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From "Class against Class" and "For Soviet 
Britain" to "The British Road to Socialism", 
MAX ADERETH looks back at Communist 
Party programmes over five decades. 

A CONSISTENT 
CLASS POLICY 

At a time when the CPB is in the 
process of redrafting and updating 
its programme, The British Road to 
Socialism, it is useful to cast a quick 
glance at the various programmes 
issued by the CP in this country in 
order to bring out both the continuity 
and the significant changes in the 
Party's approach. For a communist 
party, a programme is a most impor
tant document because it represents 
the application of Marxist-Leninist 
science to a given historical situ
ation, so that an analysis of its pro
grammes provides a valuable clue 
to its thinking and policies atthe time 
of publication. We shall begin with a 
brief historical account. 

The first CP programme came out 
in 1935 and was called For Soviet 
Britain (FSB). Before that, how
ever, in 1929, the Party had issued 
A General Election Manifesto, Class 
against Class, which was so com
prehensive that it may be regarded 
as a party programme in everything 
but in name. It is unfortunate that 
the phrase "class against class" 
should belong to one of the most 
sectarian periods in the history of 
the communist movement because, 
in its literal sense, it expresses the 
long-standing distinctive communist 
view that all modern political con
flicts have their roots in the struggle 
of the exploited class (and its allies) 
against the exploiting class. The 
Party's mistake in 1929 was not that 
it stressed the class nature of the 
political struggle, but that it simpli
fied it to the point of caricature by 
dismissing as enemies all those who 
do not follow the CP's lead. Thus, 

the opening sentence of the Mani
festo was: 

"The Communist Party is the 
Party of the working class, in funda
mental opposition to all other 
parties. "(Compare this sectarian dec
laration with what Marx and Engels 
say in their Manifesto, viz. ''The Com
munists do not form a separate party 
opposed to other working-class 
parties.") The docum~otJben went 
on to demand a fight against the 
Tories and the Liberals, both de
scribed as "parties of imperialism" 
as well as against the Labour Party, 
described, without any qualifications, 
as "the third capitalist party". The 
practical conclusion was that the 
workers should not vote Labour but 
should start a campaign around the 
slogan of a "Revolutionary Workers 
Government". Such an approach 
(which, luckily, was short-lived} 
ignored the urgent need to unite the 
working class against what was 
rightly called "the· capitalist offen
sive". 

The first Party programme was 
adopted by the thirteenth Party 
congress in February 1935. Its title, 

"At the heart of the class 
approach is the belief that 
the working class is the 
leading force for social 
change. This belief is not 
an arbitrary one for 
Marxists, but is dictated by 
objective facts." 

• 
For Soviet Britain, reveals that, on 
the one hand, British communists 
then accepted the prevalent view in 
the international communist move
ment that the Soviet Union was a 
model for all other countries to fol
low, but, on the other hand, that 
there could be no mechanical trans
position of the experience of one 
nation to another nation and that, 
consequently, a Soviet Britain would 
have its own original characteris
tics. In fact, it is to the credit of FSB 
that it went beyond generalities, al
legedly universal, and attempted a 
concrete analysis of concrete Brit
ish conditions, especially in the 
section entitled What the British So
viets will do. 

The main features of FSB which 
were later discarded by the CP's 
postwar programmes were the 
assertion that force would have to 
be used in order to make a revolu
tion (how and when was not speci
fied} and that Parliament would be 
replaced by workers' councils or 
soviets. On the first point, civil war 
was considered inevitable because 
"the capitalists are certain to resist 
with all their mighf', but FSB stressed 
that it would be "forced upon the 
working class". On the second is
sue, FSB was not prescriptive be
cause its authors confidently be
lieved that British workers would 
spontaneously create their own 
soviets as they took power in· their 
own hands. 

