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RWL PRESENTATION IN BOSTON

DEFEAT OL'S (MENSHEVIK - LIBERAL)
CALL FOR THE PARTY

INTRODUCTION

"Profound changes have taken place in the international
situation since the 29th Session of the United Nations
General Assembly. A serlous capitalist economic crisis
plagues most parts of the world. All the basic contra-
dictions in the world are further sharpening. The trend
of revolution by the people of the world is actively
developing. The Asian, African and Iatin American
peoples have advanced valiantly and won a series of
significant victories in their struggle against
colonialism, imperialism and hegemonism. On the other
hand the contention between the two superpowers for world
hegemony has become more and more intense. The whole
world is in greater turbulence and unrest. Hhetoric
about detente cannot cover up the stark reality. The
danger of war is visibly growing."

(p.1 Speech by Chiac Kuan-hua, at the Flenary Meeting of
the 30th UN General Assembly)

"We hope that the people of all countries will heighten
their vigilance and get prepared against the growing
danger of a new world war, It ls better to be prepared
than unprepared. Without preparations one will suffer,
The superpowers look strong but are inwardly weak and very
isolated. The more evils they do, the more thoroughly
they will reveal thelr true features, and the stronger
the reslstance of the people of the world will become.

At present, the factors for both revolution and war are
increasing on a world scale, Whether war gives rise to
revolution or revolution prevents war, in either case the
international situation will develop in a direction
favourable to the people, And the future of the world
Will be bright."

(p. 9, Ibid)

Comrades and Friends,

It 1s in this light that we must view the current struggle
inside the communist movement in the U.,8, For as Marxist-
Leninists we understand that the intensification of class
struggle is not something that occurs just in the inter-
national arena, or in the general domestic arena; in fact
we clearly grasp the fact that class struggle in the communist
movement is a reflection of the international struggle
between two classes, two lines and two roads.

Also, we understand that our greatest duty as proletarian
internationalists in this superpower is to overthrow "our
own" bourgeoisie, to make proletarian revolution, And how
is it that we fulfill this great historic mission? We
belleve that our central task is Party building. Comrade

Stalin taught that we must:

"locate at any given moment the particular link in the
chain of processes which if grasped, will enable us to
keep hold of the whole chain and to prepare the conditions
for achleving strategic success.

"The point here is to single out from all the tasks con-
fronting the party the particular immediate task, the
fulfillment of which constitutes the central point, and
the accomplishment of which insures the successful
fulfillment of other immediate tasks." (Stalin,
Foundations of Leninism)

Comrades, we believe that the formation of a genuine
Bolshevik Party is the central task in the process of the
U.3, revolution at this time, and tonight we will be polem-
icizing against the Menshevik line on party bullding., Our

main focus will be on the OL "Call to the Menshevik Party."
We have unity with the comrades from PREWO on the

fundamentally incorrect "Anti-Theoretical Revisionist
Premises" of the WVO and the OL's right opportunist

line on Party Bullding
ede twWo :'r-:::rgl':lainsa.tmns. desplite all thelr apparent

differences, have unity on the line of "how not to builld

a Bolshevik Party." True, each of them wlll in the not too
distant future, declare themselves a party, or the only
correct organization in the communist movement, but as we
hope to make clear tonight, these will be Menshevik parties

the knightly champions of 'freedom of griticism’ in the
Rabocheye Dyelo rise up in arms., We are very glad that
this question has been placed on the order of the day..."

"Thus we see that high-sounding phrases against the
ossification of thought, etc., conceal unconcern for
and impotence in the development of theoretical thought.
The case of the Russian Social-Democrats very strikingly
1llustrates the phemonemon observed in the whole of
Europe (and long ago also noted by the German Marxists)
that the celebrated freedom of eriticism does not imply
the substitution of one theory for another, but freedom
from all integral and considered theory; it implies
eclecticlsm and lack of prineciple. Those who have the
slightest acquaintance with the actual state of our
movement cannot but see that the wide spread of Marxism
was accompanied by a certain lowering of the theoretical
level. Quite a number of people with very little, and
even a total lack of theoretical training Joined the
movement because of its practical significance and its
practical successes. We can judge from that how tactless
the Rabocheye Dyelo is when, with an air of triumph,
it quotes Marx's statement: 'Every step of real movement
is more important than a dozen programmes.' To repeat
these word in a period of theoretical chaos is 1ike wish-
ing mourners at a funeral ‘many happy returns of the day.®

(our emphasis) Moreover, these words of Marx are taken
from his letter on the Gotha Frogramme, in which he - L
sharply condemns eclecticism in the formulation of
principles: 'If you must unite,'Marx wrote to the Party
leaders, "then enter into agreements to satisfy the
practical aims of the movement, but do not allow any
bargaining over principles, do not make 'concessions' in
questions of theory.' This was Marx's lidea, and yet

there are people among us who strive in his name - to
belittle the significance of theory. Without a revolution-
ary theory there can be no revolutionary movement. This
thought cannot be insisted upon too strongly at a time
when the fashlonable preaching of opportunism goes hand

in hand with an infatuatlon for the narrowest forms of
practical activity,* (Lenin, What Is To Be Done)

Comrades, we've also been and will be called splitters

composed of liberals and anarchistic intellectuals of the
2nd Internatlional type.

