all the swamp, totally
missed the vital polit-
ical significance of
that epio struggle:-
The collapse of the la~
st illusions in 'left!
trade-union extra-parl-
iamentary taction'vwhen
divorced from (es Scar-
gill & the NUM were,
and remain) a revolut-
ionary political persp-
ective which sees bey-
ond the reformist Plan
For Coal ,and the 'next
Labour Government',-
both of which have been
made irrelevant by the
postwar imperialist
boom now turning irre-
vocably into the slump-
decade of arms-race
trade-war leading back
to fascism,inter-imper-
ialist warmongering,and
World War III.

The clear impossib-
11ity for capitalism
(and refusal) to accept
the NUM's 'economic re-
formism' plans,~and Lab-
our's reluctance to
commit themselves to
the Plan For Coal, and
'no redundancy' persp-
ectives either (by dis-
owning Scargill)-must
be having a deeply ed-
ucative impact on the
working class,-as have
other apparent *def-
eats! such as in steel,
shipbuilding,the car
industry,Wapping,etc.
It must undoubtedly be
further undermining
more than a century's
working class culture
built around the ideas
of 'successful' class-
collaborating reform-
iam and trade-union
struggle.

This fundamental cl-
ass reappraisal of its
existence and its pol-
itical future might ea~
s8ily express itself
initially, temporarily,
in quite random,disor-
iented,defeatist,or op-
portunist ways such as
hal f-heartedly voting
for any old rubbish
(Thatcher, the Alliance,
or even for Kinnock's
insulting 'leader' po-
sturing).

But the only import-
ant thing is what irr-

eparable disillusion-
ment has set in over
the whole 'parliament-
ary democracy' and 're-
formist trade-union st-
ruggle! in general?

And what new revolut-
ionary ideas will not
the proletarian masses
be open to once the
*free world' anti-comm-
unist system starts to
topple over into incur-
able trade-war slump
and into inter-imperi-
alist warmongering
once again?

But the 'Vote Labour'
swamp avoided these al-
one real issues & per-
spectives like the pl-
ague. And the one exc-
eption in the counter-
revolutionary camp,-
the RCP's bogus 'Red
Front! which said vote
for it rather than vote
Labour - but on the sa-
me anti-communist basis
that the rest of the
swamp said 'Vote Labour)
totally ignored the
real future too.

These qQueer Trots
made not a single cha-
llenge to the 'Vote La~
bour' swamp concerning
the coming disintegra-
tion of imperialist
democracy and the col-

lapse of the 'free
West' in inter-imperi-
alist warmongering.Th-
ey totally accept the
swanp's illusory anti-
communist perspectives,
Their only difference
is that they,the RCP,
wish to replace the
Labour Party! This
even-barmier-than-
usual philistinism has
noted the recent cat-
astrophes of the fake
'left' (CP break-up;
Militant retreat; 4th
International break-
ups (several); Scarg-
11liem's retreat;etc)
-but calls this the
defeat of the real
left,- and declares
this to be solely be-
cause the working cl-
ass was led by Kinnock
Scargill,Benn,Hatton,
& Co, and not by Fran
Eden, or Boy George,
or whoever else the
RCP is promoting at
the time. This version
of demented Trotskyite
individualism is so
philistine that it ev-
en leaves out any role
for mass spontaneous
revolutionary struggle
-seeing the RCP as so-
lely capable of "org-
anising those who want
to fight" after the
election defeat. This
crass anti-communist
paternalism naturally
stabbed in the back

the very best thing
that the miners strike
produced,-the majori-~
ty's boisterous refu-
sal to submit to the
monopoly-capitalist
media onslaught for
throwing doubt on the
strike by submitting
it to a ballot which
would include the No-
tte scabs(and others)
who had betrayed the
miners union discipl-
ine. The RCP Trots
Joined the press mill-
ionaires! chorus in
admonishing: "There
should be a ballot of
all miners". (It is
curious that the other
swamp fakers who man-
aged to avoid calling
for a 'Vote Labour' ca-
pitulation to reformist
opportuniam,-the weedy
'Leninist' parasites
of the CPGB revision-
ist bureaucracy who co-
mically claim they want
to 're-forge the Comm-
unist Party' (as if it
wasn't a big enough
forgery already),~—
the 'Leninist' also
avoided all reference
to the warmongering
crisis of imperialism

(which will push spont-

aneous mass revolutio-
nary struggle on the
way towards eliminating
for good all reformist
parliamentary fraudul-
ence); and also joined
the Trot RCP in 1985
in insisting that a ba~
llot be imposed on the
miners).

Thus the real measure
for ‘upturn' or 'down-
tum' must be taken on
a far vaster scale then
these narrow-minded sw-
ampites do who,even wh-

en pretending to be op-
posed to the 'Vote La-
bour' bankrupt perspe-
ctives,~only do so on
the basis that they,
and not the Labourites,
should be in the lead-
ership of the same old
labour-movement rut of
class~collaborating tr~
ade-union struggle, a
bit of 'left' pressure,
and incurable petty-
bourgeois hostility to
the dictatorship of
the proletariat and
the historic struggles
to strengthen it ins-
ide the growing socia-
list camp and outside,
the only real (or pos—
sible) history of the
one & indivisidle wor-
1d socialist revolut~
ion.

It is precisely the
international class-~
war background,- the
one the entire swamp
so loves to ignore,-

which governs how the
complex matters of 'up
turn' and 'downturn'
must be dialectically
scientifically analy-
sed. A declining vote
for Labour,for example
could be seen as an
excellent thing from
a true international
working class point of
view if understood as
British preletarian
revulsion at last aga~
inst all the stale old
pro-NATO anti-commun-
ist vomit that the ca~
pitalist Labour Party
has survived on all
these years,pretending
to be the 'peoples ch-
ampion' in 'freedom!
in what has in fact
amounted to nothing
more than the entirely
mechanical workings of
degenerate imperialist
boom & slump,-spirall-
ing relentlessly down-
wards to political,ec-
onomic,social & cultu-
ral warmongetring deca~
dence whatever anyone
says or does in the
purely decorative par-
liamentary talk-shop.
It is on this cruc-
ial internatiomal cl-
ass-war front that the
‘Leninist',for example
~just 1ike all the rest
of the swamp,- was co-
wed by its petty-bour-
geois labour-movement
club-culture from che-
ering for the crushing
of Solidarnoso by the
proletarian dictator-
ship of the Polish wo-
rkers state(as tatty
an instrument as it was
of the world socialist
revolution,desperately
in need of leninist
re-education to trans-
form its revisionist-
defeatist feebleness).
This middle-class CPGB
cowardice thus effect-
ively made no break
from the rest of the
anti-leninist swamp
which was revelling in
the Western monopoly
media's presentation
of what was supposedly
the crushing of Polish
workers state proleta-
rian dictatorship (by
the Solidarnosc anti-
communiets,led by fas-
cist anti-semites and
the pro-Pilsudski-fasc-
ism Walesa,orchestrat-
ed & financed by CIA &
Vatican counter-revol-
ution,and recently ex-
posed by the Irangate
hearings as having en
masse collaborated with
Contra fascists blitz-
ing socialist Nicaragua
by smuggling Soviet ar-
ms shipments to Reagans
favourite nazi mercen-
aries.)

The real measure of
what matters in British
proletarian development
is what progress is be-
ing made towards denou-~
ncing the West's count-
er-revolutionary ‘free-
dom*' fraud and seeing
the socialist camp,-
even badly-led half-
hearted Poland,-as the
start to the only poss-
ible world socialist
Tevolution,~however
badly in need of Lenin-
ist re-education it is.

Contempt for Labour's
pro-NATO philistine
anti-communism by the
proletariat in Britain,
-disgusted at the sor-
did reality of *free'
world slump,and the nom
-stop hypocrisy of Wes-
tern arms-race warmong-
ering & colonial bully-
ing,—would be an exce-
1llent position to build
for the upturn, - not
to bemoan a 'downturn’
in terms of lost Labour
votes.

The real upturn must
be measured intermatio-
nally,- in the splendid
revolutionary determmin-
ation of the masees in
the Philippines to sm—
ash aside Kinnock's fr-
iend Aquino,the substi-
tute feudal representa-
tive for Marcos;in El
Salvador to wipe out
the NATO-ammed & train-
ed fake 'democracy'! of
Duarte & Co,the nazi
stooges for the US
‘free world' leaders;
in South Africa and Na-
mibia to set up more
one-party proletarian-
dictatorship socialist
states to join Zimbabwe
Angola,Mozambique,etc,
and complete the evict-
ion of Western imperia-
list~colonialist contr-
ol over the southern
continent,and of West-
ern labour-movement
‘democratio' counter-
revolutionary influence
there; etc,etc.

It is the advance of
the pro-socialist camp
revolutionary movement
everywhere,-despite the
revisionist reluctance
in Moscow & Peking to
over-encourage such a
solution (the only one)
to the problems of int-
ernational imperialist
warmongering,—that
must serve as the tar-
get for measuring Wes-
tern labour movements'
upturns & downturs,-
Plus the willingness of
workers in Britain,say,
to declare their own
total revolt against
the way things are go-
ing, -« as the miners
did, as the inner-cit- 17
ies have done, and as



even the conservative
teachers did in their
nild way,—all still
desperately in need of
leninist re-education &
leadership to set their
sights correctly on the
immediate ‘left' refor-
mist obstacles to winn-~
ing a real showdown ag-
ainst the reactionary
capitalist ruling class
- but all showing sign-
ificant signs that the
old TUC-labour movement
class-collaborating co-
nfines are just beginn-
ing to be seen as a
real trap which must be
smashed.,

Build on that.Build
Leninism.Down with the
Labour Party.

Bulletin 401 (8/7/87)
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All the emphasis of
the historic quote:
"With my vote I want to
support Henderson in
the same way as the ro-
pe supports a hanged
man” has wrongly
been placed by revisi-
onism on the alleged
‘need to vote Labour in
Britain where it forms
such a unique federated
party of the whole wor-
king class,and can be
forced to respond to
militant determination
& organisation in the
rank-and-file trade
union movement'.

But this was not the
spirit of Lenin's cont-
ributions to the tacti-
cal & strategic debate
in Britain at all.

Crucial to his advice
in the post-1917 period
(including the above
quote in Leftwing Comm-
unism in April 1920)was
the still-continuing
widespread expectation
then that the entire
imperialist world was
already on its final
crisis-ridden,warmmong-
ering descent into un-
iversal revolutionary
crisis. This meant that
with the vast masses on
the shift in Britain(as
elsewhere) towards the
overthrow of capitalism
~the as yet unexposed
counter-revolutionary
treachery of the rapid-
ly-growing Labour Party
(which had just adopted
its new Clause 4 for
the total public owner-
ship of the entire ec-
onomy,and some of whose
leading figures referr-
ed favourably to the
Soviet system,and even
|g to the dictatorship of
the proletariat favour-

ably - see later quotes) able majorities. On not ion (as a careful read-

must quickly be tactic-
ally put on the spot to
finally break the infl-
uence on British work-
ers of Second(Berne)In-
ternational treachery.
Lenin's argument was
with those would-be new
followers of the Third
Communist Intermational
in Britain who not only
shared Lenin's early
revolutionary expectat-
ions for Britain but
furthemore were so
convinced of reformist
Labourism's already-
proven class-collabor-
ating parliamentary tr-
eachery(in World War I)
that they urged a poli-
tical line advocating
a direct advance to a

communist power seizure
in Britain. They were
even scornful of the
need for the Communist
Party itself to utilise
parliamentary electione
(to further its revolut-
ionary propaganda in
classical leninist fa-
shion.)

vhat Lenin clearly
was not saying,-as all
the quotes prove,- was
that the Communist Par-
ty should in any way
subordinate its own
independent political
position in the eyes of

the working class to
this favoured tactic of
temporary united-front
tactics in a revolutio-
nary situationiof push-
ing 'reluctant' Labour
towards capturing powex
Just as the Bolsheviks
pushed the early Soviet
majority Mensheviks &
Socialist-Revolutionar-
ies towards supreme po-
wer to finally expose
their anti-leninist ph-
ilistine cowardice and
counter-revolutionary
treachery.) On no acc-
ount,Lenin made clear,
were the British Comm-
unists to compromise
their own revolutionary
political prestige in
the eyes of the working
class in pursuing this
united front tactic.

In the hopes & expec-
tations of the times,
all this was excellent-
ly sound advice,- a cr-
ucial tactical educat-
ion,and just as valid
today given the same or
similar circumstances.

But conditions in the
1987 British election
were nothing like the
same as 1920. Labour
has eventually formed
the government of Brit-
ish imperialism no less
than on eight separate
occasions,-on five of
them with good or work-

one single occasion,-
even in 1924,Labour's
first government,- was

the Labour Party remot- never any chance of Co-
ely close to allowing mmunist Party affiliat-
ion to Labour,~not even

to organise the minimum

the Communist Party to

share a united-front
electoral pact with it
as discussed here by

ist Party to affiliate

ing of the quotations
will show).
In reality,there was

some possible situat-
ions some aspects of
Labourism might yet oc-
cupy in the future.

But as outlined in
the previous sections,
the reality which must
now be dealt with in

fraction requirement of Britain is of Labour as
private meetings and th- a longstanding world

Lenin, nor least of all eir own newspaper,~let pillar of the most bar-
to allowing the Commun- alone to propagandise

for *the dictatorship

baric counter-revolut-
ionary reaction in all

to Labour,-as also sp- Of the proletariattand fascist-imperialist hi-
eculatively recommended for 'Soviet government' story,- a party utterly
by Lenin,(-on the stric- a8 Lenin insisted.

test conditions,-again-

And Labour never re-

alien to the proletar-
iat in Britain,and su-

st the 'leftism' of the 211y played an equival- pported by only 20% of
early British Communist €nt role to Menshevism the adult population

Party.)

The unprecedented hi-
storical phenomenon of
relentless worldwide

in Russia,~the line of
reasoning anticipated
in some of lenin's ar-
guments. The Menshev-

anti-communist hysteria :!.ks arrived at their

and stunts,-on a far,
far vaster scale than
anything Lenin had fo-
reseen(and referred to
in these quotes) was
already being unleash-
ed by the second 1924
election when the not-
orious 'Zinoviev lett-
er' hoax was perpetra-
ted by the Western
'free' press and secr-
et political police to
brand Labour as 'Red‘
agents of Moscow,and
see them immediately
out of office again.

From these degenerate
depths, capitalism's
'parliamentary democr-
acy' racket,-and Labour
which refused to rise
up againat this outrag-
eous secret-police coup
- have been going down-
hill ever since.

And as Lenin makes
clear from other pass-
ages quoted here,Labour
were already the abys-
mal dregs of class-
collaborating imperial-
ist tyranny even before
the faint expectations
of revolutionary situ-
ation united-front ta-
ctics with the then-.yo-
uthful rising Labour
Party went out of the
window for good.

These quotes demonst-
rate that the fundamen-
tal Leninist position
towards the fraudulent
two-party bourgeois pa-
rliamentary circus(into
which Labour was in re-
ality merely proceeding
Just to substitute for
*liberalism',not to al-

ter its crooked role),-
was for revolutionary
workers to blast the
reformist posturers to
pieces on all possible
occasions,~ even inclu-
ding the unlikely opp-
ortunity of being able
to work a united-front
exposure on Labour in
a revolutionary situat-

important position in
the February 1917 Rev-
olution(making unavoi-
dable their united-

in a society dementedly
corrupted by anti-com-
munism and doomed to
renewed inter-imperial-~
ist warmongering.

The priorities,-taken
from Lenintsm,-must now
surely be for a new
'What is to be done!

front tactic exposure period of basic revolu-
as rapidly as possible) tionary party building

-via some genuine rev-
olutionary sacrifice &
contributions in the

1905 revolutionary st-
ruggles (albeit always

in total hostility to
the bankrupt degeneracy
of British imperialism
and its dying culture
of hopelessly-corrupted

collapsing into opport- 'reformism' and media-

unism because of incu-
rable petty-bourgeois
philistinism towards
revolutionary theory).
Although Menshevism's
final counter-revolut-
ionary ignominy put it
on the same garbage
heap of class-collabo-
rating treachery as
Labourism,-Menshevism's
actual route,actual
history,and actual de-

tailed circumstances
of final exposure have

turned out to be tot-
ally different from
what has become of the
Labour Party.

The united-front ta-
ctic will always be

valid where it fits.
The modern Labour Par-
ty and its crucial
post-1945 role in res-
cuing world imperial-
ism and its anti-comm-
unist crusading nucl-
ear arms-race (not to
mention propping up
the bourgeois-democr-
acy two-party fraud
system for another th-
ree generations since
Lenin's revolutionary
anticipation of a un-
ited front with Labour
in the 1920s) is now
in nothing like that
historical position
expected in Leftwing
Comnunism., Labourism
is at least the equi-
valent of Lloyd Georg-

dominated 'democracy’.
The British secret-
police Gestapo are not
quite yet blatantly
Jackbooting their path
down the streets in br-
oad daylight,-but in
reality they make sure
they dominate every
aspect of political 1li-
fe,~phonetapping & sub-
verting everyone from
Labour prime ministers
(and even Tory lead-
ers like Heath) down-
wards. Yet such is the
decadence of monopoly-
dominated British soci-
ety and 'reformist dem-
ocracy' that in some
ways it is already a
post-1933 Gexrmany sit-
uation,—such is the
cretinous anti-commun-
ism of the labour mov-

ement,
So far, Parliamentaxy

Labourism has allowed
itself to be gagged for
nearly 20 years (!) sin-
ce the first MIS coup
preparations against
the Wilson regime were
noticed. Currently,the
Labourites are allowing
themselves to be gagged
from exposing British
imperialism's monstrous
hidden Gestapo system
in the Commons despite
all the rest of the
world being regaled
with the full sordid

ism,~and then some more details in freely-avai-

besides.

That in itself does
not necessarily inval-
idate all possibility
of the need for some
possible exposure of

lable published sources.
And this scandalous
issue revealing the re-
ality of capitalist'de-
mocracy ' (concealed bou-
rgeois dictatorship) is



just one small item of
thousands of similar
imperialist outrages
which labour movement

parliamentary cretinism

consciously covers up
on behalf of anti-comm-—
unism and class-collab-
oration with the ruling
class.

Revolutionary strugg—
le will of course still
make use of electoral
tribunes to also help
expose the decrepit
parliamentary democracy
from within es well as
from without. But wor-
kers illusions in 'soc-
ialism through the Lab-
our Party’'no longer ex-
ist except in the opp-
ortunist fantasies of
various anti-communist
petty-bourgeois sects
whose 'entrism' alone
props up Labour from
even faster historic
decline & collapse.As
outlined in earlier
sections, this modern
breed of well-drilled
demented middle-class
anti-communists are a
far different phenomen-
on from the anti-theory
confused labour movem-
ent 'lefts! of the post
~1917 period. Current
entrists or would-be
affiliates to Labour
are far to the right (of
the nominal anti-war,

anti-imperialist,anti-
colonialist,and anti-~
counter-revolutionary-
intervention positions
embraced by the Second
International prior to
1914 )—all of them ca~
pitulating (most of
them very eagerly,some
of them merely supine-
ly) to every major anti-
=Soviet stunt drummed
up by the Westerm media.
Decadent bourgeois
society is inevitably
plunging back towards
fascism (Japan,Italy,
France,etc) in its deg-
enerate,corrupt,bitter
decline again into sl-
ump-ridden inter-imper-
ialist warmongering
(World War III) which
will escalate dramati-
cally following the new
Wall Street Crash and
the outbreak of all-out
trade war and chauvini-
stic hatred of everyth-
ing foreign. The equiv-
alent of National Front
racism is rife every-
where, just waiting to
be exploited for social
division and jingoistic
drive to war by the ri-
val imperialist monop-
oly establishments.The
decrepit Labour Party
will not merely not stop
this happening,but will
be leading the way with
its moronic 'import co-

Lloyd George argued

ntrols' backwardness,-
playing into imperial-
ism’s trade-war hands,-
and its barbaric re-
imposition of police-
military dictatorship
(including concentrat-
ion camps,torture barr-
acks,death squads,terr-
or raids,no-jury cour-
ts,etc) backing Orange
fascist colonial tyr-
anny in occupied Ire~
land in 1968,reinforc~
ed with support for
the Gestapo 'Prevent-
ion of Terrorism Act!
(introduced by Labour)
ever since,and contin-
uing to this day with
its racist imperialist
chauvinist "Who do the
Irish Republican Army
think the British Par-
liament are that we
would bow the knee to
terrorism" in the wo-
rds of Labour front-
bench spokesman Stuart
Bell,endorsing Labour's
‘We shall defeat the
men of violence' con-
firmation of continued
colonial repression of
the Irish national-
liberation struggle (to
oust the British Oran-
ge colonial tyranny
over the remaining oc-
cupied zone of Ireland),
If Gestapo-racist ty-
ranny against black
inner-city revolt are-

Henderson

as in Britain became
‘popular' in degener-
ate electoral temms,~
the Labour Party would
back it all the way,-
or more likely be the
first to introduce 1it,
A social movement
with Labour's criminal
colonial-imperialist
record will not be the
slightest barrier to
the fascist culture
(raciem,Rambomania,
Olliemaniae,etc) which
the monopoly bourgeoi-
sle is relentlessly re-
imposing on the crisis-
ridden world capital-
ist market. If anyth-
ing, Labour's philist-
ine anti-communism(e.g
its Nuremberg-rally
electoral approach) is
playing into the hands
of imperialist plans
for a resurgence of
fascism, Such an alle-
gedly 'mass working-
class party' which can-
not even insist that
its own Labour govern-
ments are not undermi-
ned by the MIS Gestapo
-or even insist that
‘questions will be as-
ked in the House'-at
ludicrous least,-once
the nazi skulduggery
is discovered,—is no

ans,

And this pressing as-
pect of imperialism's
immediate decline tow-
ards fullscale renewed
nazil warmongering,world
wide,to divert from so-
cialist revolution over
the next Depression de-
cade,-transforms the
academic side of the
historic comparisons
between tactics towards
Labour in the 1920s and
towards Labour in the
1990s into the burning
question of the hour
for the urgent rebuild-
ing of movements of Le-
ninist revolutionary
theory & practice thro-
ughout the world.

The modern Labour Pa-
rty movement is an ig-
norant,philistine,coun-
ter-revolutionary oppo-
rtunism of the most pu-
trid & dangerous kind.
Smash the Labour Party.

