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Polemic 1, from
Bulletin 599, 29th

May 1991,

Fight for revolut-
ionary theory holds
key to developments
in India,

The humiliating farce of
trying to patch together a
tottering family dynasty in
order to preserve the trad-
itional influence of bour-
geois 'democracy' over the
most populous capitalist
state on earth is another
sure sign of the inevitab-
ility of communist revolut-
ion there before long.

Sonia Gandhi may well
possess all kinds of inter-
esting talents but Congress
Party leadership is ultim-—

The 'unity' and 'indep-
endence! flag-waving which,
after the national-liberat-
ion struggle,has just kept
India afloat in the postwar
inflationary world-imperia~-
list boom, - is on its last
legs alongside that boom.

Moscow revisionism may
have opened the floodgates
to Western anti-socialist
propaganda wider than ever
before with the opportunist
Gorbachevs insane defeatist
wish to liquidate everyth-
ing that the Soviet Union
has ever stood for in the
anti-fascist and anti-
imperialist struggle in
order to strain for his de-
lusion of 'economic para-~
dise! via Western financial
imperialisms investment/ex-
ploitation of the Soviet
market.

But the Third World has
already suffered tragically
enough from such 'integrat-

the sense of injustice burn
more fiercely now than at
the height of the movement
for colonial freedom.

It is precisely socialism,
and the expropriation of
the domineering Western in-
vestments,-which is now more
insistently on the Third
World agenda than ever be-
fore.

The extreme philosophical
disorientation of Soviet
petty-bourgeois anti-
communists may well crave
to be ordered around by the
pompous balf-wits who dom—

inate British and American
monopoly capitalism and its
major political parties,
for example~{the likes of
Thatcher, Bush, Reagan,
Quayle, Major, Kinnock, Ha-
ttersley, Trump, Bond, Mur-
doch, Maxwell, etc.)

But the more advanced po-
litical movements of the
Third World Jjust cannot

as 18 obvicus from present
and recent revolutionary li-

beration struggles fighting
to the death for years to
achieve the real independ-
ence of publicly-owned pla-
nned socialist economies, -
such as the El1 Salvador
FMIN, the Sandinistas, the
Cuban revolution, the New
Peoples Army in the Phili-
ppines, SWAPO in Namibia,
the ANC, ZANU in Zimbabwe,
the Afghan revolution, the
vhole of Indo-China, the
revolution in Guatemala, the

civil war in Sri Lanka, the
armed struggle in Chile, the
Polisario independence mo-
vement in Western Sahara,
the MPLA in Angola, FRELIMU
in Mozambique, the revolut-
ions against feudalism in
Ethiopia, Sudan, Somalia,
etc, all leading towards
the termination of pro-
Western stooges and their
neo—-colonial economies. The

ately doomed to total polit- ion into the world economy’ §
ical disaster whoever takes 20d the poverty, famines,
over. lopsided development, and

walt to get rid of such do- entire Middle East is in an
mination and exploitation, - almost permanent state of
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war because of these same
burning anti-imperialist
ambitions among the masses.
The CIA-organised and
Saudi-financed dismember-
ment of the Ethiopian revo-
lution notwithstanding, it
is the imperialist system
which is in crisis. Imper-
ialist stooge influences
dominated Ethiopia before
the 1974 revolution and th-
eir overthrow was irresist-
ible, despite all the CIAs
efforts. Somalia, Sudan,
etc, were similarly domina-
ted by imperialist-stooge
interests, but the regimes
there have likewise proved
unstable. Now US domination
is going to have another
try at stabilising pro-
Western rule in Ethiopia.
It will be another disaster.
And the costs of these
calamitous US-imperialist
2 world-rule policies are mo-

Zionist occupying forces
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unting inexorably, - help-
ing to bankrupt the Ameri-
can domestic and foreign-
exchange budgets. But capi-
talist exploitation alone
can remain the driving fo-
rce of imperialist inter-
vention; and neo-colonial-
ism has already abundantly
proved incapable of concea-
ling the humiliating real-
ity of this Western monop-
oly-bourgeois domination.
Serious anti-ruling-class
sentiment is growing every-
where, completely at var-
iance with the illusions of
popular television and ad-
vertising propaganda imply-
ing that the whole world is
heading towards a content-
ed classless enjoyment of
arrogant opulence and upper-
class twittedness without a
hint of envy or rancour. The
Haile Selasse, Anwar Sadat,
and Rajiv Gandhi dynasties

of this world know differ-
ent, and it was a close call
for the Jaber-Sabah and Saud
gangsters in Kuwait and the
Arabian peninsula recently.

The assassination of Raj-
iv Gandhi, like that of his
mother before him, indica-
tes that anarchical para-
lysis and balkanising nati-
onalist civil war are like-
ly to develop before revol-
utionary war; but the proc-
ess is a relentless one of
growing disillusionment with
the insulting endless post-
uring by bourgeois !'democr-
acy'.

Rajiv Gandhis last elect-
ion campaign has been all
stress on 'stability!,
‘continuity!, 'patriotism',
etc, and with far less de-
tail on what course next
for India. The desperate
wish by Congress leaders for
his widow Sonia to carry on
the symbolism of. the Nehru
family (which has led In-
dia for 40 of its 44 years
of independence) even thou-
gh only known so far for
being an Italian-born house-
wife, - shows the manic de-
termination to keep stress-
ing this bland abstract
nonsense at the expense of
any policy, - this time
adding in the !'sympathy!
vote.

These are signs of a very
sick political system. The
possibility that BJP hindu
fundamentalism threatens to
become the main 'opposit-
ion' or even to win the co-
ming election is a further
indication of how unstable
the Indian capitalist state
has become.

Religious hysteria of
every kind is real enough
in the continuing neo-
colonial backwardness of
Indian capitalist society,&
does not equate to revolut-
ionary spontaneity,-and
would leave some difficult
problems for a communist
government to deal with in
India. But simultaneously
there have continued,
little commented on, some
amazingly abiding depths
and strengths of widespread
militant Communist Party
support in India, as in West
Bengal and Kerala for ex-
ample.

And while this is not the
same thing as widespread
backing for communist rev-
olution in practice, this
is a problem first and fore-
most, of course, of uncert-
ain leadership, (and only
secondarily a question of
all-powerful Western bour-
geois propaganda making
such a 'triumph! of its in-
temational anti-commmnist

campaigns that the prolet-
arian Indian masses 'would
now never follow a Bolshev-
ik lead!, and that it would
be the 'death! of any party
trying to give such a lead,
etc.)

The reality is that the
leading !'socialist' influ-
ences such as the CPIM
éCommunist Party of India

Marxist)), very powerful-
ly organised among the pro-
letariat of Calcutta and
West Bengal, for example, -
(potential huge leadership
strengths in India for the
entire proletariat), - are
s8till struggling unconvinc-
ingly to 'explain' the his-
torical problems the int-
ernational commnist move-
ment has run into.

It is impossible to know
what a revolutionary strug-
gle for socialism would ach-
ieve in India until all this
old complacent revisionist
confusion isg cleared out of
the way.

As the CPIM itself decl-
ared in the course of one of
its latest attempts to ana-
lyse the international bal-
ance of class forces and the
way forward for India:

"While the objective fac-
tors for the intensification
of class struggle existed,
the subjective factor, - i.e.
the degree of organisation
and socialist class conscio-
usness of the working class
on a world scale, - was
lagging.

"It must be clearly noted
that without the subjective
factor, -(the Party of the
working class, guided by
revolutionary ideology of
Marxism-Leninism, with live
contact with the aspirations
of the people, organising
and leading their struggles,
and raising the collective
consciousness of the people),
- no revolutionary advance
is possible."

The essence of Marxist-
Leninist revolutionary ide-
ology is to give a correct
lead to the masses on int-
erpreting world developmen-
ts, - thus establishing the
scientific necessity of co-
mmunist revolution and the
dictatorship of the prolet-
ariat.

This pamphlet on wny East
Buropes workers states col-
lapsed ("On certain politi-
cal-ideological issues rel-
ated to developments in some
socialist countries") is
still so marked with unexam-
ined o0ld Third Intermational
revisionist complacencies
and only half-corrected mis-
takes,that revolutionary in-
spiration by the CPIM is un-
likely immediately.It leaves

the door open, however, for



new Leninist leadership to
burst upon the scene.

The tragedy is that some
of the CPIMs propaganda ag-
ainst Gorbachevism is ex-
cellent, including touching
upon the heart of the whole
historic problem of bureau-
cratic revisionismgwhich is
the defeatist retregt from
Lenins world revolutionary

rspectives.

But this analysis wrongly
describes the retreat from
proletarian international-
ism as a subsidiary effect
of anti-Marxist theoretical
confusion in Moscow on bro-
ader philosophical quest-
ions. The historical real-
ity was that this steady de-
terioration in CPSU under-
standing, which has now be-
come a complete liquidatio-
nist anti-communist collap-
se under Gorbachev, - arose
as a rationalising, Jjusti-

urse for completing the wo-
rld revolution, - wretched
failings which go all the
way back to the Stalin lea-
dership for their beginni-
ngs.

Because the CPIM has ske-
letons in its own cupboards
over the terrible mistakes
comnitted during the period
of the Third Internationals
history, their analysis of
Gorbachevs liquidationism
now still holds back from
getting to the historical
root of thingsj; and there
was also a tell-tale signi-
ficant delay of several
years hezitancy before this
partial blitz of Gorbachev-
ism was delivered, - remin-
iscent of the bad old days
when the entire Third Int-
ernational treated all Mos-
cow pronouncements as gos-
rel until finally forced,or
told, to admit their incor-

fying cover-up for longstan- rectness.

ding Soviet class-collabor- But the perceptive bits of

ationist defeatism about the the anti-Gorbachevism crit-

prospects and necessary co- ique are encouraging(traces
of pacifist illusion aside):

UNIVERSAL HUMAN VALUES AND CLASS VALUES

One of the important components of the “New Thinking” is
the assertion in Soviet writings of the “priority of universal
human values over class values”” Universal human values are
supposed to have precedence over class interests due to the
threat of nuclear war, the consequent annihilation of the human
race and the ecological disaster which would destroy the entire
planet. L

Due importance has to be accorded to finding common
ground to avert the threat of nuclear war, for elimination of
nuclear. weapons and to preserve ecology. There are increasing
possibilities to jointly act, in the interests of humanity, on these
vital matters. But it will be wrong to deduce from this common
universal human values attributable to imperialism. The Marx-
ist world view holds that the class struggle to eliminate exploi-
tation of man by man and for the abolition of classes in socicty
isan inseparable and integral part of the realisation of universal
human values. It sees both human values and proletarian class
interests as an integral whole. Therefore, it is misleading and
incorrect to counterpose universal human values to class val-
ues. Only by abolishing classes in society can the fulfilment of
human values on a universal scale be ensured. By elevating
universal human values over class values on the basis of a so-
called law of an “integral world”, the role of class struggle, the
class-based view of human socicty — historical materialism, is
being given the go-by. This leads to spreading illusions about
the nature of present day imperialism and the world capitalist
system.

One of the key quotations used to substantiate New Thinking
and the priority of universal human values over class interests
is cited from Lenin. He is quoted to state : “From the standpoint
of the basic ideas of Marxism, the interests of social develop-
ment are higher than the interests of the proletariat”. This
sentence taken out of context is from Lenin’s Draft Programme
written in 1889.

Lenin’s article must be seen in the historical backgroud it was
written in and the tull quotation must be studied. Lenin wrote
this article while in exile about the draft programme of the
Russian Social Democratic Labour Party and what it should
contain. The article deals with the specific situation in Russia

which must beaddressed to by the programme of the Party. The
full extract reads as follows :

“Itis especially necessary to recognise the struggle for politi-
cal liberties against the autocracy as the first political task of the
working class party ; this task should in our opinion be ex-
plained by an exposition of the class nature of the present day
Russian autocracy and the need to overthrow it, not only in the
interests of the working class, but also in the interests of social
development, as a whole. Such a description is essential in
regard to both theory and practice, in theory because from the
standpoint of the basic ideas of Marxism, the interests of social
development are higher than the interests of the proletariat —
the interests of the working class movement as a whole are
higher than the interests of a separate section of the workers or
of separate phases of the movement; and in practice, this eluci-
dation is essential because of the need to characterize the focal
point to which the whole variety of Social Democratic activity
— propaganda, agitation, and organisation — must be directed,
and round which it must be concentrated.”

From this extract, the point Lenin is driving at becomes clear.
In the struggle to overthrow the Tsarist autocracy, the entire
social forces oppressed by this system have to mobilised. At this
stage of Russia’s revolutionary movement, the struggle to
overthrow autocracy is to be identified with the interests of the
entire Russian society necessary for its future social develop-
ment. The interests of the Russian proletariat in this task is
subsumed by the overall interests of Russian social develop-
ment. The working class as the advanced class in Russian
society should take the lead in championing the demand for the
overthrow of autocracy and wresting political liberty — a goal
in the interests of the “social development” of Russia. The inter-
ests of the working class as the vanguard in enabling social
advance and emancipation embodies the true relationship
between general human values and class interests. Abstracted
from this context, the sentence quoted to substantiate the con-
cept of universal human values having priority over
class values applied to today’s world leads to undermining the
role of class struggle in the social transformation of
society.

The Draft Platform states : “While adhering to the positions of
the working class and the working pcople, we abandon the
simplified class approach which opposed national and univer-
sal human values.” It is on the plea of abandoning a simplistic
approach that the class approach is sought to be abandoned.

This is an outlook which undermines the proletarian interna-
tionalistic viewpoint and leads to expressing no concern for the
worldwide struggle of the working class. Soviet writings are
virtually silent on the vital battles for democracy, social eman-
cipation and against imperialism and neo-colonialism going on
in different parts of the world. As Lenin had repeatedly stated,
proletarian internationalism means extending solidarity with
the working class of all countries, the people fighting for na-
tional liberation and struggles against imperialism. This inter-
nationalist task gets sidelined by an erroneous outlook which
counterposes universal human values and class values.

DEIDEOLOGISATION : NEGATES ANTI-IMPERIALISM
Further in Soviet writings, there is constant talk of “deideolo-
gisation of state to state relations”. Improving state to state
relations between countries with different social systems to
meet the vital tasks commonly facing all humanity such as the
nuclear war danger is one thing. This is in the perspective based
on Lenin’s concept of peaceful co-existence. But to speak of
deideologising relations between states is to disarm the so-
cialist state and the international working class movement of its
ideological basis which guides the very principle of state to state
relations. It means negating the anti-imperialist standpoint.
The Draft Platform does not recognise the existence of world 3



imperialism and its menace today. The foreign policy section
talks of the efforts to “build a safe and civilised world order” and
advocates the “principle of balanced interests” with the imperi-
alist countries. It talks of settlement of regional conflicts, states
defending their independence from outside interference,and
demilitarisation,and halting the profound disparities develop-
ing in different parts of the world, all without a reference to the
existence of imperialism and its machinations.

CLASS CHARACTER OF THE STATE UNDER SOCIALISM
The dictatorship of the proletariat in the period of transition
from socialism to communism, as Lenin pointed out, can “yield
great abundance and variety of political forms”. The forms of
proletarianstatehood will vary and pass through various phases
from defending and consolidating the socialist revolution to the
complicated process of building socialism. It is essential to
remember that the State under socialism whatever its form has
as its essence proletarian class character. In the name of correct-
ing the distortions of the past, the class character of the state is
being abandoned. Giving up the class nature of the State means
giving up the revolution itself. The Draft Platform declares:
“The rule-of-law State of the whole people has no room for
dictatorship by any classand even less so for the power of aman-
agement bureaucracy”. It is misleadingly portrayed as if the
dictatorship of the proletariat under socialism represents dicta-
torship of the working class over the other sections of the people.
Whereas the proletarian state power is meant to represent the
overwhelming majority of the people against the class enemies
both internal and external. In the Critique of the Gotha Pro-
gramme, Marx had said that the State in the entire period from
socialism to communism can only be the dictatorship of the
proletariat. Lenin, further elaborating this said that the dictator-
shxp of the proletariat embodies the leading role of the proletar-
iat in building socialism, so long as there are sections among
people with different levels of consciousness born out of social-
ist property.
The leading role of the Party cannot be negated in this process.
A multi-party system in this context cannot be unrelated to the
role of different classes in the process of revolution. Historically
in certain countries, the Party of the working class emerged as
the vanguard of the revolution. While other classes and the
parties connected with them betrayed the revolution, the Com-
munist Party led the revolution to success. The leading role
emerged out of its vanguard role in the revolution. In some
countries, certain parties which supported the revolution found
a place in the new set up, as in the People’s Republic of China.
The concept of a ‘multi-party system’ which would undermine
the leading role of the Party of the working class and throw up
forces which challenge the basic foundations of the socialist
system would be detrimental to the development of socialist

These words adopted for
publication by the CPIM
central committee only at
the end of May 1990 are
too little, too late,
and lack urgency as well
as still missing the main
point (which is Gorbachev's
screaming flight from
any further thought of int-
ernational class struggle,
covering this up with end-
less extensions of the id-
iot revisionist notion that
world wars need never occur
again and can be 'outlawed!
by 'peaceful coexistence!
agreements.)

