CLASS IN BRITAIN

The question of class is the question of politics of the party, of revolu-—
tion, of struggle. Class is everything, and without clarity about it we

do not know who we are or what we are doing., It is an all-embracing matter,
In this pewmphlet, however, we shall deal with some particular aspects of
class which are of special political importance to us as a party,

i R e !

FIRST, where did the wﬁrking class come from? What in history happened to
create auch a thing, with its own unique characteristies and revolutionary

potential? AR Y : *
The working class arose with the bourgeoisie, created by that class to serve
its needs, : : _ ity : : ' ’
"The history of all hitherto existing society is the history of
clags struggles" — Communist Manifesto, : ;

"The modern bourgecis society that has sprouted from the ruins of
 feudal society has not done awoy with class antegonisos., It has but
estoblished new classes, new conditions of oppression, new forms of

struggle in place of the” 0ld ones." - Comrunist Manifesto,

The beurgeoisie iicelf kad a long struggle to gain political and economic
supremacy:- : _ :
"We see, therefore, how the modern bourgesisie is itself the product w
of a long course of cdeveloprient, of a series of revnlutiﬁns in the
modes of production and of exchange, : Mt 2 :

"Bach step in the development of the bourgeoisie was accompanied by
@ corresponding political advance of that class.  An oppressed clasa
under the sway of the feudal nohility, an armed and self-governing
association in the mediaeval commune; here independent urban republic
(a8 in ltaly and Germany), there taxable 'third eatate' of the
monarchy (as in France), afterwards, in the period of manufacture
' ‘proper, serving either the semi-feudal or the absolute manarchy =os
a counterpoise against the nobility, and, in faet, cornerstone of
the great monarchies in general, the bourgeoisie has at last, since
the establishment of Modern Incdustry and of the world market, conquered
for itself, in the nodern representative state, exclusive political
sway, -The executive of the modern state is but o cormittee for
naneging the common affairs of the whole bourgeoisie," ——. Communist
wanifesto.

The proleteriat developed as the bourgeoisie rose, As the bourgeoisie grew
in-strength ond overcame one antagonistic forece —— the remnants of feudalism ——
g0 it also had.to ecreate another. and greater foe, the proletariat:-
"But not only hes the bourgeoisie forged the weapons that bring death
to.itself, it bas -also ealled into existence the men whe are to wield
those weapona —— the modern working class —— the proletarians.

"In proportion as-the bhourgeoisie, i,e, capital, is developed, in the

geme proportion is the proletariat, the nodern working class, developed

-~ a class of labourers, who live only so long aa they find work, =nd

who find work only so long as their Inhour increases eapital. These
labourers, who must sell themselves piecemeal, are a commodity, like

every other article of comnerce, and are ‘congequently exposed to all

the vicissitudes of competition, te all the fluctuations of the |
market." —— Communist hanifesto, s

The history of capitalism is the higtory of struggle between the proletariat
and the bourgeoisie, It is in the origins of class strugele, in the origins |
of capitalism, that we see the unique hallmarks of the proletariat being r
stanped.




As larx says,. capitalism needed mioney to start with., BSut that seeuns to
be an inpossible contradietion, becruse capitalisn nakes money by ex-
ploitation, not be megic, 80 where could it get the necessary coesh to

get off the ground end benume_se]f—regenerating_

Marx!'

ih-Isr.rx

But he_guus.un #6 aﬁd:u

s answer is primitive accumulétion: -

"The whole movenent, therefore, seema to turn in & vicious circle,
out of whicl we can get only by supposing a primitive aceunmulation
(previous accumulation of Adanm Smith) preceding capitalistiec
accunulation; an accumulation not the result of the capitalist
wode of production, but its starting peint." —— Capital.

says this about how primitive nccumulatiﬂn.tonk'pihﬂe:~
"In agtual history it is notorious that conquest, enslavement,
robbery, murder —- briefly, force —- play the groat pert." —- Capital

"In thenselves, money and commodities are no more capital than are

the neans of production end of subsistence, They want transforming
into capital, But this transfornmation itself ean take place only

under certain circumstances that centre in this, viz, that two

very different.kinds of -confiodity possessors must comne face to

- face and into contect: on the one hand, the owners of money, of

means of production, means of subsistence, who are eager to in-
crense the sum of volues they possess, hy buying other people's

labour power; on the other hand, free labourers, the sellers of

their own labour power, and therefore the sellers of labour., Free
labourérs, in the double sense that neither they themselves form

