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of November a CC meeting was held in which effats
ace the two line struggle on a higher level, to br
nal activity of the old Secretariat, and to move t
ith what the majorty of the CC held was a "left" d
anization as a whole. As a regult a new IC was fo
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as events unfolded; 1t has bheccome clear to this comrade that

» the CC, has yet to break with the "left" line.
I1C contjnups to hoId—an inccorrect political line
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It is this incorrect line that this paper is dire
clem is offered not because the "blame must be est
v the filreless efforts by many comrades on behalf

fzation during this period, but becauvse 1t ig crit
C now assume 1ts proper responglbility if the BWC

5 along a proletarian path.

¢ proposes 1in Reform Our Svudyv that leading bodies
baslc task; to know conditions, or to know the wor
ter policj, to change the world. In this regard,
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cted LO”HPQ
ablished,
of the
lcal

is

have
14;
this
of
3

ﬁegligent. On the other hand,; efforts have been made

to investigate the situation in the organization,
and in general, has proceeded from the masses, to
ink, however, is to the masses. Here are a few ex

1/ Tne formulation. of the two deviations in the Summa ry
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appears that no real effort wags even made to gilve
descriptlion of the struggle. In short, that this
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on the part of the IC or CC (which is note stated) reflects
the confusion of many comrades on exactly what a deviati

all about,

dis tinction is taken up in cdetail later), etc.

on 1is

on the distinction between ideology and theory (this
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2/ The Bibliography dated December 24, 1975, revealed the general
lack of clarity on the part of the IC around the important questions
to address. The bibliography, as noted in the Document of Feb 3, 197%
from the IC, was soo general, soo vague, that -1t again was of limited
assistance to cadre, and did not move the struggle forward.

3/ The plan for the struggle outlined in the Document of Dec 20, 1975
has been discarded without any communication to the cadre of this
organizatlon as to why, what will replace it, or what is happening

in the organizution. It is now six weeks since we were supposed

to receive papers from the CC, and there has been no communication
directly to cadre explaining the situation.

4/ And one further example of how the previous incorrect line of
leadership has not teen broken with, cadre in this District are
sti1ll in the unfortunate position of learning more about the

work of the BWC f'rom cadre of other organizations and the pages of
the Guardian than from the leadership of our own organization.

For example, information on our relations with OL, IWK, etc, comes
first from OL cadre to us, telling us what is happening nationally.
Furthermore, work of the BWC in such areas as the Black Womers
United Front, The Dhofar Conference in Chicago, the Atlanta conference
on the Boycott of Scuth African Coal... to name only a few, were all
learned about by thig comrade through cadre of other organlzations
or in thepages of the Guardian.

Hopefully the point should be adequate to reallze that while we may have
taken some steps to break with the old incorrect line, we have barely
begun to crawl in this regard. Comrades, in assessing the work of the
IC/CC in this period, one formulation by Mao in Some Questions
Concerning the Methods of ILeadership might be taken as a measure:

It is the art of leadership to take the whole situation into

account and plan accordintly in the light of the historical conditicns
and exlsting circumstances in each locality, decide correctly on the
center of gravity and the sequence of work for each period, steadfastly
carry through the decision, and make sure that definite results

are achidved. 4 .
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for the present state of turmoll in this organization - respons

which resgults from an inccrrect political line on the role of %the IC/CC
The incorrect orgenizational line resulted from an incorrcct political

lire by the body.

In the remainder of this paper I will try to raise some of what this
comrade believes are the basic reasons for the contradictions that
exist in theorganization todey, and throughout the communist movement,
These are raised in the spirit .of discussion for the CC, rather than
criticisms.
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(1) CONFUSION ABCUT THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN "IDEOLOGICAL STRUGGLE" AND
"THEORETICAL STRUGGLE, "

These two terms have generally been used inter-changeably in the
struggle, as well as by most Marxists-Leninists, with very divisiee
results.