Before beglinning our presentation, we would like to use
the telescope that Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse Tung Thought

rovides us with to foretell what the basic line of
efense to these polemics will be, First, the WVO

and OL have unity on left dogmaticism being the main
danger in the genuine wing of the Communist Movement.
We think the following quote from the great teacher

Lenin makes clear our position
"Dogmatism, doctringgism. ossification of the Farty -

the inevitable retribution that fnllous viglent strait-
lacing of thought - these are “the enhmtes against which I B ines ad
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and neo-Trotskyltes by these organizations. Tonight, we

will make clear who it is who revises the Marxist-Leninist
principles on the Proletarian Party, who fundamentally
revises Stalin's teachings on strategy and tactics, replac-
ing them with "anti-imperialism” and the United Front Against
Imperialism. The comrades from PRAWO will point out who
reduces Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought to the "premises
of the premises," just as Zinoviev tried to reduce Leninism
to a correct line on the agrarian question., After these
presentations, we think that it will be clear that it is the
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Revolutionary Wing that is practicing marxism, forging
deeper and stronger unities in the heat of class struggle
against opportunism, especially against these Menshevik
lines on Farty building, that it is the Revolutionary Wing
that tonight is being open and aboveboard, eager to carry
out principled struggle. And it will also be clear who is
practicing nevisionism, revising Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse
Tung Thought, and who see every split of the genuine

from the sham as a terrible and frightening thing - and
who will intrigue and conspire to aveld exposure.

v The 0L's call to the party does not represent as they

say a "call on the genuine Marxist-Leninist forces in the
U.5. to unite and build a new Communist Party”, but in fact
represents a call to the confused, the unclear, the opportun-
ists, and to every striker, to build an unprincipled Men-
shevik Party, thereby further consolidating the retrograde
trend that the OL currently represents.

cont. from pg. 3

In exposing the outright opportunist call to the party,
we should be perfectly clear that the opportunist character
of the call, reflects the opportunist character of the OL
itself, There can be no wall drawn betweean the two,
between the "Call to the Party" and the OL,

The OL's "Call to the Menshevik Party" reveals a number
of features that can be summed up as nothing short of
Menshevism, opportunism in matter of politics, opportunism
in matters of organization and opportunism in ideological
content.

Opportunism in Matters of Organization

The Call to the Menshevik Party, although putting forward
the principle of unity as the approach to uniting Marxist-
Leninists. It 1s a newspaper approach that sees
organization as the key link which OL attempts to
cover up in a half hearted way with thelr sham prin-
ciples of unity. This organizational line
belittles struggle as the prerequisite to ideclogical and
pelitical unity concentrated in a maximum and minimim program
based on Marxism-leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought and cemented
by democratic centralist rules of organization. What does
the call to the Menshevik Party put forward?

"It 1s the position of the OL that Marxist-Leninists
should unite around these principles not as a final
statement of full program of the party but as a minimal
baslis for unity at the present time...after this discussion
(in which flexibility of tactics will be utilized in
discussing the minimal principles) we propose the new
party be established around a temporary leading body which
can survey the organizational forces represented in the
party, establish democratic centralism and prepare us for
our first party congress to be held within a year of our
founding. A newspaper of the Leninist type should be
established under the central leadership which would
appoint the editorial beoard... the work around the paper
would serve as the main way for the units (cells) to put
forward our political line and program... The paper should
serve as the nerve center and until the first congress act
az the focal point for ideological struggle (hasad on
practice) to determine how national and international
events are analyzed and what theoretical works are
published,™

Comrades, what is this but bdackwards opportunist Menshev-
ism! First, the OL proposes that we united around vague,
incorrect principles of unity. Second, establish a chump
central committeee (establish democratic centralism?); third,
thru struggle in the newspaper develop the political line,
concentrated in a program.

Lenin was very clear on this question - the necessity jo
inject the program in the process of drawing lines of
demarcation in the struggle for ideological unity, because
it is only through political line, concentrated in the
program, that differences reveal themselves the sharpest,
and the genulne is separated from the sham, and a congress,
as the highest body of the party can be held to establish
the iron discipline of democratic centralism.

But the OL, because it is attempting to build a lowest
common denominator Menshevik Party, first attempts to unite
people behind the principles of unities, set up a rump
central committee and democratic centralism without a con-
gress, then develop the political line and program and call
a congress, a year later, Meanwhile, every stiriker in this
Menshevik party will be running around worshipping the
spontaneous movement, building the fight back with no
political line or program, which Lenin said was necessary
to give scope and orientation to our propaganda and
agitation, This is outright Menshevism - conciliatlionist,
centrism - and not the road to building a genuine Bolsehvik
party, firmlyunited. around program and cemented by the
iron discipline, unity of will and action that flows from
democratic centralism. But the OL, because it represents
the interests of the declassed petty bourgeoisie and
anarchist intellectuals agd unstable elements, and attempts
to appeal to every striker, professor, vacillating and
unstable element, puts forward under the section on party
organization that: “...It (the party) must practice demo-
eratic centralism with one center and full democracy for ... .=

all members..." Comrades, cantralism restricts d.noung{.
Full democracy (to do whatever you want - your own thing

is the outlook and aspiration of the alienated petty
bourgeoisie. The proletariat demands and understands the
dialectical relationship between centralism and democracy,
There can be no freedom without discipline, nor dﬂﬂbcrany
without centralism. In order %o have democracy, centraliss
is necessary. Chairman Mao says: "...We need democ :
but we need centralism even more..." Engels sald freedom is
the recognition of necessity (which Chairman Mao enriched
with the view that *,,.freedom is not only the recognition
but also the transformation of necessity..."). -

The bourgeois and the anarchist intellectual promotes
a metaphysical view of freedom as equaling free will, with
no restrictions, no centralism. R

In One Step Forward, Two Steps Back, Lenin wrotef

"Martov's forrulation ostensibly defends the interests
of the broad strata of the proletariat, but in faect it
serves the interests of the bourgeois intellectuals who
fight proletarian discipline and organization. No one
w11l undertake to deny that it 1is preclsely its indivi-
dualism and incapacity for discipline and organization
that in general distinguishes the intellectual as a
separate stratum of modern capitalist socliety."

Comrades, when you undertake to bulld a lowest common
denominator Menshevik Party you inevitably have to lower the
level of discipline. We ask "who is the OL appealing to but
the non-proletarian elements, with its promise of full
democracy? The proletariat recognizes that in order to
make proletarian revolution democracy 1= necessary in the
Bolshevik party, but centralism is needed even more. This
is the difference between Bolshevism and Menshevism, To the
Menshevik, the Party is a debating club, To the Bolshevik
the Party and its organizational principles are an instrument
for carrying proletarian revolution through to the end.

