
































Editorial 

The Labour left has to 

participate in the discussion 

in the Communist Party 

on the dictatorship of 

the proletariat 
The inability of capitalism to give any concessions in this stage of its total and 
final crisis and the nature of the Labour government is shown clearly in the 
steep rise in unemployment and inflation and in the continuous decline of all 
the social services. All the actions of the Labour government in the last period 
prove, ·beyond doubt, that it is a bourgeois government, dedicated to the 
maintenance of capitalism. The "social contract" is a policy to lower the 
living standards of the workers by limiting wage increases, whilst inflation 
remains at 20% This "social contract" between the Labour government and 
the trade union leadership has been broken by the working class. In fact the 
perspective posed by sectors of the left that a "return to free collective 
bargaining" would mean that the Labour government would give concessions 
in the face ·of the pressure of the working class is false. The Labour 
government, inf act, rather than give concessions to the masses has retreated 
furtherinto its alliance with the Liberals who are a sector of capitalism and 
with the Tories directly. This is the significance of the statement of Healey 
that if the working class demands and gains higher wages then unemployment 
will also rise. This is the same as the threat of the Thatcher/Joseph tendency 
of the T:>ry party who now stand aside and applaud the defence of the 
capitalist system by the Labour government. Indeed despite all the uproar the 
Tories create in parliament they are quite content to allow the Labour 
government to serve capitalism. This is the nature of the Labour government 
and since capitalism has no margin to give concessions, then nothing can be 
&pectedfrom the Labour government. 

BREAK WITH THE IMPERIALIST POLICY OF THE GOVERNMENT 

It is necessary for the Labour left to understand that so long as it defends the 
present Labour government it Is not possible for it to advance. towards the 
anti-capitalist measures. It is incredible that the "Lib/Lab pact" is 
maintained on the basis of an agreement to hold down the wages of the 
working masses and little is said against it by the l c.abour left. The. nationalised 
industries like the Post Office and the Gas and Electricity undertakings make 
enormous profits by raising the price of necessities and the left does not. react. 
We have now reached the incredible situation where the average f amity pays 
more in taxes and national insurance payments each week than it spends on 
food, and the Nationalised industries - along with the major capitalist 
enterprises - continue to make record profits. Even worse is the fact that 
whilst the left struggles to cut arms expenditure, British imperialism -
administered by the Labour government - follows Yankee imperialism in 
supplying arms to Somalia. ls it not at least necessary to question what these 
arms are for? In reality imperialism is taking advantage of the limitations in 
the leadership of a Revolutionary State - which is what Somalia is - a state 
dedicated to raising the living standards of the masses, when it clashes with 
another Revolutionary State, Ethiopia. The arms given to Somalia are part of 
the strategy of imperialism to try to limit the influence of the Soviet Union and 
the system of the Workers States in Africa. It is necessary to compare the 
intervention of the Workers States with that of imperialism in this area. 
The Soviet Union - through the intervention of Fidel Castro - discussed 
with both the leaderships of Ethiopia and Somalia and proposed a Federation 
in the area with the right of self-determination for minorities and, on top of 
this, Cuba, a small country only just coming out of the economic backwardness 
imposed by imperialism, supplies doctors and medical supplies to Ethiopia 
which has only 137 doctors in the whole country, It is necessary for the Labour 
left to denounce the sending of these arms and the intervention of imperialism, 
to break openly and publically with the imperialist policy of the Labour 
government. Unless it does this it cannot advance, however good its intentions. 
Clearly to maintain a government which only serves the interests of capitalism 
serves no purpose, allows no advance for the masses, for the economy or for 
the country. 

The intervention of imperialism is not a sign of strength but one of weakness. 
When they have to intervene supporting a Revolutionary State it is an immense 
weakness because the arms given to Somalia and those to Egypt are going to be 
used against imperialism later. These Revolutionary States are born out of the 
anti-imperialist struggle, out of the objective necessity to break with the 
domination of imperialism in order to develop the economy. This is why the 
new "government of the right" in Ceylon says: "we will not return on 
nationalisations, we will not give back imperialist property already 
nationalised". Imperialism could already see this process in Amin in Uganda 
who was used by imperialism to try to stop the anti-imperialist process)n 
Uganda and who has now become more anti-imperialist than Milton Obote 
whom he overthrew. The world balance of forces is with progress and with the 
Workers States which, with the Soviet Union at their head, advance in the 
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THE ELECTIONS IN SPAIN 
A DEFEAT FOR WORLD CAPITALISM 

19.6.77 J.Posadas. 
These elections in Spain are a triumph of the left including the communists, whose result is not bad. But 
above all they indicate a great impulse to the left. After forty years, when. there is such an impulse, it 
shows th~t the conditions to advance towards the suppression of the king and of the capitalist system are 
very profound. There are all the conditions for this. The triumph of the left is going to influence all Europe 
because it reduces the points of support of reaction, of sectors of imperialism, and on the contrary, 
increases the basis of influence of the workers parties over the petit bourgeoisie and peasants. It is 
necessary to realise that this result in Spain is going to have a very great influence. The workers parties 
have to make their programme and organise their activity .taking into account such conditions, not 
allowing Suarez to be the man who d.etermines. Th~ left drew.more votes t~an t~e right and the cent~e; 
and the centre which supported the right, had a pet1t bourgeois support which did not correspond to its 
policy, because the communists and socialists did not offer anv:thing very dif!erent. They o~e~ed 
democracy, work, some improvements, but not a programme of social transformations, of expropriating 
capitalism to thus increase the democratic forces with the weight of the working class. 
It is not a problem of waiting for proletariat did not vote for developed the life, the political. 
democracy to be acclimatised or democracy, for rights, it voted 'activity, save externally and have 
established, or that the army has againstthe capitalist system. The not been able to participate 
to be accustomed to accept. It is petit bourgeoisie was not internally. Moreover the life of 
true that the army can make a attracted, because it did not see a the parties has been very 
coup. But when the army has programme any appeal for the precarious, the trade unions have 
had to allow elections, it is programme of social transforma- intervened much more than the 
because in the army itself they do tion. It saw a programme of parties, which means a certain 
not have bases for a coup. When democracy, of democratic rights, containing of the capacity for 
Suarez launched the recognition but this is not a pole of attractiOn political influence of the world 
of the Communist party and for the petit bourgeoisie. Suarez socialist and communist 
there was a number of meetings, also spoke of democracy. The movement towards the workers 
this was resolved. It is the least fact that there were elections is of Spain and also the petit 
evil for capitalism which they democracy but the appeal for bourgeoisie. 
have carr!ed out: If they could social tra':'sfor!llations to which After almost forty years of fascist 
have continued with Franco, th~y democratic rights should be dominion of the Franco regime, 
would have doi:ie so. They did united, was absent. Through the there is a left vote of more than 
not contine w!th. Franco beca~se ~lectoral swindle of th~ propor- forty per cent and the votes of 
of the contrad1ct1ons t~at fascism t1onai V<?te thro~gh regions, the Suarez are not of the right. It is 
develop!3d. to the maximum.' t~e bourgeois parties have a far the centre against the right and 
contrad1ct1~ns of the cap1t~hst greater number of seats. of these, a very great quantity are 
system. This weakens ?ap1tahs:n It is necessary to discuss and to impel democratic reforms 
as a system and makes 1t weak m draw the conclusion that fascism which are contained in the 
con:ipe.tition . with worl.d was smashed by the world programme of Suarez. It is a 
capitalism. The other reason is struggle of the proletariat, by the prime proof which shows the 
that the masses ~ave no~ been progress of the workers states, very great concentration of the 
crushed at any. time. It is n?t, particularly of th~ USSR, which will of the proletariat which 
then, th~~ the kmg, the Spanish has deprived capitalism of the attracts the petit bourgeois and. 
~ourg.e'!1s1e and world capacity of manoeuvre and of peasant layers to vote for the left. 
1mpenahsm have resolved to intervention and has stimulated 
provide de!flocracy, bu_t that they the proletariat to see that it can 
were. obliged. to Y!eld. Th~ advance and this all helped to 
working class 1s conscious that 1t disintegrate the fascist 
won these bourgeois democratic apparatus. 
rights. It is necessary to draw this . . 
conclusion! This is not a It 1s. ne~essary to a~vance !n t~e 
concession of the bourgeoisie, reahsatto':',. ~hat this e_lect1on 1s 
because it saw that this was not a def1mt1ve con?lus1on of the 
going fo lead to a better grad~ of m~turat1on, of . the 
situation, but it had no other way relat1<?n of soc1~I forces but 1s an 
out. The masses buried Franco experience which co~es forty 
and overthrew fascism. year~ after !he oppr~ss1on .of the 

It is necessary to draw the 
conclusion of a united front to 
maintain and extend democratic 
liberties, but with a programme 
for the economy, of transforma­
tion, expropriations, statifications 
and planning of production with 
the intervention of the workers 
movement, the workers trade 
union centres, in a united front of 
communists, socialists, left 
groups, workers centres and 
trade unions. 
It is necessary to measure as a 
fundamental point, the world 
weight of the struggle of the 
working class, particularly the 
progress of the workers states 
and a policy of the workers states 
more linked to the anti-capitalist 
struggle which has influenced the 
Spanish proletariat. The 

fascist regime. Neither ts the 
proletariat which intervenes, the 
proletariat of before. There are a 
series of young generations who 
have not had a sufficient political 
life, have not been able to 
develop experiences, have not 
been able to influence the rest of 
the population. The student 
movements, the university 
movements and the workers, the 
peasants less, have mobilised in· 
conditions of illegality, of repres­
sion and with a very great 
number of workers abroad. 
Differently from the Portuguese 
workers or the Turkish workers in 
emigration, these are not sectors 
from the land or backward 
politically, but contain many 
sectors who had to leave for 
political reasons. Many are the 
sons of militants who have not 

The centre right of Suarez 
supported itself on the absence 
of decided directives on the part 
of the workers parties. 
Democratic demands are one of 
the essential points but they were 
not the only ones. People have 
not voted, and were not called to 
the struggle for social transfor­
mations. They were called for 
democratic changes and 
improvements. None of the 
programmes posed social trans­
formations as the essential basis 
of the programme. Thus it's not 
possible to say that the vote for 
social transformations was very 
small, because there was no 
appeal for this. The trade unions 
were not called upon to support 
this programme. 
Suarez gained from the 
democratic petit bourgeoisie who 
hoped by means of democracy to 
advance and gain improvements, 
but it is not a function of the 
aspirations of the bourgeois 
democracy, which is not 
democracy but the limited right 
to give opinions, to speak and to 
decide in relation to the strength 
in power which the bourgeoisie 
has. This is bourgeois 
democracy. Turn to page 2 
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essential base is the workers 
states (socialist countries) and 
the revolutionary .states, which 
prevent capitalism developing the 
policy, military action and 
economy according to its own 
wishes. It is being lashed, 
through the world development 
of the struggle of the masses, 
through the progress of the 
countries of Africa, Asia and 
Latin America towards workers 
states, and this did not . let 
capitalism use Franco, as neither 

was capitalism able to use Hitler. 
Hitler was a defence of the 
capitalist system against the 
advance of socialism, but at the 
same time was the product of the 
internal contradictions of 
capitalist competition and the 
antagonism with the workers 
states. This shows that 
capitalism does not have the 
strength to contain the workers 
states. It does not have either the 
strength or the capacity to 
contain them. 

Thus this election is not a able to do this but won nearly 
definitive proof nor an opinion 40% of the votes. The 
set for many years. It is not a bourgeoisie who had everything 
triumph if Suarez has a few more in their hands did· not get 50% of 
votes than the socialists. It is not the votes. It is a mystification 
an immense ~trength. This election, because of the three 
election indicates that the most million emigrant workers, ninety 
concentrated force is the per cent of those who voted, 
proletariat which has attracted voted for the workers parties. It is 
the peasantry and the petit not an effective majority of 
bourgeoisie, because the Suarez. There has been a swindle 
communists, the socialists and over votes with the emigrant 
the votes of the left were nearly workers. They force the emigrant 
40% of the votes, whilst the workers to send money to Spain 
government forces did not reach and this serves as a basis of 
40%. To be able to have a exchange, but these workers 
majority means to count upon cannot vote. There is the right to 
the votes of the right and the vote but they were not allowed 
Christian Democrats. That is to to. Little more than ten per cent 
say there is no social definition, voted who in their immense 
but it is a very circumstantial and majority, ninety per cent, voted 
transitory proof. for the left. 
The trade unions have used the This is a decisive proof that the 
strikes and the mobilisations to election is a transitory experience 
attract the population. This is an and it is going to be continued 
enormous force for the workers with great fights and 
parties but at the same time, the mobilisaticms where socialist, 
period of political preparation has communist and trade unions, but 
been small, ~nd the parties do particularly the trade unions are 
not raise the campaign for social going to advance a series of 
transformations. It is true that the positions of transformations, of 

The contradications of the capitalist system are the fundamental 
factor which impede its stability. Capitalism advances in internal 
contradictions through the means of competition which 
develops the contradictions infinitely. It is not a homogeneous 
regime, but one of private interests. This develops heterogeneity. 
Whilst the proletariat, even being heterogenous in· its social 
composition, is homogeneous in its objectives, because there is 
the vanguard, the elevated sector of the proletariat, which 
directs the rest of the class. Capitalism failed to make Spain a 
front to smash the revolution in Europe. The Soviet Union and 
the workers states showed the success of having impelled, 
sustained and stimulated with their single presence and with 
their triumph in front of fascism, the development of the struggle 
of the masses of the world against capitalism, against fascism, as 
is reflected in these elections. 

struggle for democratic demands statifications and above all, the These elections are a proof, a 
was necessary, but it was struggle against the king. Who very elevated test, which show 
necessary to accompany this sustains the king? Who does the the will to combat of the Spanish 
with a programme of trans- king represent? The king is an masses who feel the influence of 
formations and statifications, imposition of Franco. Franco and the world proletariat, the 
giving the explanation that in the Francoist regime has been struggles of the world proletariat, 
Spain they will not resolve the liquidated and the king is the the progress of the workers 
problems with democratic continuation of Franco. Franco states and they have not been 
conquests, but it is necessary to put the king where he is. It is an able to advance more because 
discuss what to do. There are effort of the big bourgeoisie to their leadership does not give the 
three million Spanish emigrant maintain their power through the necessary programme and has 
workers. What happens if they king, impeding a bourgeois confirmed them to merely a 
return to Spain? The money from democratic selection or a democratic programme. The 
these workers forms part of the redistribution of the forces in struggle for democratic demands 
finances of Spain. which other sectors of the is just and correct, but it is not 
Th' 1 f · t · bourgeoisie can impose their . necessary to stay at that limit, 

is e ec ion is no a testimony · h rather it is necessary to pose why 
for many years but an immediate candidates. T ey placed the king 
outcome. The bourgeoisie does there, so that big business could democracy? Is there nothing 
not have the strength to govern determine. He is not going to be more that democracy can 
and to govern, it has to employ a able to play this function and in a achieve now? On the other hand, 

t h. h 'f · I · · short time is going to fall. in the army, it has been shown 
cen re w re 1 certain Y rt is a that there are tendencies which 
right centre, pretends to be a In a short time a united front of 
centre equidistant from right and socialists, communists, left are very influenced by Portugal 
left to maintain the petit catholic groups and left petit and by the process of the 
bourgeoise. All the previous bourgeoisie is going to be posed revolution. An audacious 
policy of Suarez was to show to overthrow the king and to programme of social 
that it was a democratic govern- struggle for social transforma- transformations will show that 
ment which was not afraid, tions, to maintain and extend it's possible to win much 
which yielded to democracy, d em o c r a ti c I i be rt i es , influence in the army, in the petit 
which legalises the Communist accompanying them with bourgeoise, in the peasantry and 
party, which gives freedom to the statifications. the majority of the workers 

h B f parties. 
peasants, t e asques o the It is not correct to wait for a stage 
ET A, wanting to show security of parliamentarianism to confirm The elections show the failure of 
and strength and counting on the democracy. The masses have the world capitalism in Spain. The 
support of the petit bourgeoisie. experience, the capacity to Franco forces lost and Suarez 
The government based itself on struggle and the understanding, does not have the absolute 
these petit bourgeois and an understanding well to the left. majority, when they had all the 
peasant bases and on the petit The bourgeoisie also has means to have it. The world 
bou,rgeoisie. The big bourgeoisie experience. A long stage of the proletariat on the other hand, has 
voted in part for Suarez and in development of limited bourgeois influenced Spain to obtain a very 
part for Fraga Iribarren. The democracy, like this, with the great progress. It is necessary to 
Church also. king, will favour the development appeal for a united front to 
It · t bl · of careerist groups, bureaucratic extend democratic liberties, for 

rs a very uns a e expenence. the socialist republic and out with 
The workers and the masses groups in the socialists, the the king, so that democratic 
have not voted for the king. They communists and the trade liberties develop in struggle 
dl.d not want hr'm and the k'1ng unions, to make a united front towards a socialist republic. It is 
was not discussed. It is not a and maintain this situation. 
definit•ve election, it is an not necessary to pose civil war, 
election of the apparatus in It is necessary then, to appeal for nor the use of rifles, but it is 
which the masses have not been this struggle, posing that this necessary to pose the 
included. What was the shows that the left has a programme of social transforma-
objective, whywas the king there? majority. The election is a very tions. 
The parties accepted the king. partial and superficial test. The Democratic liberties in Spain 
No party said, "we are against struggles, strikes and cannot be sustained if the 
the king." The tactic to intervene mobilisations of the Basques, the economic conditions do not 
was just and correct in the Catalans, the Galicians and of all progress. Spain is not in the 
struggle for democratic Spain were infinitely superior to . economic conditions to give 
demands, but nothing impeded the result of the elections. This is ·Qemocratic liberties to the 
them saying, "we are against the a proof which shows a failure of struggle of the masses, because 
king, why do we want the king" the bourgeoisie through the capitalism does not have the 
Who elected the king? It is an Franco wing in its effort to want funds to make concessions. 
experience in which the masses to smash the Spanish people. From where will it give them? The 
still have not been able to The relation of world forces was proletariat is going to utilise 
develop their social capacity in one of the essential bases to democratic liberties to improve 
strike movements, in political defeat Franco. This means that its conditions of life, its weight in 
activity, in mobilisations, Spanish capitalism in the name of society, its leadership of society 
conferences. meetings and world capitalism sought with and they are going to pose the 
circulation of positions. They Franco, to break and confront problems of the moment 

questioning and rejection of the 
king and posing that 
economically, Spain is not in the 
conditions of democratic deve­
lopment. There is going to be a 
tendency to return to what 
existed before, with Franco. 
There are not the economic 
conditions to develop. The 
proletariat in power can, because 
it eliminates private property. 
The votes to the Communist 
party were less than they could 
have been because the proletariat 
cannot weigh on the population 
and the programme of the 
communist party is not a 
programme of social transfor­
mations but one of defence of 
democratic liberties. A whole 
sector of the petit bourgeoisie, 
the peasantry, backward sectors 
of the population see that the 
government was better. They 
have more confidence in the 
government, which has the 
power, than in the others. It is 
not because the Spanish people 
did not have time. If after forty 
years of fascism it votes in this 
way, it needed to be very mature 
to do so. If not, it would not have 
voted like this. Even if still it did 
not have time to be won or 
influenced it would not have 
voted for the socialists' or the 
communists. 
The communist votes do not 
indicate the real possible strength 
of the Communist party. 
Through the nature of the 
struggles and the will of the 
Spanish proletariat, the 
possibility would be, as a 
minimum, double for the 
communists, immediately. The 
programme that appealed to the 
working class was missing, to 
play the function as the class 
against the capitalist system. On 
the other hand here, it diluted the 
working class as a class in an 
empirical, superficial defence of 
democratic rights, as if it was a 
stage, leaving aside the 
combination of the defence of 
democratic rights with the anti­
capitalist struggle, which did not 
break the alliance with the 
socialists nor with the petit 
bourgeoisie, on the contrary. The 
petit bourgeoisie has seen the 
lack of such a programme and 
thus voted for the bourgeois 
parties. 
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lt is not as the communists say 
that the vote for the bourgeois 
parties is the result of the lack of 
maturation. How do the masses 
mature? In accordance with the 
programme, their experience 
with programme and policy and 
this is seen in the world, 
especially in a place very close to 
Spain which is France. 
The stage which is coming in 

Spain, is one of great discussion, 
also of ..why the communists do 
not draw more votes. Why after 
the civil war, when they should 
have gained, does a party of the 
centre emerge? It is through the 
absence of anti-capitalist policy. 
One cannot say "after so many 
years of oppression . . . " If 
Francoism was thrown out, it 
was because it was incapable! 
The masses rose against 
capitalism. Why did they not vote. 
for the socialist and communists? 
The votes in the workers zones 
have much importance, where 
there is a definite majority of the 
left and the abstention for which 
the anarchists called, had little 
echo. The proletariat wanted to 
vote and wanted to influence. Of 
the abstentions, in every way, 
the most important are of the 
sectors linked to the working 
class, to the petit bourgeoisie and 
to the peasantry because the 
bourgeoisie voted integrally. 
Where the working class was 
concentrated, the vote was one 
of concentration to the left 
because the class attracted the 
petit bourgeois masses. Where 
the class was dispersed, no. the 
policy of the parties for a 
programme, combining 
democratic demands with the 
anti-capitalist level, concerning 
the organisation of work, wages, 
the conditions of life, in which 
they have to attack capitalism 
strongly was absent. Although 
they may not appeal for the 
overthrow of capitalism, they 
have to make proposals. In the 
absence of this, in other places 
the workers votes were reduced, 
because the working class could 
not exercise a pressure on the 
rest of .the population. This was 
through the weight reduced by 
reason' of the number of workers 
externally and through the lack of 
a policy which allows the 
proletariat to aim at other sectors 
of the population. It is not 
possible to lead in the name of 
democracy and liberty, because 
everyone asks for democracy and 
liberty, without posing what 
programme, what policy, how to 
resolve the problems of the 
economy? This was missing, this 
is what it is necessary to do now 
in a united front of parties and 
trade unions. 
Although afterwards, other 
elections may come, these 
elections serve only to "cleanse 
the rubbish of the past". If they 
had developed a programme, 
they would have the same 
quantity of votes and neither the 
army nor the king would have 
been able to oppose. If they gave 
freedom to the communists and 
elections, it is because they could 
not go on anymore. It is the crisis 
of capitalism and the empiricism 
of the contradictions of the 
capitalist system which 
determined that with the 
dictatorship of Franco, the whole 
Spanish economy was heading 
for collapse. Fascism' led to the 
collapse of the economy, 
because it concentrates power in 
the small hands of big . business 

have not been able to do this and the Soviet Union, to prepare the immediately. 
have not been able to enter into fall of the Soviet Union and We congratulate the workers 
contact with the petit bourgeois develop world reaction. The f · th · . 1 d" result is that they had to liquidate par ies rn e1r success me u rng 

RED FLAG 
and peasant masses, save Franco and put up w"ith the the Communist party. But it 
through the great strikes and shows the success could have 
great mobilisations. This communists and socialists. been much mere, if they had had 
indicates in a clear and decisive This shows that it is not a process the more advanced programme 
way, the capacity of the of democratic progress but of the of social demands and social 
proletariat which has not been relation of world forces whose transformations, including the 
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THE CRISIS AND SPLIT IN THE 
BRITISH COMMUNIST PARTY AND 
THE NEED FOR THE APPLICATION 

OF MARXISM 
The crms of the British 
Communist party, centred on the 
discussion of the "British Road 
to Socialism,, has already led to a 
rupture. We do not agree with the 
split, because it does not develop 
or deepen discussion on the 
differences over the programme 
of the Communist party. It does 
the opposite, it tends to cut it 
short and leave the issues very 
superficially understood. We 
seek to stimulate all sectors of the 
Communist party, including the 
sectors that have broken away, to 
approach the problem of marxist 
principles not abstractly but in 
their application. 
The issues which have provoked 
the original argument, that is, the 
impossibility of simply ''taking 
over the state", the need for the 
dictatorship of the proletariat as 
opposed to the broad alliance of 
everyone taking power through 
due parliamentary process and 
the criticism of the concepts of 
"Euro-Communism" as an 
invention to conciliate with 
Westem bourgeois "democracy", 
are important because they 
concern basic principles of 
marxism. But marxism is not the 
continued reiteration of abstract 
generalisations but the application 
of method in order to intervene 
on concrete events. The group 
which has left the Communist 
party has not affirmed an 
orientation which corresponds to 
the application of these principles, 
nothing which poses a new 
concrete perspective. But despite 
the grave limitations in this 
discussion, it is of very great 
importance, because it brings a 
little of the force of the world 
communist movement into 
Britain, provokes thought in 
sectors well outside the 
Communist party and thus 
fertilisers the ground for the 
education of sectors who seek the 
means to advance in the Labour 
party towards the anti-capitalist 
programme and the concrete 
understanding of the process 
which requires this pro~ramme. 
There have been other crises in 
the Communist party and they 
have all reflected, as over 
Hungary, problems and crisis of 
the workers states and the world 
communist movement, in that 
case the decline of Stalinism and 
the most violent aspects of the 
political revolution. It was a crisis 
which at that stage was particularly 
barren in its immediate 
consequences for the · world 
communist movement and 
represented in part a political 
impasse. But the crisis of today 
which stems from crisis in the 
world communist movement is 
one of progress and theoretical 
growth - even if this may result 

for some sectors of the communist 
parties of dismemberment or 
abandonment. The crisis in one 
sense is not new, it has always 
been there i.e., the question of 
conciliation with capitalism but 
the force of the discussion on 
principles is new. It stems directly 
from all the richness of changes 
in the world communist move­
ment and the need for the Soviet 
Union to advance and break in 
part the conciliation with 
capitalism by the communist 
parties in the capitalist world. 
Thus the extremely violent attack 
on Carrillo by the Soviet leader­
ship - and its style is not the way 
tO polemicise - shows the force 
of the need of the Soviet Union to 
overcome those elements in the 
world communist movement that 
limit the struggle for power 
against capitalism and put their 
own desire for partial agreements 
with the bourgeoisie before the 
need for centralisation around 
the Soviet Union. Everywhere 
now elements of change and 
return to marxism are in evidence 
in the world communist 
movement. Thus Albania 
correctly attacks the Chinese 
leaderships collaboration with 
counter revolutionary forces such 
as Pinochet and Mobutu, the 
Soviet Constitution reaffirms 
socialism as a world system and 
Castro affirms proletarian 
internationalism in supporting 
Angola and Ethiopia and behind 
Castro stands the Soviet Union, 
which unlike the time of Stalin, 
actively extends the export of 
revolution. 
In the discussion over the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, 
over proletarian internationalism, 
over "Euro-Communism", over 
''pluralism'•, it is most important 
to see the immensely progressive 
character of the Soviet Union 
and the workers states as a whole 
and how capitalism has entered 
upon a massive total crisis 
because fundamentally it cannot 
compete with this new world 
system founded upon nationalised 
property and the planned 
economy. It is nece~sary to see 
that the proletariat in Britain is 
not backward, but there are 
certainly structural problems. 
Lenin's conception of the 
aristocracy of labour and its 
separate caste interests is 
fundamental because the 
structures of the Labour party 
and the trade unions and the 
timidity of the labour left relate 
to this problem. Essentially these 
structures represent a prolongation 
of capitalism in the workers 
movement. On the other hand 
despite this conservative structure 
there is a whole range of 
phenomena which point to a very 
deep decomposition of capitalism. 