United front tactics
will certainly come ag-
ain. But voting for
Kinnock's Nuremberg-
rally nonsense in Cold
War Britain in 1987 is
simply no longer comp-
arable with possibilit-
ies Lenin thought might
afflict the working cl-
ass in 1920 from left-

match for imperialism's ying commmism.

fascist resurgence pl-

. .-

Bulletin 402 (15/1/81)
we must, first, help

or Snowden to beat Lloyd George and Churchill

that a coalition—and a close coalition at that—between the
Liberals and the Conservatives was essential, otherwise
thero might be a victory for the Labour Party, which Lloyd
George prefers to call “Socialist” and which is working for
the “common ownership” of the means of production. “It
is ... known as communism in France,” the leader of the
British bourgeoisie said, putting it popularly for his audi-
ence, Liberal M.P.s who probably never knew it before. In
Germany it was called socialism, and in Russia it is called
Bolshevism, he went on to say. To Liberals this is unaccept-
able on principle, Lloyd George explained, because they
stand in principle for private property. “Civilisation is
in jeopardy,” the speaker declared, and consequently
Liberals and Conservatives must unite......

Thus the liberal bourgeoisie are abandoning the historical
system of “two parties” (of exploiters), which has been
hallowed by centuries of experience and has been extremely
advantageous to the exploiters, and consider it necessary
for these two parties to join forces against the Labour Party.
A number of Liberals are deserting to the Labour Party
like rats from a sinking ship....,.

-....the fact that most British workers still
follow the lead of the British Kerenskys or Scheidemanns
and have not yet had experienco of a government composed of
these people—an expericnce which was necessary in Russia
and Germany so as to secure the mass transition of the workers
to communism—undoubtedly indicates that the British
Communists should participate in parliamentary action,
that they should, from within parliament, help the masses
of the workers see the results of a Henderson and Snowden
government in practice,and that they should help the Hender-
sons and Snowdens defeat the united forces of Lloyd George
and Churchill. To act otherwisa would mean hampering
the cause of the revolution, since revolution is impossible
without a change in the views of the majority of the working
class, a change brought about by the political experience of
the masses, never by propaganda alone......

(or, rather, compel the former to beat the latter, because
the former are afraid of their victoryl); second, we must help
the majority of the working class to be convinced by their
own experience that we are right, i.e., that the Hendersons
and Snowdens are absolutely good for nothing, that they are
petty-bourgeois and treacherous by nature, and that their
bankruptcy is inevitable; third, we must bring nearer the
moment when, on the basis of the disappointment of most
of the workers in the Hendersons, it will be possible, with
serious chances of success, to overthrow the government of
the Hendersons at once; because if the most astute and
solid Lloyd George, that big, not petty, bourgeois, is dis-
playing consternation and is more and more weakening
himself (and the bourgeoisie as a whole) by his “friction”
with Churchill today and with Asquith tomorrow, how
much greater will be the consternation of a Henderson gov-
ernment! . _ . _.

----..The Communist Party should propose the
following “compromise” election agreement to the Hen-
dersons and Snowdens: let us jointly fight against the alliance
between Lloyd George and the Conservatives; let us share
parliamentary seats in proportion to the number of workers’
votes polled for the Labour Party and for the Communist
Party (not in elections, but in a special ballot), and let us
retain complete freedom of agitation, propaganda and polit-
ical activity, Of course, without this latter condition, we
cannot agree to a bloc, for that would be treachery; the
British Communists must demand and get complete freedom
to expose the Hendersons and the Snowdens in the same
way as (for fifteen years—1903-17) the Russian Bolsheviks
demanded and got it in respect of the Russian Hendersons
and Snowdens, i.e., the Mensheviks,

If the Hendersons and the Snowdens accept a bloc on
these terms, we shall be the gainers, because the number of
parliamentary seats is of no importance to us; we are not
out for seats. We shall yield on this point (whilst the Hen-
dersons and especially their new friends—or new masters




—the Liberals who have joined the Independent Labour
Party are most eager to get seats). We shall be the gainers,
because we shall carry our agitation among the masses at
a time when Lloyd George himself has “incensed” them, and
we shall not only be helping the Labour Party to establish
its government sooner, but shall also be helping the masses
sooner to understand the communist propaganda that we
shall carry on against the Hendersons, without any reticence
or omission.

If the Hendersons and the Snowdens reject a bloc with
us on theso terms, we shall gain still more, for we shall
at once have shown the masses (note that, even in the pure-
ly Menshevik and completely opportunist Independent
Labour Party, the rank and file are in favour of Soviets)
that the Hendersons prefer their close relations with the
capitalists to the unity of all the workers. We shall immedi-
ately gain in the eyes of the masses, who, particularly after
the brilliant, highly correct and highly useful (to commu-
nism) explanations given by Lloyd George, will be sympa-
thetic to the idea of uniting all the workers against the Lloyd
George-Conservative alliance. We shall gain immediately,
because we shall have demonstrated to the masses that the
Hendersons and the Snowdens are afraid to beat Lloyd
George, afraid to assume power alone, and are striving
to secure the secret support of Lloyd George..._..

If the Hendersons and the Snowdens reject a bloc with
the Communists, the latter will immediately gain by
winning the sympathy of the masses and discrediting the
Hendersons and Snowdens; if, as a result, wo do lose a
few parliamentary seats, it is a matter of no significance to
us. We would put up our candidates in a very few but
absolutely safe constituencies, namely, constituencies where
our candidatures would not give any seats to the Liberals
at the expense of the Labour candidates. We would take
part in the election campaign, distribute leaflets agitating
for communism, and, in all constituencies where we have
no candidates, we would urge the electors fo vote for the
Labour candidate and against the bourgeois candidate. Com-
rades Sylvia Pankhurst and Gallacher aro mistaken in think-
ing that this is a betrayal af communism, or a renunciation
of the struggle against the social-traitors. On the contrary,
the cause of communist revolution would undoubtedly gain
thereby... ..
with my vote, I want to support Henderson in the same
way as the rope supports a hanged man—that the impending
establishment of a government of the Hendersons will prove
that I am right, will bring the masses over to my side, and
will hasten the political death of the Hendersons and the
Snowdens just as was the case with their kindred spirits
in Russia and Germany...._.

Dissatisfaction with the Second International is
felt everywhere and is spreading and growing, both because
of its opportunism and because of its inability.or incapac-
ity to create a really centralised and really leading centre
capable of directing the international tactics of the revo-
lutionary proletariat in its struggle for a world Soviet

republic.....

To seek out, investigate, predict, and grasp that
which is nationally specific and nationally distinctive, in the
concrete manner in which each country should tackle a single
international task: victory over opportunism and Left
doctrinairism within the working-class mcvement; tho
overthrow of the bourgeoisie; the establishmont of a Soviet
republic and a proletarian dictatorship—such is the basic
task in the historical period that all the advanced coun-
tries (and not they alone) are going through......

As long as it was (and inasmuch as it still is) a question

of winning the proletariat's vanguard over to the side of
communism, priority went and still goes to propaganda work;
even propaganda circles, with all their parochial limitations,
are uscful under these conditions, and produce good results.
But when it is a question of practical action by the masses,
of the disposition, if one may so put it, of vast armies, of
the alignment of all the class forces in a given society for
the final and decisive battle, then propagandist methods
alone, the mere repetition of the truths of “pure” com-
munism, are of no avail.._. ..

It is necessary to link the strictest devotion to
the ideas of communism with the ability to effect all the
necessary practical compromises, tacks, conciliatory
manoeuvres, zigzags, retreats and so on, in order to speed
up the achiovement and then loss of political power by the
Hendersons (the heroes of the Second International, if we
are not to name individual representatives of petty-bourgeois
democracy who call themselves socialists); to accelerate
their inevitable bankruptey in practice, which will enlighten
tho masses in the spirit of our ideas. in the direction of
communism; to accelerate the inevitable friction, quarrels,
conflicts and complete disintegration among the Hendersons,
the Lloyd Georges and the Churchills (the Mensheviks,
the Socialist-Revolutionaries, the Constitutional-Democrats,
the monarchists; the Scheidemanns, the bourgeoisie and the
Kappists, etc.); to select the proper moment.when the discord
among these “pillars of sacrosanct privato property” is
at its height, so that, through a decisive offensive, the
proletariat will defeat them all and capture political

It is far more difficult—and far more precious—
to be a revolutionary when the conditions for direct, open,
really mass and really revolutionary struggle do not yet
ezist, to be able to champion the interests of the revolution
(by propaganda, agitation and organisation) in non-revolu-
tionary bodies, and quite often in downright reactionary
bodies, in a non-revolutionary situation, among the masses
who are incapable of immediately appreciating the need
for revolutionary methods of action. To be able to seek,
find and correctly determine the specific path or the parti-
cular turn of events that will lead the masses to the real,
decisive and final revolutionary struggle—such is the main
objective of communism in Western Europe and in America
today.

Britain is an example. We cannot tell—no one can tell
in advance—how soon a real proletarian revolution will
flare up there, and what immediate cause will most serve to

‘rouse, kindle, and impel into the struggle the very wido

masses, who are still dormant. Hence, it is our duty to
carry on all our preparatory work in such a way as to be
“well shod on all four feet” (as the late Plekhanov, when he
was a Marxist and revolutionary, was fond of saying).
It is possible that the breach will be forced, the ice broken,
by a parliamentary crisis, or by a crisis arising from colo-
nial and imperialist contradictions, which are hopelessly
entangled and are becoming increasingly painful and acute,
or perhaps by some third cause, etc. We are not discussing
the kind of struggle that will determine the fate of tho prole-
tarian revolution in Great Britain (no Communist has any
doubt on that score; for all of us this is a foregone
conclusion): what we are discussing is the immediate
cause that will bring into motion the now dormant
proletarian masses, and lead them right up to revolution,
Let us not forget that in the French bourgeois republic,
for example, in a situation which, from both the interna-
tional and the national viewpoints, was a hundred times less
revoluticnary than it is today, such an “unexpected” and
“petty” cause as ono of the many thousands of fraudulent
mnachinations of the réactionary military caste (the Dreyfus
case?) was enough to bring the people to the brink of
civil warl

In Great Britain thoe Communists should constantly,
unremittingly and unswervingly utilise parliamentary elec-
tions and all the vicissitudes of the Irish, colonial and
world-imperialist policy of the British Government, and
all other fields, spheres and aspects of public life, and
work in all of them in a new way, in a communist way, in
the spirit of the Third, not the Sccond, Iuternational.
I have neither the time nor the space here to describe the
“Russian” “Bolshevik” methods of participation in parlia-
mentary elections and in the parliamentary struggle; I can,
however, assure foreign Communists that they were quite
unlike the usual West-European parliamentary campaigns.
From this the conclusion is often drawn: *“Well, that was
in Russia; in our country parliamentarianism is different.”
This is a false conclusion. Communists, adherents of the
Third International in all countries, exist for the purpose
of changing—all along the line, in all spheres of life—the



old socialist, trade unionist, syndicalist, and parliamentary
type of work into a new type of work, the communist. In
Russia, too, there was always an abundance of opportun-
ism, purely hourgeois sharp practices and capitalist rigging
in the elections. In Western Europe and in America, the
Communists must learn to creale a new, uncustomary,
non-opportunist, and non-careerist parliamentarianism; the
Communist parties must issue their slogans; true proletar-
ians, with the help of the unorganised and downtrodden
poor, should distribute leaflets, canvass workers’ houses
and cottages of the rural proletarians and peasauts in the
remote villages (fortunately there are many times fewer
remote villages in Lurope than in Russia, and in Britain
the number is very small); they should go into the public
houses, penetrate into unions, societies and chance gather-
ings of the common people, and speak to the people, not in
learned (or very parliamentary) language; they should
not at all strive to “get seats” in parliament, but should
everywhere try to get people to think, and draw the masses
into the struggle, to take the bourgeoisie at its word and
utilise the machinery it has sct up, the elections it has
appointed, and the appeals it has made to the people; they
should try to explain to the people what Bolshevism is,
in a way that was never possible (under bourgeois rule)
outside of election times (exclusive, of course, of times
of big strikes, when in Russia a similar apparatus for wide-
spread popular agitation worked even more intensively).
It is very difficult to do this in \Western Europe and ex-
tremely difficult in America, but it can and must be done,
for the objectives of communism cannot be achieved without
effort. We must work to accomplish practical tasks, ever
more varied and ever more closely connected with all
branches of social life, winning branch after branch, and
sphere after sphere from the bourgeoisie......

We do not and cannot
know which spark—of the innumerable sparks that are
flying about in all countries as a result of the world economic
and political crisis—will kindle the conflagration, in the
sense of raising up the masses; we must, therefore, with
our new and communist principles, set to work to stir
up all and sundry, even the oldest, mustiest and seem-
ingly hopeless spheres, for otherwise we shall not be able to
cope with our tasks, shall not be comprchensively prepared,
shall not be in possession of ali the weapons and shall
not prepare ourselves either to gain victory over the bour-
geoisie (which arranged all aspects of social life—and has
now disarranged them—in its bourgeois fashion), or to
bring about the impending communist reorganisation of
every sphere of life, following that victory.

Since tho proletarian revolution in Russia and its victo-
ries on an international scale, expected neither by the
bourgeoisie nor the philistines, the entire world has become
different, and the bourgeoisie everywhere has becomne diffe-
rent too. It is terrified of “Bolshevism”, exasperated by
it almost to the point of frenzy, and for that very reason
it is, on the one hand, precipitating the progress of events
and, on the other, concentrating on the forcible suppression
of Bolshevism, thereby weakening its own position in 2
number of other fields. In their tactics the Communists ia
all the advanced countries must take both these circum-
stances into account......

That which happened to such leaders of the Second Inter-
national, such highly erudite Marxists devoted to social-
ism as Kautsky, Otto Bauer and others, could (and should)
provide a useful lesson. They fully appreciated the need
for flexible tactics; they themselves learned Marxist dia-
lectic and taught it to others (and much of what they have
dono in this field will always remain a valuable contribu-
tion to socialist litcrature); however, in the application
of this dialectic they committed such an error, or proved
to be so undialectical in practice, so incapable of taking
into account the rapid change of forms and the rapid acqui-
sition of new content by tho old forms, that their fate is
not much more enviable than that of Hyndman, Guesde
and Plekhanov. The principal reason for their bankruptcy
was that they were hypnotised by a definite form of growth
of the working-class movement and socialism, forgot all

about the one-sidedness of that form, were afraid to sece
the break-up which objective conditions made inevitable,
and continued to repeat simple and, at first glance, incon-
testable axioms that had been learned by rote, like: “three
is more than two". But politics is more like algebra than
arithmetic, and still more like higher than eclementary
mathematics. In reality, all the old forms of the socialist
movement have acquired a new content, and, consequently,
a new symbol, the “minus” sign, has appeared in front of
all the figures; our wiscacres, however, have stubbornly
continued (and still continue) to persuade themselves and
others that “minus three” is more than “minus two".....
It is not only Right doctrinairisin that
is erroneous; Left doctrinairism is erroneous too. Of course,
the mistake of Left doctrinairism in communism is at pres-
ent a thousand times less dangerous and less significant
than that of Right doctrinairism (i.e., social-chauvinism
and Kautskyism);.....
Right doctrinairism persisted in recognising only the old
forms, and became utterly bankrupt, for it did not notice
the new content. Left doctrinairism persists in the uncon-
ditional repudiation of certain old forms, failing to see that
the new content is forcing its way through all and sundry
forms, that it is our duty as Communists to master all forms,
to learn how, with the maximum rapidity, to supplement
one form with another, to substitute one for another, and
to adapt our tactics to any such change that does not come
from our class or from our efforts.

World revolution has been so powerfully stimulated
and accelerated by the horrors, vileness and abominations
of the world imperialist war and by the hopelessness of
the situation created by it, this revolution is developing
in scope and depth with such splendid rapidity, with such
a wonderful variety o! changing forms, with such an
instructive practical refutation of all doctrinairism, that
there is every reason to hope for a rapid and complete
recovery of the international communist movement.__._..

Present-day (twentieth-century) imperialism has
given a few advanced countries an exceptionally privileged
position, which, everywhere in the Second International,
has produced a certain type of traitor, opportunist, and
social-chauvinist leaders, who champion the interests of
their own craft, their own section of tke labour aristocracy.
The opportunist parties have become separated from the
“masses”, i.e., from the broadest strata of the working
people,. their majority, tho lowest-paid workers. The revo-
lutionary proletariat cannot be victorious unless this evil
is combated, unless the opportunist, social-traitor leaders
are exposed, discredited and expelled. That is the policy
the Third International has embarked on......

Further. In countries more advaunced than Russia, a
certain reactionism in the trade unions has been and was
bound to be manifested in a far greater measure than in
our country. Our Mensheviks found support in the trade
unions (and to some extent still do so in a small number
of unions), as a result of the latter’s craft narrow-minded-
ness, craft selfishness and opportunism. The Menshoviks
of tho West have acquired a much firmer footing in the
trade unions; there the craft-union, narrow-minded selfish,
case-hardened, covetous, and petty-bourgeois “labour
aristocracy”, imperialist-minded, and imperialist-corrupled,
has developed into a much stronger section than in our coun-
try. That is incontestable. The struggle against the Gomper-
ses, and against the Jouhaux, Hendersons, Merrheims,
Legiens and Co. in Western Europe is much more difficult
than tho struggle against our Mensheviks, who are an absolute-
ly homogeneous social and political type. This struggle must
be waged ruthlessly, and it must unfailingly be brought—
as we brought it—to a point when all the incorrigible lead-
ers of opportunism and social-chauvinism are completely
discredited and driven out of the trade unions......

This ridiculous “theory” that Communists should not
work in reactionary trade unions reveals with the utmost
clarity the frivolous attitude of the “Left” Communists
towards the question of influencing the *“masses”, and
their misuse of clamour about the “masses”. If you want
to help the “masses” and win the sympathy and
support of the “masses”, you should not fear difficulties,?!



or pinpricks, chicanery, insults and persecution from the
“leaders” (who, being opportunists and social-chauvinists,
are in most cases directly or indirectly connected with the
bourgeoisio and tho police), but must absolutely work
wherever the masses are to be found. You must be capable
of any sacrifice, of overcoming the greatest obstacles, in
order to carry on agitation and propaganda systematically,
perseveringly, persistently and patiently in those insti-
tutions, societies and associations—even the most reaction-
ary—in which proletarian or semi-proletarian masses are
to be found.... .- | These
men, the “leaders” of opportunism, will no doubt resort

to every devico of bourgoois diplomacy and to the aid of =
bourgeois governments, the clergy, the police and the courts, T
to keep Communists out of the trade unions, oust them by &
every means, make their work in the trade unions as unpleas-

ant as possible, and insult, bait and persecute them. We

must be able to stand up to all this, agree to make any u
sacrifics, and even—if need be—to resort {o various strat- z
agems, artifices and illegal methods, to evasions and sub- ]
terfuges, as long as we get into the trade unions, remain A
in them, and carry on communist work within them at ¥
all costs, Under tsarism we had no “legal opportunities” &
whatsoever until 1905. However, when Zubatov, agent of <
the secret police, organised Black-Hundred workers' %
assemblies and workingmen's societies for the purpose of .
trapping revolutionaries and combating them, we sent ¥
members of our Party to these assemblies and into these
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=
societies (I personally remember one of them, Comrade :
Babushkin, a leading St. Petersburg factory worker, shot S
by order of the tsar's generals in 1906). They established £
contacts with the masses, were able to carry on their agi- 3
tation, and succeeded in wresting workers from the influence =
of Zubatov's agents.* Of course, in Western Europe, which z
is imbued with most deep-rooted legalistic, constitutional- =
ist ,and bourgeois-democratic prejudices, this is more &
difficult of achievement, However, it can and must be carried #

out, and systematically at that...... o~
At the same time, the Second Congress of the Third &

International should declare in favour of Communist groups <~
and organisations, or groups and organisations sympathis-
ing with communism, joining the Labour Party in Great
Britain, despite its membership in the Second International.
As long as this party ensures its affiliated organisations
their present freedom of criticism and freedom to carry on
work of propaganda, agitation and organisation in favour
of the dictatorship of the proletariat and Soviet government,
and as long as this party preserves the character of a fed-
eration of all trade union organisations of the working
class, it is imperative for Communists to do everything
and to make certain compromises in order to be able to
exercise their influence on the broadest masses of the work-
ers, to expose their opportunist leaders from a higher trib-
une, that is in fuller view of the masses, and to hasten
the transfer of political power from the direct representa-
tives of the bourgeoisie to the “labour lieutenants of the
capitalist class”, so that the masses may be more quickly
weaned away from their last illusions on this score

Whilst you Tack the
strength to do away with bourgeois parliaments and every
other type of reactionary institution, you must work within
themn because it is there that you will still find workers
who are duped

THESES ON COMINTERN FUNDAMENTAL TASK

......

/it has been proved that, far from caus-
ing harm to the revolutionary proletariat, participation in
a bourgeois-democratic parliament, even a few weeks before
the victory of a Soviet republic and even after such a victory,
actually helps that proletariat to prove to the backward
masses why such parliaments deserve to be done away with;

...... Russian expericnce
has provided us with one successful and correct instance
(1905), and another that was incorrect (1906), of the use of
a boycott by the Bolsheviks, Analysing the first case, we
see that we succeeded in preventing a reactionary government
from convening a reactionary parliament in a situation in
which extra-parliamentary revolutionary mass action (strikes
in particular) was developing at great speed, when not

Za single section of the proletariat and the peasantry could

“LEFT-WING” COMMUNIJSM

support tho reactionary government in any way, and when
the revolutionary proletariat was gaining influence over
the backward masses through the strike struggle and through
the agrarian movement, It is quite obvious that this expe-
rienco is not applicablo to present-day European conditions.
In Western Europe and America, parliament has become
most odious to the rovolutionary vanguard of the working
class, That cannot bo denied. It can readily be understood,
for it is difficult to imagine anything more infamous, vile
or treacherous than the behaviour of the vast majority of
socialist and Social-Democratic parliamentary deputics
during and after the war. It would, however, be not only
unreasonable but actually criminal to yield to this mood
when deciding how this generally recognised ovil should
be fought. In many countries of Western Europe, the revo-
lutionary mood, we might say, is at present a “novelty”,
or a “rarity”, which has all too long been vainly and
impatiently awaited; perhaps that is why people so easily
yield to that mood. Certainly, without a revolutionary
mood among the masses, and without conditions facilitat-
ing the growth of this mood, revolutionary tactics will
never develop into action. In Russia, however, lengthy,
painful and sanguinary experience has taught us the truth
that revolutionary tactics cannot bo built on a revolutionary
mood alone. Tactics must be based on a sober and strictly
objective appraisal of all the class forces in a particular
state (and of the states that surround it, and of all states
the world over) as well as of the experience of revolutionary
movements. It is very easy to show one's “revolutionary”
temper merely by hurling abuse at parliamentary opportun-
ism, or merely by repudiating participation in parliaments;
gj its very ease, however, cannot turn this into a solution of
a difficult, a very difficult, problem. It is far more
4 difficult to create a really revolutionary parliamentary
Z group in a Europcan parliament than it was in Russia,
< That stands to reason. But it is only a particular expression
) of the general truth that it was easy for Russia, in the
% specific and historically unique situation of 1917, to start
Z the socialist revolution, but it will be more difficult for
Z Russia than for the European countries to continue the
E revolution and bring it to its consummation. ... ..
d /why should a rapidly growing
Zrevolutionary mass party, in the midst of the post-war
Z disillusionment and embitterment of the masses, be unable
> to forge a communist group in the worst of parliaments?
5 It is because, in Western Europe, the backward masses of
'E,the workers and—to an even greater degreo—of the small
o peasants are much more imbued with bourgeois-democratic
g‘and parliamentary prejudices than they were in Russia;
s because of that, it is only from within such institutions as
& bourgeois parliaments that Communists can (and must)
® wage a long and persistent struggle, undaunted by any
difficultios, to expose, dispel and overcome these prejudices.