Comrades, we think that the essence of the Menshevik
method of party building is to build a party from below, not
a Leninist method of bullding the party from above. PBuilding
the party from above demands principled ideologlcal struggle
to reach the highest level of unity around program - the
formation of a leading center by the Congress and then ~ apiig
direction to all other parties from the Bolshevik center.
Genmuine democratic centralism flows from unity around the
correct line, The opportuniat OL instead attempts to build
its party in the opposite manner - unite people around
a minimal level of unity, with no program (clear line),
establish democratic centralism, then develop line. What is

this but an opportunist attempt by the OL to sneak its

opportunist line into the "Menshevik" Party through the back
door’,] The whole process is a cover for ensuring the minimal

disagreement with OL's 1line in the formative stages of this
Menshevik formation, and reflects a philistine attitude
towards struggle, that has characterized the 0L since its
inception. Bulld the party from above - this is a Bolshevik
principle,

Cpportuniam in Matters of Politics

We think that we could go on all night, drawing out the
opportunist character of their call to the Menshevik Party,
but because of time, we would just like to speak to a few of
the most revealing points in this section,

In the instroductory section of The Call as well as in
the sections outlining why the conditions exist for the party,
the OL makes a number of opportunist errors, besides the
conscious attempt to be vague and unclear throughout all
sections of the Call, First, the OL states that party build-
ing has always been viewed as the central task by this
movement (which movement?). Obviously, this is an attempt
to raise up piously that the OL has always held that party
building has been the central task, to distinguish them from
the RU., But what this statement reveals is their ahistorical,
metaphysical analysis that the OL has of the development of
the communist movement in the U,S, The OL liguidates’ the
fierce struggle waged by the genuine Marxist-Lenin}sts
agalnst the attempts to place party building as a secondary
task and as a byproduct of tailing the spontaneous movement
as well as the struggle over what type of partw, and for
whom. The OL does not raise this because it in fact tailed
the RU in practice, In the Party Building Forum sponsored

by the Guardian in 1973, Klonsky, speaking to the question
of what road to buildiné the pnriy. E&id?s :

"We've got to expose opportunism., We've got to expose
revisionists... We can't stand on the side lines of the
mass struggle and attack them. That's why it's so impor-
tant that this new rising communist movement is beginning
to sink its roots in the mass struggle of the people...
this is essential. We cannot wait until after there is
a party to do this work, Or what kind of party are we
going to build?,.,

"We will end up building a little clique that's
isolated from the masses, that doesn't understand the
sentiments and aspirations of the people. That's not
the way we intend to do things, This ultra leftist
view, that abandons the mass struggle today for some
high idealism, some ideals about a communist party..."”

Fy

cont. om Pﬁt [
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_ This 1s the opportunist line of the OL that has to be

defeated., 'In raising the left - the OL attempted to cover

its right line of tailing the mass movement as the ?gntrg}
task, It is precisely in struggli inst this 1ine that
the genuine a%L now fg;ging Hff% hggosgathn highest form of
organization of the proletariat, and raise high the ideals
of this most precious instrument of the proletariat - the
Bolshevik Party. Only a Menshevik, a party bullder from
below would slander the party of the proletariat with such
Jlanguage as that used by the Renegade Klonsky.

Second, the OL distorts the development of the communist
movement with an unseientific analysis of periods. They see
periods essentially as "...going from little organizations
to big organizations..." which is less than simplistic. The
significant ldeological struggles they point out were
characterized by victories over Trotskylsm, anarchism,
syndicalism, revisionism and the main danger of ultra-lefi-
ism, which set the basis for this ideological leap that was
made and the conditions that make the formation of the party
possible now. This is no analysis and amounts to nothing
but phrase mongering. This "ideological leap"” is certainly
not reflected in their principles of unity which anyone who
even claims to be in the anti-revisionist movement can unite
with, nor in their Menshevik approach to Farty Building.

The OL even fails to draw a line with the CLP - a Trot-
skyite organization - and says the CLP is within the
Communist Movement.

another condition that has laid the basis for the
party formation, the OL states that wltra-leftism had to
‘be checked, as it would merge with modern revisionism, All
deviations from Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought,
unless checked, will merge with modern revisionism (witness
the OL and the WC). The central question is whether they
are checked by exposing their ideological and political
deviations, and uncovering their social basis, - Checking
them does not mean - as the OL thinks - simply repeat-
iing general formulas and passing this off as 1dedlogical
struggle, It is the ideological and political exposure
of revisionism in its nationally specific form in the
course of 2 line struggle - drawing lines of demarcation
that lays the ground for the formation of the party, The
empty phrases of the OL are no substitute for struggle
‘to hammer out political line, The OL's ranting about
"ultra-leftism" covers its right line and practice; its
ranting about "no united action with the revisionists"
is a cover for the OL's left feint, in a false attempt
to look and sound like genuine communists,

After all this ideological leaping the OL claims to have
caused by its ruthless struggle against opportunism, why is
it not reflected in the principles of unity around which
thelr party is to be formed? Because the OL's principles
of unity mainly reflect its own development (or rather
degeneration) and not the development of the communist
movement which has divided into two - the genuine and the
sham,. The principles of unity represent the retrograde
trend in the communist movement. Because the OL has' in
fact belittled theory, tailed the spontaneocus movement,
falled to draw sharp lines of demarcation, but conciliated
with opportunism, ran from principled polemics (has seen
them as something to defend yourself with(respond when
attacked) as opposed to seeing the necessity of waging
ideological and political struggle, drawing lines of
demarcation, and educating and tempering the genuine
communists in the struggle against the sham, it has de-
generated and could not rise above the level of only re-
stating the general truths of Marxism and quoting a few
formulas they have ‘learned by heart. The Process of
raising Party Building to the ideclogical plane has been
carried out by the genuine in struggle against the
opportunism of the sham (who sought to hold back and
retard the movement from gaining clarity on what kind of
a party and for whom). From the very beginning the QL
has shown a disdain for drawing lines of demarcation, a