SPAIN, Continued from page 2 

crushes the economy and creates 
intense contradictions. They did 
not have any perspective, hence 
capitalism had to concede. 
Hence they allowed elections not 
because the king became a 

democrat, but the masses 
conquered this right together 
with the face that the capitalist 
system could not continue as 
before with the same level of 
contradictions. 

In these conditions it is necessary to make a united front of 
communists, socialists, trade unions, workers centres, workers 
commissions with the Christian Democratic left and the social 
democrats, to propose a plan for the development of Spain, the 
planning of production, expropriations, nationalisations, workers 
control, better conditions of life and increase of wages and 
production for internal consumption. Appeal now for the 
republic • although tactically it may not be immediate to prepare 
to send the king to hell. Appeal also to the army for the slogan, 
"Out with the king and out of NATO," as the socialists pose 
"neutrality" which means out of NATO, because the Soviets are 
not in Spain. 

When the police rebel in the way 
they have done recently .in 
support of trade union rights and 
the need to strike, when there is 
an upsurge of "nationalistu 
sentiment in Scotland, Wales and 
Ireland and the convulsion of 
Unionism in Northern Ireland 
takes place, this is no ordinary 
series of events, and adjustments 
for capitalism, they point to the 
collapse of capitalist authority. 
How.else can they be explained? 
Capitalism produces no solutions, 
and all the problems multiply, 
is this not a total crisis of the 
organisms of capitalism? The 
perception of the depth of the 
crisis of decomposition of 
capitalism but the crisis of 
growth of the workers states, 
means that it is possible both to 
understand the reasons for the 
ineffectiveness of the existing 
labour left and at the same time 
opens the pOMlbllity to intervene 
to construct a labour left that 
moves with the conviction that a 
real socialist programme of 
nationalisations and planning is 
viable. 

Another aspect of the application 
of marxism is how to understand 
the problem of the Labour party, 
what is understood by the 
alliance •ith the labour left? 
What is the nature of this left? 
Has it a socialist orientation or 
does it have to be constructed? 
The Communist party in the 
midst of this controversy has not 
approached this problem. It 
makes no balance of this labour 
left. This means understanding 
the depth of the problem of the 
Labour party. They speak of the 
strength of the right but does not 
the Labour party as a whole 
sustain the Labour government? 
This hardly speaks of a mature 
left. How bas this come about? 
To dominate this, it is necessary 
to understand both the role of the 
Soviet Union and the 
decomposition of capitalism. 
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development of a world anti-capitalist and anti-imperialist strategy and 
develop society and the economy internally for the benefit of the masses. 
There are /imitations still but it is a process of constant advance in which the 
Soviet Workers State - as we can see in the new Soviet Constitution - is 
dedicated to the support of the world revolution, the advance of humanity. 
This is the balance of world forces on which the Labour left have to base 
themselves in order to develop the anti-capitalist programme, policy and 
strategy which is necessary. 
Imperialism recognises this world balance off orces which goes against it and it 
prepares the war. We live in the stage of the final settlement of accounts, 
which means the confrontation system against system - in the Midd~e East 
and·in Africa for example - and the war. The Labour left cannot allow the 
proposal of Yankee imperialism to develop the "neutron bomb" - the 
Soviets call it the "capitalist bomb" because it destroys people but leave 
property intact' - without protest. It shows that Carter, for all the liberal 
smokescreen which he puts up on the question of "human rights" and the 
struggle in Africa, represents imperialism and they are preparing for war. 
We have to draw the full implications from this "capitalist bomb" in the sense 
that it is a weapon designed to be used internally, against the masses of North 
America, Europe, Latin America. It is a weapon designed to be used against 
the masses inside the capitalist countries. Clearly the Workers States are going 
to be attacked also by imperialism but imperialism is not much bothered by 
the destruction of property inside the Workers States. Its own property is 
another matter altogether. The Labour left, the trade unions have to denounce 
this development and to disassociate itself from the bourgeois policy of the 
Labour government. 

DEVELOP THE ANTI-CAPITALIST PROGRAMME 
However denunciations are not enough. The Labour left and the trade unions 
have to formulate an alternative anti-capitalist policy to answer the total crisis 
of capitalism. The proposal to "invest more in industry" through the National 
Enterprise Board (NEB) is no solution. To invest iri capitalism at this time 
only means to raise the level of unemployment. If capitalism invests - or if 
the state kindly invests for it - it is to introduce measures of technical and 
scientific advance such as automation. Capitalism has to do this in order to 
maintain its profits in the face of inter-capitalist competition. Thus greater 
productivity is attained, less workers are needed and unemployment rises. 
This is precisely what has happened in British Leyland. It is precisely in the 
most profitable industries i.e. those industries which are still expanding within 
capitalism which "shed the most labour". What is necessary is nationalisation 
under workers control which is the only way in which the economy can be 
planned to serve the needs of the mass of the population rather than the 
profits of a handful of bourgeois. 

The Labour left tends to clash with the government and it attempts to make 
proposals which don 't actually take a fully anti-capitalist form, but are not 
favourable to capitalism either. The invitation to Mitterand (of the French 
Socialist Party) to this year's Annual Conference· of the Labour Party, 
indicates that the Labour left seeks to identity itself with the Popular Union 
with the Communist Party which has an anti-capitalist programme. It is also 
an attempt to be seen to link itself with the left in Europe on the basis of a 
common anti-capitalist programme which is an advance :over the idea of a 
"loose association of European states". The Labour left is. impelled in this 
direction, impelled toward the left by the conjunction. of the total crisis of 
capitalism, which makes reforms and concessions impossible to attain. and 
the constant pressure of the working class which is determined not to pay for 
the crisis of capitalism. What is essential for the Labour left and for the trade 
unions now is a process of discussion, of elevation of ideas, programme and 
policy; it is necessary to draw conclusions from the rich world process of the 
advance of humanity. The bourgeois structure, the electoral functioning of the 
Labour Party does not allow this. However the crisis iii the British Communist 
Party, the breaking away of the "French tendency", has thrown up a 
discussion of basic Marxist principles not only in the Communist Party but 
publically. This crisis of the Communist Party is an expression of the process 
of partial regeneration in the Workers States in which the whole world 
communist movement is engaged in a discussion of fundamental principles in 
an attempt to advance towards the final overthrow of capitalism and the 
construction of socialism. The question "'whatis the road to socialism" is as 
important for the Labour left as it is for the comrades of the Communist 
Party. The Labour left have to involve themselves in this world discussiOn 
and help to continue and elevate the discussion in this country. 

The fact that 20, 000 workers mobilise in support of a tiny sector of workers on 
strike - and Grunwick is only one of many such strikes every year - means 
that they seek to advance against capitalism and they seek to impel their own 
leaderships. The trade unions are, at this moment, the organisation of the 
class most open to the pressure from the base. However the question of 
leadership is crucial in a situtation where workers demanding trade union 
rights are faced with the combined opposition of the police, the bosses, the 
judicary, the government and their own trade union leadership. The actions 
of the APEX and UPW leaderships in forcing - by threats to withdraw 
strike pay - the workers to limit their action, stems from the nature of the 
bureaucracy which is structured into the framework of capitalism. The Labour 
left has to intervene in this process· to impel, in the trade unions, an anti­
capitalist programme including the demand that any factory threatened with 
closure should be occupied and run under workers control pending 
nationalisation and that any enterprise which cannot - or will not - give 
the workers a reasonable standard of living and basic trade union rights 
should be treated in the same way. This demand should go together with the 
demands that all wages rise with the cost of living, work sharing without loss 
of pay and the reduction of working hours so that all the profits of automation 
go directly to the workers, the expropriation of all empty and luxury property 
(royal palaces etc) in order to ease the housing shortage, and the nationalisation 
of all major industry, the land, banks and insurance companies, under 
workers control and without compensation as a basis for the planning of the 
economy. 
The Labour left has to intervene to impel this programme in the trade unions 
because without such a programme, the actions of the leaderships which 
conciliate with capitalism will continue. The action of the local Labour Parties 
in functioning with the trade unions in support of the Grunwick strike is 
correct but it has to be generalised and elevated to the level of the Labour 
Party/Trade Union United Front based on the anti-capitalist programme and 
on <mobilisations of the working class. The elevation of an anti-capitalist 
programme in the trade unions and their intervention in a political way is 
a first and immediate step in this direction. 

We appeal to the communist 
militants to continue this 
discussion, not to follow the road 
of splitting which solves nothing, 
particularly when none of the 
issues have been discussed from 
the point of view of concrete 
policies as the alternative to those 
of the "British Road". It is 
necessary to elaborate on all the 
real issues of this movement. 
If it is correct to discuss 
proletarian dictatorship, then it 
means that any programme with 
a revolutionary perspective must 
take account of the need for mass 
soviet type organisms where the 
masses can express themselves. 
What exactly is the state of British 
capitalism? Why the monarchy, 
why not a slogan for a socialist 
republic? What sort of a 
"democracy" is it where one and 
a half a million are unemployed? 
Who voted for that? There are a 
vast number of concrete 
discussions it is possible to have, 
which are not isolated from 
marxist principles but if the 
principles are not applied 
marxism is embalmed. By 
entering upon these issues with 
passion and intelligence, the 
communist militants can make a 
contribution to accelerating the 
left forces in the Labour party 
not by competing with but 
elevating the currents who wish 
to advance and promoting that 
breaking of the rigid structure of 
the Labour party which hinders 
the flow of thought and breaks 
the pressure of the masses. In this 
way the Communist party has a 
powerful contribution to make. 
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The crisis in the Socialist and Com­
munist parties is a crisis of growth, 
not of collapse. It is produced 
because the· socialist and communist 
masses exert a pressure and wish to 
go further ·and the leadership does 
not do so. The masses exerted a 
pressure in the Congress of the 
COIL. 
This Congress of the COIL discussed 
a series of interesting points, but it 
is an abstract discussion; There is 
some progi;ess but it is very super­
ficial. The progress is that the COIL 
and the trade unions must intervene 
in policy, must support a programme 
of the United Front but they do not 
say what programme. Besides, this 
Congress at no time has discussed 
what is the situation of the working 
class? What is the standard of living 
of the working class? But they 
discussed what is the condition of the 
boss. 
Even so, there is a very great 
futernal fight which indicates there 
is a tendency which seeks to impel 
and which has stopped relatively the 
most conciliatory sectors. The one 
who spoke representing the line of 
the Communist party - which is not 
all the party but the wing which 
dominates - was Lama, and his line 
is one of conciliation with the capita­
list system. It is one of a greater 
political intervention but a policy of 
conciliation and in the last instance 
aimed to block the workers 
movement. 
This is not a policy aimed to form 
the united front of trade unions and 
workers parties to draw anti­
capitalist advantage. There is the 
perspective of the trade union-party 
intervention which is a correct 
principle but it is necessary to pose 
what programme, what objectives? 
In that they speak of going back on 
the conquests of the past, they are 
concerned in the depth with profit 
and the income of the owner. These 
modifications which they seek to 
make, tend to make a differentation 
between the workers. The wage is 
determined by what each one contri­
butes to the boss and not through 
need. The workers who do the same 
work have to have the same wage. On 
the other hand, with these modifica­
tions, they are establishing a system 
which afterwards is going to end in a 
type of piece-work. It is a reactionary 
principle and favours exclusively the 
owner. Besides, it increases the 
divergences and the bases of conflict 
v11ithinthe working class. It is a great 
conquest of the working class to have 
f!bolished every form of piece-work. 
This is not the same, but the principle 
leads to it. 
It is completely outside every logic of 
the interest of the workers movement 
in discussing these proposals and not 
discussing what is the situation of the 
working class in Italy. On this the 
proposals do not say a word. In 
France they have discussed and 
present a programme of nationalisa­
tions, statifications, increase of 
wages and greater workers control. 
In this Congress there was nothing 
of this. It is a Congress which was 
made to stop the workers movement 
and does not represent a program­
matic progress. 
The united front of the trade unions 
and the parties is a progress, but what 
demands for transformations and 
changes? There is not a program­
matic formulation and in the 
Communist party, the same process 
is expressed. 
Through the discussion which has 
been made and the containing which 
the more conciliatory sectors have 
undertaken, the communist and 
socialist base expresses itself, exerting 
a pressure which is going to explode 
in the course of the year. It cannot 
last like this. In a process in which 
in France, they increase the united 
front of the trade unions with the 
workers parties on an anti-capitalist 
programme, in Italy they give a 
programme which has as a pre­
occupation, to maintain the profit 
of the boss. They do not say it in this 
way, but it is the depth of the issue. 
They consider the bosses profit, as if 
it was the source of work and 
employment, while they have not 
discussed at all the situation of the 
working class, the situation of the 
capitalist system, what is the strategy 
of the trade unions to. confront 
capitalism. There was no discussion 
of all this, but a programme which 
the leadership made which is going to 
be aimed to contain the workers 
movement, so that it does not surpass 
the limits and put in danger and at 
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risk the capitalist system. Lama does 
not say this, but this is his con­
clusion, while the will of the working 
class is to overcome this. 
They have discussed a principle 
besides, which is very dangerous. It 
is of a trade union in common, in 
the workers area of the unemployed, 
of the neighbourhood. It is not a 
correct principle because if the trade 
union is placed there, it receives the 
influence of people who are not 
workers, sections which do not have 
the same capacity, will, decision 
and preparation of the working class. 
This exerts a pressure. The area 
committee is good, it is a progress 
and it is correct to act together with 
the unemployed, but it requires. a 
programme. What is the pro­
gramme? The unemployed are going 
to do what? If there is no work then 
it is necessary to expropriate for 
work. On the other hand, they 
propose an area committee with the 
unemployed, the students, the people 
of the workers area and trade union 
but they do not say what the 
programme is. Thus the trade union 
is submitted to the pressure of all 
this sector of the popttlation which 
has other preoccupations and does 
not have the maturity, the will and 
the representation of the working 
class. 
The workers area committee is a 
correct principle but the form of 
functioning and programme is not. 
This committee has to have a pro­
gramme. How to provide work for 
the unemployed? What function do 
the unemployed play i.n this area 
committee. With them it is necessary 
to discuss that to give work the 
factory must function. If capitalism 
does not make it function then as a 
principle, expropriation is necessary. 
On theother hand, theydo not discuss 
anythfog of this and these committees 
are going to be a meeting place for 
the employed and the unemployed 
and the latter are a pressure on the 
employed to contain them, and at 
the same time a pressure of the trade 
union bureaucrcy to contain the 
unemployed. It is a just principle to 
declare support for the organism 
but the lack of a programme is going 
to make it function badly. 
It is not necessary to reject the 
workers area organism, but it is 
necessary to give a programme to it. 

They say that the trade union is going 
to intervene as a trade union, that 
the committee and the union are not 
joined. This is good, but what 
programme is the union putting 
forward? Thus it is necessary to 
discuss that although the principle is 
good, the lack of a programme 
makes it lose in value. 
In .another sense it is a progress 
because it is a form of dual power. 
It is a principle of dual power 
because this committee can mobilise 
against the fascist provocations, for 
workers mobilisations, to mobilise 
and win over the police inclusively. 
Hence in its origin, the organism is 
not bad. The lack of order and 
programme is incorrect. 
All this indicates the crisis of world 
capitalism which in Italy is expressed 
in a very profound form. It expresses 
the difference between the will to 
combat of the communist and 
socialist base, of the groups and the 
lack of programme of the w.orker 
and trade union leadership. But also 
and at the same time there is the 
crisis of growth in the Communist 
and Socialist party itself. 
This discussion which has opened 
is not a collective discussion, a public 
discussion. It's a tea party with 
Amendola, showing the lack of 
programme of the party which 
generates a very great disequilibrium. 
Amendola posed a policy of concilia­
tion but as a base to advance to 
socialism. The problem is that with 
this, one does not go to socialism but 
it is a reinforcement for Agnelli. 
The principal which Amendola 
defends is not bad, but instead of 
defending the democratic state, it is 

democratic rights which it is 
necessary to defend. He is pre­
occupied becaus~ he believes that 
Sciacia and a sector of intellectuals 
are abandoning the defence of 
democratic rights. While the criticism 
which they make is that this is an 
incapable state and it is necessary 
to change it. Thus to contain this 
the need is posed to defend the 
democratic state. This has no sense. 
The position of Amendola is the old 
position of the Communist party. 
It tries to give them a theoretical 
explanation on the position of the 
party on the state. It is necessary to 
return to the conception of the state 
as Lenin posed. There is no 
democratic state. There are 
democratic rights, which have to be 
defended, but it is not possible to 
defend a democratic state which 
does not exist. 
This democratic state defends the 
interests of the capitalist system, 
defends the fascist bands, it is the 
ally of the capitalist system. How is 
it possible to speak of the democratic 
state? It is the state of the democratic 
bourgeoisie which has to provide 
certain liberties because they are 
imposed and they are obliged to 
yield. Thus it is necessary to use 
democratic rights to transform the 
state. Can it be done by means 
of recommendations, requests or of 
progress? The communists are the 
most decided to win the maximum 
possible of democratic rights and we 
defend to the maximum all the 
democratic rights. But there is no 
democratic state. It is the bourgeois 
state which has to give democratic 
rights. This is the old discussion of 
Marx with Lasalle and the social 
democrats. 
Marx, in the Communist Manifesto, 
posed the support to the Radical 
Party in the struggle for democratic 
rights, which was the most 
democratic activity in that epoch. 
But today it is not a question of this. 
Democratic rights are not very 
different from those which existed 
in the epoch of Marx. They have to 
give more concessions, because they 
are obliged to give them. 

When they discuss in this way, it is 
not an evaluation ill accordance with 
the class struggle, but an evaluation 
in accordance with a humanist 
criterion, the capacity of one of good 
will in relation to the other. In this 
way, scientific analysis is abandoned 
and is replaced by impressionist 
analysis. It is a discussion which 
expresses a very profound need in the 
Communist party in which the com­
munist base is exerting a pressure, 
posing that it cannot tolerate things 
as they are anymore. It means that ' 
it is going to advance at any moment 
to conquer. 
The reduction in the renewing of 
membership in the Communist party 
does not mean a retreat of the masses 
of the Communist party. If there are 
elections, the communist will not 
lose votes and even increase. It shows 
the enormous maturity of people. If 
the Christian Democracy would 
believe otherwise, it would be 
convenient to have elections now. It 
would do it now. On the other hand, 
there is an enormous maturity of the 
masses who succeed in. exerting a 
pressure in this way, showing their 
disatisfaction with the policy of 
conciliation. 
These elections of the communal 
councils and the councils of the 
workers areas are going to be an 
index of this situation, although 
very small, because the quantity who 
vote is very small. But the councils 
of the workers areas are in every 
way a conquest thus the vote is 
going to indicate the attraction of 
people. It is necessary to foresee 
quite an important increase of the 
left. It is a proof of the forms of 
organisms of the principle of dual 
power. A general mobilisation in the 
workers area councils is a centre of 
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.very great action. This is not 
anything. Now it has no importance 
because it has no function. They are 
concessions made to contain the 
population, so that the workers area 
does not exert a pressure. It is 
necessary to release these pressures 
and thus to smother and impede the 
uprising which the left groups could 
organise, the radicals. But anyway 
it is an organ of dual power. Now it 
plays this function to block, but 
when it is stimulated, it won't be 
like this. Thus it is necessary to impel 
it. 
This crisis in Italy is not a con­
sequence of a particular or immediate 
event. It is very profound and 
involves the whole capitalist system. 
At the same time that there is this 
crisis in Italy, there is the same 
crisis in France. The crisis in France 
is very profound from the big 
bourgeoisie to the workers parties 
and the socialist left. 
When the communists pose the 
defence of the .democratic state, it 
is because in the depth they believe 
that through the democratic state 
they can proceed to suppress cap­
italism. It is necessary to show that 
it is not like this, that they are not 
going to suppress anything of cap­
italism. What they are doing is to 
deceive the proletariat and give more 
opportunity to capitalism. Hence the 
Christian Democracy does not say 
a word and lets them continue with 
this. Thus it is necessary to discuss 
all this in the Communist and 
Socialist party. 
Even the trade union leadership has 
had to make a partial retreat in this 
Congress of the COIL, because from 
saying that the COIL supports the 
Communist party, they had to weigh 
to pose that the CGIL is indepen­
dent. It is a retreat which was 
imposed not only by the socialist 
left but by the communists also. It 
is not a tactic to maintain unity but 
the communist base has impose<l. this 
retreat, because it has see.n that 
there is a capitulation before the 
policy of the "historic compromise." 

It is necessary to analyse that 
capitalism cannot provide work 
because it does not have it. It cannot 
re-orientate investment, because it 
does not possess it. On the other 
hand they do not discuss the state of 
capitalism but that a better adminis­
tration can be carried out. It is not 
true. Any better administration can­
not invest money. It can manufacture 
it, but it has no value and there is 
a tremendous inflation. Then it is 
necessary to discuss if capitalism can 
provide employment, to discuss this 
and the Democratic State. 
If capitalism can give increases, can 
provide work, it would do it without 
being obliged to. If it is necessary 
to force it, it is because it cannot 
nor wants to do it. If it is obliged to 
do it, it will be at the cost of the 
population. This is to say it is not 
going to go against itself. If 
capitalism makes a law against itself 
itt loses its class nature and then is 
not capitalism. This has never 
happened in history and its not like 
this. 
It is necessary to pose a programme 
of work and of employment together 
with the unemployed, in which the 
employed demonstrate, struggle, 
mobilise, conduct an activity so that 
work is given to the unemployed. 
In order to provide work, they have 
to open factories and it is necessary 
to develop the economy. Can 
capitalism be made to do this? Yes 
or no? Otherwise there is going to 
be a pressure of the unemployed on 
the employed. They have to unite 
together against the capitalist power. 
This is going to be posed in the 
Communist Party in a short time, as 
it is posed in France. 
This meeting which they are making 
in the Communist parties of capitalist 
Europe has two senses. On the one 
,;;ide, Italian Communist party exerts 
a pressure on the French communists 

to contain them. On the other the 
French communists meet the 
Communist Parties and exert a 
pressure on the Italian Communist 
Party so that they take the same 
road as in France. This has to be 
discussed in the Communist and 
Socialist party. 
Capitalism has no solution and it is 
necessary to make a deep discussion 
on the Democratic State, on statifica­
tions, and the planning of the 
economy, on how to make the 
economy progress and on the resolu­
tions of the COIL. There is no 
programmatic resolution of this 
Congress favourable to the workers 
movement. The resolution on the 
sliding scale of wages in work is against 
the workers and ifhas to be rejected. 
It is necessary to plan, taking into 
account, the elevation of the workers 
conquests and not to throw out one 
worker to give to another, so as not 
to throw out the capitalist which 
is the depth of this resolution. It is 
to maintain the competitiveness of 
the Italian capitalism with respect 
to the capitalism of other countries. 
This is the heart of it and this is 
not the function of the trade unions. 
The function of the trade unions is to 
see how the working class lives and 
to defend it. It has an interest, it 
must interest itself to intervene to 
improve the functioning of the whole 
country. But this cannot be done 
with the bourgeois apparatus, while 
the trade union leaderships do not 
say that it is a bourgeois state nor 
do they speak of capitalism nor the 
bourgeoisie. Thus they make an 
abstraction to justify their policy of 
conciliation. They omit the class 
struggle but the class struggle exists. 
And this does not have a perspective. 
Italian capitalism is like French 
capitalism and North American 
capitalism. It has no perspective. 
While the working class, yes, it is 
has a perspective 
And there is no possibility of a 
capitalist reamination to absorb 
unemployment. On the contrary, 
they announce more unemployment. 
It has gone from fifteen to seventeen 
millions unemployment, because at 
the same time as unemployment, 
technological advance occurs. It is 
paralled. With technological 
improvement, unemployment in­
creases. To compete, capitalism, 
needs more technology, not to give 
work. Unemployment is the product 
of an enormoulsy great progress 
in the class struggle. It means that 
capitalism cannot contain nor yield 
to the necessities of the life of the 
population, because of the nature of 
capitalism. The workers produce a 
thousand and receive five hundred. 
There is the answer to this. Any good 
administration cannot annul this. 
If it does not annul it now, it is not 
capitalism, it is against capitalism. 
After bad functioning, bad adminis­
tration, the results are. worse. But 
whatever the administration this 
situation cannot be suppressed and 
this is capi~alism. 
The other discussion which it is 
necessary to make is on nationalisa­
tions. They return to insist state 
capitalism. It is not like this. State 
capitalism does not exist. It is the 
state which exercises the function of 
one or other capitalist. The historic 
and concrete reason of capitalism 
is that it can decide to vary, increase, 
diminish, extend or abbreviate the 
functioning of the investment in 
production. The market determines 
the course of consumption and 
consequently and in the last instant 
of production. These are laws of 
the capitalist system and any govern­
ment which wants to regulate the 
empiricism of capitalist competition 
fails because capitalism does not 
admit, does not accept any order. 
But they do not discuss in this way 
and they want to put order into the 
empiricism and the chaos of 
capitalism. 
This is a crisis where this congress 
of the COIL is seeking to conciliate 
with the big firms and is. going to 
receive a lot of criticisms, because 
this resolution which has been taken 
is. a retreat . with respect to the 
conquests which have been made by 
the working class. And it does not 
pose any new conquest but interven­
tion in politics which in itself is no 
conquest. What policy, what 
programme, what objective? This 
is what has to be discussed and it is 
necessary to intervene in this 
discussion. 
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THE CRISIS AND HISTORIC FUNCTION OF THE 

BRITISH COMMUNIST PARTY. 