“Fabian imperialism” and “social-imperialism” are one

2 and the same thing: socialism in words, imperialism in
v deeds, the growth of opportunism tnto imperialism. This
7 has now become, during the war of 1914-18 and since, a
% unlversal fact. The failure to understand it shows the great
“ blindness of the Berne yellow International, and is its
Q great crime. Opportunism, or reformism, inevitably had to
— grow into a phenomenon of world-wide importance, social-
5 ist imperialism, or social-chauvinism, because imperial-
3 ism brought to the fore a handful of very rich, advanced
Z nations, engaged in plundering the whole world, and
thereby enabled the bourgeoisie of those countries, out

]
o]
.. of their monopolist superprofits (imperialism is monopoly

Z capitalism), to bribe the upper strata of the working class.
5 Only ignoramuses or hypocrites who deceive the workers
Z by repeating platitudes about capitalism and in this way

= cover up the bitter truth that a whole trend in socialism has
S gone over to the imperialist bourgeoisie could fail to see
Zthe economic inevitability of this development under
~imperialism.

And from this fact two indisputable conclusions emerge.
First conclusion: the Berne International is in fact,
— from the angle of its real historical and political role,
—and irrespective of the good will and pious wishes of
< particular members of it, an organisation of agents of inter-
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national imperialism operating within the labour move-
ment, permeating that movement with bourgeois influence,
bourgeois ideas, bourgeois lies, and bourgeois corruption.

In countries where democratic parliamentary culture is
of long standing, the bourgeoisie has learned splendidly
to use deception, bribery and flattery in their most subtle
forms as well as violence. Not for nothing have the “lun-
cheons” given to British “labour leaders” (i.e., lieutenants
of the bourgeoisie whose duty is to fool the workers) have
acquired notoriety; Engels in his day spoke about them.??
To the same category of facts belongs the “charming” recep-
tion given by M. Clemenceau to the traitor-socialist
Merrheim, the courteous receptions given by Entente minis-
ters to the leaders of the Berne International, and so on
and so forth. “You train ‘em, and we buy ‘'em,” a clever
capitalist, an Englishwoman, said to Mr. Social-imperial-
ist Hyndman, who related in his memoirs how this lady, a
person shrewder than all the leaders of the Berne Interna-
tional put together, appraised the “labours” of the socialist
intellectuals in training workers to become socialist leaders.

During the war, when the Vanderveldes, Brantings and
the whole gang of traitors organised “international” confer-
ences, the French bourgeois newspapers were bitingly scornful,
and rightly so. They said: “These Vanderveldes seem to be
suffering from a sort of tic. Just as those who suffer from
tic cannot utter a couple of phirases without strangely twitch-
ing the muscles of the face, so the Vanderveldes cannot make
a political speech without repeating, parrot-like, the words
internationalism, socialism, international working-class
solidarity, proletarian revolution, etc. Let them repeat any
sacramental formulas they like so long as they help to lead
the workers by the nose and serve us, the capitalists, in
waging the imperialist war and enslaving the workers.”

Sometimes the British and French bourgeoisie are very
clever and excellently appraise the servile role played by the
Berne International... ...

To ignore this problem now (as Ramsay MacDonald does)
or to try to evade the issue of the inevitability of civil war
with sentimental conciliatory phrases (as Messrs. Kautsky
and Co. do) is tantamount to direct betrayal of the prole-
tariat, equivalent to actual desertion to the bourgeoisie. Be-
cause the real political leaders of the bourgeoisie have long
understood the inevitability of civil war and are making
excellent, thoughtful and systematic preparations for it
and are strengthening their positions in anticipation of it.

The bourgeoisie of the whole world are exerting all their
strength, enormous energy, intellect and determination,
lesitating at no crime, and condemning whole countries to
famine and complete extinction, in the preparations they
are making to crush the proletariat in the impending civil
war. The heroes of the Berne International, on the other hand,
like simpletons, or hypocritical parsons, or pedantic pro-
fessors, chant their old, worn-out, threadbare reformist song!
No spectacle could be more revolting or more disgusting!

The Kautskys and MacDonalds continue to frighten the
capitalists with the menace of revolution, to scare the
bourgeoisie with the menace of civil war in order to obtain
concessions from them and get them to agree to follow the
reformist path. This is what all the writings, all the philos-
ophy, all the policy of the entire Berne International amount
to. We saw that miserable lackey's trick played in Russia
in 1905 by the liberals (Constitutional-Democrats), and in
4917-19 by the Mensheviks and Socialist-Revolutionaries.
The servile souls of the Berne International never think of
inculcating upon the masses the idea of the inevitability and
necessity of defealing the bourgeoisie in civil war, of pursuing
a policy wholly dedicated to this aim, of elucidating, raising
and solving all problems from this, and only from this, point
of view. That is why our sole aim should be once and for
all to push the incorrigible roformists, i.e., nine-tenths of
the leaders of the Berne International, into the cesspool of
the hirelings of the bourgeoisie.

The bourgeoisie needs hirelings who enjoy the trust of
a section of the working class, whitewash and prettify the
bourgeoisie with talk about the reformist path being possible,
throw dust in the eyes of the people by such talk, and divert
the people from revolution by giving glowing descriptions
of the charms and possibilities of the reformist path.

All the writings of the Kautskys, and of our Mensheviks
and Socialist-Revolutionaries, boil down to such white-
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washing and to the whining of the cowardly philistine who
fears revolution.

We cannot repeat here in detail the main economic causes
that have made the revolutionary (and only the revolution-
ary) path inevitable, and have made impossible any solu-
tion other than civil war to the problems history has placed
on the order of the day. Volumes must and will be written
about this. If the Kautskys and other leaders of the Berne
International do not understand this, all that can be said
is ignorance is closer to the truth than prejudice.

Now, after this war, ignorant but sincere men of labour
and supporters of the working people, understand the inev-
itability of revolution, of civil war and of the dictatorship
of the proletariat far more easily than do the gentlemen
stuffed with most learned reformist prejudices, the Kautskys,
MacDonalds, Vanderveldes, Brantings, Turatis, and (tutti
quanti.*

As one of the particularly striking confirmations of the
phenomenon observable everywhere, on a mass scale, namely,
that of the growth of revolutionary consciousness among the
masses, we may take the novels of Henri Barbusse, Le Feu
(Under Fire) and Clarté (Light). The former has already
been translated into all languages, and in France 230.000
copies have been sold. The transformation of an absolutely
ignorant rank-and-filer, utterly crushed by philistine ideas
and prejudices, into a revolutionary under the influence of
the war is depicted with extraordinary power, talent and
truthfulness.

The mass of proletarians and semi-proletarians are on our
side and are coming over to us by leaps and bounds. The
Berne International is a General Staff without an army, and
will collapse like a house of cards if thoroughly exposed to the
masses.

The name of Karl Liebknecht was used in the whole of
the Entente bourgeois press during the war in order to deceive
the masses; the French and British imperialist pirates
and plunderers were shown as sympathising with this hero.
with this “sole honest German”, as they said.

Now the heroes of the Berne International belong to the
same organisalion as the Scheidemanns who engineered the
murder of Karl Liebknecht and Rosa Luxemburg, the Schei-
demanns who fulfilled the role of worker-executioners and
rendered hangman's service to the bourgeoisie. In words—
hypocritical attempts to “condemn” the Scheidemanns (as
if “condemning” makes any difference!). In deeds—belonging
to the same organisation as the murderers do...._.

The most dangerous thing about the Berne International
is its verbal recognition of the dictatorship of the proletariat.
These people are capable of recognising everything, of sign-
ing everything, as long as they can keep at the head of the
labour movement. Kautsky now says that he is not opposed
to the dictatorship of the proletariat! The French social-
chauvinists and Centrists put their names to resolutions in
favour of the dictatorship of the proletariat!

But they deserve not the slightest confidence.

It is not verbal recognition that is needed, but a complete
rupture in deeds with the policy of reformism, with preju-
dices about bourgeois freedom and bourgeois democracy, tha
pursuit in deeds of the policy of revolutionary class struggle.

Attempts are being made to recognise the dictatorship
of the proletariat in words, in order to smuggle in along
with it the “will of the majority”, “universal suffrage” (this
is exactly what Kautsky does), bourgeois parliamentarism,
rejection of the idea that the entire bourgeois machinery
of state must be destroyed, smashed, blown up. These new
evasions, new loopholes of reformism, are most of all to
be feared.

The dictatorship of the proletariat would be impossible
if the majority of the population did not consist of proletar-
ians and semi-proletarians. Kautsky and Co. try to falsily
this truth by arguing that “the vote of the majority” is
required for the dictatorship of the proletariat to be recog-
nised as “valid”.

Comical pedants! They fail to understand that voting with-
in the bounds, institutions and customs of bourgeois parlia-
mentarism is a part of the bourgeois state machinery that

%bas to be broken and smashed from top to bottom in order
< to give effect to the dictatorship of the proletariat, in order
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Lo pass from bourgeois democracy to proletarian democracy.23




A revolutionary party which openly, before the wholo
world, threatened the governments with “proletarian revolu-
tion” in the event of such a war as is now being waged, would
be committing moral suicide if it did not urge the workers,
and the masses gencrally, to direct all thought and effort
towards revolt, now that the masses are so excellently armed,
so excollently trained in the art of warfare, and fed up with
the absurdity of this criminal imperialist shambles, which
up to now they have been helping.

AN APPEAL TO 1.8.¢{i2f16)

Ramsay MacDonald disposes of the problem of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat in a couple of words as if it were
a subject for a discussion on freedom and democracy......

They fail to understand that when history places the
dictatorship of the proletariat on the order of the dayit is
not voting, but civil war that decides all serious political
problems.

They fail to understand that the dictatorship of the pro-
letariat is the rule of one class, which takes into its hands the
entire machinery of the new state, and which defeats the

bourgeoisie and neutralises the whole of the petty bourgeoi-
sie——the peasantry, the lower middle class and the intel-
ligentsia.

The Kautskys and MacDonalds recognise the class struggle
in words, but in deeds forget about it at the most decisive
moment in the history of the struggle for the emancipation
of the proletariat—at the moment when, having seized state
power, and supported by the semi-proletariat, the proletar-
jat with the aid of this power continues the class struggle
until classes are abolished.

Like real philistines, the leaders of the Berne International
repeat hourgeois-democratic catchwords about freedom,
equality and democracy, but fail to see that they are repeat-
ing fragments of ideas concerning the free and equal com-
modity owner, fail to understand that the proletariat needs
a state not for the “freedom”, but for the suppression of its
enemy, the exploiter, the capitalist......

So long as classes exist the freedom and equality of classes
is a bourgeois deception. The proletariat takes power,

‘becomes the ruling class, smashes bourgeois parliamentarism
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and bourgeois democracy, suppresses the bourgeoisie, sup-
presses all the attempts of all other classes to return to capi-
talismn, gives real freedom and equality to the working people
(which is practicable only when the private ownership of
the means of production has been abolished), and gives them
not only the “right to”, but the real use of, what has been
taken from the bourgeoisie.

He who fails to understand this content of the dictatorship
of the proletariat (or what is the same thing, Soviet power,
or proletarian democracy) is misusing the term dictatorship
of the proletariat.

1 cannot here develop these ideas in greater detail; | have
done so in The State and Revolution and in the pamphlet
The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Kautsky. |
shall conclude by dedicating these remarks to the delegates
to the Lucerne Congress®! (August 10, 1919) of the Berne
International.

To Comrade Syivia Pankhurst, London
Dear Comrade, August 28, 1919

I received your letter of July 16, 1919, only yesterday.
I am extremely grateful to you for the information about
Britain and will try to fulfil your request, i.e., reply to
your question.

I have no doubt at all that many workers who are among
the best, most honest and sincerely revolutionary members
of the proletariat are encinies of parliamentarism and of
any participation in Parliament. The older capitalist cul-
ture and bourgeois democracy in any country, the more
understandable this is, since the bourgeoisie in old par-
liamentary countries has excellently mastered the art of
hypocrisy and of fooling the people in a thousand ways,
passing off bourgeois parliamentarism as “democracy in
general” or as “pure democracy” and so on, cunningly con-
cealing the million threads which bind Parliameut to the
stock exchange and the capitalists, utilising a venal mer-
cenary press and exercising the power of money, the power
of capital in every way.

THE TASKS OF THE THIRD INTERNATIONAL July 14, 1919

There is no doubt that the Communist International and
the Communist Parties of the various countries would be
making an irreparable mistake if they repulsed those work-
ers who stand for Soviet power, but who are against par-
ticipation in the parliamentary struggle. If we take the prob-
lem in its general form, theoretically, then it is this very
programme, i.e., the struggle for Soviet power, for the Soviet
republic, which is able to unite, and today must certainly
unite, all sincere, honest revolutionaries from among the
workers. Yery many anarchist workers are now becoming
sincere supporters of Soviet power, and that being so, it
proves them to be our best comrades and friends, the best
of revolutionaries, who have been enemies of Marxism only
through misunderstanding, or, more correctly, not through
misunderstanding but because the official socialism prevail-
ing in the epoch of the Second International (1889-1914)
betrayed Marxism, lapsed into opportunism, perverted
Marx’s revolutionary teachings in general and his teachings
on the lessons of the Paris Commune of 4871 in particular.
I have written in detail about thisin my book The State and
Revolution and will therefore not dwell further on the
problem.

What if in a certain country those who are Communists
by their convictions and their readiness to carry on revolu-
tionary work, sincere partisans of Soviet power (the “Sovict
system”, as non-Russians sometimes call it), cannot unite
owing to disagreement over participation in Parliament?

I should consider such disagreement immaterial at
present, since the struggle for Soviet power is the political
struggle of the proletariat in its highest, most class-conscious,
most revolutionary form. It is better to be with the revolu-
tionary workers when they are mistaken over some partial
or secondary question than with the “official” socialists or
Social-Democrats, if the latter are not sincere, firm revolu-
tionaries, and are unwilling or unable to conduct revolu-
tionary work among the working masses, but pursue correct
tactics in regard to that partial question. And the question
of parliamentarism is now a partial, secondary question.
Rosa Luxemburg and Karl Liebknecht were, in my opinion,
correct when they defended participation in the elections
to the German bourgeois parliament, to the constituent
National Assembly, at the January 1919 Conference of the
Spartacists in Berlin, against the majority at the Confer-
ence.’? But, of course, they were still more correct when
they preferred remaining with the Cominunist Party, which
was making a partial mistake, to siding with the direct
traitors to socialism, like Scheidemann and his party, or
with those servile souls, doctrinaires, cowards, spineless
accomplices of the bourgeoisie, and reformists in practice,
such as Kautsky, Haase, Diéumig and all this “party” of
German “Independents”,

I am personally convinced that to renounce participation
in the parliamentary elections is a mistake on the part of
the revolutionary workers of Britain, but better to make
that mistake than to delay the formation of a big workers’
Cominunist Party in Britain out of all the trends and ele-
ments, listed by you, which sympathise with Bolshevism
and sincerely support the Soviet Republic.

Unbreakable ties with the mass of the workers, the ability
to agitate unceasingly among them, to participate in every
strike, to respond to every demand of the masses—this
is the chief thing for a Communist Party, especially in such
a country as Britain, where until now (as incidentally is
the case in all imperialist countries) participation in the
socialist movement, and the labour movement generally,
has been confined chiefly to a thin top crust of workers, the
labour aristocracy, most of whom are thoroughly and hope-
lessly spoiled by reformism and are held back by bourgeois
and imperialist prejudices. Without a struggle against this
stratum, without the destruction of every traco of its
prestige among the workers, without convincing the masses
of the utter bourgeois corruption of this stratum, there can
be no question of a serious communist workers’ movement.
This applies to Britain, France, America and Germany.

Those working-class revolutionaries who make parlia-
mentarism the centre of their attacks are quite right inas-
much as these attacks serve to express their denial in prin-
ciple of bourgeois parliamentarism and bourgeois democ-
racy. Soviet power, the Soviet republic—this is what the



workers' revolution has put in place of bourgeois democracy,
this is the form of transition from capitalism to socialism,
the form of the dictatorship of the proletariat. And criti-
cism of parliamentarism is not only legitimate and necessary,
as giving the case for the transition to Soviet power, but is
quite correct, as being the recognition of the historically
conditional and limited character of parliamentarism, its
connection with capitalism and capitalisin alone, of its
progressive character as compared with the Middle Ages,
and of its reactionary character as compared with Soviet
power.

But the critics of parliamentarism in Europe and America,
when they are anarchists or anarcho-syndicalists, are very
often wrong insofar as they reject all participation in elec-
tions and parliamentary activity. Here they simply show
their lack of revolutionary experience......

Their principal argument is that the disarmament demand
is the clearest, most decisive, most consistent expression
of the struggle against all militarism and against all war.

But in this principal arguwment lies the disarmament ad-
vocates' principal error. Socialists cannot, without ceasing
to be socialists, be opposed to all war.

Firstly, socialists have never been, nor can they ever
be, opposed to revolutionary wars. The bourgeoisie of the
imperialist “Great” Powers has become thoroughly reaction-
ary, and the war this bourgeoisie is now waging we regard
as a reactionary, slave-owners' and criminal war. But what
about a war against this bourgeoisie? A war, for instance,
waged by peoples oppressed by and dependent upon this
bourgeoisie, or by colonial peoples, for liberation? In §5
of the Internationale group theses we read: “National wars
are no longer possible in the era of this unbridled imperi-
alism.” That is obviously wrong.

The history of the twentieth century, this century of
“unbridled imperialism”, is replete with colonial wars.
But what we Europeans, tho imperialist oppressors of the
majority of the world's peoples, with our habitual, despic-
able European chauvinism, call “colonial wars” are often
Fational wars, or national rebellions of these oppressed peop-
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To deny all possibility of national wars under imperial-
ism is wrong in theory, obviously mistaken historically,
and tantamount to European chauvinism in practice: we
who belong to nations that oppress hundreds of millions in
Europe, Alrica. Asia, etc., are invited to tell the oppressed
peoples that it is “impossible” for them to wage war against
“our” nations!

Secondly, civil war is just as much a war as any otber.
He who accepts the class struggle cannot fail to accept
civil wars, which in every class society are the natural,
and under certainconditions inevitable, continuation, devel-
opment and intensification of the class struggle. That has
been confirmed by every great revolution. To repudiate
civil war, or to forget about it, is to fall into extreme
opportunism and renounce the socialist revolution.

Thirdly, the victory of socialism in one country does not
at one stroke eliminate all war in general. On the contrary,
it presupposes wars. The development of capitalism proceeds
extremely unevenly in different countries. It cannot be
otherwise under commodity production. From this it follows
irrefutably that socialism cannot achieve victory simulta-
peously in all countries. It will achieve victory first in one
or several countries, while tho others will for some time
remain bourgeois or pre-bourgeois. This is bound to create
not only friction, but a direct attempt on the part of the
bourgeoisie of other countries to crush the socialist state’s
victorious proletariat. In such cases a war on our part would
be a legitimate and just war. It would be a war for socialism,
for the liberation of other nations from the bourgeoisie..

To this must be added the following general consideration.

An oppressed class which does not strive to learn to use
arms, to acquire arms, only deserves to be treated like
slaves. We cannot, unless we have become bourgeois pacifists
or opportunists forget that we are living in a class society
from which there is no way out, nor can there be, save
through the class struggle. In every class society, whether
based on slavery, serfdom, or, as at present, on wage-labour,
the oppressor class is always armed. Not only the modern
standing army, but even the modern militia—and even in
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the most democratic bourgeois republics, Switzerland, for

instance—represent the bourgeoisie armed against the pro-

letariat. That is such an elementary truth that it is hardly
necessary to dwell upon it. Suffice it to point to the use of
troops against strikers in all capitalist countries.

A bourgooisie armed against the proletariat is ono of the
biggest, fundamental and cardinal facts of modern capital-
ist society. And in face of this fact, revolutionary Social-
Democrats are urged to “demand” “disarmament”! That is
tantamount to complete abandonment of the class-struggle
point of view, to renunciation of all thought of revolution.
Our slogan must be: arming of the proletariat to defeat,
expropriate and disarm the bourgeoisie. Theso are the only
tactics possible for a revolutionary class, tactics that follow
logically from, and are dictated by, the whole objective
development of capitalist militarism. Only after the pro-
letariat has disarmed the bourgeoisie will it be able, with-
out betraying its world-bistoric mission, to consign all
armaments to the scrap-heap. And tbe proletariat will
undoubtedly do this, but only when this condition has been
fulfilled, certainly not before.

If the present war rouses among the reactionary Christian
socialists, among the whimpering petty bourgeoisie, only
horror and fright, only aversion to all use of arms, to blood-
shed, death, etc., then we must say: Capitalist society is
and has always been horror without end. 1f this most reaction-
ary of all wars is now preparing for that society an end in
horrar, we have no reason to fall into despair. But the disac-
mament “demand”, or more correctly, the dream of disarma-
ment, is, objectively, nothing but an expression of despair
at a time when, as everyone can see, the bourgeoisie itself
is paving the way for the only legitimate and revolutionary
war—civil war against the imperialist bourgeoisie......

A certain bourgeois observer of the Paris Commune, writ-
ing to an English newspaper in May 1871, said: “If the French
nation consisted entirely of women, what a terrible nation
it would be!” Women and teen-age children fought in the
Paris Commune side by side with the men. It will be no
different in the coming battles for the overthrow of the
bourgeoisie. Proletarian women will not look on passively
as poorly armed or unarmed workers are shot down by the
well-armed forces of the bourgeoisie. They will take to
arms, as they did in 1871, and from the cowed nations of
today—or morecorrectly, from the present-day labour move-
ment, disorganised more by the opportunists than by the
governmonts—there will undoubtedly arise, sooner or later,
but with absolute certainty, an international league of the
“terrible nations” of the revclutionary proletariat.