‘disdain for ideological definiteness - leading to a 1line

of all unity, conciliationism, and lack of grasp of the
fact that Marxism develops in the course of struggle;
truth emerges in the struggle against falsehood,

Agaln, at that Guardian Forum, attended by RU, BWC, FRRWO
Guardian and OL, the renegade Klonsky put forward the basic
line of how to fight "ultra-leftism* as mainly by not
abandonning the mass struggle to build the united front. He
saidy
S ow L We've got to unite the communist forces and we've

got to combat everything that stands in the way of unity,

whether it be on the level of divisive rumor spreading

and gossip which the police and revisionists use to their
advantage - the approach of always putting differences
first or looking for differences as the maln thing. We

have to see that within every communist party there is a

sharp struggle, We've got to build unity and we've got

to fight for unity...So we're very confident that unity
can be built. We've seen a spirit among all EToups
represented here today. This has encouraged us a great
deal, If we all stick together and take a principled

stand in a very short time we'll be able to forge a

Communist Party..." (our emphasis)

Here the OL reveals its spineless, liberal , all unity
attitude toward Party building that has led straight to
Menshevism. Lenin, in the preface to the Collection of
Twelve Years wrote:

1)

B,

" n many respects outdated polemic ui‘thj 5
Ezizvzlisaggpirtanty;a an introductive example, Qna that
shows -the practical -and political value of irT“¢°ﬂ¢1hnﬁ‘j.
theoretical polemics, Revolutionary Soclal Democrats

" have been accused times without number of an excessive
penchant for such polemics with the Economists, the
Bernsteinists and the Mensheviks, Today too their ;
accusations are being bandied about by the conciliators
inside the Social Demdcratic Party and the sympathizing
gemi-zocialists outside it."

And in The Declaration of the Editorial Board of Iskra,

Lenin wrotei

"ie we have said, the ideological unity of Russian Social
Democratics still has to be created, and to this end it
is in our opinion, necessary to have an open and all-
embracing discussion of the fundamental questions of :
principle and tactics raised by the present day economists,
Bernsteinites and critics. Before we can unite, and ip
order that we may unite, we must first of all draw firm
and definite lines of demarcation. Otherwise our unity
will be purely fictitious, it will conceal the prevailing
confusion and hinder its radieal elimination..,open
polemics conducted in full view of .all Russian Social Do~
ocrats and class conscious workers are necessary and :
desirable in order to clarity the depths of existing
conditions in order to afford discussion of disputed _
questions from all angles, in order to combat the extremes
representatives, not only of various views,
;E:oazzifzf vﬁrinus localities, or various speclalities of
the revolutionary movement inevitably fall. Indeed as
stated above, we regard one of the drawbacks of the pres-
ent-day movement to be the absence of open polemics
between avowedly differing views, the effort to conceal
differences or fundamental questions."

Now comrades, does not the renegade Klonsky of 1973 e
sound like the philistine liberal who sees differences as a
bad thing to be covered up, who sees struggle and splits -
always as a bad thing, and that the road forward is to all
stick together. And has not the OL failed its responsibility
to engage in open polemics, denied the educational value of
them to the Communist Movement and in fact used polemics
only to defend its raggedy line when attacked, and in fact
responded with a slanderous method and guilt by assocliation
tactics. .And does not the OL of today still represent this
bourgeois liberal trend with its Call to the Farty, by stat-
ing ".,.We must move towards unity with great speed and
oppose endlessly redefining our differences and eternally
drawing even further lines of demarcation - outside the
organization structure of the Party..,." Comrades, how can
these people have the audacity to say this when this Farty
has no program - but only vague incorrect principles of
unity! This is out and out Menshevism, Even the bankrupt
RU put forward a draft program in its rush to form its
Menshevik Party, But the frenzied, petty-bourgeois madness
of the OL, trying toscare others into this Menshevik forma-
tion by raising up the danger of war and fascism, refuses
to even put forward a Program. This is an affront to even
the most backward elements., And the OL has the audacity to
say that this is not "a-get-rich-quick-schene," :

This line of the OL comes out clearer in other places in
the Call as they equate weaknesses in the course of sharp
ldeclogical struggle with splits, and strength with quantit-
ative growth, and then claim that they have passed the
test and proceed to beat their breasts for never having a
split. ' Every genuine Bolshevik knows that splits are also
good things as they separate the Mensheviks from the Bol-
sheviks and reflect the truth of one dividing into twe, Of
course the OL has never had a split, as only firmness and
ideological definiteness based on the principles of Marxism-

Leninlsm-Mao-Tse Tung Thought provides the basis to draw lines
of demarcation and Purge our ranks,

The actual content of the principles of unity themselves
reflect the opportunism of the OL's call to the Party - they
reflect no ldeological leap - and consciously attempt to
demarcate no one, The Call to the Menshevik Party :
omits any reference to Mao Tse Tung Thought nor does it even
mention a Bolshevik Party, Neither does it sum up the
national question as a class question nor does it uphold the
necessity to support the revolutlonary struggles of peoples
against their own reactionary ruling classes. It does not
claim factory nuclei as the basic form of organization of
the party. Again we think this reflects the outright

opportunism of the OL's Call to the Menshevik Party

and the OL, as it attempts to suck up loose and unclear
elements - ap attempt to not keep anyone away, but scare
eéveryone in. Other than this the prineiples of unity are
very general, and in content contain very little. We think
that this allows the OL to te, as they say, "flexible in
tactics" in discussion over these principles, which in the
final analysis amounts to flexibility over principles, The
principles of unity do reveal most clearly the OL's 1line on
strategy, that we will g0 Into deeper, later on.