It Is important to give a very great importance and consideration to the crisis 
of the British Communist Party, for what it means. It is a small Party and for this 
reason the dlvls.ion occurs more easily than· it would in a large Party, because 
structure of interests, of leadership and of life in it are. very much reduced. In the 
large parties, the stage of. confrontation or the division into two parties is taking 
place more slowly because of the structure of these parties, their links with the 
masses and the links of interests which they have with parliament, the lo.cal 
councils, and even with sectors of the bourgeoisie. This break then takes place 
more slowly. These parties fear to isolate themselves, they are making state­
ments of an electoral order and, in this way, continue. On the other hand, the 
sma II Communist parties like that of Britain and of the United States are not held 
back by the same interests. They fulfil no function. This Party has existed 
since 1919-20, and it had MPs after the war. Today, however, it says that it has 
36,000 members but it only obtained 30,000 votes in elections. 

This division means that, in all the Communist parties, there is a discussion 
which is now developing. The British Communist Party is· small; however, it 
discusses problems which go far beyond Britain itself. The dictatorship of the 
proletariat and eurocommunism, for example. They are fundamental problems for 
the world Communist movement which are now being discussed. This means that 
this break is not just provoked by the problem of the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
but by something much deeper still. These parties do not express all the depth of 
the crisis. They do not live the crisis in the sense that they do not show what 
it is; on the contrary they try to hide It, to repress it to limit it to one point -
for example, this divergency over the dictatorship of the proletariat. Such a point 
should not be a matter for crisis, but a matter of simple discussion. But what 
discussion has there been? There has been no open discussion on this. 

This crisis means that there is the need for clarifications, for discussions, 
for positions to take, and for an alignment on the world problems. This crisis has 
already penetrated, slowly but im!versibly, the world Communist movement as a 
whole. The discussion in the Communist Party Is not new in Brita in, but yes, 
the division is new. It will be very Important to follow the evolution of this 
process. There were no Internal reasons for the division, and there has been no 
proper discussion on the basis of which to take such a step.· The break shows a 
state of exasperation which is determined by the very profound divergences which 
there are. And it is not an electoral problem which is now raised, nor even a 
problem of principle, because the Communists have no programme. The Commu­
nists do not discuss principles and, therefore, do not apply any. Thus the cause 
of this division is much more profound than the motives wh.ich have been invoked. 
It is necessary, then, to expect that there will be further expressions of this 
crisis. 

This is the second Communist Party which breaks, and the Mexican Communist 
Party will soon do so; and the same also In Uruguay, where there are all the bases 
for division. These divergences also exist in the large Communist parties, but 
they do not yet come to light because of the size of the Party and because of 
electoral interests which impede. them. 

All this crisis of the British Communist Party must be taken as an expression 
of the crisis of the world Communist movement. In Britain, the Communist Party 
has a fairly insignificant weight. It has a certain importance, although itdoes not 
have numerical forces it has leaders in the trade union. field; it has miners, ship­
yard workers, who are known and accepted as such. The same thing will happen 
by the way, in the Swedish Communist Party. 

These parties show their weakness, their lack of theoretical preparation, 
lack of comprehension of the world revolutionary process, when they split on the 
problem of dictatorship of the proletariat. At the same time, they take no pqsitions 
and they do not say of what the dictatorship of the proletariat consi.sts, nor why 
they break. 

One must act so that this situation will influence the Socialist left. This 
process is unfolding in the whole of Europe. In Germany, at least 70 JUSOS (Young 
Socialists) have been suspended from the Social Democracy for infringing 'the 
duties and democratic rights of the German Constitution'. This is going to have 
repercussions inside JUSOS, in the sense that they are going to see that they 
cannot wait until they are given permission to start organising the left. The 
conditions are going to be more favourable for the organisation of the left. In the 
world, the conditions are favourable. In Germany, they are not so favourable; 
but the time will come when the economic situation will sour and this will ease 
the inclination of the country to the left. Therefore, it is necessary to prepare 
now an organism which will have the ability to intervene when the time comes, 
when the process will be more advanced, to launch a programme of the left. 
There is a sharpening of the crisis of German capitalism, unemployment Is very 
large and prices .increase constantly, whilst the standard of life decreases and 
repression elevates. A part of their rights to have a pension is taken away from 
the old people, and the demands on increase in productivity elevate unceasingly. 
In many factories, the workers remain in the same number, but they produce double 
without a single increase in salary~ This productivity is not obtained just through 
new machinery;but by a growth of what is demanded from each worker. You are 
controlled for the time you take to go to the toilets and the exact time spent to 
make a commodity is calculated and reduced. All this means that German. capita­
lism is also entering into the spira I of the big eris is. This will later show up 
when the proletariat is going to start making a sharper struggle against the bourge­
oisie. The metal workers already show this, because they have imposed more 
important demands than the bosses and the government were prepared to concede 
to them in.the last round of negotiations. 

This crisis in the left movements in Germany, and also m Britain, must serve 
to prepare the left in the Socialist parties. The Communist parties do not under­
stand and do not accept this situation; they think they are .the representatives of 
the Soviet Union. Not so. They are sustained, prote.cted and fed by the Soviet 
bureaucracy which takes this crisis of the British Communist Party and that of 
the JUSOS in Germany, as a means to intervene in the organisation of the left of 
the two countries, counting in Germany that the process of crisis is going to 
propel the petit bourgeoisie which supports Schmidt and the Social Democrat 
government into an even more acute crisis. In Brltatn, the crisis is going to be 
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even sharper between the government and the leadership of the left - a political 
crisis and not an economic one. In both countries, these crises have the same 
base, the same origin, but the forms in which they are expressed are different. 

In Britain, the economic crisis is very profound. The trade union leadership 
which serves capitalism through the Labour government, finds great difficulties 
in its own base where there are public confrontations and the trade union leader­
ships now break the Social Contract. The Social Contract meant a submission 
on their part to the interests of capitalism. Callaghan wants to make a new pact 
so that the ·workers do not ask for an increase in wages again, with the aim of 
salvaging the equilibrium of the capitalist profits in the competition which it 
makes with world capitalism. The trade unions through these leaderships want 
free collective bargaining. But they do not question the function which is exer­
cised by the Labour Party in defence of capitalism. There are many discussions; 
they have been discussing for twenty years. But, as yet, the left is not formed 
in Britain. This is due to the particular conditions of that country, which has a 
bureaucratic structure like that of Germany and which has experienced relatively 
favourable economic conditions which permitted capitalism to yield concessions. 
But now we reach the state when capitalism cannot yield any more, and- the poand 
is devalued each minute that passes. 

Another expression of the very deep crisis, and a crisis without sol11tlon for 
;:apitalism in Brltaiq, is that they have the problems of Scotland, Ireland and Wales. 
There, separatist movements each demand the right over the petroleum or his bit 
of North Sea •. Such a process indicates the exasperation of the bourgeois leader­
ship which sees no perspective for itself. Then, it is each one for himself whilst 
capitalism has an interest in showing Itself unified in front of the Workers States 
and the proletariat. On the other hand, the bourgeoisie hopes to divide the 
workers movement by Injecting into it, and stimulating in it, the national se.nti­
ments. But, even then, the left is in better conditions than before, to organise 
itself. 

The division of the Communist Party of Britain must be used in order to make 
the Communist comrades understand their function. Otherwise they. discuss 
that there is an internal crisis of the Party. However. the Party of itself has no 
force of its own, no weight, because it. is not the Party which organises the 
leadership of the class struggle in Britain. In itself, the crisis of the Communi.st 
Party of Britain has no value. On the other hand, the Communist Party has a 
function to play with regard to the crisis of British capitalism and the need to 
organise the left It is the same as in Germany to this extent 

The British Communist Party does not have a consistent trade union policy. 
However, it has had very important trade union leaders among the miners, In the 
shipyards. The Vice President of the trade union of the miners is a Communist, 
but people, when they voted, voted for him as a trade union leader and not as a 
Communist. In the trade union elections he obtained a lot of votes, but in the 
political elections he obtained few. This means that the people see him as a 
trade union leader, and they see that he defends the immedfate interests of the 
workers. That is all. 

This situation is the consequence of the history of Britain which has known 
one of the greatest bureaucratic structures of all. To measure the weight of this 
bureaucratic structure in the trade union and Labour movement of Britain, you 
have to compare it with the Soviet Union. The bureaucracy, because of the nature 
of the Workers State, has less power in the Workers States than it has in capita r 
lism. Whilst Stalin, however, lasted a fairly long time because the conditions 
were more favourable for the bureaucracy. Now it is no longer so, because there 
exists a process of struggles for transformations, a process of world crisis of 
capitalism, a process of ascent of the workers movement. The bureaucracy of 
before, structured economic, cultural and political relations with a rlg 1~.my, a 
strength, a power of domination which are not completely weakened today. But 
this structure is full of cracks and it is losing force and assurance, because it 
no longer has the economic support which it received previously, On the contrary, 
the conditions of today are weakening it. 

British, and in part German imperialism, have utifised much racial discrimina­
tion, and th.e British proletariat would find itself confronting the Hindus, Singa­
lese, Guyanese and West Indian workers. The proletariat of these cquntries is 
there in fairly great numbers and British capitalism used to separate it from the 
British proletariat, in the sense that the .British would not take the dirtiest 
and least paid jobs; the immigrant workers were doing it. This provoked a divi­
sion among them and it influenced middle layers of the proletariat. The same 
thing happened in Germany. This situation has created particular relations and 
exerts an intellectual pressure on the British workers which is not a pressure 
which just comes from the economic apparatus, but from a whole tradition. In the 
United States the same thing happened. Immense layers of the North American 
proletariat are well .paid and they, in turn, exert an enormous pressure on the 
rest of the workers. Such a thing does not exist in France or Italy. French 
imperialism is the weakest in Europe, and Italian capitalism is so poor that it 
has to go round begging. 

You must expect that the British and German proletariat are going to receive 
the influence of the world proletariat and, at the same time, they will receive the 
consequence of the crisis of capitalism. You must also see that the proletariat. 
and the petit bourgeoisie, have made great struggles in Britain. They invented 
the 'sit-in', the demonstrations of the 'white collars•. This was after the war, 
when they organised the movements of the squatters, house occupations, and the 
trade unions had in their programme that the homeless should occupy all empty 
houses. But, at the same time, the British monarchy had created a Whole insti­
tution to integrate the trade union and pQlitical leaders and to give them the title 
of 'Lords'. 

It is very important to stress in this historic process that the economy exerts 
a great weight on the German, North American and British proletariats. The 
character of the economy of these countri.es has segregated the proletariat from 
the most exploited sectors. Take, for example, the dustmen. In the United States 
they are all Blacks, there is not one white man amongst them, and the same 
applies to the men who throw salt on the roads in winter. The Blacks are always 
in the least paid jobs. These discriminations are part of the education of the 
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Continued from page 1 
conceptions of the proletariat. What is lacking is the class trade union and a 
real class party of the proletariat. 

All this is very clear in Britain. The workers are making formidable strikes 
and they continue to give support to the Labour Party, which includes an essential 
part of the proletariat like those who have the hardest jobs, where most of the 
workers are immigrants. This situation influences strongly the consciousness 
the class structure and the political capacity of the proletariat. The British 
proletariat has made great struggles and gained important conquests, but these 
are the relations which still limit it much in the political conclUsions, the pro­
gramme and the qbjective of the taking of power. 

These mistakes do not come from the proletariat itself, but from the lack of 
leadership. In this there is the problem of Stalin. Had a revolutionary movement 
existed in the Soviet Union instead of Stalin, none of this would have happened. 
In spite of these economic relations which exist, the influence of the Soviet 
Union would have been stronger than all these economic relations, and it would 
have helped the education of the consciousness and of the political, programmatic 
and organisational ability of the British proletariat, the German and the North 
American proletariat. And, in any case, the proletariat of these countries shows 
all Its class consciousness in the fact that it has built large trade union organi­
sations, which shows that it cannot become an agent of capitalism or remain 
submitte~ to it. But what it doesn't have is the leadership, the guide, the policy 
to lead the changes of society. It has the leaderships which conciliate with 
capitalism. It is not by chance that in these three countries the Communist 
parties and the other revolutionary movements are flimsy, with no roots in the 
in the workers and intellectual movement. 

These problems are very important to understand, in order to have a notion of 
the unequal and combined process. Britain, Germany and the United States form 
the unequal part, whilst .the Workers States and the world revolutionary movement 
form the combined part of the process. It is not the unequal part which deter­
mines, but the combined part. The process has no need to be as slow as It is at 
the moment. If it is, it is because the leaderships have failed at the time when 
a Lenin was needed again, and th.is leadership has not been able to find a con­
tinuity of programme and policy. The Bolsheviks have not been continued. The 
problem is not that North American, British or German capitalism was strong, but 
that the world Communist movement was weak. If German capitalism still sur­
vives today it is because world capitalism needed It: otherwise it would have 
crushed it. Why has world capitalism made a war against German capitalism as a 
competitor and then put it on its feet again? It was not by chance but 
because capitalism was without force and it had to come to the rescue of German 
capitalism to make it confront the Workers States. 

The Communist Party has no other perspective other !han that of being a 
medium to influence the Labour left in Britain. And it is the same also for Ger­
many and in the. United States. It could exert a very great influence if it helped 
to organise the left. The reason why capitalism in these countries is not bothered 
by the Communist Party is, in part, because the Communists do not fulfil this 
function. 

Proletarian internationalism is for them a slogan, but it is not a programme. 
However, it is a principle which has to be applied by means of a programme. The 
Communists in Britain discuss separating Brita in from the world. If they were 
internationalists they would need the experience of the world in order to see the 
reasons why there is such a process in Britain. They have not made a single 
discussion about this in the Communist Party which is also very small. They 
have never discussed why the Communist Party is so small. They throw the 
guilt onto the Labour comrades .• or on the right, or on everybody else; but not on 
themselves. However, it is their own fault if they do not grow, because they 
never tried to see why they do not grow. 

The unequa I and combined character of the process can be measured by the 
fact that in spite of a great number of Workers States, in spite of the fact that 
each insurrectlonal social uprising leads to the Workers State, the Communist 
parties of the capitalist countries - and particularly of the colonial countries -
have remained flimsy. The base for the explanation of such an unequal process 

, is to be found In Stalinism; but today there is an upturn of the revolution ~nd it is 
the combined aspect which absorbs the ·unequal one, and it is this combined 
aspect which now influences the global process. 

The conclusion which comes out clearly from this crisis in the small British 
Communist Party ls the weakness of the world Communist movement, because it 
does not have the Ideas, the analyses, and it does not transmit or apply the 
necessary conclusions to generalise experience. Crises occur and have particular 
effects in each Communist Party, whilst they all have a common base because 
they do not have the policy or the theoretical preparation which is needed. These 
crises show also the weakness of the Workers States, of the leaderships of the 
Communist parties of the Workers States which do not give orientation, or elevate 
the richness, the nourishl))ent, in terms of the necessary ideas, the necessary 
conclusions by means of the generalisation of programmatic experiences. The 
Workers States do not discuss experiences in order to generalise. If they did, they 
would say: This is how you apply the dictatorship of the proletariat, and prole­
tarian internationalism means this and that. They would explain what 'pluralism' 
is. They do not do this. Therefore th~ Communist movement starts from a situa­
tion in which it does not have the experience on which to base Itself. It 
has to. deepen the experiences of history, and take up positions of principle~which 
is what is throwing up a II these crises. · 

This tundamenta I conclusion is going to be drawn in all the Communist parties, 
and to be sure in all the nationalist movements, whatever be their point of depar­
ture, because these are the general principles for the whole world. For society 
to progress state control is needed. Private property represents no progress 
but at best stagnation crisis and regression To impose state control you 
need the Party and you need also planning so as to produce for the need of the 
people and of the whole society and not for the individual interest of each one. 
These are the principles. The problem is that in the world Communist movement 
they discuss no principle and no experience. 

The books that various Communist leaders are now writing are commentaries, 
news and statements which are not based on principles, experiences, to feed the 
world Communist movement with the necessary ideas. It is not true that the 
capitalist regime still exists now because it has a force of its own. It is because 
there is not the leadership to finish it. lhe Workers States, in particular, do not 
feed theoretically and politically the world Communist and Workers movement with 
ideas. The literature of the Communist movement, like the book of Carillo, are 
without importance because they are not making analyses of principles, of historic 
experiences. All that they do is constant omissions. For example, they say that 
the construction of the USSR has been a special, accidental case in history. 
Why is this? It was not like a car accident, was it? It was the event which 
permitted the throwing out of centuries of private property in a few years only, 
and besides this, in spite of thirty years under Stalin and in spite of wars which 
destroyed 70% of what the USSR had! The Communists do not discuss these 
experiences, they do not make all this known in this way, they lack scientific 
objectivity. They make discussions on the basis of simple statements, which 
only show superficiality, the weakness, fear and naivety of these leaderships, 
who do not base themselves on experiences. But for what concerns art, culture. 
science, do we not base ourselves on experiences? Why not then in politics? 

Still the Communists say: 'We still have to make a study of the actual world to 
verify if yes or no we can construct a new one • Tnis is to take no account of 
human conduct which is determined by social, economic interests, which are the 
factors from which to understand the conduct of society and of the social classes. 
Where can .YOU verify that in Italy you can make an 'historic compromise'? Com­
promise with whom? And why should it also be 'historic'? If it was fl4storic, this 
would then mean that the bourgeoisie is going to compromise Itself, to act against 
itself. It is true that you must take advantage from the weaknesses of capitalism, 
and Lenin was the one who did it best. And today we can do this much more 
than he did, taking the present weakness of capitalism into account. But to take 
advantage of its weakness does not mean the same thing as to replace the class 
struggle by an alliance, and to believe that in this way we can literally overpass 
capitalism slowly, electorally, with a programme without transcendence. It is 
possible to accumulate slowly the forces which are necessary, accumulating them 
progressively and even electorally. But the time of confrontation will come in 
any case. Can we avoid it? The Communists say that, yes, we can. Where can 
they show that the bourgeoisie yielded to fear? In Rhodesia? In Chile? In the 
United States or In the programme of the bourgeoisie? The bourgeoisie shows 
nothing of this. Then what do the comrades of the Communist Party base them­
selves on to say this? What do they base themselves on to make such statements? 

This crisis in the British Communist Party seems to happen in a quite remote 
part of Britain. This is because the Communists do not discuss what is the 
situation of the country when this crisis bursts out.· Is it that the situatl on is 
good, or is it bad? Is the situation in progress or is it in retreat? How do they 
situate their own crisis? No crisis can be understood in the abstract. Besides, 
any crisis of a political movement which occurs in history and which represents a 
progress is united to the reality of progress of the country where It intervenes. 
This crisis cannot be a foreign body from the whole of the organism, the whole 
of the movement in this case. It is growing on the whole body itself. Then what 
is its cause? Why does it grow on the body? What is happening in the whole of 
Britain? What is to be done? What is the programme? The Communist comrades 
discuss abstractly and they generalise no experience. Their weakness leads 
to naivety, which consists in believing that you can do away with the historic 
experiences. But you cannot do without the experiences of history: particular 
conditions in each country are the circumstantial result of the relations of forces, 
they signify in no way that principles should apply differently. A relation of 
forces which is particular is not a principle. It is a situation which has defined 
and determined limits. Principles, on the other hand, are unalterable. For example, 
the classes behave as classes and they yield when they can no longer maintain 
themselves, In the same way as capitalism had to yield in front of the Russian 
Revolution. Classes also make concessions. A good example of this is when the 
capitalist class allied itself with the USSR against Hitler, which meant therefore 
the retreat of the capitalist system as it happened. The capitalists have made 
this alliance to be able to survive, because the bourgeoisie as such had no more 
forces of its own. But, Jn order to survive now as a whole, it is preparing the 
war. 

It is necessary to discuss like this, comrades of the British Communist Party! 
And our own Party must discuss collaboration and contribution to the formation 
of the left in the Labour movement in Britain. It is a process in which the crisis 
of the Communist Party is a very important factor. Because, if. the Commun.isl 
Party just understood that it is necessary to organise the Labour left, it wou id 
not have to be in crisis. rt would put itself in agreement with itself, and they 
would discuss this in the Party. But the Communists are in crisis because they 
do not know what to do, and they do not have a policy and programme. 

Balibar in the French Communist Party defends the dictatorship of the prole­
tariat; and he repeats also some of Marx. He is against Stalin. But he defends 
everything Stalin did, he does not denounce the fact that Stalin assassinated the 
leadership of the Bolshevik Party, and that he allied himself to Hitler. He 
defends 'Socialism in one country' and says that Stalin defended the Soviet Union. 
So the criticism he makes of Stalin is an invented one. His book is just a list 
of quotes from Marx. but it does not apply to anything today. 

The world Communist movement lacks experiences and discussion. For ex­
ample, why not discuss in the British Communist Party why it does not develop 
itself? When there are so many strikes! What are the factors which guide the 
crisis? This crisis in th.e Communist Party bursts out on a principle of the 
dictatorship of the proletariat. However, the Party lived up to now without 
applying it at all, or without elaborating a single principle that stems from it, 
and without being pre~occupied on the programmatic level. When the process has 
produced twenty Workers States, why is it that the British Communist Party has 
no influence? 

This comes from a lack of theoretical and political. experience, and from a 
lack of communication on the experiences made by the Workers States; such a 
communication should be made to show how the Soviets took power. The various 
Workers States did not take power in the same way as the Soviet Union. They 
did it as a consequence of the war and of historic circumstances at the time. But 
the Communist parties were not prepared for the taking of power. Power just 
happened to fall into their hands. The proletariat, in particular the Soviet and the 
Chinese proletariat, made power fall into their hands. The British Communist 
Party does not discuss any of this. It makes arrogant declarations, whilst it has 
to see that its strength is that of the Soviet proletariat, that of the Soviet Union, 
that of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and of China. No one to this 
day has yet written the history of the revolution in Czechoslovakia, in Hungary, in 
Poland. These revolutions have not been led by Communist parties which would 
have been prepared, and would have utilised the circumstances of the war, to 
make the revolution. The conditions at that time were such that the structure . of 
world capitalism was weakened and Hitler was an example of this. It is not the 
United States but Hitler at that time who was the centre of the capitalist system. 
It was Hitler who sought to confront the Soviet Union. It was him who has to 
embody the pretensions and the economic and m Hilary power of the capitalist 
system. There is no experience in the world which shows that you can take 
power through the nationa I road, basing oneself on imaginary differences between 
these revolutions in Europe and the previous revolutions. 

On the contrary, there are twenty Workers States which influence Africa, Asia, 
Latin America, and it is these which stimulate the colonial revolution to adopt 
the Soviet forms. Why do the Communist parties not discuss this? The influence 
of the Workers States on the whole of Asia, Africa and Latin America, and even on 
individuals like Amin, demonstrates well that these principles are universal. 
At the moment the organisms to adopt these principles do not exist, but the 
existing organs of the masses have to come to these principles without having 
foreseen that they would need them. It is on the march that they verify that it is 
on the basis of these principles that they can build. On the other hand, the 
the. Communist Party discusses a vacuum. 