The whole of social life is now being militarised. 1mperia-
lism is a fierce struggle of the Great Powers for the division
and redivision of the world. [t is therefore bound to lead to
further militarisation in all countries, even in neutral and
small ones. How will proletarian women oppose this? Only
by cursing all war and everything military, only by demand-
ing disarmament? The women of an oppressed and really
revolutionary class will never accept that shameful role.
They will say to their sons: “You will soon be grown up. You
will begivenagun. Take it and learn the military art properly.
The proletarians neced this knowledge not to shoot your
brothers, tho workers of other countries, as is being done in the
present war, and as the traitors to socialism are telling you to
do. They need it to fight the bourgeoisie of their own country,
to put an end to exploitation, poverty and war, and not by
p.ious wishes, but by defeating and disarming the bourgeoi-

sie.”

If we are to shun such propaganda, precisely such propa-
ganda, in connection with the present war, then we had
better stop using fine words about international revolution-
ary Social-Democracy, the socialist revolution and war
against war...... /The
main defect of the disarmament demand is its evasion of all
the concrete questions of revolution. Or do the advocates
of disarmament stand for an altogether new kind of revolu-
tion, unarmed revolution?

To proceed. Wo are by no means opposed to the fight for
reforms. And we do not wish to ignore the sad possibility—
if the worst comes to the worst—of mankind going through
a second imperialist war, if revolution does not come out of
the present war, in spite of the numerous outbursts of mass
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unrest and mass discontent and in spite of our efforts. We
favour a programme of reforms directed also against the op-
portunists. They would be only too glad if we left the
struggle for reformsentirely to them and sought escape from
sad reality in a nebulous “disarmament” fantasy. “Disarma-
ment” means simply running away from unpleasant reality,
not fighting it.

In such a programme we would say something like this:
“To accept the defence of the fatherland slogan in the 1914-16
imperialist war is to corrupt the labour movement with the
aid of a bourgeois lie.” Such a concrete reply to a concrete
question would be more correct theoretically, much more
useful to the proletariat and more unbearable to the opportun-
ists, than the disarmament demand and repudiation of
“all and any” defence of the fatherland. And we could add:
“The bourgeoisie of all the imperialist Great Powers—Eng-
land, France, Germany, Austria, Russia, Italy, Japan, the
United States—has become so reactionary and so intent

on world domination, that any war waged by the bourgeoisie 5

of those countries is bound to be reactionary. The proletariat =
must not only oppose all such wars, but must also wish for =

the defeat of its ‘own’ government in such wars and utilise %

its defeat for revolutionary. insurrection, if an insurrection o
to prevent the war proves unsuccessful.” €

On the question of a militia, we should say: We are not 3
in favour of a bourgeois militia; we are in favour only of a ¢

proletarian militia. Therefore, “not a penny, not a man”, 3

not only for a standing army, but even for a bourgeois mili-
o

tia, even in countries like the United States, or Switzerland,
Norway, etc. The more so that in the freest republican coun-
tries (e. g., Switzerland) we see that the militia is being in-
creasingly Prussianised, particularly in 1807 and 1911, and
prostituted by being used against strikers. We can demand
popular election of officers, abolition of all military law,
equal rights for foreign and native-born workers (a point
particularly important for those imperialist states which,
like Switzerland, are more and more blatantly exploiting
lorger numbers of foreign workers, while denying them all
rights). Further, we can demand the right of every hundred,
say, inhabitants of a given country to form voluntary milit-
ary-training associations, with free election of instructors
paid by the state, etc. Only under these conditions could
the proletariat acquire military training for itself and not
for its slave-owners; and the need for such training is imper-
atively dictated by the interests of the proletariat. The Rus-
sian revolution showed that every success of the revolution-
ary movement, even a partial success like the seizure of a
certain city, a certain factory town, or winning over a cer-
tain section of the army, imevitably compels the victorious
proletariat to carry out just such a programme......

Imperialism, as the highest stage of capitalism in
America and Europe, and later in Asia, took final shape in
the period 1898-1914. The Spanish-American War (1898),
the Anglo-Boer War (1899-1902), the Russo-Japanese
War (1904-05) and the economic crisis in Europe in 1900
are the chief historical landmarks in the new era of world
history.

The fact that imperialism is parasitic or decaying capi-
talism is manifested first of all in the tendency to decay,
which is characteristic of every monopoly under the system
of private ownership of the means of production. The differ-
ence between the democratic-republican and the reac-
tionary-monarchist imperialist bourgeoisie is obliterated
precisely because they are both rotting alive (which by
no means precludes an extraordinarily rapid development
of capitalism in individual branches of industry, in indi-
vidual countries, and in individual periods). Secondly,
the decay of capitalism is manifested in the creation of
a huge stratum of rentiers, capitalists who live by “clip-
ping coupons”. In each of the four leading imperialist
countries—England, U.S.A., France and Germany—cap-
ital in securities amounts to 100,000.or 150,000 million
francs, from which each country derives an annual income
of no less than five to eight thousand million. Third-
ly, export of capital is parasitism raised to a high pitch.
Fourthly, “finance capital strives for domination, not
freedom”. Political reaction all along the line is a charac-
teristic feature of imperialism. Corruption, bribery on
a huge scale and all kinds of fraud. Fifthly, the exploi-
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tation of oppressednations—which isinseparably connected
with annexations—and especially the exploitation of
colonies by a handful of “Great"” Powers, increasingly
transforms the “civilised” world into a parasite on the body
of hundreds of millions in the uncivilised nations......
A privileged upper stratum of the proletariat in the impe-
rialist countries lives partly at the expense of hundreds
of millions in the uncivilised nations.

It is clear why imperfalism is moribund capitalism,
capitalism in transition to socialism: monopoly, which
grows out of capitalism, is already dying gapitalism, the
beginning of its transition to socialism. The tremendous
socialisation of labour by imperialism (what its apologists—
the bourgeois economists—call “interlocking”) produces
the same result.

Advancing this definition of imperialism brings us
into complete contradiction to K. Kautsky, who refuses to
regard imperialism as a “phase of capitalism” and defines
it as a policy “preferred” by finance capital, a tendency
of “industrial” countries to annex “agrarian” countries.®
Kautsky's definition is thoroughly false from the theoret-
ical standpoint. What distinguishes imperialism is the
rule not of industrial capital, but of finance capital, the
striving to annex no¢ agrarian countries, particularly,
but every kind of country. Kautsky divorces imperialist
politics from imperialist economics, he divorces monopoly
in politics from monopoly in economics in order to pave
the way for his vulgar bourgeois reformism, such as
“disarmament”, “ultra-imperialism” and similar nonsense.
The whole purpose and significance of this theoretical
falsity is to obscure the most profound contradictions
of imperialism and thus justify the theory of “unity"”
with the apologists of imperiallsm, the outright social-
chauvinists and opportunists.

We have dealt at sufficient length with Kautsky's
break with Marxism on this point in Sotsial-Demokrat and
Kommunist.’3 Qur Russian Kautskyites, the supporters
of the Organising Committee (O.C.), headed by Axelrod
and Spectator, including even Martov, and to a large de-
gree Trotsky, preferred to maintain a discreet silence on
the question of Kautskyism as a trend......

The prospect of partitioning China elicited from Hob-
son the following economic appraisal: “The greater part
of Western Europe might then assume the appearance and
character already exhibited by tracts of country in the
South of England, in the Riviera, and in the tourist-
ridden or residential parts of Italy and Switzerland, little
clusters of wealthy aristocrats drawing dividends and
pensions from the Far East, with a somewhat larger
group of professional retainers and tradesmen and a larger
body of personal servants and workers in the transport
trade and in the final stages of production of the more
perishable goods: all the main arterial industries would
have disappeared, the staple foods and semi-manufactures
flowing in as tribute from Asia and Africa.... We have
foreshadowed the possibility of even a larger alliance of
Western states, a European federation of Great Powers
which, so far from forwarding the cause of world civilisa-
tion, might introduce the gigantic peril of a Western
parasitism, a group of advanced industrial nations, whose
upper classes drew vast tribute from Asia and Africa,
with which they supported great tame masses of retainers,
no longer engaged in the staple industries of agriculture
and manufacture, but kept in the performance of personal
or minor industrial services under the control of a new
financial aristocracy. Let those who would scout such
a theory [he should have said: prospect) as undeserving of
consideration examine the economic and social condition
of districts in Southern England today which are already
reduced to this condition, and reflect upon the vast exten-
sion of such a system which might be rendered feasible by
the subjection of China to the economic control of similar
groups of financiers, investors ([rentiers] and political
and business officials, draining the greatest potential
reservoir of profit the world has ever known, in order to
consume it in Europe. The situation is far too complex,
the play of world forces far too incalculable, to render
this or any other single interpretation of the future very
probable; but the influences which govern the imperialism



of Western Europe today are moving in this direction,
and, unless counteracted or diverted, make towards such
a consummation.”

Hobson, the social-liberal, fails to see that this“counter-
action” can be offered only by the revolutionary prole-
tariat and only in the form of a social revolution. But
then he is a social-liberal! Nevertheless, as early as 1902
he had an excellent insight into the meaning and signif-
icance of a “United States of Europe” (be it said for the
benefit of Trotsky the Kautskyite!) and of all that is now
being glossed over by the hypocritical Kautskyites of
various countries, namely, that the opportunists (social-
chauvinists) are working hand in glove with the imperial-
ist bourgeoisie prectsely towards creating an imperialist
Europe on the backs of Asia and Alfrica, and that objective-
ly the opportunists are a section of the petty bourgeoisie
and of certain strata of the working class whokave been
bribed out of imperialist superprofits and converted into
watchdogs of capitalism and corrupters of the labour move-

‘'he monopoly of modern finance
capital is being frantically challenged; the era of imperi-
alist wars has begun. It was possible in those daysto bribe
and corrupt the working class of one country for decades.
This is now improbable, if not impossible. But on the
other hand, every imperialist “Great™ Power can and does
bribe smaller strata (than in England in 1848-68) of the
“labour aristocracy”. Formerly a “bourgeois labour party”,
to use Engels's remarkably profound expression, could
arise only in one country, because it alone enjoyed a
monopoly, but, on the other hand, it could exist for a
long time. Now a “bourgeois labour party” is inevitable
and typical in all imperialist countries; but in view of the
desperate struggle they are waging for the division of
spoils, it is improbable that such a party can prevail
for long in a number of countries. For the trusts, the
financial oligarchy, high prices, etc., while enabling the
bribery of a handful in the top layers, are increasingly
oppressing, crushing, ruining and torturing the mass of the
proletariat and the semi-proletariat.

On the one hand, there is the tendency of the bour-
geoisie and the opportunists to convert a handful of very
rich and privileged nations into “eternal” parasites on the
body of the rest of mankind, to “rest on the laurels” of
the exploitation of Negroes, Indians, etc., keeping them
in subjection with the aid of the excellent weapons of
extermination provided by modern militarism. On the
other hand, there is the tendency of the masses, who are
more oppressed than before and who bear the whole brunt
of imperialist wars, to cast off this yoke and to overthrow
the bourgeoisie. It is in the struggle between these two ten-
dencies that the history of the labour movement will now
inevitably develop. For the first tendency is not accident-
al; it is “substantiated” economically. In all countries
the bourgeoisie has already begotten, fostered.and secured

for itself “bourgeois labour parties” of social-chauvinists.
The difference between a definitely formed party, like
Bissolati's in ltaly, for example, which is fully social-
imperialist, and, say, the semi-formed near-partyof the
Potresovs, Gvozdyovs, Bulkins, Chkheidzes, Skobelevs and
Co., is an immaterial difference. The important thing is
that, economically, the desertion of a stratum of the labour
aristocracy to the bourgeoisie has matured and become an
accomplished fact; and this economic fact, this shift in
class relations, will find political form, in ono shape or
another, without any particular “difficulty”.

On the economic basis referred to above, the political
institutions of modern capitalism— press, parliament, asso-
ciations, congresses, etc.—have created political privileges
and sops for the respectful, meek, reformist and patriotic
office employees and workers, corresponding to theeconomic
privileges and sops. Lucrative and soft jobs in the gov-
ernment or on the war industriescommittces, in parliament
and on diverse committees, on the editorial staffs of “res-
pectable”, legally published newspapers or on the manage-
ment councils of no less respectable and “bourgeois
law-abiding” trade unions—this is the bait by which the
imperialist bourgeoisie attracts and rewards the representa-

tives and supporters of the “bourgeois labour parties”.

The mechanics of political democracy works in the same
direction. Nothing in our times can be done without elec-
tions; nothing can be done without the masses And in
this era of printing and parliamentarism it is impossible
to gain the following of the masses without a widely rami-
fied, systematically managed, well-equipped system of
flattery, lies, fraud, juggling with fashionable and popu-
lar catchwords, and promising all manner of reforms and
blessings to the workers right and left—as long as they
renounce the revolutionary struggle for the overthrow of the
bourgeoisie. I would call this system Lloyd-Georgism,
after the English Minister Lloyd George, one of the fore-
most and most dexterous representatives of this system in
tho classic land of the “bourgeois labour party”. A Girst-
class bourgeois manipulator, an astute politician, a
popular orator who will deliver any speeches you like,
even r-r-revolutionary ones, to a labour audience, and a
man who is capable of obtaining sizable sops for docile
workers in the shape of social reforms (insurance, etc.),
Lloyd George serves the bourgeoisie splendidly.* and
serves 1t precisely among the workers, brings its influence
precisely to the proletariat, to where the bourgeoisie needs
it most and where it finds it most difficult to subject the
masses morally.

And is there such a great difference between Lloyd
George and the Scheidemanns, Legiens, Hendersons and
Hyndmans, Plekhanovs, Renaudels and Co.? Of the
latter, it may be objected, some will return to the revolu-
tionary socialism of Marx. This is possible, but it is an
insignificant differenco in degree, if the question is regarded
from its political, i. e., its mass aspect. Certain individuals
among the present social-chauvinist leaders may return to
the proletariat. But the social-chauvinist or (what is the
same thing) opportunist trend can neither disappear nor
“return” to the revolutionary proletariat. Wherever Marx-
ism is popular among the workers, this political trend,
thls “bourgeois labour party”, will swear by the name of
Marx. It cannot be prohibited from doing this, just as
a trading firm cannot be prohibited from using any partic-
ular label, sign or advertiserment. It has always been the
case in history that after the death of revolutionary leaders
who were popular among the oppressed classes. their ene-
mies have attempted to appropriate their names so as to
deceive the oppressed classes.

The fact is that “bourgeois labour parties”, as a polit-
ical phenomenon, have already been formed in all the
foremost capitalist countries, and that unless a determined
and relentless struggle is waged all along the line against
these parties—or groups, trends, etc., it is all the same—
there can be no question of a struggle against imperialism,
or of Marxism, or of a socialist labour movement.......

|There is not the slightest reason
for thinking that these parties will disappear before
the social revolution. On the contrary, the nearer the
revolution approaches, the more strongly it flares up and
the more sudden and violent the transitions and leaps in
its progress, the greater will be the part the struggle of
the revolutionary mass siream against the opportunist
petty-bourgeois stream will play in the labour movement.
Kautskyism is not an independent trend, because it has
no roots either in the masses or in the privileged stratum
which has deserted to the bourgeoisie. But the danger of
Kautskyism lies in the fact that, utilising the ideology of
the past, it endeavours to reconcile the proletariat with
the “bourgeois labour party”, to preserve the unity of the
proletariat with that party and thereby enhance the lat-
ter's prestige. The masses no longer follow the avowed
social-chauvinists: Lloyd George has been hissed down at
workers' meetings in England; Hyndman has left the
party; the Renaudels and Scheidemanns, the Potresovs and
Gvozdyovs are protected by the police. The Kautskyites’
masked defence of the social-chauvinists is much more
dangerous.

One of the most common sophistries of Kautskyism is
its reference to the “masses”. We do not want, they say, to
break away from the masses and mass organisations! But
just think how Engels put the question. In the nineteenth
century the “mass organisations” of the English trade
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unions were on the side of the bourgeois labour party. Marx
and Engels did not reconcile themsslves to it on this ground;
they exposed it. They did not forget, firstly, that the
trade union organisations directly embraced a minority of
the proletariat. In England then, as in Germany now, not
more than one-fifth of the proletariat was organised. No
one can seriously think it possible to organise the major-
ity of the proletariat under capitalism. Secondly—and
this is the main point—it is not so much a question of the
size of an organisation, asof the real, objective significance
of its policy: does its policy represent the masses, does
it serve them, i.e., does it aim at their liberation from
capitalism, or does it represent the interests of the minor-
ity, the minority’'s reconciliation with capitalism? The
latter was true of England in the nineteenth century, and
it is true of Germany, etc., now.

Engels draws a distinction between the “bourgeois
labour party” of the old trade unions—the privileged minori-
ty—and the “lowest mass”, the real majority, and appeals
to the latter, who are not infected by “bourgeois respecta-
bility”. This is the essence of Marxist tactics!

Noither we nor anyone else can calculate precisely what
portion of the proletariat is following and will follow the
social-chauvinists and opportunists. This will be revealed
only by the struggle, it will be definitely decided only by
the socialist revolution. But we know for certain that the
“defenders of the fatherland” in the imperialist war repre-
sent only a minority. And it is therefore our duty, if
we wish to remain socialists, to go down lower and deeper,
to the real masses; this is the whole meaning and the
whole purport of the struggle against opportunism. By ex-
posing the fact that the opportunists and social-chauvinists
are in reality betraying and selling the interests of the
masses, that they are defending the temporary privileges of
a minority of the workers, that they are the vehicles of
bourgeois ideas and influences, that they are really allies
and agents of the bourgeoisie, we teach the masses to
appreciate their true political interests, to fight for
socialism and for the revolution through all the long and
painful vicissitudes of imperialist wars and imperialist
armistices.

The only Marxist line in the world labour movement is
to explain to the masses the inevitability and necessity of
breaking with opportunism, to educate them for revolution
by waging a relentless struggle against opportunism, to uti-
lise the experiences of the war to expose, not conceal, the
utter vileness of national-liberal labour politics......

First of all, I should like to mention a slight inac-
curacy on the part of Comrade McLaine, which cannot be
agreed to. He called the Labour Party the political organ-
isation of the trade union movement, and later repeated
the statement when he said that the Labour Party is “the
political expression of the workers organised in trade unions ™.
I have met the same view several times in the paper of the
British Socialist Party. It is erroneous, and is partly the cause
of the opposition, fully justified in some measure, coming
from the British revolutionary workers. Indeed. the concepts
“political department of the trade unions™ or “political
expression” of the trade union movement, are erroneous.
Of course, most of the Labour Party's members are working-
men. However, whether or not a party is really a political
party of the workers does not depend solely upon a mem-
bership of workers but also upon the men that lead it, and
the content of its actions and fts political tactics. Only
this latter determines whether we really have before us
a political party of the proletarlat. Regarded from this,
tho only correct, point of view, the Labour Party is a
thoroughly bourgeois party, because, although made up of
workers, it is led by reactionaries, and the worst kind of
reactionaries at that, who act quite in the spirit of the
bourgeoisie. It is an organisation of the bourgeoisie, which
exists to systematically dupe the workers with the aid of
the British Noskes and Scheidemanns.......

The British Communist

Party must retain the freedom necessary to expose
and criticise the betrayers of the working class, who are
28 nuch more powerful in Britain than in any other country.

G—-—--
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IMPERIALISM AND THE SPLIT IN SOCIALISM

If you organise politically you will find that our tactics
are based on a correct understanding of political develop-
ments in the past decades, and that a real revolutionary
party can bae created only when it absorbs the best elements
of the revolutionary class and uses every opportunity to
ﬁglht the reactionary leaders, wherever they show them-
selves.

If the British Communist Party starts by acting in a
revolutionary manner in the Labour Party, and if the
Hendersons are obliged to expel this Party, that will be a
great victory for the communist and revolutionary working-
class movement in Britain, (August 19 20)

THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL

[“Socialism” in general, as an aim,
as the opposite of capitalism (or imperialism), is accepted
now not only by the Kautsky crowd and social-chauvinists,
but by many bourgeois social politicians. However, it is no
longer a matter of contrasting two social systems, but of
formulating the concrete aim of the concrete “revolutionary
mass struggle” against a concrete evil, namely, the present
high cost of living, the present war danger or the present
war.

The whole Second International of 1889-1914 opposed
socialism to capitalism in general, and it was precisely this
too general “generalisation” that brought on its bankruptcy.
1t ignored the specific evil of its age, which Frederick Engels
nearly thirty years ago, on January 10, 1887, characterised
in the following words:

“...a certain petty-bourgeois socialism finds representation
in the Social-Democratic Party itself, and even in the ranks
of the Reichstag group. This is done in the following way:
while the fundamental views of modern soclalism and the
demand for the transformation of all the means of production
into social property are recognised as justified, the reali-
sation of this is.declared possible only in the distant future,
a future which for all practical purposes is quite out of sight.
Thus, for the present one has to have recourse to mere social
patchwork...” (The Housing Question, Preface).”

The concrete aim of “revolutionary mass struggle” can
only be concrete measures of socialist revolution, and not
“socialism” in general; ..... . {annulment
of the national debt, expropriation of the banks and big
industry. When we suggest that these absolutely concreto
measures be included ........._ - —we get the same procras-
tinating, evasive and thoroughly sophistical reply that the
people are not yet prepared for this, and so on and so forth!

The point is, however, that we should begin preparing

o them right now, and firmly stick to this workl......
g / The differenée between us and the
g reformists (i.e., the Grutlians in Switzerland) is not that we
oppose reforms while they favour them. Nothing of the kind.
They confine themselves to reforms.../We tell the workers:
vote for proportional Tepresentation, etc., but don’t
stop at that. Make it your prime duty systematically to
spread the idea of immediate socialist revolution, prepare
for this revolution and radically reconstruct every aspect
of party activity. The conditions of bourgeois democracy
very often compel us to take a certain stand on a multitude
of small and petty reforms, but we must be able, or learn,
to take such a position on these reforms (in such a manner)
that—to oversimplify the matter for the sake of clarity—
five minutes of every half-hour speech are devoted to reforms
and twenty-five minutes to the coming revolution, .....

(e) Socialists must centre their activity on the struggle
against reformism, which has always corrupted the revolu-
tionary labour movement by injecting bourgeois ideas, and
has now assumed a somewhat special form, namely: “reliance”
on the reforms the bourgeoisie is supposed to carry out
after the war! Reformists argue that in urging, popularising
and preparing the socialist revolution of the proletariat,
we are “losing sight” of the “practical” aspect, “forfeiting”

our chances to win reforms. . .
Only bourgeois reformism, which in substance is the posi-

tion of Kautsky, Turati and Merrheim, poses the question
thus: either renunciation of revolution (and that means
reforms); or no reforms at all.

