WHERE DO CORRIECT JLITJITTE‘ CONMIE FPROM? -
@Ry 'Tl HIZORY & PRACTICE IN THIE PRESENT B Jlr“}_"LJI@ED

. -

(A critique of Bay Area District position on the 2-line s ;v'ungrlc mithe BWC, 197475}

"To investigate a problem is to solve it. ' — Mao. .

"The living scul of Marxism is the concrete analysic of
concrete conditions. ! — Lenin.

"What we must do in real earnest is to criticize revisioniem
further and clear away its influences and nianifestations,
1ncluomgr, . . empiricism and dogmatism, Chairman Mao has
taught us: 'Dogmatism is divorced from concrete practice,
while empiricism mistakes fragmentary experience for
univessal truth; both kinds of opportunist thinking run counter
to Maxxism, ' (from 'On Coalition Gmrernn*:ent‘). Our struggle

against revisionism includes overcoming these two errconeous
tendencies, empiriciam and doo:natisn , it — Ti_rs.n Chun
(''Sole Purpose of Mastering Mz Lt Theory ie.to

Peking Review # 20, May 16, 1975.)

L

by the Independent Study Group ' .

Introduction ' .
« We unite with the position that the main deviation in the Black Workers Congress
has been ultra-left. In trying to develop this position and deepen our understanding
of the recent two-line struggle in the BWC, we concluded that Paper X -~ the Bay
Area District position (#) -~ has made a contribution by presentfing two essential
aspects not dealt with by any other position paper we have scen: Kl the importance
of understanding the naturc of the period we are in, and 2) the importance of em«
phasizing the theoretical struggle at this time. The main error of the paper is that
it sees these as intellectual pursuits icol ated from practice, rather than as two
spects of a dialectical process inseparable from practice. Our purpose here is to
present our position through drawing out what is correct in Paper X and identifying
¥t is incorrect. :

*
# - Papm‘ .\ is ih(‘ paper presented by members of the BWC's Bay Areca Distric %

entitled The Two-Line Strugale in the Organization which put forth that the main
deviation in e BN C csince LLT;])' —i)_;‘. fL::—T)_'T(:;i—'L:LlLJ a-left, We call it Y Fa per G
to malke it easiexr to refer to,

It should be noted that within the BWC, the left dogmatist line has been

repudiated in the course of intense struggle.
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in this approach is that an artificial importance is placed on the similaritics
with the past, and the resulting assessment of tasks may not veflect important
conditions of i.j.).e presecnt,

Despite these serious failings, Papewr {!s recognition of the importance of
determining the period was a step forward in the two-line struggle.

L)

JI. The Theoretical Straggle

Paper X proposcs that we are in the party-building period, with our
primary task being to win the vanguard of the proletariat to the side of Communism.

Theoretical struggle is key.

Meao said in On Practice:

. .. The recal task of knowing is, through perception, to arrive at
thought, to arrive step by step at the comprehension of the internal
contradictions of objeciive things, of their laws and of the interna
relations between one process and another, that is, to arrive at
logical knowledg.. (SW, vol. I, p. 298).

Thus, the concrete analysis of concrete conditions is the process by which

we arvive at theoretical knowledge (using Marxism-Leninism as our guide).

in our vie\;v, the main problem facing the commun nist movement today is
the lack of correct and developed positions, based on a Marxist analysis of
cpncrete con‘dit{onso This Is the struggle for correct M-L theory which will
illuminate the path to Socjalist Revolution. Lack of t}'xoovreticél clarity 18 the
main obstacle to ideclogical and organizational unity in the communist move-
ment. That is. why theoretical struggle, which is necessaxry to correct this, is
key in this period. (Note: The struggle for correct theory'w_ill certainly con-
tinue after the formation of the party as well, but will probably no longer be

the key factor in moving the struggle {orward in the next period of develo ment. )

A

Paper X, then, corrcctly identifies this as a period of theoretical strupole, @
J ' ) I g8
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Howe ver, at this point, by its dogmatic approach, the paper completely separates

~r

the development of theory from the analysis of concrete conditions. Paper X

\!)

H,; A

Swonld heve us retrecat into the classics to ievelop the line, " which, once

developed, could thew be 'taken to the masses. "'
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I. The Period

Paper X places strong cmmha is on understanding the nature of the
pres eut period in the development of the communist movement,

Our understanding of the present period is extremely important
because it is the basis on which we"formulate our tasks. Only
by laying this foundation can we come to a correct Marxist-
Leninist understanding of our tasks.

