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in 1895, the old social democratic parties had degene-- 
rated into parties of peace with the bourgeoisie, into 
parties of social reform. These parties preached peace
ful transition to socialism, based on the theory of the 
productive forces, /.<?., that capitalism would peace
fully degenerate because of the level of development 
of the productive forces.

The task of further developing the theory of Marxism 
was left to Lenin, who further elaborated Marxist or
thodoxy, proving that capitalism had developed to its 
highest and last stage, the stage of imperialism, the era 
of the downfall of capitalism and the victory of prole
tarian revolution.

The Bolsheviks maintained that capitalism could be 
overthrown only by violent means, through social rev
olution. The Bolshevik Party led the Lefts international
ly in a split from the old parties of the Second Inter
national, and set about to organize the Third Communist 
International along new revolutionary lines. The Bolshe
viks fought and routed the opportunists of their own 
land — the economists, the Mensheviks, the liquidators, 
the ostvoists, the Trotskyites and Bukharin’s opposition 
block.

It was the Bolsheviks who led this fight on an inter
national scale, by showing that indeed the Party becomes 
strong by purging itself of opportunist elements.

Thus it stems from all this that the Bolshevik Party is 
irreconcilable towards compromisers and capitulators, and 
revolutionary in its attitude towards the bourgeoisie 
and its state power.

Only the Party of a new type maintains firm consisten
cy in matters of principle, and flexibility in matters of 
tactics. The Bolshevik Party possesses iron discipline, in
ternal cohesion, and monolithic unity, because it is or
ganized along new revolutionary lines.

“The Bolsheviks wanted to create a new party, a 
Bolshevik party, which would serve as a model for all 
who wanted to have a real revolutionary Marxist party.” 
{History o f  the CPSU(B), International Publishers, p.
140)

Such is the party which must be taken as the model by 
all who are seriously convinced of the need to apply the 
Marxist-Leninist thesis of social revolution in all countries. 
Bolshevism is synonymous with proletarian international
ism.

In learning from the Bolshevik Party, the Bolshevik 
League of the US pays close attention to its internal co
hesion and monolithic unity, based on unity of political 
line.

The Maoists and all present-day Mensheviks have de
stroyed the true meaning of “unity,” distorting how real 
unity is achieved and stubbornly worked for.

Lenin placed great emphasis on the question of unity.
He said:

“To establish and consolidate the party, means to es
tablish and consolidate unity among all Social-Democrats. 
Such Unity cannot be decreed, it cannot be brought about 
by, let us say, a meeting of representatives passing a res
olution. Definite work must be done to bring it about.” 
(Lenin, Iskra No. 1, “Draft Declaration of Iskra and Zarya”

International Publishers, pp. 16-29)
The ideological, political and organizational unity of 

the Bolshevik League was worked for, persisted upon, and 
achieved by the work done by the CUSB. The two groups 
which formed the Committee, US Leninist Core and De
marcation, from their inception recognized the need to 
draw lines of demarcation with all forms of opportunism, 
in order that real unity amongst Marxist-Leninists could 
be established. Demarcation and the US Leninist core 
(repulsing the circle fever of the big and small cliques in 
the U.S.) formed the CUSB, liquidating the two circles 
in order to regroup the Lefts on the basis of ideological 
and political unity. This would enable the Lefts in (he 
US to come to the elaboration of a single plan, the im
plementation of which will result in the formation of the 
political Party of the Proletariat.

The Bolshevik League has been formed to enhance 
the task begun b.y the C.U.S.B.

The formation of the Bolshevik League was made 
possible because the US Bolsheviks ruptured with the 
revisionist-dominated international communist move
ment. welded in the rupture with the “theory of three 
worlds,” Mao Zedong “Thought” , and the centrist trend 
internationally which is led by the PLA.

I his rupture was made possible because the two 
groups split with the social chauvinists and centrists in 
our land. This, however, cannot be taken to mean that 
the fight against them is over. In fact, we are only 
finally in a position to carry out that struggle in an or
ganized way for the very first time; thus, the fight lias 
just begun. This fight would mean nothing unless the 
opportunists are driven out of the working class move
ment.

Place Revolutionary Theory in the Forefront

The Bolshevik League takes as its fundamental start
ing poing that revolutionary theory be placed in the 
forefront as the guide to all practical activity. It is a 
revolutionary movement that we strive to create. And, 
as Lenin said, without revolutionary theory there is no 
revolutionary movement. The theory of the class 
struggle, the materialist conception of American history, 
and the materialist analysis of the present economic and 
political situation in the US, will be correctly appraised 
only through the application of Marxist-Leninist revolu
tionary theory.

The US Bolsheviks are faced with an enormous, un
touched field of work. That is the side of the theoretical 
work of the Bolshevik League, the side dealing with the 
question of the elaboration of the Party’s program. The 
completion of this work will represent the consolidation 
of ideological unity amongst all US Marxist-Leninists.
The theoretical side of our work will be systematically 
dealt with in the pages of our regular publications and 
through special pamphlets. All members of the Bolshe
vik League uphold that it is the constant duty of every 
communist to study Marxist-Leninist theory. That is 
the systematic and consistent study of the works of 
Marx, Engels, Lenin and Stalin, the classics of Marxism-
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EXTRA! EXTRA!
CHINA’S BOURGEOISIE NEGATES OWN EXISTENCE

The statesmen and ideologues of China are beset with 
a serious problem. How to fool their proletariat and the 
world proletariat into thinking that China is socialist, 
while trying to build up their crisis ridden capitalist eco
nomy.