In the last section of the Call to the Menshevik Party
Communists Unite, the opportunism of the OL grows visibly
sharper, as they attempt to distinguish their bankrupt
scheme from the RCP and the CLP, In the main the OL stresses
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three main points: (1) they are not isolated and weak; (2)
their style of work is different; (3) their stance on support
for Third World peoples.

We think none of these are ideological demarcation, but
an attempt by the OL to slide in an appeal for communists
emerging out of the national movements to Join their ranks.
This is linked to their line that presently national forms
of Marxist-Leninist organizations are a step backwards
because the communist movement i= no longer a "white" move-
ment. We think that this is a continuation of the OL's
policy and line of conciliation toward Marrist-leninists
emerging primarily out of the national movement and reflects
the flip side of the outright blatant chauvinism that has
characterized other formations - 1ike the RU - and in essence
the same content only in a covert liberal, conciliationist
form.

Style of work, like political line arises from basic
ideological stance; an incorrect ideological stance can
manifest itself in a variety of opposing stvles of work., In
the absence of establishing ideological and political
differences between them and the RCP and the CLF, the
OL's claim to style of work (which is "patient and
principled”) is fundamentally incorrect,

In addition, our experience and the experience
of other comrades has proven that their view of "patient and
principled" in fact means that they are willing to conciliate,
that they want to show they are nice people and conduct
criticism and polemics behind closed doors; anything except
ideological struggle, Not holding up the principle of multi-
national communist forms of organizations in all periods,
but only in a period when the Communist Movement cannot
be called white, illustrates this conciliationist, popular-
ity contest the OL has been playing in the Communist Move-
ment. Comrades thls is Menshevism, Menshevism, Menshevism -
of the American type, opportunism in ideological content,

Comrades, we think that at the root of the organizational
and political Menshevism of the OL and its Call to the Menshevik
Party are three main general ideological deviations:
pragmatism, reformism, and liberalism - whose philosophical
root is empiricist method of thinking.

Maneuvering, doing whatever works best for the 0L,
elevating truth to the success of the 0L, worshipping their
own narrow experience, hustling other people into its sham
Menshevik Farty, we think reflects the pragmatic outlook of
the OL. Raising the struggle for reforms to the level of
final aims, and not as Dby-products of the revolutionary
struggle reflect the reformist, bourgeols democratic outlook
of the QL.

"To a reformist, reforms are everything, while revolution-
ary work is something incidental, something just to talk
about, mere eyewash. That i1s why, with reformist tactics
under the conditions of bourgeois rule, reforms are
inevitably transformed into an instrument for strengthen-
ing thelr rule, an instrument for disintegrating the
revolution. To a revolutionary, on the contrary, the
main thing is revolutionary work and not reforms; to him
reforms are a by-product of the revolution.” (Foundations
of Leninism, J. Stalin, p. 98, FLP)

At its basis this reformist outlook is metaphysical. It
does not see that society and all forms of matter develop
through quantitative steps and qualitative leaps. It sees
things statically and therefore starts with the view that
capitalism is permanent - that bourgecis rule will last for
ever, This outlook is contained in the OL's line particular-
ly on strategy and tactics. They replace proletarian rev-
oclution with “anti-imperialist" struggle. On the question
of busing in Boston, the Ol sees the sham reform of busing
as everything and the revolution asz nothing. In short, the
OL is creating an entire . system of views that revise the
fundamental doectrine of Marxism-Leninism-Mac Tse Tung Thought -
the class struggle - and in 1ts place they substitue petty
bourgeols reformism. These views reflect the class position
of the petty bourgeoisie in monopoly capitalist society.

They want in the worst way to live like the bourgecisie, but
at the same time are being crushed by the monopoly capitalists,
Caught in this dilemma, the petiy bourgeolsie struggles to

to maintain the world essentially as it is (with minor
reforms). This reformism of the petty bourgecisie is at the
base of the OL's Call to form a Menshevik Party. They wish

to capture leadership in the revolutionary struggle in order
to contain it - hold it back.

Conciliating to all in order to maintaln sham unity,
not engaging in principled polemics, 1s a manifestation of
liberalism. In sum, we think the OL will form its anti-
imperialist Party - but, our response is - Stop clutching
at us for we have two views on unity.

"Tn order to build the Party, it is not enough +to be able
to shout "Unity!™ it is necessary, in addition, to

have some sort of political programme, a programme of
political action. The bloc of liquidators, of Trotsky,
the Vperyodists, the Poles, Bolshevik Party members,

Paris Mensheviks, etec,, etc., was foredoomed to a scan-
dalous downfall because it was bullt on a lack of prin-
ciples, on hypocrisy and empty phrases. It wouldn't be

a bad thing if ‘thes¥ sighers"finally got down to solving

A
for themselves the most complex and difficult question:
Whom do they want unity with? If it is with the liquid-
ators, then why not say so without grimacing; if they are
against uniting with the liquidators, then what sort of
unity are they sighing for?* (Liquidators Against the
Party, May 8, 1912)

Now we would llke to briefly look more closely at the

" OL's view of strategy and tactics, our initial thinking on

a Marxist-Leninist view of strategy and tactics and show
how the OL blatantly revises Marxist-Leninist prineciples on
this question.,

The bankrupt Menshevik line of the OL on party building
and thelr view of strategy and tactics are a clear example
of nationally specific forms of revisionism in the 1.8,

We must identify these erronecus lines and their
representatives, expose them and drive them from our midet.

Lenin said:

"To talk of freedom of criticism and of Bernstelnism*as
& condition,..amounts to talking with the aim of saying
nothing."

Comrades, today in our revelutionary movement it is not
enough  to eriticlze revisionism internationally or Jjust the
CP-USA. We must link thelr counter revolutionary line to
its representatives in our midstis.