Dete::mining the period is essential to formulating our tasks correctly,
inot only in the preseunt peiiod in the communist movement, but in all periods
(stages of developrr)ent of the objective or subjective factors). FPaper X's
weakness lies in its dogmatic approach to defining the period. On page 11
it says:

We've never given a thorough theoretical analysis of the objective
and subjective conditions facing us, i.e., a class analysis of the
U. 8., an analysis of the communist movement, and questions of
this sort, This would have to include an analysis of the period we
are in, '

The period we are in is not something to be "included' along with study
{ the objecctive and subjective conditiens, but is determined by and arises
from those conditions. The whole approach of Paper X is to give 'the pexriod"
an independent existence, related to fhe concrete conditions, but only insofar
as those co.nditions fit a pre-determined pattern - - in this case, Stalin's analysis
of the party-building period in Russia. On page 4, Paper X says:
Of these t\vo general pe Lodo \ a) to win the vanguérd of the
proletariat to the side of Communi SMm; ‘b) to win the broad masscs
of workexs to the side of the \cJTngllc,-]‘d Ht is cleaw that we are in

the first period and need to accom; >]5.)h those tasks that Stalin
Jas lald cut.

The Russian Social-Democrats determined their tasks based on thelw
analysis of the concrete conditions in Russia at the turn of the century., We
agree that the US communist movement is in a perioﬂ with some similaritics
to the period of formation of the Social Democratic Party that Stalin described
(for example, the lack of ideological unity). But our tasks develop out of our
conditions. Mechanically applying the tasks of the RSD {o our situation is dog-~
ma.t.i.sm, not dialectical materialism. It sces Marxism-Leninism as a complete

body of knowledge, not as a mcthod to bdapplicd to our conditions. The dangex



This formulation of the process by which political line is gencrated, is
non-Marxist-Leninist. As Comrade Mao Tse-tung observed, a correct |
political line should "emerge from the masses, and return to the masses. '
This quote is included in a part of Mao's "f‘%ppendix" xeroxed in Paper' X,

but the message is ignored. How can we expéct to develop correctlines on‘

the application of M~L to the U.S., if we are not trying to change reality,

if we aren't ecven relating to reality ?

This is not to say that we should conciliate with the forces that have
taken Mao's guote and used it to downgrade the impoxrtance of M-L theowy,
to justify their ;)\xrn empiricism. But neither should we ignore the slogan o .\
"from the masses, to the masses' and put forwazd the metaphysical, idealist
position that a correct political line can emerge solely out of "struggle
th:r:oxu_ghoui: the communist movement, ' It is impoxtant that the organization
]a,ir out a framework for its relationship with other communists, advanced

workers, and the masses.

'~ We fundamenifally unite with the position that the organization's
atternpting to gain hegemeony and pyactical leadership of the whole movement Le
{both corr;munist & workers) was an incorrect left' line., {See note, bottom p. 7 helow)
However, Paper X itself contains a 'left! deviation that has the same fdeological
roots. Papei' X repudiates the position that 'the BWC has its line together, so
l;t's get. out there and win the movement to our position. " But the line in Paper X
says no one has a corrcct position, so we shouldn't do any practical wérl»:. |

"Our tasks are not based on a correct theory, or any theory for that matter. " (p. 11)

On p. 13, Paper X attacks a sentence from p. 37 of the BLS, BWC, I’R

pamphlet which reads: "It (party-building) means ideological preparation and

theoretical training as well as practical training. "' Paper X attacks this scntence,
saylng we can't do practical work now because we don't have a corrcct line,

' ‘ . C oY . .
that we must break with revisionism in the thcoretical sphere or we will have an :

opportunist line guiding our practice.

What Paper X does is repudiate any dialectical relation between the

development of lince,and practice among the masses. JHow are we going to

determine the correct line on the Black national question, the trade union
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quéstion. . chow are we golng to understand the class forces in the U.S. , unlcssv
we are involved in practical work around these questions? Clecarly we must
rely not only on the practice of the international commuunist movement, as
summed up in the theory of M-L-MTT, but also on our own practical work,

which is indispensable to devcloping a corréct line on the U.S. revolution

(not "ridiculous' as Paper X states on p. 13},

Haxry Haywood's letter of December 9, 1958 to the P. O, C. shows that @
the repudiation of the nced to do practical work among the masses is not a
new deviation in the communist movement:

‘The emergence of this leftist line was also clcarly shown in the
stubborn rcsistance to participating in concrete mass work, and
fighting for a correct mass line within the Paxrty. Certainly, the
formulation and fight for a correct mass line and its-implementa-.
tion as an inscparable pa3‘f of the fight for jideological clarity is a
key task of the lcft forces in advancing the struggle against revis-
fonism and conciliationism. Only in this way could the struggle be
brought out of the reolm of what many less developed comrades
fcel to be abstract theoxry of no particular impozrtance to them, into
the realm of practical application which these comrades could grasp
macre easily. Foxr it is in the ficld of praciical work that all differcnces
becomre clearly focused at every turn -- at cvexy point where a choice
‘of what course of action to follow must be made. (Emphasis added, )

Any attempt to even discuss the question of mase line was stubbornly
resisted., Indeed, an elaborate rationale was developed o ‘the effect
that the fight for a correct mass line was impossible without the
existence of a full-fledged, national, Marxist-Leninist vanguard

party. According to this argument, any local initiative would .incvitably
die out without national suppoxt, and would thexrefore be a waste of time.

It was further argued that involvement in mass work would detract oar
limited forces from the main job -- the struggle against the revisicnists. ...
... This dogmatist position playcd right into the hands of the leadex-
ship (of the CPUSA), who were guick to take advantage of the desire of
the rank and file to get to work, enabling them to adopt the posture of
- the great champions of mass work (reformist mass work, of course),
charging the Left with obstructionism -- with seecking to prolong the
inner struggle forcver along abgtv .ct theoretical lincs -= preventing
the Party from ‘getting to work. '
~-Lerter reprinted in fuilex form in Class Struggliesl (U

The Albantan Party make the point {rorn another angle:

Why has the PLA (Paxty of Labor of Albania) not worked out a complete
and comprchensive program for an historical stage of the revolution -
right at the beginning of that stage ? The sole reason is that at the outset



it lacked sufficient of the nccessaxy experience of revolution-
ary leadership. This expericnce is gained mainly in practical
revolutionary activity, Ncither Marxism-Leninism, nor the
experience of a fraternal party can ever give the working class
party of this or that country a political line ready-made and
complete. Besides the Marxist-Leninist theory which illuminates
the road and besides the experience’of the fraternal parties
which helps; for the revolutionary Party of the working class

its own revolutionary experience is absolutely necessary in wor-
king out its political line, " = (The Vanguard of the Revolution
& Sociah st Construction —'Albania Today 1 (2) 1972 p.3) ‘

Whi_le it is incorrect for an organization to be trying to gain hegernony
or overall leadership of the workers! movement at this time (##), it is not
incorrect to be trying to move strﬁgglcs forward, based on the political lines
we do have. What else can we do, really, unless we are only going to take notes

at union meetinés, not put anything forward,

For example,; in its scction 'on thée Boston Busing -”.n:tié,le, Paper X
would essentially have us "contemplating the proletarist's rear' — completely
underestimating the strides already taken theoretically, and reneging on oux
pxolet;‘,r‘ia.n internationalist duty to combat national oppression and mcipieat

fascism in our practical work.
#

It is a gross exaggeration to say '"there have not been poléemics among
communists with the aim of reaching unity on a correct line (on the naticnal
question)" - P 28.0f Paper X. This position throws history out the door and

gone on previously,
belittles the struggles that have /as well as the line struggle that did occur
around Boston (for example, the forum initiated by CAP), While the M/L move-
.ment has not completely broken with the revisionist line of the CPUSA by any

means, there have been strong steps made in this direction.

The national question is at least one area where the pre-party groups
have been try’mg to develop a line that does not ¢onciliate with the CPUSA's

ncgation of the national question. Some of the groups held that there is a Black

4.

3 P S . L P ) Il S ) ]
1 LALD il avicua, ALUL“.I_JV[LLLJ.J u\. \Ju.LA.LJ.A.b.LuLJ. U.L a u.aL.LULL ad JC\-L\.L uu,c. U)I

~ 4
u.u,oa.uu \Le [ §  LilCLe

~

it « We arc not saying that communist ovganizations and individuals should not
fight for the political lne they believe to be correct, and scck to win over others.
We are saying that no orpanization today has a grasp of US objective and sub-
jective conditions <3{1f1iicicx11}.y corrcct and developed to justily their scering

. e i
orpanizational hegemony « (S‘ocmor or later, of course, and as s00n as po:vsiol'c.,
there Will Te only one  communist party, with:a single political line, and only those
belonedne to it vill be justified in Lallxut. themscelves communists, )




Stalin), and that the right of self-determination is the correct M/L stand.

This is in fact a line. What needs to be done now is to develop the line based

on more thorough concrete analysis of the conérete conditions in the U. S,
Unfortunately, Péper X says very little about how the struggle for line §s to

be carried out, and much of what it says is incorrect. Paper X says we can't
do any practical work, so where i{s this linc going to come from ? Study alone? ?

Polemics with other communists alone ?

