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MEMORANDUM

Baker's Theory of the Egﬁéﬁb?;bf MOdern.RGVisiQnism

““Baker holds that -the-essence of modern revisionism is not the

® abandonment- of Marxist-Leninist prineiples to serve the. needs of
the capitalist  class, but "fallure to bring Marxism-Leninism up-to-
date": i

"MODERN REVISIONISM . . is above all . . the failure to 2
analyse and encompass scientifically the new stage in the dev- -
Y elopment of capitalism, . . the stage of corporate state-monopoly
capitalism". - -
(M. Baker: "Dialectical Materialism"; London; n.d.; p. iv).
Ityis, of course, axiomatic that the world changes, so that
Marxist-Leninist tenets which were valid at one time may cease to
be valid at a later time and need to be replaced by new tenets -- or,
® in other words, that Marxism—Len%nlsm heeds constantly to be brought
up-to-date to conform with changing reality. An aspiring Marxist-
Leninist who fails to bring Mérxisp—Leninism up-to-date to conform
with changed Teality is not a Marxist-Leninist, but a dogmatist.

Can it be said, however, that the essence of the revisionism of,
° say, the Communist Party of Great Britain is dogmatism, that it has
clung to Marxist-Leninist tenets which have become no longer valid
as a result of changing reality in Britain and the world?

On the contrary, the essence of the revisionism of the CPGB is
that it has abandoned basic principles of Marxism-Leninism -~ the
principle that tThe capifalist state 1Is an organ of dictatorship on’

® the part of the.capitalist class, that the working class needs to
smash the capitalist state in order to abolish capitalism, that the S
working class.needs its dictatorship in order to construct sociglism.
The essence of the revisionism of the CPGB is not that it has clung
to the revolutionary tenets on which it based Itself in the 1920s,
but that it has abandoned Marxist-Leninist principles in order to

[y revive what is essentially the revisionism of Bernstein.

Clearly, Baker's definition of reVisionism has no validity.
What, then, is its purpose?

As is obvious from the quotation given above, the purpose of
Baker's erroneous definition of revisionism is to "justify" him in

® classing as a "revisionist" anyone who.rejects his theory that cap-
italism is entering a "third stage" of development, beyond imperial-
ism. Its purpose is to "Jjustify™ him in classing as a "revisionist"
anyone who continues to uphold Lenin's analysis to the effect that
imperialism is the highest, i.e., the last stage of development of
-~ capitalism. LY

The Corporate State

Baker's. concept of "corporate state-monopoly capitalism" is based o
the concept of the "corporate state" .

) A'corpo?ate.state is one which is based on "corporations", these
@ being organisations consisting of representatives of the employers
and "representatives of the workers" within each sector of the
economy. The term was first widely used by sociologists linked with
the Catholic Church, who presented them ags a revival of the mediac-—
val guilds adapted to the conditions of modern capitalism:

~ "Corporations are composed of delegates of the unions of
workers and employers of the same trade or profession".
(PlgS>XI: Encyclical Letter "Guadragesimo Anno"; London; 196Q; .
P ' ' '
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The official aim of the campaign.-was to "gbolish" class struggle
while retaining an essentially capitalist. society:

"You' are aware, Venerable Brethren and Beloved Children, how
strenvously Our Predécessor of ~happy memory (Leo XIII -- BC) ®
defended the.right of -property against the teachings of the
socialists of his -timé, Showing that the abolition of private
ownership.would prove to be, not beneficial, but grlevously
"harmful to the workirg-classes. .. . , e O
= Capital.cannot do without labour, nor labour without cap- .
ital. . . ol e

The jaim of social policy must therefore be the.re—gstabllsh—
ment of vocational groups. Society today still remains 1n -a .
strained and therefore unstable and uncertain state, because it
is founded’ on classes with divergent aims and hence Qpposed to.

*gach other, and consequently prone to enmity and strife. . . :
- “As things.are now, the wage-system divides men on what is ¢ .. 8
called  the labour-market into two sections, resembling armies,
and the-disputes between these sections transform tpls labour-market °
into an.argna where the two armies are engaged in flerge combat.
To this grave disorder, which is leading society to ruin, & rgmedyj
must evidently be applied as speedily as possible .. : vocation-
al. groups, namelys--claiming the allegience of men not according = ®
to the position they occupy in the labour market, but according
to the diverse functions which they exercise in society".
(PiungI: ibid:; p..22, 26, 35-6).

A.cbiporate'statéfis, therefore, one in which the "representative"
institutlions are based, not on representatives of political parties ®
elected by .geographical constituencies, but:on representatives of °
the corporations: . ' : e o :

#’+"The corporations are ... true and genuine'organs and instit-

utions-of ‘the state. . . ., :- - Py
- Strikes and lock-outs are.forbidden. . . : .
Little reflection is required to perceive the advantages of
the institution thus summarily described: peaceful collaboration
of various classes, repression ‘'of socialist organisations-and

efforts". .
(Pivs XI: ibid.; p..39). e i .
The fully developed fascist dictatorship in Italy took the form o

of a corporate state: = :
“rniMThe associations of employers and associatiois of workers

éngaged in the same industry are grouped together to form a
cerporation'. S '

(J. 5. Barnes: "A Survey of Fascism'; Lordon; 1928; p. 93). )
. "Each corporation united the local and national organisat-
1ons of the three classes of producers -- employers, technicians

.,.:L,-and employeesna : A . : : = SRl
(G. Volpe: "Storia del Movimento Fascista" (History of the Fascist
. Movement), in: B. Mussolini: "La.Dottrina del Fascismo" (The

" Doctrine .of.Fascism); Treves; 1933; p. 120). :
. ‘The Corporate State is a new type of constitutional system
in which the employers and employed, grouped into mixed national
corporations, play a predominant part in the government of the
country" . - ' _
(P-zginzig: "The Economic Foundations of Fascism"; Tondon: 1933; ®
P Y v . eraR R

"The Corporate State . . is 'government by the people', for
under the Corporate Statc they have a control of their own des-
tlnies, economic, social and political, by the method of ‘elect-
ing representatives, not for their general popularity in geo-
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graphlcal constituencies, but for their tried knowlcdge and
experience in their partlcular trade or industry. It is 'gov-
ernment of the whole people' since the State and nation are
identified without the intervention of political partles or

the artificial division of classes"
(H. E. Goad & M. Currey: "The WOrklng of the Corporate State"

London: 1933%: p. 110).

The reality behind ‘the picture drawn by the above apologlsts for
fascism is that the corporate state is designed to provide a "democratic

facade" to the terroristic dictatorship of monopoly capital” similar
“to, “although more restricted than, that which "parllamentaxy democracy"

prov1des for the” dlctatorshlp of monopoly capital in c¢ontémporary
Britain:

"In practice the oorporatlons remained part of the machinery
of authoritarian government. Their officers were not elected but
appointed from above. Though the employers' representatives re-

_tained a limited degree of independence, those of the workers

. were merely bureaucratic agents of the state. The corporatlons
served chiefly to regiment the working-class and . . to facilitate
the extension of staté control over the économy. Th'e addition' of
a corporative facade did nothing to modify the structure of dict-
atorial power".
- (G. Seton-Watson: "Italy from leerallsm to Fascism: 1870 192585

London; 19674 -p.-699) .

The role of the corporations as a "democratic facade" for a fascist
dictatorship-is. illustrated by the fact-that, although the dictatorship
itself was. establlshed in October 1922, -the Blll to establish corporat-
ions..was. not-enacted -until February 1934 and The first mééting of
any of these corporations took place .in Jenuary "1935.

"To secure greater durability, solidity and stability for
their power, the bourgeoisie are to an 1ncrea31ng degree com-
pelled to abandon the paﬂ;amentary system in favour of fascist
mettods of rule, which:are independent of party relatlonshlps and
combinations. Fascism is a method of directly exercising the
bourgeois dictatorship, ideologically disguised under “ideas of
'the national community' and representation according to occup="
ation (i.e., in fact representation of the varlous groups of the
ruling class".

(Programme of the Communlst Internatlonal, in: J. Degras (Ed.):
"The Communist nternational: ©1919- 1943: Documents"; Volume 2;
London; 197|; p. 484). _

Baker's Concept of the "Corporate State". :

Baker uses the term "corporate state" exten51vely in his writings,
but, as with many of the scientific. terms which flow from his pen, he
appears to have no ¢lear understandlng of its meaning.

‘' In one place, he simply equates the term with a Labour government
w1th1n "parliamentary democracy", speaking, of

_ e 'compromlso with the Labour Government' (LR e., the corp-
‘orate state)'.
(M. Baker: Workers' Control": London; 1976; p- 21).

Iﬁ“another'place, he appears to define a ‘corporate state as one
which imposes state control of wages: , Fomp e Sk e s,
"The imposition of state control over wages . . is the corner-

stone and economic raison d'etre of the corporate state"
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 15). ,
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"State control over wages and other aspects of the living
standards of the working class . . can be said to constitute
the essence of the corporate state'. "

(M. Baker: Theses on the Anti-Fascist United Front; London;

19745 p. 3). ey , ‘

Elsewhere again, he appears to define a qorpo?ate state as one
which imposes state control of wages and nationalises the key
sectors: of the economy, speaking of

", . the transformation of traditionally structured state
monopoly capitalism . . into corporate state monopoly gapltal; ®
ism, based on state contrpl of wages and state cap\talist owner-

-=.. ghip-of..the .'commanding heights of_ the economy'". ;
(1. Baker: "The Economics of Oil and the Falling Rate of Profit";

London; n.d.'; “pe (L)oo i = NS R Y.

None of the above "definitions! bears the remotest resemb}ance e
to the correct definition of a cbrporake state. All the functions 25
which Baker appears to imply are the prerogatives of a corporate
state -- the placing in office of a soc¢ial-democratic government,
state control of wages, nationalisation of the key sectors of the
economy -- can be, and often are, practised by what Baker calls
"traditionally structured" monopoly capitalist states. P ®

“In another place, however, Baker comes closer to a correct def-
inition of a corporate state. He describes it as one in which the
trade unions are absorbed into state "corporate organs"; one which
brings .about . ) :

". - the elimination of the last vestigés-of independent ®
proletarian organisation through the incorporation of the
fundamental base organs of struggle of the working class into

the state framework. . - o5

The strategic aim underlying the construction of the cor- :
porate state is . . the absorption:. . within the state apparatus
of the last vestiges of independent action, their absorption -9
into corporate organs". : : ‘
(M. Baker: "Workers'-Control"; London; 1976; p. 7, 9).

‘Nevertheless, although this state is described by Baker as one
which has "eliminated the last vestiges of independent proletarian
organisation", although it comprises - ; ®

"o . modifications, to the existing traditional state super-
structure of monopoly capitalism . . which embody intensified,
integrated, 'totalitarian' forms of class dictatorship of

" monopoly capital over the working class and the working people:
the corponate state', . : : : T e
(M. Baker: "The Economics of 0il ‘and the Falling Rate of Profit"; @
London; Ne.d.; pP= 7)- : i

it is not a fascist dictatorship.-- nor. in fact, a corporate state
--since it preserves "parliamentary-democracy'. For within. this
state, "at the appropriate tactical moment", - , "

". . disgruntled politicigns.... will seek to end the parl- e
. .lamentary system of rule and to replace it by a fully-fledged
“corporate-stricture on to which will be grafted, as its ultim-
ate expression and completion, the organisations and mass .
movements of political thuggery and brutality which ‘constitute.
the mass base of the 'open, brutal and terrorist dictatorship
of monopoly capital'", o e
(M. Baker: "Workers' Control"; London; 1976; p. 21).

which Baker defines a few lines before as :
: S i

- . fascism". . A Ry e L

(M.’ Bakexi ibad:; Pa ol)emime T : i -



@ Marxism-Leninism Currents Today, 2022 Bill Bland Internet Archive

www.ml-today.com www.marxists.org
Uploaded 2022

In other words, "at the appropriate tactical moment",

~.";' . mnopoly capital findg ‘it necessary . . to absorb into

it (the “"corporate state" -— BC) not only the trade unions, but

also the political parties and other institutions' of the monopoly

capitalist constitutional framework". .

(M. Baker: "Theses on the Anti~Fascist United Front"; Londonj; 1974;

Plabsiar: = : oap

According to Baker, monopoly capital aims to construct this '"not
fully fledged corporate state", which is associated with "parliamentary
democracy", relatively peacefully --'that is, without the aid of the
violence of fascist organisations, through social-democracy:

"Tn the first instance, and to' the degree that the organised
working class movement permits -this:’ the monopoly-capitalist
ruling class seeks to achieve this aim (of establishing a "not
fully fledged corporate state" -- BC) through relatively 'peaceful',
constitutional means ‘. . without résorting to the building of a
reactionary fascist mass movement and the unleashing of ‘it against
the organised working classt. . . s OIS

"In the.bnilding of the corporate state, monopoly capital is
compelled to rely primarily on-the social democratic and reformist
labour leaders, and the foundations of the corporate state are laid
in the main by putting forward and winning acceptance for measures
and institutions which, whilst being presented as reflecting inroads
made by the working class into the monopoly capitalist state mach-
inery, as 'emtensions of working class democracy', as 'steps to-
wards socialism', etc. . . in reality represent a diametrically
opposite development". ' .
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 3).

Later, however, "at the appropriate tactical moment", and
L

. « only then does monopoly capital seek to extend the cor-
porate state edifice by the imposition of complete, fascist, terr-
oristic forms of dictatorship".