Whats worse, the CFIM in
effect try to deny the ori-
gins of Gorbachevism in St-
alinist revisionism, and
also undermine the impact
of their own earliest anti-
Kruschev criticisms (which
led to the 1964 CPIM split
from the CPI) by their rem-
arks, quoted at length ab-
ove, which still talk of
imperialist nuclear war dan-
ger being overcome, not by
socialist revolution (the
only possibility), but by
revisionism's longstanding
lunatic misapplication of
Lenin's (mere temporary dipl-
omatic) tactic of !'peaceful
coexistence!.

The CPIM's correct analysis
of Krushchev's "distortion of
the Leninist concept of pea-
ceful coexistence" should

expose not just the terrible
diversion of the communist
movement towards a non-
existent !'peaceful road to
socialism' and away from
revolutionary class war,but
also the equally disastrous
diversion into permanent
'peaceful coexistence'! ill-
usions for the whole world
and away from the revolut-
ionary anti-imperialist st-
ruggle which is the only
way in reality to end imp-
erialist warmongering.

The only answer to the
BJP's open advocacy of nucl-
ear weapons for India is to
stress not the daft neo-
colonial humiliation of the
'non-proliferation treaty!'
(which leaves Western mon-
opoly imperialism content-
edly dominating the world
still),nor the even more
dangerously disarming non-
sense about the pacifist-
idealist 'peaceful coexist-
ence' struggle being the
answer to imperialist war-
mongering, - - - but to
stress that the world can-
not even begin to become a
remotely safe place,free
from devastating war, until
the international monopoly-
imperialist bourgeoisie has
been completely overthrown
everywhere. That means
world communism in other
words.

Correctly, the CPIM de-
clare:

democracy.

The CPIM admit that they
supported Gorbachevism until
the 1989/90 platform for the
28th CPSU Congress which
"makes a departure in rel-
ation to certain fundament-
al Marxist-Leninist propos-
itions. The impact of pere-
stroika and the CPSUs new
thinking in international
relations is not limited to
the Soviet Union, therefore
(1) it is necessary to op-
ine on them. The correction
of distortions in the buil-
ding of socialism are ess-
ential for the steady adv-
ance of socialism on the
4 world scale. Here a balanc-

ed approach is required to
the historical experience of
building socialism and ens-
uring the continuity of the
revolutionary process. But

now (1) in the name of co-

rrecting past distortioms,
a departure is sought to be
made from the basic ideolo-
&y of Marxism-Leninism.

"The goal of perestroika
is stated to be a 'humane
and democratic' socialism.
This is posed as a qualit-
atively new concept of soc-
ialism which renounces the
achievements of the social-
ist past...", etc, etc,

(added emphases).

The contradiction continues to intensify despite the emergence
of the USA as the dominant industrial and military power after
World War IL. It finds expression in the economic battles be-
tween the imperialist giants, for therecarving of their respective
spheres of influence. The rivalry between the USA, EEC (and
within the EEC between West Germany and others) and Japan
is expressing itself in constant currency and trade wars. With
the forthcoming 1992 Integrated Europe these contradictions
are bound to further intensify. The fact that the rates of eco-
nomic growth in the 80s are less than those in the sixties and
seventies in the capitalist countries will.also find expression in
the intensification of this contradiction.

The contradiction between the third world countries and
imperialism need no longer necessarily lead to the process of
direct colonisation as in the pre-war period. New neo-colonial
methods of exploitation, exploitation through multi-national
corporations, unfair terms of trade and brandishment continue
as methods of imperialist exploitation. But in certain cases it
does not hesitate to embark on naked armed intervention as in
the case of Panama recently. The extent of misery in the devel-
oping countries can be understood by the fact that in the
eighties (data provided by the World Bank till 1987) the average
annual rate of growth for all developing countries has been mi-
nus 2.6 per cent. Compare this to the period 1965-1980 when this
figure was plus 8.1 per cent. Such an intensification of contra-
diction is pregnant with the possibilities of fierce peoples
struggles against imperialism.

The deepening crisis of the world capitalist orderand the re-
sultant cuts in the social security measures and rising unem-
ployment creates circumstances for the intensification of the
class struggle in the developed capitalist countries. The inten-



sification of this contradition, however is sought to be blunted
through the spread of reformist illusions. Capitalism has tre-
mendous capacity to bribe sizeable sections of the working class
in different developed capitalist countries. It shares a small part
of its profit to keep the rule of capital thriving.

The CPI(M) Central Committee Resolution of May 1988 and
the XIII Congress Political Resolution have reiterated our as-
sessment that notwithstanding the changes in the international
situation, the fundamental contradictions of our epoch con-

tinue to intensify.

But deludedly, they still
weaken the impact of this
understanding by introduc-
ing it in their May 1990
pamphlet with the words:

"The sheer existence and
strength of socialism and
the possession of nuclear
weapons by different coun-
tries deter the resolution
of the inter-imperialist
contradiction through war."
This is daft idealistic
wishful thinking (and not
just with the benefit of
hindsight following imper-
ialisms monstrous Gulf bl-
itzkrieg earlier this year—
- See Bulletin articles on
World War III from 1986 on-
wards (ILWP Books vol 11)).

This confusion over the
extent of the damage all
originating from the Stal-
inist Third Internationals
longstanding retreat from
Leninist world-revolution-
ary understanding (see ILWP
Books vols 3,4,5, & 6) is
further seen in the CPIM
continually limiting the
problems faced by the USSR
and the East European work-
ers states to one of need-
ing to "overcome the dist-
ortions and deviations" in
the building of socialism
as if the paralysis of re-
visionist bureaucracy just
grew, - or,even worse,is
ascribed to "the concept of
proletarian dictatorship
being reduced to the dict-
atorship of the party, and
this at times to the dicta-
torship of the leading cot-
erie of the party", etc.

Only the objective scien-
tific discipline of accept-
ing the necessary dictates
of furthering the world so-
cialist revolution along
the fully polemically deb-
ated lines of Marxist-
Leninist understanding cou-
14 ever keep any leadership
up to the mark of "avoiding
distortions in the implem-
entation of the principle
of democratic centralism
within the party", - not
mere self-exhortation by pa-
rty leaders to keep to such
principles in the abstract.

When the philistine 'cult
of the individual' opport-
unism and arbitrary bully-
ing were pushing through

decisions without serious

polemical debate, it was
being done on real issues.
It is the class content of
the issues involved which
dictated the anti-communist
anti-Leninist attitude ado-
pted by the bureaucratic
revisionist mentality, not
some abstract psychological
yearning in itself to be
'anti-democratic'.

Because of the revision-
ist retreat from revolutio-
nary perspectives for world
socialism, the problems of
successfully continuing to
lead and inspire the world
communist movement could
only become relentlessly
more difficult, requiring
ever greater recourse to
cultism and other opportun-
ist methods of arbitrary
control.

It is doubly unfortunate
to pursue this red herring
(of abstract formal 'explan-
ations' for all the 'dis-
tortions and deviatioms') as
far as imposing a lifeless
undialectical character
onto an understanding so
crucial to Marxist-Leninist
revolutionary science as
the dictatorship of the pr-
oletariat.

Lenin said more than once
that the dictatorship of
the proletariat was, to all
intents and purposes, the
dictatorship of the party,-
as it clearly had to be at
decisive moments in the lo-
ong and hazardous revolut-
ionary and civil war strug-
gles when crucial and pain-
ful decisions had to be ma~-
de for the very survival of
the revolution itself which
might well have been reject-
ed had the Bolshevik leader-
ship shirked its vanguard
role and tried anything so
defeatist and idealist as a
referendum. The dissolution
of the Constituent Assembly
could not provide a better
example, - where nothing
like a majority of the pro-
letarians and semi-prolet-
arians had voted for the
Bolsheviks.

And far more than the Dic-
tatorship of the Proletariat
at times being reduced to
just a dictatorship by a
leading 'coterie! of the
party, it is a matter of
historical record that Le-

nin was prepared on more
than one occasion to go
outside the Central Commi-
ttee to try to get his way
- and succeeded, - thus
'reducing' the dictatorship
of the proletariat to a
dictatorship of one man on
accasions.

How else can the dialect-
ics of leadership be expec-
ted to work from time to
time? A leader like Lenin
can only operate on what

arian democracy(which can
only be socialist, and no-
thing else) is only possi-
ble because the class power
and philosophy (Marxism-
Leninism) of the proletar-
iat gains an ever less ch-
allengeable hold over soc-
iety, - a dictatorship just
like that which the bour-
geoisie unerringly maint-
ains under Western !'parlia-
mentary democracy!'.

The CPIM speaks very cau-

he personally is scientific- tiously (and wisely) about

ally convinced of, - not on
the abstract nonsense of
'majority committee decis-
ions' which are meaningless
if they are not correct.
Usually, Lenin could wait

limiting 'pluralism' to a
variety of opinions about
the building of socialism,
and in any case never to
challenge the leading role
of the revolutionary party

to try to let further exper- thereby.

ience win a central committ-

ee majority round to his
way of thinking. This would
always be the sensible way
of trying to keep together
a developing leadership un-
derstanding.

Sometimes, however, this
patience would not be poss-
ible, - as over the very
timing of the armed seizure
of revolutionary power in

But not cautiously enough.
The CPIM again quotes Le-
nin:

"The socialist revolution
can only be lasting when
this new class learns....
from the political work of
government. Only when it en-
lists the vast mass of work-
ing people for this work,
when it elaborates forms
which will enable all working

the first place, about which People to adapt themselves

Lenin was prepared to quit
the central committee and

easily to the work of govern-
ing the state and establish-

virtually split the party by ing law and order,-only on

appealing directly to sect-
ions of the mass membership
where he knew he would get

instant (but hardly democr—
atic) support.

The entire conduct of the
revolution and the civil war,
as of the revolutionary
war against German imperial-
ism between 1941-45, - the
most crucial years in the
entire history of the Soviet
Revolution, - could not have
been managed without an
automatic acceptance of the
need for tightly central-
ised control, - of course
overseen and approved of by
as many committees as prac-
ticable and possible, - but
essentially frequently the
vital resolve or decisions
of just one powerful comm-
ander or group of leaders.

The faulty understanding
by the CPIM of the dictat-
orship of the proletariat is
further evident in the false
contradiction made between
'exercising proletarian dic-
tatorship to crush counter-
revolution' and a supposed
"opening up of opportunit-
ies for widening democracy
and individual initiative
and liberties after this
phase is over", etc.

This is nonsense. The cl-
ass rule of the proletariat
(its dictatorship) continu-
es to strengthen, not to be

'over!, as socialist soci-
ety consolidates. The grow-
ing flourishing of prolet-

this condition is the social-
ist revolution bound to be
lasting."

And then they comment bald-
ly: "Necessary steps to dee-
pen socialist democracy wo-
uld open further possibiliti-
es for the citizens exercise
of democratic rights and
safeguarding the right of
criticism."

But Lenin is clearly talk-
ing only about greater invo-
lvement in management of the

socialist state, no other.

These are not !'democratic!
rights so much as proletar-
ian-dictatorship rights, to
be specific, - just as 'dem-
ocratic rights! under capi-
talism, for what they are
worth, are really bourgeois-
dictatorship rights.

The CPIM themselves warily
add later: "Surely the lead-
ing role of the Party does
not mean only ensuring free-
dom of expression for all,
but also the intervention by
the Party to defend scienti-
fic socialism and its prop-
agation among the people,'.
referring to how Gorbachev-
ism has in practice comple-
tely abandoned the ideolog-
ical field to Western-insp-
ired (and frequently West-
ern-financed) bourgeois co-
unter-revolutionary ideol-
ogy. Some deepening of ‘soc-
ialist democracy' that tur-
ned out to be! (from a 'glas-
nost and perestroika' gim- 5
mick which the CPIM spent



four years and more ardent-
ly supporting, it seems.)

Another small point about
the last Lenin quote is that
it would be fatal to misread
this as meaning that only if
mass involvement in running
the socialist state is not
expanded will socialist re-
volution fail. Lenin is me-
rely saying that mass state
management is one vital in-
gredient for success. But
many things other than its
absence could be respons-
ible for making the social-
ist revolution fail, - a
revisionist retreat from
Lenins world revolutionary
perspectives for one.

On the issue which was
raised in Lenins quote, the
CPIM would be better to co-
mment that what is crucial
is not any abstract 'right
to criticise! but a concrete
plan to make possible better
discussion and criticism of
how to further improve the
stre heni of the soci-
alist state and the anti-
imperialist struggle, etc.
It is also feeble to merely
urge a ruling revolutionary
party not to forget to fight

for scientific socialism ag- .

ainst all the anti-communist
counter-revolutionary crap
unleashed by idiotic bourge-
ois-idealist notions of 'fr-
eedom of expression' and
'democratic rights', etc.
Why not fight to wipe out

this anti-communist ba.ckwa.rd—

ness completely?

Equally naively and formal‘ -

istically, the CPIM point
out that a communist partys
vanguard role is impossible
when it has abandoned int-
ernal centralist discipline.

But the real problem is
clearly the abandonment by
a party of the correct
world-revolutionary outlook.

And this is the CPIMs
weakness too. They regurgi-
tate appalling Popular Fr-
ont nonsense about "social
democratic forces having an
important role in the str-
uggle for world peace and
the prevention of nuclear
war...and a strong influen-
ce within the working class,
in capitalist countries.
Communists therefore activ-
ely seek their cooperation
and united efforts in the
fight for world peace and
for common issues of the
working people," etc.

But it is to prevent the
appalling Third Internatio-
nal defeatist retreats into
class collaborationism with
social democracy (and worse)
in Spain in the 1930s, in
Chile in the 19708, in West
Europe after World War II,

6 in Nicaragua and Grenada
more recently, etc, etc,

that the fight for Leninism
against revisionist liquid-
ationism and opportunism is
being waged. The CPIM agree
that Gorbachevism's call to
"end the historic split in
the socialist movement" is
a piece of treacherous cla-
ss-collaborationist non-

sense. But they fail miser-
ably to explain that the

entire history of Marxist-
Leninist united-front str-
uggles was so that revolut-
ionary communism could all
the more effectively expose

the counter-revolutionary
essence of social-democracy
to the working class and
wipe out its influence over
workers once and for all.
One rotten revisionist
hangover from the Third In-
ternational's past is a view
that this kind of ILWP arg-
umentation is'unnecessarily
combative'. But the real ag-
gressiveness in life is in
the class struggle itself,
in the bitter humiliating
torture and suffering and
devastation which capital-

There can be no peaceful fmnshlon }o socialism’, the military coup in Chile in 1973 was a forceful reminder

ist crisis periodically in-
flicts on workers, individ-
ually or en masse. In the
murderous volatile society
which is collapsing Indian
capitalism, it would not pay
the communist revolutionary
movement to sit around exp-
ecting too genteel a strug-
gle.

Every aspect of Third In-
ternational revisionist
hangover is a threat to the
working class. Build Lenin-
ism. Spread the ILWP Bull-
etin. Jack Bradshaw



claims to this effect.
Despite all the admiss-

~ ions of past errors needing

. to be corrected, there is

! gtill a marked lack of

revolutionary conviction
about much of what the CPI
(M) says about the world,

2 plus a continuing feeling

< of Third Internationalism
-instead of Leninist inspir-

ation.
There are still great

g gaps and contradictions in
the explanation for what ex-

actly went wrong under St-

“aliniem (as well as much

.excellent understanding of
the important anti-imperia~

“1ist triumphs of the Stalin

‘era),
For example, Kruschev's
960 world CP conference is

“derided for its empty cl-

‘aims that "the world soci-

; “aliem system is becoming

Why not fight to wipe out this
anti-communist backwardness completely?