‘part and parcel of the means.of production, as in the case of. slaves,
“boundsnen, ete., nor do thé means of production belong . to thenm, as

in the case of peasant proprietors; they are, therefore, froe fron,
unencunbered by, any means of production of their own, With this

" polarisation of the market for commodities, the fundnmentnl conditions
of capitalist production are given. The capitalist systen pre-

supposes ‘the comnplete separation of the labourers .from all property
in'the means by which they can realise their lebour, ! As soon as
capitalist produetion is ouce on its own legs it not.only mainteins
this geparation, but reproduces it on & continually extending seale,
The process, therefore, thot clears the way for the capitelist
system can be none other than the process which takes. away from the

 labourer the possession of his meens of production; a process that

transforms, ¢n the one hand, the social means of subsistence and of
production into capital; on the other, the imuediete producers inte
wafe labourers, The so-called primitive eccunulation, therefore;
is ndthing else than the historical process of divoreing the pro-

ducer from the meuns of production. It appears as primitive, because
it forms the prehistoric stage of capital and of the mode of

‘production corresponding with it." —— Capitel,

" Marx:
50ys

that some of the most critical peints of its developuent ore:—
MIn the history of primitive rccummlation nll revolutions ere
epoch-naking that act as levers for the capitalist class in _
course of formation; but, above all, these moments when. great
masses of men are suddenly end forcibly torn fron their riezns
of subsistence and hurled as free and 'unattached' proletarians

dates the start of the capitnlist era fron the 1ﬂth'cenﬂdfy, and

~on the labour morket. The expropriation of the agricultural

producer, of the .peesant, from the soil is the'basis_nj the whole

" process:.," ~— Capital,
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In this most industrialised of countries we con see how far this process
hus gone, for all of us excepting the bourgeoisie are in the same situa—
tion when we finish our education or troining, He cre in the sanme
situsation as those ecrly wage labourers who served the needs of young
capitalisn. VYe are monks expelled froi our nonasteries, peasants driven
from our lands, private armies broken up —-= men and wonmen with nothing
to live by other than the sihle of our labour—power..

From these times dates pauperism, and the need for poor relief, now
sophisticated into the dole —- & means whereby capitalism keeps its
slaves alive for the time when it needs to exploit then,

The growth of strengih in the bourgeocisie was marked by & change from
illegal violence to legulised violence. Where once common lend and

church &nd state lands were seized by force, it becene the fashion to poas
a2 law to legalise such seizure. ss the AUEW kuows, the bourgecisie has
remained consistent in this policy from enclosure to sequestretion.

Other incidentals indieating the dialectical relationship between prole-
tariat and bourgeoisie are things like the crection of the Netional Debt,
The Bénk of England, at that time a group of privete speculators, lent
money to the Government ot 8% interest., The Government gusranteed
repeyment of the interest end introduced heevy taxes to malie this possible,
This simple device ensured a constent flow of money from the poor to

the rich, giving wealth directly to fineuciers and so to-business and
industry. This provided the brses on the one hand for the nodern sys—

tem of taxetion, and on the other for the development of the joint-stook
uanaﬁies and 211 consequent forms of industrinl-financial developnents,

Certein basic facts energe from this glance at the origins of our claas.
Firstly, the thing that nmade a preletarien different from others who
worked for their living at that time was the fact that he had no way of
living other than selling his labour. He wes not a peasent, for he had
no land to support himself, e was not a handieraft worker, for he
could not survive by making things in kis own house on his own sinple
nachines and selling them, He was & comnodity, & wege-labourer et the
mercy of the aunarchic and violent forces of the young bourgeoisie.

That fundamental condition of wage-lubourer hes in no way changed,
but has extended to include the vast majority of the population,
sweeping away peasants and all other clusses in 2 nassive simplification,

The bourgeoisie, from tlie beginning, showed itself to be dynanic and
utterly ruthless. The second characteristic still remains. It combined
cpen violence with legal oppression, all on the basis of 4 new form of

exploitation. -

Engele puts it all in this way:-
"Then came the concentration of the means of production and of the
Pproducers in large workshops ecand mnenufactories, their transforma-
tion into actual sccialised nesns of production and soeialised
producera, Eut the socialised producers and nmemns of procduction
and their products were still treated, = fter this chonge, just rs
they had been before, i.e., as the means of production and the
products of individuals, HEitherto the cwner of the instrunents
of labour had himself rppropricted the product because, ns a rule,
it was his own product and the sassistance of others was the ex-
ception. Now the owner of the instruments of labour slways appro-
priated to himself the product, although it was no longer his pro-
duct, but exclusively the product of the labour of others, Thus
the products now produced socinlly were not appropristed by those