'(Me BakeI‘: ibido; po 7)0 ‘

What'is'th;g;fappropriate“factical moment" when, and "only when",
monopoly capital seeks to impose fascist dictstorship? ~ :

It is reached when, and "only when", according to ‘Baker,

firstly, the socialist revolutionary movement threatens to
emgrace.Q;QQJQFLFY;QQ_ﬁhe working class in revolUtionary-struggle;
and , : LT jis N ST T ey s e e SRR R A AL

N e ey 2 S - et

3 .. secondly, a strong, steeled Marxist—LeninistfPﬁffymhas:
gained the leadership of a majority of the working class,

so that the approach of socialist revolution is seen to béhiﬁmiﬁént:

"Only when the Red Front (i.e., the socialist revolutiohary
movement -- BC) has grown to the point at which it threatens to
embrace a majority, of the working class in one form of revolut-
ionary or quasi-revolutionary struggle or another, .. . and,
finally, when all .these developments push forward . . to the point
of growth of &a - strong Marxist-Leninist vanguard party as the
effective leadership. of the Red Front and the ‘Anti-Fascist United
Front -- a steeled Leninist party . ., so that the storm clouds of
the approaching, socialist ‘revolution come to be recognised in the
distance -- only then does monopoly capital seek to extend the'
corporgte state edifice by the imposition of completée, fascist,
terroristic forms of dictatorship",. : s s :

" (M. Baker: ibid.; p, 7).

ol
f T
e
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_ The "not fully-fledged corporate state" envisaged by Baker is one
which is

. - - designed effectively to deprive the working class and
1ts mass organisations of their basic independence and the fund-
amental : rights and :liberties in which . . that independebice has 'Y
been formally embodied: the freedom to engage in gtruggle ‘on
.behalf_of the most fundamentaluinterests of the working class,
“the' right to organise for struggle independéntly of the state. 2
or of organisations under the control of other classes; to with-
hold. the;r ;abour,_to express their solidarity with other sections
‘of the working class engaced in struggle, etc.". ®

(M. Baker:. "The Economics of 0il and fho Falling Rate of Profit";
London; N.d.; p. 15). i ot

Sg,.as ngéf“ﬁﬁpéars?to:admitg his "not fully-fledged corporate :
state" is designed to effect, 'so far as the working class 1s concerned,
what is done by a "fully-fledged fascist dictatorship":

" "In this way (by.construoting a "not fully fledged corporate
state -« BC) . . the.monopoly capitalist ruling class attempts
to achleveé in the early stages of the developing crisis . .,
the Same aim as that achieved -— and ultimately only achievable
o--by aifully-fledged fascist dictatorship". ‘s » ‘
'éM.B?aker:_Theses.on the Anti-Fascist United Front; London; 1974 ¢

.In_gther words, so great is Baker's contempt for the working class,

While the revisionist GPGB preaches the illuéion of "peaceful

transition to socialism", Baker preaches the illusion of "peaceful
transition to fascisn". : Y

History, of course, proves the opposite. Both.iﬁ Ital§‘and in
Germany the "corporate state" was erected after the violent destruction
of the working class organisations by fascist bands, after (in the

case of Italy, long after) the establishment of the fascist dictator-
ship. '

Even Palmiro Togliatti is combelled to say:

"Corporativism is not conceivable, is inconceivable, without

the fascist state; corporativism is inconceivable without the

¥ascist Party; it is inconceivable without the dismantling of the

whole system of democratic libertigs, You will find clear, forth-— ®
right affirmations on:'this point in the documents of fascism., . .

‘ot In Italy corporativism was organised only after all the demo-

cféﬁia*Iibertieswhadubeen-1iquidate@4;wb?nn?he workers had been
deprived of all representation, when all thé political parties had

been destroyed, when trade union frecdom, freedom of the press,

freedom of assembly, had been liquidated, when .every possibility of ®
-expressing oneself had been eliminated. This was the political

premise of corporativism. Corporativism is inconceivable without
. the existence ‘of fascism as'a political dictatorship". .

(P. Togliatti: "Lectures on Fascisn'"; London; 1976; p. 97).

Baker's concepézthat'mohopoly capitalism unleashes fascist violence
"only when" social revolution appears imminent. In Italy, when fascist
violence was unleashed in 1920-22, the working class had. suffered a
severe defeat in the sabotage of the occupation movemént, and had not
recovered from its resultant demoralisation. The ?appropriate_tactical
moment" when monopoly capital unleashes fascist violence, strives to
replace "parliamentary democracy" by fascist dictatorship, occurs when ®
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for any reasoﬁi—- and mot merely because of the imminence of socialist
revolution -- "parliamentary democracy" has become, at least tempor-
° arlly,unworkable in the 1nterests of monqpolv capital.

What then, is the political effect of Baker's erroneous concepts |
concernlng the "corporate state"?

The polltlcal pollcy which must loglcally follow from these
erroneous concepts is:

® : 1) that.it is unnecessédry for the-working class to build up an
effective movement to resist fascism until the movement for 3001allst
revolutlon has become well advanced; and

2) that, until this stage is reached the main blows of the working
class must be orientated against 3001al—democracy ("social~fascism")
since it is gd¢ial-democracy.which is allotted the task of building

® the "semi-fascist not fully-fledged corporate state" env1saged by
Baker.

Baker's erroneous concept of the "corporate state" thus serves as
a new "theoretical framework" that secks to justify a policy of
sabotaging the building of a genuine anti-fascist united front at the
'Y earliest possible moment.

Baker's Theory of "The Third Stage"

'Baker presents the advent of a "corporate state" -- whether in
its—“earlier! form: of the-semi-fascist "not fully-fledged  corporate
° state" or in its "later" form of the full fascist dictatorship -- A¢.

". . the emergence of the new stage in the development of. .
capitalism which 'we have termed corporate state- -monopoly capit-

alism".
M. Baker: "Dlalectlcal Materialism"- London; 1975; p. iii).
® Lenin, on the other hand. , characterlses two stages in the devel-

opment of capitalism: firstly, the .stage of competltlve capitalism;

secomdly, the stage of monopoly capitalism or 1mper1a11sm Whlch
he characterises as.

n

. o the highest hlstorlcal stage of development"
- (V. I. Lenin: "Imperialism,; thé Highest Stage of Capitalism",
& in: "Selected Works", Volume 5; London; 1935; p. 11)

of capltallsm that is, as its last stage .of development:

' "Imperialism .is the eve of the proletarian social revolution".
(V.:. I. Lenin:-ibid.; p. 12). .

In putting his ”theory" of a "thlrd stage" in the development

o of capitalism, a stage bexond imperialism, Baker is magnanimously
prepared to excuse =
Ve s the subsequently establlshed 501ent1flc 1naccuracy"
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. iii) :
° "of Lenin's deflnltlon, the result of his

Hets revolutlonary optlmlsn"°

- (M. :Baker: 1b1d.,-p. iv)

Now, of course, Marx1st—Len1n1sts do not regard’ the writings of
Marx, Lenin, etc, as some kind of "holy writ". As has been'said,
® they accept that as the world changes certain tenets of Marx1sm-
Lenlnlsm lose their validity and must be replaced by new tenets.

Nevertheless Marxist-Leninists do not discard long-established
tenets of Marx1sm-Len1nlsm without incontriovertible evidence that
they are not -- or are no longer -- valid.

. . : -j Tt
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In analy31ng the relationship of different forms of stat¥rldgded 2022
soc1ety, Marxist-Leninists distinguish the economic basis of society,
which ‘is' primary, from the superstructure of society, which is sec-
ondary and determlned by the- requlrements of the economic b381S.A.}

"The economlc structure of 5001ety always furnishes the real -
ba51s,*stabt1ng from which wé can alone work out the ultimate . ®
explanatlon of the whole superstructure of juridical and polit-

Adcal institutions as well ‘as of the rellglous, phllosophlcal and
.other ideas ' of a. glven historical perlod"
(F Engels: "Herr Eugen Dihring's Revolution in Sc1ence : Moscow,

19593 puiiAL) .

"The basis is the, economic structure of 8001ety at the given
., . stage of its development The superstructure is - the polifical ,—-
legal , religious,-artistic, philosophical views of ‘society and
Egé political, legal-~and other institutions correspondlng to -
7 ¢ (5

e T sy A o bt ¢

Every basis has its own corresponding superstruﬁfhre. {8t e Y
The superstructure is created by the basis precisely in order
to serve it, to actlvely help it to take shape and consolldate 2y
1tselfY ot
(J V. Stalln "Concernlng Marxism and LngUlSthS"; Londdn; 1968;

-—

p 5, )"" ’__;_.,...-'——-‘ """-’,» | 12 .‘ ___'_,/”-

Now, the transition. from'tﬁe “first stage ‘of deveIopment of= caplt-
alismy "that of competitive capitalism, to the second stage of develop-
ment ,-that—of monopoly capitalism, represents a change in the ecoqpmlc:
bas1s of society. A

But a change in the form of the state- w1th1n'cap1tallsm is- & Change,
not in the economic basis of capitalism,_ but- -of—its superstructure,
as Baker admits when he.refers to¢

L modlflcatlons to the existing tradltlonal superstructures

of monopoly capitalism .-.: the corporate state'.
(M. Baker: "The Economics of 0il and the Falling Rate of Profit";
“Bondon; n.d<; Pe 2l oA 'y

But such a change of the state superstructure, unllke a change
in the economic basis, does not represent the transition to a new
stage in the development of capltallsm°

Of course, the development of the economic basis of capltallsm
from the stage of competitive capltallsm to that of monopoly capit- @
alism brings about a modification of the state superstructure. Lenin
analysed state-monopoly capitalism as an inevitable development of .
capitalism, a stage of development of 1gper1allsm, characterised by '
the facts that

firstly, the state had ceased to be the machinery of rule of the °
capitalist class as a whole and had become that of the most poerful
monopoly capitalist groups: :

"The monstrous oppression of the masses of the toilers: by the'

state -- which is becoming moRe and more merged with the all-
powerful capltallst combines —- is becoming ever more monstrous".
(V. I. Lenin: :reface to the First Edition of "The State and - &

Revolution",: in:' "Selected Works", Volume 7; London; 1946; p. 5).

secondly, by the fact that there had been a great expansion of the
apparatus and role of the state: :

"Imperialism -- . . the era of the transformation of monopoly
capitalism into state-monopoly capitalism -- has particularly [
witnessed an unprecedented strengthening of -the 'state machine'
and an unprecedented growth of its bureaucratig . and mllltary
apparatus".

(V. I. Lenin: "The State and Revolution", in: ibid.; p. 32).
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) True, Lenin speaks of "the transformation of monopoly capitalism

into state-monopoly capitalism"? Could it be that he means that; state-
® monopoly capitalism is a stage in the developnent of capitalism beyond

monopoly capitalism? . . : : R

This interpretation is not possible, since Lenin.describes imper-—
ialism as "the era of the transformation of monopoly capitalism into
state-monopoly capitalism", and uses everywhere "imperialisn" as a
synonym for 'monopoly capitalism: '

UYImperialism is the monopoly stage of,capitaiism"{ 52 o, Pl T4
(V. I. Lenin: "Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Tapitalism',
in: "Selected Works", Volume 5; Londonj; 1935; p. 80-1).

Clearly, -Lenin's meaning is not that state-rionopoly..capitalisn is
a2 new stage in the development of capitalism beyond monopoly capitalism,
® beyond imperialism, but that within monopoly capitalism, within inmper-
lalism, "free enterprise" monopoly capitalism develops into state-
monopoly capitalism.

Does Baker's concept of "corporate state-monopoly capitalism",
with its nodified state superstructure,-- whether ‘in its imaginary
@ 'nmot full-fledged" form or -in its real form of a fascist dictatorship
-- contain qualitatively new features in its economic basis which
distinguish 1t from the state-monopoly capitalism analysed by Lenin?
Clearly, it does not.

Baker's concept of "corporate state monopoly capitalism" as a

new "third stage" in the developnent of ‘capitalism --'a concept which
® has real meaning only as a fascist dictatorship -- involves such

absurdities as requiring one to believe that, with the imposition of

fascist dictatorships in Italy in™1922 and in Germany in 1933, these

monopoly capitalist societies advanced to a new "third stage" in the

development of capitalism -- only. to-revert -to the 'second -stage"

with the restoration of "parliarientary democracy" in these countries
®- following World War II. ~ :

It would, however, be a nistake to dismiss Baker's anti-Leninist
concept of the "third stage" as a pathetic and unsuccessful attempt to
establish himself as "a greater Marxist-Leninist than Lenin".

For what are the conclusions which logically and incontrovertibly
® flow ‘from—Baker's "theory" that "corporative state-monopoly capitalism"
represents a new "third stage" in the development of capitalism, so
that it (i.e., the fascist dictatorship) and not imperialism (monopoly
capitalism) is the "last" stage in the development of imperialism and

"the eve of the socialist revolution"?

The. conclusions which flow from it. -- conclusions which Baker has
not dared, at least as yet, to put on paper although he has inplied
them verbally in discussions&qéggép the MLOB -- are that the replacement
of "parliamentary democracy" i storically progressSive, since 1t
advances capitalist society to,its "final" stage, to "the eve of the
socialist revolutipn", and, consequently, resistance to fascism is
fundanentally reactionary!

One recalls the words of the German revisionist Wilhelm Pieck .
at the 13th. Plenunn of the ECCI in Décember 193%, in the days when;
he was still following a "leftist" course:

t .1 ""THe ten months of fascist dictatorship confirm the prediction
of the Communist International that the establishment of a’fascist
o dictatorship does not introduce a period of reaction. . .

The ten months of fascist dictatorship show that Germany has
more and noré become the nodal point of the international ‘proletarian
revolution now maturing'".

(W. Pieck: Speech at 13th. Plenum ECCI, in: "We Are Fighting for a
Soviet Germany"; London; 1934; p. 31-2).
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The Role of the Communist Party of Germany in 1929-35

_lin~aiséussions within tﬁe'ﬁibB;fBéker'pbt infrequently expressed
the view. that the strategy and tactics of the Compunist Party of

Germany in 1929-33 should be adopted as the model for Marxist- : °
Leninist Parties in developed capitalist countries.

i It is of significance that, although the CPG had in 1933 250,000
nembers (five times the membership of the Bolshevik Party at the .tinme

of the socialist revolution in Russia), a para-military orgénlsatlon

of 100,000, and more than 5 million supporters, there was virtually

no resistance to the imposition of the fascist dictatorship 1n ®
January of ‘that year: i BRAE Pl o

"With only the revolutionary vanguard, without the nass

following of the decisive proletarian strata, it was impOSS}ble

for the CPG to take up a hopeless struggle against the fascist

~dictatorship, condemned in advance to defeat". . 4O &

(CC, CPG: Resolution of May 1933, in: J. Degras (Ed.): "The e

CbﬁmuniStMIntéﬁﬁ5ﬁ16ﬁ5I5"19193I943:"DbcumentS";’Vblgﬁé;éj‘QXEQEQ;,

1965; p. 254-5). | S

To Marxist-Leninists, who hold that the imposition of a fascist
dictatorship represents: a serious setback for the working class and ~
the revolutionary socialist movement, it might seer from this that
the’stratééy"5hd7df”defiéé"Bf"fHé”CPG“iﬁ“1929:33’Wéfé”Seriouslz
defective. .