In August 1939 the CP issued a 
Draft Programme which was to be 
discussed at the sixteenth congress, 
scheduled for October 1939. How
ever, because of the war, the six
teenth congress was not held until 
1943 and the Draft Programme (DP} 
was no longer on the agenda. All the 
same, it warrants brief examination. 
Apart from being more detailed than 
FSB, it differed from it in some 
important respects. First, it included 
a programme for the immediate 
present which took into account the 
need to fight fascism and the expe
rience of the Popular Front (the strat
egy of broad anti-fascist alliance 
adopted by the Com intern in 1935). 
In particular, the climax of the people's 
struggles was seen as the formation 
of a labour government which would 
"hold back the advance of fascism 
at home and abroad". Although the 
phrase "Labour government of a 
new type" was not used, one can 
say that the concept that it covers 

Communist Review 



was put forward here for the first countries are exactly alike, or to put ist formulation that capitalism inevi
time. it in more philosophical terms, that tably leads to war. Not that the war-

Secondly, the issue of affiliation to the universal always expresses it- like tendencies of contemporary 
the Labour Party (which was not self through the particular. capitalism were denied - quite the 
mentioned by FSB) was tackled, not The first version of the BRS was reverse, in fact- but the BRS stated 
as a temporary tactical measure, drafted by the Party's EC in 1951 that the people's united action "can 
but as a key factor in the road to and was slightly amended by the be decisive for the preservation of 
working-class power in Britain. 22nd congress in April 1952. The peace". 

Thirdly, the 1939 DP still believed differences between the two texts The other original features of the 
in the inevitability of a violent revolu- are minimal, so that for all intents 1951-52 BRS are the closely related 
tion, but it was much clearer than and purposes they can be exam- assertionsthatthere is a specifically 
FSB when it asserted that it was the ined together as the 1951-52 B RS. British road to socialism and that 
capitalist class which would be re- The chief novelties were that world this road includes the transforma
sponsible for civil war if it ever took war is not the necessary prelude to tion rather than the abolition of Par
place. (Cautiously, and by implica- the socialist revolution,that Britain liament. The latter is described as 
tion only, the 1939 DP suggested will follow its own original road to "the product of Britain's historic 
that we cannot know in advance socialism, and that Parliament need struggle for democracy" and as an 
what form the British revolution will not be abolished, but should be trans- institution which has undergone many 
take.) formed to serve the people's inter-. changes since it was first set up. 

Finally, although it still advocated ests. The next change is to ensure that it 
soviets rather than Parliament (us- The first proposition was not strictly becomes " the democratic instru
ing the more English phrase "work- new in as much as communists had ment of the will of the majority of the 
ers councils" throughout), it envis- never explicitly asserted that revo- people". In order to distinguish the 
aged a positive role for Parliament if lutions can only take place in the new communist approach from the 
a Labour government was elected. midst of war. However, it was a "parliamentary road" as understood 

In the post-war period, all CP well-known fact that both the Rus- by the Labour Party, the BRS de
programmes have been issued under sian Revolution of 1917 and the clares that extra-parliamentary 
the title of The British Road to So- revolutions which led to the forma- struggles are crucial and that "a 
cia/ism (BRS). The continuity of the tion of "people's democracies" in People's Parliament and Govern
title is meant to stress that, in the Eastern Europe had occurred dur- ment ... draws its strength from a 
wordsofthefirstversionofthe BRS, ing or a result of a world war. The united movementofthepeople, with 
"Britain will reach Socialism by her BRS refused to regard this historical the working class as its core ... " 
own road". This emphasis does not fact as a fixed law. Moreover the Moreover, the 1951 -52 BRS warns 
in the least represent an abandon- unambiguous statement that "third that the capitalists will not willingly 
ment of international solidarity or world war is neither necessary flOr give up their power and privileges, 
the refusal to learn from others, but inevitable" was a novelty in the sense but rather that they are sure to fight 
rather the realisation that no two thatitwentbeyondtheclassicMarx- back "by all means in their power, 
The Chinese Red Army on the march during the revolution. Is socialist advance without civil war? 



including force". And it adds that the 
people and the government should 
be "ready decisively to rebuff such 
attempts". 