The different raggedy lines and tendencies we made a
break with in the late 60's and early 70's have slipped into
our movement and now hide under the signboard of Marxism-
Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought.

They are constantly seeking to divert our march toward
revolution into +the swamp of reform. They are daily,
hourly trying to distort Marxism-Ieninism-Mao Tse Tung
Thought, turning the Bolshevik party into a reform party -
a Menshevik party of the soclal democratic type,

The OL and the RU have been the leading represent-
atives of revisionism within the U.S5. Anti-Revisionist
Communist Movement, The QL, in the "Call to the Party"
reduces the aim of socialism to an anti-imperialist
struggle. We quote from the "Call to the Farty."

"The dictatorship of the proletariat is our strategic

objective., This objective iz based upon the leading

role of the working class within the anti-imperialist
struggle..."(our emphasis) {

It is clear that the 0L is twisting Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Tse Tung Thought to fit thelr petty bourgeois view of
revolution., The dictatorship of the proletariat is not a
strateglc obJective - it 1s an instrument of the proletariat
led by its vanguard party. Our aim is soclalism and the
struggle is for socialist revolutlion not anti-imperialist
struggle, This replacement of socialism and the struggle
for soclalist revolution with anti-imperialism runs through-
out the OL's work,

They have replaced Marxist-Leninist strategy and
tactics, which is based on a scientific analysis of the
historical period, mode of production and assessment of
class forces with a muddled petty bourgeois analysis which
transposes the democratic content of the first stage of a
two stage revolution onto  the one stage revolution in the
U.S. They therefore propagate anti-imperiallsm as a third

ideclogy.

"Strategy iz the determination of the direction of the
main blow of the proletarlat at a given stage of the
revolution, the elaboration of a corresponding plan for
the disposition of the revolutionary forces (main and
secondary reserves), the fight to carry out this plan
throughout the given stage of the revolution." (Stalin,
Foundations of Leninism)

cont. ‘an r[;r'g,: - 'l-ﬂ"h'l'-'r"
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The aim, main blow, target ana reserves are strategic
concepts - scientific terms, It is slgnificant that the
OL does not use either them or corresponding terms but
instead loosely talks about the core of the united front and
replaces the struggle for socialism with anti-imperialism.
Instead of a plan for the disposition of class forces, they
put forward that we should build the Black united front,
the womens' united front, very similar to the RU five
spearheads of struggle., To them, revolution is simply a
collection of 1ittle united fronts under the signboard
of unite all that can be united,

By replacing socialism and the struggle for it with
“"anti-imperlalist struggle* and turning the science of
strategy and tactics into an eclectic mish mash, the OL
seeks to turn the wheel of history backward and transpose
the conditions of Third World countries onto the US single
stage revolution. They are trying to struggle for new
democracy in a stage where only proletarian revolution will
resolve the contradicions in US society. This is not semi-
feudal China. This is the U,S, A single stage proletarian
revolution is our aim. These strivings are manifestations
of the frenzied petty bourgeoisie, being ground under by
the monopoly capitalists,

The direction of the main blow refers to those strata
and representatives which must be isolated in order for
revolutionary struggle to fully develop. In this country
the revisionists, the poverty pimps, the trade union
bureaucrats and the labor aristocracy are all props of
bourgeois rule which must be exposed and isolated, They are
petty bourgeois reformers.

The reserves are forces which stand outside the proletar-
iat but can be used strategically in a manner favorable
to the revolution. There are direct and indirect reserves.
How does the OL distort strategy and tactics to divert our
struggle from its revolutionary aims?

i
A
There is a fundamental difference between a two stage and

a one stage revolution, In a two stage revolution, the first
stage - as in China and Russia - has a dempcratic content
while the second stage has clear socialist content, There-
fore in the first stage the reserves-strategic allies - of
the proletariat are determined by their class relationship
to the content of the revolution which is anti-imperialist
and democratic, In China, the reserves of the proletariat
were the poor and middle peasantry. In the second stage of
the Chinese revolution, the content of the revolution was
soclalist. Therefore the reserves of the proletariat were
the poor peasantry.

The reserves shift according to what kind of revolution
is necessary,

What kind of revolution are the petty bourgeois revolu-
tionaries of the OL talking about?

It is clear, that in the U.5. 1t must be a single stage
sociallst revolution. This 1s objective necessity. The
struggle for proletarlan revolution has a democratic content,
which the minimum program focuses on - housing, quality
education, against national oppression - but these struggles
do not make up a separate stage and are fused to the struggle
for socialism. These struggles cannot be consistantly
"antl-imperialist" unless they are given conscious direction
and linked to the struggle for socialismis They cannot be
suspended in Communist Youth Organizations and Intermediate
Workers Organlzations at some middle level,

When the 0L substitutes antl-imperlallist struggle for
proletarian revolution, they are trying to slip a second
antl-imperialist democratic stage into cur one stage rev-
olution (in through the back door}.

Therefore the reserves of the proletariat are determined
not on the basis of thelr class outlook toward socilalism but
on whether they fight around democratic issues, This i=s one

of the reasons why the OL has run avound for'the pastidi:
several years shouting about fascism, To them faselsm is
the most anti-democratic thing they can imagine and there-
fore anyone who seemingly fights this must be an ally, This
determination of allies, based on the democratic content

of an invented second stage in the U,5, revolution allows
the petty bourgeois OL to say in their unity statement -
" intellectuals and middle classes are Teserves of the

proletariat...” instead of seelng the petty bourgeoisie
as a class whose instability must be neutralized,

Comrades, this is revislonism.

It is revising of Marxist-Leninist principles under the
signboard of Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought,

How did "anti-imperialist" as a third ldeology and a
nationally specific form of revisionism develop inside our
movement? What class forces carried it in and perpetuate
it today? Whose interest does it represent?