Polemic 2, from
Bulletin 631, 1l4th
January 1992,

Only the firmest
belief in prolet-
arian dictatorship
will halt the world
rule by imperialist
crisis,

An important struggle in-
side the Communist Party of
India (Marxist) to cure its
revisionist hangover from
the days of Stalinist del-
usions in the Third Inter-
national, has revealed more
confusion about proletarian
dictatorship and world per-
spectives.

Still the Indian comrades
insist on tracing the blame
to Kruschev for the ultim-
ate Soviet liquidation in-
stead of to Stalin's own
class~collaborationist mis-
takes.,

And still the CPI(M) can-
not overcome its own def-
eatist confusion over ques-
tions of proletarian dict-
atorship.

The result is that the
very many courageous and
correct revolutionary anti-
imperialist positions adop-
ted for the party's 14th
congres's are blunted in th-
eir impact by a nagging
sense that past mistakes
have not really been faced
up to, despite all the bold

- the decisive factor in the

development of society...
Capitalism impedes more and
more the use of the achie-
vements of modern science
and technology in the int-
erests of social progress.
The time is not far off
when socialism's share of
world production will be
greater than that of capit-
alism....Capitalism will be
defeated in the decisive
sphere of human endeavour,
the sphere of material pro-
duction....Today the resto-
ration of capitalism has
been made impossible not
only in the Soviet Union,
but in the other socialist
countries as well", etc.

Honestly and correctly,
the CPI(M) adds the comm-
ents:

"Self-critically, it must
be noted that the CPI(M),
as a contingent of the
world communist movement,
was influenced by this und-
erstanding. It is therefore
necessary to evaluate and
re-examine the basis for
such an assessment.

"Tn retrospect, it can be
said that the general cri-
sis of capitalism was sim-
plistically understood. The
historical inevitability of
capitalism's collapse was
advanced as a possibility
round the corner. This was
a serious error that prev-
ented a concrete scientific
study of the changes that
were taking place in the ca-
pitalist countries and the
manner in which it was ad-
epting to meet the chall-
enges arising from social-
ism....

"The inevitability of ca-
pitalism's collapse is not
an automatic process. Capi-
taliem has to be overthrown.
An erroneous understanding
only blunts the need to

constantly sharpen and str-
engthen the revolutionary
ideological struggle of the
working class and its dec-
isive intervention under the
leadership of a party wedd-
ed to Marxism-leninism, -
the subjective factor with-
out which no revolutionary
transformation is possible.
"Further, the 1957 and
1960 documents not only
underestimated the potent-
ial of world capitalism to
further develop productive
forces but also its capac-
ity to influence the course
of economic development of
the socialist countries....
"Apart from these object-
ive conditions, the subjec-
tive nature of overestimat-
ion of the forces of socia~
lism in the 1957 and 1960
documents must be noted....
"The CPI(M) on a number of
occasions in the past, de-
alt with how an erroneous
understanding of a change
in the correlation of class
forces, following the de-
feat of fascism, resulted
in some parties changing
the political-tactical
line and forms of struggle.
"The advocacy of peace-
ful coexistence, peaceful
competition, and peaceful
transition by the CPSU le-
adership under Kruschev
threw the door open for re-
visionism and class collab-
oration of the worst kind..”
But elsewhere, the CPI(M)
gives a completely opposite
picture of Third Internati-
onal failure to develop be-
tter communist cadres, - -
too little confidence in
the success of socialism.
"The CPI(M) had also occ-
asion to point out as to
how peacetime successful
capitalist economic growth,
accompanied by stagnation
in some socialist countr-
ies, succeeded in spread-
ing right-revisionist ill-
usions undermmining the cl-
ass content and revolution-
ary essence of Marxism. One
such manifestation was
Eurocommunism." And from esa-
rlier:"When the socialist s-
ystem and the state consol-
idated,and the correlation
of class forces changed in
its favour, opportunities
for widening democracy and
new initiatives opened up.
Unfortunately, incorrect
agsessments of the reality
led to the earlier methods
of running the state mach-
inery being carried over
into the subsequent period.
This led not only to the
failure to realise the full
potential of widening and
deepening socialist democr-
acy and popular peoples par
ticipation but also to dis-

tortions such as growing
bureaucratismeeess”

Applied to different per-
iods of CPSU history, these
conflicting analyses are
not necessarily contradict-
ory, provided the analysis
is completed by getting to
the deeper causes behind
both these shallow extremes,
-~ namely the theoretical
retreat from Leninist world
revolutionary perspectives
lying at the heart of the
entire record of revision-
ist mistakes in the USSR.

Under Stalin, the Soviet
and international wozking
class could not be trusted
and inspired to create an
ever-wider and richer anti-
imperialist struggle because
the bureaucracy was terrif-
ied of getting into inter-
national developments bey-
ond its capacity to analyse
iand lead correctly, which
could "destroy the revolut-
ion*, etc.

Arbitrary tyranny, ideal-
ist cultism, and cheap Sov-
iet nationalism were imposed
instead.

This was the tragic leg-
acy of disastrous mistakes
and failures of Third Inter-
national policy in China,
Britain, Gemmany, Spain, etc,
in the 19208 and 1930s.

Under Kruschev, the prob-
lems of deceiving the Sov-
iet and international work-
ing class about "leading the
world socialist revolution"
were got round more through
empty triumphalist boasting.

But under every variety
of Soviet revisionist prob-
lem and weakness, the one
constant theme running thr-
ough it is the retreat from
serious Leninist perspectiv-
es of completing the world
socialist revolution.

Sadly, the CPI(M) contin-
ues to ignore this central
question of the history of
revisionism, - namely the
defeatist retreat by the
CPSU under Stalin away from
confident Marxist-Leninist
management of the world so-
cialist revolution into the
class-collaborating confus-
ion of Popular Frontism,
peaceful coexistence, the
peaceful road to socialism,
and the like, - - all of
which were well established
under Stalin and which owe
nothing at all to Kruschev's
leadership.

The CPI(M) ideological re-
view ends up still offer-
ing no class-forces expl-
anation as to why the Th-
ird International's history
finally went so badly wrong.

The reason looks suspic-
iously like a continuing 7
revisionist class weaknese
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in the CPI(M)'s own analysis
of the world.

For example, mention is
made, albeit slightingly,
to "the amms cut and the
recent advances in the
sphere of nuclear disarm-
ament talks", notwithstand-
ing which the CPI(M) corr-
ectly insists that "imper-
ialism is still seeking to
retain relative advantage
in order to attain the nec-
essary leverage to consol-
idate its hegemonistic de-
signs. The present cond-
itions create scope for gr-
eater threats of nuclear
blackmail by US imperialm.

"These developments war-
rant the urgent need to
unite the anti-imperialist
forces, particularly in
the developing world, and
forge the unity in action
with the working class in
the capitalist countries
and to strengthen their
resistance against this
renewed offensive."

These observations are
soundly contrasted with the
"incorrect estimation of
the international correl-
ation of class forces drawn
by the 20th congress of the
CPSU when it advanced its
revisionist concepts. In-
ternally, within the Sov-
iet Union, the impact of
this revisionism led to a
steady erosion of the class
consciousness and vigilance
both amongst the people and
the party rank and file.
The extent to which this
fell is evident from the
fact that the process of
undermining of socialism is
succeeding with minimum
resistance,"

But what "advances" are
being made in the sphere of
nuclear disarmament talks??
And what "arms cut" has been
presented to mankind?? wWhat
serious disarmament of any
kind would the imperialist
bourgeoisie ever agree to??

This apparently minor
slip of the pen in fact
betrays an appallingly co-
rrupted class outlook -

a typical legacy of Third
International revisionism.
There is no disarmament
of any kind under imperial-

ism, never has been, nor
ever will be. There is

only a permanent arms race
(with occasional periods of
ostentatious 'dismantling'
of certain types of out-
dated amms to impress the
peace lobby with, or per-
iods of intensified adva~
nced-weapons research in-
stead of frantic immediate
armms output when there is
a lull in the never-ending
inter-imperialist conflict).

And there can never be

anything else, - by the
very fundamental nature of
the monopoly-imperialist
'free world' economy of
cut-throat competition and
ruthless exploitation.

To even imagine for just
one second that any sector
of the international impe-
rialist bourgeoisie is ever
planning anything other
than world domination is to
fundamentally misunderstand
the very essence of capit-
alist motivation and riv-
alry - for all time.

And this delusion raises
questions about another as-
pect of CPI(M) policy conc-
erning its Indian perspect-
ives.

These continue to call
for, in effect, a Popular
Front anti-monopoly democr-
acy as the way forward for
India - a notorious class-
collaborating relic of the
Third International's past
which helped pave the way
for the eventual liquidat-
ion of most of the West
Buropean communist parties,
for example.

The resolutions urge the

formation of a "Peoples
Democratic Front to fulfil
the task of completing the
democratic revolution. Ba-
sed fimly on the worker-
peasant alliance, this
front will have the agricu-
ltural labour and poor pe-
asant as the basic allies
of the working class.
This front will include the
middle peasant and the rich
peasant. The urban as well
as other middle classes and
broad sections of the nat-
ional bourgeoisie will also
be allies of this front."

The CPI(M)'s role is de-
fined as one "of uniting
with all the patriotic for-
ces of the nation, i.e. th-
ose who are interested in
sweeping away all the rem-
nants of pre-capitalist
society; in carrying out the
agrarian revolution in a
thorough manner and in
the interests of the peas-
antry; in eliminating all
traces of foreign capit-
al; and in removing all
obstacles in the path of a
radical reconstruction of
India's economy, social life
and culture".

"It is only after the es-
tablishment of Peoples Dem-
ocracy and completing the
anti-imperialist, anti-feu-
dal, anti-monopoly-capital
tasks, can the Indian people
advance towards socialism."

Such a programme makes an
assumption that a quite
astonishing level of social
stability and civilised
behaviour will last through-
out the intermational impe-

rialist crisis (which alone
will open up serious soci-
alist perspectives, - in
India or anywhere else).
This seems a very inadequate
way to prepare the Indian
masses for what lies ahead.

It specifically assumes
that a Popular Front 'class'
appeal will be always suff-
icient to bar the way to
fascist reaction. But when
has a Popular Front coalit-
ion appeal ever been able to
prevent fascism? Surely the
whole point of Third Inter-
national revisionism's hist-
ory, — in the 1930s in Spain
for example, or the 1970s in
Chile, or the 1960s in Ind-
onesia, -is that such modest
CP tactics of urging work-
ers to put their faith in a
Popular Front coalition
with all shades of petty-
bourgeois ‘'democracy! is a
total disaster for the pro-
letariat faced with fascism.

The basic lessons of Bol-
shevism are still misunden-
stood. The Leninists led the
only ultimately successful
opposition to imperialist
world war precisely by den-
ouncing all 'broad movements
for peace! as a total fraud
on the proletariat, and att-
acking even more vehemently
such 'revolutionists' as P}
ekhanov and Trotsky who ad-
vocated united fronts with
such coalitions or refused
to reject cooperation with
those who did advocate uni-
ted front tactics.

The Leninists led the pre-
ssure on the 'revolutionary
anti-war' coalition (which
took power in February 1917)
to get out of the war com-
pletely by refusing any no-
tion of support to Kerensky
& Co heading the Soviet rep-
resentatives.

And the Kornilov fascist
rebellion against Kerensky's
Popular-Front regime was
fought most effectively by
the Bolsheviks not by join-
ing the Popular Front but
by precisely the opposite
tactics, - by telling the
masses that only the prol-
etarian revolutionary pro-
gramme could ever really
guarantee their safety from
war and fascism.

These CPI(M) 'stable Pop-
ular Front' delusions then
raise other questions about
exactly how accurately the
future outcome of the inter-
national balance of class
forces is foreseen, or the
essence of class and inter-
national conflict understood.

For example, while the di-
ctatorship of the proletar-
iat is confirmed as the in-
itial state structure for
the socialist future, it is
also declared that "the his-

torical evolution of some
of the East European coun-
tries had already establish-
ed the bourgeois parliamen-
tary system with its corr-
esponding rights to the peo-
ple. The form of the prol-
etarian state in these cou-
ntries naturally should
have been to consolidate
the gains already achieved
by the people."

At best, such a 'liberal-
minded' approach stupidly
makes a future rod for the
proletariat's back. What if,
as in Germany in the 1930s,
fagcism comes to power pre-
cisely through the petty-
bourgeois masses exercising
their 'right to vote! and
their 'right to parliament-
ary procedures', etc.??

Or what if, as in Spain
in the 19308 and Chile in
the 19708, fascism comes
to power because of the
treacherous uselessness of
parliamentary petty-
bourgeois 'democracy'? How
long does the CPI(M) int-
end the proletariat's hands
to be tied? Why should
they be tied at all to such
treacherousness uselessness
as petty-bourgeois parlia~
mentary democracy'??.

At worst, such an appro-
ach is sheer counter-
revolutionary confusion-
mongering, a million times
more damaging even than
giving hostages to fortune
in support of the dubious
value of bourgeois parlia-
mentary-democracy 'rights'.

Again, Leninist science
has apparently been devel-
oped in vain. The essence
of democracy is fim class
power in order to advance
the real interests of the
masses. The dictatorship
of the proletariat, Lenin
repeatedly declared, is
the highest possible form
of democracy (see ILWP
Books vols 3,4,and 5 for
lengthy detailed quotations
from Lenin on this subject).

And the development of
proletarian dictatorship is
dialectical. The firmer the
working-class power is est-
ablished, the more truly-
democratic life becomes for
the mass of the people.(The
current breakdown of normal
everyday economic and soc-
ial security in the USSR
and East Europe (Yugoslavia
Georgia,Albania, etc) now
that 'full' or 'pure! so-
called 'democracy' has re-
turned, demonstrates this
point spectacularly. Ruth-
less mafia arbitrary tyr-
anny now rules the Soviet
economy. Unemployment is
approaching 40% in parts
of East Burope, etc,etc).

There is a hint of sus-



picious confusion in the
earlier-quoted CPI(M) state-
ment that once the prolet-
arian-dictatorship state
had become "consolidated,
and the correlation of class
forces changed in its fav-
our, opportunities for wid-
ening democracy and new in-
itiatives opened up."

This sounds like the CPI
(M) imagine there is a con-
tradiction between proletar
ian dictatorship and demo-
cracy. Exactly the opposite.
Only through an ever stren-
gthening proletarian dict-
atorship can the fullest
flowering ever of mass dem-
ocracy be approached.

In "'Left-wing' communism
an infantile disorder", Le-
nin highlighted the ludicr-
ous essence of petty-bourg-
eois 'revolutionism':

"The mere presentation of
the question - 'dictatorship
of the Party or dictatorship
of the class; dictatorship
party of the leaders or
dictatorship party of the
masses' - testifies to the
most incredible and hope-
less confusion of mind....
Classes are led by political
parties...directed by more
or less stable groups...com-
posed of the most authorit-
ative, influential and ex-
perienced members who are
elected to the most resp-
onsible positions and are
called leaders. All this is
elementary...Why replace
this by some rigmarole?"

And here is the CPI(M),
72 years later, ludicrously
pontificating:

"Another major distortion
that needs to be noted, con-
cerns the fact that the di-
ctatorship of the prolet-
ariat is the dictatorship of
the class as a whole...As
has been revealed in the
recent developments, this
dictatorship of the class
was replaced by that of the
vanguard, the party, and
more often than not, by the
leadership of the party".

These are fatuous observ-
ations. The fact that the
Stalinist bureaucracy would
not place revolutionary tr-
ust in the Soviet and inter-
national proletariat was,
of course, the whole root
of revisionism's treachery
and ultimately fatal weak-
ness.

But that is precisely the
point which the CPI(M) is
NOT making. Their comment
is a piece of cringing face-
saving propaganda in the
challenge from petty-
bourgeois democracy, e.g.
"This dictatorship of the
proletariat was naughty. It
was led by leaders instead
of by the masses'",-the ex-

act ludicrous trap Lenin
ridiculed the middle class
for. It misses the point
entirely about what rotten
leadership there has been
to the state of proletarian
dictatorship. It makes an
entirely unscientific 'poi-
nt' vainly wishing that the
entire process of revolut-
ionary proletarian-dictat-
orship leadership could be
done without leadership.