Yet all the experience of world history, like the exper-
jience of the 1905 Russian Revolution, teaches us the very
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‘opposite: either revolutionary class struggle, of which
= reforms are always a by-product (when the revolution is
— not completely successful); or no reforms at all.

o For the only effective force that compels change is popu-
o lar revolutionary energy, providing it does not remain on
S paper, as has been the case in the Second International, but
® finds expression in comprehensive mass revolutionary
® propaganda, agitation and organisation conducted by par-
Dties marching at the head of the revolution, not limping
ZSalong in its tail......

8. The dictatorship ol the proletariat is tho most deter-
mined and revolutionary form of the proletariat’s class
struggle against the bourgeoisie. This struggle can be suc-
cessful only when the most revolutionary vanguard of the
prolctariat has the backing of the overwhelming majority
of the proletariat. Hence, preparation for the dictatorship
of the proletariat entails not only explanation of the bour-
geois character of all reformism, of all defence of democracy,
while private ownership of the means of production is
preserved; it entails, not only exposuro of such trends,
which are in fact a defence of the bourgeoisie within the
labour movement; it also calls for old leaders being replaced
by Communists in proletarian organisations of absolutely
every type—not only political, but also trade union, co-
operative, educational, etc. The more complete, lengthy
and firmly established the rule of bourgeois democracy
has been in a given country, the more the bourgeoisie will
have succeeded in securing the appointment to such leading
posts of people whose minds have been moulded by it and
imbued with its views and prejudices, and who have very
often been djrectly or indirectly bought by it. These repre-
sentatives of the labour aristocracy, bourgeoisified workers,
should be ousted from all their posts a hundred times more
sweepingly than hitherto, and replaced by workers—even
by wholly inexperienced men, provided they are connected
with the exploited masses and enjoy their confidence in
the struggle against the exploiters. The dictatorship of
the proletariat will require the appointment of such inexpe-
rienced workers to the most responsible posts in the state;
otherwise the workers' government will be impotent and
will not have the support of the masses.

9. The dictatorship of the proletariat means that all
toiling and exploited people, who have been disunited,
deceived, intimidated, oppressed, downtrodden and
crushed by the capitalist class, come under the full leadership
of tho onfy class trained for that leadership by the whole
history of capitalism. That is why the following is one of
the methods whereby preparations for the dictatorship
of tho proletariat should be started everywhere and imme-
diately:

In all organisations, unions and associations without
exception, and first and foremost in proletarian organi-
sations, but also in those of the non-proletarian toiling
and exploited masses (political, trade union, military,
co-operative, educational, sports, etc., etc.), groups or
cells of Communists should be formed—preferably open
groups, but underground groups as well, the latter being
essential whenever there is reason to expect their suppres-
sion, or the arrest or banishment of their members on the
part of the bourgeoisie; these cells, which are to bo in close
touch with one another and with the Party centre, should,
by pooling their experience, carrying on work of agitation,
propaganda and organisation, adapting themselves to abso-
lutely every sphere of public life and to every variety and
category of the toiling masses, systematically educate
themselves, the Party, tho class, and the masses by means
of such diversified work.

In this connection, it is of the utmost importance that
necessary distinctions between the methods of work should
be evolved in practice: on the one hand, in relation to
the “leaders”, or “responsible representatives”, who are
very often hopelessly beset with petty-bourgeois and impe-
rialist prejudices—such “leaders” must be ruthlessly exposed
and expelled from the working-class movement—and,
on the other hand, in relation to the masses, who, partic-
ularly after the imperialist holocaust, are for the most
part inclined to listen to and accept the doctrine that the
guidance from the proletariat is essential, as the only way
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of escape from capitalist slavery. We must learn to approach
the masses with particular patience and caution so as to be
able to understand the distinctive features in the mentality
of each stratum, calling, etc., of these masses.

10. In particular, there is a group or cell of Communists
that deserves exceptional attention and care from the Party,
i.o., the parliamentary group of Party members, who are
deputies to bourgeois representative institutions (primarily
the national, but also local, municipal, etc., representative
institutions). On the one hand, it is this tribune which is
held in particular regard by large sections of the toiling
masses, who are backward or imbued with petty-bourgeois
prejudices; it is therefore imperative for Communists to
utilise this tribune to conduct propaganda, agitation and
organisational work and to explain to the masses why the

dispersal of the bourgeois parliament by the national
congress of Soviets was legitimate in Russia (and, at the
proper time, will be legitimate in any country). On the
other hand, the entire history of bourgeois democracy,
particularly in the advanced countries, has converted the
parliamentary rostrum into one of the principal, if not the
principal, venues of unparalleled fraudulency, financial
and political deception of the people, careerism, nypocrisy
and oppression of the working people. The intense hatred
of parliaments felt by the best representatives of the revo-
lutionary proletariat is therefore quite justified. The Com-
munist parties and all parties affiliated to the Third Inter-
national—especially thgse which have not arisen by split-
ting away from the old parties and by waging a long and per-
sistent struggle against them, but through the old parties
accepting (often nominally) the new stand—should therefore
adopt a most strict attitude towards their parliamentary
groups; the latter must be brought under the full control
and direction of the Central Committees of the Parties;
they must consist, in the main, of revolutionary workers;
specches by members of parliament should be carefully
analysed in the Party press and at Party meetings, from
a strictly communist standpoint; deputies should be sent
to carry on agitational work among the masses; those who
manifest Second International leanings should be expelled
from the parliamentary groups, etc.

11. One of the chief causes hampering the revolutionary
working-class movement in the developed capitalist coun-
tries is the fact that because of their colonial possessions
and the super-profits gained by finance capital, etc., the
capitalists of these countries have been able to create a
relatively larger and more stable labour aristocracy, a sec-
tion which comprises a small minority of the working
class. This minority enjoys better terms of employment
and is most imbued with a narrow-minded , craft spirit
and with petty-bourgeois and imperialist prejudices. It
forms the real social pillar of the Second International,
of the reformists and the “Centrists”; at present it might
even be called the social mainstay of the bourgeoisie,
No preparation of the proletariat for the overthrow of the
bourgeoisie is possible, even in the preliminary sense,
unless an immediate, systematic, extensive and open
struggle is waged against this stratum, which, as experience
has already fully shown, will no doubt provide the bourgeois

~~White guards with many a recruit after the victory of the
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proletariat. All parties affiliated to the Third Interna-

< tional must at all costs give effect to the slogans: “Deeper

into the thick of the masses”, “Closer links with the masses"

» —meaning by the masses all those who toil and are exploit-

2 ed by capital, particularly those who are least organised

and educated, who are most oppressed and least amenable
to organisation.

The objective course of events is having its effect, and just
as the executioners of the 1848 and 1905 revolutions were,
in a certain sense, their executors, so the stage managers of
the imperialist slaughter are compelled to carry out certain
stato-capitalist, certain national reforms. Moreover, it is
necessary, by throwing out a few sops, to pacify the masses,
angered by the war and the high cost of living: why not pro-
mise (and partly carry out, for it does not commit one to
anything!) “reduction of armaments”? After all, war is 8.9
“branch of industry” similar to forestry: it takes decades



for trees of proper size—that is to say, for a sufficiently
abundant supply of adult “cannon fodder”"—to grow up. Du-
ring these decades. new Plekhanovs, new Scheide-
manns, new sentimental conciliators like Kautsky will
grow up from the depths of “united” international Social-
Democracy.

Bourgeois reformists and pacifists are people who, as
a general rule, are paid, in one form or another, to strengthen
the rule of capitalism by patching it up, to lull the masses
and diverl them from the revolutionary struggle. When so-
cialist “leaders” like Turati and Kautsky try to convince
the masses, either by direct statements (Turati “blurted”
one out in his notorious speech of December 17, 1916'*"),
or by silent evasions (of which Kautsky Is a past master),
that the present imperialist war can result in a democratic
peace, while the bourgeois governments remain in power and
without a revolutionary insurrection against the whole net-
work of imperialist world relations, it is our duty to declare
that such propaganda is a deception of the people, that
it has nothing in common with socialism, that it amounts
to the embellishment of an imperialist peace.

We are for a democratic peace; and that is precisely why
we do not want to lie to the peoples as Turati and Kautsky
do—of course with the best intentions, and for the most
virtuous motives! We shall tell the {ruth, namely, that a
democratic peace is impossible unless the revolutionary
proletariat of England, France, Germany and Russia over-

throws the bourgeois governments. Wo think it would be the.

height of absurdity for revolutionary Social-Democrats to
refrain from fighting for reforms in general, including “con-
stitutional reform”. But at the present moment, Europe is
going through a period in which it is more than ever neces-
sary to bear in mind the truth that reforms are a by-product
of the revolutionary class struggle; for the task of the day—
not because we want it, not because of anybody's plans,
but because of the objective course of events—is to solve
the great historical problems by means of direct mass vio-
lence, which will create new foundations, and not by means
of agreements on the basis of the old, decaying and moribund.

It is precisely at the present time, when the ruling bour-
geoisie is preparing peacefully to disarm millions of prole-

tarians and to transfer them safely—under cover of a plaus-
ible ideology, and sprinkling them with the holy water
of sentimental pacifist phrases!—from the filthy, stinking,
fetid trenches, where they were engaged in slaughter, to
the penal servitude of the capitalist factories, where by
their “honest toil” they must repay the hundreds of mil-
lions of national debt, it is precisely at this time that the
slogan, which our Party issued to the people in the autumn
of 1914,* viz., transform the imperialist war into a civil
war for socialism, acquires still greater significance than
it had at the beginning of the war. Karl Liebknecht, now
sentenced to hard labour, adopted that slogan when he said
from the Reichstag tribune: “Turn your weapons against
your class enemies within the countryl” The extent to which
present-day socicty has matured for the transition to social-
ism has been demonstrated by this war, in which the exer-
tion of national effort called for the direction of the
economic life of over fifty million people from a single
centre, If this is possible under the leadership of a handful of
Junker aristocrats in the interests of a handful of financial
magnates, it is certainly no less possible under the leadership
of class-conscious workers in the interests of nine-tenths of
the population, exhausted by starvation and war,

But to lead the masses, the class-conscious workers must
understand the utter corruption of such socialist leaders
as Turati, Kautsky and Co. These gentlemen imagine
they are revolutionary Social-Democrats, and they are very
indignant when they are told that their place is in the party
of Messrs. Bissolati, Scheidemann, Legien and Co. But
Turati and Kautsky wholly fail to realise that only a revo-
lution of the masses can solve the great problems of the day.
They have not a grain of faith in the revolution, they do
not pay the slightest attention to, or display the slightest
interest in, the way it is maturing in the minds and moods
of the masses precisely in connection with the war. Their
attention is entirely ahsorbed in reforms, in pacts between
sections of the ruling classes; it is to them that they address
themselves, it is them they seek to “persuade”, it is to
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them they wish to adapt the labour movement.

But the whole thing now i3 to get the class-conscious van-
guard of the proletariat to direct its thoughts to, and muster
its forces for, a revolutionary struggle to overthrow their
governments. Revolutions such as Turati and Kautsky are
“prepared” to accept, i.e., revolutions for which the date
and the chances of success can be set in advance, never hap-
pen. The revolutionary situation in Europe is a fact. The
extreme discontent, the unrest and anger of the masses
are facts. It is on strengthening this torrent that revolution-
ary Social-Democrats must concentrate all their efforts.
Upon the strength of the revolutionary movement, in the
ovent of its not being entirely successful, will depend what
portion of the “promised” reforms will be realised in practice,
and what use they will be for the further struggle of the work-
ing class. Upon the strength of the revolutionary movement,
in the event of its being entirely successful, will depend the
victory of socialism in Europe and the achievement not of
an imperialist armistice in Germany's struggle against
Russia and .England, or in Russia’s and Germany's struggle
against England, er the United States' struggle against Ger-
many and England, etc., but of a really lasting and really
democratic peace.

Those leaflets cost colossal sacrifices. Sometimes they are
quite unattractive in appearance. Some of them, the appeals
for demonstration on April 4, for instance, merely announce
the hour and place of the demonstration, in six lines evi-
dently set in secret and with extreme haste in different print-
ing shops and in different types. We have people (“also
Social-Democrats™) who, when alluding to these conditions
of “underground” work, snigger maliciously or curl a con-
temptuous lip and ask: “If the entire Party were limited
to the underground, how many members would it have?
Two or three hundred?” [See No. 95 (181) of Luch, a rencgade
organ, in its editorial defence of Mr. Sedov, who has the
sad courage to be an outspoken liquidator. This issue of
Luch appeared five days before the May Day action, i.e.,
at the very time the underground was preparing the
leaflets! }......

See to what extent these despicable people have lost
touch with the mass working-class movement and with rev-
olutionary work in general! Use even their own yardstick,
deliberately falsified to suit the liberals. You may assume
for a moment that “two or three hundred” workers in St. Pe-
tersburg took part in printing and distributing those under-
ground leaflets.

What is the result? “Two or three hundred” workers,
the flower of the St. Petersburg proletariat, people who not
only call themselves Social-Democrats but work as Social-
Democrats, people who are esteemed and appreciated for it
by the entire working class of Russia, people who do not
prate about a “broad party” but make up in actual fact the
only underground Social-Democratic Party existing in Rus-
sia, these people print and circulate underground leaflets.
The Luch liquidators (protected by Stolypin censors) laugh
contemptuously at the “two or three hundred ”, the “under-
ground” and its “cxaggerated” importance, etc.

And suddenly, a miracle occurs! In accordance with a
decision drawn up by half a dozen members of the Executive
Commission of the St. Petersburg Committee—a leaflet
printed and circulated by “two or three hundred”—two
hundred and fifty thousand people rise as one man in St.
Petersburg.

The leaflets and the revolutionary speeches by workers
at meetings and demonstrations do not speak of an “open
working-class party”, “freedom of association” or reforms
of that kind, with the phantoms of which the liberals are
fooling the people. They speak of revolution as the only
way out. They speak of the republic as the only slogan which,
in contrast to liberal lies about reforms, indicates the change
needed to ensure freedom, indicates the forces capable of
rising consciously to delend it.

The two million inhabitants of St. Petersburg see and hear
these appeals for revolution which go to the hearts of all
toiling and oppressed sections of the people. AllSt. Peters-
burg sees from a real, mass-scale example what is the real
way out and what is lying liberal talk about reforms. Thou-
sands of workers’ contacts—and hundreds of bourgeois news-
papers, which are compelled to report the St. Petersburg




mass action at least in snatches—spread throughout Rus-
sia the news of the stubborn strike campaign of the capi-
tal's proletariat. Both the mass of the peasantry and the
peasants serving in the army hear this news of strikes, of
the revolutionary demands of the workers, of their struggle
for a republic and for the confiscation of the landed estates
for the benefit of the peasants. Slowly but surely, the revo-
lutionary strikes are stirring, rousing, enlightening, and
organising the masses of the people for revolution.

¢ “two or three hundred ” “underground people” express
the intcrests and needs of millions and tens of millions,
they tell them the truth about their hopeless position,
open their eyes to the necessity of revolutionary struggle,
imbue them with faith in it, provide them with the correct
slogans, and win these masses away from the influence of
the high-sounding and thoroughly spurious, reformist slo-
gans of the bourgeoisie. And “two or three” dozen liquidators 3

from among the intelligentsia, using money collected abroad ;2
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and among liberal merchants to fool unenlightened workers, =
are carrying the slogans of that bourgeoisie into the work-
ers' midst.

The May Day strike, like all the revolutionary strikes of
4912-13, has made clear the three political camps into which
present-day Russia is divided. The camp of hangmen and
feudal lords, of monarchy and the secret police. It has done
its utmost in the way of atrocitics and is already impotent
against the masses of the workers. The camp of the bour-
geoisie, all of whom, from the Cadets to the Octobrists, are
shouting and moaning, calling for reforms and making
fools of themselves by thinking that reforms are possible in
Russia. The camp of the revolution, the only camp express-
ing the interests of the oppressed masses.

All the ideological work, all the political work in this
camp is carried out by underground Social-Democrats alone,
by those who know how to use every legal opportunity in
the spirit of Social-Democracy and who are inseparably
bound up with the advanced class, the proletariat. No one
can tell beforehand whether this advanced class will succeed
in leading the masses all the way to a victorious revolution.
But this class is fulfilling its duty—leading the masses
to that solution—despite all the vacillations and hetray-
als on the part of the liberals and those who are “also So-
cial-Democrats”. All the living and vital elements of Rus-
sian socialism and Russian democracy are being educated
solely by the example of the revolutionary struggle of the
proletariat, and under its guidance.

This year’s May Day action has shown to the whole world
that the Russian proletariat is steadfastly following its =
revolutionary course, apart from which there is no salvation =
for a Russia that is suffocating and decaying alive.
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Y DAY ACTION BY REVOLUTIONARY PROLETARIAT

The
proletariat is revolutionary only insofar as it is conscious
of and gives effect to this idea of the hegemony of the prole-
tariat. The proletarian who is conscious of this task is a
slave who has revolted against slavery. The proletarian who
is not conscious of the idea that his class must be the leader,
or who renounces this idea, is a slave who does not realise
his position as a slave; at best he is a slave who fights to
improve his condition as a slave, but not one who fights to
overthrow slavery......

To preach to the workers that what they need is “not
hegemony, but a class party” means to betray the cause of
the proletariat to the liberals; it means preaching that
Social-Democratic labour policy should be replaced by a
liberal labour policy.

Renunciation of the idea of hegemony, however, is the
crudest form of reformism in the Russian Social-Democratic
movement, and that is why not all liquidators make bold to
express their ideas in such definite terms. Some of them
(Mr. Martov, for instance) even try, mocking at the truth,
to deny that there is a connection between the renunciation
of hegemony and liquidationism......

To shove again toward revolution, to work tirelessly,
in the changed situation, to propagate the idca of revolu-
tion and to prepare the forces of the working class for it—
that, from the standpoint of the reformists, is the chief
crime of the R.S.D.L.P., that is what constitutes the guilt
of the revolutionary proletariat. Why “shove in where they
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have once been defeated” —that is the wisdom of renegade
and of persons who lose heart after any defeat.

He is no socialist, he has not understood the tasks of his
class, which demand that the masses of the people, the masses
of working and exploited people, be roused to intervene
independently in the historic destinies of the country, the
vacillations or resistance of the bourgeoisie notwithstand-
ing. But the independent historical action of the masses who
are throwing off the hegemony of the bourgeoisie turns
a “constitutional” crisis into a revolution......

Whether, when, and under what cir-
cumstances the revolution materialises, does not depend on
the will of a particular class; but revolutionary work carried
on among the masses is never wasted. This is the only kind
of activity which prepares the masses for the victory of
socialism. The Larins and Martovs forget these elementary
ABC truths of socialism.

Larin, who expresses the views of the group of Russian
liquidators who have completely broken with the R.S.D.L.P,
does not hesitate to go the whole hog in expounding his re-
formism. Here is what he writes in Dyelo Zhizni (1911, No. 2)
—and these words should be remembered by everyone who
holds dear the principles of Social-Democracy:

“A state of perplexity and uncertainty, when people simply do
not know what to expect of the coming day, what tasks to set them-
selves—that is what results from indeterminate, temporising moods,
from vague hopes of either a repetition of the revolution or of ‘we
shall wait and see’. The immediate task is, not to wait fruitlessly
for something to turn up, but to imbue broad circles with the guidiag
idea that, in the ensuing historical period of Russian life, the work-
ing class must organise itsell not ‘for revolution’, not ‘in expecta-
tion of a revolution’, but simply [notc the but simply) {or the deter-
mined and systematic defonce of its particular interests in all spheres
of life; for the gathering and training of its forces for this many-sided
and complex activity; for the training and building-up in this way
of socialist consciousness in gencral; for acquiring tho ability to orien-
tate itsell [to find its bearinfs]—-and to assert itsolf—particularly
in the complicated relations of the social classos of Russia during tho
coming constitutional reform of the country after the economically
inevitable selfexhaustion of feudal reaclion.”

This is consummate, frank, smug reformism of tho purest
water. War against the idea of revolution, against the “hopes”
for revolution (in the eyes of the reformist such “hopes”
seem vague, because he does not understand the depth of
the contemporary economic and political contradictions);
war against every activity designed to organise the forces
and prepare the minds for revolution; war waged in the legal
press that Stolypin protects from a direct retort by revolu-
tionary Social-Democrats; war waged on behalf of a group of
legalists who bave completely broken with the R.S.D.L.P.
—this is the programme and tactics of the Stolypin labour
party which Potresov, Levitsky, Larin, and their friends
are out to create. The real programme and the real tactics

= of these people are expressed in exact terms in the above quo-

tation—as distinct from their hypocritical official assur-
ances that they are “also Social-Democrats”, that they
“also” belong to the “irreconcilable International”. These
assurances are only window-dressing. Their deeds, their real
social substance, are expressed in this programme, which
substitutes a liberal labour policy for socialism.

REFORMISM IN THE RUSSIAN SOCIAL-DEMOCRATIC MOVEMENT

The philistine is satisfied with the undoubted, holy and
empty truth that it is impossible to say in advance whether
there will be a revolution or not. A Marxist is not satisfied
with that; he says: our propaganda and the propaganda of
all worker Social-Democrats is one of the factors determining
whether there will be a revolution or not. Hundreds of thou-
sands of political strikers and the foremost men of various
units of the armed forces ask us, our Party, what they should
strive for, for the sake of what they should rise, what they
should try to achieve, whether they should expand the up-
surge that has begun into a revolution, or whether they
should direct it towards a struggle for reforms.

The revolutionary Social-Democrats have given their
answer to these questions, which are more interesting and
important than the philistine-Trotskyist attitude of un-
certainty: will there be a revolution or not, who can tell?

Our answer is—criticism of the utopia of constitutional
reforms, explanation of the futility of the hopes placed in
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them, the utmost all-round promotion of the revolutionary
upsurge. utilisation of the election campaign for this pur-
pose. Whether or not there will be a revolution does not
depend on us alone. But we shall do our work, and this work
will never be in vain. It will sow the seeds of democracy and
proletarian independence deep among the masses, and these
seeds will certainly sprout and produce either a democratic
revolution tomorrow, or a socialist revolution the day after.

Those, however, who preach to the masses their vulgar,
intellectualist, Bundist-Trotskyist scepticism —“we don’t
know whether there will be a revolution or not, but the
‘current' issue is reforms"—are already corrupting the
masses, preaching liberal utopias to them.

Instead of permeating the election campaign with the
spirit of the present, real, “actual” political situation, in which
half a million workers are engaged in revolutionary strikes,
and the foremost men in the muzhik armed forces are firing
on their aristocrat officers —instead of this they dismiss
from their would-be “European” (they are so European,
so European, are our liquidators!) *“parliamentary” con-
siderations this real situation (in which there is very little
of the “European”, but very much of the “Chinese”, that
is to say, of the democratic-revolutionary), and having
dismissed it by means of a few non-committal phrases, they
declare the reformist election campaign to be the real thing.