No, investigation must be done on the reality of the Black nation, and
the investigation cannot be done without practice, without mass work, that
relates to this question. This means doing practical work within the Black Belt

(and among whites)

as well as within the Black national minoxity community/outside the Black Belt.
How can we have a correct developedi line 1f we have only a partial and frag-
mentary kn.owledg'e of the objective conditions ? We cannot have a good grasp of
the objective conditions unlcss we have contact through practical work. We
will never understand the nature of class and national struggle unless we engage

in class & national struggle.

oy
’_?

For instance, most comrades agree that the BWC!'s formexr position on
the "ﬁhcroughly comprador' nature of the Black bourgeoisie was incorrect and
arrived ar without adequate struggle and investigation, But this doesn't just mean
" that there wasn’t enough "struggle throughout the communist movement as it

exmts“ (Paper X) -~ it also means there wasn't enough struggle with the Black

bourgeoisie in practical adtivity, and/or therc wasn't scientific, systematic

sum-up of this expericnce,

A correct understanding, a correct posifion on the Black national question
requires moxre than abstract struggle within the communist movement' :

1) It requires a theorctical understanding of the knowledge gained by other
communist parties (lucluding the CPUSA in the '30s and '40s) about the
national qucstion. :

2) It requires doing research into the alrcady available information about the
osition of Black people in America (fromn bourgcois cconomists, sociolopists
J =3 13 1
etc.; soclal-democgrats, cte.; as well as varxious M/IL sources.)

3) It'requires social investigation by communists engaged in practical work,
in political and cconomic class strugg,lc, in the national and class struggles of
the Black pcople.
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The'strugglc for a correct position on the Black national question -

(and for a correct position on other questions also) must be based on all 3

of these requirements, otherwise we wlll fall into empiricism or dogmatism

IV, Paper X aud the Left Dogmatist Line in the Black Workers Congress

Since the split {from its association v&ith the RU, the BWC line on the
relation of theory and practice has gone through two phases. The first phase
was characterized by a "tactical retreat" from the mass movement. The pre-
vailing view was that communists must "get their shit together' first, then
engage in practical work. The second phase, symbolized by the slogan

"Organization Is Key, " was marked by the view that we now have a correct

liz;ev on &ll majoxr questions, and com;nunists ghould ncw go out and lead the
mass movement (w_i.thout investigation o uﬁderstanding of the magses or
objective conditions generally). Both views were 'left' ecvors, absolutizing
the role of communists,' and come from the same ideélogical roots — idecalism
a;nd metaphysics. The BWC line had broken with the empiricism of the RU,

only to fall prey to the equally dangerous error of dogmatism.

Paper X breaks with one aspect of the left dogmatist liné. It attacks the
line of the ultralcfts that '"erganization is key' in this period, on the grcunds
that this line 'skips the stage of idecological struggle' necessawy te achieve
ideological and organizationil unity in the communist movement. We agrce

with this analysis, as far as it gocs, while disagrecing with the dogmatic view

of "ideological struggle' which Paper ¥ has proved unable to shake off,

Fozx the ulfralefﬁs, it was now possible for communists to define thelr
malin task as "maxrching at the head of the working class mecvement, " They
held that a generaliy correct line had been arrived at through '"theoretical -
struggle' and study of some of the classics. In this view, we had made a break
with revisionlst ideas and political lines by opposing them with Marxist-"cninist
ideas and lines from thc Comintern. Therclore, we bad & genéral line \Lhi(:h
should unite the communist movement, and if others didn't unite with it they were
Ypevisionists and opportunists. ' Paper X attacked this view, finding, with Stalin,

that "oxganization is key" is a correct slogan and presents us with correct tasks

BIETIRO
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only after a correct politiczl Jine has been laid down (which is obviously'not

the situation today).

But despite this correct criticism, Paper X's break with the left dogmatist
Jne was not thorcugh-going. While moxre modest and less blatantly idealist than
the ultralefts of the old BWC national center, Paper X still viewed theory and
political linc as existing in some separate sphere. Correct political line, it held;
can be acquired primarily in this separate subje ctive realm and then applied to
the 'obje ctive conditicas.

The ervor common to both is the denial, in different degrees, of the
primacy of the material over the ideal. Both see Marxism-Leninism as a body
of perfect idcas existing timelessly., Both Paper ¥ and the 'organization is key"
line of the ultralefts make the fundamental crror of divorcing Marxism-Leninism
from its dialectical & historical materialist basis and thereby transforming it

‘rom a science into @ body of dogmas.