These CPI(M) confusions
raise doubts about how al-
ertly the party's long-esta-
blished leadership in rea~
sonably stable 'democratic!
India can envisage a revo-
lutionary situation.

On what basis, for inst~
ance, could the Chinese co-
mmunist party leadership
under Mao Tse-Tung,~(having
fought one of the most he-
roic revolutionary struggl-
es of all history from sur-
viving the Kuomintang mass-
acres of 1927; to establi-
shing the Soviet guerrilla
areas in Kiangsi in the
early 1930s; to making the
incredible Long March runn-
ing battle for over a year
all round China taking the
Red Ammy to a safer base in
Shensi in he far north west;
to effectively fighting the
Japanese imperialist invas-
ion where no others had had
success including the might
of US imperialism, British
imperialism and French imp-
erialism, all routed in
weeks; to the final triu-
mphant march on Peking in
1949, providing coherent
stable government and rapid
progress to China's huge
masses and vast expanses
for the first time ever),-
on what basis could such
an unprecedented, history-
making, heroic, self-contai-
ned,underground, revolution-
ary leadership-struggle
lasting 25 years or more,-
taking fateful decision
after fateful decision for
the whole future of China,-
suddenly then turn round
and do nothing until 1,000
million illiterate peasants
told that revolutionary
leadership what to do? It
is an entirely ludicrous
fantasy.

The same picture could
be drawn of Bolshevism's
history. The essence of the
revolution is to lead. The
difficulties which have
subsequently arisen with
the history of the world
socialist revolution are
all to do with what wrong
leadership was given, and
why. This crucial question
the CPI(M) still fails to
address.

The somewhat academic
nature of much of the CPI

(M)s philosophy is in evi-
dence elsewhere too. For
example, it is still some-
what puzzling that the CPI
(M) is still admitting
that it only got onto the
revisionist/liquidationist
disaster of Gorbachevism
somewhat belatedly in 1988,
- but still has not thought
to ask itself why it took
it so long(three years) to
grasp what obvious appall-
ing dangers were now pour-
ing out of Moscow, - a se-
rious questioning of the
CPI(M)'s grasp of Marxist-
Leninist understanding,
and a serious matter for
the world proletariat to
ponder when a party of the
size and international in-
fluence of the CPI(M) fails
to give a lead which might
have helped effectively
combat the ravages of Gor-
bachevism.

There is also a tinge of
academicism about the CPI
(M)s analysis of the basic
social contradictions now
facing the planet, - listed
in order of importance as
being"between world social-
ism and imperialism; betw-
een imperialism and the
Third World; between impe-
rialist countries themselv-
es; and between capital and
labour in the capitalist
countries".

The only context in which
this description is set not-
es the setbacks in East
Burope and declares:

"The intensification of
the central contradiction
is manifested in the curr-
ent reverses for the forces
of world socialism. These
reverses have shifted the
balance of class forces, on
the international plane, in
favour of imperialism", add-
ing the words "albeit tem-
porarily, in the historical
perspective.

From the recent actual
collapse of workers-state
regimes, there is a sense
in which this judgment is
obviously true. Compared
with things previously, the
socialist camp is now weak-
er, and therefore the impe-
rialist camp commensurately
stronger.

But once again, it must
be pointed out that history
works dialectically, not in
simple straight-line accum-
ulations.

Surely the only realistic
point from which to start
an analysis of world contra-
dictions is with the crisis
of the imperialist system.

Without imperialist cris-
is, there would be no stru-
ggle for socialism at all,
and therefore no need for
all this polemicising and

analysing, - and no need for
Marxism-Leninism itself.

Given the death of bourg-
eois-imperialism worldwide,
the construction of a plan-
ned socialist planet would
become a leisurely non-
antagonistic delight, cont-
entedly absorbing and puzz-
ling mankind for centuries
to come.

The undoubted key to com-
pleting the world socialist
revolution lies in correct-
1y understanding imperialist
crisis.

The stimulus which will
undoubtedly ensure that the
scientific Marxist-Leninist
quest for rational revolut-
ionary enlightenment will
take off again before long
is the explosively lethal
and fiendishly complex imp-
erialist crisis.

It is only the existence
of continuing world-dominat-
ing imperialist crisis whi-
ch can possibly explain the
'failures' of socialism so
far,

And it is the complexities
of fighting imperialist cr-
isis which have supplied
99.%% of the content of
Marxist-Leninist science hi-
therto, - the greatest ach-
ievement in all human hist-
OI'Y-

The world is truly a world
Qf imperialist crisis. It
is noticeable that the CPI
(M) makes no such statement,
- content to make vague ac-
ademic references from time
to time to 'the general cr-
isis of capitalism', but
being much more impressed,-
and writing at much greater
length, - about the 'new
aggressiveness' and 'inten-
sified exploitation of the
Third World' by imperialism
etc, - adding just three
paragraphs further down the
statement to describe shar-
pening inter-imperialist
rivalry and class conflicts
within capitalism.

But it is the explosive
and insoluble contradict-
ions of the incurable imp-
erialist crisis which now
produce the decisive world
developments.

Proletarian revolution,
when it happens; or the
consolidation of workers-
state power and planned so-
cialist economic strength
when it happens; or an imp-
ortant extension of Marxist
Leninist scientific theory,
vwhen it happens; - - all
these, and more, stand hi-
gher in the scales of human
achievement and lasting im-
pact on world history than
do the mere sordid details
of imperialist crisis. 9

But it is imperialist
crisis which still domina~



tes the .planet. And because
of revisionist retreats
which had their beginnings
in the 19208 and 1930s, -
undermining the possibility
of subsequent completion of
the world socialist revol-
ution on the basis of its

Imperialist crisis drives bourgeois society back
from its 'democratic' posturing and back into
fascist warmongering slump. Naked chauvinist
aggression in Bayreuth and Ayodha alike reveals
the despairing vicious weakness of imperialism,
not its strength.



spite of difficultics, the clouds will soon roll
by, with an adoption of the right policies by
various govcronments; but somchow “"Iagé“:";‘d: products accumulate,
neither 'right-wing’ nor "left-wing’ govern- multitudinous as they are unsaleable, hard
ments scem to have any solution. They to- €ash disappears, credit vanishes, factories Independent of 16 December, 1991, that *
tally reject the Marxist these of the a¢ closed, the mass of the workers are in severcly indebled, low-income countries are
inevitability of economic collapses under Want of the means of subsistence, because *“€ 8 higher proportion of their export
capitalism. These they belicve to be a thing they have produced 100 much of the means €ATiNgs 1o service their debl:v than at any
of the past, having been caused by wrong of subsistence, bankruptcy follows upon fime during the I?BOx, according to a World
*policies’ that have since been discarded, bankmupcy, execution upon execution. The Bank report published today ..

Marxism, however, holds that there is no Stagnation lasts for years; productive forces
policy that can prevent capitalist crisis. and products are wasted and destroyed

-» original USSR/Third Intern-
ational foundations, - - -
it is imperialist crisis
which has in reality been
the dominant question fac-
ing mankind for many deca-
des.

Revisionism having doomed
the world socialist revolu-
tion to incompletion since

*Commerce is at a standstill, the markets 18 the meantime the debt situation of
gs third-world countrics gets worse rather

than better. Robert Chote reported in the

*The debt servicing costs of these coun-

tries, most of which are in Africa, are ex-

some while ago, all emph-
asis must then swing back
on the imperialist crisis.

It is the imperialist cr—
isis, and that alone, which
will now create the poss-
ibilities of new advances
in Marxist-Leninist under-
standing and new revolutio-
nary breakthroughs which
will carry human societybs
historic destiny forward
again towards planned world
harmony based on intermat-
ional proletarian dictator-
ship and the reorganisation
of the planet along the
lines of communist philos-
ophy...

Polemic 3, from

Bulletin 641, 24th

March 1992,

Deepening crisis
stirs left but

chaos over history

will blunt the
revolution.,

The anti-imperialist mo-
vement is coming to life as
the Wests economic gloom
gets steadily worse, but
progress towards a success—
ful overthrow of the monop-
oly bourgeoisie will be
held back years unless the
failures of the past record
of international communism
are put straight.

The organ of the Indian
Workers Association in
Great Britain, for example,
has just published a blist-
eringly accurate Marxist
analysis of the capitalist
system's worldwide problems
which are unavoidably lead-
ing towards the greatest
slump in history and tow-
ards inter-imperialist
World War IIT.

Economic crisis, which started hitting
the world’s weakest economies as far back
as the mid-70's, has now got a firm grip oa
the economics of all the imperialist super-
powers, including Japan, the United States
and the EEC, The short-term effect is the
rapid impoverishment of the working class
in the imperialist countries in a manner
that would have been totally unforesecable
even Syears ago toall but those with agood
understandiug of Mardsm. The long-term
cffect will sooner or later be war

Most bourgeois cconomists arc not
allowing themselves to contcmplate the
possibility of a 1930s-type depression
being almost upon us. They believe that in

There are policies which can make crisis
ancrorworscinspmccouquicsm

tion to other countrics of cquivalent ecop-
omic strength, but no policies which can
avert crisis in any significant way.

Engels explains the periodic market
collapses of capitalism by the fact that *The
extension of the markets cannot keep pace
with the extension of production® (Anti-
Duhring FLPH Moscow, Sccond edition,
1959, p 379). In other words, there comes
a time when capitalists cannot scll all that
they are producing - there is a crisis of
overproduction. Their profits therefore
fall. It ccases to be worth the capitalists’
while to invest in production, and produc-
tion therefore grinds to a halt. Workers are
thrown out of work by the million, left
bereft of the necessities of life becausc they
have produced too many of them.

This begs the question: why do capital-
ists expand production in the first place,
and why can the market not keep pace with
that expansion?

Were it not for competition of other
capitalists, then no doubt there would not
be the same pressure to expand production
at quite such a break neck speed. But com-
petition makes expansion imperative, as
the alternative is to be forced out of busi-
ness altogether and to lose completely the
ability to exploit the working class. Inorder
to sell his products a capitalist must ensure
that they are "competitive", i.c., that in rela-
tion to their quality they are both accept-
able as use values (i.e., they are things that
people want to buy) as well as being as
cheap or cheaper than rival products. If a
competitor is producing more cheaply, he
will undercut the prices of the more ex-
pensive producer and sooner or later make
it impossible for him to sell his goods,
thereby taking away not only his profit, but
even his ability to recommence the produc-
tion process - to pay the wages an buy the
rawmaterials necessary for the purpose. In
short he is driven out of business. A typical
example of this is the recent retrenchment
by General Motors in the USA. ln the
1950s the company was so large and so
critical a part of the US economy that it
used to be said that what was good for
General Motors was good for the US of A.
But today General Motors has been
brought to its knees by competition from
Japan. The Japanese, being able to pro-
duce more cars more cheaply with the aid
of the most advanced technology in the
world and by far the largest investment in
machioery per worker, have decimated
both the American and the European car
makers. These now have the choice of
cither investing in even more advanced
technology in order to overtake the
Japanese or of closing up shop. In the short

wholesale ..." (Anti-Duhring, pp 379-80).

Suchis the scenario we are facing today,
as will be demonstrated below by gathering
together the facts that are to be found
reported in the more obscure corners of
the press where it is hoped that only re-
spoasible bourgeois will find them, and oot
the masses who need to be kept in ignor-
ance of such things.

When rich-world economies started to
stagnate in the carly 1980s, mainly as a
result of the failure of third-world markets
which had become too overburdened with
debt to continue buying, even on credit
(espedially after the US raised interest
rates sky high and struck a death blow to
their solvency - literally ruined them), the
world’s financiers turned to the proletariat
of the rich countries for their salvation.
They pressed loans on people, especially
through credit cards which, besides *carn-
ing’ the bankers spectacular rates of inter-
est - much higher returns than were
available investing in industry - also gave a
boost to consumer demand and thus gave
some short term relief to industrial produ-
cers. Other capital which a decade carlier
might have been lent out to a third-world
country at an cqually spectacular rate of
interest was ‘invested’ in land - in other
words there began an orgy of property
speculation (as to which more anon). The
conscquent rise in house prices encour-
aged houscowners to borrow frecly in the
belief that they were merely liquidating
some of the thousands of pounds that they
were ‘carning’ as house prices rose.

The effect on public indebtedness was
catastrophic.

The position when housing loans
are added was described in the Economnist
of 7 December 1991, which says that: "In
1980 the debt of private individuals was
equivalent to 60% of their disposable in-
comes; today it amounts to arvund 112%".
If onc bears in mind that about 40% of
bomes are not mortgaged at all, one can
imagine that where houscholders are in
debt, their average indebtedness is well
over 112% of income. In fact a building
socicty may well lend a purchaser up to
300% of income. If this purchaser also bor-
rows 60% of income in card debts and
bank loans, it can readily be seen that it will
not be long before virtually all his intome
is going in interest repayments and capital
repayments become impossible.

Hence the huge increase in mortgage

foreclosures and in bankruptcics.

Indebtedness is also high in Japan, ac-
cording to an article in the Economist of 31
August 1991 entitled Pop, Thud:

“Japanese are now bigger borrowers than

term, the latter is more likely, with a re- even the Americans with personal debt at
duced operation being maintained to pro- more than 20% of disposable income com-
vide equipment for captive markets of pared with 19% in America. And that ex-
indebted slaves. Even that is now being cldes housing loans which would make the
threatened, as the Japanese arc beginning difference still larger. Bankruptcies among
to penetrate the car market in Latin family firms and individuals, which are not
America that was formerly closed to them: picked up in the monthly surveys, are prolif-
they have recently reached agrecment with erating”.

Argentina to be allowed to sell cars there, 1 b US according inanci
gentin L X to the Financial
which will damage an EEC client market, ;.. of 23 December 1991, *household

however, rather than an American one. Babilic ;

Even paying lower wages the capitalists gp, erasal ge of (dispos-
cannot maintain profit levels, and business ; personal) have risen from under 40%
afier business closcs down for ackof profi. oy 2sander 60% in 1960, under 70%in

- ¢ own lorlackol proli- 1979 75% in 1980 to 100% in 1990.
tability, throwing morc and more pcople
on to the heaps of uncmployed and under- | In other words, all over the rich world
mining the market of thosc produccrs able idcreasing numbcrs of prolctarians, having
to remain in business. Engels could have been milked dry by capitals of their bard-
the situation in the world today in mind WOR camings, arc now being ruined, just as
when he described capitalist crisis in the third world countrics were more than a
following terms: decade ago.

pected to amount to 31.3% of their exports

this year compared with 23.8% in 1990.
They have suffered as world trade has
siowed, the prices of the commodities they
export have fallen and the costs of manufac-
tured imports, like machinery and fertilizer,
have risen". (It should be noted that prices
of machinery and fertilizer should fall dur-
ing a rccession, but the monopolies that
supply them secure high prices either by
ceasing production in order to avoid flood-
ing the market, as described above, or by
withholding supplics, as to which sce fur-
ther below. Thus the monopolist tries to
protect his position but in fact barms his
own interests in the long run by all the
sooner bankrupting his market. Heace the
law of value asserts itself even oa the mo-
nopolics).

Japan's situation is particularly notable
in that Japan has the world’s strongest
cconomy: its trade surplus with the rest of
the world has risen from $20 billion in 1981
to $100 billion in 1991. Each ycar that
wealth has been adding up, and in the past
sixyears has contributed toJapaninvesting
$3 trillion in new plant and equipment -
$4,800 per worker, compared with $2,300
per worker additional investmeat in the
US during that period. Yet Japan too,
notwithstanding its brilliant export record,
is nevertheless suffering a stagnating mar-
ket through having overburdened its
people with debt and - though paying them
highly by UK standards - paying them very
low wages in relation to their productivity.

Yet Mr Bush is, according to the Finan-
cial Times of 24 December 1991, proposing
to try and amcliorate the United States’
rapidly deteriorating economic situation
by "a ‘relentless mission’ to prise open mar-
kets in Japan and other East Asian® coun-
tries. Presumably he has economic advisers
to tell him he should be so lucky if Japanese
capitalists themselves are having problems
in prising open their own home market.
What one suspects, therefore, that Mr Bush
is doing is paving the way for raising trade
barriers against the import of Japanese
goods into the US, in which he might well get
the opportunist suppon of Europe in view of
their own battering at the hands of Japanese
competition. These are trade barriers, how-
ever, that Japan would be forced by the very
logic of its own overproduction, to find ways
of destraying, by force if necessary. For the
moment Japan would be in no positon to
wage war against the United States and Eu-
rope, but they say necessity is the mother of
invention, and no doubtJapan will find ways
of gathering together a group of powerful
allies and of building up military strength
should no other way out present itself. This
may seem unlikely today, but inter-imperial-
ist war is sooner or later inevitable. Remem-
ber that the 1914-18 war 00 was to be the
war to end wars!