"Anti-imperialism” as a concept, grew in the U.S, on
the fertile soll of the struggles of the oppressed national-
ities, workers, students and petty bourgeolsie for democratic
rights, against war and for revolution. Petty bourgeois

theorists took the term from the national liberation struggles

and used it to refer to the content.of these struggles in

the U.S, Many people said, "Since these struggles are object-

ively in opposition to the monopoly capitalists, they are
anti-imperialist.”

later, the RU took this formulation, because of its
popular acceptance, and called it the strategy for revol-
ution on the basis of their five spearheads. This formul-
ation was not based on the aim of socialism nor on a
sclentific apalysis of class forces, It 1s a view which
promotes every fighter for democratic rights - regardless
of class interests and severed from the final aim as a

revolutionary.

Comrades, this is not Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung
Thought. This is the view of the petty bourgeoisie, This
unscientific view was taken over wholesale by the Menshevik
liberals in the 0L, They Jjust, as Bernsteln and Millerand
before them, demand that ",,.Social democracy must change
from a party of social revolution into a democratic party of
social reforms. BRernstein has surrcunded this political
demand with a whole batter of well attuned 'new' arguments
and reasonings..."(Lenin, What Is To Be Done) Our modern
day Bernstelns have promoted an entire system of views,
alterlng Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought, denylng the
existence of the main blow, changing the aim of the revol-
ution to “anti-Imperialist struggle." This 1s revisionisnm,

The 0L denies the existence of the main blow. They tail
behind E, Mays at GM Freemont, Arnold MIller and the NAACP's
sham reform schemes In Boston. Instead of seeing that these
are forces to be isolated, smashed, they view them in fact
as stable allles - In the fight agalinst fascism and for
democratic rights, Comrades, we are struggling for prolet-
arian revolution and not against fascism. The QL represents
reformlsm in itz purest form.

The nationally specific form "anti-imperialism"
has many consequences for our revolutionary struggle. It
is closely tled to the OL's lack of view of the advanced
worker, their attempt to bulld a Menshevik party, the fight
back, the Black united front and the Black womens' united
front to name a few., Their deviation from Marxism-Leninism-
Mao-Tse Tung Thouzht is in essence the same as the RUs'. We
do not have the time to run all of the aspects in this
presentation - but we will be coming forward with a pamphlet
on anti-imperialism and strategy and tactics,

The OL's Menshevik view of revolution leads them to
say that the target of the revolution, who is going to
be expropriated, is only the monopoly capitalists and n
not the bourgeolsie as a whole, It allows them to say
that we may have a coalition government and not the dic-
*atnrship of the proletariat,

Both the OL and RU see anti-imperialism as a middle
ground between the stand of the bourgeoisie and the prole-
tariat - as some type of third ideology. They do not strive
to bring Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought to the
working class and even formulate retrograde definitions of
the advanced or don't bother to really speak to this
question,

On Advanced Worker

Advanced workers are the 1ife and blood of the Party, the
best elements produced by our class, the proletariat,
These elements are the target of our agitation and propaganda
in this period, those who, when armed with Marxism-Leninlism-
Mao-Tse Tung Thought, can change the character of the
workers movement from spontanecus to consclous. Winning
these Advanced to communism is one of our twe main tactics
of party building., Analyzing an organization's attitude
toward these "diamonds of the class" 1s a good method for
helping to distinguish the genuine from the sham, We view
the advanced as independent leaders, who have practically
demonstrated their desire and committment for fundamental
change, leaders who study, study, study a wide range of e

materials in an effort to find answers to the problems facing

coent. on pg. 12
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them everyday. These materials range from Newsweek type
magazines to Communist newspapers and Marxist-Leninist works,
This study, under the guidance of communists becomes the
systematic, regular study of Marxism-ILeninism-Mac Tse Tung
Thought., And comrades, we must grasp the fact that the
advanced are active, in motion, agitating and propagating
the understanding they have acquired from their study and
practice about the fundamental problems in society and the
long range solutions. (We believe that this is elaborating
independent socialist theories, which are utopian, but when
these advanced grasp Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought
they become the best communist agitators-propagandists
forces in the mass movements, our future working class
revolutionary intellectuals).

These advanced workers do not drop from the sky, but are
produced by every movement, as Lenin says in Retrograde
Trend.

How is it that the OL deals with the advanced? At last
years May Day preparation in the Bay Area, a leading OL
cadre saidi '

"We don't know who the advanced are; we don't have a
position on the difference between advanced and inter-
mediate, We Jjust put out the ecall to an activity, and
whoever comes must be the advanced, so we work with
them,"

Comrades, is thiz a scientific approach towards bullding

the party, towards giving the mass movements consclous
leadership? No, this is nothing but a petty-bourgecis,
ex-Peace Corps approach towards "building the mass
movements", towards winning over "every striker", every
picket carrier to the Menshevik party., Like the R.U,, who
see that the advanced can be anti-communist, and Workers
Viewpoint, who =ee that the advanced are militant fighters
open to socialism, the 0L fails to understand that there has
been fusion between the two great movements of socialism

and the working class, that these two movements strive
towards one another, and the advanced workers are the kKey
connectors between the two. The opportunist wing cannot
understand that the League of Revolutionary Black Workers
developed and spread spontanecusly, maintalned contact with
hundreds of advanced elements across the country. They
ignore the fact that the League, Maleolm X, the Black Fanther
FParty, HRUM, SNCC &nd SDS, the Young Lords Party, ALSC all
developed from the mass movements at the initiation of
advanced elements in those movements, fought opportunism of
all shades and descriptions, and sought out Marxism-Leninism-
Mao-Tse Tung Thought, as it proved most successful in
solving the practical problems presented by these movements,
In fact, as Lenin said, they "turned themselves into Social
Democrats (Communists)."