The British Communist Party does not even pose the slogan of 'down wJth the 
Monarcy, Long live the .Socialist Republic'. in the discussion of their crisis -
they pose objectives in a vacuum because they want to be a large party in Britain. 
There is no room for a large Communist Party in Britain, but there is room for a 
great Communist Party which should contribute to the formation of the left in the 
Labour Party, transforming it Into a party for social transformations. 
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Editorial 
FOR MASS DISCUSSIONS IN THE FACTORIES 

AND WORKERS ORGANISATIONS TO 
DEVELOP THE ANTI-CAPITALIST LEFT /N·THE 

LABOUR PARTY 
The assassinations of the Baader­

Meinhof militants in Germany show 
the criminal intentions of the 
bourgeoisie in front of the Very 
profound social disorder against their 
system. It has been an act blatantly 
carried out, a continuation of the 
murder of Ulrike Meinhof previously, 
a measure of civil war to confront the 
German masses in their elevating 
struggle against the reactionary 
social democratic leadership. As in 
Mogadishu, the world capitalist class 
made a united front in collusion for 
assassination. Assassination 
provides the only response that the 
capitalist class can make, because 
there is no perspective for them to 
attract sectors to the system of 
private property. The desertion of 
even the sons and daughters of the 
bourgeoisie away from their own 
regime, which in Germany 
economically still has a certain 
strength, to carrying out an anti­
capitalist struggle against it, shows 
why the fear of the ruling class is 
justified. The result of their insecurity 
is that they have to suppress 
democratic rights. In the name of 
"democracy" the dictatorship of the 
bourgeoisie is reinforced and the 
quality of life of the masses is 
further reduced. 

DEMOCRACY CANNOT BE 
DISCUSSED IN ABSTRACT 

What is the nature of democracy 
under capitalism? Does it provide 
true freedom for the population? 
With the continuing chaos of 
decomposition of capitalism, 
democraw is .show.n .to be. the ,(ig~t 
to live under the constant threat of 
unemployment, the right to be killed 
or injured at work, the right to enjoy 
polluted air and food; there is a 
parliament and elections, but did the 
population vote for all these things? 
How can democracy exist, when the 
masses in Ireland face the guns, 
batons and shields of the British 
army every day? Certain concessions 
have been gained by the masses in 
Britain in the past, such as the Health 
Service, but now even these 
parliamentary reforms are being 
taken back. It becomes quite striking 
that the so-called democracy is a 
charade, an illusion, which with the 
powerful past of British imperialism 
could appear to be "freedom", 
because capitalism was able to give 
these few reforms to certain sectors. 
A whole apparatus was created 
which could incorporate layers who 
enjoyed a privileged social status, 
such as the Lords, or the trade 
union aristocrats. Britain was thus 
proclaimed a democracy, even 
though the mass of the population 
was still, exploited and there was still 
poverty and bad living conditions, 
because this extensive apparatus 
could contain social rebellions by 
incorporating different sectors in 
different ways. However when any 
serious revolt developed, it would 
still be put down with force. 
Parliamentary democracy exists, but 
the bourgeoisie has always been in 
power and no government has ever 
been able to give "democracy" to 
all the population. Democratic rights 
have been given, but now more and 
more repressive laws are passed, 
precisely because the system can no 
longer give reforms, it can no longer 
rely on this method to contain the 
growing rebellion against it. 
Capitalism cannot give democracy, it 
has never given it even at the height 
of its expansion. Democracy, under 
the system of private property finally 
ends up as the right to develop the 
neutron bomb, which kills people but 
leaves property intact. 

IT IS NOT A NORMAL CRISIS OF 
CAPITALISM 

The masses of the world have 

thrown out British imperialism from 
the colonies and it is this situation 
which provokes the intensity of the 
crisis of capitalism. As the masses 
have no intention of allowing 
imperialism back, capitalism is faced 
with no possibility of reanimating 
itself. For capitalism to reanimate, it 
would require extensive investments, 
restructuring of an old and decrepit 
industry' the development of 
industrial capacity. All these .are 
essentials which capitalism has no 
potential to do. This is because the 
system no longer has any dynamism 
or initiative, its markets are 
contracting, vast areas of the world 
are a desert as far as capitalism is 
concerned because they can no 
longer plunder the resources for 
themselves. The purely speculative 
nature of capital illustrates the 
insecurity of capitalism, no area of 
the world is free from the developing 
revolution with its inherent dangers 
for the bourgeoisie of expropriation. 
Truly the system of private property 
is in its death agony! Thrown out 
from the colonies, the enormous 
alternative system of the workers 
states confronting it every day, this is 
why it is not the normal cyclical crisis 
of slumps and booms, where 
capitalism could say that a boom was 
round the corner, even of short 
duration. Now it is slump, slump, 
slump, accompanied by the de­
composition of the system. This 
situation allows the possibility for a 
functioning of a tendency of the left 
in the Labour party and trade unions, 
because the conditions demand a 
programme of social transformations, 
as the only solution to the crisis. 

·Nor is the ·electoral strife between··· 
parties a 'normal' one. The crisis 
would usually provoke considerable 
electoral competition between all the 
parties. The reality is that all the 
parties, from Labour to Tory, are 
completely united behind the 
government's policy to sustain the 
capitalist system. The Tory party 
has shown no enthusiasm to 
campaign against the government; 
their conference demonstrated much 
rhetoric which did not challenge the 
government, thus allowing the 
government to continue because it 
carries out most effectively the policy 
they want. The bourgeois parties 
disintegrate because they have no 
programme or perspective. This has 
reached an enormous level in the 
Liberal party with the allegations 
against Thorpe. 

THE CRISIS IN THE LABOUR 
PARTY IS VERY PROFOUND 

Social democratic parties, such as 
Labour which support capitalism, at 
a time when it can no longer give 
reforms are being shaken to their 
roots. This is particularly so with the 
Labour Party, in which there is no 
prepared team able to propose a way 
out of the crisis. This was the most 
fundamental conclusion of the 
Labour party conference. How to 
deal with Ireland, the economy, the 
regions? How to increase the 
standard of life of the masses? These 
questions received no answer. The 
crisis of the Labour Party remains 
very deep and is unresolved because 
there has been no tendency 
explaining the need for social 
transformations. In face of the 
problems, the National Executive 
Committee proposes to end 
programmatic discussion for a year! 
But all the pressures which stem 
from the system being exhausted, 
will not go away but will accentuate 
sharply. 

What is essential to develop in the 
workers movement is a discussion on 
how to develop Britain so that it can 
give democracy for all the population, 
so that the masses do have a decent 
standard of living. Discussion is 
particularly important in this country 
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The crisis of British capitalism has deepened and extended in the last months and is expressed 
above all in the crisis inside Labour. The crisis of capitalism is expressed as much in Labour as in 
the Conservatives, as in the Liberals. But when Labour, which is the wing of the capitalist system in 
the workers movement, is shaken, unstable and insecure, it is because the crisis is very profound. 
It is not economic, nor monetary, nor is it a problem of saving the value of the pound. 

This crisis is where all the centralisation ot the decline in the power of British imperialism in 
Africa, Asia and Latin America is concentrated, and now also inside the country. The British proleta­
riat is an exPfession of the will ot the European proletariat to liberate itself from the capitalist system. 
But, this has to express itself through Labour and the trade unions, and it is through this process 
thatthe forms ot the crisis of the Labour Party and of British capitalism are to be found. 

The present crisis of the Communist Party is very deep. It has divided publicly into two wings. 
One is tor and the other is against the Soviets. But, in reality, neither have the correct programme. 
The British Communist Party does not have any perspective as a Communist Party. The British prole­
tarf~t, on tfl.e, other hand, yes, . .it ha.s a per$.pecti,ve, .. startingidrom Labour and goin.g to Communism. 
Therefore, the British Communist Party has to know how to wait, it has to learn how to walk on a path 
which will unite it to the Labour Party in Communism. The Communists are not going to accept this, 
it is going to disgust them because they tee/ negated by this. But they have to discuss this. There 
is no perspective tor the Communist Party in Britain. It is a small party which has neither influence, 
nor authority, nor political and programmatic preparation; and the process in Britain is well elevated. 

You cannot pose for Britain what we pose tor Italy or Greece. They are situations which are within 
the same process of capitalist crisis, but in a patticular form. They have national characteristics, 
because ot the different relation ot forces internally. It is so tor these reasons, and not because they 
are different countries with different languages. 

The Communists must aim at the Labour left, posing a programme of state control, of planning, and 
also of the federation of England, Scotland, Wales and Ireland which have to unity. This stage is 
throwing up racial, 1egional differences. The discovery ot an oil well is claimed by three sectors. 
This prevents planning. The problems ot the economy and cultural development ot Britain cannot be 
solved within British capitalism. And this problem of oil - like the problems ot Ireland - is part of 
the economic, cultu1al and social problem of how to unity. It all this bursts out, it is because they 
all oppose, resist and reject the continuation Of centralisation under the command ot big British 
capitalism. 

The political demand tor regionalisation is a retrogression. But the revolt is not a retrogression. 
The revolt is good because it permits a base on the revolt to attack British capitalism. But the demand 
no, because it seeks a division into zones, into nationalities and languages. 

This does not mean that the Mandelists, the Trotskyist groups, the Communist left and the Labour 
left, and our own party should, therefore, just wait on the sidelines. They can and must grow in the 
political activity to influence more in a centralised way. But the objective must not be theirown 
growth, to dispute over the leadership of the Labour Party. This is not possible. There is no time, 
nor historic conditions, and there are no immediate political possibilities tor this. Above all, because 
the tradition ot the Communist Party is to be amorphous, completely amorphous. Remember that they 
are those who have rectified Marxism, they threw it out, and they said that you don't need it because 
Britain is a special case in history. However, Marxism continues being the method of interpretation 
tor Britain. 

These are not problems of trade unions, of elections, or of economy, or oil wells. They are the 
problem of the dry wells ot capitalism which no longer give anything. What is missing in Britain is 
programme and policy. In the case of Ireland, what is the policy of the parties? They pose more or 
less liberty. It is necessary to discuss with the Labour left, with the Trotskyist groups and with the 
Communists ot the left, proposing to them a programme tor the development ot the left in the Labour 
Party. The Trotskyist groups and the Communists must intervene with programme, policy and agita­
tionally to influence inside the Labour left. When they do this more, then they will influence more and 
there will be a greater result. 

It is necessary to understand why there is all this uproar, all this agitation in Britain. Neither 
the Communists nor Labour, nor any of the Leftist parties discuss this. They explain it by the normal 
crisis of capitalism. No, in Britain it is not only the normal crisis ot the capitalist system, an eco­
nomic crisis. The crisis is the consequence ot the expulsion of British imperialism from the colonies, 
from the base of economic and social stability ot British imperialism; and essentially, because of 
the development of the world Socialist revolution and of the Workers States. But inside this process, 
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STALIN, THE WORKERS STATE AND THE 
ATOMfCWAR 

The basis of Stalinism was the absence of scientific thought, of the 
application of marxism, of marxist comprehension, of marxist education. 
When such a basis exists it is because it responded to social interests. The 
social interest of Stalinism came from layers which were thrown up by the 
revolution. 

Stalinism perverted scientific thm1ght, it destroyed and replaced it by 
bureaucratic thought in order to def end concrete material interests. These 
concrete material interests supported themselves on the Workers State. 
They were not the counter-revolutionary concrete material interests as in a 
capitalist country but in the Workers State. Thus the bureaucracy had to 
adjust the usufruct it makes from workers state, with the functioning of 
Workers State. The bureaucracy uses the contradictory character of the 
Workers State, and this resides in the fact that the base is revolutionary and 
in part socialist, that is: state owned property, planning of production and it is 
the state which controls and leads all the activities. But in distribution, in the 
Workers State the social relation is bourgeois. It is still bourgeois now in the 
USSR because the social relation is based on salaries, that is to say it is a 
relation between the workers, the Workers State and property made through 
the bourgeois conception of 'to each one according to his capacity'. This 
contradiction creates, created and developed and still creates in a diminished 
form, an abnormality, a contradiction which tends to either develop towards 
antagonism, or towards the disappearance of the contradictory factor and 
unification. Whilst this contradiction has been maintained, the Workers 
State however, has not retreated. 

Stalin because of the circumstances 
of history, could develop a 
bureaucratic apparatus. He himself 
did not create it or plan it all, but 
such were the circumstances of 
history. All those who endow Stalin 
with the ability to have created the 
bureaucracy, give to him a genius 
that he did not have. Had Stalin had 
the genius to this, he would not have 
made counter-revolution, he would 
have made the revolution, because it 
would have meant that he was an 
intelligent, capable man. But it is 
enough to look, to see that what he 
did was stupid, and intelligence is not 
stupidity. Intelligence is living, it is 
open progress, not retrogression. No, 
they were circumstances in history 
which Stalin did not foresee. Neither 
could the Bolsheviks have foreseen 
the level to which the process 
developed. They foresaw it, but not 
the level which it reached. It was the 
first historical leap of the revolution. 
Supported by the world process of 
the revolution, a bureaucracy arose 
which developed the ref ore the 
character of the State and all these 
statues. The workers state expanded 
and so did the swindling, but 
capitalism was incapable of 
destroying the workers state. Stalin 
weakened the Workers State. He 
destroyed the Bolshevik leadership, 
he assassinated them all, he persecuted 
all the revolutionaries, put the 
opponents in gaol, even opponents of 
the right like Bukharin. He eliminated 
any theoretical political marxist life, 
and the relations with the past of the 
Russian Revolution. He isolated the 
Revolution from its very support, 
from its origins, the ref ore he 
stimulated careerism, from this basis 
of the bureaucracy. It was not 
somehow hidden sections of society 
existed who were disposed to be 
bureaucratic. It is stupid to say that 
Stalin had a mountain of hidden 
bureaucrats. The bureaucracy is a 
social consequence and there were the 
conditions for this and a team, to do 
it. When such a bureaucratic body 
like that of Stalin arose it is because 
there was a development of layers 
which had a bureaucratic position. 
They had the limited, nationalist, 

Russian, Russophile attitudes. There, 
the bureaucracy was to be found. 
If the Bolshevik Party became 
bureaucratic, it is because these 
people dislodged the Bolsheviks and 
this is why Stalin killed all the 
Bolsheviks. He isolated himself and 
remained in his turn, dependent on 
the bureaucracy. But the bureaucracy 
could not liquidate him, even though 
it could profit in doing so and in 
putting directly one of them to 
negociate with capitalism, because 
Stalin represented at the same time 
the link with the Bolshevik past. 

. He had been a Bolshevik. Therefore, 
they needed Stalin to use him as a 
prop for themselves. 

At the same time, they needed 
Stalin because they feared the 
reaction of the Soviet proletariat, if 
they started liquidating Stalin. They 
would have had to confront the 
proletariat, because this would have 
meant a rupture between the masses 
and the past. There/ ore they kept 
Stalin as a bonus to the masses, the 
one with a Bolshevik past, or the 
appearance of the Bolshevik past. 

Stalin was the first to liquidate the 
dictatorship of the proletariat, the 
first to make 'plurality'. He said 
that the dictatorship of the proletariat 
was terminated, that we do not need 

it any more. Now there is no need 
for Communist parties as we needed 
them in the past, now there is no 
need for Russian Revolutions. All 
those who wanted to appear with 
some resolution, or- initiatives had to 
come out with the label of Stalin. 
And the initiatives of Euro­
communism, and plurality of today 
do not correspond to the needs of 
history. 

Stalin liquidated everyone and 
then, he was liquidated. But the 
Workers State endured all this and 
developed. A whole layer, a very 
large layer of old Bolsheviks 
supported the reconstitution of the 
Workers State, but all this layer has 
now disappeared. It is possible now 
that there could be Trotsky-ists 
Bukharinists, Revolutionaries of 
that time but not as organisms. 
As groups, this sector cannot exist 
anymore. 

In the Soviet Union there is the 
confidence, the security that the 
Russian Revolution triumphed by 
means of programme, policy and 
Leninist methods. It is a tradition 
which is a bridge which unifies the 
future and the past, because it is the 
tradition which corresponds, which 
contains all the conclusions, the 
consequences and the method which 
are necessary for the development of 
the revolution. 

The leadership was beheaded. The 
Bolshevik Party was beheaded and 
now the Bolshevik Party of the epoch 
of Lenin cannot return. It is another 
Party now which it is necessary to 
make. It has been demonstrated that 
the policy of the IV International at 
the time when it was based on the 
hope for a reorganisation, a 
possibility of trans/ orming the Party 
with us transforming it by means of 
entryism, of installing our develop­
ment and aiming at that sort of 
progress, was not the road. On the 
contrary, the process elevates as 
Regeneration and this is completely 
logical. Regeneration can come from 
a body which is contradictory, but it 
could not possibly come from an 
inert body. For example, capitalism 
cannot regenerate itself. Because 
from private property, capitalism 
cannot generate state property. If 
capitalism itself created state 
property, it would generate an 
antagonistic contradiction in itself 
and it could not live; Btlf on the other 
hand, the Workers State can 
regenerate, because it has maintained 
the principle of state-owned property, 
planning of production, the 
monopoly off oreign trade which are 
the three essential bases for the 
development of the Workers State. 
This is why it had to be able to 
regenerate. Since it maintained all 
these principles, then it generates the 
necessary leadership in order to 
reanimate the development of these 
very principles. 

As the Bolshevik Party is dead as it 
was beheaded, this Regeneration in 
the economic camp and in part in the 
world policy - in part also in the 
national policy - does not generate 
currents or internal movements in the 
leadership, with the preoccupation 
for the programmatic orientation to 
go back to the time of Lenin. 
However, this Regenration develops 
the function of the Soviet Union, 
now nearer to its genuine activity as a 
vital centre of revolution and of 
world social transformation. And on 
this basis, there is ground for the 

development of the new Party. 
All this is being lived in the Soviet 

Union in a very fragmented way. 
It is not on the order of the day to 
discuss this. It is not the theme, nor 
is there the preoccupation for it. 
But these problems in a very 
concentrated form, were those which 
the Soviet Union itself developed. 

The Workers State is contradictory 
by essence, because whilst state 
owned and planned property 
eliminates competition, it does not 
eliminate the market but softens it. 
The capitalist market is the direct 
consequence of competition which is 
the avidity for profit on the part of 
the bosses. It finds its expression in 
competition and in sales, the surplus­
value is actually materialised. In the 
world wide and national competition 
you find the real battlefield. The 
formation of the so-called 
multinationals - starting from the 
monopolies which later led to trusts 
- means the function of imperialism 
economically, socially and 
militarily. Today, the multinationals 
amount to this. They are more 
concentrated societies which include 
the national ones, but they are more 
ephemeral, they are more rapid in 
developing and in liquidating 
themselves, because the function of 
the multinational is not to extend the 
economy. It is not even like the stage 
of the monopolies before. We are in 
more feverish, more insecure, more 
uncertain and transitory stages which 
are expressed by the multinationals. 
They have their own network of links 
between raw materials and the 
armaments for war preparations. 

Capitalism is antagonistic with the 
Workers State and contradictory 
within itself. It is antagonistic with 
the Workers State because they are 
opposed regimes of property. They 
are antagonistic because there is no 
basis for true communication. 
Capitalism is contradictory of itself, 
because even though the capitalists 
all have the same interest in the state, 
in the regime of property, they clash 
in the market. The market annuls 
30% of the total production created. 
This production is eliminated 
through competition which rejects 
what is produced at higher cost. 
The least competitive is eliminated, 
and all the cost of the lost production 
is later transferred in the prices of 
other commodities. 

It is a social effort which is lost. 
The capitalist system just trans/ ers it 
into prices. The prices of the world 
put together, are the quantity of 
labour power which was necessary 
for all production. This includes 
what has been wasted. It is an 
immense waste. There! ore there is an 
antagonism. It is a contradiction 
which is expressed in antagonism 
with human need. The Workers 
State is not antagonistic like this. 

There is a contradiction in the 
Workers State between state property, 
and the social relations,between state, 
property, production and the need 
of the workers expressed through 
wages. They are contradictions, but 
they can be eliminated in the process 
of advance of the Workers State. 
Capitalism cannot do this because the 
capitalist system means contradictions, 
competitior. , and no more. 

In the Soviet Workers State 
competition exists. The market 
economy exists. You buy for a price, 
and the price is in any case, determined 
by the hours of work contained in 
what you buy and competition, but 
it doesn't have the character of 
competition as in capitalism, because 
the Workers State is state controlled 
and planned. Being state owned and 
planned, it is possible to fix a price 
which is not determined by profit but 
by need. The ref ore, this softens the 
aspects of the market. 

The market is no longer the brute 
which imposes on production, and 
commerce. It is the State which 
decides the competition which there 
is and it mollifies it a great deal. 

This is why the Workers State 
endured Stalin, the assault of the 
Stalinists, and it is why the working 
class - in spite of Stalin and in spite 
of the monstrosity of Stalin who 
assassinated the Bolshevik Party -
constructed a new Soviet Union in 
4 years. That is to say the working 
class assimilates, not the backward 
aspects of the experiences which try 
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to turn back to the past like Stalin, but opens its arms to the future. 
The working class of the world takes and assimilates the most complete 

experiences. The working class which doesn't go to college, draws its culture 
and its understanding from its function in production and society, where it 
acquires the notion of its impor~ance in history. It a~q'!ires the noti<?n that it is 
the essential centre of productwn, and up to Socialism, productwn will be 
the essential base. 

It gives security to the proletariat that it has a function which no other 
class has in history. The social function of the proletariat - which cannot 
become a new proprietor gives it the inclination to be objective. 

The Soviet proletariat is this, and it lives all this without being able to 
express it. Because it does not have the sort of life which would «!low it to 
express it, with meetings and congresses. There . are congresses m. all ~he 
Communist Parties, but they are congresses organised from the top m which 
the line put forward was already decided a year in advance. Now it is less than 
a year, because before there was no political and theoretical life, and now 
there is much more. 

In the Soviet Union the will, the preoccupation of the working class has to 
be expressed in order to see what is happening in the world and how to 
intervene. The Soviet proletariat has to express the desire which it has to 
participate, to give its opinion, to demonstrate against Euro-communism, to 
defend the dictatorship of the proletariat, defend the Soviet Union and the 
CPSU and also defend the leaders of the Soviet Union. It is not that the 
Soviet proletariat simply follows them but it feels that the instrument which it 
has raised to that level, has to let it reason and speak, and they feel that it does 
not have to be broken in order to be reconstructed. The working class feels 
that this is not necessary. It has the security that it has been capable of 
imposing changes on Stalin. If the working class had let itself be smashed, 
the bureaucracy would have ousted Stalin and imposed itself. The working 
class was not smashed, it continuedforwardfirmly. 