As noted above, when profits available
to producers fall this lcaves capitalists with
a problem as to how to invest their money.
Industrial production may not be profit-
able, but if they do nothing with their
moncy, they will not make any profit at all.
So they often end up investing moacy in
land or in stocks and shares. These invest-
ments do not involve the exploitation of
labour power and they are, thezefore,
purely speculative. They give risc to no
new values. There is no sound basis for any
profits to be made. The only 'profit’ there
are arise purcly from the willingpess of
other capitalists to compete to purchasc
the asscts in question. Both property and
shares appcar to be good investmests for
capital, insofar as their pricc has beea ris-
ing steadily for so many ycars that people
cease to believe that the prices can ever
fall. New ’laws’ of capitalism are dis-



covered to the effect that land cannot go
down in price because of its limited supply,
and other items in limited supply, such as
Old Masters, fine musical instruments,
and, in Tokyo, believe it or not, even old
denim jeans bearing the trade marks of the
1950s or carlier, become objects of specu-
lation too and risc magically in price.

It turns out, however, that the shortage
of land depends on effective demand from
people able and willing to pay to use it.
With the collapse of many businesses and
the reduced profits of others, their ability
to buy and rent commercial property at
sky-high prices declines. Nobody can af-
ford it any more and prices collapse. The
impoverished workers struggling to pay
their debts can no longer afford to buy
houses at the prices they have reached, and
the repossessions are flooding the market.
Inevitably prices fall heavily. As they fall,
all those people, bourgeois and prolctarian
alike, who invested in property when its
price was at its height sce their investments
wiped out. Even a wage worker who
bought a small house to live in two years
ago for £50,000 is likely to have lost up to
£10,000 on this, and his loss probably takes
the form today of a debt he will be trying to
repay for the rest of his life. Capitalists,
having infinitcly more wealth to lose in
speculation, lose millions, thereby de-
stroying their own capital for which they
had been unable to find productive use
anyway. Kk

Property prices have crashed all over
the world - not just in the UK. Worst hit,
for the moment, has been the US, with
commercial property falling between 10%
and 40% (dcpending on which city) and
likely to fall a great deal further.

As regards stocks and shares, we have
been wimessing the wildest stock market
oscillations. Stock markets reach all-time
highs one month only to discover all-time
lows not so long afterwards. Over Christ-
mas 1991 stock exchanges picked up again
to sycophantic applause from media hacks
who at last appeared to have some basis for
official optimism about the economy. Now
at last they had some confidence when
promising ‘recovery just round the corner’.
Since most of the press supports the Con-
servative governmeat, which is facing clec-
toas in 1992, the need for belief in this
recovery is born of a most pathetic desper-
ation. The rise in share prices is supposed

to herald an increase at last in iavestor
confidence in the economy. But as can be
seen, there is nothing in the economy for
investors to have confidence in and no-
where much for the capitalists to iavest
their moaey. Stocks and share speculation
is but a last refuge. These prices, however,
cannot be sustained against ncgative per-
formance by the companics whosc stocks
they are. And as we have scen the 1992
outlook for all types of company is bleak
because of the impoverishment of the ulti-
mate consumers. Heace it is only a matter
of time before stock market prices plunge
again and stay down. All that we are secing
now is desperate gambling on exactly when
the plunge will start.

But sadly, Lalkar's work,
brilliant here, also still
reflects the revisionist
paralysis which the Bulle-
tin has already taken up
many times before, - in
particular recently in Bu-
lletin 631 in analysing the
mistaken positions adopted
at the latest congress of
the Communist Party of In-
dia (Marxist).

In this same issue of
Lalkar's confident denuncia-
tion of capitalism's econom-
ic crisis is found a hope-
lessly muddled and defeat-
ist piece about the fail-
ures of the Soviet workers
state.

12 his repeats the old

CPI(M) confusion that ev-

erything was fine with the
leadership of the world
socialist revolution up to
Stalin's death but then all
went wrong with the arrival
of Kruschev in power:

Once
again, to borrow the words of the CPC:

“In completely negating Stalin at the 20th
Congress of the CPSU, Khrushchev in effect
negated the dictatorship of the prolewariat
and the fundamental theories of Marxism-
Leninism which Stalin defended and de-
veloped. It was at that Congress that
Khrushchev, in his report, began the repudi-
ation of Marxism-Leninism on a number of
questions of principle.” (The Origin and De-
velopment of the Differences Between the
Leadership of the CPSU and Ourseives, 6
September 1963).

Khrushchev’s attack on Stalin served
the dual purpose of negating the achieve-
ments of socialism and at the same time
distracting attention from the revisionist
distortion of the teachings of Marxsm-Le-
ninism on a number of cardinal questions.
Foritwas at thisCong&ssthatKhmshchcv
began the revision of Leainism on such
important questions as the road to social-
ism and the attitude towards imperialism.
Flying in the face of reality, he counter-
poscd his ‘peaceful transition® and ‘par
liamentary road to socialism" to the road of
the October Revolution, asserting that in
the light of the “radical changes® that had
taken place in the world, the latter was no
longer of universal significance. By way of
complete revision of Lenin’s teachings on
imperialism and war, Khrushchev painted
a picture of the US government and its
chuef as resisting the forces of war, and not
as representatives of the imperialist forces
of war.

The period between the 20th and the
22nd Congresses of the CPSU saw the
emergence, formation, growth and syste-
matisation of Khrushchevite revisionism
on a number of very important questions.
The teachings of Marxism-Leninism were
subjected to downright distortion and
wholesale revision. At the 22nd Congress,
a ncw programme of the CPSU was
adopted, which declared that the dictator-
ship of the prolclznat *has ceased to be
indispensable in the USSR" and that “the
state, which arose as a state of the dictator-
ship of the proletariat, has, in the new, con-
temporary stage, become a state of the entire
people.” Likewise the party of the proleta-
riat was replaced by a ‘parnty of the entire

le."

peop Our pur-
pose is to explain how revisionism, since its
triumph in 1956 at the 20th Party Congress
of the CPSU, has been restoring capitalism
in the USSR; the methods and the means,
both political and economic, adopted by it
to this end; and why it found it advisable to
attack and malign Stalin under the pretext
of defending Leninism by criticising
Stalin’s alleged departures from Leninism.
At the beginning the revision-

ists were not strong enough, such was the
strength of the socalist system, opealy to
attack Leninism or socialism. They bad to
do their dirty work by dls(omng the teach-
ings of Marxism-Leninism and putting into
effect bourgeois economic measures, but
always taking care to act in the name of
Leninism and under the guise of combat-
ing Stalin’s “personality cult,”, his "errors",
and his “deparnures” from Leainism. Only
with the accession of Gorbachev did the
counter-revolutionary restorationists feel
strong enough openly to question fun-
damental teachings of Marxism-Leninism.

This is a correct expos-
ure of class-collaborating
revisionist degeneracy but
a laughably biased misrep—
resentation of when, how,
and why it progressed his-
torically in the Soviet

workers state.

This is a catastrophic
blindspot typical of many
of the remnants of the old
Third International. But
it is crucial for workers
parties the world over to
get these question of revo-
lutionary degeneration ab-
solutely clear.

If the confusion contin-
ues about why the Bolshevik
revolution eventually went
wrong, then nothing will
have been confirmed or cor-
rected about Leninist sci-
ence, and priceless lessons
of history will have been
wasted.

Lalkar tries,in this lat-
est effort, to get round a
longstanding difficulty
with their 'explanation' of
Soviet decay, - namely that
by blaming only the work of
Stalin's successors for be-
ing a class-collaborating
retreat from Leninism, it
left unsolved the huge mys-
tery of why this supposed
'Marxist genius' Stalin was
so dumb as to surround him-
self with total counter-
revolutionary arseholes in
the leadership of the Sov-
iet party and state.

The new line is to pret-
end that Stalin was fight-
ing hard against revision-
ism inside the CPSU to his
dying day, aware that it
was all around him, - a le-
gacy of long-established
international 'Marxism! ar-
ound the Third Internation-
al in the 1930s led by an
obscure Pole called Prof.
Oscar Lange (who apparently
had some role in the Polish
workers state after World
War IT.)

To stand up this bammy

theory of a beleaguered
'Marxist genius' Stalin .do-
ing his best but failing to
rout rampant revisionism in
the Third International,
Lalkar goes nap on Stalin's
last published work "The
economic problems of socia-
lism in the USSR" completed
in September 1952.

Calling it "a work of ge-
nius", Lalkar highlights
criticisms which Stalin lev-
elled against some academ-

ics called Yaroshenko, Not-
kin, Sanina, and Venzher.

But reading lectures to "
bureaucrats about the imp-
ortance to communism of tr-
ansforming human relations
rather than just raising
levels of production,still
does not address the prob-
lem of the quality of Pol-
itburo leadership which
Stalin had built up around
himself.

And as perceptive and
stimilating as are Stalin's
analyses in "Economic pro-
blems" of the ultimate
fate of commodity product-
ion under socialism, and
of collective—-farm proper—
ty, etc, the Lalkar concen-
tration completely ignores
far more relevant quotes
from the pamphlet which
throw light on the politi-
cal direction Stalin was
glving to the entire world
revolutionary movement at
this time, - the CPSU in-
cluded, - and the economic
problems resulting from
crassly incorrect general
political philosophy.

What sort of t'genius!' was
it which reached the foll-
owing conclusion in "Econ-
omic problems" (1952):

But at the same time China and other,
European, people’s democracies broke away from the capital-
ist system and, together with the Soviet Union, formed a
united and powerful socialist camp confronting the camp of

capitalism.

The economic consequence of the existence of

two opposite camps was that the single all-embracing world
market disintegrated, so that now we have two parallel
world markets, also confronting one another.

It should be observed that the U.S.A., and Great Britain

and France,

themselves contributed — without themselves

desiring it, of course — to the formation and consolidation

of the new, parallel world market.

They imposed an eco-

nomic blockade on the U.S.S.R., China and the European
people’s democracies, which did not join the ‘““Marshall plan”
system, thinking thereby to strangle them. The effect, how-
ever, was not to strangle, but to strengthen the new world

market.

veeswosince the war these countries
have joined together economically and established economic

cooperation and mutual assistance.

The experience of this

cooperation shows that not a single capitalist country could
have rendered such effective and technically competent
assistance to the people’s democracies as the Soviet Union
is rendering them. The point is not only that this assistance



is the cheapest possible and technically superb. The chief
point is that at the bottom of this cooperation lies a sincere
desire to help one another and to promote the economic prog-
ress of all. The result is a fast pace of industrial develop-
ment in these countries. It may be confidently said that,
with this pace of industrial development, it will soon come
to pass that these countries will not only be in no need of
imports from capitalist countries, but will themselves feel
the necessity of finding an outside market for their surplus
products.

But it follows from this that the sphere of exploitation of
the world’s resources by the major capitalist countries
(U.S.A., Britain, France) will not expand, but contract; that
their opportunities for sale in the world macket will deterio-
rate, and that their industries will be operating more and
more below capacity. That, in fact, is what is meant by the
deepening of the general crisis of the world capitalist system
in connection with the disintegration of the world market.

This is felt by the capitalists themselves, for it would be
difficult for them not to feel the loss of such markets as the
U.S.S.R. and China. They are trying to offset these difficul-
ties with the “Marshall plan,” the war in Korea, frantic

rearmament, and industrial militarization.

But that is very

much like a drowning man clutching at a straw.
This state of affairs has confronted the economists with

two questions:

a) Can it be affirmed that the thesis expounded by Stalin
before the Second World War regarding the relative stability
of markets in the period of the general crisis of capitalism

is still valid?

b) Can it be affirmed that the thesis expounded by Lenin
in the spring of 1916 — namely, that, in spite of the decay
of capitalism, “on the whole, capitalism is growing far more
capidly than before™ — is still valid?

I think that it cannot.

In view of the new conditions to

which the Second World War has given rise, both these theses
must be regarded as having lost their validity.

The conceited third-
person comparison between
Lenin and Stalin is laugh-
ably pompous, but much
worse is the fact that St-
alin's trivial proposition m
the 'relative stability of
capitalist markets' was
always wrong, even before
World War II, - and damag-
ingly wrong because it was
part of the 'justification'
for the disastrously inco-
rrect policy of class-
collaborating !'Popular Fr-
ontism'.

This revisionist retreat
from the Leninist science
of proletarian revolution-
ary leadership of the
anti-imperialist struggle
was always an infinitely
greater catastrophe for
the ultimate fate of the
Soviet workers state than
any amount of minor bureau-
cratic confusion among
lesser Soviet academics ab-
out economic theory in the
transition from socialism
to communism.

Stalin was correct to
accuse this Yaroshenko
non-entity of overlooking
the need to keep class per-
spectives in sight in his
proposals for a draft text-

book on political economy.

But Stalin's pamphlet gro-
tesquely ignores far more
important class perspect-
ives itself.

There has been no "rela~
tive stability of markets"
in the period of the gen-
eral crisis of capitalism.
What there has been was
the Stalinist revisionist
defeatism, pre-war, which
deliberately misled the
Third International into
retreating into Popular
Frontism(out of the myopic
panic that proletarian re-
volution could not halt
warmongering fascist react-
ion, and that Soviet int-
ernational influence should
best be seen as conservat-
ively 'democratic! and non-
revolutionary, in the face
of imperialism's arms-race
threats to the Soviet Union.)

This fear-filled imagin-
ary nonsense about "relat-
ively stable markets" under
pre-war capitalism finds
its alternative expression
in equally do-nothing sha-
llow optimism atout the ca-
pitalist systems alleged
postwar inability to expand
again.

This was just wishful-

thinking idiocy by Stalin
to justify his complacency
about some of the stagnant-
ly paralysed aspects of
Third International devel-
opment; - and to stand this
delusion up, Stalin happily
commits a monstrous public
revision of Lenin in the
"Economic problems" pamph-
let, - saying that Lenin's
observation about capital-
ism's ability to expand
more rapidly than ever be-
fore even in the midst of
its decay as a system, was
"no longer valid".

Added to this debilitat-
ing nonsense which helped
to terminally damage the
entire Third International,
Lalkar itself is guilty of
enormous blindness in acc-
using Kruschev, and Stalin's
successors, of foisting the
ludicrous "peaceful trans-
ition" and "parliamentary
road to socialism" delus-
ions onto the Third Intern-
ational.

The British CP, for one,
had already adopted its
"British Road to Social-
ism" fantasies of a parl-
iamentary majority for a
full anti-capitalist rev-
olution,~and had them app-
roved by Moscow,-before
Stalin's death.

And the entire West Eur-
opean CP policy after WWII
had been a wretched contin-
uation of class-collaborat-
ing Popular Frontism,—with
the French CP, for example,
joining postwar bourgeois
coalitions to revive cap-
italism and to keep the
French empire going in
Indo-China and Algeria, for
example.

Worse still, it was the
Soviet government which
insisted that Western imp-

erialism could remain the
'friend' of the Soviet wor-
kers state, —(contimuing
the wartime'alliance'aga~
inst German, Japanese and
Italian imperialism, - long
after the inevitably vic-
ious counter-revolutionary
essence of the new US world
domination had been made
clear to everyone.

In that insane perspect-
ive, it was the Soviet Un-
ion itself which helped
move the United Nations pr-
oposal to seize half of Pa~
lestine to give to
Zionist imperialism in 1947
-48; and the USSR which
supplied weapons to the Zi-
onists to help break an in-
ternational arms embargo,
thus giving Zionism the op-
portunity to increase its
land grab of Arab Palestine
up to 70% of the territory
(trampling even on the supp-
osed 'limits! set by the
UNs evil partition)

Through this crass notion
that socialism would out-
perform the cost-cutting
savagery of capitalist ex-
ploitation in production
for world markets, Stalin-
ist revisionism was simply
deliberately trying to bury
all idea of the internati-
onal socialist revolution
actually taking on the imp-
erialist powers in class
war again in order to com-
plete the worldwide over-
throw of warmongering mon-
opoly-capitalist reaction.

