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Near forradas,
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Tor the nast several months the ™ hags heen locled in an intense trvo--

line strucrle over the rain dancer inside the ™--"left" or "ieht onnortun~ P

igme—and eenerally whether the line of thre orearization on Partv “uildine wag

correct. This strueele Yas heen carrie? on ith an eve torrarA assurine that

all views ans? oninions would ke h“earl. .T-rourhout this strurele, however, o W
Omi:  Don Williams hae consistently resorted to ruror-rmoncerine; eossin. slan'er,

lies an?! ipti~ictation as a method of strueele. e has consistentlv violated

denocratic centralisr, Touel eiven renmeated warnines., Ton *111iams has con-

tinve? to eneare in factional activity. Ta has attemnted to set un a second

center within the orranization. Thou~h in velement disacreerent with his

"left" onnortunist lime on the auestion of Party "uildine, the Central Com-

rittee “as stood and continues to stan” firmlv on Leninist princinles of or-

eanization vherety every cadre writhin ™' hag the rieht and resnonsihility to

enrare in onen, akove hoard ideoloeical strueele in rerards to their views.

Ton {1liars however, while eiven an onnortunity to ernress his views within

the orcanization “as chosen to use democracv as a reans of disruntion. e

has reneatedly violated the Aigeinline of the otranization, refused to akide*

hy directives, and carried himself in a nrovocative. decenerate manner. As

a result of these actions he has tLeen susnended from the oreranization. As

of “'arch "M, 1275 ™op "i11liams is no lonrer to he considered a snwolesman for

the P“C, s views should not be considered as those of the orranization.

r4$ﬂ¥L *ite Mamlin on the other hand, has. resioned fror the P'C. Tyg resiona--
tion is the culmination of a loner struerele the £ hag conducted with *"ile
"amlin over factional intrioue, inner-oreanizational sectarianism and eross
violations of Aemocratic centralism, The NG, while in vehement disacreerent
with his Tieht onportunist line on Party ™uilline, has nrovided for *ire am-
lin the sarme avenues for ideolorical struecele that are available to every
other calre. TInstead of utilizinp these channels ““{'e attemnted to set un
his ovm channels, to cater to the interests of »is €action, and to set un
anotver center. %inally, instead o® waecine nrincinled ideoloeical struerle
over hronest differences from wvithin the oreanization, he chose the netty-tour-
reoils nacifict escane--i.e., resipnation. Ilence. as of “arch, 1975, *"ite Mam-
lin also should no loneer be considered a snol'esman.of the ™'C. TVis views
should not he congidered as those of the oreanization.

In conclusion, let us say that there are those who think that ecause of
their lon~er service inp P and because of their hieh position vithin the or-
‘eanization, that they are atove the discinline of the oreanization. This tvpe
of view cannot and will not ke tolerated in the PN, Thile recoenizine that
hoth these comradag have rmade sorme nositive contributions to tre development
of the ™' and the anti-revisionist communist moverent, no one can live on t
their laurels and he allowed to hold their ovm individual interests above
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“the interests of the orpanization and the communist movement as a whole. We
hope that one day both these comrades will recosnize and repudiate their er-
~ rors and move back to the path of Yarxism—-Leninism.

A more detailed analysis of the views of these individuals will be forth
coming.. All communication with the BWC should be done by addressing corre-
spondence to:

P. 0. Box 380926
Petroit, Mich. 48238

‘ or
(313) 868-81n5