No Communist Party has taken ideas, and the proletariat seeks to 
this into account. The Soviet Union intervene. In a text, Posadas posed 
has. It has the most complete that, "in this process, the Soviet 
proletariat of the world, it is the most masses particularly the Soviet Trade 
youthful. It is the most complete Unions, the Soviet proletariat are 
because it has made the experience of going to tend to intervene, to seek to 
the life structured by the Workers intervene, to give opinions, to seek to 
State and it went through the stage of hold meetings, to seek to participate 
Stalin. They defeated the Nazis and in this process and to make its 
not just to proclaim victory but as a thoughts heard". 
necessary J.unction. It wa~ n_ecessary These last resolutions in Moscow 
to crush Hitler t;tn_d the,r did 1t .. It was show that there is this pressure on the 
necessc:ry to finish with. 8_talm «Ffd part of the proletariat because the 
they did. _Twenty-th~ee millwn S?~1et resolution is aimed to answer to this 
people died, of which seven m1//1on need. 
were women, and very large numbers . 
of orphaned children who spent The c;ommunist P<f~ly of the USSR 
weeks without food, did not dedicate admonishes the mlfttants and_ the 
themselves to crying with pain. lec:ders because t~y do not disc~s 
Seven year old children, their whole wit_h . the populatwn, do not give 
f amity dead, picked up grenades and Of!lnlf!ns or do not answer to _the 
threw them back. This is not a dzs9wet, to the ne~d of the f!Opulatwn. 
particular example of the Soviet It 1~ a bureaucratic resolution b!Jt one 
Union but the consciousness which wht<;h tends to correct mistakes 
the Workers State gives, as that agamst the development of !he 
which the Paris Commune and 1905 USSR. Tomorrow another resolutwn 
gave. To give consciousness does is going to co_me Otf t, t~a_t the 
not mean that a text gives it but the "!orkers ml!st give their opmwn to 
intervention, the magnitude, the mtervene directly. 
function of the proletariat to The changes which they are 
trans/ orm society, gives it a notion producing are still very partial 
of its function in history. And the changes, but changes of intervention 
objectivity which it has, permits it to of the soviets in the world are now 
exercise its function. No other class very frequent, continual but partial. 
could do this and at the moment, the They are going to be continued but 
Soviet proletariat is allowed to in a more revolutionary form, more 
intervene little, very little, practically openly. 
nothing.. There are <feclarati?ns of One of the essential conditions, 
the So~1et Trade Umons which are necessary for the development of 
very distant and belated and there history is soviet democracy, not 
are those of the CPSU_and the 0th.er because they can speak of the 
leaders. f!ut the Soviet proletar~at dissident lunatics, but because it is 
do~s not intervene and has the desire necessary that it weighs and attracts 
to mtervene. the rest of the world, so that the 

By nature of its function, of its working class can weigh on the 
resolution, the Soviet proletariat does North American working class, the 

live all these problems. If it lives Japanese, the German, the British,on 
them why is it that it doesn't the French, Italian, Portuguese, 
participate? Why is it that it does not Spanish also, but essentially North 
make known its judgements and its American, British, German and 
opinions? Why does it not weigh in Japanese. The democratic soviet 
the world, for example, directing functioning allows the workers state 
itself towards the CGIL of Italy and to intervene and develop the workers 
the CGT of France, supporting the state to the maximum possible, when 
organisation of trade unions and today it is the minimum possible 
workers centres in China which do through bureaucratic management. 
not exist. And directinlf themselves Capitalism has no perspective for 
tow_ards the tr_ade u_mons of. the continued life, nor fascism. 
Umted. States m w~1ch ther_e. is a Berlinger says that "if fascism 
centralised tencj.ency m f!PPOS1t10.n. to comes it will be a retreat, which will 
the AFL that is_ to say m oppos1twn lead to the most terrible epochs of 
to the trade umon of bosses' age!'ts, fascism of feudalism". We say not 
now t~ere are two trade umons that fascism is going to triumph but 
proposu;ig workers control of that fascism to triumph would have 
production. to do this. Trotsky said "if Hitler 
Stalin was liquidated but the tr!umphed it is going I? be_ a stage in 
consequences of Stalin remain. For histor!,, but even s~ t! will .be very 
example the Bolshevik Party was shorf . We say that it is possible that 
destroyed, and the old Bolshevik fa_sc1sm makes coups. Co1:'ps. are of 
Party no longer exists. It is another different types, one of which is f!lad_e 
Party which it is necessary to and c~llapses, p_ronto. T~1s . 1s 
construct, because of the bureaucratic appropriate for f asasm and capitalism 
structure which has taken over from also . . They prepare to lau'!ch a coup 
the Bolsheviks. It is bureaucratic and 1t collapses because 1t does not 
structure which is made up of have the historic streng_th to succeed. 
careerists who prevent the Party There are 14 genume structure:! 
from reasoning, from receiving workers states, structured and m 
experiences, from communicating total twenty workers states, <flf hou~h 
experiences, from living internally they d<? not have all the requisites ll~e 
dialectically. Therefore it is necessary Somalia, South Yemen, Algeria, 
to construct a new Party. We are China, .Vietnam, Laos, A_ngola, 
supporting this. But in turn, they Mo~amb1que, they have still not 
have to make this experience of a achieved all the structure but already 
new Party in the Soviet Union itself. theJ! are wor~ers states. T~en hf!W 
People have to discuss, exchange belleve that m an epoch m which 



THE CRISIS OF BRITISH CAPITALISM, THE SOVIET UNION 
AND THE LEFT IN THE LABOUR PARTY continuedfrompaget 

humanity resolves all the problems The proletariat of Europe is ready 
through the workers state, that to take power. The elections, the 
fascism has a place in history. What great strikes, the trade union 
we are doing is not a socially concentrations, the growing 
interested calculation with a development of the trade union 
competitive conclusion but a concentrations show it is ready to 
scientific conclusion. overthrow capitalism. In Germany 

Humanity has already seen that the capitalism is sustained with the Social its expulsion from Asia, Africa and also Latin America, has a particular importance. 
social problems are resolved through Democracy. The Social democracy h I f h · · "d th · the Soviet Union, because humanity contains, in its turn, the proletariat The formation of the multi-nationals is not just t e resu t o f e economic process ms1 e e cap1-
sees that it endured Stalin and by a bureaucratic apparatus which talist system. It is not just the result of the accumulation Of capital and of competition. This is the 
advanced. How believe that people corresponds to the old Yankee or end product. But the formation of the multi-nationals results from the tact that capitalism was made 
are so stupid as not to see this. British type but also with the promise 
The fear that it is not so answers to of socialism. The proletariat does not to accelerate the process of its internal composition because it was rejected by the world Socialist 
another need, not to objective need. create it, but like all the apparatuses revolution in every part of the world. Britain is the result of this. Capitalism was rejected in 1111 
It is the fear of someone who does it is in the hands of the bureaucrats, parts of the world and therefore capital concentrated. Because of this, what they call the multi­
not have theoretical security, not of very well paid workers, thus the 
through bad intention. Fascism is proletariat cannot make their opinion nationals have appeared. It is the present form of the monopoly of the capitalist system. 
going to make a coup, but it is going felt. But there was a series of very The masses of the world have rejected Britain and the Queen. Why cannot we overthrow the Queen 
to fail and it is necessary to say this. important strikes. As part of this the 
Also we want to avoid the war, can it German communist parry brought and make a Socialist Britain? The slogan has to be for a Socialist Britain, Socialist democracy, ti•• 
be done? Who can believe that Lenin out a resolution, where they did not Democratic Republic of Britain. This does not mean democracy in the abstract; democracy in th• 
did not wish to avoid the war? attack Trotskyism which is a change abstract means the Queen which we have. 
Marx also wanted to avoid the war showing that they are correcting 
but its not possible to prevent war themselves under the pressure of the Another thing to discuss in the Communist Party is that Communism is the objective of humanity. 
that comes as a consequence of the masses. If in Capitalist Germany It is a natural conclusion of the objective process of history. But it Is not natural in human society. 
relations of the capitalist system. which is less sensitive to the world . . . . . . 
This is not because they insult, attack process than elsewhere there are The economy, science and techmque are creations of human society. But the human betng creat•d 
and make an aggressive activity, but preoccupations like this how believe . science and intelligence, and created class conflicts also. Science, intelligence and the ecanon;y 
because it is a consequence of the:~ in the USSR the workers and go much wrtherthan this· but today intelligence goes much further than all the economy as a whof .. 
capitalism. Capitalism is war as Marx militants do not seek to understand ' 
said and Lenin. The communists do discussandread. ' This is Marxism and this is represented by the Workers States. The Workers States are the material 
not say that capitalism is war but that The problems of the partial expression of the progress of humanity and Marxism. Marxism is not Karl Marx, nor is it his statue, nor 
capitalism can make war, not that it regene:ation need th<; interyention of his texts. Marxism is the Workers States. Even it they say that there is no liberty or that they don't 
is war. It means that their competition Posad1sm and_ the c1rculat1on of ~he al low Biermann to sing it is like this. 
and antagonism is war. The relation texts of Posad1Sm. And the Trotsky1sts . • . . . . . . . . 
of the bourgeoisie is one of war. Posadists intervene in this process. We are m agreement with the r1ght to cr1t1c1se the Workers States. but the cr1t1c1sm has to be t•r 
They seek to smash each other. the progress of humanity. It is said that you can see what Stalin was through what exists today. 
Let them all die like Seveso. This is J POSADAS capitalism. seveso is an example of 5tiz March 1977: And what is it that exists today in the Workers States? Is it that Biermann cannot sing, or that Med-
making war. ,....... _________ __:..;_..;__.:_i vedev and So/zhjenitsyn, and some other types cannot speak? But has the Workers State been 

It is necessary to proclaim the war £difOfi8/ checked? Have science, technology, the economy and society been checked? No. they have pro-
is coming and to prepare for it. But progressed. Economically, technologicaUy,, scientifically the Workers States have advanced. Socially 
it does not mean just to put the continued from page 1 
helmet on and prepare the atomic because there is no cultural political they have advanced more than technically, scientifically or economically, because they have liberat•d 
weapon, but it means to have the life. It is prevented by the apparatuses Angola and Mozambique. How can one close the eyes to such a process? ' 
th t• / fi · ht h · 1· of the Labour Party and trade 
is;~~~;~~ m~~'::ie w~r°:n~aft1~1~sg; unions who have accepted the norms Communist comrades, comrades of the Communist left - which is not very left - the Soviet Union 
an atomic pool. The image of an of bourgeois thought. Hence any cannot just be measured by the tact that Medvedev was prevented from making a funeral oration, but 
atomic pool because it is of short discussion on 'where is Britain you measure it as a whole. These people cannot speak, but the workers of the Soviet Union are 
duration but very deep and damaging going?' would take on an anti- /I d t k ·t th h t k d' ti th h th t d · th h h C like a pool. The pool is small, but it capitalist form and would not be in a owe o spea - even 1 ey ave no spo en 1rec y roug e ra e umons, roug t e om-
means also rotten water, with every the interests of the apparatuses. mun/st Party arid the government, and they supported Angola and Ethiopia. This has more effect 
type of waste and the atomic war will Why not develop open public than all the songs of Biermann. You must discuss like this. 
be this, very soon. They are going to discussion on the need for social 
kill millions and we cannot impede it. transformations? Discuss in the We are in favour of Soviet democracy. Soviet democracy is represented neither by Medvedev nor 
Its like the surgeon who has to cut off factories, workplaces, in the by Solzhenitsyn nor by Biermann. We are in favour of Soviet democracy in the Soviet Union, which 

' u h d I h h h universities and schools - if this a .eg. ne as to o it at oug e is consent and the right tor all the revolutionary tendencies to exist, and it is a scientific prin-
does not want to, otherwise the crisis is not a transitory one, if it is 
patient dies. It does no good to close not going to pass, then it is necessary ciple to develop science. The Workers Party, the programme tor the Workers State, the Bolshevik 
the eyes, and not see it. They still to find a solution to the crisis. As Party, the Soviet Union and the Workers States are the most elevated and necessary expression of 
h ,,.,. h t l h capitalism does not have the ave to cut OJJ t e eg. By cosing t e ·b·i· science. We can do without knowing about Ma.rs or Venus, and we can do without 01·1 and humanity 

h · · d poss1 11ty to reanimate, then it is 
J'::/01h~to;:i;:cie c~~~re~a~~al~:~ necessary to change the system. will find substitutes. But you cannot do without the conquests of the mind and human resolution. This 
capitalism seek another solution that Private property can develop no is what Marxism gives. It gives the security to be able to speak, to discuss, to discern and to po/.,_ 

· ht b ? c · ll · f'I' more. The longer it remains, the m1g not· e war. an 1t a ow ztseJ d · d micise. To polemiclse doesn't mean to oppose, to dispute or to crush. To polemicise mea .... t, .. .,,. to be dislodged? Can we win and more amage 1t can o to humanity. ,,. ,,,. 
impede it? A workers state therefore has to be interchange of ideas, as Lenin and Trotsky and the Bolsheviks did. This is the democracy which 

constructed in Britain, based on a 
The means which impede them, is nationalised, planned economy. there must be in the Soviet Union. This means the discussion tor the scientific progress of th• 

to take power everywhere. It is a way Subsidies, like those to Leyland, do Soviet Union and the world. This is full democracyJ 
to impede it but when capitalism sees not increase the quality of life of the 
that we take power everywhere it working class. Only the elimination of All the tendencies which correspond to revolutionary, which are determined, which support and 
make the war, before we take power all private interests will enable the which base themselves on the need of revolutionary progress, must have tu/I rights. Clearly, non• 
everywhere. For example a specific planning of the economy, to be of these will rise against the Workers State. But this Biermann, this Solzhjenitsyn, th is Medv•dtw: 
fact, if in Spain and Italy there is the controlled for the first time, instead 
workers state, capitalism will hasten of being left in anarchy and chaos. what do they have to do with the Socialist progress of the Soviet Union? What is that democracy and 
the war. But if in Italy, although Discuss in this way a programme to pluralism which they pose? It Is the democracy and the pluralism that consist of being able to oppose 
there might be an attempt of fascism, transform the economy. If the Dutch the Workers State. We are against this, yes, we are. Like the doctor is against killing the sick person, 
its the soviets who will launch the Socialist party can pass a resolution 
war. The soviets are not going to let at their conference against the because he seeks to cure him. Medvedev seeks to kiii the Workers State. And Solzbjenitsyn also. 
Italy be transformed into a fascist monarchy, why cannot the throwing Ourselves, we don't want to kill the Workers State; we want to improve, develop it,so that it reaches 
state which afterwards becomes a out of the queen be discussed in its fullest extent. And the basis tor it to reach its fullest extent, is the working class. This is what 
base of imperialism for the war. Britain? Holland has a rigid 
Cuba went to Angola which is quite I bureaucratic structure also but this it is necessary to say: Democracy in the trade unions. The trade unions must make pronouncements, 
far, sent by the Soviet Union. The has not prevented the monarchy aitTed at the masses of North America openly and as Soviet trade unions. The Soviet Workers centre 
r;n.:;:as::;~;!~a"::Itt~e.m;z1;,e:rz:;:: being discussed. must direct itself to the proletariat Of the world, calling on it to crush the capitalist system. This is 
calculation very approximate of the Discussion on a programme democracy. This is pluralism; but in reality it is not pluralism, it is just Marxism, and this is fife 
forces which Cuba sent and they provides the best way for the Workers State. 
could see the ships come out. But if formation of a left to take place. It 
they were strong why did they not enables an exchange of experiences, 
prevent them? If they have strength opinions, allows the influencing of 
and possibility, material forces, they sectors who are not convinced; it 
have little social force to make the develops the ability to reason and 
war without consequences for them. persuade, qualities which are 
They do not have this, hence they did essential for the formation of new 
not make it. Then it is necessary to cadres in the Labour party and trade 
show the weakness of capitalism unions. With increasing confidence 

h · h in an alternative programme as a 
w ich is preparing t e war. result of discussions, the left would 

The soviet leadership fears to become more firm and resolute to 
confront such a reality, it fears to challenge the bourgeois leaderships 
see that it is like this because as it in the party and unions. We appeal 
does not represent genuinally, for a united front of the Labour party 
integrally the necessary process for and trade union militants, intellectual 
the development of the Soviet Union, sectors, communists and members 
it does not feel that it is a of the left groups to develop a public 
representative factor. As it makes a discussion on the need to nationalise 
usufruct it is afraid. Hence it is not and plan the economy, the need to 
objective, but subjective. It sees and make a socialist republic, to carry out 
reasons in accordance with the a series of measures immediately to 
bureaucrat which usurps. It is defend the living standard of the 
necessary to define this conclusion. masses, as a way to take Britain out 

of the cultural backwardness which 
Another aspect is that it is possible has been its heritage. 

to advance in the anti capitalist ~-----~~-----­
struggle without capitalism launching CORRECTION 
the war when it wants, where it 
wants and how it wants. These are Red Flag 269. Article on China 
principles which it wants to discuss. (22.8. 77) J. Posadas. Page, 2 

The intervention of the Soviet Line 27' should read:­
Union publically is going to stimulate ''It pushed them from the 
the North American proletariat, the "hundred flowers" to the cultural 
North American masses to intervene revolution and now they want to 
to prepare to organise the class. return to the "hundred flowers". 

One has to discuss like this in the Communist Party, not discussing with the ambiguity which 
unites them all: Mandel, Grant and all the Trotskyists of Britain, with the Labour left and the Com­
munist Party. All of them are united by their divergency with this democracy in the Soviet Union. 
They are all united against it, because they have the petit bourgeois democratic conception, not the 
democratic conception determined by the Socialist Revolution. 

To put oneself on the side of the dissidents, as the British Communists have done and also tlte 
left, the Trotskyists, all this is idealism. It is not dialectical materialism. What do the disside11ts 
want? Is it that they want Soviet democracy so that the Soviet Union could weigh more in the world -
which is the aim of Soviet democracy? No, they want democracy tor themselve$: and they, what ;ue 
they? What do they propose? Is It that they propose idt:1as for the development of the Soviet Union? 
No, they are ideas for themselves. It is the democracy of coteries where they wander about. They 
masturbate with the void of ideas, to impede the progress of rational thought. It is necessary to dis­
cuss like this. 

In principle, this is going to be pretty well rejected, but later it is going to receive support, 
because the process does not favour these groups nor the present Labour left, nor does it favour the 
Labour government. The process favours the need for dialectical thought in order to interpret it • 

It is necessary to support the Labour left to organise itself on the basis of a dialectical mateiia­
list programme, on the basis of state control, planning, workers control, and the abolition of th• 
Queen, and in favour of the installation of the Socialist Republic and tor territorial unification in a 
Socialist programme. It is necessary to discuss self-determination. We ourselves agree with selt­
determination, but our criteria tor it is that it must impel progress and not backwardness. Any unifi­
cation, reunification or self-determination which is not on the basis of economic, social and political 
progress is no use. You cannot measure by discussing and analysing the cultural problems of 
languages, country, provinces and regions, in ffle form of separate interests, as the Communists and 
Labour people are doing. It is necessary to discuss as a united instrument, because history has 
demonstrated that this is progress. J. POSADAS 



OPEN LEITER TO THE 
BRITISH COMMUNIST PARTY 

We make this appeal to the British 
Communist party to allow us to 
participate in the Congress of the 
party and the discussions that the 
party is having over the draft 
programme of the party. This 
discussion in a distant way refracts 
the discussion the World Communist 
Movement is engaged in and it is 
important for the development of 
marxism in the Labour movement, 
particulary for the developing of a 
left in the Labour party. 

We particularly think it important 
as it is the only place in Britain where 
a discussion has arisen on 
fundamental principles such as 
dictatorship of the proletariat. This 
discussion needs to be developed with 
meetings allowing the participation 
of the Labour left, the left groups 
and ourselves to discuss what 
political programme to confront the 
total crisis of capitalism in Britain. 
The crisis in the Communist party 
has occurred because the party has 
not understood what role there is for 
it in this country and also it has not 
had the correct political programme. 
It is a historic fact that the masses 
concentrate around the political 
parties they have and seek to create 
leaderships of the left in those parties. 
Inspite of all the errors the leaderships 
make, the masses continue their 
centralisation. In Germany the 
leadership of the Social Democracy 
acts openly in the interests of 
imperialism, as with the assassinations 
of the Baader-Meinhof militants, and 
yet the German proletariat does not 
change its votes to the German 
Communist party. It is not that the 
proletariat supports Schmidt, any 
more than the British masses agree 
with Callaghan, the votes of the 
masses are a demonstration of their 

resolution to develop the left in these 
parties. 

There is no possibility of the 
British Communist party developing 
as a mass party or of it being the 
party that leads the masses. In France 
and Italy the communist parties are 
already the parties of the proletariat, 
but in Britain, as in countries like 
Germany, this is not the case and 
there is not any possibility of the 
Communist parties replacing the 
Socialist parties. What then can the 
communists do? There is in fact a 
role the communists can play, that is 
to assist in the task of the constructing 
of the marxist left in the Labour 
party. The way to elevate the left 
in that party is by proposing a 
political programme that is able to 
make social transformations. So far 
there has been a lack of this in the 
discussions in the Communist party, 
and the sector that broke to form the 
New Communist party also has 
developed no programme which sets 
as its objective the ending of 
capitalism. 

British capitalism is in a very deep 
crisis and it is not the normal crisis of 
the past where by a series of measures 
it will be able to get out of the 
economic recession. British capitalism 
once had enormous power and the 
queen of England looked after 
colonies all over the world. The 
masses in these colonies have thrown 
British capitalism, and the queen 
with it, out of their countries, it is 
the revolutionary movements of the 
masses that has broken this previous 
power. The masses are delivering 
constant blows to British capitalism 
and all the other capitalist powers 
and they are not going to recover 
from this. This change in the world 

situation means that capitalism is not 
just in an economic crisis but socially 
also it is breaking up. The Liberals 
are in crisis where the ex leader of the 
party is accused of gangsterism, there 
is degeneration and chaos in all the 
bourgeoisis parties and institutions 
because none of them have any 
programme to offer to the problems 
of their system and the only solution 
to all this is the development of 
anti-capitalist measures. The queen 
has been told to go from India, the 
masses of Asia have thrown her out, 
are the masses in Britain going to be 
any less responsive to the proposal 
to throw out the queen and make a 
Socialist Britain? The British 
proletariat has continually shown 
itself willing to make transformations, 
they have made the miners strikes, 
and big interventions like U .C.S. 
The proletariat has made constant 
strikes demonstrating their desire to 
confront capitalism. There are layers 
of the upper proletariat who have 
been developed during the time that 
British imperialism was very powerful 
and they were given a . priveleged 
position from the wealth that 
capitalism accumulated. This Jabour 
aristocracy has had a material 
interest in not changing the system 
and capitalism has used them to 
maintain itself. The apparatus in the 
trade unions rests on these sectors 
and it all acts as a structure 
containing the intervention of the 
most exploited sectors of the 
proletariat. Capitalism has no power 
to create new layers of the labour 
aristocracy and its lack of ability to 
give anything constantly weakens 
them. 

The calls from trade union leaders 
for more reflation to stimulate the 
economy are the demands of sectors 
that seek to make capitalism give 
more; as it cannot do so, there is a 
crisis of the Labour party for they 
were previously able to rest on the 
ability to extract reforms. Now that 
reforms are basically unobtainable, 
the perspective for social democratic 
ideas disappears. The Communist 

party has not proposed any 
programme substantially different 
from the social democratic 
programme, therefore the party 
enters into a crisis. The communists 
can advance by proposing a 
programme of state ownership of 
industry to allow the economy to be 
planned, to make a constant 
campaign towards the Labour left for 
the need for this programme. If the 
economy is left in the hands of 
capitalism the conditions of life of 
the masses deteriorates! If capitalism 
controls unemployment grows! To 
solve the crisis it is necessary to plan 
the economy, to do this it is 
necessary to nationalise! The 
weakness of capitalism means there is 
now the possibility to develop the 
programme of social transformations 
in Britain. There is a revolt in 
Scotland against the central power 
of England. The demand for 
devolution is not progressive for the 
claims for a separate parliament is led 
by bourgeois sectors in Scotland 
who want to control the oil for 
themselves. However the revolt 
against the central power in Britain 
can be used to weaken British 
capitalism and to propose a 
Federation of England, Scotland, 
Wales and Ireland. A unification of 
all of them in a Federation based on 
a centralised planned economy. 
This can attract the petty-bourgeoisie 
and left sectors in the nationalist 
movements and use this crisis of 
British capitalism. 

The fundamental factor that has 
changed the situation in the world 
making the balance of forces 
immensely favourable to the 
revolution, is the existence of the 
workers states. It is possible to 
criticise limitations in the functioning 
of the workers states but not in any 
way to use the criticism to weaken 
them. We wish to see soviet 
democracy in the Soviet Union, for 
the workers to intervene more so that 
the Soviet Union supports more fully 
all the revolutionary movements. 
Soviet democracy to impel a greater 

development in the leadership so 
that it confronts capitalism more 
consistently. Solzhenitsyn and 
Medvedev call for "democracy" so 
that the Soviet Union stops supporting 
Angola and Mozambique. They are 
not interested in helping the workers 
state to fulfil better its function but 
they want to halt the progress of the 
workers states, the constant advances 
threaten their priveleges and they 
wish to oppose this. Solzhe1dtsyn 
prefers Yankee imperialism to 
Angola what democracy is this? 
If criticisms are to be made of the 
workers state it must not be to join 
in the campaign of these sectors but 
it has to be a persuasive criticism to 
make them advance to develop their 
full capacity to crush capitalism. 
It must be to unify the World 
Communist Movement so as to 
strengthen it. All Revolutionary 
tendencies in the workers state to be 
able to openly discuss, all those who 
seek to exchange ideas to progress to 
socialism to freely speak. These 
"dissidents" want to destroy the 
workers state and make history go 
backwards, this is "democracy" for 
them, this is why Carter supports 
them. 

To get Britain out of the crisis it is 
necessary to get it out of capitalism. 
To develop a programme of the left 
to nationalise and to plan so as to 
construct a workers state. To have 
discussions of the Communists, 
Labour left, the left groups and 
Posadists on a programme of the left. 
For nationalisations under workers 
control, to abolish the monarchy, for 
a Socialist Republic. To have a 
federation on the basis of this 
centralised economy. We reiterate 
our appeal for a discussion on this 
programme and for us to be able to 
participate on the discussions in the 
Communist party and at the 
Communist party congress. 

Political Bureau,British Section 
of the Posadist IV International. 

29.10.77. 

The Popular Union in France and the necessity of the Labour Party I 
.Trade Union United Front based on the anti-capitalist programme 

Despite the lack of a conscious, marxist 
leadership in the labour Party and despite 
the lack of the means by which the working 
cla8s and the masses can intervene, the 
world process of the Socialist revolution 
weighs and influences in this country: 
Clearly the defeat of British imperialism by 
the masses of the ex-colonial countries - an 
essential fact in the tot.al and final crisis of 
British capit.alism - has a particular 
importance, as does the existence and 
advance of the system of 20 Workers States: 
However, among the important 
development which influence - and which 
are going to influence increasingly in the 
future - is that of the Popular Union of the 
Communist and Socialist parties in France: 
At this moment there is a discussion in the 
Popular Union, a programmatic discussion 
which has to be observed, analysed and 
extended to this country by the labour left 
and by the comrades of the Communist Party 
- both the "new" and the old one - and by 
the left groups: It is, in essence, a discussion 
of a programme for the solution of the tot.al 
crisis of French capit.alism by nationa fisations 
in order to plan the economy for the benefit 
of the mass of the population. 

The Popular Union is more than just an 
electoral alliance, it is, in fact, a unification 
of the worker and popular forces, of the 
workers parties - and the two trade union 
centres, that of the Communists (CGTI and 
that of the Socialists ICFDTI - on the basis 
of an anti-capitalist programme of 
nationalisations. Thus the Popular 
Union is able to attract, increasingly more 
powerfuly, the mass of the exploited 
population; the peasants, the poor petit 
bourgeois, the students, the police and the 
soldiers. 

It is an electoral alliance, of course, but it 
is not the electoral interest which determines 
the Popular Union. Not that we are opposed 
to electoral activity or to a Popular Union 
government, it is just that this is not the 
most important aspect of the struggle for 
Socialism. And the proof of the fact that it is 
not the electoral interest that decides is that 
whilst the Sociafist have the greater electoral 
weight (30% of the electorate), it is the 
Communists (who have 20% of the 
electorate) who have maintained their 

positions and influenced the Socialist 
leadership. Above all the 
Communist Party is seen as the extension of 
the Workers St.ate in France and this fact is 
not changed by the elements of hositility to 
the Soviet Union which the Communist 
leadership displays. 

The Workers St.ate gives the proof of the 
superiority, in every aspect - social, 
economic, cultural - of the system of 
nationalised property and the planned 
economy; 
the Popular Union has been impelled by this. 
It is almost ten years since the French 
"May" (the revolutionary general strike of 
May 1968) and it was this action of the 
students, peasants and petit bourgeosie, led 
by the proletariat, which laid the foundation 
for the Popular Union. In May 1968 all 1he 
objective conditions for the overthrow of 
capitalism existed .in France - so much is 
clear. What did not exist at that moment was 
the necessary, conscious, marxist leadership 
with the programme and policv for power in 
the workers parties; The Popular Union 
is an advance on this road. 