But to: those who, like Baker, may regard the imposition Ot (N
fascist dictatorship as- a historically progressive developnent, it
is natural that the strategy: and tactics of the CPG in 1929-33 ®
should be regarded as highly successful, as the model. which should
be adopted by Marxist-Leninists in developed capitalist country.

a) The Question of Strategy and Tactics

In examining the ‘strategy and tactics of the CPG in 1929-33, it
is mainly with tactics that we are concerned. Not all the tactics -9
adopted by the CPG in this period were originated in this period,
some dating from an early period when.socialist-revolution in
Europe was regarded as inminent. But by 1925 it had become clear °
that the post-World War I revolutionary tide had subsidied in
Europe and that capitalism was entering a period of stabilisation:

"Instead of the period of flow of the revolutionary tide
that we observed in Europe in the years of the post-war crisis,
we now see a period of ebb. This means that the question of
taking power . . is not now on. the order of the day in Europe."
(J. V. Stalin: Political Report of the Central Committee, l4th.

- Congress CPSU, December 1925, in: "Works", Volunme ?; Moscow; ®
: 1954 p. 271). i)

-~ -Amd, of-course, tactical principles which may be perfectly
correct in a period of revolutionary. upsurge-nay.cease.-to.be.correct.
at a later period. Indeed, in introducing united front tactics in
1921, the Communist International made precisely this point.

It was long Baker's contention within the MLOB”théﬁ}*Sp”lbng ’
as fundamental-strategy was correct, tactics -- even incorrect
tactics, were of nmimor importance. .. o e . i

But the science of socialist,revolution'is nade up of twq,parts:
strategy and tactics: g ~

"Strategy and tactics (is) the science of leadership in the
class struggle of the proletariat". :
(J. V. Stalin: "The Foundations of Leninism", in: "Works", Volume
6; Moscow; 1953; p. 155). et - :
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Strategy

4 ". o is the determination of the dlrectlon of the main blow

-of the prolétariat at a given str.ge of the revolution, the elabor-
ation of a corresponding plan for the disposition of the revolut-
-ionary forces (Laln and secondary reserves), the fight to carry

~—--out this plan throughout.the given stage of the revolutlon"

e Vi Stalln 1b1d,, p. 157). St
165,

". . remains basically unchanged throughout a given stage".
(ChrRAT Stalln ~ibid%3 p. 159).

Tactlcsl

". . are the determination of the line of conduct of the
proletariat in the comparatively short period of the flow or
ebb of the movement. . . While the object of strategy is to win
the war . ., tactics pursue less inportant objects, for their
ain is not the winning of the war as a wgole, but the winning
of some particular engagenents or sone particular, battles".
(J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p« 159).

They .

", . change according to flow and ebb. . .

During a given stage of the revolution tactics may change
several times, depending on the flow or ebb, the rise or
decline, of the revolution".

(J.. V. Steldyn:  1bidl ; p. 160, 161.).

They

".' . are a part of strategy, subordinate to it and serving
it : : :
(J. V. Stalin: ibid.; p. 160).

Correct tactics 'can only be determined on the basis of accurate
knowledge of, and scientific:analysis of, the concrete .objective
conditions -- especially the relation of class forces —-- existing
at the particular time in the particuldr country:

TN determlnlng its line of tactics, each COLmunlst Psrty
nust take into account the concrete internal and external
slyuatlon, the correlation of class forces, the degree of stabil=

ity and strength of the bourgeoisie, the degree of preparedness
- -ofzthe’ proletariat, the position taken up by the various inter-
mediary strata, etc,, IRt s country e «
(Programne of the Cormunist International; London; 1932; p. 61).

It will be noted that Stalin states that tactics "pursue less in-
portant objects" than strategy: Does-this mean that as Baker-holds,
tactics are of. less--importance than strategy, SO that Marxist-
Leninists need play less attention toq. tactlcs—than +to-strategy?

In one sense tactlcs nay be regarded as of less importance than
strategy -- in the sense that an’ 1nd1v1dual battle (such as a strlke)

'_may«be~1ost ‘through the adoption of 1ncorrect tactics without affect-

ing the outcome of the war as a whole.

But strategy is put into operation durlng each pase of the war
through tactics, ' so:that if a whole series of battles are lost as a
result of the continued adoption of incorrect tactlcs, a correct
strategy may be rendered null and void. :

Furthernore, certain b?ttlos in a war bethen States rmust be re-

‘ garded as "decisive", in that their outcome affects the history of
. the war at Teast for a long time to come. If, as a result of the

adoption of incorrcct tactics by the General Stbff of one state in-
volved in such ‘a battle, the army of that state is smashed to pieces,
its soldiers disarmed and taken prisoner, then these incorrect tact-
ics have clearly ;affected the history of the war, for a long period.
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capitalist country results in the smashing of the army of the work-

ing class, then this will clearly affect the history of the class

‘war’ for a long period. If this is so, then the struggle aga}ns@

fascism represents a decisive battle in the class war, and 1t 18

suprenely important that the General Starf of the working class —- Y
the Marxist-Leninist Party —- should have elaborated the correct

tactics for the struggle against fascisn.
b) The Question of the "Red" Trade Union Opposition

"A task of icardinal importance for the Marxist-Leninist Party is
to win the support of a majority of trade unionists to a progress- ®
ive -- and ul¥imately a revolutionary -- policy.

This requires that every member of the Party should work—actively
within his appropriate trade union in accordance with the strategy
and tactics laid down by the Party. i

It requires that two or more Party members within.the same union ¢

should form an organised fraction for .this.purpose.

It 'requires that a Party fraction should strive to win non- _
Party progressive trade unionists to collaborate with the fractlop,
so that they may participate in broader, non-disciplined progressive
groups -- led, if possible by the Party fraction -- with the ain of °
winning then to support within the trade union the strategy and tact-
ics laid down.by the Party, in their own interest.

Such progressive trade unionists can then be invited to study
classes organised by the Party, they can be.sold appropriate Party
literature, etc. with the ain of winning them into membership of
the Party -- and so into membership of the narrower, disciplined ®
Party fraction within the trade union.

The name by which such "progressive groups'" within the trade unions
are called is not of great importance. Nevertheless, a trade union-
ist who is prepared to struggle for higher wages and better living
conditions and who recognises that this can only be done from below, 9
against. the existing leadership of his union, may be yet far fron
being a revolutionary socialist. To-insist that ‘such "progressive:
groups" within the trade unions be called "red" or~"revolutionary"
is to place a barrier against participation in then by such trade
.unionists, to hold back the' struggle to transform the reformist-led
trade unions into real organs of working class struggle, tvo rcetard ®
the recruiting of progressive trade unionists to. the Party.

The insistence on calling such '"progressive groups" within trade
unions by the name of Red Trade Union Opposition.or Revolutionary
Trade Union Opposition was thus a "leftist" tactical error.

c) The Question of the "Red" Trade Unions £ W PY

The transformation of reformist-led trade unions _into real organs
of struggle can be accomplished only from.within these trade unions,
by correct fractional struggle which exposes the role of the right-
wing bureaucratic leaders to the rank-and-file: :

"The struggle must be waged ruthlessly to the very end, . .
until all the incorrigible leaders of opportunism and social-chauvini
chauvinism have been completely.discredited and expelled from the
trade unions'.- . ¥z
(CAsar, Lenin;: "'Left-wing' Communism, an Infantile Disorder", in:
"Selected Works", Volume 10; London; 1946; p. 92).

-+ In some unions the bureaucracy will succeed in using the union
machinery to prevent their expulsion by the will of the majority of
the membership. In sych cases it is correct, provided certain cond-
itions pertain, to break away from the old union machinery and
. establish new "independent uniobs" (independent,.that is, of the
- right-wing bureaucracy) - : 4 S s AR °

oy |
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The pamphlet ."What is to be Done Now?" was written and pubhdaiessz:
by Baker. in. collusion with Sc¢ott in 1973, without it having been
approved by the MLOB. The promise extracted from Baker that this
would not recur proved one of the "fetters" which Baker found intol-
erable in relation' to the MLOB. However, in the circumstances in

® which it appeared, it must be presumed to express Baker's views on
the conditions under which it is correct to form such new "independent
trade unions". Marxist-Leninists, writes Baker, must take care to
avoid . ~ i

" . 'the sectarian error of setting up independent organisat-
Y ions before the task of exposing the labour lieutenants before
sufficient workers to generate the new embryo organisations has
been fulfilled, that.is: a) when the great majority of the members
have been convinced by their own experience of the need to have
an independent unions; and b) when they are convinced by their
own experience that the bureaucratic machinery of the existing
® union cannot be used to transform the existing union along the
lines required". g i
(M.: Baker: "What is to be Done Now?"; London; 1973; p. 19).:

We are in agreement with this formulation, which is in line with
Lenin's scathing criticism of the moves to set up minority "red unions"
in Germany in 1919-20:

"We cannot but consider the ponderous, very learned, and
frightfully revolutionary disquisitions of the German Lefts on why
Communists cannot and should not work-in reactionary trade unions,
why it is permissible to refuse to do such work, why it is necessary
to leave the trade unions and to create in their stead brand-new,
clean little 'workers' unions' invented by exceedingly nice (and,
o for the most part, probably very youthful) Communists, etc., to

be equally ridiculous and childish nonsense. . . :
The German 'Left' Communists . . jump to the conclusion that
. . it is necessary to . . create new, artificial forms of labour
organisations!: This is 'an.unpardonable blunder equivalent to the
greatest service the Communists could render the bourgeoisie. . o
9 ~ It is imperatively necessary to work wherever the masses are
to be found." _ " :
(V. I. Lenin: ibid.; p. 90, 93, 94).

In flagrant contradiction with this sound principle of Marxist-
Leninist tactics, Solomon—-Lezovsky, the leader of the Red Internat-
® ional of Labour Unions, was telling the ECCI Trade Union Commlssion
in LY29: : : : :

"Where is the most backward, the most reactionary part of the
working class today? That part of the working class which is
organised- in the reformist trade unions. .- . A :

Our comrades put forward the slogan: . . 'Join the refornist
® unions'. . . I consider that that slogan is unsound. . .
‘ - I propose- to unite the vanguard in mutual aid societies. . .
'Conquer the Trade Unions!' That .is . . an empty.scheme, and
nothing will come of it". e . .
. (S. Lozovsky: Speech to EECI Trade Union Commission, in: "Communist
5 ‘éggsrnational", Volume 6, No. 17; July 1l5th., 1929; p. 659, 661,

Already, in line with this policy, the 4th. Congress of the RILU
in March/April 1928 had adopted a resolution calling fLor the trans-
formation of the Comnunist-fractions in the trade unions into new
"revolutionary unions" : £ g7 ‘

@ - — ._The 5th. Congress of the RILU ratified
* mn -

: - - the decision of the revolutionary trade union opposition
in Germany and Poland to drop the slogan of 'into the reformist
unions'" R o
(5th. Congress RILU: Resolution, in: J. Degras (Ed.): -"Phe.Conmunist
PS Ing§rnational: 1919-1943: Documents", Volune 3; Oxford; 1965; p.
162). : Pt ;
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1932 the Red Trade Unions had a membership of 95,000, against a
membershlp'of;the reformist-led trade unions .of more than 5 million.
7y, Already.by the middle of 1932, however, voices were being raised
in condemnation.of this policy: \ :
"It was a grave mistake to have liquidated the Red opposition

-~ groups, in the nines after the formation of the Red Union of Mirers.
Had. active groups existed within the reformist miners' unions
during the preparations for the actual strike, we would have been

able to capture a number of union meetings called to disrupt the ®
straggle. . . 5 :

The absence of work within the reformist union facilitates the
trade union bureaucracy in all their manoeuvres". ih .

(S. Perevoznikov: "Lessons of the Miners' Strike Struggle in the

Ruhr in 1931-32", in: "Comnunist International", Volume 11; July

1st., 1932; p. 407). | et o

At the.13th. Plenun of the ECCI in December 1933, B. A. Vasiliev
pointed out that ' - ‘

". o if the CPG had had good fractions in nass orgénisétions,

they would have survived the destruction of the legal apparatus
of those organisations". . e '
(B. A..Vasiliev: Speech at 13th. Plenum ECCI, in: J. Degras (Ed.):
Bbidis s pet 280)55 : A

. The "Materials" published by the ECCI for the .7th. World Congress

of the CI inJuly/August 1935 were designed to turn the international
communist novement on to a right revisionist course, and . so; were °
blunt about the effects of the former "leftist" policy in relation

to the trade unions, pointing out that the Party had '

B Moo «:'in“many plécesAcreéted new,unioné artificially and without

mass support, instead of working within the refornist unions. As a

result;-the-pevelutionary-trade union opposition existed in the main
outside the unions". ST (AR T =
(ECCI: Materials for the 7th. World Congress of the CI, in: J. Degras
(Ed.): ibid.; p. 53). o '

--And--at-the congress itself, Wilheln Pieckﬁmnepgrting dn‘behalf of
the ECCI, said: » S -

‘ "Again a sectarian mistake was committed; the revolutionary o
trade union opposition was transformed into new unions and as a
result found itself isolated from the great mass of members of the
reformiet unions!. ‘ mf s

(W. Pieck: Report at 7th. W.rld Congress CI, in: J. Degras (Ed.):
ibid.; p. 53)..