B ——— - —i"—“ =
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who had actuelly set in motion the mesns of production and
ctually produced the commodities, but by the capitalists. The
rang of production,. nnd production itself, had become in essence
reinlised. | But they were subjecteu to & fornm of appropriation

w.. it presupposes the private production of individuals, under

waich, therefore, everyone owns his own product snd brings it to

narket, The mode of production is subjected te this form of

appropriwtion, although it abolishes the ceonditions upon which

the latter rests.

"This  contradiction, which gives to the new node of production its
capitalistic charscter, contains the germ of the whole of the
socinl entugonisms of today, The greater the mastery obtained hy
_the new node of preduction over all important fields of production
and in nll manufiecturing countries, the more it reduced individual
production to an ‘insignificant residuun the more clearly was
~brought out the inconmpatibility of socialised ﬁruduntiun with
capitalistic appropriation." --— Bucialisnm: Utopion and Scientific.

"The separation was nede connlete helween thae means of production,
concentrated in the hands of the capitalists, on the one .gide,

fuld -the producers, possissing nothing but their labour power,

on the other. The contrediction between socinlised production and
cepitalistic appropriation manifested. itself ap the antagonism
of preoletariat and bourgeoisié." —— Socialisn: Utopian and Scientific,

THE SECOND QUESTION concerns the growth and relationship of the two
classes —— the bourgeoisie rnd proletariat —— which nre the aer1u1.¢giﬁl+
product and funturn uf capitalisn, ¥ : g e N ~ g
Capital ecame into tue honds of the capitalist firstly in the forn

of usurer and merchent capitel, whiech was in existence before the

era of eapitelisn. 1t cane through blood and violence in the slave

trade, oand the looting of precicus raw materianls frem the Lnericans

rnu the East Indies.: ; = R : :

The ecapitnlism which funded itself through such enterprises was
pre—industrial, and in the 17th century, the time of Britnin's -
bourgeonis revolutionary wer, the nain copitalist nation was
Holland, as harx says:-— ; - ;
"Holland, whieh first fully developed the coloninl systen, in
1648 atunu glready in the acuz of its coumercisl grestness.
It wns, says Giilich, 'in almost exclusive poass ssion of the
Buat Indian trade and the cormmerce between the south-east
and north-west of Lurope. Its fisheries, marine, manufactures
surpassed those of any other country, The total capital of
the Republic wns probably nore dnportant than that of 211 the
rest of Europe put together." Glilich forgets to add that,
by 1648, the people of Hollend were more overworlked, peoorer,
anid iHTL brutelly oppressec then those of al] the rest of
Europe put tﬁgether.” - L“plthl

But during the folluwiﬂg ceuntnry one of hollend's nmein businesses
was lending money to its great rival, .sngland, 2ad it was in
England that the industrial revolution first took plece., . From
the position of comrerciel suprenacy: the British bourgeoisie

built an carly lead in the industriel field, The industrial
revolution ean he dated from the late 18th century, and still well
into the 19th century the pattern was one of individun}l nmasters,
conbining functions of both cwner and menager, owning factories
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and dealing with their erinloyees, Theycontinued and refined the re—
placement of the donmestie system by the factory system. o weaver's
household might have half a dozen people to do fairly unspecinlised i
worl with £2 or £3 worth of equipment. '=» fectory might have scorés

or even & few hundred specinlised workers, each with about £50 or £50

of capital invested im him., The scale of things wes increasing, and

one consequence of this was the ereation by the bourgeoisie of salaried
managers, But the entrepreneur, the individunl owner-noanager—capitalist,
was the typieal business man of the new industrial system until the

development of new forms of finance and orgenigation in the second half
of the 19th century. This develepnent foreshalows the transformation
by the end of the 19th century of capitalism into its finel stage,
imperialism, In Stalin's words:-— '
"Laperialism is the omnipotence of the monopolist trusts pnd
syndicates, of the banks and the financial oligarehy, in the
industrial countries." —— Foundations of Leninisn, ;