In taking up the two line struggle, the theoretical basis of right

and "left" errors is the hreach between the objective and subjectivs
factors. The ideological basis for these errors is the class outlook,
the ideology of the Bourgeoise or the ideology of the petty bourgeoilse.
They are not the same.

&&The basic source of disunity within the BWC and the communist movement

Cf%ﬂ%fis a result of confusion theoretically, not the lack of "ideological
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struggle." What has happened is that ideological struggle has been
vralsed to a principal, undermining the basgsis of unity amongst
Marxists-Leninists. To understand this, we must distinguish

between two different types of contradictions;, which require

different methods of resolution. Filrst, the contradiction

between MLM and revisionism/trotskyism/anarcho syndicalism/soclal
democracy. And second, the contradlcticrs amongst Marxists-Leninists.
The first contradictionis antagonlstic, the second 1s non antagenistic

In the first case, struggle is absolute and unity is relative. In

this regard it is absolutely correct to wage mass ideological struggles
agalnst revisilonism, etc. Agalnst such organizatlons as the CPUSA,
International Socialists, eftc, ideological struggle 1s key. Such
organizations, which represent consolidated trends hostile to

Mareism, are not considsred part of the communist movement. We

wage mass ideological struggles against them in order to heighten

the vigllance of the masses; expcse such oppeortunists, and win the
approval of the messes.

In the second type of contradiction, amongst Marxists-Leninists,
unity is absolute and struggle must be seen as relative. Tht must
be seen as a non antagonistic contradicticn, and handled accordintly,

jiﬁgi//through patient persuasion, on the basis of both unity and compromise.

{

In this regard, theoretical struggle is key. Theoretical struggle
criticize
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Tiiz reason fthat unity 1s ebzolute is bocausc
unite against the comron encwmy of all people, © 3
in order to form a party that can lead the struggle of the proletaria
victory. There can be no gualitative advancemart of the struggle cof
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the working class until all Marxilsta-Leninists are united into a single,

genuine communist party of a new type. What unites Marxists-Leninists
is more important at ths point than what divides us.

This 1is not at all to suggest that struggle amongst Marxidg-Leninists

should be belittled or held back, but we must struggle in order to unite

Amongst Marxist-Leninists, we carry on theoretical strugsde on how -

the ideology of the proletariat, MLM Thought, is to be applied to the.
concrete conditions of This counftry. T




What we differ on is not which ideology to uphold, but rather the
objective laws of motion of soceity, from which we derive our strategy
. ~and tactics. This is the focus of struggle, while at the same time
- we unite to defeat our common enemies. The material basis for
unity is greater than the subjective .basis for disunity.

To raise the slogan that ideological struggle is primary (or to
confuse this with theoretical struggle) is to undermine the material
basis of unity which does exist, to split Marxists-Leninists, and to
confuse an antagonistic contradiction with a non antagonistic
contradiction,.

Ideological struggle has been the basis of previous two line struggle
within the BWC, and the result has been that comrades with the "wrong
ideology" have been removed or thrown out. Struggle have been waged
to split, net to unite. Under the kanner of ideological struggle
comrades have conducted antagonistic, factional feuds, each seeking
hegemony, as 'well as hegemony within the communist movement, each
settingout to create their own 1little flefdom, their own mountain
stronghold. In this situation unity is based on friendship, not
political line. The line of Jjdeological struggle is the line

of hegemony, the line of conspiracy and back room meetings. It

is the 1iﬁ?whicn has. Tead the BWC today into dissarray.

Under the banner of ideolozical struggle organizational discipline
has Dbeen abandoned. Ideological struggle without organizational
dbcipline become an endless round robbin of disputes without
regsolutliorn, because there han be no comprimise on the question of
ideology.