On March Sth., 19%3 the CPG appealed for a general strike against
the fascist coup. As Ossip Piatnitsky told the ECCI Presidium in July
1934, there was a- n : -

", . failure of the workers to respond". :
(0. Piatnitsky: Speech at ECCI Presidium, July 1934, in: J. o
_Degras (Ed.): ibid.; p. 251). ‘
--The.-policy of the ECCI and the CPG towards the trade union movement
in 1929-33. was-clearly..a.most harmful "leftist! one. ...

Furthermore, the same objections already considered-to calling
"progressive groups" within trade unions. by the.name. of "Red! or
"Revolutionary" apply equally to insistence on calling "independent
trade unions" by the name "Red" or "Revolutionary". This places a
barrier against mermbership of them by trade unionists who recognise
EH@ need for :an "independent. trade union" to_struggle_fpr their day-
to-day interests, but may yet be far from being revolutionary socialists.
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d) The Question of the Distinction between "Parllamentqu
Denocracy" and Fascism.

° Marxist-Leninists recognise ‘that "parliamentary democracy" is
a false facade wh1ch conceals the dictatorship of the capitalist
class. It is their aim.to:replace "parliamentary democracy" by
the - more democratic dictatorship of the working class.

Nevertheless, Marxist-Leninists understand that the "parliamentary
denocratic" form of capitalist state, as distinct from the faseist
® corporate state, is associated with possession by the working people
of certaln democratic rights and. llbertles whlch are valuable to them

a movement of socialist revolution.

It is clearly of benefit to the development of the movement of
.+ socialist revolution that workers should be able legally to fornm
® independent organs of struggle, that a Marxist-Leninist Party should be
able. to operate legally, to publish literature legally, to hold
meetings and demonstrations legally, to stand candidates for election
legally so that they nay use the positions to which they are elected
to raise the political level of the working people.

® Thus, the replaccment of "parliamentary democracy" .by a fascist
dlctatorshlp is detrimental to the interests of the working class,
is detrimental to the bulldlng of the ‘movement for socialist revol-
ution. 3

If this analysis is correct thcn it is clearly v1tally important
in the interests of the worklng class, in the interests of the
® socialist revolutionary novement, to construct an effective resistance
force agalnst fascisn.

15 i ‘on the other hand , thls analysis is re]ected and it is held
that there is no qualltatlve distinction between a "parliamentary
democratic" state and a fascist state, then the'construction of an

‘effective resistance to fascism is held to be of;little or: no im-
g portance, and "anti-fascism" is regarded merely as an aspect, a
slogan, of the socialist revolutionary mnovenent.

The ‘"leftist" leadership of the CI held in 1929 %3 that there.
was no qualptative distinction between a "parliamentary democfatic"
state and a fascist state, and this line was loyally followed by the
& Comrmunist Party of Germany:

At the 11th. Plenun of the ECCI in March/April 1951 Dn1tr1
Manuilsky sald

'"Mlstakes in our. nidst whlch occur in the direction of
opposing in pr1n01p1e fascism to bourgeois democracy, - -
® constitute thé most pernicious and destructive mistakes far.the
Cormrunist movement. At this. moment this represents aur chief .
danger. .

The 8001al Denocrats . .dellberately proclain that the chief
enemy of fhe-working class is fascism. . to create the 1mpre5810n
anong the workers that they must struggle for the 'democratlc

P forns of their exploitationand against the fageist form". 3
(D. Z. Manuilsky: "The Comrunist Parties and the Crisis. of S
Capitalism"; London; 1931; p. 111, 112). -

"There have been revealed in our ranks tendenc1es to draw a
contrast between fascism and bourgeois democracy. : . .That is the

worst danger for the Communist Party". T =
® (E. Thalmann: "Sonme Mistakes in the Theoretical and Practical Work

of the CP of Germany and the Way to Overcome Then", in: "Inter-
national Press Correspondence", Volume 11, No. 63; December 10th.,

1931; p. 1137).
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A resolution of the Central Goméitpeqjof the CPG in March 1932
called for the overcoming of ol

TRRICECTS every tendency to draw-a_liberal contrast . . between
bourgeois democracy and fascist dictatorship™:” Wi

(GG, OPG: Resolution, March 1932, in! J. Degras (Ed.): ibid.; Pp.
2L S A ety e L S
This "leftist" misrepresentation was associated.with the -claim
that the restrictions imposed by "parliamentary.depocracy“ —-— even

.though the CPG remained legal, was able to hold nectings and demon-—

~—1g eacly as January
L X4 J : 1
"The Bruning government can . . be characterised as the govern-

strations legally, was azble to contest elections at all levels --—
anounted to "fagcism": :

19%1, ThilfEhn was telling the CC. of the CPG:

nent for the carrying out of the fascist dictatorship”. o
(E. Thalmann: Report to Meeting of CC, CGB, January 1931, 1n: -
"International Press Correspondence"; Volume 11, No. 3; January
22nds-1931; p. 54). : i :
In June 1932 the CC of the CPG was describing the Papen gdvernment
as g . ~
", . a government of the blackest fascist reaction". . |
: (cc, CPG, hAppeal, in: "International Press Correspondenqe"@
Volumevl2, No. 26; June 9th., 19%2; p- 527) . Y E

At a conference of Party functionaries in August 1932, Thalmann
was decla®ing: S :
"The further policy of the Papen government, as the govern-
ment of the fascist dictatorship, is directing towards accomp-
lishing and--rearming the fascist coup". 353 '

" (E. Thalpann: "The Results of the 3lst. July and the Next Tasks

of the CPG", in: "International Press Correspondence", Volume 12,
No. 35;-August llth., 1932; p. 726). a5 e

In December 1932 the CI journal was saying:

- MSchleicher's fascist government is-trying-to. camouflage -~
its aetuslly- intensified fascist regime by a few *social' —=
estures" . b T ,

"International Press Correspondence", Volume 12, No. 56; December
15th., 1932; p. 1196). ' £ ; : {28,

This "leftist" political misrepresentétion continued‘right
through the period to the actual imposition of the fascist dictat-
orship- from December 1930, when the CPG paper declared: . fi-.ooo

"Phe fascist dictatorship is no longer a nenace -- it is a
fact. We are living now in a fascist republic. The bourgeols
dictatorship has become a fascist dictatorship". 2
"Rote Fahne" (Red Flag), December 2nd., 1920, cited in: "Communist
International®, Volume 9, No. 17/18; October 1lst., 1932; p. 630).

.e) The Question of the Anti-Fascist United Front-

‘If. the replacement of "parliamentary democracy" by a fascist,
dictatorship is detrimental to the interests of the working class,
is detrirental to the building of the novement for a socialist
revolution, then it is clearly vitally important to construct an
effective resistance to fascism. . ; :

Baker's "Theses on the Anti-Fascist United Front!.,. published. -
in November 1974, are.an eclectic-nclange of some of Baker's own
views with some which were "forced" upon the:MLOB by ‘the majority of
members. . With Baker's ppincipal,thQsis.the,Communist League entirely
agrees: . _ - BT ke e A e YEE SR e

Bill Bland Internet Archive
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“"In order to defeat the'attenpﬁ of monopoly capital to LOPOSE

a fascist dictatorship, ‘.. it is necessary for the Red Front (the
socialist revolutionary nmovement —- BC) and the Marxist-Leninist
Party to take the initiatiwve .in building . . a broader front of
® resistance to fascism . .: an Anti-Fascist United Front. . .
It is vitally necessary . . that . . 1ts ranks should be open
to all organisations and individuals which, irrespective of their
current attitude to the socialist revolution or, indeed, to any

other question -- are prepared to participate actively 1n resistance
to fascisn".’
® (M. Baker: "Theses on the Anti-Fascist United Front"; London; 1974;

p. 8).
' If, on the other hand, this analysis is rejected, and it'is
held that there is no qualltatlve difference between a "parllamentary
democratic". state. and a fascist. state, then the construction of an
effective resistance to fascisn, in the forn of a broad anti-fascist unit
® united front, is held to be of little or no importance, and "anti-
fascisn" is regarded nerely as an aspect, a slogan, of the socialist
revolutionary -movenent.

This latter was, logically enough on the basis of the false
premise, the position of::the CPG in the earlier part of the perlod
° under consideration: that the fight against fascism is the fight '
for socialist revolution:

"The Comnunist Party sets itself the task of frustrating the
maturing of the fascist dictatorship by advocating the strategy
-of the roletarlan revolution".
(CC, CPG: Resolution, January 1931, in: "International Press Corres-
® pondence", Volume'll No. ‘3; January 22nd., 1931; p. 81)-.

"In Gernany it is necessary to direct thg blow against the
bourgeois dictatorship in the form of the Bruning Government. . .
The whole theory of the 'lesser evil' rests on the presupp-
osition that fascisn of the Hitler type represents the chief
eneny" . :
® (D. Z. Manuilsky: "The Comnunist Parties and the Crisis of Capit-
alisn"; London; 1931; p. 112).

"The chidf slogan which the CPG rust put forward to offset the
slogan of the fascist dictatorship . . is the slogan of the workers'
and peasants' republic, i.e., Socialist Soviet Germany".

& (12th. Plenun ECCI: Theses on the International Sltuatlon and the
Tasgs of the Comintern Sections, in: J. Degras. (Ed.): ibid.; p.
228 : .

Later, however, as the pressure for a united front agdinst fascisnm
rose among the working class, including the rank-and-file of the CPG,
this slogan --"fog the building of a united front against fascism'--

e was adopted by the Party, but, in line with the political position
described ‘in the previous' paragraph ‘was termed a "red" or "revolut-
ionary" united. front ‘against fasc1sm thus presenting a barrier to
participation in it of anyone who dld not already support 5001allst
revolution:

® "For a revolutionary united front agalnst the reaction fron
Severing to Hitler!” . .
Vote for a Free Socialist. Sov1ct Germany " :
(CPG: "Appeal Concerning the Presidential Electlonu, in:--*Inter-
national Press Correspondcnce", Volune 12, No. 25 January 14th. ,

1932; p. 23). Lo

@ "Only- the red unlted front of the nilitant working class can 2
repel fascisn. . . r
For the red united front!" ' i '
(cC, CPG: Lippeal to Social-Denocratic WOrkers, in: "International
Press Correspondence" Volung 12, NQJ_lS_.Aprll 2lst., 1932; Do

0
g 350) . Ty
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- Even when, on the initiative of the CPG, the "antl—fa501§@a&ﬂfﬁ@q
front" was given organisational form in May 1932 as "Anti-Fascist .«
Action! thlS was described as ,

Uit revolutionary united front against fasc1sm
(E. Thalnann:- Report to CC, CPG, in: "Internatlonal Press %

At Correspondevce"; Volume 12, No. 243 June 2nd., 1932 Pe 499)

and workers were urged to Jjoin,

‘", . under the slogan of the Anti-Fascist ACthD the fighting
Red United Front against the class eneny".
(CC, CPG: "The Overthrow of the Bruning Government", in: "Internat- ¢
donal ?ress Correspondence", Volume 12, No. 24; Juno 2nd ., . 1932;
p. 480 St yee S

And, answering questlons from social-derocratic workers in pid-
July 1952 Thalmann nade it clear that the ain of Lntl—F3501st
Actlon was . .. ; ®

= Sl smashlng of the capltallst state".
(E. Thalmann: "Answers to 21 Questions from Social- Denocratlo
Workers"; Berlin; 1932; p. 14).

Fﬁrthermore, it:was made quite clear that organisations and
functionaries of the Soecial-Denocratic Perty would be refused part— °
icipation in the "anti-fascist united front":—-~— -

"The Comnunists . . cannot enter into ‘any bloc or agreement
with social-denocracy".
(W. Florin: "Fascism, Social- Democracy and Conrunlsm sodns s Enter—
national Press Correspondence" in: "International Press Cocres-
pondence", Volume 12, No. 18; April 2lst., 1932; p. 349). . L

"Is an alliance of the CPG and the SPG possible in the
_ struggle agaonst the Papen government and against fascisn? . .
An alliance between the XPG and the SPG is impossible. . .
We Comrunists . . reject any accord with the SPG leaders".
(E. Thalmann: "/nswers -to- 21 Questions from Social-Democratic °
Workers"; Berlin; 1932; p. 17).

This "leftist" formulation enabled the .SPG leaders to make
offers of part1C1patlon in a united front against fascism to the
CPG, knowing in advance that they would be rejected. Thus, instead of
exp081ng the opposition of the SPG leaders to organising a genuine
anti~-fascist united front, it was the CPG leaders who were exposed: o

"How great is the danger is to be seen at the present time fron

-the latest manoeuvre of the social fascists (the SPG leaders —-

. BC) who 'threaten! tomake a united front with tHe Cormunist.

-.Party. The CP of Gernany Has not created -all the prerequlsltes

in order to be easily able. to thwart such attempts to mislead »
. the nasses".
~“(E. Th#lnann: ."Sofe Mistakes in the Theoretlcal and Practical Work

of the CP of Germany and the Way to Overcome Then", in: "Internat-

ional Press Coerespondenoe", Volure 11, No. 63%; Decenber 10th., B2€

9SG 37

The tactics of the CPG in relation to the building'of a broad o
anti-fascist united front were clearly harmfully."leftist".
£) The Question of "Social- fascism"
Up to the time of World War I, parties representing the 1nterests
of the working class were. gonerally known as "social-denocratic" ®

parties, and the systenatised views of these parties as "social-
democracy" . . :

With the degeneration of these: partles 1nto political instrurients
of the monopoly capitalists of the.various countries, Lenin coined "
a number o%mggrms such as "social-inperialist", "soc1al—chauv1nlst"
ete., to an inperialist posing as a2 8001a1—democrat, & chauvinist L J
posing as a social-denocrat, etc.
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The cry?to—revisionist leadership of the Cormunist Interﬁ&@%@nu&_
in 19%0-33, coined the terr "social-fascist", meaning, by analogy with
the. ternenology developed by Lenin, a fascist posing as a social-
denocrat. P S —— =

* - It is true. that social-dermocracy, to the extent that- it exerts
‘nass infiluence over the working class, assists the development of
fascisn. It is equally true that social-democracy, in office;, is
: . capable of severe repressive neasures against..the working class and
-=- - thé Socialist revolutionary novenent. _But.is.itfﬁrub that the only

e ~difference between a fascist ‘and a social-democzaf is that the latter
. ds:a fascist posing,as~a»social—d¢uocrat; is a crypto-fascist?