Inperialisn marks snether stage in the increscsing scale of the opera-

tions of capitalism, in which the growth of metheds of internal '
exchange is matched by growth of internationzal éxchnngn, with the

powerful inperialist states and concerns selzing control nf_thnlécnnnr
mi¢ affairs of other nations, ' i ; Al
These developments on the part of the bourgeoisie sare marked by WErs

for the division of speils anong the imperinlist nations, the looting

and oppression of foreign countries, the subjection of colonies and =
neo-colonies. Internally we have a history of laws to crente new . i

financial opportunities and controls, and to econtrol and suppress the
struggles of the working clogs,

0f the recognition of unions by Parliament in 1871 b arx says:-— _
We see that only ngninst its will and under pressure of the HEEHE?: J
di¢ the English. Parlianent give up the laws against Strikes and
Trades Unions, after it had itself, for 500 yeers, held, with =
shomeless egoism, the position of & permenent Trades Union of
the capitalists against the labourers." —- Capital.

But corresponding te the growth of the hourgeoisie wes A peassive
growth of the proletariat. The decisive change was nnt just o netter
of nunmbers, but of grouping together workers in largeﬁscnln_factﬂriqq
in large towns, : i
In the words of bLarx:- o :
"The proletpriat goes through various atrges of development., With
its birth begins its struggle with the bourgeoisie.”
That sentence, "With its birth begins its struggle with the bourgeoisie",
inplies centuries of unending struggle, from the fights put up by
individugl labourers through to the era of revelution. '

Orgenised struggle though zrose first in the towns:— -
"The citiea first sew the rise of the workers 2nd the middle
clnsses into opposing sociel groups. It was in the towns thot
the trade union novenent, Chartism and Socialism all hed their
origin," --kngels, Condition of the Working ﬂlﬁgs_in dngland,
From an unorganised state, to a partially cnd spasmodically organised
state, the working cless enbarked on o long struggle to defend itself,
and to win acceptance of its right to defend itself. This they had
to do for nany years in secret ond sgainst the law —— though the law
itself cLanged under pressure from the proletariat, notebly in 1825
and 1871, But as Marx points out &t the saue time that legel recog-
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nition wes necepted in 1825, the state’ introduced new legislation
relating to threats, violence, and tiolestetion, and so retained sub-
stantinlly their own old powers, 112

A8 today, the law was an entirely flexible instrunent in the hands of
the bourgeoisie, to be uszed or ignored, anentded of twisted according to
situply how the relative strengths of the classes were at the tice.,

The working class hes never censed to strugpgle, No yenr has gone by’
without fierce class battles, and this has now held true for centuries,
Strugizle hes grown and faded, flared up in one sector and faded away

in another,

The activities of Ludd and Swing were replaced by riore orthodox but
equally hitter‘struggles of organised workers, In the enrly 1800's the
industrial working class first felt its power, and it had nlways felt
the need to fight on its own behalf, In accounts of the strikes of

the tices the argunents are reviurkably similar to those used today,
tven the novels of the day were devoted to claas struggle, in which
workers were eirnestly nivised by vicirs to abandon strikes and so

put national interest before closs interest, Since those years of

raw struggle between masters and men it has becorie fashionable on the
part of bourgeois histerians to say that even if classes do exist in the
Merxist sense, class struggle is conflict within liriit," an institution-
elised ritual within the framework of erpitalisn, That is one

question thnt we pmust have an enswer for —- it is the question, "Why
hosn't there been a revolution yet in Britain?” ; .

But the strugrle has centinued, and it is one feasture of our Prrty that
we do not rmerely » pplaud the dramntie monents in the struggle of our
class, but look &t the whole struggle, whether past or present, e’
se2 an ebb and flow, and through the crestion of the Farty and its
theory and practice aim to build an the existing rich experience and
understanding of our class, : ; i3

THIRDLY: How nirny closses?

Se far only the proleteriat and bourgeoisie heve been referred to,
bt elsewhere & variety of socinl divisions ere rade, Looking st one
or two texts we notice the following alternatives:-

Society divided as follows:-

1885 Millionsires and very rich 1% ;
: Righ - 2,2%
Middle Class : 10, 7%
Struggling and peor . 86,9%
1955 Well to do ) ﬁﬁ
Mid- le elnss 8§
Lower middle class , 175
Horking class o4
The poor - _ ; 7%
1961  Upper class . i
iy Middle cleas L B
Lower middle c¢lsss ; . 204
Skilled lczbeur 355
Serii—skilled labour TR
Unskilled 81