In words, admittedly,
Stalin still correctly ex-
plained that monopoly-
bourgeois warmongering was
inevitable, and that impe-
rialism would have to be
"abolished" in order to re—
move the scourge of war
from human affairs once and
for all:

Some comrades hold that, owing to the development of
new international conditions since the Second World War,
wars between capitalist countries have ceased to be inev-

itable.

They consider that the contradictions between the

socialist camp and the capitalist camp are more acute than
the contradictions among the capitalist countries; that the
U.S.A. has brought the other capitalist countries sufficiently
under its sway to be able to prevent them going to war
among themselves and weakening one another; that the fore-
most capitalist minds have been sufficiently taught by the two
world wars and the severe damage they caused to the whole
capitalist world not to venture to involve the capitalist coun-
tries in war with one another again — and that, because of
all’ this, wars between capitalist countries are no longer

inevitable.

These comrades are mistaken. They see the outward
phenomena that come and go on the surface, but they do
not see those profound forces which, although they are so
far operating imperceptibly, will nevertheless determine the

course of developments.

Outwardly, everything would seem to be ‘‘going well”:
the U.S.A. has put Western Europe, Japan and other capital-
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ist countries on rations; Germany (Western), Britain, France,
Italy and Japan have fallen into the clutches of the U.S.A.
and arc meekly obeying its commands. But it would be
mistaken to think that things can continue to “go well” for
“all eternity,” that these countries will tolerate the domina-
tion and oppression of the United States endlessly, that they
will not endeavour to tear loose from American bondage
and take the path of independent development.

Take, first of all, Britain and France. Undoubtedly, they
are imperialist countries. Undoubtedly, cheap raw materials
and secure markets are of paramount importance to them.
Can it be assumed that they will endlessly tolerate the pres-
ent situation, in which, under the guise of *“Marshall plan

aid,” Americans are penetrating into the economies of Britain °

and France and trying to convert them into adjuncts of the
United States economy, and American capital is seizing raw
imaterials and markets in the British and French colonies
and thereby plotting disaster for the high profits of the
British and French capitalists? Would it not be truer to say
that capitalist Britain, and, after her, capitalist France, will
be compelled in the end to break from the embrace of the
U.S.A. and enter into conflict with it in order to secure an
independent position and, of course, high profits?

Let us pass to the major vanquished countries, Germany
(Western) and Japan. These countries are now languishing
in misery under the jackboot of American imperialism.
Their industry and agriculture, their trade, their foreign and
home policies, and their whole life are fettered by the
American occupation “regime.” Yet only yesterday these
countries were great imperialist powers and were shaking
the foundations of the domination of Britain, the U.S.A.
and France in Europe and Asia. To think that these coun-
tries will not try to get on their feet again, will not try to
smash the U.S. “regime,” and force their way to independent
development, is to believe in miracles.

It is said that the contradictions between capitalism and
socialism are stronger than the contradictions among the
capitalist countries. Theoretically, of course, that is true. It
is not only true now, today; it was true before the Second
World War. And it was more or less realized by the leaders
of the capitalist countries. Yet the Second World War began
not as a war with the U.S.S.R., but as a war between capital-
ist countries. Why? Firstly, because war with the U.S.S.R.,
as a socialist land, is more dangerous to capitalism than war
between capitalist countries; for whereas war between
capitalist countries puts in question only the supremacy of
certain capitalist countries over others, war with the U.S.S.R.
must certainly put in question the existence of capitalism
itself. Secondly, because the capitalists, although they clam-
our, for “propaganda” purposes, about the aggressiveness
of the Soviet Union, do not themselves believe that it is
aggressive, because they are aware of the Soviet Union’s
peaceful policy and know that it will not itself attack capital-
ist countries.

After the First World War it was similarly believed that
Germany had been definitely put out of action, just as cet-
tain comrades now belicve that Japan and Germany have
been definitely put out of action. Then, too, it was said and
clamoured in the press that the United States had put Europe
on rations; that Germany would never rise to her feet again,
and that there would be no more wars between capitalist
countries. In spite of this, Germany rose to her feet again
as a great power within the space of some fifteen or twenty
years after her defeat, having broken out of bondage and
taken the path of independent development. And it is
significant that it was none other than Britain and the United
States that helped Germany to recover economically and to
enhance her economic war potential. Of course, when the
United States and Britain assisted Germany's economic re-

14 covery, they did so with a view to setting a recovered Ger-

Problems with Stalin's own
mastery of Marxist-Leninist
world analysis.

many against the Soviet Union, to utilizing her against the
land of socialism. But Germany directed her forces in the

first place against the Anglo-French-American bloc.  And
when Hitler Germany declared war on the Soviet Union, the
Anglo-French-American bloc, far from joining with Hitler
Germany, was compelled to cnter ‘into a coalition with the
U.S.S.R. against Hitler Germany.

Conscquently, the struggle of the capitalist countries for
markets and their desirc to crush their competitors proved
in practice to be stronger than the contradictions between
the capitalist camp and the socialist camp.

What guarantce is there, then, that Germany and Japan
will not risc to their fect again, will not attempt to break
out of Amcrican bondage and live their own indcpendent
lives? I think there is no such guarantce.

But it follows from this that the incvitability of wars
between capitalist countrics remains in force.

It is said that Lenin's thesis that imperialism incvitably
generates war must now be regarded as obsolete, since
powerful popular forces have come forward today in defence
of peace and against another world war. That is not truc.

The object of the present-day peace movement is to rouse
the masses of the people to fight for the prescrvation of peace
and for the prevention of another world war. Conscquently,
the aim of this movement is not to overthrow capitalism and
cstablish socialism — it confines itsclf to the democratic aim
of preserving peace.  In this respect, the prcscnl -day pcace
movement differs from the movement of the time of the
First World War for the conversion of the imperialist war
into civil war, since the latter movement went farther and
pursucd socialist aims.

It is possible that in a dcfinite conjuncturc of circumstances
the fight for peace will develop here or there into a fight for
socialism. But then it will no longer be the present-day
peace movement; it will be a movement for the overthrow
of capitalism.

What is most likely is that the present-day peace move-
ment, as a movement for the prescevation of peace, will, if
it succceds, result in preventing a particular war, in its tem-
porary postponement, in the temporary preservation of a
particular peace, in the resignation of a bellicose government
and its supersession by another that is prepared temporarily
to keep the peace. That, of course, will be good. Even very
good. But, all the same, it will not be enough to climinate
the inevitability of wars between capitalist countries
generally. It will not be enough, because, for all the suc-
cesses of the peace movement, imperialism will remain, con-
tinue in force — and, consequently, the inevitability of wars
will also continue in force.

To ecliminate the inevitability of war, it is necessary to
abolish imperialism.

But because of the long
revisionist decay in the
Third International (from
rany decades of Popular
Front tailending of petty-
bourgeois democracy in the
fight against imperialism,
'justified' by delusions
that socialism would over-
take and undermine capita~
lism anyway by outperform-
ing it on the internation-
al market-place),-the deeds
of the world communist mo-
vement under Stalins colo-
ssal influence were ultim-
ately a total self-liquid-
ating disaster, with only
either partial or tempor-
ary exceptions in China,
Vietnam, Cuba, East Europe,

Korea, etc, where local de-
termination or immediate
Soviet state interests res-
ulted in deliberate anti-
imperialist revolutionary
actions.

Elsewhere, the opportun-

: :Lst revisionist philistin-

ism, which finally ended up

‘,.{:;a.a the ridiculous self-
‘ liquidating CPGB, for ex-

ample,~-was already well in
place in Stalin's time.
The Popular-Front class-

5 collaborating tailending of

the Labour Party (and TUC)

" reactionary reformism rem-

ains one of the most vivid
historical marks of this

$ retreat from Marxist-Lenin-

ist revolutionary theory;
but the most crucial prob-
lem was CP revisionism's at-
titude to the Third Int-
ernational's own development
and mistakes, — an attitude
which this tragic Lalkar
article reminds us is still
widespread and uncorrected.

To repeat once again, it
is not a matter of specul-
ating about whether or not
Stalin "should have known
better" about the party
and state leadership he
built up and left behind
h:Lm, or speculating about
whether or not all of St-
alin's supposed ‘'crimes'
were really such (or just
a slightly paranoid over-
exhuberant fvigilance!, or
even all justified because
the entire state and party
in the USSR and all over
East Europe really were
all swarming with fcounter
revolutionary agents of
the West! who all needed
extermminating.)

It is a question of St-
alin's own mastery of Marx-
ist-Leninist world analy-
gis, - as evidenced in
this very book "Economic
problems". Contrary to St-
alin, the imperialist ec-
onomies continued rapidly
to expand even while on
course for their greatest-
ever crisis of World War
IIT; and the crucial ingr-
edient for meeting this
challenge was the exact

opposite of Stalin's defea-
tist complacency (of encou-
raging the international
movement to quietly class-
collaborate with reformism
whilst awaiting for socia-
list-camp economic produc-
tion to outstrip frenetic
and vicious monopoly-
imperialist worldwids expl-
oitation, — a crazy persp-
ective, - impossible, and
not even wanted at present
historic levels of capital
investment and productivity
of labour. Who wants socia-
1list sweatshops? Who wants
grotesque overproduction



Lalkar head-in-the-sand
dirge that Stalin was all
right, and that the revis-
ionist problems began only
subsequently, is hopeless
nonsense, well overdue for
reconsideration.

Meanwhile the anarchic
boom/bust imperialist ec-
onomy continmues roaring on
like an express train to-
wards a cataclysmic abyss
of collapse and World War
III...

and overconsumption on pre- MARX TO S. MEYER AND A. VOCT, APRIL 9, 1870
sent Western scales in the
imperialist metropolises?

Higher labour productiv-
ity is a universal worth-
while goal, but the social
agenda of planned workers-
state economies should not
be remotely comparable to
the penny-pinching cost-
cutting nightmares run by
capitalist-class dictator-
ships the world over. So
how could socialist-state
output normally undercut
imperialist exploitation
output on the world'scon-
sumer markets?)

What was required was the
exact opposite of this
"gocialism is already winn-

ing the peaceful world mar- g5yticle in 'Lalkar
ket competition" complac-

Owing to the constantly increasing concentration of tenant-
farming, Ireland steadily supplies its own surplus to the English
labour market, and thus forces down wages and lowers the
moral and material condition of the English working class.

And most important of alll Every industrfal and commercial
centre in England now possesses a working class divided into
two hostile camps, English proletarians and Irish proletarians.
The ordinary English worker hates the Irish worker as a com-
petitor who lowers his standard of life. In relation to the Irish
. worker he feels himself a member of the ruling nation and so
Polemic 4, from turns himself into a tool of the aristocrats and capitalists of
Bulletin 645, 21St his country against Ireland, thus strengthening their domination
April 1992, (Disc= over himself. He cherishes religious, social, and national preju-
ussion arising £ romdices against the Irish worker. His attitude towards him is much

s the same as that of the “poor whites” to the “niggers” in the
. . " former slave states of the U.S.A. The Irishman pays him back
in April 1992, "'De-= with interest in his own money. He sces in the English worker

ency. Only a phenomenal

deepening of Leninist the- bate in the anti-

ory of revolutionary int-
ernational class war could
have provided a suitable
education for the communist
movement worldwide. But ab-

racist and anti-
fascist movement'".)

out this there is not one Tactical query.

solitary word throughout
the entire 100 pages of
this "work of genius" pub-
lished at such a crucial
time, 1952, and Stalin's
last 'great' contribution
to the world revolutionary
struggle (and his first for
years).

It is legitimate to sur-
mise, even if it is accep-
ted that clear evidence of
deliberate "Stalinist cri-
mes" is still lacking, that
this ummistakable and cri-
ppling revisionist confus-
ion at the heart of the St~
alin-era leadership must
have resulted in any amount
of subsidiary arbitrary and
incorrect decisions affect-
ing international communist
and Soviet internal polic-
ies.

Despite all the glorious
achievements of the Bolsh-
evik Revolution and its
Third International after-
math, the whole revisionist
record must now be careful-
ly examined as a potential
stinking time-bomb which
ended in the total humilia~-
ting catastrophe of Gorba~
chevism and the collapse of
the world communist moveme-
nt(see ILWP Books vols3-1T).

The heart of the problem
is chaotic ignorance over
Marxist-Leninist revolutio-
nary theory.

The first crucial step
back to health for the in-
ternational workers move-
ment is to develop the
priceless Leninist ability
to face up to one's own mi-
stakes and to learn how to
deal with them and profit
from them. This persistent

ation by the IWA (Indian
Workers Association), the
demand to counter racist
immigration discrimination
by calling for the right of
workers to freely move into
this (and any other) coun-
try, regardless of whether
they are 'genuine politic-
al refugees' or 'economic
migrants!, seems idealist
not materialist.

The article correctly qu-
otes Marx describing how
the British bourgeoisie de-
liberately used Irish imm-
igration to subvert the Br-
itish working class by rac-
ist division after using
the cheap labour to drive
down wages.

The answer, Marx says cl-
early, is to fight for Ir-
ish national liberation,-
with the clear implication
that this would end the pr-
essure on Irish workers to
emigrate to Britain, end
the racist division, and
allow the British working
class to accept a revolut-
ionary Marxist political
education, not possible
all the time that English
workers can be contimually
convinced of their (imperi-
alist) racial 'superiority!
to the immigrants, and of
their identification with
their 'own' ruling class on
this question, - an ident-
ification which cannot be
changed until Ireland has
won its full independence
and is no longer repressed
by Britain.

Here is Marxs whole argu-
ment:

at once the accomplice and the stupid tool of the English rule

in Ireland.

This antagonism is artificially kept alive and intensified by the
press, the pulpit, the comic papers, in short, by all the means
at the disposal of the ruling classes. This antagonism is the secret

of the impotence of the English

working class, despite its organ-

ization. It is the secret by which the capitalist class maintains
In the above bold present- its power. And that class is fully aware of it.

But the evil does not stop here. It continues across the ocean.
The antagonism between English and Irish is the hidden basis
of the conflict between the United States and England. It makes
any honest and serious co-operation between the working classes
of the two countries impossible. It enables the governments
of both countries, whenever they think fit, to break the edge
off the social conflict by their mutual bullying, and, in case of

need, by war with one another.

England, being the metropolis of capital, the power which
has hitherto ruled the world market, is for the present the most
important country for the workers’ revolution, and moreover the
only country in which the material conditions for this revolution

have developed up to a certain
hasten the social revolution in

degree of maturity. Therefore to
England is the most important

object of the International Workingmen’s Association. The sole
means of hastening it is to make Ireland independent.

Hence it is the task of the International everywhere to put
the conflict between England and Ireland in the foreground, and
everywhere to side openly with Ireland. And it is the special task
of the Central Council in London to awaken a consciousness in
the English workers that for them the national emancipation of
Ireland is no question of abstract justice or humanitarian sen-
timent but the first condition of their own social emancipation.

Is it not idealist to su-
ggest that English workers
can currently be dissuaded
from racist division and
subversion by simply "con-
centrating on the main pro-
blem (see Lalkar article),-
that of official racism"
(rather than fascism)?

"Concentrate fire on Br-
itish nationalism and state
racism", etc?

Certainly the state rac-
ism must be constantly de-
nounced, but is not the an-
swer to the working-class
division (deliberately con-
structed around immigrat-
ion) to demand the revolut-

ionary transformation of
Bangla Desh, or Jamaica, or
South Africa, or Sri Lanka,
etc, as Marx did with the
Irish immigration issue?

It seems doubly idealist
to simply declare anti-rac-
ism to be an obligatory
principle for the working-
class without which nothing
can be achieved for anyones
amancipation.

Sri Lankans will continue
to abandon their homeland
to live in discriminated-
against conditions in impe-
rialist Britain, and Brit-
ish workers will continue
to be made reactionary by
their own ruling class, -
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but only exhorted not to be
racist, under this plan, by
idealist pleas. The econom—
ic conditions of world ex-
ploitation providing the
material base for the rac-
ist slavery of both the na~
tionalists and the immigr-
ants is, it seems, not to
be made the priority (which
Marx made it when insisting
that until Ireland got its
anti-imperialist revolution,
there was no hope of one
for Britain).

