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“Take the Money and Run!”
On Oct. 29, the Marxist-Leninist 

Organizing Committee (MLOC) held a par­
ty building forum in Wash.,D.C. that 
resulted in the total ideological and 
political rout of this little sect of 
petty bourgeois academics. The D.C. 
forum, part of a recent tour, was de­
signed to be a report by MLOC on super­
power war preparations and on party 
building. When the spokesman for MLOC 
laid out the agenda for the evening, 
it quickly became clear that they were 
not going to allow any time to struggle 
over line differences, just as in their 
forum a week before in Atlanta, where 
they tried to squash line struggle by 
limiting comments from the audience 
to 3 minutes per "question;" their 
plan was for the audience to listen to 
a lengthy 3 hour presentation and poetry 
reading by MLOC followed by about 15 
minutes for "questions." The audience 
immediately took up the demand to have 
principled ideological and political 
struggle. Though other communist organ­
izations were in the audience, it was 
the WVO, the Bolshevik Organizing Col- 
lective/Communist Workers Committee,

and many independent Marxist-Leninist's 
who demanded that MLOC answer for its 
line and proposed to have at least an 
hour to struggle over line. But rather 
than allow the necessary struggle to 
push the communist and working class 
movements forward, MLOC tried to silence 
the audience, resorting to all types 
of bourgeois maneuvers: "we paid for 
this hall," "you can either hear our 
whole presentation or leave, there's 
no other choice," and even "people 
should line up in a straight line in 
the back to get your money back." As 
MLOC's opposition to principled strug­
gle increased with all the features of 
a grade-school teacher unable to con­

trol an unruly class, the outrage of 
the audience grew and the call for 
struggle was taken up by the vast 
majority of the audience. MLOC's 
spokesman even abandoned the stage 
three times, took down its flashy pos­
ter display, and quietly sneaked out 
as the attention of the audience 
changed its focus towards the October 
League, representatives of the main 
danger of right opportunism. The OL, 
who had taken no stand on MLOC's man­
euvers, was called on repeatedly to 
answer for its mutations on party 
building, but were unable to respond. 
Finally, one OL cadre got up and 
recited a laundry list of statements: 

we have a newspaper, a theoretical 
journal, a position on the national 
question..." without responding to a 
single question. At that point, it 
became clear that MLOC had arranged to 
close the hall. MLOC had, in fact, 
deserted its own forum,taken the money, 
an d f 1 e d.'.'

But MLOC's line emerged clearly in 
spite of itself. Their attitude of no 
struggle, their thorough philistinism, 
exposed itself; its refusal to be open, 
and above board, to put forth its view, 
to practice Marxism and not revisionism, 
revealed that it has never taken up 
the outlook and stand of the working 
class. The forum revealed MLOC's 
total lack of principle and its petty 
bourgeois stand. The forum revealed 
MLOC'as only a more blatant form of 
OL's character -- the same slipping 
and sliding, fear of struggle, the 
same careerist schemes on party 
building. MLOC's departure from their 
own forum clearly exposed its small 
proprietor outlook on the communist 
movement: "Take the money and run'..'"

MLOC... Paoe 28, WORKERS VIEWPOINT,
(continued from p. ,27) 
gle to overthrow bourgeois rule will 
be long and tortuous. And while cap­
italism's fall is inevitable, and rev­
olutionary upsurges possible at any 
time, the struggle will be protracted 
and hard, going through many twists 
and turns, with defeats' as well as vic­
tories along the way. Opportunism, 
the bourgeoisie's useful tool
in crisis, is a social prop which sup­
ports its rule when it is threatened 
with revolution. Opportunism will 
have to be combated every step of 
the way up to and especially after the 
overthrow of,the bourgeoisie and the 
establishment of the dictatorship of 
the proletariat. MLOC's attempted 
short cut, to "strike a decisive blow 
against opportunism," "to qualitatively 
transform the balance of forces in the 
revolutionary movement between Marxism 
and opportunism," liquidates this 
truth. It is as if this absurd pro­
posal for a lightning series of attacks 
on the- opportunists will magically 
blow them away.

Nowhere in this document, either in 
the spirit or the letter of it, does 
MLOC show any evidence that it under­
stands the long, uphill struggle that 
must be waged.

The deep class and social roots of 
opportunism make opportunism inevitable. 
It will not be dislodged as long as there 
are classes. MLOC's proposal is esp­
ecially absurd when we realize that by 
abandoning principled ideological and 
political struggle, we abandon the only 
way we can really defeat opportunism.

But at the same time as MLOC address­
es its brave ''anti-opportunist" military 
strategy in secret to the revolutionary 
wing, it continues to meet in private 
with OL, the enemy they have sworn (se­
cretly) to defeat. And they not only 
continue private meetings, but whine 
about the fact that OL didn't invite 
them to their Unity Conference. And 
then it calls for an OC with less prin­
ciples than OL's Unity Conference!
What staunch fighters against oppor­
tunism.' This petty bourgeois spine­
lessness, a cover for its careerism 
and philistinism, is the real content 
of its call for the communist ..movement 
to "become Marxist-Leninist statesmen."
It is a "call to exchange firm, stable 
principles and principled struggle and 
struggle for the correct line, for 
equivocating, vacillating, and unscru­
pulousness maneuvering.