Ihis does not secem to have any connection with the harxist or any other
idea of eless, and indeed eociologists on the whole have ahnnd?nud the_
terni "class" except when talking about warx, #ad use phreses like "socio-
econoniec stetus group",
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In contrest to all this we, in our Farty prograume, sey that there are

only two classes —— "those who sell their lebour power snd those who

exploit the labour of cthers" —- i.e. o brief description of the pro=

leterint and the bourgenisie, This is in line with whet the Conmunist

hWanifesto has to 80Y:— AL ' : :
"Our epoch, the epoch of the bourgeoisie, possecsses however, this
distinetive Tecture; it hes sinplified the ¢lass antagonisns,
Society as .z whole is nore pid more splitting up intn two great
hostile eamps, into two great clegses directly facing each other:
Bourgeoisie and Proletariat," —- Comnuunist banifesto, ;

4nd of @11 the people who would fell dnto one or other of those middle-

cless categories which were outlined above harx and dngels heve this

to say:- ; ; ; S

" " Phe bourgeoisie hes stripped of its helo every occupntion hitherto

hotioured and looked up to with reverent awe, It his converted the
physician, the lawyer, the priest, the peet, the nan df science,
into its paid woge-labourers." —— Comuunist Maonifesto.

Nobody escapes the net of capitelisn, The pecaantry fell an-eerly vie-
tin to the bourgeoisie, and the ineviteble tendency was for nll other
strate to be proletrrirhnised, No petit—bourgeoisie exidsts, with
interests seprrate frowm that of the bourgeoisie, and so we are- left
with o sinple two-class division, ' - '

Tiis is not to dismiss the many differences which exist in the working
cless. They exist, and ore used in-a divideéﬂnd—cdnqﬂer way, The ¢
ideology which says, for example, that teachers or doctors pre niddle
ctlass is an ideology which disurns teschers and doctors by telling
themn that they hove nothing to fight for —- (but also saying that they
have status ‘to pruaerve}. 3 i e : ;

Nor, even though we spy that nancgers and forenen ere working elnss,

de we say thet nanagers are the leading force of proletarian revolution,
Capitalisn is sustaineq by those vho produce, and- it is the producers,
the industrial working cluss, who make up the vital core of the revo-
lutionery effort, g

‘The line for guerrilla struggle, too, is one which takes ¢ ceount - of

all the strengths endg wesknesses of the working ¢lpga in different:
sedtnrs, ploces 2nd tiles, G ko T

Our-line is one of  rant clerity, and should be put forwerd and defend-
ed with no hint of liberalisn, Social-deroerscy revels in_cnqﬁuainn
and .folse targets, and we are the only ones te heve got pust this
sturibling block, The theory has noreover been Justified in pricctice,
both of the elass snc the Party, in the actions of white-coller workers

over the past few years.,

#8 Mrrx says:-. Foar ¥ . b o g iy :
"The other classes decey and finally disnppear in the face of
Modern Industry; the proletarint is its special amt essential
procuct.," —— Comunist sanifesto,

CLASS, FOLITICS, AND REVOLUTION . _ :
"0f all the classes thut stand face te foce with the bourpesisie
taday, the proletorict alene is 2 really revolutionary elass," —-

Corrunist iirnifesto, 2 : 5 :
The words arg those of narx, If we exinine then closely, we see that
tiiey raise certnin guestions, Firstly, "Of 211 the clnsses,..,"
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to clear this one up, we hove already cone to the conclusion that now
in this country there is only one other elass rport fron the beurgeoisie,

Next, "a renlly revolutionary class", Whéat does this nesn? ire all
proletorinns revolutionaries? Obviously not, ¥e are not discussing
a question of ideology, but of class noture, The proletrriat exists
to be exploited, As it struggles to defend or inprove its position

it is in constant conflict with its exploiters,

Oppression nust increpse

either when the denands of the vorking cless becone more
when the problens of the bourgeoisie becone nore acute,

ing now on the legsl-politicel—econonic front, There is
of ending this exploitation and oppression except by the

insistent or
This is bappen-
no possibility
averthrow of

the ‘bourgecisie. The proleteariant ean de without the bourgeoisie; can
create conditions for the ending of oppression and exploitation,  The
boyrgeoisie by its very nature of existence is incapeble of doing this,

and yet the proletariat Laos not nade a revolution, It has fought
endlessly, hut it has not vade revolution, This raises the question
of ideclogy. The worlking class hes no choice but econstont strugpgle -
and yet the struggle ie nll in bits and pieces, hasichlly defensive, |
biised in part om an attitude of subjugutidn, and in part on the balief
that fighting the enployer to get o bit rnare is encugh, This lends
itself ecasily to social-denoeracy, and yet is not itsolf soeinl-

detocraey, .