1958 Edition 

The next version of the BAS came 
out in 1958. To a very large extent, 
it owed its existence and main fea
tures to the heated debates which 
had taken place in the communist 
movement after the denunciation of 
Stalin at the 1956 Twentieth CPSU 
Congress, but amazingly, the docu
ment was silent on this key point. 
Did its authors think that by not 
mentioning .the Soviet Union they 
would erase the years of Stalinism? 
Would it not have been much more 
honest, and in the long run, much 
more useful in terms of the Party's 
credibility, to admit past mistakes 
and to stress, rather than hide, the 
factthat British communists had just 
taken part in international discus
sions whose primary aim was to 
avoid the repetition of such mis
takes? Be that as it may, the 1958 
BAS presents a number of original 
features. 

The first one is that the indictment 
of capitalism as accompanied by a 
refutation of the myth that Britain 
has become a "welfare state". The 
second one is the assertion that "a 
transition to socialism without armed 
conflict is possible today in many 
countries" (such a possibility had 
been implied, but not clearly stated 
in the 1951-52 BAS), coupled with 
the warning that, far from being 
smooth and easy, such a transition 
would take place against a back
ground of "mounting class struggle". 
Thirdly, a new section on socialist 
democracy declares that this involves 
trusting the people and preventing 
bureaucratic distortions. Finally, the 
programme deals with working-class 
unity and envisages, first, the CP's 
affiliation to the Labour Party, and 
eventually, the formation of a single 
working-class party. 

1968 Edition 

It was again largely to interna
tional developments (Maoism and 
Czechoslovakia in particular) that 
the following version of the BAS, 
which was published in 1968, owed 
its main characteristics, although in 
this case also the connection was 
mentioned. The chief novelties of 

the 1968 BAS concern the peaceful 
transition to socialism, pluralism, 
Parliament, and the Labour Party. 
The first topic had been one of the 
main issues in the polemic against 
Maoism. The 1968 BAS explains 
that "peaceful" simply means "with
out civil war" and certainly not a 
smooth path without struggle. 

It further asserts that a peaceful 
revolution is not a certainty, but a re
alistic possibility, provided the work
ing class is strong and provided the 
building of a popular alliance goes 
hand in had with political education. 
With regard to pluralism, it was 
implied in the 1958 BAS, whereas in 
the aftermath of Czechoslovakia, 
the British CP decided to spell out its 
position by declaring, for the first 
time in its history, that under social
ism "parties hostile to socialism" will 
be allowed so long as they respect 
the law. Such a commitment was 
rejected by a substantial number of 
Party members and still is to this 
day, although it is worth noting that 
support for pluralism is by no means 
the prerogative of Eurocommunists. 

On Parliament, the 1968 BAS ad
vocates a fairer electoral system, a 
single chamber and accoLJTTfability 
of the government to the House and 
of the MPs themselves to the people. 
Lastly, with regard to the Labour 
Party, what is new in the 1968 BAS 
is the statement, never made before 
in a CP programme, that the Com
munist Party does not seek to re
place the Labour Party, but rather to 
work with it both before and after the 
socialist revolution until a "single 
united Marxist party" can be set up. 

1977 Edition 

In November 1977 the CP held its 
thirty-fifth congress at which a re
vised version of the BAS was 
adopted. Here are its chief novel
ties, in the order in which they occur 
in the document rather than in order 
of importance. 

The first one is that it describes 
capitalist rule as relying primarily on 
consent, a fact which highlights the 
crucial importance of the battle of 
ideas. 

Secondly, the 1977 BAS makes a 
detailed analysis of class forces in 
modern Britain, showing that the 
main contending classes are the 
working class (broadly defined as 
including all those who sell their 
labour power in order to live) and the 

capitalist class, whilst the interme
diate strata fluctuate between the 
two but can be won over to support 
the labour movement against the 
monopolists. 

Thirdly, the anti-monopoly alliance 
of the 1968 BAS is replaced by "the 
broad democratic alliance". It might 
have been better to say that a popu
lar alliance must be both against 
monopoly and for democracy, but 
the Eurocommunist interpretation 
that the change means giving up a 
"narrow" class approach is not borne 
out by the test itself which repeat
edly stresses the leading role of the 
working class in the alliance and 
repeatedly describes the monopo
lists as the main enemy. 