Lo If this-tatter statement were true, then with the establishnent
of a fascist—diétatorship social-democrats could throw off their
nasks and reveal thenselves as fascists. But history shows that this
is a rare.phenomenon. : (t

® We understand that it is thé contention of .one of your leading
‘mermbers that, with the imposition of fascisu in Germany, the social-
wderocratic leaders were simply "pensioned off". This is contrary to
‘historical fact. Even Baker, a strong proponent of the tern "social-
fascise", admits that .

® ", . the nassacre of the leaders of German Social-denocracy
which followed the very day after they turned.out en parade before
Hitler on May Day 193% could well be repeated here in Britain".
(M. Baker: "Workers' Control"; London; 1976; p. 21).

The application-of the ternm "social-fascisn" to social-denocracy
equates social-denocracy with fascism. This is untrue. Social-
® enocracy assists in the development of fascism, but it professes
anti-fascism; a fascist dictatorship is established directly, not
by social-democracy but by the violence of the- fasecist gangs. There
is a certain real competition between social-democracy and Tascism
~—forithe service of nonopoly capital. .

P But where there is any contradiction between enenies of ‘the
working class’, ‘no -matter how small these nay:be,-it is the task of
Marxist-Leninists to strive in their ‘tactics to utilise such a
contradiction for the benefit of the working class:

"It is possible to ‘conquer the more powerful eneryy only-by
exerting the utnost efforty and by necessarily, thoroughly,
@ carefully, attentively and skilfully taking advantage of every,
even the srallest, 'fissure' among the enenies".
(V. I: Lenin: "'Left-wing' Communisn, an Infantile Disorder", Jinse
"Selected Works", Volune 10; London; 1946; p. 112).

Apd where the working class is faced at a particular time with two
° enenies, betwéen which there is some contradiction, the task of the
Marxist-Leninist Party is to direct the struggle of the working .
class against the principal, riost immediately dangerous eneny and
to strive to take advantage of the condfradiztion between the prin-
cipa} and the secondary enenies in order to expose the latter to the
working class. These were the tactics developed by Lenln when, 1n
° September 1917, the working class.was faced with direct attack by -
Whiteguard troops unser Lavr Kornilov while the social-democratic -~
governnent of Aleksandr Kerensky mnouthed words~of resistance: =

"We will fight and are fighting-KorniléV¥. . . But wei do not
suppeort Kerenskyi"op“phe contrary, we expose his weakness. . .
' ..~ We shall point out to the pecople (who are fighting Kornilov)
@ the weakness and vacillation of Kerensky". i :
Vs Lenin: To the Central Cornmittee of the RSDLP, Septenber
%ggh.éoé?l7;;;n: "Selected Works", Volune. 63 -London; 1946; p..
9 s T i ;

e e e AT
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i In-GerTany it 1930-33 the fascist party was being armedand flganced
by monopoly capital with the ainm of the establishrment, through this
. party, of a terroristic dictatorship over the working people, whlle.
the social-denocratic party, although nouthing "anti-fascisn", was in
‘practice sabotaging the building of an effective resistance ‘to fas- ]
cisn. :

" * Clearly, in. these circumstances the fascist party was the pringipal,
most irmediately dangerous eneny of the working-class, against which
the principal strugglc of the working class should have been directed,
while the social-denocratic party was a secondary, less imnediately ®
dangerous, enemy which required primarily to be exposed -- not least
because of its sabotage in practice of the anti-Fascist movenent.

The use of the tern "social-fascisn" by the CPG in this period
had the effect of equating fascism and social-democracy, of directing
the struggle with equal emphasis against the principal enerny -- fasciso
~= and the secondary enemy -- social-denocracy -- and so both weak- L
ening the struggle against the principal eneny and failing adequately
to expose the secondary eneny.

On the latter point, it rust be said that our experience in the
anti-fascist novenent in Britain today corpletely confirms this
conclusion: the use of the tern "social-fascism" to describe not only ¢
social-denocracy, but revisionisn and trotskyisn --

"The 'CPGB' and the trotskyite parties and organisations may
be considered as-the-new parties of social-fascism" ' .
(M. Baker: "The Economics of .0il snd the Falling Rate .of Profit";
London; n.d.; p. 20). ¢

- : : ‘ ®
-- not-only fails to expose the' leaders of these political trends to
the rank-and-file, but tends to rally the rank-and-file behind these
leaders in indignation at what they consider## to be mere unjustified,
insulting abuse. e '

Nevertheless, in thé period 1930-33 the CI and the CPG made constant .

use of the-terns 'social-fascisn" and "social-fascist'", making it
clear that they regected any practical distinction between social-
democracy and fascisn:

"There havé been revealed in our ranks tendencies to draw a
contgast . . between the Hitler party and social fascism. . .
. That is the worst danger for the Communist Party". ®
(E. Thalmann: "Some Mistakes in the Theoretical and Practical Work
of the CP of Germany and the Way to Overcome Then", in: "Inter-
"national Press Correspondence", Volume 11, No. 633 December 1Oth.,
9815 pe 11357) . _ BRSO~ 1N
. .. "The masses nust come to realise in-the-actual fights led by "
" the-"6PG—that "it*is not a question of contrasting the national
‘ socialists with social-democracy, but that it is a question of
. ...either  the di¢tatorship of the bourgecisie . . or the~dictatorship
of the proletariat". - : . A iy
(Editorial, "Pravda", March 17th., 1932, in: "International Press
Correspondence", Volume 12, No. 14; March 24th.; 1932; p. 276). P

The use. of the term "social-fascism" by the CPG in 1930-33 was
a "leftist", tactical error. . : : .

g) The Question. of Social-Democracy: as "the Principal Enemy"

It is true that the leadership of both the.CI and the CPG in this
period sometines spoke against the equation’ of social-democracy with [
fascism. But this was done not in order to present fascism as the
principal, most immediately dangerous eneny of the working class,
but to present as the principal eneny of the working class, against
which the main struggle of the working class should be directed,
social-denocracy:
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. "Social-fascismii-. was' the chief force making for the estab-
lishment of fascist dictatorship".
(E. Thalmann: Report to CC, CPG, October 1929, in: J. Degras (Ed.):
® ibid.; p. 100).

"Only by directing the main blows against social-derocracy . -
~will it be possible to strike and defeat the chief class enemy of
“‘the proletariat -- the bourgeoisie".
."" (ECCI: Theses on the International Situatiocn and the Tasks of the
Sections of the CI, in: "International Press Correspondence",
® Volume 12, No. 44; October 6th., 19%2; p. 941).

"The 1lth. Plenun of the ECCI clearly stated that social-denocracy
represents the main Boéial bulwark of the bourgeoisie . . and
that we rmust direct our main fire against it in order to capture
the majority of the working class". MRS , :
® ("The Ideological Mistakes and Shortcomings in the Fulfilment of
the Decisions of the 1lth. Plenum of the ECCI", in: "Conmunist
International”, Volumé 9, No. 4/5; March 15th.y 1932; P. 149).

"DHe intensification of the fascist terror . . compelled the
revolutionary party of the proletariat to launch 1ts main blow with
even preater energy against social-democracy’ . -

® (E. Thalmann: Report to Conference of .CPG Functionaries, int "Inter-
nation§l Press Cqrrespondence", Volume 12, No. 27; June 16th., 19%2;
Po SH44). ' :

This line was continued not only right up to the fascist
coup cf January 19%3:

@ "The task of the Communist Party of Germany renains as before
—— to,direct the chief blow at the present stage against social
denocracy". . ‘ :

{"The. CPG takes the Offensive", in: "Communist International",
Volume: 9, No. 20;-December 15th., 19%2; p. 700) .

but even after it!:

‘"Social-democracy continues to play the role. of the main social
prop of the bourgeoisie also in the countries of open fascist
dictatoership". A
(15th.)Plenum, ECCI, December 1933, in: J. Degras (Bd.)is ibid.s
p. 297).

o "The SPG remains, as before, the cnief social pillar of the
capitalist dictatorship".: . : Sieip L IR
(CCS CPG: Resolution, May 1933, in: d. Degras -(ibids):-ibid.3 pe”
e S e i e i L e I e e UaE
h) Conclusion

® Far from being a model for the Marxist-Leninist Parties in developed
caitalist countries, the strategy and tactics of the Communist Party
of Germany in 1929-3%% were examples of harnful "leftisn" in: many
important respects, a strategy and tactics which objectively: assisted
Gernan monopoly capital to impose its fascist dictatorship.

® The Question of the Defence of "Parliamentary Democracy"
Baker declares that the /[nti-Fascist United Front should struggle

", . for the preservation and ultimate enhancenent of those

actual concrete democratic rights and liberties of the working .

class and working people, including those associated with the
® parliamentary facade, . . which fascisn sécks to destroy.alto-
gether: the right to freedom of speech, of assembly, of organis-
ation, the right to strike, and the right to contest for parliament
and the local councils independently of the corporatist or fascist
political parties -- including active defence of those democratic
rights and liberties associated with the parliamentary democratic
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(M. Baker: "Theses on the Anti-Fascist United Front"; London; 1974;
"-"p, 11_2)° | ; 3 -' . it . A
. At the sane:time, he insists: Ry =)
"Under no circumstances is it tactically admissible %0 seek L

to.win the lower ‘and lowest levels of consciousness in the broad

‘working.class to active anti-fascist. unitedstruggle by appeal}ﬁg
to any influence exerted ideologically by . 'bourgeois denocracy .
(M., Baker: ibid.; p. 11). 4 : :

Many people who are prepared to participate .actively in an anti-
fascist united front will have illusions about "parliamentary
democracy", will not'recoghise that it is a facade which conceals
the dictatorship of the capitalist class.. In appealing to thgm to
join in the defence of denocratic rights and liberties assoc1gted
with "parliamentary denocracy", how doésithe Anti-Fascist United
Front avoid appealing to those illusions? Only, it would seen, ®
by 'proclaning that "parliamentary democracy" is the dictatorship
of the capitalist-class, a'truth which is recognised only by those
who have come to accept the principles of Marxisn-Leninisn, =

2000 Again, Baker .says: L S A R A R T
"Under no circunstances is it perrissible to seek to win-
the lower and lowest levels of consciousness in the broad working
class to active anti-fascist united struggle by appealing to . .
a 'classless' freedom in the abstract".
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 11).

. . Many people who are prepared to participate actively in an &
anti-fascist united front will not recognise that the concrete
freedpns--of -the working.class can-be-retained and ‘éxtended only

by forcibly restructing the concrete frecdoms of the capitalist.

class, and ultimately secured only by the establishment of the
dictatorship of the working class. In appealing to then to join

in the defence of freedom of speech, freedon of assembly, .etc., e )
how does the Anti-Fascist United Front avoid appealing to these
illusions? Only, it would seen, by proclaiming that it favours

such freedomns only for the working class, a position which is

accepted only by those who have come to accept the principles of
Marxism-Leninisn. : : : : '

But for the Anti-Fascist United Front to take up such positions
on "parliamentary denocracy" and: class freedon is ‘equivalent to
restriding membership to anti-fascists who have come to accept
the principlés of Marxisn-Leninism. - - : : 3

Thus, while saying in one place that the ranks of the Anti-
Fascist United Front siudaag e S RS N ®
~"_ . should be open tb all organisations and individugls
which,. irrespective of their current attitude to the 'socialist

revolutiony-or.,. indeed .to any other question -- are prepared to
——--participate-actively in resistance to fascisn". :
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 8). : ' | @
and G

"The ains of the Anti-Fascist United: Front nust be confined
to the struggle against fascisn and there must be nc confusion
between the constitutional aims and propaganda of the Anti-
Fascist United Front and those of the RED FRONT (the socialist Y
. revolutionary, rovernient == BC)".. i
. (M. Baker: ibid.; p. 9)%
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by’ saylng that the propaganda of the Ant1-Fasc1st United Front
on the questlons of "parliamentary democracy and "freedom" rmust
be based on Marxist-Leninist’ pr1nc1ples ereby in effect restrict-
° ing participation 1n it to those who havé corie to accept those
principles.

But it is, of course, the task of the Marxist—Leninist Party
and the:socialist -revolutionary noveméent to put forwerd Marxist-
Leninist principles; it 1is the task of the Antl—Fa501st United
Front to resist fascism. _ . :

® Thus, the Anti-Fascist . -Movenent says that it stands for the
defence of the denmocratic rights and liberties associated with
"parliarentary democracy",.including the freedoms of speech, of
assenbly, etc. dgainst the attempts of the fascists to destroy then.

The Marxist-Leninist Party and the socialist revolutionary
® novement does not take a position in contradiction with that of the
.Antl-Fa301st United Front. But it adds to the presentatlon of the
position of .the Anti-Fascist United Front the view that "parlia-
nentary denocracy" is.in reality the dictatorship of the capitalist
class and needs to be replaced by the dictatorship of the working
class in order that a new soc1allst society nay be constructed; and

e = e e ®

secured only by ultinate suppre531on of the concrete freedom of
the capitalist class.

Baker's pretext for 1n51st1ng that the ADtl—F&SClSt United Front
adopt a Marxist-Leninist p081t10n on the questlons of "parliamentary
de‘ocracy" and "freedon" is that, unless this is done, it

o ". o would lead, not o the retentlon and Ppolitical develop-
_ment of suich. elerients (who.have illusions about "parliamentary
democracy" and "freedom" -~ BC) within the /nti-Fascist United

Front. but, on the contrary, to their progressive alienation, to
their falllng increasingly under the influence of the fasc1st
organisations, as the truth about the role of parliamentary

® democracy .. . becomes ever more glarlng
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 11).