MLOC's proposal is conscious bald- 
faced, doubled-dealing bourgeois poli­
tics, a naked bid to promote themselves 
into the leadership of the revolutionary 
trend of the communist movement. It is 
based on no principles, no history of 
line struggle and no history or possi­
bility of mass work. Like OL or any 
other bourgeois politicians, you are 
willing to bribe and flatter your way 
into leadership, making offers to or­
ganizations to "maintain independence 
and initiative" and telling them that 
"organizations all stand a b r e a s t Y o u  
are willing to promote autonomism to 
promote yourselves, and to undermine 
the proletarian organizations of the 
Party in order to secure yourselves a 
place. . This is your "Marxist-Leninist 
statesman'."

The working class needs leadership, 
genuine proletarian leadership and not 
petty bourgeois careerist leadership, 
to wage all-side'd struggle to overthrow 
the bourgeoisie! Its Party must be 
based on strict principles of democratic 
centralism, binding members together 
with strict proletarian discipline 
based on the correct line. MLOC's pro­
posal is designed not to provide that, 
but to cater to petty bourgeois preju­
dices, autonomism and circle spirit, 
and represents a clear attempt to liqui­
date the role of theory as a guide to 
action and the decisiveness of line.

MLOC's formalism, scholasticism, and 
careerism led them into this bankrupt- 
"military" proposal and united front 
tactic to unite Marxist-Leninists.
Taking an important and correct article 
from Peking Review on military strategy 
(Dec. 27, 1974) , they one-sidedly miss 
the essence in their rush to promote 
themselves. The article makes clear 
that even in the military sphere, con­
centrating superior forces follows from 
a correct ideological and political line- 
and its centralized leadership. MLOC’s 
proposal as we have shown is an attack

on both! Like some petty bourgeois aca­
demic professor graciously offering his 
leadership to the working class from 
his lectern, the MLOC eclectically cites 
articles and engages in empty phrase­
mongering about how "whether or not to 
concentrate superior forces as the basis 
of strategy and tactics for party 
building is a fundamental question of a 
dialectical materialist outlook and me­
thodology!!" Meanwhile, MLOC has no 
line at all on the burning questions 
facing the working class movement, pro­
vides no guidance at all for the day- 
to-day struggles of the masses. This 
means that anyone following the MLOC's 
line cannot possibly do any communist 
mass work. It also shows how cushioned 
these academics are from the class 
struggle. And by providing no leader­
ship on any of these questions, MLOC 
insures that this separation from the 
masses will continue.

L i k e  som e  p e t t y  b o u r g e o is  a c a d e m ic

PROFESSOR GRACIOUSLY OFFERING H IS  LEAD­
ERSHIP TO THE WORKING CLASS FROM HIS  
LECTERN, THE MLOC ECLECTICALLY CITES  
ARTICLES AND ENGAGES IN  EMPTY PHRASE­
MONGER! NG. . .Me a n w h iLE, MLOC HAS NO LINE  
AT ALL ON THE BURNING QUESTIONS FACING 
THE WORKING CLASS MOVEMENT, PROVIDES 
NO GUIDANCE AT ALL FOR T H E D A Y -TO 'D A Y  
STRUGGLES OF THE M A S S E S , . . IT  ALSO 
SHOWS HOW CUSHIONED THESE ACADEMICS 
ARE FROM THE CLASS STRUGGLE. . .  COMRADES, 
MLOC IS THE MOST FLAGRANT EXAMPLE IN  
THE COMMUNIST MOVEMENT OF THE PETTY 
BOURGEOIS CLASS STAND!

Comrades, MLOC is the most flagrant 
example in the Communist movement of 
the netty bourgeois class stand. Not 
only do they refuse to subordinate them­
selves to the interests of the vast 
majority, or to do patient work among 
the masses, but they are willing to 
hurt the interests of the proletariat 
and the vast majority to promote them­
selves and their sham unity plan.

Comrades, many elements from the pet­
ty bourgeoisie will be drawn to the Par­
ty of the proletariat. And as Lenin 
said:

"There is nothing abnormal or terri­
ble in this, if the proletarian 
Party is able thoroughly to absorb 
these foreign bodies and not be con­
trolled by them, and is able to see 
in good time that some of these ele­
ments really are foreign bodies, and 
that in certain conditions one must 
clearly and openly dissociate one­
self from them... Tn order to ful­
fil this obligation of the prole­
tariat, it was necessary to take pa­
tiently in hand and reeducate those 
who had been attracted to Social 
Democracy by the days of liberty... 
who were attracted chiefly by the 
vehemence, revolutionary spirit and 
'vividness' of our slogans, but, who, 
though militant enough to fight on 
revolutionary holidays, lacked the 
stamina for workaday struggle under 
the reign of counterrevolution. Some 
of these elements were gradually 
drawn into proletarian activities and 
assimilated the Marxist world out­
look. The others only memorised a 
few slogans without grasping their 
meaning, could only repeat old phrases 
and were unable to adapt the old 
principles of revolutionary Social- 
Democratic tactics to the changed 
conditions." (In Against Revision­
ism, pp. 43-44, emphases added)

MLOC is a group from which we "must 
clearly and openly dissociate." The 
MLOC's opportunist use of theory "sounds 
good" to some honest comrades because 
MLOC seems to take our theoretical tasks 
seriously. But beware, comrades, their 
petrified formalism and thoroughly de­
generate world outlook can only build 
a revisionist clique. Look beneath their 
rhetoric. Their "granite theoretical 
foundation" is really quicksand! Break 
with this retrograde trend or you will 
sink with the MLOC!

Comrades, our movement is surging 
forward! The historic march of the 
communist and workers movements, build­
ing on the rich lessons of the last 7 
or 8 years, will brush aside this band 
of fellow-travellers who attempt to 
deceive those comrades who have not and 
are not trying in earnest to repudiate 
their petty bourgeois baggage and embrace 
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought.

Forward To The Party Congress!!