Much ink has been spilt on . the 
fourth novelty, which concerns the 
emergence of "new social forces" 
such as the women's movement, 
the anti-racist movement, the na
tional movement in Scotland and 
Wales, the pensioners' movement, 
the youth movement, the ecology 
movement, and the peace move
ment. Although to its credit, · the 
1977 B RS advocates alliance of all 
these forces with the labour move
ment, it gives the impression that 
there are two kinds of "forces" in 
society - class forces and other forces. 
This undialectical view assumes an 
artificial division of social issues into 
"class" and "non-class" whilst ignor
ing the interconnections which link 
all the problems which confront 
modern society. 

The fifth novelty of the 1977 BAS 
is that it discusses the possibility of 
a right-wing armed coup against a 
left government and pays great at
tention to the role of the armed forces 
and the police, adding that a non
violent revolution is impossible un
less these are neutralised, if not 
actually won over to the cause of a 
united labour movement. 

The final novelty concerns the 
Labour Party. For the first time, a 
CP programme does not speak of 
the need to form a single working
class party in the future, but envis
ages instead lasting co-operation 
as well as healthy competition be
tween the two existing working-class 
parties, the LP and the CP. 

The most salient features which 
are common to all CP programmes 
are a consistent class approach, an 
indictment of capitalism coupled with 
a reasoned case for socialism, a 
commitment to ·revolution, and an 
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internationalist outlook. 
The class approach means that 

communists do not hypocritically 
claim to speak for the so-called 
"community as a whole" (i.e. the 
robbers and the robbed), but defi
antly claim that they are on the side 
of the overwhelming majority of 
working people against their capi
talist exploiters and oppressors. As 
Marxists, they assert that politics 
can be treated as a science only 
when it is based on the statement 
which occurs at the beginning of the 
1848 Communist Manifesto, namely, 
that "the written his tory of all hitherto 
existing society has been a history 
of class struggles". The forms in 
which the class struggle has to be 
waged are bound to vary, but its 
essence is governed by three con
stant principles - in order to win, the 
working dass must be united; it must 
lead other social strata; and it must 
isolate the main enemy. 

Leading Force 
At the heart of the class approach 

is the belief that the working class is 
the leading force for social change. 
This belief is not an arbitrary one for 
Marxists, but is dictated by objective 
facts. As the 1977 BRS puts it:"The 
leading force in the alliance will be 
the working class, whose interests 
are most directly opposed to those 
of the capitalist ruling class, and 
whose strength and capacity for 
organisation enables it to give lead
ership to all the democratic forces in 
society". 

This truth is so embedded into the 
thinking of the Communist Party that 
revisionists and Eurocommunists 
have had to use devious means in 
order to challenge it. Their favourite 
arguments are that the working class 
has changed dramatically in the last 
few years and that new "forces or 
movements" - notice, not classes -
generate struggles which the "tradi
tional" working class is unable to 
wage. 

The tun- treatment of the first 
issue is outside the scope of this 
article,1 but it must be forcefully 
emphasised that changes in the 
nature and composition of the work
ing class are hardly something new 
: as pointed out in The Communist 
Manifesto, capitalism "cannot exist 
without constantly revolutionising the 
instruments of production, and 
thereby the relations of production". 
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One should alse add that the in- exclusively) a fight against the poli-
creaseofwhitecollarworkers atthe cies and ideas of a given class, a 
expense of industrial workers does class which occupies a privileged 
not mean that the working class is position in the production process. 
fast disappearing. It -is very un- The 1977 BRS does make it quite 
Marxist to confine the proletariat to clear that the broad democratic alii-
manual workers. Marx speaks in- ance is essentially anti-monopolist. 
stead of a "collective labourer", and Its aim, says the document, is not 
today, under the impactofthescien- simply to "challenge the position of 
tific and technological revolution, the the ruling class on a series of differ-
working class as a "collective Ia- ent issues", but rather to attack "its 
bourer" is increasingly made up of overall domination". As for the !a-
manual workers, mental workers and bour movement, if it must take up 
workers who use both their hands the fight on a wide variety of issues, 
and their brains. it is not because it ought to pay 