“The plcture which Baker draws is, of course, nonsense:

It is'the plcture of workers joining the. inti-Fascist United

Front because they wish to participate in resistance to fascism

o but still retaining illusions about "parlianéntary democracy";
in the Anti-Fascist United Front they come into contact with
riembers of ‘the' Marxist-Leninist Party.and the socialist revolutionary
movement who play the leading role in.the Eront.and who have long
ago shed their illusions about "parliamentary democracy"; it is the
picture of these workers shedding their.illusions about "parlla—

o mentary democracy" both as a result of its degeneration-and as a
result of the influence of Marxist-Leninists, of pealising that
not only fascism-but-even "parliamentsry" &emocracy“ represents the

dictatorship of the capitalist class --.and then joining ‘the fasc:1sts°
ind if, ‘as Baker demands, the Anti-Fascist United Front had put
® forward a Marx1st Leninist position on "parllamentary democracy"?

Then these: workers, retaining their illusions ‘about it, would not . .
have: participated in the Anti-Fascist United. Front. ThlS would. tﬁen 3
have not become a broad organisation, and the destruction of the '
socialist revolutionary movement would have been 1nev1tab1e° fa

To sum up, what does the Lnti-Fascist Unlted Front say to a worker
who approaches them, saying: "I believe in parllamentary democracy'’,
which the fascists want to destroy, which the fascists denounce.as . -
!useless'. Does the Anti-Fascist United Front believe in defending
'parliamwntary denocracy' against fascist attempts to destroy;it?".
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According (to Baker, the reply of the Anti-Fascist Unitelr'Pedd®?2to
such qugpker should be: Certainly not! We are not in favour of «dl

defiending ' parliameritary democracy' against fa501st attempts to .. .
destroy it. We think it is-useless too".

This can hardly be called an encouragement for such a worker to - °
join the: Ant1—Fasc1st United Front: Ty DA

Furthermore, it 1mp11es that, while the fascists may.beubad~ln -,
wanting to destroy the freedoms of the working class, their —attempts’
to destroy "parliamentary democracy" are good and are favoured by the
Anti-Fascist United Front. Such a formulaticn would be, of course,
completely in line with Baker's thesis of ‘"The Third Stage" -- that ]
transition from "parliamentary democratic" monopoly capitalism to
fascist monopoly capitalism represents a "historically progressive"
development, one which bring the working class nearer to socialist

revolution: .

In conclusion, insistence that the Anti-Fascist United Front °
should dissociate 1tself from the defence of "parliamentary domocra@y
and the democratic rights and liberties associated with. it against-:
fQ501st attempts to destroy them is a harmful "leftist" nistake.

The Questlon of Albanid

The position of the CL on Llbania has been made clear in a number
of documents, including the appendix to the China report. The section
of the CL Manifesto dealing with Albania says:

"Of the states in which socialism had been, or was being, con-
structed after World War II, there remains only the People's
Republlc of Albania. Herg the working class remains 1n power and )
15 continuing the socialist transformation at a remarkable pace.

The flbanian Party of Labour has renained faithful $o Marxist-
Leninist principles in relation to the internal economic develop-
ment of the country, and played a notable role in the exposure
of revisionism in the Soviet Union and the 1nternatlona1 communlst
movement -9

Nevertheless, the cardlnal error of the leadership of the APL
in prescnting China as a 'socialist' state and in supporting naoist
groups in various countries as 'Marxist-Leninist' has seriously
retarded the urgent task of building a new Marxist-Leninist Inter-
national and, if not corrected, nust lead to the internal degener-
ation of Albania's socialist society". L
(CL Manifesto, in: "COMbat", February 1977; p. 49-50).

The character of the economic basis of a particular society is
deternined by the relations of production which exist there, not by
the forelgn policy of 1ts ruling party. R e

The process. by which a socialist society may be JODVerted into a [ ]
capitalist society is presented in documented detail”in our forthcomlng
book: "The Restoration of Caputallsm in the Soviet Union": the elimin-
ation of centralised economic planning; the ending of the practice.of
free allocation of means of production to enterprises; the trans-
formation of means of production into commodities; the introduction
of profit as the motive and regulator of productlon the detcru1nat— ¥
ion of--produetion "plans", prices, etc., by esch enterprise; the
introduction of bonus schemes drawn from the profits of each enterprlse
and distributed so that the lion's share, surplus value, accrues to
the management personnel, the new Soveet capltallsts, and so on.

- None of these developrients has occurred -- to date -- in the PRA. &
On the contrary the forner differentials between the incomes of dir-
ectors and top officials on the one hand and ordinary workers on the
other: 'have been greatly reduced as a conscious attack on what the APL
correctly diagnoses as a principal econonic basis of revisionism within
a socialist society.

L

il



. Marxism-Leninism Fu\uenté?’rbaay, 2022 Bill Bland Internet Archive
J'f*'f"._-"fﬁ‘ﬂ‘&“s&%@ tine, the pro-Chinese propaganda of ten yea!”g""&g'@'hiéss-"?l

been ‘greatly reduced. Despite the recent -death of Mao, Hoxha iR°HEE20%2
Repgptﬁto the 7th. Congress of the APL in November 1976 refers to :
Ching and Mao in a formal couple of :paragraphs for the first time on
page 200. The Communist Party of China has refrained from sending

Y a delegatidn to the last two congresses of the APL, and the Albanian
governnent has significantly refused to follow the Peking line of
supporting NATO as a "force for peace". The extensive purges of last
year indicate that there is an intense political struggle procéeding
within the APL. '

° In other words, the final position of the APL has not yet been
Qetermined;-So long as Albanian society remains proletarian socialist
in character,'the possibility remains that Albania will not only
remain a socialist enclave-in a capitalist world, but that the APL will
eventually play a leading role in the establishment of a new; genuinely
Marxist-Leninist International -- for the correction of its foreign“
policy in relation to China would be bound to lead to repudigtion

® by it of the maoist groups (as well as of Albania by the latter).

In these circdumstances, we maintain that it is the cardinal duty
of every Marxist-Leninist group to do its utmost to foster solidarity
with socialist Albania.

Baker's position has for some years been that, because the APL
® has an incorrect policy in relation to China and the maoist groups)
G prssvoenby, “its econonic basis cannot be socialist'.

The discussions which were held within the MLOB on Albania were
"unsatisfactory" to Baker not, as.‘he: says,.because Conrade WB

", . was nost reluctant to reveal. the contents of this (material
[ ] _..recéived by Comrade WB from Albania -- BC) to the MLOB meetings".-
. (M.~Baker: Letter to Indian Comrades, March 10th., 1975; peu#).

In-fact, the Albanian Society published regular accounts ofZ et =r -
social system in Albania, and of the policies adopted by the Albanian
governnent, which Baker received as a member of the society. Further,

PY _the unpublished material frorn Albania was available teo Baker as-a
nember of the committee of the Albanian Society from 1968 until he

allowed his . membership to lapSe in A975e "

Baker's dissatisfaction with the MLOB, discussions on Albania
was due to the fact that no-one, including himself, was able to present
any evidence to justify speaking of the. revisionist degeneration: of
® Albanian society, and so justify Baker's wish to end the policy of,
working for solidarity with socialist Albania.

Nevertheless, this did not prevent Baker from securing the passing
of a resolution in 1974 instructing Comrade WB to withdraw from the
position of Secretary of the Albanian Society -- a decision which has
placed. the operation of the society in grave difficulties, since the

® new Secretary has proved unreliable--and-hag vesigned in.less .than a
year. : L

. Far from supporting solidarity with socialist Albania, Baker has
now descended to the depths of the gutter .capitalist prless in .suggesting
that such solidarity is linked with "foreign espionage", as when he .’

E denounces Comrade WB's ¢ S

", . association with Albania"
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 4)
as having . , 5
", ., deeper and more sinister aspects'._:fwhich we ‘cannot go
® into here". : T W S LG
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 4). _ phi
Baker's hostility to the Albanian Society, however,. goes back
much further than his hostility to socialist filbania. Even when he
favoured solidarity with Albania, he objected strongly to phe;Qonstlt—
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ution of the society, maintaining that, if it was not to be C ity o i
“opportunist organisation" it must adopt a Marxist-Leninist position

on the facets of Albanian policy which it reported Tactually —- that

it must praise those facets. which were in accordance with Marxist-
Leninist principles and dencunce those which were not. This is selear .
from his demand that the society should adopt a

". . working class and socialist orientation'
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 4).

that is, a Marxist-Leninist orientation.

The majority of members of the MLOB opposed this'viewpolnt as X
"left-sectarian" in character, one which would have effectlvely
alienated from it all- those who while favouring solidarity with
Albania and desirous of rcce1v1ng factual information’ about it,
‘had not yet reached a Marxist-Leninist position. Had this POllCY
been adopfed, it would have transformed the Albanian Society from a
broad. front with correct, if limited alms, into the MLOB under ®
anpther nane.

Marxist-Leninists distinguish between the-aims of the Marxist-
Leninist Party and the more limited aims:of broad front organlsatlons,
which. aim to-secure the allegiance of persons who support_those - -
more limited aims without necessarily acceptlng those of the Party. °

The . task - ef—supportlng those facets of Albanian policy which are
in accordance with. Marxisn-Lenipism, and of :criticising. those which
are not, is the task-ofthec IMarxist-Léninist Party (or its nucleus)
The MLOB fulfilled this role (€.g., in its critical letter to the
APL) and this task has been continued by the CL.

5 Baker's p051t10n in relation to Albania has now become an antl—
socialist policy, ohe in clear breach of all the. pr1nc1ples of+
proletarian. internationalisn, one 2kin to that of the trotskyites in
relation to the Soviet Union, in_ the, days when Sov1et s001ety was also
soc1allst in 1ts econorlc basmsb g

.The-. folly of - his "leftlst" attitude, towards broad front organ— s
isations is shown when heé ndintdins that, although the Albanian
society spread factual “infornation about socialisi in Albaniaj
encouraged travel to it, fostered campalgns for the establishnent
of diplomatic rclatlons, assisted in the organisation of official
Albanian “exhibitions in Brltaln, etc., the:failure'to adopt Baker S
"left sectarlan" Constltutlon resulted only in , ®

Fee oerr o the subordination’ of the 8001ety and 1ts work to the
interests of the bourg60131e“ % o G20

. (M.-Baker: ibid.;: p."3).

The Question of thé Allegatzoa of the Indian Cornrades concerning o
Conrade WB
I have raised with Comrade WB. the allegation which, we understand,
two of your leading Conrades have made to the effect that Conrade WB
"lied" to thenm during. his dlscus51ons w1th then 1n Indla an 19754,
His reply is as follows: A

"When, in the course of a political.debate,. allegatlons are
nmade concerning my moral character, ny usual response is to reply
that I am not prepared to dispute the allegations(which is not
equivalent to an adnission of their truth) I do so because T
find that a futile 'No, I'rt. not! !Yes, you are' involves the
side-tracking of the polltlcal issues under debate. Av01d1ng 4
this, I can then say: 'Now reply to ny political. arguments!
However, as you ask for ry comments and as -- unlike the
Conrades concerned in relation to myself --'I have a high opinion
of the integrity of the two Comrades who make the ~allegation, I
will break nmy usual practice. ’
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The allegation that I informed the two Comrades that I had
not withdrawn ny expressed opinion cofcerning Scott's movenent
towards renegacy from the MLOB (when this copinion had been with-

-~ “~'drawn) is without foundation. ; :

® 14 “ I have gone over the detailed notes I made of ny discussions
in India, and I see that the letter from ne referred to in the
allegation was brought up in connection, not with the question
of my withdrawal or otherwise of- my expressed opinion concerning
Scott, but with the view expressed by the two Conrades concerned
that I had no moral right to crivicise Scott's novement towards

® ---penegacy fron the MLOB, when I myself had "threatened to resign
fron the MLOB".

T informed the Conmrades that at no time had I ever contemplated
resigning fron the MLOB, whereupon they stated that they were in
possession of a letter from myself to Baker -in which I made such
a threat. I inforrmed ther that no such letter had ever been

® written by me, and that any letter purporting to be from ne
which made such a threat was a forgery.
,“The copy of the letter brought back from India by. Corrade.
HK'is, indeed, a perfectly genuine letter fron nmyself to Baker.
It contains, however, no threut to resign.fron the MLOB,"but .
expresses the view that, in all the circumstances, L should be
® _replaced as Chairman of the MLOB by a comrade acceptable to all‘
-Comrades.(This action was, in fact, opposed by Baker at the tine,
cand I did not press it). i =3 (S
.~ Now, as to the question of my allcged "lie" to the effect
that.I had not withdrawn my expressed opinion concerning Scott's
' novenent . towards-renegacy, the argunent against this statement
9 “° . having been made rests, not on ry word, but on the fact that
it does not make sense. Leaving aside psycho-pathology (and this
15 not, I believe, suggested) soneone who tells a lie must have a
rmotive in so doing -- to strengthen falsely his own case, or to
weaken falsely the: case of his opponents. But the Comrades con-
: cerned were-insistent that the MLOB ‘majority, including nyself,
& had been "unfairly harsh" towards Baker and Scott and had ren-.
dered it difficult for ther to continue in membership of the MLOS.
I emphaticaIIy disagreed with this view and pointed out various
neasures we had taken to facilitate their continued nmembership
+—- for example, the decision to regard Scott's resignation only
as a suspension for three nonths, the de¢ision” not to publish
@ .any reasons for Baker's denotion, etc., etc. Clearly, therefore,
.for me to have "lied" to the effect that I had-not withdrawn
. By expressed opinion concerning Scott's nmovement towards renegacy
would have been directly-counter.to.the case I was naking, &y
: That the Comrades concerned were, at the time, fully aware
j;that i pad:nade the gesture of withdrawing ny expressed opinion
® concerning--Scott is ‘shown, as ny.-notes..of the ‘discussion ‘make
clear, py.the fact that they criticised this withdrawal as
"hypocritical", in view of the doubts I had of-the sincerity of
Scott's denial that shé¢ had conterplated resignation. from the
MLOS gdoubts which were confirned by her resignation shortly. after-
ards) . : : AT :
Unlike, the comrades concerned  in relation to myself, I do not
suggest that they have consciously misrepresented the facts. I doj

|5
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however, naintain that what has occurred raises sycholo 2022

uestions of political importance.
" During ny discussions with the comrades concerned, they agﬁeed
with me, I believe, concerning the extraordinary degrec ofd gelti=
delusion to which maocists may be subject: "Mao is the greatest
Marxist-Leninist of all time; therefore anyone who sSays otherwise 8
rnust be evil; therefore there is no need to subject what they
'say to sepious political analysis'. : e
.=+ 1 suggest that the "leftistY inclinations of thQ.COD?ades_Con‘
cerned has—led them into a not dissinilar state of self-delusion:
.. 'Baker.is the greatest Marxist-Leninist of-all tine; therefore
anyone who says otherwise must be evili therefore-there 18 noO need 'Y
to. subject what “they say to serious poiitical analysis'. .
el I suggest that _the desire of the conrades concerned to cling
o their “leftist' illusions, and their illusions concerning Baker,
has led ‘then, over the eighteen months since their discussSions with
ne took place, has led them, no doubt subconsciously, to confuse
-~ -the—iesues.around ny letter -- and also to confuse my puzzlement 8
4., .over ny alleged 'letter of resignation® with embarrassment’'-- 1n
.+ an effort to avoid objective political analysis of .the_real lssues
...which are at stake. -
i Were, indeed, ny noral character as deplorable as the conrades
concerned wish to think, this would have-no bearing on the question
of whether the political line of the CL is a Marxist-Leninist line &
or not. It is, whether the conrades are conscious of it Qr“not, a

*red herring'".