The "organization is key'" line caxriss this further in that it goes on to
seek to impose its dogmatic understanding onto the material world -~ seeing
socicty and the masscs as incrt matter to be moved by the consclous.element.
Therc is a connection between this position and voluntarism, which holds that
you con change ccenditions by imposing your will on them. Voh.mtaris’m abso- |
iutizes the subjective factor, ncgating the develepment of objective conditions

‘ inciependent of man's will, )
The BWC ultralefts went through a phase of what they called "tac.ti.cal
vetreat! (from practice), in which a: version of "theoretical struggle' was seen

as the key task. After some superficial study of the classics, they emerged
ready to lead the revolution in the U S, The Paper X authors, on the other hand,

thought that point hadn't been reached yet, that what was needed was more

study of the classics (also in igolation {from practice). Basically both re bresented
Y 22! ¥ rep

the same ultra-left line , in diffcrent phases of its development.

The Paper X aathors had the strength of recognizing that their study, and
the study and practice of the communist movemert generally, had not yet provided
an undcrstanding sufficient to be called a guiding line for revolution. But this

recognition alone was not enough to break with the Yeft' line. What was required
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was a recognition that their whole approach to developlug a political line

was incorrect. S =

onditions in the US todoy aren't identical with conditions that exi
elsewhere 40Ao:r: 70 years ago. A correct political line nﬁust reflect jthc-.sé
changes. This cannot be accomplished by a study of Maixist-Leninist works
alone, but requires study, inwestigation and practice {n the material world,
in society, It is in the material world that the laws formulated by the science
of Marxism-Leninism operate.

It is definitely true -- ouw struggle against revisionism includes

overcoming the poisonous error of dogmatism.
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L.AET SBECTION
"WAPER X" &k THE LEFT DOGMATET LINE IN THE BWC

Since the aplit w from its association with the RU, the BWC = line on the
reiation of theory and practice has gone through two phases -~ # The first
wam c haracterized by a retreat {rom the mass movement. The prevailing view
was that comunists must "get their shit together sz _&, then eagage in /
practical work, Thamxseex The second phase, symbolized by the slogan’ ovganization /
is key, " was marked by the view that we now have the correct line on all major
guestions, and cominunists shouid now go cut and lead the mass movement
{without investigation or understanding of the nasaes or objeciive conditions geaemny}
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"organization is key'' line/ But as we have ssen, its break with tzu left m,ms\
iige was not thorough-going. For exampie, tele Paper X's line on ideological
struzgzle & shares with the uitraleft of the oid BWC pational center a dogmatie
understanding of theory and political line. Paper X, while more bodesx .odest 1
axk and iess blatantly idealist, still véews theory and pelitical line as exisiing #
in some sepayate subjective sphere. Corzdc t political line, it helds, can iz B
be acquired primarily in this separate bubjective realm and then applied ta 7
the ghjective conditions.

The error cornen to both is the denial, in dMferent deyrees, of }/

of the material over the ideal. Hothe gee Marxism-Leninds:n as ;r
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ideas existing Seelessiy. : 4
Both FPaper X and the "organization is key ' line of the &d g » %
make the fundamental error of dévorcing Marxism-Lenial = * oy
and historical naterialist basis and thereby trxgns foraad :
a body of dogmas. P
The ‘‘srganziazabion is key line carries this furthe\-
seek to impose its degmatic understanding onto the :‘riate\‘

society and the nasses &g inert matter to be moved by ihe



?‘m&m i# & conpectise Lriween thiz posifion and volupiarisns, which hioids

that you van chasge comdtdlons by foopoesing your will oa theo. Volaotaris.

abaslutizes the gubjective factor, negsring he devsloprent of f:mx sotive FC
conditions lndepsandent of man's will, % ( (icf L

Papey 4 had the streagth of recogniving that thely sludysssmbilng and
practice, and thet of the s coovuniel rovenent Jenersily, bad not yet
provided thers with an ﬁﬂxéﬁiﬁ?s&%ﬁ&ﬁf}img sulficient to be called 2 fi.%imgfz live fow 2
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recoiation, But i the 'Yeper X7 sororades storpsd at this reoppnitdlon alone,

e debating oves interpretetions
=

ihay would dejeperate Inde endioss
of des:inde

1o m .

%&?‘i&g srenk Ldenticel with  condiiiors thet existed 40 ox 70 yesrs

guf, A corpect pobilical Mne et rellect B these & chénges. This xmk cannot

L aczoraplished by a stadyy of Merdsteldolnist works aline, bul Fevuire, siudy,
investization and practice in the oateriad world, lo soclely. ¥ i in the ated

rid that the laws foromuaiated by the sclsnce of Mavxis v.ieninis.s operate,
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