Not content with casting doubts attention to allegedly non-class is-
aboutthe leading role of the working sues, but rather- and this time the 
class by inventing some weaknesses 1977 BRS is unambiguous - be-
( e.g. its alleged lack of militancy) cause ... class oppression and the 
and magnifying others, the Euro- struggle against it extend far be-
communists are fond of extolling the yond the workplace and embrace 
"new social forces". In this respect, strata beyond the working class. 
they have been helped, as we have Moreover, the BRS urges the 
seen, by a number of misleading working class to ... win over to its 
statements in the 1977 BRS, espe- side other strata which are also the 
cially on the issue of the broad victims of monopoly.For Eurocom-
democratic alliance. munists, the broad democratic alli-

In its commendable attempt to ance is an alliance for democracy, 
make this alliance as wide as pos- but it does not seem to be directed 
sible, the BRS refers to "areas of against anyone. For the 1977 BRS, 
oppression (which are) not always the fight for democracy is itself a 
directly connected with the relations fight against monopoly. 
of production". As it stands, this The indictment of capitalism and 
formulation seems to imply that the case for socialism is the second 
classes are exclusively economtc ··-reature which is common to all CP 
entities and that the class struggle, programmes. Significantly, they do 
being "directly connected with the not merely condemn the capitalist 
relations of production", is exclu- system, but they try to show how it 
sively an economic struggle. works. The latest example is the 

In fact, whilst it is true that classes 1977 BRS. After bringing the analy-
came into being on an economic sisofcapitalismuptodatebyshow-
basis, it is no less true that, once ing the role of the multinational firms, 
constituted, they created their own the document examines how the 
ideology and generated additional capitalist class rules. 
forms of oppression. Racism is a The striking novelty in this section 
case in point. Of course, it is not is the statement that the capitalist 
directly connected with the relations class relies on am ixture of coercion 
of production, but its roots are to be and consent (as previous pro-
found in the imperialist exploitation grammes had said), with the em-
of "inferior" races, and its eradica- phasis being on consent, the latter 
tion involves primarily (though not being achieved thanks to the almost 

"If one must speak of 
Thatcherism ... one must 
beware of assuming that 
it represents a phase 
beyond capitalism, for 
Thatcherism is still more· 
more than ever, in fact ! · 
capitalism" 

unchallenged domination of capital
ist ideas. Although this emphasis is 
new as compared with previous CP 
programmes, Eurocommunists are 
mistaken in their assumption that it 
represents a novelty introduced into 
Marxism by Gramsci. 

As John Hoffman convincingly 
shows, the idea that capitalism rules 
by consent as well as by coercion is 
by no means alien to the founders of 
Marxism~Another mistake to avoid 
is to believe that bourgeois hegem
ony can be replaced by working-



class hegemony (to use Gramsci's 
terms) as a result primarily of an 
ideological struggle. 

To the battle of ideas one must 
add an all-round economic, political 
and social struggle. 

The anti-capitalist and pro-social
ist character of all CP programmes 
to date is certain to be considerably 
toned down in the new programme 
which is currently being prepared by 
the Eurocommunist leadership of 
the CPGB. For Eurocommunists 
increasingly speak of "Thatcherism", 
rather than monopoly capitalism or 
even Toryism and they challenge 
what they call the "simplistic" belief 
that socialism is "on the agenda." 

If one must speak of "Thatcher
ism" in order to have a neat label 
covering the Tory government's 
policy since 1979, one must beware 
of assuming that it represents a phase 
beyond capitalism, for "Thatcher
ism" is still - more than ever, in fact! 
-capitalism. Nor is ita new phase of 
capitalism itself, because under 
Thatcher, the state is still the instru
ment of the monopolies and British 
economy is still dominated by the 
transnationals. One cannot even 
say that "Thatcherism" is a new 
capitalist strategy, because a strat
egy represents long-term objectives, 
and these, as far as the British ruling 
class is concerned, remain the 
weakening of the working class and 
the discrediting of militancy. Inas
much as "Thatcherism" is new, it is 
because it is the tactic best adapted 
to the sharpening of the class 
struggle. This vicious class tactic 
demands a vigorous class response. 
We must never forget that, 

"What distinguishes the Thatcher 
government from its predecessors 
is the consistency of purpose and 
uncompromising ruthlessness with 
which it has set about fulfilling its 
class objectives." 3 

On the question of whether social
ism is on the agenda, the Eurocom
munists have confused the issue by 
equating the left's demand for so
cialist policies with the ridiculous 
demand for "instant socialism" which 
no one outside the ultra-left has ever 
made. 