The Social-Democratic Party needs a platform for the
elections to the Fourth Duma in order once more to explain
to the masses—in connection with the elections, on the
occasion of the elections, and in debates on the elections —
the need for, and the urgency and inevitability of, the revo-
lution.

They, the liquidators, need a platform “for" the elections,
i.e., a platform enabling them politely to dismiss consider-
ations about a revolution as an uncertain eventuality and
to declare the election campaign for a list of constitutional
reforms to be the “real” thing.

The Social-Democratic Party wants to use the elections
in order again to drive home to the masses the idea of the
need for revolution, and the fact of the revolutionary up-
swing which has begun. That is why the Social-Democratic
Party, in its platform, says briefly and plainly to those vot-
ing in the elections to the Fourth Duma: not constitutional
reforms, but a republic, not reformism, but revolution.

The liquidators are using the elections to the Fourth
Duma to preach constitutional reforms and weaken the idea
of revolution. It is for this purpose and because of this that
they depict soldiers’ revolts as “outbursts of desperate
protest” to which soldiers are “driven”, and not as the
beginning of a mass uprising which will grow or subside ac-
cording, among other things, to whether or not all the So-
cial-Democratic workers of Russia at once begin to support
it with all their might, with all their energy, with all their
enthusiasm.

It is for this purpose that the May strikes have beern “in-
terpreted” from being revolutionary into being reformist.

It is for this purpose that the Party programme has been
“interpreted ”, and instead of the “immediate” task of estab-
lishing a republic that will ensure liberties, it has been de-
creed to regard as current in the “present election cam-
paign”—for the Fourth Duma, don't laugh] —the demand
for various liberties......

The diplomatic “reconciliation” of liquidationist views
with those of the Party that was staged by Trotsky at the
liquidationist conference does not in reality “reconcile”
anything at all. It does not remove the greatest political
fact, which determines the entire social and political situa-
tion in present-day Russia. That fact is the struggle be-
tween the reformist and the revolutionary Social-Democratic
platforms; it is the pronouncement of the bourgeoisie, as
represented by its liberal party leaders, against the need
for a new revolution in Russia and in favour of purely con-
stitutional “work"”, in opposition to the revolutionary strike
of hundreds of thousands of proletarians, which is a call to
the masses to begin a real struggle for freedom.

To make one bow to the reformists and another to the
revolutionary Social-Democrats does not do away with this
objective political fact, does not weaken its force and weight
in the slightest degree. Good intentions to smooth over
differences arising from this fact —even assuming that these
intentions are indeed perfectly “good” and sincere —are
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powerless to alter the irreconcilably hostile political tenden-
cies arising from the entire counter-revolutionary situation.
The proletariat has risen with its revolutionary Social-

Democratic banner, and on the eve of the Fourth, Black-
o Hundred, Duma, it will not lower it before the liberals,
will not furl it to please the reformists, will not consent to
blunt or tone down its platform for reasons of group
diplomacy.

The platform of revolutionary Social-Democracy versus
the platform of reformism—this was the watchword under
which the May strikes took place. Under it, too, the
R.S.D.L.P. is entering the elections to a landlord and priest
Duma, and under it the Party will carry on its entire work
in that Duma and among the masses.

PLATFORM OF REFORMISTS AND PLATFORM OF S.D s.

A revolutionary is not one who becomes revolutionary
with the onset of the revolution, but one who defends the
principles and slogans of the revolution when reaction is
most violent and when liberals and democrats vacillate to
the greatest degree. A revolutionary is one who feaches the
masses to struggle in a revolutionary manner and nobody can
possibly foresee (make a “forecast” of) the results of that
“teaching”.

2161 *(81) ¢ JaqmaasoN
) ON 820w ] 0)$J0

62-82

Sotsial-Demokrat No. 31,
June 15 (28), 1913

NOTES OF A PUBLICIST

The Marxist organisation unites politically conscious work-
< ers by ils common programme, common tactics, common
. decisions on the attitude to reaction, capitalists, bour-
2= geois democrats (Narodniks), etc. All these common deci-
§,; sions—among others, the decisions of 1908, 1912 and 1913
85 on the absurdity and harmfulness of reformism—are upheld
“Z and are persistently implemented by the Marxists.

Discussions (talks, debates, dispules) aboul parties and
about common tactics are essential; without them the
masses are disunited; without them common decisions are
impossible and, therefore, unity of action is also impossible.
Without them the Marxist organisation of those workers
“who can get at the root of things" would disintegrate and
the influence of the bourgeoisie on the unenlightened
would thereby be facilitated.

In advocating collections in accordance with politi-
cal trends, collections accompanied by a discussion on
platforms, the best St. Petersburg workers are struggling
for Marxism against the champions of a non-party spirit.

We are confident that the workers will always and every-
« where bend all their elforts to uphold only the Marxist
@ system of collections and discussions, which educate the
i masses.

The sad experience of the Second International has clear-
ly demonstrated the immense damage caused by combining,
in actual practice, “general” revolutionary decisions, for-
mulated in general phrases, with reformist actions—when
professions of internationalism are attended by refusal
Jjointly to discuss, in a truly internationalist manner, fun-
damental problems of the tactics of each individual party
as a component part of the international union.

Prior to the Zimmerwald Conference and at the Conference
:itself, our Party considered it its duty to acquaint the com-
rades with our irrevocable condemnation of pacifism and
abstract preachment of peace asa bourgeois deception (a Ger-
man translation of our Party's resolution, in the pamphlet
Socialism and War,* and a French translation, in a separate
leaflet, were circulated at the Conference). The Zimmer-
wald Left, in whose organisation we shared, was formed as a
_separate group at the Conference for the express purpose of

Y showing that we support the Zimmerwald group insofar as
“ it combats social-chauvinism.
@ It has now been definitely established—of this we are
& profoundly convinced—that the Zimmerwald majority, or
o the Zimmerwald Right, has made a roundabout turn not
Stowards struggle against social-chauvinism, but towards
< complete surrender to it, towards merger with it on a plat-
& form of empty pacifist phrases. And we consider it our duty
< openly to state that to support, in these circumstances, the
Z illusion of Zimmerwald unity and Zimmerwald struggle for
= the Third International would cause the greatest damage
2 to the labour movement. We declare, not as a “threat” or
@ “ultimatum”, but as an open notification of our decision,
ia that unless the situation changes we shall not remain a
& member of the Zimmerwald group.

Sevérnaya
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No Communist should forget the lessons of the Hungar-
jan Soviet Republic. The Hungarian proletariat paid
dearly for the Hungarian Coinmunists having united with
the reformists.

In view of all this, the Second World Congress deems it
necessary to lay down absolutely precise terms for the
admission of new parties, and also to set forth the obliga-
tions incurred by the parties already affiliated.

The Second Congress of the Communist International
resolves that the following are the terms of Comintern
membership:

1. Day-by-day propaganda and agitation must be genu-
inely communist in character. All press organs belonging
to the parties must be edited by reliable Communists who
have given proof of their devotion to the cause of the prole-
tarian revolution. The dictatorship of the proletariat
should not be discussed merely as a stock phrase to be learned
by rote; it should be popularised in such a way that
the practical facts systematically dealt with in our press
day by day will drive home to every rank-and-file working
man and working woman, every soldier and peasant, that
it is indispensable to them. Third International supporters
should use all media to which they have access—the press,
public meetings, trade unions, and co-operative socie-
ties—to expose systematically and relentlessly, not only
the bourgeoisie but also its accomplices—the reformists
of every shade.

2. Any organisation that wishes to join the Communist
International must consistently and systematically dismiss
reformists and “Centrists” from positions of any responsi-
bility in the working-class movement (party organisations.
editorial boards, trade unions, parliamentary groups,
co-operative societies, municipal councils, etc.), replacing
them by reliable Communists. The fact that in some
cases rank-and-file workers may at first have to replace
“experienced” leaders should be no deterrent.

3. In countries where a state of siege or emergency legis-
lation makes it impossible for Communists to conduct
their activities legally, it is absolutely essential that legal
and illegal work should be combined. In almost all the
countries of Europe and America, the class struggle is
entering the phase of civil war. In these conditions, Commu-
nists can place no trust in bourgeois legality. They must
everywhere build up a parallel illegal organisation, which,
at the decisive moment, will be in a position to help the
Party fulfil its duty to the revolution.

6. It is the duty of any party wishing to belong to the
Third International to expose, not only avowed social-
patriotism, but also the falsehood and hypocrisy of social-
pacifism. It must systematically demonstrate to the workers
that, without the revolutionary overthrow of capitalism,
no international arbitration courts, no talk about a reduction
of armaments, no “democratic” reorganisation of the League
of Nations will save mankind from new imperialist wars.

7. It is the duty of parties wishing to belong to the Com-
munist International to recognise the need for a complete
and absolute break with reformism and “Centrist” policy,
and to conduct propaganda among the party membership
for that break. Without this, a consistent communist policy
is impossible.

8. Parties in countries whose bourgeoisie possess colonies
and oppress other nations must pursue a most well-defined
and clear-cut policy in respect of colonies and oppressed
nations. Any party wishing to join the Third International
must ruthlessly expose the colonial machinations of the
imperialists of its “own" country, must support—in deed,
not merely in word—every colonial liberation movement,
demand the expulsion of its compatriot imperialists from
the colonies, inculcate in the hearts of the workers of its
own country an attitude of true brotherhood with the work-
ing population of the colonies and the oppressed nations,
and conduct systematic agitation among the armed forces
against all oppression of the colonial peoples.

9. It is the duty of any party wishing to join the Commu-
nist International to conduct systematic and unflagging
communist work in the trade unions, co-operative societies
and other mass workers' organisations. Communist cells
should be formed in the trade unions, and, by their sustained
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and unflagging work, win the unions over to the commu-
nist cause. In every phase of their day-by-day activity
these cells must unmask the treachery of the social-patriots
and the vacillation of the “Centrists”. The cells must be
completely subordinate to the party as a whole.

10. It is the duty of any party belonging to the Commuunist
International to wage a determined struggle against tho
Awmsterdam “International” of yellow trade unions.”!
Its indefatigable propaganda should show the organised
workers the need to break with the yellow Amsterdam
International. [t must give every support to tho emerging
international federation of Red trade unions’® which are
associated with the Communist International.

_TERMS OF ADMISSION INTO COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL

Here we must ask: how is the persistence of such trends
in Europe to be explained? Why is this opportunisimn strong-
er in Western Europe than in our country? It is because the
culture of the advanced countries has been, and still is,
the result of their being able to live at the expense of a
thousand million oppressed people. It is because the
capitalists of these countries obtain a great deal more in this
way than they could obtain as profits by plundering the
workers in their own countries.

Before the war, it was calculated that the three richest
countries—Britain, France and Germany—got between
eight and ten thousand million francs a year from the ex-
port of capital alone, apart from other sources.

It goes without saying that, out of this tidy sum, at
least five hundred millions can be spent as a sop to the
labour leaders and the labour aristocracy, i.e., on all sorts
of bribes. The whole thing boils down to nothing but brib-
ery. It is done in a thousand different ways: by increasing
cultural facilities in the largest centres, by creating edu-
cational institutions, and by providing co-operative, trade
union and parliamentary leaders with thousands of cushy
jobs. This is done wherever present-day civilised capitalist
relations exist. It is these thousands of millions in super-
profits that form the economic basis of opportunism in the
working-class movement. In America, Britain and France
we see a far greater persistence of the opportunist leaders,
of the upper crust of the working class, the labour aris-
tocracy; they offer stronger resistance to the Communist
movement. That is why we must be prepared to find it
harder for the European and American workers’ parties
to get rid of this disease than was the case in our country.
We know that enormous successes have been achieved in
the treatment of this diseaso since the Third International
was formed, but we have not yet finished the job; the purg-
ing of the workers’ parties, the revolutionary parties of
the proletariat all over the world, of bourgeois influences,
of the opportunists in their ranks, is very far from
complete.

I shall not dwell on the concrete manner in which we
must do that; that is dealt with in my published theses.
My task consists in indicating the deep economic roots of
this phenomenon. The disease is a protracted one; the cure
takes longer than the optimists hoped it would. Opportunism
is our principal enemy. Opportunism in the upper ranks of
the working-class movement is bourgeois socialism, not
proletarian socialism. It has been shown in practice that
working-class activists who follow the opportunist trend are
better defenders of the bourgeoisie than the bourgeois them-
selves. Without their leadership of the workers, the bour-
geoisie could not remain in power. This has been proved,
not only by the history of the Kerensky regime in Russia;
it has also been proved by the democratic republic in Ger-
many under its Social-Democratic government, as well as
by Albert Thomas's attitude towards his bourgeois govern-
ment. It has been proved by similar experience in Britain
and the United States. This is where our principal enemy
is, an enemy we must overcome. We must leave this Con-
gress firmly resolved to carry on this struggle to the very
end, in all parties. That is our main task.

Compared with this task, the rectification of the errors
of the “Lelt” trend in communism will be an easy one.
In a number of countries anti-parliamentarianism is to be
seen, which has not been so much introduced by people
of petty-bourgeois origin as fostered by certain adyanced
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contingents of the proletariat out of hatred for the old par-
liamentarianism, out of a legitimate, proper and necessary
hatred for the conduct of members of parliament in Bri-
tain, France, Italy, in all lands. Directives must be issued
by the Communist International and the comrades must
be made more familiar with the experience of Russia, with
the significance of a genuinely proletarian political party.
Our work will consist in accomplishing this task. The fight
against these errors in the proletarian movement, against
these shortcomings, will be a thousand times easier than
fighting against those bourgeois who, in the guise of
reformists, belong to the old parties of the Second Interna-
tional and conduct the whole of their work in a bourgeois,

not proletarian, spirit... ... . .
we have here quite a number

of representatives of the revolutionary movement in the
colonial and backward countries. This is only a small begin-
ning, but the important thing is that a beginning has
been made. At this Congress we see taking place a union
between revolutionary proletarians of the capitalist,
advanced countries, and the revolutionary masses of those
countries where there is no or hardly any proletariat, i.e.,
the oppressed masses of colonial, Eastern countries. It is on
ourselves that the consolidation of unity depends, and I am
sure we shall achieve it. World imperialism shall fall when
the revolutionary onslaught of the exploited and oppressed
workers in each country, overcoming resistance from petty-

bourgeois elements and the influence of the small upper
crust of labour aristocrats, merges with the revolutionary
onslaught of hundreds of millions of people who have
hitherto stood beyond the pale of history, and have been
regarded merely as the object of history.._._.

The imperialist war has drawn the dependent peoples into
world history. And one of the most important tasks now
confronting us is to consider how the foundation-stone of
the organisation of the Soviet movement can be laid in the
non-capitalist countries. Soviets are possible there; they
will not be workers' Soviets, but peasants’ Soviets, or
Soviets of working people...__..

The groundwork has been laid for the Soviet movement
all over the East, all over Asia, among all the colonial
peoples.

The proposition that the exploited must rise up against
the exploiters and establish their Soviets is not a very com-
plex one. After our experience, after two and a half years

oof the existence of the Soviet Republic in Russia, and after
Sthe First Congress of the Third International, this idea
— is becoming accessible to hundreds of millions of 1
is becoming acc people
3 oppressed by the exploiters all over the world. We in Rus-
3psia are often obliged to compromise, to bide our time, since
5 we aro weaker than the international imperialists, yet we
&know that wo are defending the interests of this mass of a

thousand and a quarter million people.
THE SECOND CONGRESS OF THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL
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Illusions that the
treforms' of postwar
Labour governments,-—
particularly the 1945
regime measures,- tow-
ards a 'welfare state!
fundamentally *changed’
capitalism,and fundam-
entally 'altered the
balance of power' betw-
een workers & the rul-
ing class 'for all ti-
me',—have mentally
crippled a whole gener-
ation.

The phony,cheap,and
nasty 'equality' these
pathetic 'reforms' are
supposed to have intro-
duced into the alleged-
ly ‘'democratic' and
'free world' system is
now a source of as much
conservative & reactio-
nary ideology as Tory
backwardness itself is.

The Labour Party's
dog-in-the-manger res-
ponse to the Tory ele-
ction gimmick of cut-
price council-house
sales to sitting ten-
ants was a classic ex-
ample. Just like the
constant fraud of Lab-
our election promises,
a bogus threadbare
'equality' was going
to be rammed down pe-
ople's throats whatev-
er the reality of the
housing crisis under
capitalism,-(dominated
by money-market condi-
tions),-and regardless
of how workers themse-
lves wanted to try to
cope with the slump's
housing problems and
urban decay in the ab-
sence of any serious
intention & ability by

34Labour to do anything
about it. The Tory

cut-price handout was
grotesque favouritism
and a clear election
bribe.But the!reform-
ist!concerns were not
the divisive damage to
social funds,hurting
plans to transform 1li-
fe in Britain,~but an
equally sordid inter-
est alone in Labour's
electoral image.

Labour MPs & council-
lors,-mostly living in
privately-mortgaged
homes themselves (and
often two homes in the
case of some of them),
-and having catastroph-
ically failed to solve
the housing problem(or
get anywhere near sol-
ving it) despite six
Labour Governments si-
nce the war plus virt-
ually permanent local
government power in all
the major cities,—
still vainly pretended
that some 'sacred pri-
nciple! was being des-
troyed by letting cou-
ncil tenants,for their
own betterment,opt out
of a failed system just
as privately-accommod-
ated Labour MPs do.

What they were rea-
1ly objecting to,of
course, was the light
that was being shed by
the collapsing council-
house service on their
own wretched Labourite
political illusions &
election promises.

The '‘reform' of the
housing problem,-with
the capitalist ruling
class being left intact
and in reality in ch-
arge of all the essent-
ial finance-capital le-
vers of the markets &
the economy,—has con-
clusively been proved
to be a complete & utt-

er swindle on the wor-
king class,~not an end
to the shortages of
adequate & suitable ho-
using (and an end to
slum areas of cultural
deprivation) at all,
but merely a rejuggling
of the poverty-housing
market,plus a positive
explosion of the lux-
ury-housing market,-
and all frequently
made worse & more in-
Just than ever due pr-
ecisely to specific
Labour ‘reform' postur
ing (and to oceans of
bureaucratic Labour
corruption,-at local &
national level (see
Poulson case,etc).)

It may be a cliche,
but it remains a truly
horrifying fact for all
time that Labour's wa-—
steful & grandiose-
posturing 'slum clea-
rance' programme,—in
the absence of ending
the capitalist system
itself which is the
inevitable obvious ca-
use of slums(see Eng-
els 'The Housing Ques—

tion'),—predictably
created the most appa-
1ling high-rise ghetto
disasters and 'oversp—
111* soullessness in
all the wretched hist-
ory of the modern pro-
letariat.

The social & cultural
decline ~—(glue-sniff-
ing,drug-addiction,al-
coholism,gangsterism,
child-abuse,endemic cr-
ime ,mugging,rape,and
other crimes of viol-
ence)-are the achieve-
ments of capitalism's
own decay. But the fre-
quent accomplice,~the
forever-remembered tell-
tale vehicle for much

of this degeneracy,-was
the postwar Labour 're-
formist' structure st-
uck blindly onto capit-
alism by the trampling
self-deluding blinkered
opportunists of endlees
Labour administrations
(local & national),-all
corruptly conning the
working class like mad
that 'things were chan-
ging' (as they merely
got themselves onto the
gravy-train,)

Even when the cheap
Tory electoral trick of
cut-rate council-house
sales became naturally
popular with wide sect-
ions of more ambitious
and self-dependent wor-
kers,browned-off with
the corrupt inefficie-
ncy of bureaucratic lo-
cal-council housing se-
rvices,~the arrogant
Labourites still stuck
to their pretence that
council-housing *ref-
orm' of the capitalist
system was the medicin-
al 'solution! to the
housing problem,which
the working class would
continue to be forced
to take whether they
were satisfied with it
or not,-despite all the
evidence that the whole
council-rented system
was becoming an ever-
more-expensive nightma~-
rish disaster of end-
less unpayable housing
debts(to international
finance-capital).

This dog-in-the-mang-
er last-ditch defence
of failure summed up
the whole rotten attit-
ude of Labourite ‘ref-
ormiam', To the capita~
lists who run the syst-
em,making it the misery
that it is for the lar-
gest(poorest) sections

of the working class,-
Labourism offers no ch-
allenge at all."Carry
on running & manipulat-
ing this rotten inter-
national system of po-
verty & exploitation
for the poorest masses
for as long as you
like. We will always
help you put down rev-
olts & revolutions ev-
eryvwhere,~as loyal to
NATO as ever!' Labour
reassures the bourg-
eolisie.

But to workers looking
after their families
via a Tory election gi-
mmick giving a potent-
ial cut-price chance to
escape some of the pro-
blems of the council-
housing crisis (which
are not going to be so-
lved by any route other
than socialist revolut-
ion in the long temm),-
the ruthless,arrogant
Labourite managers of
capitalism say: "You
stay where you are,-
paying rent to our Lab-
our housing deficits,
and loyal to our key
past electoral illus-
ions that council est-
ates for rent will 'so-
lve* the housing prob-
lem" (despite the incon-
trovertible evidence to
the contrary).

That is what class-
collaborating Labourism
really thinks of the
working class,-as elec-
toral cannon-fodder in
the great opportunist
game of politics,-and
nothing else.

Not "Keep council ho-
using intact because we
are about to finally
smash capitalism and
really solve the hous-
ing question once & for
all under a planned ec—



onomy, publicly-owned".
Not even “Don't sell
off the rented estates
because at least this
system is working as
well as anything else,
or at least no worse
than anything else'.
Just "No sale of coun-
cil houses because our
Labourite ‘reformist’
illusions are not to be
shattered (despite th-
eir bankruptey) in any-
one's interest®,

The Tory policy of
selling off council ho-
uses cheap-rate as an
election gimmick solv-
es nothing either,of
course.

But the only sensib-
le reason for opposing
such a stunt would be
in the interests of
mobilising all energ-
ies & resources to im-
pose a completely pl-
anned socialist econ-
omy on Britain,-expr-
opriating the ruling
class in every depart-
ment of economic,poli-
tical,& social 1life.

Making an issue of
this stunt in the name
of 'preserving a via-
ble rented sector,pub-
licly-owned' is an
even worse gimmick th-
an Tory hypocritical
propaganda on the sub-
Ject. As the slump ba-
nkrupts local governm-
ent,forcing an end to
council-housing subsi-
dies,~the huge mount-
ain of unpaid (and un-
payable) public loan
debts turns all rented
council housing into
a very high-priced,ve-
ry restricted,& decid~
edly unviable prospect.