The Ffeezinm.ofnthe-ﬂReg Front Movenent"

" We understand that two of your leading conrades are under the °
-inpression that the majority of the MLOB voted ‘to:"dissclve" the
so-called "Red Front Movement". This impression is not.in aeccordance
with the facts. '

The resolution under which the MLOB set up the Red Front Movenent
called.for it to be an organisation of sympathisers -of the MLOB for
the purpose of providing an organised "stepping-stone" for individuals B
who were prepared to ‘associate themselves loosely with the MIOB, to
undertake certain formns of political activity, etc.~-bub-were.not as
yet prepared to undertake the obligations of membership..’

. "+ In principle, we favour the formation of such an organisation by
_a Marxist-Leninist organisation or Party when its organisational strength g
+"thas reached the stage where this can be.done effectively.

;'However, when the Constitution of the RedfﬁféhtTMovement was drawn up
on the inspiration of Baker, its first ain was.declared to be

. (s .

i . ", . to function as the inceptive nucléus of the future revolut-
“lopnary mass front of the British working class". - 4 ®
¢(RFM: Announcenent by Provisional Connmittee, in: "Red Front",
July/August 1971; p. 32). :

. This is thé main point of controversy which arose choerning the
Red Front-Moverment, for the above "aarn™ as based on the "leftist",
anti-Marxist-Leninist principle that the socialist revolutionary
novenent can be built up from above, that is, from outside the existing ’
mass, organisations of the working class. A :
It is, of-course, axioriatic that the Marxist-Leninist. Psrty nust
= “be built "from above'", so that the MLOB/CL nay be regarded as the
"inceptive nucleus™ of the British Marxist-Leninist Party. Lenin was
Speaking specifically of the Party when he wrote: : @

"The opportunists of Bocial-Denocracy . . want to proceed
fron the bottom upward. . . The former (the revolutionary Social-
Deriocrats -- BC) proceed fror the top, and advocate the extension
of the rights and powers of the centre in respect of the parts".
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(V. I. Lenin: "One Step Forward, Two Steps Back", in: "Séf%%’ggzmz

“Works", Volune 2; Londonj; 1944; p. 447-8). _

But when referring to the building of the socialist: revolutionary
° Rovement, as distinct from its vanguard, Lenin on ccuntless occasions
denounced and ridiculed the attermpts of "leftists" to build this "from
above™ =—"that is, fropm outside.the existing nass organisaticns of  the
wWorking class by the creation of new, artificial organisations (as has
been shown earlier in the section on the trade unions):

'hIn order to be able . . toc win the syrmpathy, confidence and

® support of 'the nasses', . . it is inmperatively necessary to work
wherever the nasses are :to be found".
(V. I. Lenin: "'Left-wing' Connunisn, an Infantile Disorder", in:

"Selected Works", Volunme 10; London; 1946; p. 93-4).

“In all organisations without exception . ., groups or nuclei
~ of Conrunists should be formed . . and these nuclei . .'must systen-
® atically train themselves, and the Party, and the class, and the
nasses, by means ofydiversified work".
(V. I. Lenin: Theses on the Fundamental Tasks of the 2nd. Congress
of the CI, in: ibid.; p. 169-70).

"Every party that desires to affiliate to the Cormunist Inter-
® national must carry on systematic and persistent Communist work in
the trade ‘unions, the . cooperative societies and other mass workers'
organisations.. In the trade unions it is necessary to form Communist
nuclei which, by means of prolonged and persistent work, must win
the trade unions for the cause of Comnunisn". b S
(V. I. Lenin: "The:Conditions .of Affiliation to the Communist
® International", in: ibid.; p. 203). ; i\ 10

In violation of this Marxist-Leninist’principle, Baker, during the
whole period in which he held the position of Secretary of the MLOB,
attempted tec put intc practice the notion of building the socialist
revolutionary mavement "from above", that is, from outside the existing

mass: organisations of the working class by the creation of new,

@ - artificial-organisations. »

At the same¢ time, a minority of Conrades consistently opposed this
notiéon and practice, in accordance with the principles of democratic
centralisn and the Constitution of the MLOB -~ as the following exX-
tracts from a document subnitted to the Political Bureau in 1969 show:

® .- "The achievement of socialist revolution in Britain requires
the building of ‘an anti-capitalist mass movément based on the
working class. '

At the last PB .nmeeting two different lines of ‘tactics were put
forward for the building .of this anti-capitalist mass novenment.
The first line. of tactics, which is the present line of tactics
o of the MLOB and is supported by a majority-of PB members, is to .
establish so-called 'Action Councils'. . as 'leading nuclei', the
aim of which is to build up sections of this mass movement by winning
nasses, of workers to their banners. ' d
The second line of tactics put forward is to establish groups
. » to operate within the mass organisations of the working class.
o Such groups would participate in the activities of the organisat-
~ionr of which their personnel were merbers, would put forward an
agreed line of action based on the principle of enabling the .
nasses to raise their political consciousness stage by stage as a
result of their experience in struggle. They would work to win the
best elements in these organisations to participate in the planned

® activity of the groups, and the best of these 'in turn tc membership
of the MLOB. .:. i s
Under the first line of tactics, . . these groups -- ‘'Action
Councils' -- regard themnselves as 'independent leading nuclei' of;

nass movements to be built; around them; they seekK to win the support
of the working masses by approaching the working class as bedies
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‘masses cannot ‘bé- convinced, their political level cannot |
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outside the mass organisations of the working class, - s, pPrimarily
by means of propaganda sent into the working class from outside

-the mass:organisations of the working class.

. »But.a gardinal principle -of Marxism-Leninism is that -the -
be_raised,
ained in

struggle: - - : : o : p eI
==t Revelution is impossible without a change in the views
of the majority of the working class and this change 18
brought about by the political experience of the massSes;
never ‘is it ‘brought about by propaganda alone. . - :

: In order that . . actually the broad masses of toil-

" ers and those oppressed by capital may take up such & poS—
ition, propaganda and agitation are not sufficient. For this
the nasses must have their own:political experience’.

(V. I. Lenin: '"Left-wing" Cormunism: An Infantile Disorder’,

in: 'Selected Werks', Volume 10; London; 1946; p. 126, 136).

The first line of tactics, the present line of tactics of the
MLOB, involves the repudiation of the cardinal Markist—Lenlp}st
principle that it is essential to work within the mass organis-—.
ations of the working class in such a way as to assist the working
masses to raise their political level stage by stage as a result
of their experience in day-to-day struggle. It is, in fact, anal-
ogous to the line of tactics adopted by the Gernan 'Left! Conrmun-
ists in the late 1910s . .-- a line of tactics which Lenin denoun-
ced as 'ridiculous and childish nonsense'. . . ;

The so-called 'East Dondon Action Council' is just such an
artificial nonstrosity as the clean, little 'workers' unions'
set up on the initiative of the German 'Leftists'. It is a-'leading
nucleus’ which 1lsads nobtody. "« - = i ot '

Of c¢ourse, to work for the setting up of Action Councils for
the defence of working class rights and liberty, for the cocrdin-
ation of the workers' struggles .on all fronts, etc., is correct
in principle. But to set up 'Aétion Councils' completely artific-

"ially, before the membership of a single workers' organisation

has been convinced of the need for such bodies, is rank 'leftisn'.
When gorrect Marxist-Leninist work has been carried on within the

” working class movenent so ‘that at least a number of workers'

-organisations have become ‘comvinced by their own experience of

the meed 'for such bodies, then indeed Action Councils will cone
into being. They will come into ‘being as a result of the conscious
desire of the masses. They will be genuine /fction Councils and
not -shambodies, such-as the-present—'East London Action Coun-
el

The supporters of the first line of tactics clair that the
second line of tdctics is 'too difficult’, while the first line of
tactics is 'nuch easier'. Of course, it is always nuch easier
to set. up artificial comnittees, to retreat from reality into a
vloud-cuckoo=land. of illusion, than to. undertake arduous revolut-

“ionary work anong the working masses over a considerable period.

But there is no short-cut to revolution which ‘can avoid this work

. of leading the working nasses stage by stage to a conviction that

' revolution is necessary. o . ' o oo ol
° The depths of self-delusion to which supporters of the first line

of tactics have already sunk is instanced by the change of name of
the 'East London Action Council', withcut change of ccntent, to
that of the 'Greater London Action Council'. One:would not, indeed,

‘be’ surprised tc read that it has now called_itgelf an 'A11-Britain
Soviet'; to which all political power in Britailn belongs. Cgildren's @

ganes of 'Let's pretend' are, as the supporters of the . first: line
of tactics correctly say, 'nuch easier' than Marxist-Leninist
revolutionary work. A3 i, e g 5%t

" The repudiation in practice of Marxist-Leninist work within
the mass organisations of the working class ‘is associated with the
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ideological view that has been put forward within the MLOB'PYREE0%2
the mass anti-capitalist novenent must be built from above down-
wards. "o . ' : :
uch a conception is fundamentally anti-Marxist-Leninist. . .
® The first line. of tactics involves the sectarian isolation of the
nost politically conscious workers from the masseS... .. . .

The supportérs of the first line of tactics claim that our
forces are inadequate to adopt the second line of tactics. In fact,
it is the fornation of a number of 'independent nuclei', each of
which nust prepare, publish and distribute its own propaganda, etc.,

® which requires a number of cadres in excess of those available. . -
The  second line of tactics, on the other hand, can be adopted with
any number of forces. . - : A s

If the MLOB is to fulfil its role in beginning to build a
nass anti-capitalist movement based on the working class, it is
essential that it repudiate the anti-Marxist-Leninist first line
of tactics and replace it by the second, Marxist-Leninist line".

That Baker continues to put forward the first line of tactics crit-
icised in the above nemoragndurn, now that the "restraints" of democratic
centralism have been reroved fromn him, is shown by his statement:

"/, leading merber of the Bland Group (sic!).has openly declared
° that he is prepated to work purely within revisicnist and trotskyite-
doninated organisations without any perspective-of forning an indep-
endent organisation, a concept which he considers 'leftist'"
(M. Baker: Letter to .Indian Comrades, March 10this, 219750 ps L), 0t

' It is, of course, quite incorrect to say that the CL does not have
the perspective of the formation of "independent organisations" (this

® has already been dealt with in the section on the CPG) but we are
satisfied that this can only be brought about, not by the creation of
artificial "independent organisations" outside the existing nass organ-
isations, but as a result of correct work within those existing mass -
organisations (which, of course, are necessarily dominated at the noment

by social-denocrats, revisiopists, trptskyites, etc.).

® Returning now to the Red Front Movenment: by the' sunner of 1974,
this consisted of three members, all nembers of the MLOB, with no
prospective nmenbers within range of vision. Naturally,.these comrades
felt it somewhat of a futile waste of time to meet solemnly as the
"RFM" in addition to attending MLOB neetings, and it was in these circ-
unstances that a diScussion on the future of the organisation took place.

Some conrades favoured the dissolution of the RFM, but a majority
-- a majority which, incidentally, contrary to Baker's assertion, )
included Comrade WB -- held that the RFIM had‘ performed a useful function
in the gqrevious period in bringing sympathisers closer to, and into, the
MLOB and favoured: o :

L4 1) "freezing" the RFM until a new batch of syﬁpsthisers had been
won who night be willing to participate in it without being prepared
as yet to join the MLOB; : - : L.

2) at this time, amending the Constitution of the RFM to make it
clear that it was no nore than a sympathisers' organisation;

® 3) to retain the name of the RFM "under patent'", so to speak, by
transforning it in the interin period into a publishing house for
panphlets along the lines of that already published by the 'RFM ‘on
Chile. v 7 5 : T
In the discussion on the second point above, Baker made a self-
® croticisn of his role in franing the Constitution of the RFM, adnitting
that its primary aim had been an incorrect "leftist" deviation fron
Marxist-Leninist principles. )

These proposals were supported by Baker.
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The statement; by Baker: = A :
LI i upPM Was Sought to be 'put on ice' . ., although we (presum-
. ably Baker -and Scott -- BC.) opposed this" o '

(M. Baker: Létter yo Indian Comrades, March 1Oth., 1OP5Fp -1 2)

is contrary to fact. Baker opposed, not the temporary freezing of RFI, ¢
but its dissolution. AT :

His ‘statément in the next sentence, that Comrade WB put forward

", . the demand .. to drop the organisation and.the ngme"
(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 3) i e e =

is also contrary to fact. Comrade WB, aiong‘with Baker, supported.
the proposals referred to above, which included retention of the
name " of ‘the RFM.