At the same time, questions of ideology are not abandoned amongst
Marxists Leninists, nor is 1t the case that on occasion, a split may
be absolutely unavoidable. But ideological questions must be settled
over a long period of time, in a patlient manner. While we can
identify the source of either Right cr "left" deviations ideologically,
the resolution of these deviations 1s basically a theoretical and
political task.
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Vithin the comrunist movement, and Lhe BYUC, the slegan "politiceld

line ig key" has been taken to mezn that uvnlty is bullt upon
- agreement with some theoretical formulation in a document o pamdhlet,
and that once we were agreed on the "line," we were united. This
understands the nature of political 1line in a one sided, non dlalectical
manner, one .which separates theory from practice.

Political line must be understood as BOTH the theoretical formulaticn
we have on particular questions as well as the sum total of tasks

the orgalzation sets 1tself 1in order to advance tactically and
strategically.

or—
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Uniting on the basis of political line is not simply agreeing to some
document or programatic statement, 1t 1s also agreement on the tasks
which are decisiVe at that point. Unity around political line is
something that 1s built through struggle, through the struggle to
apply theoretical formulations to the material problems of making
revolution every day, which in tern strengthens our theory. Unity
around political line 1s not simply abstract agreement to a plece

of paper, but 1s built, more than anything else, through practice.

Political 1ine, then, represents the concentrated exgression of the
interests and demands of a particular class AND a guide to the
tasks required to achieve those interests and demands.

Throughout the communist movement, unity around line is seen as .
agreeing through polemics on certain positions. Within the BWC ff’ﬁég'iji:;
we are suppose to unite rizht or "left" deoviations as the main IS ¥
danger without any agreement over our tasks in this period. kﬁiﬂ“dﬁ:”ks
In fact the struggle has been conducted in such a way as-+o o~ S

neglect oﬁﬁég'fasks. Thils betrays the essence of political line.

-

Here, again, we have taken the slogan that "political line is key"
from our Chinese comrades and applied 1t here dogmatically, in an
idealist fashion, separating theory from practice Carme ot

(3) "BROAD DEMOCRACY"

There has been considerable confusion in this period of the question

of democraticcentralism. The formulation of the IC that "in this

period there must be broad democracy in order to strengthen centralism.."”
(Document of Dec 20, 1974, from IC), had bread confusion and disunity
within the organization.

This formulation is metaphyéical the way 1t is used. Organizational
line must flow from political line, not independent of it. The
exact relationship between democracy and centralism at any givenﬁtime
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To put "broad democracy" into effect without centalism is to surrender
the orgasnization to every opportunist trend and tendency, to open

up the organization to a period of "freedom of criticism," without

aim or end 1n sight. ' Proletarian democracy requires disicipline, and
digcipline, as Lenin defined it, is "unity of action, freddom of
discussion and criticism." What was missing in this organization was
unity of action. :
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Furthermore, we should distinguish beteen the "broad democracy"
promoted by the IC and proletarian mass democracy. Mass democracy
means that we rely upon the cadre to determine right from wrong.
This can only be done whenthere is a unity of action in the organization,
when leadership sums up the experience of cadre, concéntrates it,
and passes 1t back to cadre. '"Broad democracy'" is a bourgecise
concept which encourarmes freedom of criticism for its own sake,
democracy for the sake cf democracy. Cadre 1initlative, in the
absence of centralized leadership, breeds narrowness, mountain
stronghold mentalities, and opportunism. For aedre to really
etermine the outcome and direction of th& struggle, theke
must be a cemtralized hody. —

The way 1n which "broad democracy'" was implemented represented
a one sided reaction by leadership to the previous period of
bureaucratic centralism. Objectively, however, they both unilte,
and the result is both incorrect methods of leadership and

the dis arming of cadre

This comrade realizes that this 1s hardly a complete discussion

of this question, but that will have to be developed more at a later
point. The thrust of what 1sg being said is that the prcmotion of
of "broad democracy'" contributed to the contradictions revealed

by the struggle.