The point which revisionists lose 
sight of is that there is no way out of 
the present crisis of capitalism un
less radical measures are taken to 
shift the balance of class forces, 
along the lines of the Alternative 
Economic and Political Strategy, and 

open the road to the struggle for 
state power and socialism. 

If we reject a socialist alternative 
strategy against Thatcher, what are 
we left with? As Tony Benn has 
pointed out, non-socialist alterna
tives do exist Francis Pym, David 
Steel and David Owen (among oth~ 
ers) are all queuing up to form an 
"anti-Thatcher governmenf', but this 
kind of government would continue 
to aim at the preservation of capital<· 
ism. For the left to support it would 
be to mislead the working people. 

As for a genuine Communist Party, 
it is not so much a question of putting 
socialism on the agenda, socialism 
is on the agenda. Again, this is not 
because communists cling to out
moded dogmas, but because, in the 
words of the 1977 BRS, "only so
cialism can overcome the basic 
contradiction of capitalist society from 
which every aspect of the crisis flows." 

Revolution 

The fight for socialism requires a 
long struggle which culminates in a 
socialist revolution, and this revolu
tionary aspect of communist policy 
constitutes the third important fea
ture which is common to all CP 
programmes. 

The word "revolution" is used so 
loosely these days that it is worth 
recalling what it really means. By 
"revolution" Marxists understand the 
transfer of state power from one 
class to another class and a change 
in property relations. On the es
sence of revolution, as we have just 
defined it, and on the need for such 
a radical break, all CP programmes 
have shown remarkable consistency. 

What has varied over the years is 
the Party's attitude concerning the 
form which the revolution will take in 
this country. To put it in a nutshell, 

"The very meaning of 
socialsim is being critically 
re-examined not in order to 
give it up as a regretable 
error (as the western media 
would have us believe ), 
but in order to strengthen 
and fully release its 
democratic potential" 

• 
before the second world war, com
munists asserted that a violent revo
lution was unavoidable, but after the 
war, they took theviewthata transi
tion to socialism without civil war 
was possible in Britain. This change 
was dictated by the fact that after 
~ 945 the balance of forces, national 
and internationally, had shifted 
decisively in favour of the progres
sive forces. 

The socialist revolution involves 
the winning of state power by the 
working class and its allies, a point 
which is stressed in all CP pro
grammes, but in recent years, revi
sionists have started to challenge 
what they call this "statist" view and 
to contrast it with popular involve
ment. 

They see the formal contradiction 
between a central authority such as 
the state and popular involvement, 
but they fail to realise that socialism 
requires the dialectical fusion of these 
two opposites. Whilst socialism 
abolishes the exploitation of class 
by class, it inherits many of capital
ism's secondary contradictions. A 
strong socialist state is the neces
sary initial condition for the develop
ment of what Marx and Engels called 
"'the withering away of the state", 
i.e. the classless society in which 
communism replaces the socialist 
phase. 

Internationalist 

We now come to the last issue 
which a permanent feature in all CP 
programmes, the Party's attitude to 
the socialist countries as part of its 
internationalist outlook. So far, all 
CP programmes have asserted 
British communists' solidarity with 
the countries in which communists 
are in power, and this is hardly sur
prising. Far from being a gut reac
tion of sympathy for people who are 
actuated by the same ideals, it is in 
fact a reasoned approach. 

Although a British road to social
ism must naturally concentrate on 
the situation in Britain, the experi
ence of existing socialism is also 
relevant. Our socialism may be 
highly original and specifically Brit
ish - as it must be - but it is still 
socialism and as such, it is bound to 
take into account the socialist ex
periments of other nations. 