In reality,-~ rais-
ing revenue from sales
to sitting tenants
under socialism wo-
wld in fact almost ce—
rtainly become a very
sensible & progressive
feature, economically &
managerially, for the
long-term ending for
all time of the hous~
ing problem. Cooperat-
ive self-financing and
self-management will
be one of the most wi-
despread mechanisms
for turning state soc-
ialism into self-regu-
lated communism ultim-
ately (and the wither-
ing away of the state).

Obviously the Tories
are in it for the opp-
ogite reason,-to prom-
ote individualism this
side of the socialist
revolution precisely
in order to disrupt
the movement for soci-
alism,by fragmenting
the working class,if
possible.

But this,and ten th-
ousand other daily ef-
fects of this kind of
the capitalist system
on individuals,-const-
antly promoting self-
interest as opposed
to social conscience,
—cannot possibly be co-
untered by workers' lu-
ddite resistance to
each economic & oult-
ural developament. As
it happens, home own-
ership has become a
widespread feature of
modern capitalism's e-
volutionary attempts
to resist the challe-
nging appeal of a pla-
nned revolutionary wo-
rld socialist economy,
a feature currently
immediately acceptable
to those able to take
advantage of it{more
than half the populat-
ion,even if still a
tiny minority of the
proletariat), and an
established cultural
phenomenon hereafter.

what needs counter-
ing,-once again,~is
the whole thrust(ever
deeper into insolubdble
intermational crisis,-
see earlier sections)
of the entire capital-
ist system,~-not one
specific irritating
Tory electoral gimmick
of council house sales
to sitting tenants.It
is precisely through
concentrating on such
sideshow trivia that
the Labourites delib-
erately evade facing
up to the real chall-
enge of preparing for
the revolutionary ov-
erthrow of the total
crisis-ridden free-
market economic syst-
em,~the only possible
way in which the pro-
letariat is ever going
to become truly emanc-
ipated.

Not by scrounging a
few more public loans
or government subsid-
ies from somewhere{to
help keep up with the
burdensome interest
payments on the mass-
ive borrowings which
financed the council-
estate-expansion fant-
asy-'solution! to the
housing problem in the
1950s)}will the poorest
(and largest) working
class sectors at last
be freed from the ec-
onomic & social tyr-
anny of slum-dwelling.
But only by overthrow-
ing the capitalist sy-
stem itself,whose very
relations of product-
ion,-integral to it &
inseparable from it,-
pake slum—dwellers{or

the 'bottom end of the
market') absolutely es-
sential to the 'free-
market' economy,—will
the proletariat(and he-
nce ultimately all of
society)be finally em-
ancipated from all the
incurable ills of class
-ridden capitalist soc-
iety (including the ho-
using question).

Labour's welfare st-
ateism merely seeks to
entrench one peculiar
dead end of human cul-
ture ("Be happy in your
rented council home,-
and nowhere else"),-the
temporary feature of
postwar 'reformist' cl-
ass collaboration when
an on—the-defensive im-
perialism was glad of
Labour'!s support for
propping up the totter-
ing capitalist system
(under revolutionary
threat worldwide beca~
use of having imposed
WWII on mankind, in
the 'never again' wake
of having imposed World
War I)-by massive pub-
lic subsidies,to indu-
stry(usually national-
ised for appearances'
sake) and social serv-
ices,- to create the im-
pression of 'socialism'
-namely the so-called
‘welfare state'.

Labour wants to pre-
serve & perpetuate the
myths of this unstable
never-never land of cl-
ass-compronise with the
imperialist bourgeoisie
for one rotten reason
only,~—~-because it was
the hayday of elected
Labour administrations,
~of jobs-for-the-boys
throughout the labour
& trade-union movement
hierarchy on useless
quangos of every kind,-
with a julcy amount of
life peerages thrown
in for good measure.

The memoxry of a rel-~
atively cheap public
housing service still
holds sway among some
sections of workers.,
But not for much long-
er. The inflationary
boomtime loan mechan~
ism of the entire wor-
1d capitalist system
is steadily being cal-
led in,-or more reali-
stically is drawing
relentlessly & rapidly
closer to immediate

wholesale collapse,—
with indescribably ca~
tastrophic consequenc-
es for the entire inte-
rmational 'free market!
economy,-i.e.for the
whole of the 'free' wo-
rld,-including welfare-
state’ council housing.
Tens of thousands of

new redundancies are im.
minent in the bankrupt
city councils of Brit-
ain (and other Western
imperialist centres).

Housing services will
again have to be savag-
ely cut back,-setting
off yet another new sp-
iral of worse services
& greater poverty, lead-
ing to an ever greater
housing problem;which
then in turn leads to
even more pressures on
the whole housing &
welfare system under B-
ritish capitalism;which
in turn will lead to
even greater local cou-
ncil bankruptecy and cu—
ts in central subsidies,
~leading to yet more
redundancies & poverty,
-inevitably feeding yet
another spiral down,etc

Lambeth & Liverpool
will now be in the for-
efront of the cuts. Be-
cause quite simply,-as
long as the capitalist
system remains in cha-
rge,~there finally is
no more money,subsidies
loans,etc,with which to
pay off finance-capital
usury incurred at the
very start of Labour's
great 'solution' to the
housing question(and
every other social pro-
blem,undexr the illusory
& bogus *welfare state'),

Even more conservati-
vely entrenched in fr-
audulent temporary past
'solutions' are Labour-
ite attitudes to educ-
ation. Although it was
in fact Tory governmen-
ts (including one which
had Thatcher as educat-
ion secretary)which ov-
ersaw a faster rate of
closure of grammar sch-
ools than any (just as
it was a Toxry governm-
ent which achieved the
highest rate of council
~house building in his-
tory),~—Labour's welf-
are state backwardness
makes it look more rid-
iculously luddite on
this subject than any
other,

Once again, the Tory
hypocritical crap about
'public choice' is pure
fraud.They merely want
to cover up the furth-
er deterioration and
demoralisation of the
comprehensive school-
ing systen.

But once again,this
is a run-down which was
begun by Labour govern-
ments,has been contin-
ued by the permanent
Labour councils in the
big cities(under Tory
diktat or by compromise
agreement),-and will on-
ly ever be able to be
reversed by the revolu-

tionary overthrow of
the capitalist system
(or by the next great
reconstruction boom of
the capitalist system
after the next great
war,-World War III,-if
we all live that long,
and if capitalism has
not been overthrown in
any case by then by
other world revolution-
ary socialist forces).
The weird defensive-
ness by the labour &
trade-union movement
about the clearly-
threatening crisis-
collapse problems of
public education scho-
oling in Britain is
once again a piece of
monumental irrelevance
and embarrassing expo-
sure of the really sm-
all-minded & reaction-
ary attitudes of Lab-
our's welfare stateism.
Instead of denounc-
ing capitalist slump
and its attendant soc-
ial decay, plus the ar-
ms-race warmongering
Rambo culture now ram-
pant on television &
in the cinema in which
the lunacy of anti-
communism is poisoning
whole generations,-the
Labourite teachers'un-
ion attitude in general
is self-protective vin-
dictiveness against the
mere symptoms & conse-
quences (of the welfare
state's own inad-
equacies,difficulties,
failure,and breakdown,)
In the Poundswick dis-
pute, the hooligan vic-
tims of the welfare st
ate's(capitalism's) ul-
timate social disaster
(harbingers of the ca-

tastrophic collapse in-
to racism,fascism,civil
war,and World War III
to come,-deliberately
being engineered by im-
perialism) were aston-
ishingly singled out
as the cause of all so-
clety's problems(incl-
uding all of education's
problems,and all teach-
ers problems,etc).Un-
less five abusive you-
th were removed,schoo-
ling could not contin-
uve,it was stated(with
strike action to back
it up.)

Eventually,of course
many ‘problem children'
and many ‘problem are-
as! moreover, will be—
come 'unteachable!,.The
difficulties of degen-
erate capitalist cult-
ure,social decay, & po-
verty,and widespread
pointlessness in car-
eers & education duvue to
permanent mass unempl-
oyment,-are increasing
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all the time.

But is taking a sta~
nd on booting certain
kids out of schools re-
ally the answer? It is
obviously nonsensically
not so. The answer is
to boot out capitalism.

Replies of 'That is
not our business' or
'How can teachexrs do
that?' etc, are mostly
stinking humbug rather
than immocent ignora-
nce. Labourites are ag-
gressive enough when
ramming their stupid
‘reformism' nonsense
down people's throats,-
pretending that they
are going to ‘change
society' this way,and
that way,etc. The tr-
uth is as it has always
been about all'reform—
ists' for all time.Th~
ey are far more host-
ile in reality to prol-
etarian revolution (and
therefore to socialism)
than they are to the
bourgeois-capitalist
system which they so
profess to dislike and
want to 'change'.'Ref-
ormists' invariably re-
veal conservative & re-
actionary attitudes wh-
en trying to deal with
such celebrated incid-
ents as Poundswick,the
McGoldrick affair,etc,
-because their deep cl-
ass-political mentali-
ty is fundamentally ho-
stile to the entire sp-
irit & direction of pr
oletarian revolution,
(whose essence is the
championing of the lo-
west of the low in or-
der to galvanise the
only social force whi-
~ch finally can consis-

tently fight to over—

throw the capitalist

system.)

All 'reformists' are
in reality devoted,by
deep,unbreakable class—
philosophical ambitions
& illusions,-to 'parlia-
mentary democracy',-the
bible of opportunism un-
der capitalism,and the
biggest & most corrupt
fraud of all in the en-
tire capitalist system.

Educational Labourites
could, like anyone else,
start to fight for the
revolutionary overthrow
of capitaliem,(by twos
& threes at first,and
then by two & three th-
ousands,and even by tw-
enty & thirty thousands
-building the Leninist
movement (ILWP).) But
Labourites prefer to
heap all their unresol-
ved (and insoluble) re-
formist problems on the
heads of five scapegoa-
ted youths in Wythensh-

awe,-'as a test case!,-
rather than face up to
their revolutionary re-
sponsibilities.

Testing what? Vainly
trying to prove that it
is not the welfare sta~
te (educational 'refor-
mism') which has gone
wrong,~but merely ‘'bad
people! who will 'not
let it work properly'.

Protecting their pol-
itical & philosophical
treformist' vested int-
erests,the welfare sta-
te adherents try to st-
ress (just as with th-
eir opposition to coun-
cil sales in the hous-
ing debate) that half
a moulding loaf in edu-
cation is at least bet—
ter than no bread at
all.The conservative
Poundswick spirit was
on the defensive again
in the McGoldrick aff-
air,-kidding themselv-
es that they were '*pro-
tecting threatened st-
andards by not allowing
too many ‘'non-English'
speakers to 'swamp' the
staffrooms. What a load
of racist bollocks,-
untenable by even the
slightest scientific
test of where the real
root of the problem of
threatened standards in
education(or any other
area of society) lies
in slump-ridden capita~
list Britain.

Monstrously,the Lab-
ourite NUT went all the
way to the High Court
imperialist bourgeoisie
to put the boot into
the Brent Council loony
"lefts'(just as phony
as all reformists) so
as to divert attention
away from Labourism's
welfare-state part in
capitalism's education-
al failures,-viciously
& dishonestly trying to
pretend that Brent Cou-
ncil's equal-opportuni-
ties reformist zealotry
was all that lay at the
bottom of the disturb-
ing McGoldrick affair.

Like flying pigs it
was. The bitter upheav-
al over that issue went
right to the core of
Labour's baleful wound—
ed illusions over the
whole crisis of compre-
hensive education and
the welfare state. As
at Poundswick,~-instead
of taking on the real
challenge of what capi-
talist slump is doing
to education standards
& conditions (regardl-
ess of welfare state
‘reforms',~-proving th-
eir irrelevance),-Lab-
ourism much preferred
to make a huge fuss ab-

out a wretched divers-
ion,-and inevitably ta-
king(as explained abo-
ve)the reactionary si-
de in the dispute too
(to the extent that ma~
Jor issues were touched
upon,-equal opportunit-
ies reformist zealotry
not being the answer to
racism either,and just
as big a diversion it-
self from the real need
to destroy capitalism
before racist prejudice

it is the mechanism as
such which 'reformism?
chooses to attack,-not

the dangerous decadence

the working class were
able to do via the 11-
rlus examination.)

The wish to provide

of capitalism (which re- good comprehensive sec-

quires overthrowing)

ondary education for

Protecting their half 2ll (unlike the grammar

—a-loaf in another way
on the real doubts now
in many parents minds
(because of permanent
mass unemployment)over
'dead-end schooling' &
poor career prospects
undermining comprehen-

(endemic after 200 years sives in many areas,-

of modern British impe-
rialism) can be over—
come.)

Instead of raising
the revolutionary chal-
lenge to the capitalist
system for causing fall-

ing education standards
as well as the latent
Job insecurity (which
also lay partly behind
the foul Labour racism
revealed in the McGol-
drick dispute),-the sm~
all-minded opportunist
adherents of the Labou-
rite welfare state cho-
se instead to mount a
phony defence of the
hal f-a-mouldy-loaf ,-
claiming that the Sud-
bury Infants school st-
affroom-english-stand-
ards 'threat' was the
real kernel of the dam-
age to the education
system in Britain inst-
ead of a mere symptom
of that damagela.nd an
entirely fanciful, if
not totally fictitious
symptom),-damage caused
in reality by capital-
ist slump.

Educational Labourism
is taking similar def-
ensive stands against
new Tory stunts in sch-
ooling,~such as more
threatened parent-gove-
rnors' interference,and
other privatisation me-
asures,—reacting with
the half-a-loaf 'prot-
ect our existing stand-
ards' approach instead
of insisting that the
spotlight go on the ca-
pitalist system's fail-
ures rather than on the
alleged failures of co—
mprehensives as such.

Teacher assessment
under a bourgeois state
in a period of capital-
ist slump is,of course,
nothing but the crudest
of crude threats to sp-
eed-up Jobs,impoverish
teachers,or create re-
dundancies. But it is
capitalist slump which
is the menace,-not tea-
cher assessment as such
(which could,if it was
wanted,play a routine
organisational & prom-

ent circumstances).Yet

the 'reformists' once
again show defensive
aggressiveness against
the mere consequences
& symptoms (parents'
wishes to get the best
education available for
their children by sho-
pping around) of comp-
rehensive prodblems dut
no fight at all to re-

school/secondary modern
apartheid of old)is a
worthy & socially heal-
thy ambition.

But it is purely neg-
ative defensive think-
ing to vengefully try
to cover up the plain
fact that the average
comprehensive educat-
ion has got nowhere ne-
ar to the better gramm-
ar schools in gaining
entry to the higher-
rated universities(e.g.
Oxford & Cambridge).

If working class ch-
ildren can take their
chances (encouraged by
the comprehensives as

ally end capitalist sl- much as by grammar sch-

ump which is alone re-
sponsible for those
difficulties,and the
overthrow of which can
alone end them.
Labourism’s paralys-
ed dog-in-the-manger
response to council
house sales is exactly
repeated in its deter-
mination to 'immediat-
ely end'(as soon as it
gets the chance in go-
vernment) the assisted
places scheme for poo-
rer families to get
their children(if they
can win entrance) into
fee-paying grammar sch-

ools.
Abolishing these pl-

aces would be a sen-

sible (and inevitable)
priority,of course, if
full-blooded socialist

revolution was about to

totally transform the
economy,society,and ed-
ucation -~ both financ-

ools) at gaining compe-
titive entry into Oxf-
ord & Cambridge (since
even the loudest-mouth-
ed Labour ‘'reformist!
has never yet promised
to tackle hierarchical
educational privilege
at that particular le-
vel, so sensitive to the
imperialist state,and
to bourgeois 'British!
prejudice),~—then it is
pure masochistic self-
mutilation to add to
the proletariat’s dis-
advantages in the rat
race(which they start
out with through pov-
erty) by deliberately
preventing their child-
ren from trying for a
good competitive secon-—
dary education to give
them a better chance of
succeeding at the Oxf-
ord & Cambridge entry
level. The independent
grammar schools will

ially & philosophically still be there,winning

- along planned commun-
ist lines.

But the dog-in-the-
manger Labourites int-
end nothing of the sort.
All they propose to en-
sure is that in the ra-

mpant capitalist jungle
of modern society(whose

sole ethic is that peo-

ple must basically take

responsibility for th-
eir own development in
how far they pursue pr-
ofessional training,hi-
gher education,their

careers in general,sa-

the lion's share of the
best university places
for bourgeois kids.Lab-
our has said nothing
about closing them.It
wouldn't dare. All it
dares do is tell work-
ing class children
that they will be pre-
vented from trying to
gain such competitive
secondary entrance to
prepare them for comp-
etitive university en-
trance.And not because
Labour knows it can
guarantee that compreh-

ving to solve their ho- ensive education is go-

using problem,deciding
where to live & what

lifestyle,etc),—that

no young children from
poorer families should
be able to take their
chance of advancing up

ing to be immediately
universally raised up
to the standards of the
better independent gra-
mmar schools. Exactly
the opposite. Labourit-
es know that nothing of

: F the actual school hier- the sort is going to be
otional role in differ- archy (as kids from pre- achieved by ‘reformist'

vious generations of

management of capital-



ist world slump,neither words,but corrupt dirty

now nor 10 years hence.
The welfare state adh-
erents only want the
assisted places scheme
to be closed down so
that no children from
proletarian families

should get on too well manger envy & opportun-

in secondary education
(by their own competit-

ive efforts,~still liv- Labour movement has ta-
ken philistinism to un-

ing, as they are,in a

completely competitive
capitalist jungle which
the cowardly Labourites
have never had the guts
to do away with) for
fear it led the whole

mist' illusions about

only ever be as good or ism,-now the world gen-

as bad as the current
capitalist-world boom
or slump),-and begin to
challenge the entire
fraudulent class-colla-
borating role of the

little deals with the
'demccratic! capitalist
state in political
deeds.

Anti-communism is its

banner, and grasping,
petulant, dog-in~the-

ism is its routine.The
postwar welfare-state

precedented new extre-
mes.

The Labour Party has
been the bedrock of
armms-race Cold War an-

ing-(that their giant
white elephants of co-
uncil housing estates
and comprehensive sch-
ools could instantly
be accepted as 'the
perfect solution to
all our dreams! with-
out any further fight
needed against the po-
werful & devious capi-
talist state & system)
-and closing one's ey-
es to the blindingly
obvious reality that
hippie or 'reformist!
gestures against the
capitalist system are

ti-soviet anti-colonial not such a solution to
working class(and their counter-revolutionary all problems,-and they
children)to begin to ch- Viciousness since World never stand any chance
allenge Labour's refor- War II,-absolutely cru- of instantly becoming
cial to the internatio- go,-now or ever .
comprehensive education nal domination achieved Only a long lifelong bes is "let's make the
under capitalism(it can by US fascist-imperial- stubborn struggle for

darme against all com-
munist advance.And La-
bour's filthy loyalty
to the NATO counter-

revolutionary conspir-

acy remains the bedrock
Labour Party and all of of Western reaction st-

its stinking-hypocritic- 111 today.

—-al half-a-loaf compro-

ist system.
In the final analysis

Labourism will deny wor- as rotten & reactionary

king-class children the
chance to get on up the
undoudbtedly-still-ramp—
ant competitive ladder
in education (as in ev-
ery other walk of life)

solely 8o as to defend ommist' illusions cover
up for.

its own rotten petty-
bourgeois ‘reformist!

The fluttering little
mises with the capital- 'real socialist' hearts

of ever-new legions of
Labour supporters are

in their philistinisam

and political ignorance
as the dirtiest Labour
Party deeds since 1945
(see previous eections)
that their naive 'ref-

It is a degenerate

political self-interest anti-scientific philo-

of class-collaborating
jobs-for-the-boys (by
keeping the two-party
system going on behalf
of Labour MPs,would-be
MPs,councillors,would-
be councillors,and the
whole ammy of trade-
union bureaucracy and
local government bur-
eaucracy employees who
make up the labour ari-
stocracy in Britain and
its rotten cowardly ph-
ilosophy of forever ca-
pitulating to the imp-
erialist bourgeoisiel
This small-mindedness
of 'reformist' Labour-
iem, loudly accusing ev-
eryone of 'selling out'
to the rat race solely
to cover up the fact
that their entire 're-
formist' illusion is
nothing but one giant
permanent class-collab-
orating counter-revolu-~
tionary compromise with
capitalism,-~has pois-
oned the outlook of
vast sections of every
generation of postwar
workers. It is a foul
philosophy of loud pos-
turing affectation ag-
ainst the rat race in

sophy which has left
its postwar welfare-
state stain far wider
than the do-gooding op-
portunist meddling of
paid-up Labourism. The
pathetic hippies,post-~
uring their *‘carefree
independence! from the
rat race (and from all
responsibility for the
imperialist political

scientific Marxist ph~
ilosophy(the only phi-
losophy & lifestyle
worthy of mankind‘'s
modern struggle,in re-
ality) can produce the
equivalent of the ‘ha-
PPy solutions' so fee-
bly & naively wished
for by hippies & 're~
formiste'. Their illu-
sion-riddled petty-
bourgeois philistinism
is part of the react-
ionary capitalist-
soclety problem,and no
way at all towards any

kind of solution.
The last death throes

of trade union 'reform-
ism' to 'solve' the pro
blem of capitalist ex-
ploitation are reveali-
ng just as glaring con-
tradictions as dying
Labourism.

As repeatedly analys-—
ed in the Bulletin (see
in particular ILWP Books
vols 7 & 9), the colla-
pse of the postwar imp-
erialist boom has left
the anti-communist ess-
ence (of closed-shop cl-
ass-collaboration by
‘reformist' trade un-

fake-*'revolutionaries!
like the CP & the Trots
in various unions or
Labour local councils
from time to time),—
the redundancy bribes
will mostly cynically
be swallowed. In hard
times, a temporary bird
in the hand is worth
any number of useless
‘reformist' Labour pr-
omises in the bush,no
matter how many memb-
ers of Militant are ho-
lding up the branches,
or how many CP revisio-
nists(of all varieties)
are on the union exec-
utive,or the TUC Gener-
al Council.