It is the 2ction of nen ond wonen who know that they cennot

live at peace with the bourgeoisie, snd yet do not wa

nt to see or accept

the necessity for revolution.

In this contéxt our task is three-fold: .°

a) to fight the alternative ideolopy, socicl-denoerrcy, wiether
in the form of the Labour Party, the "ultro-left”, the
Toriea or whoever,

b) to join in:the existing elass struggle of exploited against’
exploriters, : : £ ;

¢} to provide the perspective of revolution in.cll our work in the
class struggle, especinlly the building of the party.

He have a nighty opponent, Specking of the great power of inperialisn,
Stelin said: : &

"In the fight against “this om?iputencﬂ, the custonary methods of ~
the working class —- trades,unions and coroperntives, parliamentary
parties end pafliamentary struggle - have pioved to be totally
inadeguate," -~ Foundations of Leninism.

He goes on to say that the working class has to ndept o new weapon,

and finishes by saying, T sy !
"Imperialisn brings the working cless to revolution,”

In this country this party nust bhe the new weapon in the hands of the
working class —— enahling it to evrde the nets of socinrl-detncraey
nnd overthrow the exploiters. e i

The proletariet strugpgled from its inception agsninst the beurgeoisie,
without the benefit of either karx or orgenisation, Unionisation was
a preat step forward in elass orgrnisation, and hus sustained the
working class for alnost two centuries. but. the highest foro of. -
closs orgenisation for the proletariat is the proletarinn party. With
no interests sepnrate and apart fron those of the proletariat na b
whole, we are the advenced detichnent of the working clags, the
politienl leader, the general stoff, orgenised detrchment, MNone of
those words are original but two' points must be stressed, Firstly, as

e
——
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an organised and ideological section we are s seprrrte and distinet ¥
entity within the working class, and so detached in that sense. Secondly,
however, we are of the working class, with no separste interest, and

in that sense rust never he detached fron it, except at ell our perils,

Classes in Britnin ecnnot be treated without econsidering the Perty, We
are not a third force wendering with our banners in the no-nans-1and
between the Proletariat and lourgeoisie, toc be ignored hy the one and
picked off by the cther. We sre of and in the proletariot, and our tssk
is to guide the revolutisnary elnss in revolution,

DOCULLNTS
How do the party’'s publicoticns relate to these ideas obout class,
To sunnnrise the peints node above -
1. The basic nature of the proletariat is thnt it ig:-
ﬂ; dependent entirely on wage-labour for survival anil
b} therefore in continucus unaveideble conflict with the
bourgeoisie, which appropristes to itself the social
product of the proletariat,
@, The proletariat has never ceased to struggle agnainst the bour-
geoisie,

J. There are only two classes —— preletariat and bourgecisie ——
in Hritain tedey,

4. The proleteriest has ne choice hut revolution,

3. The unions and the Party are the defensive »nd offensive
weapons of the proletorinot -~ whaose struggle agoinst the
bourgeoisie is o natter of its nature and not its polities,

The Party's Second Conpress docunent spells out the two closs line
(tiough we read in Marx of thiree hegic classes——landlord; capitalist;
proleteriat, ~nd elsewhere of a "lower niddle class") nnd also deals
with another divisive ides about class in Lritain, outlined in Lenin's
"Iuperislien”, thet a lorge section of workers is bought off, corrupted,
bribed by the bourgeoisie with the fruits of colonial exploitation,

Both of these ideas, the one now out-dated and the other incorrect, are
dealt with in this cdocunent, The question of class ergonisation, the
unions and the Party, is also raised., The Party line here is sonetines
attacked for being econonist, for being concerned with bread snd butter
and not with polities, That eriticisn is dealt with in the docunent
"Burning yuestions for Uur Ferty", os well os in all other work of the
Party. It is also really answered in the poriphilet "G errilla Struggle”
wiich outlines hoth imcediate toctics snd future strategy for proletar-
ian struggle in this country,

Coniplete clarity and conviction on these basie points is essential for
all perty vienbers, for it is on the question of elass tiat all our
prograiuie depends. Without clerity anc conviction, nistoken under-
stending will lead to wrong prectice, to the developrient of non-party
lines, to divisions and nistakes. There should by this stage be no
nistekes on these gquestions, ond all that [ Love said should be super-
fluous except to newer nenbers who enn only know what the Party tells
then or else lenrn by naking nistakes,
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