This is especially the case when 
we consider the latest developments 
in the Soviet Union and the twin 

continued on page 28 



But who would have imagined 50 
years ago that the majority of school 
teachers and hospital nurses would 
one day join trade unions and take 
industrial action? Who would have 
imagined that the stuffy, right- wing 
professional associations of civil 
servants and local government work
ers would affiliate to the TUC and set 
up political funds? Who would have 
thought that broad left and rank and 
file groups would flourish in unions 
such as NUT, NALGO, and the 
CPSA? And who would have though 
that on the day when four GCHQ 
employees were finally dismissed 
late last year, 5,000 civil servants 
around the country would immedi
ately down pens and walk out in a 
manner astonishingly reminiscent of 
the solidarity of the print shop, the 
dock and the factory? 

It was Marx and Engels who paid 
one of the greatest tributes to 
capitalism in the opening pages of 
The Communist Manifesto, when 
they wrote of its increasing andre
lentless dynamism founded on the 
insatiable quest for profits. 

The capitalist mode of production, 
they wrote, was constantly undergo
ing change and restructuring, more 
so at some periods than at others. 
And in the periods of acute and rapid 
changes, the structure of the work
ing-class also changes. 

The organisations of workers the 
stewards' committees, the oombines, 
the solidarity networks, the politi
cally conscious leaders hips so care
fully built over decades of struggle, 
effort and argument have now to be 
rebuilt over gain. 

But this rebuilding does not begin 
from scratch, it begins from the ex
isting levels and centres of union 
and political organisation through
out the economy. And despite all the 
hype about the decline of trade un
ionism and of class politics, it is still 
the case that in 1987 almost 50 per 
cent of the British workforce belonged 
to trade unions. 

In the industrial battles of the 1980s, 
particularly in the public sector, a 
new generation of militants has been 
thrown up whose willingness and 
capacity to fight the employer stands 
comparison with an earlier genera
tion that fought the battles of the 
1960s and 1970s. It is to that new 
generation of militants that we must 
look for the seeds of the politically 
class-conscious leadership of the 
future. 
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A CONSISTENT 
CLASS POLICY 
concepts of "perestroika" and 
"glasnost". The very meaning of 
socialism is being critically re-exam
ined, not in order to give it up as a 
regrettable error (as the Western 
media would have us believe), but in 
order to strengthen and fully release 
its democratic potential. It is now 
strikingly evident that socialism needs 
democracy in order to succeed and 
go forward. 

At the same time, genuine democ
racy is itself impossible without 
socialism . . Gorbachov was right to 
remind Gerardo Chiaramonte, who 
was interviewing him on behalf of 
the Italian Communist paper, L'Unita, 
that democratisation did not start 
from scratch with perestroika, be
cause its foundation was the social
ist system created by the October 
Revolution. And he added that 
"democratisation is real when it rests 
on a solid basis of social ownership 
and absence of exploitation". 4 

The last crucial point which needs 
to be made on this issue is the_role 
played by the socialist countries in 
the defence of peace. In the imperi
alist world the arms race is a source 
of enormous profits for a tiny handful 
of already-immensely rich capital
ists. It is also a desperate attempt on 
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the part of the most reactionary forces 
in the capitalist West to halt the world
wide advance towards national lib
eration and socialism. In vivid con
trast, the socialist countries have 
untiringly striven for detente, disar
mament and peaceful co-existence. 

It is no accident that it was the 
leader of a socialist country, com
rade Gorbachov, who put forward 
the view that peace serves the whole 
of humanity and that the interests of 
humanity transcend those of a single 
class. Only the working-class in 
power can afford to make such a 
statement, because, just as its state 
is a state which is already not a state, 
it is now a class which is already not 
a class and is in the process of laying 
the foundations for the classless 
society of the future. Even imperial
ist politicians are now compelled to 
admit that the socialist oountries really 
mean business when they talk of 
peaceful co-existence. Unlike the 
imperialists, they have nothing to 
gain from war. They need peace. 
So do we all. 

ABBREVIATIONS 

CP: Communist Party (CPB and 
CPGB have been used only where 
necessary to distinguish between 
the re-established Party-CPB and 
the revisionist organisation led by 
Eurocommunists-CPGB) 
FSB :For Soviet Britain (1935) 
DP: Draft Programme (i939) 
BRS: British Road to Socialism (from 
1951 onwards) 
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