But the petty bourgeols opportunists, because of thelr
contempt for the masses, see that it is only when they
became communists that the movement began, that they have
the "theory" and the advanced have only practice, Because
their organlizatons are not composed of the truely advanced,
they say that the advanced don't really exist, or they lower
theilr propaganda to speak to the Intermediate and back-
ward, those elements with whom they are most familiar,
Instead of aiming the arrow of Marxist-Leninist propaganda
at the target of the advanced, especially advanced workers,
these Mensheviks throw the boomerang of "anti-imperialism"
at the intermediate and advanced, missing the target, a
boomerang that comes right back, knocking them even further
into the swamp,

The similarity of the OL and RU slogans and organizations
speak for themselves. "Fight Back," "Fight Don't Starve,"
"Throw the Bum Qut® - "Dump Nixon", *"Jobs or Income"™, Unems
ployed Workers Organizing Committees (UWOC), Communist
Youth Organizations (CY0s), Anti-Imperialist Solidarity
Committees, Flve spearheads, Black Unlted Front, and on and
on and on, All democratic, all non-soclialist, all anti-
imperialist. Both the RU and the OL see any fighter against
a policy of the bourgeoisie as a revolutionary, any demo-
eratic struggle as revolutionary, because it's "anti-Imper-
ialist.® This is reformism pure and simple - bowing to the
spontaneity of the mass movement. It means that the movement,
the democratic struggle is everything and the final aim is
nothing,

An example, the OL put forward at a recent conference on
Chicano liberation that one of the maln demands must he
drugs out of the Chicano community. This is nothling but
reformism. It liguidates the fact that the Chicano question
is a national question and objectively the OL unites with
the poverty pimps, petty bourgeols reformers like Corky
Gonzalez and the "CP"-USA. The 0L unites with the soclal
props who are the direction of the main blow. They never
expose these props - their petty bourgeols reformist stand
prevents them, The only way to expose the reformers is to
demand revolution not more reform., To expose Corky
Gonzalez, communists must raise the demand of land in the
Southwest,

Comrades, we stand either with the proletariat or the
bourgeoisie, There is no middle ground. There are no
third ideclogies.

Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse-Tung Thought must be brought to
the spontaneous struggle from the outside, To fight back is
not enough. We must fight from the stand and outlook of the
proletariat. In this period, of the formation of the party,
we must constantly struggle to arm the working class with
the sclience of Marxism-Leninism-Mao-Tse Tung Thought. We
must win the advanced to communism, We must draw a sharp
line of demarcation with these petty bourgeois reformists,
these Menshevik liberals, these revisionists in our move-
ment, They,under the signboard of Marxism-leninism-Mac-Tse
Tung Thought, are building a democratic party of reform -
seeking to draw us into the swamp of opportunism,

"We are marching in a compact group along a precipitous
and difficult path, firmly holding each other by the
hand. We are surrounded on all sides by enemies and we
have to advance under their almost constant fire. We -
have combined voluntarily, precisely for the purpose of
fighting the enemy, and not to retreat into the adjacent
marsh, the inhabitants of which, from the very outset,
have reproached us with having separated ourselves into
an exclusive group and with having chosen the path of
strugele instead of the path of conciliation. And now
several among us begin to cry out: let us go into this
marsh! And when we begin to shame them, they retort:
how conservative you are!l Are you not ashamed to deny us_
the liberty to invite you to take a better road. 0©Oh, yes
gentlemen. You are free not only to invite us, but to
ge yourselves wherever you will, even into the marsh,

In fact, we think that the marsh is your proper place,
and we are prepared to render you every assistance to
Zet there, Only let go of our hands, don't cluteh at

us and don't besmirch the grand word "freedom" for we
too are "free" to go where we please, free to fight not
only against the marsh, but also against those who are
turning towards the marsh.” (Lenin, What Is To Be Done)

UNITE WITH THE REVOLUTIONARY WING!
FORWARD TO THE FARTY!

LONG LIVE MARXISM-LENINISM-MAO-TSE TUNG THOUGHT!

REVISIONIST PREMISES °"* from page 11

then how can we explain the struggle taking place
within the movement today- as groups from differ-
ent origins? Or is it by drawing firm and clear
lines of demarcation, and analyzing how these
lines came to be drawn? The two wings of our move-
ment are characterized by social origins and roots.
The opportunist wing is more representative of the
white upper and middle petty-bourgeoisie, whereas
the genuine wing is more representative of the
more oppressed nationalities, working class and
lower petty-bourgeoisie., But it would be wulgar
materialist to just base our analysis on this.

No, we must see how forces interpret the universal
truths embodied in Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse-Tung
Thought and apply them. It is on that that we
analyze the wings of our movement.

Even when WVO deals with the subjective aspect
of the communist movement- they miss a crucial
part, the struggle against opportunism.

"Many communist collectives are more consoli-
dated... because of the persistent study of the
gscience of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse-Tumg Thought
in combination with some form of practice". This
is not enough to truly consolidate, truly Bolshe-
vize, any communist collective. Study linked to

practice, to answer the questions raised by practice
and thereby serve practice, is empty unless linked
to the class struggle, the struggle between the two
lines. This shows no grasp.of the history of the
movement, whereby consolidation of the genuine wing
was a result of a battle against the sham Marxists
who tried to hold us back, but from which we emerged
even stronger than before. Only we know that this

is not merely a question of ignorance, of "No in-
vestigation, no right to speak." There is a reason
why WV0O distorts the history of the movement and
belittles the struggle against opportunism, leaving
us with a movement that was going nowhere fast. WVO
knows full well the dangers of empiricism, of rely-
ing on one's own experience, to the negation of the
indirect experience of other comrades. For them to
put forth such an undialeetical, no-struggle, bleak
picture of the history of the movement, is a contin-
uation of the policies of .the opportunists. The

RU, 0L, and CL all said that before them there was
nothing, and now, we have the correct line that

will lead you into the light. WVOQO is following the
same pattern, Listen to this statement.’

YL ;We ?ust grasp this principal task (theory)
ightly, for not to de so will be not t : i
at all". .

cont. on page 14
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