At the centre of the Popular Union and 
what, in a sense, determines its existence is 
the anti-capit.alist programme which gives a 
perspective for the solution of all the 
problems imposed on the masses by 
capitalism in its death agony. This is an 
important conclusion for the labour left and 
for the Communist comrades in this country. 

The "Marchais/Mitterrand discussion" - we 
call it this because this is the limited form it 
takes - is vastly important because it is on 
whether - as the Communist pose - to 
nationalise the majority of industry as the 
prerequisite for a planned economy or to 
nationalise a sector of industry within the 
context of the capitalist economy which is 
what the Socialist leadership proposes. We 
cannot overestimate the importance of the 
fact that in France the leaderships of the 
workers parties are discussingfundamental 
questions of programme ;:::d policy for the 
advance to Socialism. It is a discussion 
which does not exist anywhere else in 
Europe at this level and it is going to 
influence the workers movement in all 
capitalist Europe, in lt.aly, Spain, Portugal and 
this country. 

In this discussion it is the Communist Party 
which has maintained its positions and has 
been able to attract big layers of the 
population. This is reflected by the fact that 
there are tendencies in the Socialist Party 
(the CERES for one} which support the 
Communist positions. Mitterrand has 
attacked the CERES for "always supporting 
the Communists". He attacks them verbally 
but he has to allow them to remain and to 
function in the Socialist Party. Above all the 
Communists find a strength in the Workers 
States and when the Soviets say, as they 
have done recently, that the advance of the 
Popular Union is determined by the Soviet 
Union, they are, essentially, right. However 
the process demands an elevation of the 
political and programmatic intervention of 
the Workers St.ates. 

It is also important to see the 
way in which the Communists have 
discussed with the Socialist Party. This is the 
way in which they have been able to 
influence the Socialist base. In this they have 
the support of the Soviets. As Soviet 
comrade, Krassin, wrote recently; the 
programme of the Popular Union is good, if 
limited and it has to be extended but that the 
discussion with the Socialists had to be 
maintained. This is how it is necessary to 
intervene towards the Labour left, in order to 
stimulate a programmatic discussion in the 
labour Party. 

All this is not to say that the Communist 
Party provides a fully conscious, marxist 
leadership or that the Popular Union has 
solved all the problems of leadership. There 
are many weaknesses in the CP leadership 
which come, essentially, from the previous 
stage of St.alin. They do not, for example, 
pose the necessity to overthrow the 
bourgeois state but equate going to 
government, with going to power. They do 
not see that the state is based on the 
relations of ownership in society, on the 
class which owns the means of production. 
They do not see the correctness of what 
Marx and Lenin posed; that the bourgeois 
st.ate cannot be used by the working class 
but has to be smashed. This is not to say 
that the Popular Union government in 
France will not be an advance, as the 
government of Allende in Chile was but the 

bourgeoisie is not going to allow itself to be 
expropriated - constitutionally or not -
without using force to try to prevent it The 
force it will use is the state apparatus -
it has nothing else. 

Another example is the position of the 
French Communist Party on the "Force de 
Frappe" (the independent nuclear force of 
French imperialism) and on the atomic power 
st.ations. They pose the necessity to ret.ain 
both because in government they would 
control them. Well it is not true. The Popular 
Union government would no more control 
the armed forces of French imperialism than 
Allende controlled the Chilean army. They 
do not show the difference between 
weapons in the hands of the masses, in the 
hands of the Workers St.ate and those in the 
hands of imperialism. They do not have the 
dialectical method, the dialectical materialist 
method of thinking. The scientific method 
which allows them to see that the actions of 
a class are determined not by the character 
or whim of one or another individual but by 
its position, as a class, in relation to the 
means of production. Thus they are unable 
to give a leadership to the masses who 
demonstrate against the nuclear power 
stations and who see in them - and more 
obviously in the "neutron bomb" - that 
imperialism prepares the coonter-revolutionary 
war against the Workers States and against 
the masses in the capitalist countries. 

There are other weakness in the Popular 
Union leadership, among them the fact that 
whilst they discuss "the lack of 
democracy'' in the Soviet Union, they do 
not elevate democracy in the Popular 
Union. And democracy means the intervention 
of all the masses, of the working class to 
discuss, to make decisions and judgements 
and to apply the decisions. It means a 
discussion in the trade unions for them to 
participate in the planning of the economy, 
for a programme of all wages to rise with 
the cost of living, for the sliding scale of 
hours of work, for improved working 
conditions. And, in any case, the level of 
democracy is higher in the Soviet Union 
than anything capit.alism can provide. The 
Workers States have solved the problems, 
the basic problems of economic need and 
created a superior level of human relations. 

On top of this in the discussion on the 
"New Soviet Constitution" the demand was 
made that· all delegates to the Soviets (the 
MP's) should answer to the people who elect 
them, should hold meetings to discuss all 
decisions that are t.aken. Is this not - as 
the Soviets say - superior to the 
"democracy" of capit.alism which allows the 
"freedom" to be assassinated, to be 
unemployed, hungry and without housing? 

For all its limitations the Popular Union is a 
fundamental advance for the French masses 
and an example which is going to influence 
in lt.aly, in Spain, Portugal and this country 
in a powerful way. It is necessary for the 
comrades of the labour left, the trade unions, 
the Communist Party and the left groups, 
to participate in this discussion in the 
Popular Union and to extend it to this 
country; to draw the conclusion that in the 
face of the "death agony" of capit.alism, in 
face of the total crisis of the system a 
programme for the nationalisation of major 
industry, the land, banks and insurance 
companies and the land, workers control and 
the planning of the economy on this basis is 
the only solution. Democracy without the 
social transformations based on st.ate 
ownership of the economy is a fraud and a 
swindle, or, at best, an abstract conception. 

The anti-capitalist programme is the centre 
for the labour Party/Trade Union united 
front against the essential bourgeois nature 
and policy of the labour government, a 
united front in action which incorporates also 
the Communist comrades and those of the 
left groups. This is a necessary part of the 
advance to Socialism in this country but it is 
not the central aspect. The central aspect is 
the construction of a new, conscious 
leadership in the workers centre - which is 
the labour Party - and this goes through the 
organisation of the left as an anti-capitalist 
tendency in the labour Party. There can be 
no anti-capit.alist tendency without the 
anti-capit.alist programme and, therefore, a 
programmatic discussion has to be initiated 
in the labour Party. The Popular Union and 
the Marchais/Mitterrand discussion are 
important points of support for this. 
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Editorial 

The only road to progress 
is the workers state in 
Britain 
The process of the sharpening class struggle in Britain, as 

exemplified by the anti capitalist sentiments around Grunwick, 
the intervention of the population in support of the firemen, and 
the growing unrest in the police and the army, comes decidedly 
from the elevation of the world process of the revolution, system 
against system. In . this polarisation on a world scale, it is 
imperialism which loses economically, socially and politically. 
This is shown by the vote for socialism in Greece, the continued 
check of the attempts at counter revolution in Portugal, and the 
fear expressed of the left in the Social Democratic Congress in 
Germany. The force that keeps world imperialism constantly on 
the edge of unleashing world war against humanity, is the 
readiness of the masses to accept the most elevated 
conclusions of human progress. The masses of Greece show 
this maturity. Greece has voted against eurocommunism. 
This influences this country, against the backward, pro bourgois 
and idealistic discussions and hopes in the labour Party, the 
Communist Party, and the trade unions. It is this world process 
which has given the conditions in the labour Party when sectors 
like Kitson feel that there is an ambience to speak in favour of 
the U.S.S.R. This intervenes in the programmatic crisis of the 
labour Party and the Communist Party in the sense of providing 
ideas for a more elevated appreciation of the importance of the 
USSR and the nationalised and planned economy. The problem 
now is to develop a consistent pro-soviet, pro-Workers State 
current in the labour Party and trade unions. Otherwise, the 
right and the centre continue to dominate the Party, and submit 
it to the pro-capitalist electoral perspectives. The construction of 
the Workers State is not an electoral matter. It is a matter of 
changing the property relations, to nationalise and plan. 
This is the road to progress in Britain. 
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THE LABOUR PARTY AND THE 
CRISIS OF BRITISH CAPITALISM 

28.8.77 J.POSADAS 
In Britain there are two tunda- pened atter new Workers States in capitalist system'. And It is 

mental problems to discuss which Europe were constituted. And still In agony today. From 1938 
are the crisis in the Communist three or five years later, China when Trotsky said this, until to­
Party and that in the Labour also became a Workers State. day, it is pure decline tor capi-
Party. They are distinct crises talism - decline and decline! 
because of their consequences, These parties shut the door Even Trotsky could not foresee 
but when they occur simultane- quickly to prevent that influence the course of history. When he Capitalism lives dominated by the fear of the Soviet Union. It I · ,.._ · · d th t · · · d to · d h ous y m•tm:: two parties - an e rom commg m, an 1mpe e t e posed the mortal agon", he saw constantly tries to prove the Workers State is despotic, L ·be 1 · · · d 1 t 1 I"" · h · h II h ,., 

h 1 ra s, too, are m c11s1s, an n erna 1re ,m w 1c a t ese that capitalism no longer had any bureaucratic and dull. However it hides the fact that t ere, they 
h, f h • 1. the Conservatives also - it is problems could have been dis- reason tor exi"sti'ng. It it sti"ll have built more houses than t e whole o t e capita 1st system 

put together in the last 20 years. Their youth goes to work to because there is a complete cri- cussed, to impede that the influ- existed, it was because of ·he 
develop the country for nothing, without expecting reward, sis of capitalism, of the political ence of these problems should limitation and errors of the Soviet 

, , .. ;~~~~s~;!~~t:::~~~:a~~:iw't~:1~~~:~~:~'\f;ir~:~n~~1~, ... , ··"·~~'flo!:r::~;:Fs~i;~s"!;11:~n~·t°,f,e',~~ ' ~i,~~e 1~~·· ;;; ·· 2·~t:;:s,,~~~e;~ .. , ~«~01'/:e ~~c~h:n~~;'a7t'1i!;t:z:;~; 
into a constantly higher life for the masses. The nationalised this crisis is not new, it is quite have now to open the window and diagnosed very well, he was a 

•'. and planned economy provides the basis for leisure to be used old, but it is accentuating. say to Marx, 'Come in!' Even good doctor ot history. He saw 
for culture, sport, research and invention. In capitalism, Because the crisis of world capi'- though they do this silently, that the body no longer had any 
technology is used to reduce man power, increase profits, talism itself is deepening. There secretly, they have to say to him: life. If this body carried ~m living 
competition and unemployment. In this country the discovery of develops a movement in which the 'Come inf' Because the objective it was not because of its capacity 
the oil, not only represents no progress for the mass of the Communist Party also enters into they have now is to show that b.ut because It had not yet been 
population, but it is going to be used by capitalism to increase crisis. This is not because of they are not anti-Marxists. And finished with, and so the dead 
profits and sack workers. The demand that the oil revenues reasons which come from the Willy Brandt starts to show that it body of the capitalist system 
should be used this or that way, has no effect if one does not Communist Party itself, or inter- is thus, because . he who buried still lingered on. And, today, it 
question who holds control over them. The labour government nal reasons, but because of the Marx, who favoured the burying of is. the dead body ot the capitalist 
sustains the market economy whiCh uses the oil revenues for its world situation impelled by the Marx, now says that Marx was system which is around. 
own objectives, and this means that a few large capitalists and Soviet Union. The crisis ot the right, but that he is badly inter-
investors are going to enrich themselves and will compete Communist Party is not the result preted and understood by the 
better with cheaper fuel. This in turn means further of local situations but, above al I, Communists, and that it is diffe-
concentration of industries, and the corresponding loss of jobs. 

it is the result of the situation in rent from what the Communists 
The labour Party makes a discussion on the oil revenues world Communist movement. Then say. He does not say what the 

which allows it to remain submitted to the bourgeois mode of it has repercussions through the Soviet . Union is, .what is China, 
thought. 1.t is .not a matter of the revenues going to the English characteristics of Britain itself, 
or to the Scottish bourgeoisies. This discussion does not interest which are about programme, po/-
the proletariat. It is against the proletariat, because ei.ther icy, the smallness (of the comm-
solution means unemployment and the continuous rise in prices. unist Party), all these things. 
It is necessary to pose in the labour Party: As long as we accept 
the need to compete on the world. market, we accept the present 
use of the oil revenues. To oppose competition, one has to 
build an alternative social order, not based on competition. 
This means to oppose the market economy and propose .the 
planned economy. · 

The labour Party has to be preoccupied by the problems of 
the workers not of that sector or other sector of the bourgeoisie. 
The debate on the oil. revenues is conducted on the basis of 
being concerned whether the Scottish or the British s.hould have 
them. The question of the assembly for Scotland, for and 
against, leaves no room for a position to be taken by the labour 
Party in favour of the working clas.s. Either way, the assembly 
leaves power into t.he hand of private property, the finances 
and revenues in the hand of private owners. 

The left needs to .discuss that in the poorest of the Workers 
States, like Cuba, in the Workers States like Poland where 
there is most private property in the land and therefore a large 
bureaucracy, even in these countries, the masses do not suffer 
any unemployment whatsoever, and the standard of life 
continues to rise. Whilst at the same time, these. countries find 
also the strength to send arms, money, soldiers and support of 
all kind to Mozambique and Angola. How not be moved by this? 
Besides the masses of the world seek the support and the 
fraternity of the Workers States whilst they oppose and reject 
the monarchy of England and send it back home. The British 
proletariat supports this, the proof of it is that the fireman said 
that if the palace of the queen burned down, they could not care 
less. We call on the labour comrades to judge the level of 
consciousness of the workers in this way. 

Turn to page4 

The crisis of the Labour Party 
is an old one, it is the continua­
tion of the previous crisis. It is 
necessary to measure the charac­
ter ot the crisis of the Labour 
Party in the formulation of the 
programme. What Is the program­
matic character of the crisis? In 
the previous years, in the years 
'53, '54, all the Socialist parties 
entered in crisis. The German 
Socialist Party liquidated Marx in 
1951, and it declared in Its Con­
gress that the time of Marx has 
now passed and that he was irrel­
evant tor Germany. The Labour­
ists liquidated him long before 
that. Later the French Socialist 
Party liquidated him too. This 
includes Mitterrand, who was a 
Minister at the time ot the war 
against Algeria. They all buried 
Marx, which means to bury pro­
gramme, policy, objective, and the 
Socialist development of the pro­
gress of history. In front of the 
tear they had of the influence of 
the Workers States, they procee­
ded rapidly in shutting the doors 
to that influence. All this hap-

what is Cuba, what is their func­
tion in history, how they resolved 
the essential problems of the 
economy. He says, 'Marx is 
badly interpreted; we interpret 
him well'. In this way, he puts 
Marx .next to the director of the 
largest financial corporation of 
Germany. 

German capitalism has to keep 
the house. of Marx open and well 
maintained, even though with 
little interest. They keep open 
the museum ot Marx, which means 
to be open also to the wind com­
ing from Marx. This is to show to 
the Communist masses, to the 
Socialist left, that they are not 
the enemies of the progress of 
history. This is the depth of why 
German capitalism leaves the 
door of the house of Marx open. 

It is necessary to consider 
that this crisis of the Labour 
Party and of the Communist Party 
has developed in a stage of the 
mortal crisis of capitalism which 
is very profound. It is not a nor­
mal crisis of capitalism. It can't 
reconstitute itself. It is an 
agonising crisis. Trotsky said 
in 1938, 'The world agony of the 

Atter they assassinated Trot­
sky, the Process ot history 
showed the ascent of the Workers 
States, of the colonial revolution 
- in. the semi-colonial countries 
also - and the liquidation, in 
practically the whole of Asia and 
In part of Africa and Latin Amer­
ica, ot capitalism, imperialism 
and the reactionary movements. 
This is to say that Trot~ky was 
right; it. was the mortal agony of 
the capitalist system. Trotsky 
analysed this very well even 
though he could not foresee the 
general course of history. We 
base ourselves ·on this tor our 
historic security, and always we 
have underlined, we underline, 
and we will continue to. underline 
this forecast ot Trotsky: 'The 
mortal agony of the capitalist 
system!' Trotsky directed this to 
us, to give us security, confidence 
in analysis, not to see just what 
is in front of us as the Trotskyist 
groups of the time of Trotsky -
who were a catastrophe - did. 
All the groups of that time were 
a catastrophe. The proof is that 
not one of them remains. The 
intervention of Trotsky was to 
give security in the method of 
analysis. He analysed very well, 
as the analyses in very profound 
forms in the manifesto of the 
foundation of the IV International, 
and in the introduction to the 
bool 'The living thought of Marx', 

Turn to page 2 



THE LABOUR PARTY of the working class, the economic 
measures, the political measures 
of state control, together with a 
discussion in the Communist and 
Labour movement. All this is 
discussed in the Communist 
movement, in the world Socialist 
movement, and it has an effect on 
the Labour vanguard even though 
at the moment it does not have 
immediate consequences. The 
Labour vanguard is learning to 
resolve the problems which be­
tore it could not resolve. And, 
therefore you have to write much, 
to speak much, in order to seek 
to influence on the essential 
problems of the country which are 
not the trade unions, even though 
in the trade union struggle part· 
of these problems are expressed. 
The essential problems are: where 
is Britain going? Why Is there a 
crisis in the Communist Party? 
On what points? Is it a crisis 
over the dictatorship of the prole­
tariat? Over proletarian inter­
nationalism, or what else? 

oeuvring in order to impede a 
political debate from breaking out 
in the country. A debate and a 
political discussion. Therefore 
it leaves the leadership in the 
hands of Labour, it lets them do 
the manoeuvring to impede dis­
cussion. They discuss about 
wages and the cost of living, 
about the cost of butter, of meat, 
of the European Common Market, 
about the participation of Britain. 
They discuss minor problems 
without consequence. This is to 
avoid the discussion on the fact 
that British capitalism cannd 
give any more. British capitalism 
is exhausted and each time, in a 
form which is more aclde, it is 
posed that there is a greater 
division inside British capitalism 
with a tendency which ls pro­
EEC and another one which is 
against. The tendency which 
proposes to support the EEC is 
not so clearly from high finance 
or large industry; in part big 
finance supports it. The tenden­
cy which supports the EEC is 
placing in the EEC the hope tor 
the future of the capitalist system. 
Sectors of high finance believe 
it possible to maintain the capi­
talist system e'len at the cost o~ 
competition with the EEC and 
the Workers States. However, 
there is a tendency of high fi­
nance which supports the Common 
Market but which is divided be­
cause a sector of it does not 
particularly want the Common 
Market: as its interests are on 
the side of the United States, the 
Common Market is not convenient 
to them. But they have to support 
it because otherwise they would 
remain Isolated. Therefore they 
offer no resistance to the Workers 
States. The sector which is close 
to the United States, of high 
finance, believes that it is poss­
ible to ofter a resistance to the 
Workers States and to support the 
war. They are discussions of a 
depth which does not come out 
into the light. 

continued from page 1 

In the manifesto of the foundation 
he gave the basis of the mortal 
agony of the capitalist system 
without being able to be precise 
on how it was going to be, but in 
order to give theoretical security 
to the few revolutionary cadres, 

conscious of the world, who exis­
ted at that time, and in order to 
give the security and confidence 
of knowing how to hope for the 
stage after the war when the 
activity could develop. 

THE LABOUR GOVERNMENT IS .CONVENIENT FOR CAPITALISM 

Today the mortal agony of the 
capitalist system acquires forms 
which are very decisive, that is, 
the crisis in Britain together with 
the 'neutron' bomb. In Britain 
this crisis of Labour is not a 
crisis comparable to all the 
others. Britain prepares itself 
like Germany; for this reason 
Carter says that the first concen­
tration of atomic weapons is going 
to be in capitalist Germany, be­
cause it is the nervous, economic 
and social centre of Europe. It is 
not a centre politically, but it is 
a centre of the decisive weight 
in the economy of Europe. In 
consequence it has social effects. 
The crisis of British capitalism 
can be measured in the way in 
which it eJ(presses Itself in 
Britain where everybody can see 
that there is a total crisis. At the 
same time, there is the minute 
carefulness, the prudence with 
which the Conservatives are 
confronting the Labour govern­
ment. Had they wanted, they 
could have made manoeuvres, they 
could have made agreements with 
the Liberals in order to overthrow 
the Labour government and, in 
this way or in another, they would 
have brought the govemment down. 
But it doesn't suit them to bring 
it down. 

In the Conservatives there is 
the murmur, 'What do we do?' It 
is one thing to have Labour in 
government which subjects strikes 
and represses the movement -
and, in consequence, sectors of 
the · petit bourgeoisie are not 
mobilised; It is another thing to 
overthrow the government. British 
capitalism feels that it is a very 
great crisis which throws the 
whole of the capitalist system 
into war preparations. This 
behaviour of the Tories in Britain 
is the same as that o1 the Chris­
tian Democrats in Germany. In 
Germany they could have over­
thrown the government. They are 
winning electorally, they present 
themselves in elections, and they 
could overthrow the Social Demo­
crats, but it is not convenient to 
them. They want to keep them in 
government so that they contain 
the masses and, at the same time, 
the capitalist system does all 
that it has to do - which is the 
war preparations, the preparation 
tor repression and the continua­
tion of the crisis. The govern­
ment pf Britain and of Germany, 
through Labour and the Social 
Democracy, are doing what a 
capitalist government would do. 
This is one of the effects of the 
crisis. If it were nPt such a 

ctisis, the Tories of Britain and 
the Christian Democrats of Ger­
many would return to power in 
order to impose a series of mea­
sures against the masses. On the 
other hand, they feel that if they 
go to government and seek to 
to make these measures, they 
are going to awake a social 
mobilisation which they could no 
longer control and which would 
mobilise the petit bourgeoisie. 

It is necessary to start from 
this consideraffon and that it is 
not a crisis from which capitalism 
is going to emerge. It is a total 
crisis of the capitalist system, 
economic, social, political, cul­
tural; it is complete. Today the 
Soviets are saying this, they did 
not say it before. Also today, the 
Italian Communist Party says, 
'It is a complete crisis of the 
capitalist system'. They do not 
make great proposals and they do 
not propose anything different 
from before, but, yes, they qualify 
the crisis as the total crisis of the 
capitalist system. 

The nature of this crisis also 
perturbs the Labour left because 
it is a crisis determined by poli­
tical positions and not just by 
economic relations, tor an in­
crease in wages, tor better work­
ing conditions, for a struggle 
against unemployment. But it 
is a crisis which encompasses 
more, encompasses the crisis of 
the capitalist system. The Labou1 
government Is making a policy 
which is squarely, absolutely 
conservative. The Conservatives 
could not make a better policy 
than that of the Labour govern­
ment.· The Labour government is 
defending the capitalist system in 
competition with the rest of world 
capitalism and with the Workers 
States. This is the policy of the 
Labour government. There is no 
difference, there is no variation 
from what a Conservative govern­
ment would do. It is the same. 

It is necessary to see that it 
is a total crisis because, Jn the 
previous crises there was a dif­
ference and today there is none. 
The capitalists are aware of being 
drowned. Therefore it is neces­
sary to start from the tact that 
this is going to have an impact, 
influence in the political beha­
viour of the vanguard, of the 
masses, and also in the perspec­
tive of Britain. You have to 
count on this and, because of 
this, you have, at the same time, 
the crisis of the Communist Party. 

When the crisis of the British 
Communist Party comes out it is 
because there is a sector which 
is already committed to British 
capitalism. It is a sector of the 
Communist Party which already 
has lost the perspective of re­
forms, of progress, and already it 
is sclerotic • They really are 
thick-headed and the absence of 
theoretical and political life 
leads them to accept the rudi­
mentary form of life. 'We have 
always acted like this, and we 
continue to act like this.• But, 
at the same time, you have to 
consider that the Belgian and 
Greek Communists used to say 
the same. The Communist Party 
of Ho/ land al so. And there are 
various Communist parties which 
are small, whiclr before were in 
favour of pluralism and now are 
against pluralism. They have be­
come pro-Soviet. 

It is necessary to feel that 
this crisis of Labour is develop­
ing at the same time as the strug­
gle tor power in Britain and the 
crisis of the Communist Party is 
going to influence the Labour 
left. One of the essential bases 
for the continuation of British 
capitalism is the absence .of dia­
lectical materialist understanding 
of the process. The L.abour 
leadership does not have any 
understanding of the process. Amf 
even though it has to advance, it 
proposes a series of economic 
measures, of wages and so on, 
which, at least In part, respond to 
some necessity but programma­
tically they do not have any no -
tion, and the Communist left 
hasn't either. 