(4) CHARACTERIZATION OF TiIS PERICD AS A "PRE PARTY PERIOD"

Comrades; increasingly this comrade comes to believe that the
in the communist movement

,as a pre party period is dogmatlc, No o)
e 0ld revisionist CP and formed a venuine ML party has
charactgri7ed,themselves in a pre pary period, as least from what
n-soa far. What I want To present here is the kernal /

of some ideas that are being developed.

We have proceeded dogmatically to apply the situation Lenin described
in Ruxﬁaa to 1h~ sifuat:nn here, using WITSD zs a bible. Whll& fhpﬂ;
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Our situation today is that there does exist a large, well heeled

party within the proletariat which claims to be the party of the workins
class. For us to put forward that we are ina pre party period suggests
that there is no party which already exists within the working class.

It implies, as the CLP position hclds, that the CPUSA was never a
genuine party of the proletariat.

However, there is very little scienﬁific study to substantiate that.
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Moreover, many hcnest Marxists-Ieninists, such as the Central Organizaticn
of US Marxists-Leninists, and others, hold that the CPUSA was, at one
time, a genulne party of the proletariat. The. difference is very
slgnificant. For if the C? was never a genuine party, 1t would be

correct to characterlze the period as a "pre party period." However,

1f we hold that the CPUS4 was a2t one time a genuine party, but is

not now, then our task must be characterized bv the struggle to

demarcate ourselves from the party which presently exists in the
proletariat, ldeologically, politlically and organizationally.

This is a task which we have barely begun to do, or has the rest
of the communist movement ((see outline on The History of The Subjective
Factcr in the US)).

The implicetions of this distinction are many. To begin with,
our theoretical work must fccus not LT tut on the history
and development of the subjéctive factor in this country, particularly
the CPUSA. It probably is not an exaggeration to state that most
communiets know mcre about the democratic party, or the restoration

of capitalism in the Soviet Untion, or China, then they do about

the CPUSA. How is 1% possible to hold that the principal.
confradiction in the comunist movecmeont is that between MLM Thought
and revisleniesm and fail Lo take up & systematic study of revisdor
within our own movement? This is the situaiion today.

1lem

Our approach to paviy builliing has been atly a:historical and non
materialistic. Withln the comnunist movement, tThere has been almost
“no discussion of the different turns and periods in the subjective
factor even since 19632, with the split between the PRC and the USSR,
We have virtually ignored the cxperience of other ML parties

which had the similar task of breaking wilth the old revisionisgt

party in their country. Forums on party building held still focus 27
almost entirely on the objective factors, not the subjective factor.”

These questions raise others. For instance, how can we talk about
" he van rd of the proletariat to commudism," when we have
hardly demarcated curselves from  revisionism? Without such

@ demarcation, how is it pcasible to sclentifically formulate the ‘;>:>
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peasant question in Hunan Province. fThere is much to be learned from .

. thils approach.



(5) ON THE IMPORTANCE OF SELF CRITICISM AND CRITICISM BY THE Ic/cc

Comrades, the CC must take bold steps to regain the confidence of the
cadre. The manner in which the current struggle has been unfolded

by the IC/CC and old Secretariat has created meny problems, and these
need to be rectified. The CC at the current meeting should take

up a self criticism of its work in the recent period. This

means finding the main contradiction, analyzing its opposing

parts, deciding which aspect is dominant, and what the implications
have been.

There has been too much of an atmosphere of holding back from the
cadre of the organization, which has undermined the unity between
cadre and leadership. _All kinds of rumcrs and second hand information
has been spread gbout the situation in Detroit, cadre splitting,

etc,  This must come te an end., VFew, if any comrades in this

period, have emerged exemplarary in carrying out the struggle.

This must be realized. We must carry on self criticism and criticism
in erder to win the approval of the cadre of the organization, in
crder to strenghten our organization, and weaken our enomles,

It is only by solving the contradictions which exist, not by
turning away froem them, thset we will move teoward the party.

dnite around pclitical line. Conduct self criticism, criticism.
Call forth the Congress. Cure the sickness in order to save the patient.

Comrade BW
21 February 1975