Why is not this still the
case concerning South Afri-
can, Pakistani, and Hong
Kong immigration into Bri-
tain, for example? Is it
not just wishful thinking
to suggest that British
working-class racism will
be overcome by asking work-
ers in England to demand
the full right of immigrat-
ion for "all the workers"
everywhere, whether as
economic migrants or genu-
ine refugees?

The racist discriminat-
ion of all existing immigr-
ation procedures and prov-
isions is clearly obscene,
and a constant source of
reactionary influence, to
be ferociously denounced.
But the idealism of "let
British workers agitate for
the right of all workers to
immigrate into Britain"
seems to create an unnec-
essary obstacle for anti-
racist understanding as
well as being wishful thi-
nking.

Trying to get round this
problem by proposing,as a
current demand, that all
workers everywhere should
be allowed to go anywhere
they choose in the world to
live and work, seems even
more irrelevant idealism.

Immigration and emigrat-
ion at this moment in world
history are part of the pr-
oblem of imperialism, not
part of the solution to im-
perialism. That lies with
winning the true revolut-
ionary independence from
imperialist exploitation
for Bangla Desh, Jamaica,
India, all of Ireland, etc,
so that the masses there
will at last be truly free
to choose where they would
like to flourish, and at
the same time thereby make
it possible for the masses
in Britain to at last rid
themselves of racist ident-
ification with their 'own!
imperialist ruling-class
and finally be free them-
selves to choose where they
would like to flourish, -
all on the basis of world
working-class agreements on

16 such matters.
Douglas Bell

Polemic 5, from

Bulletin 683, 19th being made of the endless

January 1993.
Terror raids on
Iraq only add to
the West's gloom.
Anti-imperialism
will prevail.
Monopoly-economy

sickness rages on.
Doubts stir revis-

ionist corpse in
Russia. Grasp of
Leninist theory

more needed than

ever.

The confused warmonger-
ing aims of Western impe-
rialism in the Middle East
are well reflected in the
chaotic mishandling of the
latest blitzkrieg massac-
res.

The anti-Iraq 'coalit-
ion' which was only got
together in the first
place because so many
greedy fingers did not
want to be left out of the
possible pie of plundering
the remnants of the Iraqi
state if the American in-
vasion had gone all the
way to the dismemberment
of the country, is crumb-
ling because of the inde-
cisiveness of the latest
US raids, and the hostil-
ity they are rousing every
where.

And if it emerges that
the brutal onslaught on
the Al-Rashid hotel in the
heart of Baghdad was an
intentional piece of nazi
intimidation and not just
another piece of gross
hamfistedness by the bloa-
ted US military, then the
rats might really start
deserting the doomed 'co-
alition' ship in a hurry.

The fact that no one
anywhere has much idea what
US policy is really aiming
for, not even in Washing-
ton, is the best story out
of this latest bloodbath,
not the clumsy savagery
itself or the shifty att-
empts to justify and expl-
ain it.

If the imperialist grou-
pies following the US lead
were told tomorrow that
enough smiting had been
done for now, they would
all nod wisely in agree-
ment. If they were told
on the other hand that a
fullscale invasion ought
to take place, they would
nod equally vigourously.

The real attention of
Britain, France, and the
USA is much more likely to

when the Western economic
domination of the planet
revolutionary-nationalist is further from a solut-
turmoil in the Middle East ion' to the international
by rival bourgeois-idealist crisis than ever, and when
and imperialist forces such a restless bourgeois 'free!’
as Japan, Germany, Islamic press is,even at its most
fundamentalism, Russian censored and blinkered
revisionism, etc, rather
than on what would be the
next 'logical' step to
take, if any, against the
Saddam regime.

And all of the West's
judgments here are clouded
by their overriding d4iff-
iculty of facing the great-
est economic crisis in the
international capitalist

be focussed on what is

erialist aggression abroad,
unable to conceal some of
the reality of the misery
of monopoly-capitalist do-
mination and warmongering
-exploitation in a period
of uncontrollable world-
wide slump:

The blast that hit the resigem
tial quarter of Karrada on Sun-
system's entire history but gay pight also wounded Saheb’s
with zero confidence about two daughters, Leila and Nadia.
how they are going to come Their niece, Sara, aged 5, was

out of it. slightly injured.

Washington's muddleheaded  Raed Maksoud, Leila’s hus-
dither over what it is band, a businessman aged 33,
trying to achieve with its rushed hom: ghep ant(il-alircraf}
guns opened fire in a deluge o
former stooge dsﬁ%;m%is 88 pink tracers over the city. “I
much connecte e was worried, because our house
imminent markets catastr- 5 close to the presidential pal-
ophe likely to be associat- jce, which could have been tar-
ed with IEM's colossal geted. I found no one, just a hor-
corporate failure as with rific cloud of smoke and savage
the problems of trying to destruction,” he said. “I told
balance different faction- mMyself: ‘My wife is dead'. Imag-
al interests around the ine thinking that” he said,

al Persian Gulf region tears welling in his eyes.
vit rslan . The pale blue venetian blinds
The US monopoly bourg- of the house next door were
eoisie may still tell it- heaped in a pile of metal spa-
self and the rest of the ghetti. Two cars in the drive-
world in none too subtle tv:ray Wel‘tt;1 WreCI((it(!ld_. Inside the
that rican imper- ouse, the wedding picture
?.:f;:m rulegm?chi planet, hung askew from its hook.
but the very foundations of -We heard a stff thud,
that hegemony are now so recal'e r Hussam Moham-
° med Daouk, an army physician
shaky (collapsing trade living on the same row of little
dominance, hopeless balance vjllas. “Suddenly, the windows
of payments deficits, un- and doors fell on top of our
controllable domestic bud- heads. I was with my wife, five
get deficits, etc) that the chil;liren- l;notht(zir-iqr‘l‘;‘}awfand
ass— osophi nephew,” he said. Two of the
Zzg ;imgpﬁi A;ﬁigi :]itt_le gixl'ls had minor cuts from
- ying glass.
ruling class its 50-year “If more missiles come, we
dominance of international i) say hello and welcome,” Dr
affairs is being undermined. paouk said defiantly. “Bush'’s
The West's stooge organ- bombs are not start, they are
isation at the United Nat- dumb bombs. If they were
ions, now back in Washing- smart, they would not come
ton's favour after having down on civilians,” he added.
been nearly abandoned as hHis wiga was éiis}traught as
2 : agan' she stared around the remains
re 1;le::ifdd:§$gl§:ch c:t of her shattered bedroom.

’ the “There was so much smoke, I
of control again as couldn’t see ahead. We have
worldwide slump starts tC  peen patient wit everything,
bite deeper into the Third the sanctions, but to see fire
World forcing scores of come down on our children,
opportunist nationalist- what can I say?” she sighed,
bourgeocis regimes to try fighting off tears.
facing their masses with accg)ltn t:)m hzxgegg?nbev;g?oag
some new glmmick than Just  \angled like this, with rockets
hanging onto the'new wor. coming in instead of flowers,
order' nonsense of US imp-  and blood streaming down her
erialist temporary hegem- children?” a neighbour asked.
ony and hoping for the best. “What exactly do they want

The response from the Arab from us?” asked Abdel Rida al-
capitals and from other Is- Quraish. “Where are the sins of
lamic states to the crimin- the Iraqi people in this af-
al tormenting of Iraq by US fair?” — Washington Post.
imperialist bullying is not Even the dimmest ranks
going at all in favour of of the Labour Party, of
the much-trumpeted but to- Tory backbenchers, and of
tally bogus 'UN coalition' Russian revisionist opport-
of just 18 months ago. unism are beginning to won-
And hardly surprisingly  der anxiously whether the

when defending Western imp-



Western leaders really know

where they are going, and

whether any promised 'rec-

overy'! for everyone is
really in sight (see sub-
sequent articles).

And Western meddling in
the remmants of the delib-
erately NATO-disrupted Yu-
goslav workers state has
brought only similar conf-
usion and misery, again by
the capitalist press's own
admissions:

Ce

Western diplomats here say
that the five-hour meeting in
Belgrade laid out an elaborate
game plan for the Serbian pitch
in Geneva, where Mr Karadzic
for three days rejected the
terms on offer and then capitu-
lated, allegedly under extreme
pressure from Mr Milosevic,
who left Geneva with the praise
of the international mediators
ringing in his ears.

“Everything you saw in Gen-
eva was essentially staged,”
said a well-placed western
diplomat.

Serbian state television simi-
larly underwent a swift conver-
sion when the Geneva deal was
accepted, moving overnight to
embrace the Geneva deal and
talk of peace.

After the Geneva session the
co-chairman, Cyrus Vance, told
the Guardian that there would
have been no agreement with-
out Mr Milosevic’s backing, and
unreservedly thanked the Ser-
bian leader, whom the US gov-
ernment has called a suspected
war criminal, for his role.

“If Vance is sincere, he
doesn’t understand Milosevic at
all,” said the diplomat.

Another senior diplomatic
source said Mr Milosevic was
making fools of the interna-
tional mediators and the
Geneva plan would never be
implemented.

“It's a plan that can’t work
and it’s a state that won’t func-
tion,” the source said. The
Vance-Owen blueprint divides
Bosnia into nine semi-autono
mous provinces with a weak
central government, leaves the
Serbs controlling half of the
republic. and requires a huge
increase in the UN peacekeep-
ing presence.

Although the Geneva docu-
ments acknowledge the pri-
macy of Bosnian sovereignty,
few analysts here see it as lead-
ing anywhere but to the grad-
ual partition of the republic.

The incoming US administra-
tion is said to be incensed with
the Vance-Owen package, view-
ing it as legitimising “war
crimes and aggression”, in the
words of one source.

Diplomats draw an analogy
with the Croatian peace plan
devised by Mr Vance which
was implemented when Mr Mi-
losevic gave it his blessing.

A year on, one third of Cro-
atia is still controlled by gangs
of thugs licensed by Belgrade.

By contrast, Bosnia was rec-
ognised at the onset of the war.

The realities of intermat-
ional capitalist crisis are
forcing remnants of the So-
viet workers state to try
to think a bit deeper about
the catastrophic mess which
decades of anti-Leninist
revisionism in Moscow fin-
ally resulted in.

The 'Bolsheviks' emerging
around Nina Andreyeva have
made a better analysis than
most about the international
causes and implications of
Soviet revisionist opportun-
ism in its retreat from the
Marxist perspective for
vorld socialist revolut-
ion.

While still pitifully weak
on identifying the start of
the decline (towards class-
collaboration with imperi-
alism)in the wretched def-
eatist zig-zags of the St-
alin leadership in the 1920s
and 19308, lurching phil-
istinely from catastrophic
ultra-leftism against German
reformism for being !social
fascists! to disastrous
right-opportunism in Spain
tail-ending the doomed and
treacherous bourgeois 'Rep-
ublican' government, - -
the AUCPB is at least still
aware of the crisis of imper-
ialism as the fundamental
driving force for social,
political and economic dev-
elopment on the planet,
even if the crucial role for
revolutionary Marxist-
Leninist theory has not re-
motely been grasped yet:

Ce .

If in the time of Stalin the basic aim of
the economy was the reduction of the cost
of goods (the main item of the plan of each
enterprise) and the production of high-
quality goods by making use of scientific
achievement and new techniques and
economising in the raw materials, power
and labour force, then at the time of
Khrushchev and Brezhnev the main index
of the economic effectiveness of produc-
tion was the gaining of profit in monetary
expression. They started to achieve this
through the method of artificially raising
prices, that is to say, an utterly unreason-
able method which allows the reduction of
the amount of the produced goods while
increasing the prices. Short-sighted pur-
suit of profits and other private interests
for the enterprise led to the retardation of
the rate of the development of the national
economy, a decrease of the effectiveness of
investment and the gradual lowering of the
value of the rouble. Planned reduction of
prices was suspended and the increase of
the prices of consumer goods started, and
cheap goods disappeared. Scientific and
technical progress was hindered and la-
bour productivity decreased.

The opportunist economic policy re-

sulted in a great gap between those who
received high wages and low wages. The
rate exceeded 1 to 30, and it now exceeds

The key difference between 1 to 150. The "black™ economy which pro-

the Croatian and Bosnian deals duces the elements of private enterprises
is that the Croats accepted IS developing. The unlawful accumulation

*~ theirs in return for securing in- of capital by the new "Sovier” bourgeoisie

ternational recognition.

began to appear. The new bourgeoisie,

who are getting rich gradually, destroyed
everything around them. The "black” econ-
omic entrepreneurs and the bribed bure-
aucrats of the party and government
organs are conspiring with each other. The
process of class distinctions disappearing
1s made by social division and the division
into the rich and the poor insociety. Under
these conditions, moral incentives to la-
bour disappeared among the working
people, while indifference to everything
relatedto the state appeared. The violation
of labour discipline and practices of squan-
dering the people’s property are increas-
ing. The Soviet state is losing its class
character. The Sovict state is changing
from the state of the proletarian dictator-
ship to an "all-peopie state".

In this state bureaucracy, bribery and
corruption are prevalent. Around the 80s
the state structures increased three times,
compared with the Stalin period. Effi-
ciency of the state instrument is decreas-
ing. The state is getting away from the
working people, as it is said, it is separating
from them. As a result, the social basis of
the Soviet state has crumbled. The Soviet
state lost the support of the working people
and the struggle against crimes which were
gradually paralysing the function of society
weakened. Through the so-called "All-
People State” the people became imbued
with the idea of the so-called comprehens-
ive equality and "pure” democracy. This
bourgeois concept is covering in principle
the impossibility of equality between the
exploiter and the exploited, between the
oppressor and the oppressed.

‘With the seizure of the leadership by the
Gorbachev-Yakoviev-Shevardnaze group,
rightist opportunism went over to restoring
capitalism on a legal basis. Starting from
Khrushchev's concept of "complete and
final victory of socialism in the Soviet
Union" and through Brezhnev’s false pro-
paganda of "developed socialism”, the
upper stratum of the CPSU has trans-
formed itself completely and finally into a
betrayer, a renegade, a cat’s paw of US
monopoly capital and its criminal bour-
geoisie, a devastator of socialism and the
multi-national soviet state and a disor-
ganiser of the Party. As a result rightist
opportunism has finished its evolution.
The opportunists in the party leadership,
including Gorbachev, who were singing
the Internationale in front of the TV camer-
as some days ago, are clamouring today
about "The downfall of socialism”, "The
Histonic dead end", and "A failed experi-
ment". In this way they are revealing their
complete political and moral bankruptcy.

Socialism will sweep away
Imperialism
In addition we must take three aspects
into consideration. | It is totally
wrong to regard the counter-revolution as
having emerged finally and completely vic-
torious. No matter what the machinations
of the imperialists and reactionaries may
be, the general current of history will ine-
vitably flow through feudalism and capital-
ism to socialism and sweep away the
fortress of imperialism. This current might
be checked for a while and face obstacles.
but no one can reverse the wheel of history

Opportunism has suffered defeat in
the Soviet Union.

Secondly, strictly speaking, it is not so-
cialism and the communist idea, but insig-
nificant and incompetent opportunism.
which had snatched power by hypocritical
means, that has suffered defeat in the
USSR.

Political double-dealers and careerists
devoid of any ideas, who won the people’s
confidence by fraud and chameleon adap-

tation, have entrenched themselves in the
top hierarchy of the CPSU and the Soviet
state.

Today, they, in order to remain perched
on the people’s necks, are ready to depend
on whatever scum of the earth - criminals,
outcasts and even fascists, the inveterate
enemy of mankind. They are behaving
diplomatically even towards despicable
anti-Soviet exiles, and grovelling at the feet
of the racists of South Africa and Israel,
and the reactionary Seoul and Taiwan
regimes.

Therefore, it can be clearly said that it
is not the part of communists that has
ceased to exist, but its moribund rotten
and paralysed structure born of opportun-
ism that has proved incompetent and suf-
fered disaster. The opportunists have long
since ceased to embody the Leninist party,
but are objectively opposed to it. In this
connection, the All-Union Communist
Party of Bolsheviks is against the revival of
the CPSU which has become a party of
right-wing social democrats, for its oppor-
tunist leadership to be set up through its
revival would restore nothing but oppor-
tunism.