Today in Britain, the Labour 
Party is divided between suppor­
ting the European Common Market 
and supporting the British maiket. 
They do not discuss the cost of 
living, the sliding scale of wages, 
the sliding scale of working 
hours; but they discuss the EEC, 
the problems of capitalism. And 
for British capitalism the Common 
Market is not identical to the 
interests of Britain.Because of the 
nature of British capitalism there 
is quite a big difference. Be it 
the Conservatives or Labour, it is 
the same. In the Conservatives 
there is a division also over the 
Common Market, this is why the 
Common Market means a relation-

The communist left, even ship which is united to the need 
though it is Important, does not for defence against Yankee im­

perialism, in competition with 
have any notion of this because Yankee imperialism, but at the 
already they should .have come same time it is a relationship of 
out with a programmatic differ­
ence. 'Where is Britain going?' antagonism with the Workers 

States. Therefore the bourgeoisie 
Again we are going to repeat. of Britain divides on this Because 

THE CRISIS OF THE COMMUNIST PARTY 

'Where is Britain going?' The of this there are .divisions in the 
crisis is very profound, the life Labour Party and there are divi­
of the working class of Britain sions in the Conservatives. This 
has diminished a great deal, the is the final settlement of accounts 
pound from 2.75 dollars has sunk If there was a policy which had 

The Communist Party has 
entered into crisis for reasons 
which apparently could have 
taken place six or ten years ago. 
The reasons for the crisis today 
are . the same reasons as ten 
years ago. Why does it burst out 
now? When it bursts out now, it 
is because a series of factors 
are coming together; among them 
that It is a total crisis of the 
capitalist system. Because of 
this, the programme of the 'New 
Communist Party' without differ­
entiating itself very much from 
the Communist Party has essen-

tial points against the old Com- to 1.70 dollars. If the value of some perspective they would find 
munist Party, in a general charac- money is considered to be a mea- a way and they would seek.an 
ter, not in a concrete way. For sure of the economic power of a agreement. In this case, they 
example, on the dictatorship of country, then this shows the don't. They feel that it is the 
the proletariat, on pluralism, on situation. In consequence, the final settlement of accounts and, 
the state; but they do not precise conditions of this crisis have to because of this, the European 
a programme. There is no precise be seen as irreversible. Capita- .Common Market is vital to them. 
programme, they do not have one. lism cannot recuperate. This Because of this, it is high finance 
They are the echo of a world means that the Labour leadership which, in the last instance, is 
objective of this crisis in which cannot recuperate either. going to have to accept the Euro-
these problems are posed. Where pean Common Market. This is 
is the capitalist system going? The going ot W ii son was a because the Common Market per-
Therefore it is necessary to inter- flight, he escaped. And this new mits it to compete with the Wor­
vene in a dual form, posing the prime minister does not escape kers States and to compete with 
general problems of the capitalist because everything is falling on the Yankees. A sector of capi­
crisis, the problem of the defence him. British capitalism is man- '<tlism is united to the Yanks and 

represents the Yanks. But there 
is another sector which is not 
linked to the Yankees. High 
finance is united to Yankee im­
perialism, but also competes with 
it; and these are those who pre­
pare. the war. They are those 

. who prepare the war in the most 
direct manner. They are those 
who, together with the Yankees, 
have threatened to withdraw from 
Europe. 

It is necessary to measure 
this discussion in the Labour 
movement tor and against the 
Conrnon Market. It is not in the 
interest of the working class. It 
is in the interest of big capital. 
To be against the Common Market 
is not a policy which is directed 
to satisfy the need of the future 
of Britain, of the Socialist future. 
And to be part of the Common 
Market is not either; so much so 
that it is necessary to give other 
perspectives. Instead of the 
Common Market to pose the So­
cial/st Unity of Europe. They 
do not discuss this now, but they 
will have t() discuss it and in a 
short time. Even Marchais will 
have to discuss this Socialist 
unity of Europe, because the 
Common Market Is not a guarantee 
for anyone. For capital ism, yes; 
but for none of the Workers parties 
or the masses of the Workers 
parties, it is not a solution. 
This is one of the aspects of the 
crisis of Labour. 

The other aspect which is 
essential is the will tor progress 
and the struggle of the masses. 
The impact on the British masses 
of the world process of the revo­
lution can no longer be carried 
ahead by the Labour Party as it 
stands. Therefore, it has to take 
reactionary measures which is 
a thing they did not do before. 
They take reactionary measures 
in policy, economically, and 
socially. They have no perspec­
tive for the development of reforms 
and there is no perspective either 
that the proletariat and petty 
bourgeoisie are just going to 
accept these measures. This 
process is not determined over a 
period of one week, or one month 
or a year, but it is a process in 
which capitalism does not have 
any more capacity of initiative. 

CAPITALISM CANNOT RECOVER 

As the workers parties do not 
have initiative either, because 
they do not have an answer to 
the crisis, then the c;isis con­
tinues. The nature ot this crisis 
is that the bourgeoisie does not 
have the perspectives, it just 
goes on from day to day because 
it is preparing solutions of his­
toric. class confrontation. This 
is not an immediatf! perspective, 
but the 'neutron' bomb Indicates 
tbat capitalism is conscious of 
the advance of the revolution. 

When we characterise that 
this is a profound crisis of British 
imperialism and that this is ex­
pressed in the Communist Party 
it is because there is a necessity 
tor discussions, for articles, for 
positions to be taken, for con­
crete. programmatic and political 
analysis. 

When the crisis of the Com­
munist Party comes together with 
the crisis of the Labour Party 
which is profound, it is because 
there is a programmatic pressure 
of the crisis. It does not come 
from a momentary problem . of 
tactics. The crisis of the Labour 
Party comes from a long time ago, 
from 1945 when already there was 
a crisis of the Labour Party. 
But the crisis extended itself 
because capitalism could give in, 
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it could give work, it would give 
increases in wages, and now it 
cannot give any of this. Today 
capitalism prepares to confront 
the Workers States and it is elim­
inating sectors even inside of 
capitalism. It eliminates them. 
It concentrates the economic. 
financial and productive capacity 
of capitalism but it diminishes 
its social powers. Therefore it 
increases its military power, not 
as a compensation but as a 
natural form. Because of this, 
the discussion on the Common 
Market and on regionalisation in 
Britain is a false discussion, It 
is totally false. Britain will go 
into the Common Market whether 
it likes it or not, because it is in 
the interest of capitalism to unify 
itself in this way. 

With regard to the Yankees, 
the Common Market does not in­
terest them, they are against it 
and there is a sector of British 
capitalism which is making a 
policy of opposition to the Com­
mon Market, together with the 
Yankees; but the Yankees are 
going to have to admit the Com­
mon Market because, in the last 
instance, even in spite of the 
inter-capitalist economic com­
petition, the Common Market 
means the social centralisation 
of capitalism· against the Workers 
States. For this reason, the 
Soviets, in previous stages - and 
even now - are making a policy 
of supporting themselves on one 
against the other~ But now this 
is no longer very useful. 

FOR A SOCIALIST EUROPE 

It Is a very rich situation to 
intervene in - and combining 
this intervention with demands 
tor wages. For example: Dis­
cussing the Common Market, 
showing that we are against the 
Common Market and we are 
against being in or being out. 
We are for a Socialist Europe. 
Showing that the European Com­
mon Market is a necessity for 
capitalism to compete with the 
Workers States and with Yankee 
imperialism. It is true that there 
is a competition within capitalist 
Europe with Yankee imperialism. 
This is obvious, but it is a com­
petition which is inferior to the 
common interest and need of the 
capitalist system against the 
Workers States. It is inferior! 
For this, the opposition to the 
Common Market does not ·at 
a II mean a defence of the 
British working class. It is just 

a position which is taken as a 
function of the defence of one or 
other sector of British capitalism, 
one or the other tendency of Bri­
tish capitalism and no more. 
Those who are in favour defend a 
sector of British capitalism and 
those who are against defend 
another sec'lOr of capitalism. 
None of them pose in their oppo­
sition an anti-capitalist pro­
gramme, but they seek - as Marx 
Posed 'from the empiricism of 
capitalism, that capitalism will 
find a solution to these problems'. 

We are in favour of the Socia­
list United States, the Socialist 
Soviet United States of Europe, 
we are In favour of the Socialist 
union of Europe. And we are in 
favour of this, not because it is 
a programme which opposes capi­
talism only, but because it is the 
historic solution in order to ad-

NUCLEAR ENERGY MUST BE 
PLACED AT THE SERVICE OF 
THE POPULATION 

J.POSADAS 
We are not against nuclear energy. We are against the form in which 

it is produced and utilised, because it kills people. We are in favour of 
nuclear energy but how to do it? What they are doing is like Seveso 
and it means Seveso for all Italy, France and Germany. 

Nuclear energy is a progress of science but in the hands of 
capitalism it does not mean any progress. It diminishes the cost of 
production, it allows a greater use of light and energy but it kills and 
poisons a great number of people. Moreover enormous areas are 
polluted. Then what has to be proposed is nuclear energy in the 
service of the population and this means control by the population 
over nuclear energy, control by the trade unions, the workers areas, 
the organs of the parties, by the workers. Let them control it and not 
parliament which shows that it cannot do it. 

Nuclear energy has to bef or the population and not at the cost of 
the population, at the cost of a polluted environment. Capitalism 
cannot do this. Only a w.orkers government can do it, whose interest is 
the health of the population and not to lower the cost of energy at 
the cost of poisoning of the population. 

Moreover every factory that it is not controlled is in potential a 
factory of atomic arms. It is necessary to pose this because it is the 
reason for the distrust of the population in Germany. People say they 
are not against nuclear energy but see that atomic weapons are in 
preparation; Under the pretext that they are producing · nuclear 
energy, in Germany, they are making atomic weapons. The German 
scientists themselves denounce this. Its the same that they are going to 
seek to do also in Italy. 

People are concerned with this problem, and it is necessary to show 
that this is not against progress. But this situation is not a progress but 

· a utilisation of science and technology for the capitalist system at the 
cost of the population, as they did in Seveso. And we do not want new 
Sevesos. It is not capitalism which can use nuclear energy for 
social benefit. 

Today now there are superior forms. of energy among them solar 
which do not cause any damage and do not require such investments; 
But the capitalist regime cannot do this, because it is not within the 
process of profit and accumulation. The guide has to be the benefit 
for the population. The capitalist regime cannot do this, nor can any 
programmatic agreement with the Christian Democracy do it, because 
those who control the C.D. U. are the capitalists. They make 
programmatic administrative agreements which do not damage the 
functioning of capitalism. It is this that it is necessary to discuss. 

30.9.1977 J.POSADAS. 

vance Europe. It not, we remain 
in the hands of capitalism and 
competition. Those who are 
against, just like those who are 
in favour of the Common Market 
speak in favour of the bourgeoisie 
- they do not speak in the name 
of the Socialist future of Britain 
or of the Socialist necessity of 
Britain. This discussion is more 
important than the trade union 
problems; the problems of Britain 
are not going to be resolved by a 
strike or a movement of strikes 
even though these are very impor­
tant. The problems of Britain are 
going to be resolved with funda­
mental positions in the economy 
and in policy. Therefore It is 
necessary to intervene. in strike 
movements as a secondary part 
of the activity. On the other 
hand, it Is necessary to put all 
the force into this task, to in­
fluence curtents, tendencies, 
which can give us the conditions 
for a greater influence, even in 
the Labour Party. Therefore It is 
necessary to intervene in any 
important strike, it is necessary 
to intervene correctly and to come 
out with positions, but this will 
not be what decides. The strike 
is the accompaniment of this pro­
cess. It is necessary to tend to 
form currents in the Labour move­
ment, among the Communists, in 
the two Communist Parties, in the 
left groupt also. Currents which 
show the necessity of what is to 
be done, which analyse and lead 
to the conviction that the outlet 
tor Britain will be reached in a 
short stage. The progress for 
Britain is in the struggle tor state 
control, nationalisations. There­
fore, it is necessary to create a 
current of understanding of this. 
It is not true that there is a pre­
judice against the Workers State 
because of the time of Stalin. 
This is a lie! It is British capi­
talism which does this. Those 
who are against the Common 
Market in the name Of whom are 
they against? Not in the name of 
Socialism, because they are 
opposed in the name of the British 
bourgeoisie. They do not have 
any position in the name of Soci­
alism against Stalin and against 
the Soviet bureaucracy, but they 
have positions in the name of the 
interest of British imperialism. 
In spite of the fact that they 
support one or the other measure 
of progress, they do it because it 
forms part of their electoral 
manoeuvring. None of these 
people have adopted any pro­
grammatic formulations. 

We repeat that it is not a trade 
union crisis, it is a programmatic 
crisis of the t..abour Party and 
the decisions are not taken by the 
trade union movement,. but they 
·will be taken through a political 
road. The trade union movement 
is dominated by the Labour Party, 
by the bureaucracy of the Labour 
Party which is In no way differ­
ent from the bureaucracy of the 
epoch of Stalin. It rather tends 
to be worse than it. It is bureau­
cracy which is maintained by 

British capitalism. The trade 

union bureaucracy, the ·bureau­
cracy of the t..abour Party are 
those who maintain British capi­
talism. One must feel that it is 
necessary to make a struggle in 
order to develop the programmatic 
understanding. This in­
cludes also that sometimes we 
supported the actual Labour left 
in one measure or other which 
they were taking, but we posed 
that these were not the repre­
sentative of the programme of 
social transformations in Britain; 
and that this left was a super­
ficial one, weak and without 
anti-capitalist consistency. 

It is necessary to feel that 
the difficulty to organise the left 
in the t..abour Party has the same 
nature as the difficulty which 
determined that a left did not 
develop in the Communis.t Party. 
It is because of a great deal of 
previous strength on the part of 
British capitalism, and the 
errors, the capitalist policy of 
Stalin. The external policy of 
Stal in was reactionary, it was 
counter-revolutionary, which did 
not permit, did not support the 
organisation of a current in 
Britain. The strength of British 
capitalism was very great, but 
today it is being dismantled; all. 
of it. This is expressed in the 
devaluation of the pound to 
practically half its former value. 

One must intervene in pro­
grammatic discussion, political 
discussion, as much in the t..ab­
our Party as in the Communist 
Party. The crisis of the Commu­
nist Party is of the same nature 
as that which is in the Labour 
Party, it is a crisis of programme. 
It is not expressed as much in the 
Labour Party because it is a 
mass movement and those who 
are called left cannot just go 
away. It they did, they would 
lose their electorate. Therefore, 
they maintain themselves this 
way in order to retain their elec­
toral support. And, at the same 
time, the right and the centre 
support it because this left is a 
screen which just keeps things 
going, no more. It represents a 
flag which is being flown but 
politically and programmatically 
it decides nothing. It ilS the 
right which decides. It is neces­
sary to take into account that the 
crisis of the Communist Party, 
even having the same nature as 
that of the Labour Party, is 
distinct in its conclusi.ons. In 
the Communist Party they have 
to discuss, inevitably, the method 
of struggle, of objectives, of pro­
gramme and tactic. In the Labour 
Party, however, they discuss 
nothing of this. Therefore through 
.the intervention in the Communist 
Party it is necessary to try to 
influence in the Labour Party, in 
the discussions of a programmatic 
character. For example: The 
process in Britain, what is to be 
done? Is it necessary to hope 

that the Labour Party is going to 
nationalise, to instal state con­
trol? No, they are not going to 
do it! To hope that the trade 
unions are going to raise a pro­
gramme of the elevation of the 
conditions of life, of wages, of 
work? No, they are not going to 
do it! They are not going to do 
it! 

The Communist Party doesn't 
have the force to do ltj and no 
programmatic force. But, today, 
there is a crisis which permits to 
discuss The discussion 
elevates itself in spite of the 
fact that they try to hide it, It is 
necessary to elevate it. 
I repeat· the essential principle· 
of a programmatic character which 
it is necessary to uphold. Those 
who oppose the Workers State are 
in the leadership of Labour, in 
the bureaucracy, the workers 
aristocracy. It is not the working 
class. We cannot. say 
precisely in wnat way the working 
class is not opposed because 
there is no means by which the 
working class is allowed to res­
pond but, yes, we can measure 
The working class has a political 
behaviour, it seeks to impel anti­
capitalist movements, it demon­
strates that it is united to the 
perspective of the Soviet Union. 
Therefore, it is necessary to see 
that the resistance to the Soviet 
comprehension of the process is 
the aristocracy of labour, the 
bureaucracy and the sectors which 
are linked to the apparatus of the 
government and of the Labour 
Party. This is an apparatus! It 
is an apparatus as powerful as 
the Soviet bureaucracy was in the 
past and this is where the force of 
British capitalism rests. 

In front of this apparatus, do 
not think that it is not going to be 
·defeated. It is necessary to 
organise a layer, a sector which 
develops and which is going to 
develop comparatively quickly in 
the understanding of the need for 
social transformation. Take into 
account that there is a leading 
apparatus which is enormous. 
Besides, it Is a leading apparatus 
which is quite as powerful as the 
Soviet bureaucracy was, made up 
of the workers aristocracy. They 
are not white collar workers, but 
they are sectors - as in the 
mines - in which there is a 
workers aristocracy. It is a 
whole structure which a/Lows the 
workers movement to be domina­
ted. The Section does not direct 
itself to this sector, it directs 
itself to organise cadres which 
are comparatively new. But also 
sectors in the Labour and Com­
munist parties which are being 
moved to wonder how to advance 
in Britain, what is the economic 
base in order to be able to ad­
vance in Britain. 

J. Posadas. 
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It is necessary to discuss on the basis of the programme of the 
working class, in the Labour Party, not the brutal needs of the 
capitalist class which are solely those of competition and 
constructing weapons like the neutron bomb to smash the 
workers, liquidate the masses, so as to survive as a system. 
When the crisis of capitalism reaches such murderous levels, 
it cannot be but a total crisis for any perspective of reforming it. 
The government therefore, just runs it. There is not a shadow of 
reform in the government's policy. It is straight forward 
murderous preparations against the USSR, against the Irish and 
British masses connivance with the criminals who assassinated 
the Baader-Ma'inhoff militants in the jail, and now connivance, 
with the SS assassins who stayed a day in London, giving press 
Conferences. The government represents capitalism and it is 
necessary to discuss in the Labour Party the speech of the Tory 
Heseltine who said that Callaghan "is the best Tory Prime 
Minister we've got". This is an unavoidable issue to discuss in 
the Labour Party which has to lead to the conclusion: Full 
support to the. national.ised planned economy, against the 
market economy, against the pro-imperialist Labour leadership 
and government, for the organisation of the alternative to them 
in the Labour Party. 

BUILD THE ANTI-CAPITALIST Al TERNATIVE 

The speech of Kitson in the Soviet Union, shows that there are 
the conditions in the labour Party and trade unions for a 
programmatic discussion. For example: If the Soviet Union is so 
superior to the capitalist system, if there is no unemployment 
there (indeed there is a ·shortage of manpower in front of the 
vastness· of their enterprise of progress), how did they come to 
this? How does one achieve this in Britain? One of the first 
things to say is that this is done with nationalisations, workers 
control and planning and state monopoly of foreign trade. 
Besides, it is necessary and absolutely indispensible to pose that 
the labour government is opposed to this perspective, it 
continues the administration of the dying and criminal regime 
of private property, and its war preparations against the workers 
states. 

The world process sustains the forces for social trans­
formations in Britain. It is not the British process which brings 
these changes with such a speed. The beginning of a pro­
Soviet tendency, (even if unorganised) in the Labour Party has 
not appeared because of the new quality of the left in the 
Labour Party, but from the USSR and its increasing attractiveness 
and progress, combined with the total crisis of capitalism. This 
in turn stimulates the forces of the left in the Labour Party and 
give rise to a debate (and dispute) in the Labour Party which can 
only be resolved with programmatic conclusions: To do as in, 
the USSR, we have to nationalise and plan~ 

The Communist comrades have discussed in their Congress as 
if there was no world around Britain. They have therefore 
disregarded the most important conclusion, which is that even 
the Eurocommunist Marchais no longer just submits to the 
French Socialist Party. Carillo has had to go to the USSR. 
There is no room for another road outside of the class struggle, 
and this class struggle .is world wide. There will be structural 
changes and breaks in the Labour Party, starting from the 
nucleus of the Labour Party. The tendency of the Labour Party to 
link itself to the Workers States shows .this. The declaration of 
Kitson, 'to maintain and increase the links between . the 
Communist Party of the USSR and the Labour Party' confirm 
this. If there was no room and welcome for such a declaration, it 
is not Kitson who would have made this. The progress of 
Britain is deeply influenced by the world, and by the progress of 
the USSR. The stages to progress are shortening and the USSR 
looks for support in the changes in the Labour Party.The road the 
British communists have taken in their last congress, of 
reaffirming that they want .. to be a mass Party, and the 
eurocommunist position, shows that the Communist Party is 
eliminating itself from progress, it is disintegrating. The world 
goes to Communism, and even the bourgeoisei anticipates in the 
relationship of the Labour Party with the Spanish and French 
Communist parties, the signs of an increasing alliance with the 
world communist movement in which the eurocommunists have 
no perspective. The proof of it is that they cannot agree among 
themselves and keep trotting back to Moscow. The proof is 
the Greek elections with the big triumph of the Party which 
supports Moscow and much loss for the Party which supports 
eurocommunism. The conditions elevate in the Labour Party for 
a consistent debate on the nature of the total crisis, the inter­
bourgeois crisis and its reflection in the 'devolution' issues, in 
the Labour Party. When the army grows more and more 
concerned with its conditions and Mulley is obliged to offer 
approval for trade union rights in the army, it is an irrefutable 
sign of the development of anti-capitalist sentiment in the 
coercive apparatus of capitalism. The conditions are favourable 
for the construction of a pro Soviet, pro Workers State, tendency 
in the Labour Party, against the imperialist and assassin policies 
of the ultra capitalist Labour government. 
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THE SOLUTION TD THE PROBLEMS OF 
SCOTLAND, WALES, IRELAND AND 
ENGLAND IS A SOCIALIST FEDERATION 

The continuous dispute over 
devolution in . the camp of 
capitalism and the repression in 
Northern Ireland, are all part of 
the decomposition of British 
imperialism and the consequences 
of the loss of Empire. In the past 
it never solved the problem of 
Ireland but it contained it and it 
had apparently incorporated 
Scotland and Wales into the 
process of capitalist industrial­
isation without any great 
problem. Now all this has 
changed. The unionist monolith 
in Northern Ireland bas 
completely disintegrated and 
British imperialism puts its trust 
in brutal repression (part of this 
has been artificially created in 
order to prepare the army for 
repression in Britain). Move­
ments have arisen in Scotland 
and Wales which claim that 
"Whitehall centralisation" is 
against their respective 
populations and that these 
countries should have their own 
parliaments and conduct their 
own affairs. 

The total crisis of capitalism as 
a social system brings all the 
contradictions of capitalism to 
the point of agony. The 
competitive war between capital­
ist economies increases, the large 

businesses destroy the small and 
medium enterprises and every 
sector seeks to save itself. With 
the enormous contradiction of 
the capitalist system . in front of 
the advance of the workers and 
revolutionary states, the normal 
process of "every man for 
himself'' reaches extreme 
proportions. This . is the reason 
why the local bourgeoisie in 
Scotland and Wales seek their 
own solutions. They make use of 
the discontent, particularly of the 
petit bourgeois masses, with the 
miserable conditions of life in 
large areas of Wales and Scotland 
which capitalism has left to rot, 
because it bas no interest in 
developing them. But they do not 
propose a programme of social 
transformation or social 
revolution, simply "we want to 
develop our area for ourselves". 
This is a total impossibility. 
There is no chance for Ireland or 
Scotland or Wales or England to 
develop without a programme 
which liquidates private owner­
ship of the means of production 
and exchange. Capitalism has 
brought disaster to Ireland, 
Wales and Scotland. There is no 
possibility for a local capitalism 
to achieve what a centralised 
capitalism has failed to do. 

DEVOLUTION IS A 
BOURGEOIS DISCUSSION 

The discussion over devolution 
in the Labour, Tory and Liberal 
parties is totally bourgeois. They 
. are seeking to regulate inter 
capitalist dispute and they all 
disagree so widely and are in such 
confusion, because within the 
terms of capitalism there is no 
solution. But it is necessary that 
the cadres in the Labour party 
who find that capitalism can no 
longer provide solutions, take an 
independent position and do not 
submit to the bourgeois character 
of the discussion. All that is 
posed in the most false way. It is 
not possible to discuss the 
solution to the problem. ,in the 
terms of capitalist centralisation 
or capitalist decentralisation, of 
"saving the United Kingdom or 
not". This expresses the dilemas 
and the problems for capitalism. 
We do not participate in the 
solution of their problems set in 
their framework. Capitalism as 
in the case of the Common 
Market,· tries to involve the 
organisations of the workers in 
its problems, in order to nullify 
the independent role of the 
working class. They hope to 
turn to t'1eir own class advantage, 
any problems that arise. Thus by 
stressing the n.eed for concessions 

to local and regional interests, 
they hope to promote dissension 
in the population and limit the 
centralising role of the proletariat 
in all these countries. That is why 
"devolution or not" is not the 
real issue. 

In Scotland the local bourgeoisie 
want to grab North Sea oil for 
themselves - but with the 
disintegrating character of the 
capitalist system that is of no 
benefit to the masses. A Scottish 
parliament is just · another 
debating ground for another 
group of local and provincial 
interests alien to the interests of 
the masses. It· is true of course 
that theseseperatist movements 
are in depth quite fragile, in the 
SNP a republican tendency exists 
and they· feel obliged to talk 
about taking over the big landed 
estates in Scotland but that is the 
mark of their social weakness. 
They represent. wings of a 
bourgeoisie . in decline who no 
longer have world perspectives. 

It is right to put forward the 
right to self determination for all 
these countries including 
obviously the unification of 
Ireland in a socialist republic, but 
at the same time there is no 

justification for completely 
independent economies at this 
stage of history. There is no 
independent solution for Ireland 
economically, there is no place 
for "socialism in Ireland alone". 
That is why the conception of a 
Socialist Federation of England, 
Wales, Scotland and Ireland with 
the right to self. determination is 
the only solution to the total 
decomposition and degeneration 
of the capitalist system. 