. And ‘since the RFM was placed Yon ice", it carried out no activities
bétween the time of its freezing and November 1974, so that Baker's o
- Statement that, following its freezing, it

", . threw overboard all the principles of the MLOB's policy
on the RFM by going ahead with opportunist manoeuvres with '
trotskyite and revisionist elements" i :

(M. Baker: ibid.; p. 3)

is no more than.the product of Baker's fevered'imagin‘ation°

As I said earlier, the CL favours the formation of an organisat-
jon of sympathisers who are prepared to cooperate with the CL in certain
fields of activity but not yet to join it, and it'is our intention to
form such an organisation when the CL's organisational stren th per-
mits. This will not, however, be regarded as the "inceptive/nucleus" [
_of the socialist revolutionary movement. ; ' -

The Question of the Spodé;Sfﬁfément

It is, we understand, the view of at- least two of .your Comrades ‘
that the CL should publish & detailed reply to the statement issued °
under the name of K. Spode-. B ;

Before dealing with this, we, should like to, summarise the:events
leading up to Baker's expulsion from the MLOB: -

Autumn 1974: Comrade PT criticises Baker for "leftist" tactics Py
i _ and, on the sub-committee dtafting the. Theses on
‘. the Anti-~Fascist United.Front, opposes some of
Baker's formulations. Baker ceases to.call meet-
ings -of the sub-committee. - ] :

Oct. 28th., 1974: Spode presents to Chairman, Comrade WB, "charges"
: ; against Comrade PT, admitting that they have been »
inspired and drafted by Baker. =

Oct. 29th., 1974: Spode, Baker and Comrade PT agree to "charges"
: 3Ty being investigated by Chairman, Comrade WB.

Oct. 30th., 1974: Sbodé informs Chairman "too busy" to be inter-
‘L _viwed by him on matter until Nov. 5S5th., when app- o
pointment arranged. - ~ TS

N6ov. 2nd., 1974: Chairman interviews Comrade PT.

Nov. 5th., 1974: Spode cancels appointment with Chairman, having
i failed to send him written statement of "charges" as
agreed . ' : R / &

Nov. 6th., 1974: Spode is found to have disappeaied from her home.
Baker professes ignorance of her‘whereabouts:. *!

s 8 — 0 v ' . ]
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ybv. 8th., 1974: ' Spode found to have been concealed in Baker (s o
‘ ' . - flat for the past few days.

Baker found to have, without authority, taken poss-

® : ‘. ~ v " ession.of MLOB documents, literature and printing
- press from where they were stored by decision of
the MLOB.

Chalrman, Comrade WB, issues his report, con-
cluding that the charges of breaches of the Con-
A stitution by Comrade PT were false, and that Spode
® had acted as tool of Baker in presenting them.
: Recommends removal of Baker from posY of Secretary
and demotion to status of Candidate Member. 3

Report circulated.

As Baker refuses to set date for meeting of MLOB

& ; (the last meeting having been arbitrarily cancelled
by him on Oct. 28th.); Chairman,-Comrade WB, at
request of a number of Comrades, calls meetlng
for Nov. 1l3th.

Nov. 13th., 1974: Spode telephones Chairman saying she will’ have

to be late for meeting and asks that starting time

® : be delayed 30 minutes to enable her to be present.
Request agreed to. .

Baker telephones Chairman asking that meeting be
postponed to give him more time to prepare his case.
Chairman promises to place request before meeting.

® Meeting held. Neither Spode nor Baker attend. 3”222;2?“4
After 'discussion, meeting endorses Chairman's )
report and adopts recommendations. Comrade BC
appointed Secretary in place of Baker. Baker and
Spode informed of decisions taken.

° Nov. 1l4th., 1974: Baker, writing as "Secretary of the MLOB", calls
meeting ¥or Nov. 16th. Agenda: "Disciplinary action
against Comrade PT and, now., two other Comrades,
including Chairman, Comrade WB."

Chairman and new Secretary validate meetlng on
Nov. 1l6th.

® Nov. 1l6th., 1974: At meeting, Baker contends meeting of Nov. 11597 als
invalid. Meeting confirms decisions of that on
Noy. 13th. Baker declares his refusal to accept

any resolution removing him from Secretaryship.
‘ Motion to expel Baker from MLOB for gross violation
® of discipline" adopted.

Nov. 24th., 1974: Baker holds meeting which he claims to be a
"meeting of the MLOB", despite his expulsion and
despite fact that majority of members of MLOB not
informed of meeting. Meeting resolves "to expel
Comrades PT, BC and WB from the MLOB".

A recital of these events alone should be sufficient to convince
-any objective observer of the worthlessness of Splde's statement,
‘whichd, prepared. in collusion with Baker, was intended to provide

"evidence®” to support Baker's allegatlon that some at least of those
members who had voted for his dismissal as Secretary had been engaged
@ “in "faotlonal activity".

Now - anyoae can allege anything against anbody. Such allegatlons
are-worthy of: attention only if the "witness" is prepared to be ex-
amined and cross-examined on the "evidence" on which the allegations
are said to bhe. based Indeecd, the right to Cross— examine a w1tness
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for the "prosecution" must be considered as one of the demo&fa@ﬂémwéghts
which the working class should struggle to retain. Not only wastSE =
manifestly unwilling to be cross—-examined on eitfer of.her twp statements,
but in the case of herAfirst_statement she was unwilling even tq be.
examined by the Comrade whom she had then accepted as an impartial o
‘investigator. This is understandable since, as those of our Comrades

who were members of the MLOB at the time know, the alleged "factional
meetings" referred to in Spode's statement never took place.

The value of Spode's alleged concern that the majority of Comrades
in the MLOB were "moving towards revisionism" mwy be judged from thg fact
that she is now a member of the revisionist Communist Party of Grea Y
Britain. AR o -

»+The: MLOB,  before its change of name to that of the Communist
League, did issue a reply to Spode's statement:

"The completely self-contradictory, spurious nature of this

new manoeuvre (Spode's second statement -- BC) was-revealed even ®
.. @t a quick reading of the statement which accompanied the new
:n:cjh.‘arg'esu . : :

1) by the faét that Comrade WB, accused of 'breaches of the MLOB

constitution", was described as

'. . always moving in a constitutional manner®’ (p. 6); »

2) by the fact that Comrade WB, -accusing of forming a 'faction'
against Baker, was in the same document accused of seeking to form
a 'faction' with Baker (p. 5);

3) by the fact that (as the minutes of the meeting show) Comrade
WB, accused of forming a 'faction' with other comrades to bring 2
about the winding-up of the Red Front Movement . . (p. 5), spoke
and voted against the motion.to wind up the Red Front Movement,
which was defeated; :

4) by the fact that the:deposition of 'charges' dated November
l6th. alleged that 'evidence' that Comrade WB had been #

'." . engaged in disruptive, favtional activity'
had been known : ' :

- - over a pefiod of. twelve months -- since, in fact, October
1973 ,* s i S
yet on October 28th., 1974 Comrade WB was asked by Baker and Spode
to carry out an investigation of idektical charges against Comrade .
PT, and was accepted by both as competent to carry out this in-
vestigation. : :

CLEARLY, THE EXTENDED 'CHARGES' INSPIRED BY BAKER WERE BROUGHT,
NOT BECAUSE OF ANY FACTIONAL ACTIVITY WHICH INCLUDED COMRADE WB,
BUT BECLAUSE BAKER HAD BEEN MADE AWARE THAT THE REPORT OF COMRADE
WB, AS CHAIRMAN, HAD FOUND THAT THE ORIGINAL CHARGES (against
Comrade PT), WHICH HE (BAKER) HAD INSPURED AND DRAFTED, WERE SPUR-
I0USh ’
(MLOB: Statement on the Expulsion of Mike Baker"; p. 3-4).

We maintain that this reply is more than sufficient to convince
any objective observer of the worthlessness of Spode's statement, and
that anyone who is not so convinced does not wish to be convineed. In
our view, the publication of a further detailed reply -- which could
merely . state that this alleged meeting and that alleged telephone
coqversation did not take place -would ‘be unlikely to convinee such a ]
.prejudiced observer and would, therefore, be a waste of time.

In various documents issued by Baker-during the past eighteen .
months, Baker has admitted that the basic cause of the events which
led up to his expulsion from the MLOB was the political fact that a
group of members of the MLOB --"in fact, the majority -- did not

S AR
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accept as valid his thesis of the "third stage":
"Two theoretical and programmatic tasks, to wit,

° a) the analysis of the new stage in the development of capit-
alism which we have termed corporate state-monopoly capitalism; and

b) the elaboration of the principles of the strategy and tactics
of socialist revolution in developed capitalist countries,

constitute the most fundamental basis and precondition for the build-
ing of ‘the Marxist-Leninist vanguard party. . .

. .It was on account of their systematic and planned opposition
to. these most fundamental tasks of revolutionary theory and practice
. ¢ that the liquidationist faction centred around W. B. (sicl) was
expelled (sic!) from the MLOB".

(M. Baker: "Workers' Control"; London; 1976; p. 22, 23).

¢ Since there was never the slightest disagreement within the MLOB on
the importance of point b above, Baker is admitting that the "split" in
the MLOB was brought about as a result of the opposition which he came up

against in relation to point a -- his thesis of the "third stage'.
This. point is clarified in Baker's letter of March 1975:
® "The overall assessment of Plekhanov-Bland is that he he ful-

filled, up to a certain point in his development, a vitally import-
ant positive role in and through his contribution to the theoretical
critique of modern revisionism. As this task, however, approached
completion . ., the significance of . . the analysis of the new
.~ stage of capitalism, corporatism, and the elaboration on,that basis
L J ——wof the strategy and tactics of the proletarian-socialist revolution
<—s-began to assume a correspondingly greater significance. Bland
was never able to accept this, since his theoretical-apparatus was
never able to develop beyond the formulations developed by classical
Leninism". s
(M. Baker: Letter to Indian Comrades, March 10th., 1975; p-. 5)- (my"
® - emphasis -- BC). '

?hus?'point b in the first quotation above has relevance to the
"split" in that, as he admits in the second quotation, he wished that
the strategy and tactics of the socialist revolution should be orient-—

ated on the basis of his thesis of the "third stage".

® : We reject, of course, the attempt to individualise the political
principles involved in this controversy. Were Baker's thesis, in fact,
a "creative development of Marxism-Leninism", then the déscription of
the MLOB majority as "dogmatists" would be justified. But revisionists
habitually refer to their abandonment of Marxist-Leninist principles
as "the creative development of Marxism-Leninism", and to those who

& remain loyal to Marxist-Leninist principles as "dogmatists" -- and we
are completely satisfied that Baker's thesis of the "third stage" is
a revisionist distortion of Marxism-Leninism which is objectively
pro-fascist. Baker's descriptions of the MLOB majority as "Plekhanov-

igts";‘"gmpirio—croticists", "liquedationists", etc., merely illustrate :
his predilection for using long terms as: imprecations, without the
® sligh¥est concern for their scientific meaning, in an effort to.deceive

political children as to his erudition. Anyone who is deceived hy this
kind of high-flown bluster is, indeced, far from being a Marxist-Leninist.

The events of November 1974 in the MLOB came about simply because --
as a result of the experience gained by Comrades, assisted by internal
documents submitted entirely in accordance with the principles of demo-

® cratic centralism and the Constitution of the MLOB -- the minority which
had long ‘opposed Baker's "leftist" theory and practice grew to a major-
ity, which was unacceptable to Baker.
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It may well be.that Baker saw this change from a minority to a major-
ity as having been brought about as the result of a "factional conspir- o
acy"; but, if so, this view reflects, not reality, but Baker's pwn psycho-
logical make-up. =

Had Baker declared openly that he regarded the "failure" of the major-
ity to accept-his theory and practice as "unacceptable'", and that he 1n-
tended to leave the MLOB in order to found a new organisation which would

~‘accept his theory and practice, we should, while disagreeing with his [

action, at least have retained some respect for his intégrity. But, in-
stead of adopting this course, Baker chose that of seeking to reduce the
majority to-a minority once more by disciplinary action against one or
more members of the majority on the basis of "charges" which had no found-
ation whatsoever in fact.

The infantile egotism of the spoiled child who declares: "I must be- ¢
Leader, or I won't play with you!" is manifested in Baker's revealing
statement: -

"To oust Maureen (Scott -- BC) and myself from leading positions
. . is tantamount to forcing us out of the MLOB altogether".
- (M. Baker: Letter to Indian Comrades, March 10th., 1975; p. 2 @

But, in fact, Baker's actions of November 1974 -- which amounted to
a coup against.the MLOB -- have the most serious political implivations.
They reveal that, not only is his theory and practite objectively pro-
fascist, but "“that his concept of the Marxist-Leninist 'Party is a fascist
concept -- that of an organisation ‘composed-of an irrepovable "Leader" ®
and of "followers", whose duty it 'is_to acgept without._gquestion the
"infallibTe" pronouncements of the "Leader" and to put them into effect.

Conclusion

T must apologise for the length of this memorandum -- which length is ®
due solely to our wish to deal with the political questions raised
during Comrade HK's visit to India as fully as possible.

It is, naturally, a matter of great concern to us that some Comrades -
for whom we have the highest respect should have adopted what we believe to
be a harmful "leftist" course,-and that your organisation should have ..
broken off relations with the Marxist-Leninist Organisation -of-Beitein, &
now, the Communist League, in order to establish such relations with an
individual. who is prepared to trample underfoot every prirciple of
Marxist-Leninist organisation. In our view,.this course can only lead to
your organisation becoming merely another "leftist" sect objectively:
serving the interests of the enemies of the working class; instead of
the genuine Marxist-Leninist revolutionary party which the working class: ’
of India so.urgently needs. S :

We request, therefore; that this meémorandum be.circulated to your
membership and be discussed within.jyour -organisation..

With warmest fraternal greetings, I am,

Yoyrs sincerely, ’
Bernard Charn;ey,
Secretary,
THE COMMUNIST LEAGUE, ' L
Britain. Bt