Socialism provides the only answer

Thirdly, capitalism, which has now been
saved by the renegades and opportunists,
can solve no problem of humanity. The
collapse of imperialism may be delayed,
but cannot be removed from the order of
the day. Its present "triumph" is illusionary
and involves the seeds of a deeper crisis,
the aggravation of all world-wide contra-
dictions, and of a sharpening struggle for
redivision of the world. And, what is most
important, Iraq, Yugoslavia and other pro-
jects for a third world war are being taken
up and put into effect by the imperialists.

Socialism, therefore, provides the only
chance of saving all the people on the earth
from military, ecological, economic,
demographic and other global crisis. For
today, it is not capitalism, but socialism
that represents in the fullest scope the in-
terests of all humanity, of which Bush and
Gorbachev are fond of talking. The pro-
cess of reestablishment of capitalism in
European socialist countries and in the
Soviet Union not only has been contrary to
the objective law of historical progress, but
also is arresting the struggle for human
survival. Therefore, this process of retro-
gression must be stopped. Counter-revol-
ution is doomed to failure.

These better passages
from Nina Andreyeva's add-
ress to North Korean tea-
chers and students in Kim
Il Sung university last
October still fail to
grasp the constant require-
ment for all anti-imperial-
ist struggle to fight for a
leadership of the most up-
to-date Marxist-Leninist
theory on total world class-
war and ideological devel-
opments.

That means, for example,
battling towards a Lenin-
ist-level critique of all
attempts at communist lea-
dership everywhere, - and
at all failings and short-
comings in those attempts,-
- including the bizarre
subjective cultism that
goes on around Kim Il Sung.

The impression that the
Andreyeva group has merely ]7
tried to readapt some of the
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forms of remembered Lenin-
ist party traditions in
the Soviet Union is reinfor-
ced by a few of her less
perceptive opening remarks,
which betray a continuing
hopeless theoretical muddle
typical of the entire per-
iod of degeneration from
Stalinist revisionism to
Gorbachevite liquidation-
ism.

This confusion is symbol-
ised by repeating the old
‘original sin' sophistry
that things only "started
to go wrong" from "the end
of the 19508 when the
leadership of the party
and state was seized by
Kruschev and his associat-
esll‘

This christmas pantomime
version of CPSU decay,
in which the wicked Kru-
schev bounds in and puts
everyone under an evil
spell, is as pathetically
idealist and as far from
dialectical materialism as
the subjective defeatism
which originally began
undermining the CPSU lead-
ership in the 1920s and
19308 when the objective
difficulties of the inter-
national revolution and the
complacency of regarding
Soviet developments as the
be-all and end-all of world
transformation started the
retreat from Leninism.

What possessed Kruschev
to 'suddenly' plunge the
CPSU into opportunist
degeneration'? marked by
a 'nasty petty-bourgeois
philistine character'?

No explanation is given
for such sudden dramatic
deterioration, or more
importantly for how such
a seriously faulted ind-
ividual could have risen
steadily up the ranks of
the CPSU over a 30-year
period.

The only clue to this
behaviour is in giving,as
the occasion of Kruschev's
alleged attack on prev-
iocusly prevailing 'norma-
1ity', the question of
the mysteriously-described
"unlimited prestige of
JVStalin" which, it is
claimed, "was treacher-
ously proclaimed to the
whole world as the 'cult
of the personality!'".

Everything harmful for
the socialist camp then
followed on from this
"anti-Stalin campaign"', it
1s asserted, such as the
split with China, etc.

This still gives no ex-
planation as to why a
trained and experienced
Stalin-preferred CPSU pro-
fessional revolutionary
would suddenly want to
start inflicting "moral

terror" on elements excl-
uded from the CPSU as 'St-
alinists'.

And while giving no
explanation whatever for
the alleged phenomenon of
'Kruschevism!, this sad
article also ridiculously
fails to say whether there
was a problem of 'Stalin-
ism' or not.

Certainly, limiting the
question of flaws in Sov-
iet development to matt-
ers of cheap psychiatry
such as 'personality cults!
is indeed shallow nonsense.

But a serious scientific
appraisal of the eventual
catastrophic difficulties
for the Third Internation-
al requires a lot more
explanation than this even
sillier accusation about
'Xruschevism' which appar-
ently invented the entire
problem of 'Stalinism! but
no one quite knows why.

This is Jjust ignorant
gibberish, and it is to
Lalkar's shame that it has
begun to reprint Andreyeva's
drivel without any comment
at all, as though giving
it approval, thus confirm-
ing long-established CPI(M)
head-in~-the-sand attitudes
repeatedly criticised in
the Bulletin to which Lal-
kar has never had the
gumption to reply.

If people cannot see the
problems that the CPSU and
the Third International
ran into, then there can
be no purpose in pointing
them out to them. But, of
course, one of the signs
of this dogmatic sclerosis
which, starting in the
19208 and 1930s,eventual-
ly destroyed the Third
International, was pre-
cisely this unwillingness
to ever admit that any-
thing was wrong with pol-
icy, or that there were
any major disagreements,-
active disagreements, - on
Third International policy.

And least of all was
there then any willingness
to patiently polemicise
about all disagreements
until events moved on
further and proved one
side or the other right
or wrong, or until long-
er-term decisions finally-
had to be taken to see if
practice confirmed the
agreed theory wholly, par-
tially, or not at all.

Andreyeva, Lalkar, and
others must realise that
there remains a huge prob-
lem to be explained about
the relationship of Stal-
inist revisionist deviat-
ions(which went all the
way to the notorious 1952
'Economic Problems of
Socialism' nonsense about

Leninism being now out of
date on the question of whe-
ther, in spite of the decay
of capitalism,"on the whole
capitalism is growing far
more rapidly than ever be-
fore", as Lenin wrote in 'Imp-
erialism' in 1916), to now.
This blinkered dogmatism
that capitalism had ceased
to grow and that "The sphere
of the exploitation of the
world's resources by the
major capitalist countries
will not expand but contract
that their opportunities for
sale in the world market
will deteriorate, and that
their industries will be

operating more and more
below capacity" (i.e. on a

permanent basis starting

from 1952) was against Marx-
ist-Leninist theory and aga-
inst all the evidence.

Worse still, apart from
apparently going unchallen-
ged in spite of obvious first
hand knowledge available to
many Third International
parties that capitalism was
8till managing to expand in
spite of its deepening gen-
eral crisis, - this fright-
ened dogma then became tran-
sformed into the entire ba-
sis of all revisionist/li-
quidationist doomed bankrup
'theory' - - namely that
world socialist revolution
was no longer on the agenda
because capitalism would be
'peacefully surpassed by
socialism" and would succumb
quietly.

This catastrophic nonsense
wiping out the whole revol-
utionary essence of Marxism
Leninism class-struggle and
thereby destroying the very
foundations of healthy CPSU
relations with the internati-
onal proletariat and anti-
imperialist struggle, - was
bound to have condemmed the
USSR to a lingering death
unless reversed.

But such was the anti-
Marxist-Leninist and anti-
revolutionary spirit that
had been grafted onto Third
International relations that
even sectors of the anti-
imperialist struggle such as
Cuba and Vietnam which act-
ually lived a revolutionary
alternative perspective to
Moscow!s class-collaborating
gibberish, - were unable
to grasp that they needed
to polemicise openly against
the CPSU's abandonment of
Leninist theory, and felt
they were being 'good comm-
unists! in keeping quiet and
seeing no contradictions be-
tween their own revolution-
ary defeat of US imperialist
hegemony, and Moscow'!s inci-
pient capitulation to it.

And even if this ILWP an-
alysis is still considered

not to hold water, surely
the collapse of the Stal-
inist party legacy, if not
the controversial period of
Stalin's personal rule, is
cause of sufficient confus-
ion and concern to warrant
at least some debate (in
open working-class party po-
lemics) on these complex
questions, some aspects of
which are so new that wide-
ranging debate about them is
all that has been satisfact-
orily established about
them so far.

But this Third-Internation-
al-style sclerotic dogmatism
that "there are no unanswer-
ed questions, and there is
nothing to debate", etc, -
(wnich publicly reigned, for
example, when behind the sc-
enes, the CPSU and Chinese
party leaderships were al-
ready at loggerheads, -with
the international proletar-
iat only able to dismiss
bourgeois-press reports of
such splits as 'nonsense’), -
is so ingrained that Lalkar
& Co are terrified of ans-
wering a public polemic on
these crucial questions to
be worked out by the prolet-
ariat.

This fear is the living
embodiment of the revision-
ist theory-deformities which
flowed from the deep-down
defeatism of the Stalin
leadership, which began the
retreat from Leninism ideo-
logically in the 1920s and
19308 in a petty-bourgeois
opportunism adaptation to
the difficulties of contin-
uing with Lenin's world so-
cialist revolutionary per-
spectives, substituting e.g.
such disasters as the Pop-
ular Front retreat into
tail-ending liberal repu-
blicanism in Spain when fa-
ced with fascist aggression,
resulting not only in no
victory against Franco, obv-
iously, but much worse in
also leading much later str-
uggles against fascism into
a blind alley, such as beh-
ind Allende in Chile, and
behind the Sandinistas in
Nicaragua.

But all we get from Lalkar
is faithful reprints of Nina
Andreyeva sucking up to "the
great leader Comrade Kim Il
Sung", etc, and blaming the
'anti-Stalin campaign' for
the 'impairment of the pre-
stige of socialism', etc,
plus such dangerously feeble
definitions of !'opportunism!
as being merely !'unprinciple-
dness! or the !'short-sighted
pursuit of immediate indiv-
idual interests! whereas the
crucial issue is opportun-
ism!'s deliberate abandonment
or distortion or ignorance
of correct revolutionary
theory.

Build Leninism. JH
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2) The Workers Party and the struggle to re establish
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3) For a Leninist Party and world socialist revolution;
against Solidarnosc, Trotskyism and bureaucratic cen-
trism.

4) For Lenin’s line combining world socialist revolution
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5) Lenin’s arguments for a strong socialist state against
Trotsky’s ‘permanent’ counter revolution.

6) Moscow should denounce reactionaries in the CP
movement, as well as anti-communist Trots.

7) Lenin’s proletarian dictatorship versus the CPGB, Trot-
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Morning Star.

8) Leninist perspective (1979 - 1988) on the triumphant
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9) The collapse of the ‘municipal socialism’ fraud is one
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10) Reformist ‘socialism’is finished. Down with ‘labour
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For class war against anti-communism and against collaboration
with imperialism. Proletarian dictatorship is the only worthwhile
democracy.

11)On the inevitability of inter-imperialist war:

Inter-imperialist WW3 well already under preparation. Proletar-
ian revolution the only possible way forwards for mankind - led
by Bolshevism based on Lenin’s complete break from social-
democracy’s class-collaborating treachery and petty bourgeois
opportunism

12) How revisionist retreat from Leninism played into US
imperialist hands for subverting the Grenada Revolution
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13) Gorbachevism: How step by class-collaborating step
the Gorbachev group has pretended to ‘remedy’ Stalinist

revisionism (on war and revolution, and how to tackle
imperialist aggression) with even worse capitulation to
defeatism, - further than ever from revolutionary Lenin-
ism.

14) To come

15) Leninist perspective (1988 - 1994) on the triumphant
Irish national-liberation struggle Pt 2

16) The defeat for Western ‘democratic’influence in China
is the best possible development for frustrating US impe-
rialism’s counter-revolutionary plans and capitalism’s
arms-race tilt towards World War lIl.

17) Workers states are the way forwards but minus Mos-
cow weak revisionist leadership chaos [Originally pub-
lished as EPSR Future Perspectives 2001]

18) For open Leninist discussion of imperialism’s fascist
slump crisis and drive to war, the significance of the
Soviet historical achievement, the world proletarian
dictatorship future, and the bankruptcy of Third Interna-
tionalism:

Five polemics concerning the Indian Workers Association (IWA)
and the Communist Party of India (Marxist) (CPI-M) published

between 1991-1993.

19) Driven by insoluble “over-production” crisis the
monopoly imperialist system is gearing up for perpetual
inter-imperilaist war [originally EPSR Perspectives 2002]

20) Occupied Palestine, Nazi-Zionism, imperialist crisis
and war. Jewish religious freemasonry and the conspira-
cy/fraud of “left anti-semitism”.

21) Unanswered polemics v Lalkar/Proletarian (2003).
Against museum-Stalinism:

Re-assessing the giant achievement of the 20th century work-
ers states is crucial in the great debate stirring as revolutionary
turmoil erupts against capitalism’s world crisis catastrophe. But
taking on anti-communist brainwashing (including Trotskyite bil-
iousness) and resolving the great outstanding questions is flawed
by blind Stalin worship, denial of errors, cover-up and sectarian
paralysis. Leninism needs rebuilding.

22) Leninist perspective (1994 - ) on the triumphant Irish
national-liberation struggle Pt 3 [in progress]
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Leaving the world to be run by the greed of the capitalist monopolies can never stop resulting in peri-
odic crises where trade-war destruction must rule, and to which the only antidote is Revolution and a
strong workers state, --- as these essentials of Marxist-Leninist science explain.

Only the crisis events of collapsing imperialist rule interpreted in this Marxist-Leninist light will
educate a mass workers party of leadership to do the necessary tasks.

The Revisionist retreat from the Soviet workers state because of crawling to shallow Western glitz
and shame at their own past bureaucratic mistakes has only proved the soundness of Lenin’s ‘State &
Revolution’ science about a very long period of proletarian dictatorship being the only way for the world
to see-off monopoly imperialist warmongering, now back with a vengeance.

secilololioliok

Tt is often said and written that the main point in Marx’s teachings is the class struggle; but this is not true. And
from this untruth very often springs the opportunist distortion of Marxism, its falsification in such a way as to
make it acceptable to the bourgeoisie. For the doctrine of the class struggle was created not by Marx, but by the
bourgeoisie before Marx, and generally speaking it is acceptable to the bourgeoisie. Those who recognise only
the class struggle are not yet Marxists; they may be found to be still within the boundaries of bourgeois think-
ing and bourgeois politics. To confine Marxism to the doctrine of the class struggle means curtailing Marxism,
distorting it, reducing it to something which is acceptable to the bourgeoisie. Only he is a Marxist who extends
the recognition of the class struggle to the recognition of the dictatorship of the proletariat. This is what consti-
tutes the most profound difference between the Marxist and the ordinary petty (as well as big) bourgeois. This
is the touchstone on which the real understanding and recognition of Marxism is to be tested. And it is not
surprising that when the history of Europe brought the working class face to face with this question as a practi-
cal issue, not only all the opportunists and reformists, but all the “Kautskyites” (people who vacillate between
reformism and Marxism) proved to be miserable philistines and petty-bourgeois democrats who repudiate the
dictatorship of the proletariat.

Fokkkk Ak

“The last cause of all real crises always remains the poverty and restricted consumption of the masses as com-
pared to the tendency of capitalist production to develop the productive forces as if only the absolute power of
consumption of the entire society would be their limit.” (Capital. Vol III. P568.)

“ For many a decade past’, wrote Marx and Engels in the Communist Manifesto of 1848, “the history of industry
and commerce is but the history of the revolt of modern productive forces against modern conditions of produc-
tion, against the property relations that are the conditions for the existence of the bourgeoisie and of its rule. It is
enough to mention the commerecial crises that by their periodical return put the existence of the entire bourgeois
society on its trial, each time more threateningly. In these crises a great part, not only of the existing products,

but also of the previously created productive forces, are periodically destroyed. In these crises there breaks out
an epidemic that, in all earlier epochs, would have seemed an absurdity - the epidemic of overproduction. Society
suddenly finds itself put back into a state of momentary barbarism; it appears as if a famine, a universal war of
devastation had cut off the supply of every means of subsistence; industry and commerce seem to be destroyed.

And why? Because there is too much civilisation, too much means of subsistence, too much industry, too much
commerce. The productive forces at the disposal of society no longer tend to further the development of the
conditions of bourgeois property; on the contrary...they have become too powerful for these conditions, by which
they are fettered, and so soon as they overcome these fetters, they bring disorder into the whole of bourgeois
society, endanger the existence of bourgeois property. The conditions of bourgeois society are too narrow to
comprise the wealth created by them”

P e—
The conditions of bourgeois democracy very often compel us to take a certain stand on a multitude of small
and petty reforms, but we must be able, or learn, to take such a position on these reforms. (in such a manner)
that - to oversimplify the matter for the sake of clarity - five minutes of every half-hour speech are devoted
to reforms and twenty-five minutes to the coming revolution. (Lenin Dec 1916: Principles involved in the
war issue.)
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