CENTRALISED PLAN -
DECENTRALISED 
APPLICATION 

Capitalism is using the 
argument that only by 
"devolution" is it possible to 
make a balance between the 
"tyranny" of centralisation and 
the "democratic" wishes of the 
local populations. But the 
centralisation of a workers state 
that operates without the 
usufruct of a bureaucracy in no 
way impedes local initiatives or 
the intervention of the masses. 
A centralised workers state can 
only operate well and with 
m.aximum effect if the centralised 
decisions are applied on the basis 
of mass decision and decentralised 
application. When the Bolsheviks 
discussed the plan for the whole 
economy, there was no obstacle 
to initiatives from whatever 
sector of the population provided 
it was on the basis of developing 
the workers state. 

In the last stages of its existence 
capitalism tries to utilise all 
manner of means to impede 
objective discussion on the need 
for social transformations. It is 
the impotence of capitalism 
which leads to the separatist 
tendencies in Scotland etc. Now 
to make the separatist issue the 
most fundamental is to substitute 
backwardness for progress1 to 
remain entrenched in local 
concerns and also to prevent 
discussion over the need for 
social transformations which link 
countries together, not drive 
them apart. The process in the 
world is one of massive 
centralisation against the 
Pttrticular interests of capitalism. 
Socialism places the accent on 
federations of. socialist states, 
allowing the right of self 
determination, and real. self 
determination means association 
in federations of socialist states 
on the basis of centralised 
planning. The Soviet Union is an 
example of the social superiority 
of the centralised economy which 
has not impeded the development 
of all areas of the Soviet Union. 
The cadres who want to advance 
in the Labour Party have to base 
themselves on this experience~ 
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THE CRISIS AND HISTORIC FUNCTION OF THE 

BRITISH COMMUNIST PARTY. 

It is important to give a very great importance and consideration to the crisis 
of the British Communist Party. for wh"t it means. It is a small Party and for this 
reason the division occurs more easily than' it would in a large Party, because 
structure of interests, of leadership and of life in it are. very much reduced. In the 
large parties, the stage of. confrontation or the division into two parties is taking 
place more slowly because of the structure of these parties, their links with the 
masses and the links of interests which they have with parliament, the local 
councils, and even with sectors of the bourgeoisie. This break then takes place 
more slowly. These parties fear to isolate themselves, they are making state­
ments of an electoral order and, in this way. continue. On the other hand, the 
sma II Communist parties like that 01 Britain and of the United States are not held 
back by the same interests. They fulfil no function. This Party has existe~ 
since 1919~20, and It had MPs after the war. Today, however, It says that it has 
36,000 members but it only obtained 30,000 votes in elections. 

This division means that, in all the Communist parties, there is a discussion 
which is now developing. The British Communist Party is small: however, it 
discusses problems which go far beyond Britain' itself. The dictatorship of the 
proletariat and eurocommunism. for example. They are fundamental problems for 
the world Communist movement which are now being discussed. This means that 
this break is not just provoked by the problem of the .diclalorship of the proletariat, 
but by something much deeper still. These parties do not express all the depth of 
the crisis. They do not live the crisis in the sense that they do not show what 
it is; on the contrary they try to hide it, to repress it to limit it to one point -
for example, this divergency over the dictatorship of the. proletariat. Such a point 
should not be a matter for crisis, but a matter of simple discussion. But what 
discussion has there been? There has been no open discussion on this. 

This crisis means that there is the need for clarifications, for discussions, 
for positions to take, and for a.n alignment on the world problems. This crisis has 
already penetrated, slowly but irreversibly. the world Communist movement as a 
whole. The discussion in the Communist Party Is not new .in Britain. but yes, 
the division is new. It will be very Important to follow the evolution of this 
process. There were no Internal reasons for the division. and there has been no 
proper discussion on the basis of which to take such a step. The break shOWS a 
state of exasperation which is determined by the very profound divergences which 
there are. And it is not an electoral problem which is now raised, nor even a 
problem of principle, because the Communists lIaveno programme. The Commu­
nists do not discuss principles and, therefore, do not apply any. Thus the cause 
of this division is much more profound than the 1Il0tives wh.ich have been invoked. 
It is necessary. then, to expect that there will be fUrther expressions of this 
crisis. . 

This is the second Communist Party which breaks, and the Mexican Communist 
Party will soon do so; and the same also in Uruguay. where there are all the bases 
for division. These divergences also exist in the large Communist parties, but 
they do not yet come to light because of the size of the Party and because of 
electoral interests which impede. them. 

All this crisis of the British Communist Party must be taken as an expression 
of the crisis of the world Communist movement. In Britain, the Communist Party 
has a fairly insignificant weight. It has a certain importance. although it does not 
have numerical forces it has leaders in the trade union field; it bas miners, ship­
yard workers, .who are known and accepted as such. The same thing will happen 
by the way, in the Swedish Communist Party. 

These parties show their weakness, their lack of theoretical preparation, 
lack of comprehension of the world revolutionary process, when they split on the 
problem of dictatorship of the proletariat. At the same time, they take no PQsitions 
and they do not say of what the dictatorship of the proletariat consists. nor why 
they break. 

One mllst act so that this situation will influence the Socialist left. This 
process Is unfolding in the whole of Europe. In Germany. at least 70 JUSOS (Young 
Socialists) have been suspended from the Social Democracy for infringing 'the 
duties and democratic rights of the German Consti.tution'. This is going to have 
repercussions inside J USOS, in the sense that they are going to see that they 
cannot wait until they are given permission to start organising the left. The 
conditions are going to be more favourable for the organisation of the left. In the 
world, the conditions are favourable. In Germany. they are not so favourable; 
but the time will come when the economic situation will sour and this will ease 
the inclination of the country to the left. Therefore, it is necessary to prepare 
now an organism Which will have tile ability to intervene when the time comes, 
whenthe process will be more advanced. to launch a programme of the left. 
There is a sharpening of the crisis of German capitalism, unemployment Is very 
large and prices increase constantly. whilst the standard of life decreases and 
repression elevates. A part of their rights to have a pension is taken away from 
the old people, and the demands on increase in productivity elevate unceasingly. 
In many factories, the workers remain in the same number, but they produce double 
without a single increase in salary. This productivity is not obtained just through 
new machinery,' but by a growth of what is demanded from each worker. Yo u are 
controlled for the time you take to go to the toilets and the exact time spent to 
ma ke a comm odity is ca Iculated and reduced. A II th is means that German. capita­
lism is also entering into the spiral of the big crisis. This will later show up 
when the proletariat is going to start making a sharper struggle against the bourge­
oisie. The metal workers already show this~ because they have imposed more 
important demands than the bosses and the government were prepared to concede 
to them in. the last round of negotiations. 

This crisis in the left movements in Germany, and also In Britain, must serve 
to prepare the left in the Socialist parties. The Communist parties do not under­
stand and do not accept this situation; they think they are the representatives 01 
the Soviet Union. Not so. They are sustained, protected and fed by the Soviet 
bureaucracy wh ich takes this crisis of the British Communist Party and that of 
the JUSOS in Germany, as a means to intervene in the organisation of the left of 
the two countries, counting in Germany that the process of crisis is going to 
propel the petit bourgeoisie which supports Schmidt and the Social Democrat 
government into an even more acute crisis. In Britain. the crisis is going to be 
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even sharper between the government and the leadership of the left - a pOlitical 
crisis and not an economic one. In both countries, these crises have the same 
base, the same origin, but the forms in which they are expressed are different. 

In Britain, the economic crisis is very profound. The. trade union leadership 
which serves capitalism through the Labour government, finds great difficulties 
in its own base where there are public confrontations and the trade union leader­
ships now break the Social Contract. The Social Contract meant a submission 
on their part to the interests of capitalism. pallaghan wants to make a new pact 
so that the 'workers dQ not ask for an increase in wages again, with the aim of 
salvaging the equilibrium of Ihe capitalist profits in the competition which it 
makes with wort d capitalism. The trade unions through these leaderships want 
free collective bargaining. But they do not question the function which is exer­
cised by the Labour Party in defence of capiliilism. There are many discussi'ol1s; 
they have been discussing for twenty years. But, as yet, the left is no t formed 
in Britain. This is due to the particular conditions of that country. which has a 
bureaucratic structure like that of Germany and which has experienced relatively 
favourable economic conditions which permitted capitalism to yield concessions. 
But now we reach the state when capitalism cannot yield any more, and- the poono 
is devalued each minute that passes. 

Another expression of the very deep crisis, and a cfis is without solution for 
capitalism in Brltaiq, is that they have the problems of Scotland. Ireland and Wales. 
There. separatist movements each demand the right over the petroleum or his bit 
of North Sea. Such a process indicates the exasperation of the bourgeois leader­
ship which sees no perspective for itself. Then, it is each one for himself whilst 
capitaNsm has an interest in showing itself unified in front of the Workers States 
and the proletariat. On the other hand, the bourgeoisie hopes to divide the 
workers movement by inJecting into it, and stimulating in it, the national senti­
ments. But, even then, the leRis in better conditions than before, to organise 
itself. 

The division of the Communist Party of Britain must be used in order to make 
the Communist comrades under~tand their function. Otherwise they. discuss 
that there is an internal crjsis of the Party. However, the Party of itself has no 
force of its own, no weigh.t, because it. is not the Party which organises the 
leadership of the class struggle in Britain. In itself, the crisis of the Communist 
Party of Britain has no value. On the other hand. the Communist Party has a 
function to play with regard to the crisis of British capitalism and the !leed to 
organ ise the (eft It is the same.~~ in Germany to this extent 

The British Communist Party,does not have a consistent trade union policy. 
However, it has had very impor(anttrade unio n leaders among the miners, in the 
shipyards. The Vice President of the trade union of the miners is a Communist, 
but people, when they vot~d, voted for him as a trade union leader and not as a 
Communist. In the trade union elections he obtained a lot of votes, but in the 
political elections he obtained few. This means that the people see him as a 
trade union leader, and they see that he defends the immediate interests of the 
workers. That is all. 

This situation is the consequence of the history of Britain which has known 
one of the greatest bureaucratic structures of all. To measure the weight of this 
bureaucratic structure in the trade union and Labour movement of Britain, you 
have to compare it with the Soviet Union. The bureaucracy. because of the nature 
of the Worke'rs State, has less power in the Workers States than it has in capita T" 

lism. Whilst Stalin, however, lasted a fairly longtime because the conditions 
were more favourable for the bureaucracy. Now it is no longer so, because there 
exists a process of struggles for transformations, a process of world crisis of 
capitalism, a process of ascent of the workers movement. The bureaucracy of 
before, structured economic, cultural and political relations with a rlgl':lity. a 
strength, a power of domination which are not completely weakened today. But 
this structure is full of cracks and it is losing. force and assurance. because it 
no longer has the economic support which it received previously. On the contrary, 
the conditions of today are weakening it. 

British, and in part German imperialism, have utilised much racial discrimina­
tion, and the British proletariat would find itself confronting the Hindus, Singa­
lese, Guyanese and West Indian workers. The proletariat of these cQuntries is 
there in fairly great numbers and British capitalism used to separate it from the 
British proletariat, in the sellse that the .British would not take the dirtiest 
and least paid jobs; the immigrant workers were doing it. This provoked a divi­
sion among them and it influenced middle layers of the proletariat. The same 
thing happened in Germany. This situation has created particular relations and 
exerts an intellectual pressure on the British workers which is not a pressure 
which just comes from the economic apparatus, but from a whole tradition. In the 
United States the same thing happened. Immense layers of the North American 
proletariat are well paid and' they. in turn, exert an enormous pressure on the 
rest of the workers. Such a thing does not exist in France or Italy. French 
imperialism is the weakest in Europe, and Italian capitalism is so poor that it 
has to go round begging. 

You must expect that the British and German proletariat are going to receive 
the influence of the world proletariat and, at the same time, they will receive the 
consequence of the crisis of capitalism. You must also see that the proletariat, 
and the petit bourgeOisie, have made great struggles in Brita in. They invented 
the 'sit-in', the demonstrations of the 'white collars'. This was after the war; 
when they organised the movements of the squatters, house occupations, and the 
trade unions had in their programme that the homeless should occupy all empty 
houses. But, at the same time, the British monarchy had created a w1\oie insti­
tution to integrate the trade union and pqlitica I leaders and to give them the title 
of 'Lords'. 

It is very important to stress in this historic process that the economy exerts 
a great weight on the German, North American and British proletariats. The 
character of the economy of these countrills has segregated the proletariat from 
the most exploited sectors. Take, for example, .the dustmen. In the United States 
they are all Blacks, there is not One white man amongst them. and the same 
applies to the men who throw salt on the roads in w illter. The Blacks are always 
In the least paid jobs. These discriminations are part of the education of tbe 

PRINTED BY THE RUSSELL PRESS L TO. NOTTINGHAM (TU) 



Continued from page 1 
conceptions of the proletariat. What is lacking is the class trade union and a 
real class party of the proletariat. 

All this is very clear in Britain. The workers are making formidable strikes 
and they continue to give support to the Labour Party. which includes an essential 
part of the proletariat like those who have the hardest jobs, where most of the 
workers are immigrants. This situation influences strongly the consciousness 
the class structure and the pOlitical capacity of the proletariat. The British 
proletariat has made great struggles and gained important conquests, but these 
are the relations which still limit it much in the political conclusions, the pro­
gramme and the objective of the taking of power. 

These mistakes do not come from the proletariat itself, but from the lack of 
leadership. In this there is the problem of Stalin. Had a revolutionary movement 
existed in the Soviet Union instead of Stalin, none of this would have happened. 
In spite of these economic relations which exist, the influence of the Soviet 
Union would have been stronger than all these economic relations, and it would 
have helped the education of the consciousness and of the political, programmatic 
and organisational ability of the British proletariat, the German and the North 
American proletariat. And, in any case, the proletariat of these countries shows 
all its class consciousness in the fact that it has built large trade union organi­
sations, which shows that it cannot become ali agent of capita lism or remain 
submjtte~ to it. But what it doesn't have is the leadership. the guide, the policy 
to lead the changes of society. It has the ieaderships which conc iliate with 
capitalism. It is not by chance that in these three countries the Communist 
parties and the other revo lutionary movements are flimsy. with no roots in the 
in the workers and intellectual movement. 

These problems are very important to understand, in order to have a notion of 
the unequal and combined process. Britain, Germany and the United States form' 
the unequal part. whilst the Workers States and the world revolutionary movement 
form the combined part of the process. It is not the unequa I part which deter­
mines, but the combined part. The process has no need to be as slow as it is at 
the moment. If it is, it is because the leaderships have failed at the time when 
a Lenin was needed again. and this leadership has not been able to find a con­
tinuity of programme and policy. The Bo Ishevik s have not been continued. The 
problem is noUhat North American, British or German capitalism was strong, but 
that the world Communist movement was weak. If German capitalism still sur­
vives today it is because world capitalism needed it: otherwise It would have 
crushed it. Why has world capitalism made a war against German capitali~m as a 
competitor and then put it on its feet again? It was not by chance but 
because capitalism was without force and it had to come to the rescue of German 
capitalism to make it confrollt the Workers States. 

The Communist Party has no other perspective other than that of being a 
medium to influence the Labour left in Britain. And it Is the same also for Ger­
many and in the United States. It could exert a very great influence if it helped 
to organise the left. The reason why capitalism in these countries is not bothered 
by the Communist Party is, in part, because the Communists do not fulfil this 
function. 

Proletarian internationalism is for them a slogan, but it Is not a programme. 
However, it is a principle which has to be applied by means of a programme. The 
Communists In Britain discuss separating Britain from the world. If they were 
internationalists they would need the experience of the world in order to see the 
reasons why there is such a process in Britain. They have not made a single 
discussion about this· in the Communist Party which is also very small. They 
have never discussed why the Communist Party is so small. They throw the 
guilt onto the Labour comrades .• or on the righi, pr on everybody else; but not on 
themseives. However, it Is their own fault Uihey do not grow, because they 
never tried to see why they do not grow. 

The unequal and combined character of the process can be measured by the 
fact that in spite of a great number of Workers' States, in spite of the fact that 
each insurrectional social Uprising leads to the Workers State, the Communist 
parties of the capitalist countries. - an d particularly of the colonial countries -
have remained flimsy. The base for the explanation of such an unequal process 
is to be found in Stalinism; but today there is an upturn of the revolution and it is 
the combined aspect which absorbs the unequal one, and it is this combined 
aspect which now influences the global process. 

The conclusion which comes out clearlY from this crisis in the small British 
Communist Party is the weakness of the world Oommunist movement, because it 
does not have the ideas, the analyses. and it does not transmit or 'apply the 
necessary conclusions to generalise experience •. Crises occur and have particular 
effects in each Communist Party. whilst they all have a common base because 
they do not have the policy or the theoretical preparation which is needed. These 
crises show also the weakness of the Workers States, of the leaderships of the 
Communist parties of the Workers States which do .. not give orientation, or elevate 
the richness, the nourishment, in terms of the necessary ideas, the necessary 
conclusions by means of the generalisation of programmatic experiences. The 
Workers States do not discuss experiences in order\ to generalise. If they did, they 
would say: This is how you apply the dictatorship of the proletariat, and prole­
tarian internationalism means this and that. They would explain what 'pluralism' 
is. They do not do this. Therefore the Communist movement starts from a situa­
tion in which it does not have the experience on which to base itself. It 
has to. deepen the experiences of history, and take up posftions of principle;whlch 
is what is throwing up all these crises. 

This fundamental conclusion is going to be drawn in all the Communist parties, 
and to be sure in all the nationalist movements, whatever be their point of depar­
ture, because these are the general principles forthe whole world. For society 
to progress state control is needed. Private property represents no progress 
but at best stagnation crisis and regress ion To impose state control you 
need the Party and you need also planning so as to produce for the need of the 
people and of the whole society and not {or the individual interest of each one. 
These are the principles. The problem is that in the world Communist movement 
they discuss no principle and no experience. 

The books that various Communist leaders are now writing are commentaries, 
news and statements which are not based on principles, experiences, to feed the 
world Communist movement with the necessary id.eas. It is not true that the 
capitalist regime still exists now because it has a force of its own. It is because 
there is not the leadership to finish it. The Workers States, in particular, do not 
feed theoretically and politically the world Communist and Workers movement \Vith 
ideas. The literature of the Communist movement, like the book of Carillo, are 
without importance because they are not making analyses of principles, of historic 
experiences. All that they do is constant omissions. For example, they say that 
the construction of the USSR has been a special, accidental case in history. 
Why is this? It was not like a car accident, was it? It was the event which 
permitted the throwing out of centuries of private property in a few years ollly, 
and besides this, in spite of thirty years under Stalin and in spite of wars which 
destroyed 70% of what the USSR had! The Communists do not discuss these 
experiences, they do not make all this known in this way, they lack scientific 
objectivity. They make discussions on the basis of simple statements, which 
only show superficia lily. the weakness, fear and naivety of these leaderships. 
who do not base themselves on experiences. But for what concerns art. culture, 
SCience, do we not base ourselves on experiences? Why not then in politics? 

Still the Communists say: 'We still have to make a study of the actual world to 
verify if yes or no we can construct a new one. TRis is to take no account of 
human conduct which is determined by social, economic interests, which are the 
factors from which to understand the conduct of society and of the SOCial classes. 
Where can you verify that in Italy you can make an 'historic compromise'? Com­
promise with whom? And why should it also be 'historic'? If it was ~toric. this 
would then mean that the bourgeoisie is going to compromise itself, to act against 
itself. It is trlle that you must take advantage from the weaknesses of capitalism, 
and Lenin was the oliewho did it best. A nd today we can do this much more 
than he did, taking the present weakness of capitalism into account. But to take 
advantage of its weakness does not mean the same thing as to replace the class 
struggle by an alliance, and to believe that in this way we can literally overpass 
capitalism slowly. electorally. with a programme without transcendence. It is 
possible to accumulate slowly the forces which are necessary. accumulating them 
progressively and even electorally. But the time of confrontation will COIOO in 
any case. Can we avoid it? The Communists say that, yes, we can. Where can 
they sbow that the bourgeoisie yielded to fear? In Rhodesia? In Chile? In the 
United States or in the programme of the bourgeoisie? The bourgeOisie shows 
nothing of this. Then wbat do the comrades of the Communist Party base them­
selves on to say this? What do they base themselves on to make such statements? 

This criSiS in the British Communist Party seems to happen in a quite remote 
part of Britain. This is because the Communists do not discuss what is the 
situation of the country when this crisis bursts out. Is it that the situati on is 
good, or is it bad? Is the situation in progress or is it in retreat? How do they 
situate their own crisis? No crisis can be understood in the abstract. Besides, 
any crisis of a political movement which occurs in history and which represents a 
progress is united to the reality of progress of the country where it intervenes. 
This crisis cannot h .. a forei .. n body from the whole of the organism, the whole 
of the movement in this case. It is growing on the whole body itself. Then what 
is its cause? Why does it grow on the body? What is happening in the whole of 
Britain? What is to be done? What is the programme? The Communist comrades 
discuss abstractly and they generalise no experience. Their weakness leads 
to naivety, which consists in ~elieving that you can do away with the historic 
experiences. But you cannot do without the experiences of history: particular 
conditions in each country are the circumstantial result of the relations of forces, 
they signify ill no way that principles should apply differently. A relation of 
forces which is particula( is not a principle. It is a situation which has defined 
and determined limits. Principles, on the other hand, are unalterable. For example, 
the classes behave as classes and they yield when they can no longer maintain 
themselves, in the same way as capitalism had to yield in front of the Russian 
Revolution. Classes also make concessions. A good example of this is when the 
capitalist class allied itself with the USSR against Hitler, which meant therefore 
the retreat of the capitalist system as it happened. The capitalists have made 
this a lliance to be able to survive, because the bourgeOisie as such had no more 
forces of its own. But, in order to survive now as a whole, it is preparing the 
war. 

It Is necessary to discuss like this, comrades of the British Communist Party! 
And our own Party milst .discuss collaboration and contribution to the formation 
of the left in the Labour movement in Britain. It is a process in which the crisis 
of the Communist Party /s a very important factor. Because, if the Commun.!st 
Party just understood that it is necessary to organise the Labour left, it would 
not have to be in crisis. rt would put itself in agreement with Itself, and they 
would discuss this in the Party. But the Communists are in crisis because they 
do not know what to do, and they do not have a policy and programme. 

Balibar in the French Communist Party defends the dictatorship of the prole­
tariat; and he repeats also some of Marx. He is agaiost Stalin. But he defends 
everything Stalin did, he does not denounce the fact that Sta lin assassinated the 
leadership of the Bolshevjk Party. and that he allied himself to Hitler. He 
defends 'Socialism in one country' and says that Stalin defended the Soviet Union. 
So the criticism he makes of Stalin is an invented one. His book is just a list 
of quotes from Marx. but it does not apply to anything today. 

The world Communistmovemelit lacks experiences and discussion. For ex­
ample. why not discuss in the British Communist Party why it does not develOp 
itself? When there are so many strikes! What are the factors which gui de the 
crisis? This crisis in the Communist Party bursts out on a principle of the 
dictatorsh ip of the proletariat. However. the Party lived up to now w itholli 
applying it at all. or without elaborating a single principle that stems from it, 
and without being pre-occupied on the programmatic level. When the process has 
produced twenty Workers States, why is it that the British Communist Party has 
no influence? 

This comes from a lack of theoretical and political experience, and from a 
lack of communication on the experiences made by the Workers States; such a 
communication should be made to show how the Soviets took power. The various 
Workers States did not take power in the same way as the Soviet Union. They 
did it as a consequence of the war and of historic circumstances at the time. But 
the Communist parties were not prepared for the taking of power. Power Just 
happened to fall into their hands. The proletariat, in particular the Soviet and the 
Chinese proletariat, made power fall into their hands. The British Communist 
Party does not discuss any of this. It makes arrogant declarations, whilst it has 
to see that its strength is that of the Soviet proletariat, that of the Soviet Union, 
that of the Communist Party of the Soviet Union and of China. No one to this 
day has yet written the history of the revolution in Czechoslovakia, in Hungary. in 
Poland. These revolutions have not been led by Communist parties which would 
have been prepared, and would have utilised the circumstances of the war, to 
make the revolution. The conditions at that time were such that the structure· of 
world capitalism was weakened and Hitler was an example of this. It is not the 
United States but Hitler at that time who was the centre of the capitalist system. 
It was Hitler who sought to confront the Soviet Union. It was him who has to 
embody the pretensions and the economic and military power of the capitalist 
system. There is no experience in the world which shows that you can take 
power through the national road, basing oneself on imaginary differences between 
these revolutions in Europe and the previous revolutions. 

On the contrary, there are twenty Workers States which influence Africa, Asia, 
Latin America, and it is these which stimulate the colonial revolution to adopt 
the Soviet forms. Why do the Communist parties not discuss this? The influence 
of the Workers States on the whole of Asia, Africa and Latin America, and even on 
individuals like Amin. demonstrates well that these principles are universal. 
At the moment the organisms to adopt these principles do not exist, but the 
existing organs of the masses have to come to these principles without having 
foreseen that they would heed them. It is on the march that they verify that it is 
on the basis of these prinCiples that they can build. On the other hand, the 
the Communist Party discusses a vacuum. 

The British Communist Party does not even pose the slogan of 'down w.ith the 
Monarcy. Long live the Socia list Republic'. in the discussion of their crisis -
they pose objectives in a vacuum because they want to be a large party in Britain. 
There is no room for a large Communist Party In Britain, but there is room for a 
great Communist Party which should contribute to the formation of the left in the 
Labour Party, transforming it into a party for social transformations. 

J. POSADAS 18fl fl7. 
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