The only answer to vo-
luntary redundancy bri-

socialist revolution
instead,and make things
better all round,perma-
nently,~-for everyone®.
The only answer that

might have held the 1i-
ne against job closures

(by general strikes and
mass factory occupation
movements) could alone
have come from a well-
established,tried & te-
sted Leninist movement
which had earned the
trust of the working
class by long & relent-
less explanation that
only the dictatorship
of the proletariat and
the revolutionary sma-
shing of the capitalist
state could ever begin
to end the unavoidable
boom-slump workings

of the capitalist
system,-however great
the illusions in the
'welfare state! had gr-
own,

The 'reformist! left,-
especially all the var-
ieties of Trots & CPers
-have in practice all
capitulated to certain
fundamental illusions
(about the 'welfare st—
ate' postwar period) by

mess we all live in,and ions)performing sordid all in practice aband-

alone can all change),-
end their bold resist-
ance to capitalist st-
ate obstruction of th-
eir phony Stonehenge

rituals by pitifully
pleading: 'Why cannot
we just have a corner
of a field somewhere
where we can be in
peace?",

The full answer lies
in the 100 volumes of
the collected works of
Marx,Engels, & Lenin,
but briefly,-the con-
cealed request for eq-
uity, justice,& secur-
ity (albeit in the cor-
ner of a field) exact-
ly parallels the ‘'re-
formists' dog-in-the-
manger wishful think-

tasks on behalf of the
capitalist state of
getting millions of
Jobs destroyed without
provoking a revolution.
The only answer to
the nest-egg attractio-
ns to long-service wor-
kers of voluntary red-
undancy is not:"Don't
take it,-they aren't
your Jobs to sell" as
the labour movement
‘reformists',backed up
by the petty-bourgeois
‘lefts', posture.After
nearly 150 years of
total TUC/Labour fail-
ure to do anything ab-
out the basic ravages
of endless capitalist
boom & slump,(-no matt-
er how strong the bac-
king from middle-class

oning the dictatorship
of the proletariat,-
the very heart of
Leninist science.

For years,all the CP
varieties still paid
1lip service to solidar-
ity with the states of
proletarian dictatorsh-
ip,while in practice
revising their 'Marxism'
to extinction via the
imbecilic ‘'peaceful ro-
ad to socialism' parlia-
mentary nonsense, and
via opportunist treache-
ry of scratching the
backs of 'important' &
'left' trade-union lea-
ders.

All the Trots paid
lip service to revolut-
ionary theory (includ-
ing even occasional me-

ntions of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat
—in unrecognisably dis-
torted form,suitable
for Labour entrism tac-
tics),-and even lip se-
rvice to solidarity wi-
th the USSR; but in pr-
actice,all the Trot gr-
oups have always stabb-
ed the states of prole-
tarian dictatorship in
the back at every opp-
ortunity,-especially du-
ring such spectacular
counter-revolutionary
shows as put on by the
CIA & the Vatican in
using the Banco Ambros-
iano missing g billions
to hire the fascist-
minded believers (from
Poland's long fascist
history) to launch Sol-
idarmosc as phony 'true
workers socialism' to
try to rubbish the Pol-
ish workers state(prol-
etarian dictatorship).

And the consistent
anti-communist reality
of Trotskyism,-in prac-
tice stabbing not 'St~
aliniem' in the back
but the Soviet workers
state all the time(beg-—
inning with Trotsky him-
self,who accepted to
live in the West aiding
counter-revolutionary
filth like the Daily
Express to preach the
'doom® of the Soviet
Union, and its ‘certain
destruction' by, or even
alongside, Hitler fasc-
ism,etc(see ILWP Books
vol 5) )}——inevitably
revealed eventually,of
course, the most outrag-
eous capitulations to
anti-Leninism in theory
as well,~despite all
their earlier !'theoret-
ical' posturing.

All the Trots swear
blind,of course,that it
1s some other sect,-not
them,-which has capitu-
lated to revisionism,or
Staliniem,or Maoiem,or
Pabloism,or entrism,or
tail-endism,etc,~but
the practice of all of
them in permanently st-
abbing some part or ot-
her of the actual world
socialist revolution in
the back,—speaks for
the whole rotten oppor-
tunist theory of Trot-
skyism.(Current targets
for various Trot vilif-
ication & treachery are
the NJM majority under
Coard in Grenada which
was betrayed by Bishops
individual revisionism;
the advancing revolut-~
ion in South Africa;the
heroic achievements of
the Indo-China commun-
ists in routing imperi-
alist intervention;the
enormously influential
socialist construction
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in Cuba;-the history-
making transformation
of Chinajetc,etec.The
struggle for Leninism
is itself often critic-
al of incorrect politi-
cal lines adopted all
over the socialist ca-
mp,-openly so,(see ILWP
Books vols 3 to 7).But
only on the basis of
unconditional solidar-
ity,-enthusiastic & ac-
tive solidarity,-with
the whole of the soci-
alist camp).

The Trots & CPers are
addle-brained anti-Len-
inists under the corr-
upting influence of
postwar-boom myths in
capitalism(of which
the welfare state ill-
usions are the most
pernicious), and the cor-
responding imaginary
‘poverty crisis'-light
these helped throw on
the socialist states(in
the philistine counter-
revolutionary minds of
reformism & the labour
movement.)

So far caught out by
these welfare state il-
lusions were all the
Trots & CPers that the
resurgence of the act-
ual world socialist re-
volution (in South Afri-
ca,Philippines,Ethiopia
Nicaragua,Zimbabwe,El
Salvador,etc) has eith-
er seen them trying to
scramble back on board
the Leninist movement
(no matter what damag-
ing splits this caused
in their sects as they
did so),or else go the
opposite way and scr-
eech nearly fascist ve-—
nom against,for example
the Vietnam CP,or the
ANC/SACP in South Afr-
ica, or the Zimbabwe so-
cialist revolution, or
against the Ethiopian
socialist revolution,or
the Afghan socialist
revolution,etc.

Thus the only possib-
le way forward from the
hopeless counter-revol-
utionary illusions of
the trade-union 'lefts!',
backed by their Trot &
CP supporters,is the
complete collapse of
all the anti-communist
rubbish in the mess of
destroyed jobs,perman-
ent mass unemployment,
and wrecked 'municipal
socialism' and welfare
state-ism,--followed by
the painful bitter fig-
ht to build a serious
mass Leninist movement
against the mountains
of philistine anti-
scientific garbage left
behind by failed middle
class~-'revolutionaries!
and opportunist 'refor-
mism'.

But for the moment,it
is 8till a mammoth task
to shatter these ling-
ering welfare state il-
lusions

Despite all the clear
evidence of the epic
1964-85 miners strike
that the hopeless NUM
'reformist' blinkers(of
believing in 'the next
Labour Government' and
in 'restoring the Plan-
for-Coal boom',etc,) can
only doom all coalfield
struggles to defeat,-
still the 'left' trade-
unionists and their
fake—'revolutionary' CP
& Trot supporters are
mindlessly urging on
the mining communities
to an all-out fight
once again versus the
capitalist state but
with not one single
major political confus-
ion any better worked
out than last time.Sti-
1l there is utter chaos
on the 'left! about the
historic fate of 'ref-
ormism',of ‘'left! trade
unionism,of the Labour
Party,and above all ab-
out the historic fate
of anti-communism in
all its rotten Trot &
CP varieties,and their
complete philistine ig-
norance of,and abandon-
ment of,-Leninist the-
ory.

The spontaneous prol-
etarian struggle must
(and will) go on, of co-
urse;nothing will stop
it. But until a serious
movement of Leninist th
eory is built,the str-
uggle can only stagger
on blindly,doomed to
endless frustration.

This point has to be
repeatedly stressed be-
cause one of the worst
crimes of British 're-
formism', anti~Leninist
philistinism,and 'left®
trade-unionism,—all
buttressed by the illus-
ions of the welfare st-
ate period,~—is precis-
ely the foggy notion
that the 'powerful' and
'federally organised'
and 'long historically
independent?, etc,Brit-
ish labour movement is
always going to be able
almost spontaneously to
avoid being "really def-
eated'y -whether by a mi-
litary coup,or fascism,
or whatever,-and can
therefore always muddle
through without any gr-
eatly more serious att-
ention to the revolut-
ionary theory of scien-
tific socialism than
has been paid hitherto.

This philistine back-
wardness,-born of many
generations of class-co-
llaborating imperialist

arrogance throughout up war-raddled capital-
the British labour mov- iem with huge public
ement,—is getting its Dborrowing so as to ass-
slump come-uppance now. uage the war-raddled
Despite all the warn- relations between the
ing signs of writing on working class and the
the wall,-still the NGA capitalist systenm.
and other Fleet Street Not only are those
printing closed-shop ma-illusions of the ‘great
fia try to hold the dy- welfare state! period
ing Morning Star to ra- never recoverable. But
nsom(even this pretend- ths real revolutionary
ed 'pro-working-class' s8ocialist interests of
rag),-just as they were the working class never
willing to screw the want those welfare st-
old-time Workers Press ate illusory days to be
into ths ground in the gone back to either.The
early 1970s if they co~ biggest problem facing
uld. As theoretically the proletariat is pre-
bankrupt and political- cisely to bury those
ly feeble as the 'left'! corrupting illusions,
swamp papers are in th- incurably suffused with
eir attempts to ‘'help' class-collaboration,and
the working class stru- all financed solely by
ggle (in practice alw- ths rottenness of West-
ays pandering to the ern imperialism's siper-
trade unions' anti-com- Pprofits, lashed out of
munist counter-revolut- the blood & sweat of
ionary prejudices),-the the colonially-dominat-
philistine hostility by ed countries.
the 'spontaneous' lab- _The biggest myth of
our movement to even all is that the 'refor-
having these papers mist' compromise betw-
sold (as used to happen ©eR the labour movement
on Fleet Street,challen- 2?d imperialism in fact

to fool the proletarian
vote,~is currently on
the back burner).

The world-shattering
advance of the interna-
tional socialist revol-
ution and the national-
liberation struggle in
the wake of WWII forced
a whole new period of
inflationary-evolutiona-
ry developnment on the
world market economy,--
otherwise it would have
all been overthrown by
proletarian dictatorsh-
ip and planned economic
development.In most ca-
pitalist countries,this
postwar 'social revolu-
tion'(better living st-
andards,social conditi-
ons,wider redbrick uni-
versity entrance for
workers,etc) took place
without any 'reformism*
or Labour Party having
anything to do with it.
Far from all these evo-
lutionary changes(a ph-
enomenon which has nev-
er ceased under capit-
alism) flowing directly
out of the Labour Party,
example in Britain,as '

ging if they paid 'full created the 'welfare st is ridiculously claimed,

union rates'etc) under— 2te advances' vhere al-
lined the deepest of legedly "nothing would
the problems of welfare Otherwise have existed
state illusions. at all".

Aside from the partic- The scientific real-

ularly difficult prob- 1ty has always been ob-
lems of the ‘left' sw— vious(see earlier lLenin

amp papers, and the fie- quotes) that ultimately
rcely anti-communist it could only be out of
closed-shop class-colla the international con-
borating print industry, frontation between mon-
—the trade-union 'ref- OPoly-bourgeois conser-
ormist' stance on other vatism and the revolut-
troubled industries,- 1o0nary new interests of
especially the publicly Working class political
—owned monopolies,-has Dobilisation (the dict-

been equally bankrupt. atorship of the prolet-
Where previous vast ariat) that the treach-
closed-shop overmanning €rous petty-bourgeois
has not been slyly sold 'Treformist' sell-outs
off by the union bureau- cowld creep along in-
cracies who had sole between the cracks.
dispensation over all The endless lying pr-
the jobs, occasional fi- ©Pa8anda about the so-
ghts have been organis— called 'achievements!
ed against redundancies of 'reformism' has been
speed-up, 'dilution' of " principally put about
labour,'destruction of DY the imperialist est-
special skills & qual- ablishment dictatorship
ity' etc,etc,—but once itself (always in contr—
again not on the basis 01 Of 99% of all the

that only socialist re- media) when it suited
volution can now rever- L1ts~to further disam &

se the decline in capi- divert the proletariat
talism,—but on the un- from aspirations to so-
believable pretence cialist revolution.(The
that more Labour ‘ref- Lies about 'welfare ca-~

ormism' is suddenly go- pitalism' do not suit

ing to"transform capit- the interests of the
a?fmf%where it hasgm- monopoly-imperialist

dictatorship in a per-
ver done so in eight
previous governments). fod of slump (heading

towards trade-war,head-
It is pointless try- !
ing to go back to the ing towards inter-impe-

feather—bedded hayday TFralist World Var III)
for trade unions of the 5° daft propaganda ab-
early postwar national- out the "welfare state
isation period,when im- benefits of class coll-
perialism allowed(and aboration",-dressed up
wanted) Labour to prop by Labour as 'socialism'

~the very reactionary
conservatism of the cl-
ass-collaborating Lab—
our/TUC leaders & ideo-
logy meant that the we-
1fare state advances in
Britain fell far short
of what first-team cap-
italist governments in-
troduced under their
own steam in other cou-
ntries, responding to
world socialist revolut-

ion.
The greatest catastr-

ophe for the working cl
ass would be continuing
this myth in Britain—
that further 'reforms!
could ever come,or ever
have come,-from Labour
being elected to 'carry
out its manifesto prom-
ises!.There may yet be
more brief periods of
further slight evoluti-
onary changes to the
capitalist system which
appear to be being car-
ried out funder Labour';
but in reality they
will once again merely
be the spin-off forced
on capitaliem by the
dramatic revolutionary
advances taking place
elsevwhere (e.g.univers~
al degree-level educat-
ion in the Soviet Union
at some future date).
But the real interest
for the working class
in Britain is to final-
ly come off this proxy,
indirect,life-support
system for ageing capi-
talist dictatorship
which f'reformism' repr-
esents,and to start ma-
king history directly



themselves through the- ited patterns of socia- homosexualist,and posi-

ir own revolutionary-
socialist proletarian
dictatorship and the
colossal immediate tra-
nsformations of society
it could create here.
The welfare state was
the greatest class-col-
laborating disgrace of
'reformism!,-no triumph
The welfare state pexr-
iod was not a 'victory!
for the working class,
but the greatest retr-
eat from worldwide op-
portunities for social-
18t revolution in the
wake of capitalism's
foul degeneracy of imp-
osing World War II on
mankind.Now the trade-
union and 'reformist’-
backed *parliamentary!
capitalist system is
relentlessly driving
the proletarian masses
in the West back into
inter-imperialist World

War III.
Under worldwide pre-

gsure since WWII from
the actual successful
international commun-
ist revolutionary mov-
ement,-'reformism' has
tarted up its diversi-
onary appeal by such
stunts as extremist
feminism,aggressive
homosexualism,and var-
ious ethnic/nationali-
st posturing. But 'ref-
ormist! gestures they
remain,-as useless &
obstructive to the ne-
cessary fight for the
revolutionary overthr-
ow of capitalism as
all piecemeal *‘reform-
ist' 1llusions have
ever been. Until the
class war is finally
won by the dictatorsh-
ip of the proletariat,
and the whole of class
history & its values
finally put in the du-
stbin and the way open-
ened towards truly cl-
assless communist soci-
ety and the withering
away of the state,then
all of the innumerable
prejudices & injustices
flowing from exploitat-
ive class society oan-
not possibly begin to
be truly resolved.The
frenzy of diversionary
activity for these new
'‘reforms' has only su-
cceeded in shuffling
the discriminatory pa~
ck a little,and in no
way ending the prejud-
ice,injustice,& exploi-
tation endemic in cap-
italist society,nor co-

1ist(and then communist)
1ife,-scarcely possible
on earth at the moment
while still under the
lethal cosh of imperi-
alist arms-race monop—
oly-capitalist market
domination,-~-start to
emerge.

+ The new 'reformists'

will already have been
interjecting 'What ab-
out Russia then,are you
pretending that it is
all good there.It is
as sexist as over here
in its own way',etc;or
even more crassly 'Why
do you say mankind?Why
not personkind?' etc,—
thereby proving the po-
int that only anti-
communist philistinism
is still the victor in
the West,nothing else,

The weaknesses & in-
adequacies of Moscow
revisioniem are only
relevant to working out
the tactical,strategic,
& programmatic tasks of
the exacting struggle
to re-establish the mo-
vement for Leninist th-
eory in the world,-the
most urgent problem fa-
cing the international
working class.(See ILWP
Books vols 3 to 7). It
is the essence of corr-
upt,shallow-minded, 're-
formist' illusions in
the welfare state to
ignorantly & cynically
jeer 'What about Russia’
solely in order to ex-
cuse,cover up,& prolong
Labourite bankruptcy,-
an attitude which the
feminist,homosexualist,
nationalist, and other
‘reformist! anti-Marx-
ist illusions automati-
cally embrace in order
to prolong the petty-
bourgeois world view's
resistance to the dict-
atorship of the prolet-
ariat,-an unavoidably
counter-revolutionary
position.

A1l this perpetuation
of 'reformist' illusio-
ns under new guises is
the last-ditch stand of
philosophical idealiem,
which denies that bad
social attitudes can ne-
ver be ended until the
material existence of
class-divided capital-
ise is overthrown by
proletarian revolution,
(~thereby at last allow-
ing a new truly human
philosophy to arise on
the completely new mat-
erial conditions of in-

uld it. Progressive pr- ternational socialist

oblems of sexual & soc~ (and then communist)pr-
ial relations among ma- oduction & property re-
nkind are deep evoluti-latiqns). The attempted

onary questions which
will only begin to see

fresh lease of life for
dying ‘reformism' of

new light when uninhib- the aggressive feminist,

tive discrimination mo-
vements, pretends once
again that bad human
attitudes can effectiv-
ely be transformed mer-
ely by pressure & pers-
uasion,and that the re-
volutionary overthrow
of capitalism by the di-

ctatorship of the prol-
etariat is irrelevant
to the argument,(and so-
mething which in pract-
ice these borm-again
‘reformist' illusion-
mongers actually help
bourgeois ignorance to
fight against).
Neither is the polit-
ical philosophy of the
treformist' single-
issue campaigns which
tend towards more tech-
nical enlightenment,-
such as naclear disarm-
ament,the Green move-
ment,animal liberation,
etc,~any less divisive
& deluding about what
really needs to be do-
ne to make life safe &
secure & humana on ea-
rth.(See Lenin quotes
on the disruptive dang-
ers of the disarmament-
lobby social-pacifists
for the bullding of a
successful proletarian
revolutionary movement)
A1l 'reformism'! is n-
otﬁﬁg but counter-rev-
olutionary diversion &

confusion as far as the
essential question of
overthrowing capitalism
is concerned,-even tho-
ugh some single-issue
campaigns occasionally
reveal some useful det-
ailed propaganda expos—
ure against capitalism.
But until the philoso-
rhy of ‘reformism' as
the 'way to change th-
ings' is routed from
the labour & socialist
movement by the resurg-
ence of Leninist revol-
utionary theory,-capit-
alist-imperialist Cold
War socliety with all
its rotten exploitation
and anti-communism,will
rule on,~its sexual &
social degeneracies gr-
owing ever more grotes-
que & loathsome.
Without proletarian
revolution,~the capita~
list West is once again
going to decay all the
way back into naked fa~
scism and intexr-imperi-
alist World War III war
mongering. It is only
welfare state delusions
which bred that idiot
optimism which used to
chirrup “The working
class will never give
back its full employm-
ent,carpets,& carsWetc;
or "The miners will ne-
ver accept defeat,harsh

discipline,Spencerisa,
de-nationalisation'etc.
But all that these Lab-
ourite 'reformist! 1l1l-
usions(that 'old-style
capitalism' has been
'transformed' out of
all recognition,etc)
have achieved is to co-
rruptly disarmm the wor-
king class from the re-
lentless bullding of a
Leninist revolutionary
movement which will al-
one finally truly eman-
cipate people from cap-
italism and all its de-
generacy & exploitat-
ion,by giving people
the chance to build a
planned socialist wor-
14 oxrder.

The latest tinkering
adjustmer.it attempts on
the Labour Party of the
*black sections',and
‘one man,one vote' cam—
paigns are nothing dut
appalling shallow fur-
ther attempts to keep
‘reformism' alive by
hook or by crook,(-what-
ever logic or justice
they may seem to have
in themselves.) These
are just further effor-
ts by class-collaborat-
ing petty-bourgeois id-
eology to obscure the
stark message of this
period of renewed capi-
talist slump,exploitat-
ion,degeneracy,and fas-
cist wamongering,-
that the proletariat n-
eeds to bulld a genuine
leninist revolutionary
movement,-and quick.
Revolutionary leadersh-
ip is the issue,-not
fine-tuning ways of al-
legedly making the hop-
elessly bankrupt 'refo-
mist! Labour Party mo-
re 'in harmony! with
'real publio opinion?,-
a diversionary counter-
revolutionary pipedrean.

And the phony Labour-
ite attitude of " just
concentrating on keep~
ing things going in lo-
cal government services
etc,because people need
them and would be even
worse off without them"
etc, is an equally del-
uding fraud.The racket-
eering endemic to the
illusory *welfare state'
(i.e.capitaliem under
a new name)was a trag-
edy for the working cl-
ass the first time rou-
nd,-corrupting the lab-
our movement with local
government contracts-
graft,nationalised ind-
ustry featherbedding &
crookedness,closed-shop
protectionism for cert-
ain industry elites
like Fleet Street,etc
(having to bribe union
officials to get jobs
there,e.g.),— but be-

comes a sick farce the
second time round as
this essentially oppor-

tunist class-collabora—
tion now coincides with

the slump-ridden begin-
nings of real poverty
in the working class,
systematic job destruc-
tion,and widespread se-
rious crime. By its 1i-
felong partnership with
capitaliem through 're-
formism',the labour mo-
vement is now dragged
into capitaliem's deep-
est degeneracies.It is
complete reformist non-
sense to pretend at th-
is stafe to merely be
“"keeping one's head do-
wn to maintain essenti~
al local government and
trade-union services".
It i3 a total cop-out
fron the real revoluti-
onary crisis now engul-
fing capitalism.And,of
course,such a 'We never
closs for essential se-
rvices' attitude exact-
ly feeds the latest 're
formist'~revivalism at-
mosphere of urgently
demanding homosexual
fun-palaces on the ra-
tes,etc.Welfare state
consumerism will have
a lot to answer for;as
confused&divisive mess
disrupts & holds back
the working class just
when it needs to be pr-
eparing for disciplined
revolutionary struggle
to overthrow capitalism,
Even the apparently
*broader' & 'neutral!
issue of 'defending lo-
cal government rights'
from bureaucratic Tory
centralisation(in educ-
ation,etc) comes over
bent with these Labour-
ites. Since when did *re-
formism' ever do anyth-
ing to alter the essen-
tial crookedness,hypoc-
risy,& deception on the
working class of ‘local
government! capitalism,
—other than add to it
mightily in the Poulson
era(and with just as
mach widespread crimin-
ality both before and
since then,if the truth
was known),-not to men-
tion the unending prop
to the general capital-
ist system of exploita~-
tion & class-bias which
bogus ‘municipal socia-
liem' has always repre-
sented,and could never
(and would never)depart
from.(See JLWP Books vol 9).
The theme of the ide-
ological corruption and
philistine backwardness
that welfare state illu-
sions have inflicted on
generations of workers
in the postwar period
can be endlessly embro-
idered in almost any di-
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