Recently, the capitalist politicians in the so-called 
Communist Party of China have been trying to paint 
China as socialist by claiming that “the landlords, rich 
peasants and capitalists no longer exist as classes.”
{Beijing Review No. 46, Nov. 16, 1979, “Fundamental 
Change in China’s Class Situation”). Hua Guofeng, at the 
Second Session of the Fifth National People’s Congress, 
declared that the capitalist system of exploitation has 
been abolished. He stated that “As classes the landlords 
and the rich peasants have ceased to exist. For historical 
reasons, the capitalists of our country constitute a part 
of the people . . . After nearly thirty years of struggle 
and education, most members of these classes who are 
able to work have been transformed into working 
people . . . ” (Ibid) Well, according to this grandiose de
claration then China should be prospering on a socialist 
path. However, reality shows otherwise. China today is 
in a devastating economic and political crisis reflecting 
that of the world capitalist system. Unemployment, an 
obvious symptom of capitalism, is rampant in China. A- 
mong the youth alone, unemployment is numbered at 
over 10 million. Emigration, due to the conditions in 
China, has been increasing. The Chinese government has 
even resorted to exporting human labor to other coun
tries to deal with the unemployment
problem, while at the same time, making profit off 
this form of export of commodity. Remember that

under capitalism labor power is a commodity to be 
bought and sold . China’s economy has been ransacked 
with rising prices and inflation. Crime, prostitution, de
linquency, etc. all have been on the increase.

As a matter of fact, in Beijing Review No. 46, it is 
stated that in China “capitalists have recently been 
given back their bank deposits and have been allowed to 
once again draw high pay . . . ” Apparently, during the 
reign of Mao Zedong, Lin Piao, and the so-called gang 
of four there was a certain restriction of private com
petitive capitalism. However, with Huo Guofeng and 
Deng Xiaoping, the choice is that of increasing the role 
of private capitalism, along with increased foreign 
imperialist penetration to construct their capitalist re
gime. That capitalism has existed in China since 1949 is 
beyond a shadow of a doubt. The Chinese themselves 
state that “prior to 1956, our policy towards state-cap
italist enterprise was to allocate about a quarter of their 
total profits to the capitalists. After the nationwide 
switch over to state private joint operation by whole 
trades in 1956, we began to pay the capitalists a fixed 
interest for their confirmed private shares in the enter
prises . . . ” (Ibid) And 1956 was supposed to be the 
year which Mao and the CPC claimed that the social
ist transformation of the economy in China was com
pleted. How more amusing can these bourgeois politi
cians of China get? Well, amusing enough to try and 
claim that classes no longer exist in China today.

By 1939, the USSR, led by J.V. Stalin and the Bol
shevik Party, had indeed established socialism. Stalin in 
his report to the Eighteenth Congress of the CPSU show 
through concrete data how the whole system of indus-
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OOPS! CHINA SAYS RUSSIA IS “SOCIALIST"!!

The Chinese bourgeoisie continues to be in a political 
crisis which will throw the world’s Maoist and “Three 
Worldist” advocates into more of a crisis. If one follows 
the most recent Chinese revisionist politics, then accord
ing to it, half, if not more of the capitalist world is 
“socialist.”

According to an article which appeared in the New 
York Times, Nov. 10, 1979, p. 3, the Chinese Commun- 
nist Party has been circulating an important document 
which claims that the Russian Party is no longer revisio
nist, that the USSR is no longer imperialist, but in fact 
has always been “socialist” , (sic!) This document (which 
is said to be a summary of debates in Deng Xiaoping’s 
braintrust, the Academy of Social Sciences) states that 
the USSR is still socialist because its means of product
ion are owned by the state. Well according to this logic, 
all the sectors of the U.S. economy which are controlled 
by the state (e.g. Post Office, Railroad, welfare, etc.), 
all the industries nationalized in the imperialist countries „ 
such as in England (with a supposedly “labor” govern
ment), Austria, etc. are all examples of socialism. Goes

to show how in fact the Chinese and Russian socialism is 
nothing more than state capitalism embellished in social
ist phraseology. Since the late 1950’s and early 60’s, 
when the Russian imperialists cut all aid and ties with 
China and Albania, both these countries from their social 
nationalist perspectives hurled cries of Soviet revision
ism and Soviet social-imperialism. They were never able 
to show how capitalism was restored in the USSR. Their 
claims of a “peaceful degeneration” of the USSR is a con
venient way to cover up the great conspiracy which led 
to the restoration of capitalism. Hence, their incapabili
ties of exposing the restoration ot capitalism, for to do so 
would have exposed their role in this great conspiracy 
and the real character of then economies.

Now, due to recent negotiations between the Chinese 
and Russians, they both have agreed to call each other 
“socialist” to try and deceive the proletariat of the world.
In these negotiations, China seeks renewed trade and cul
tural exchanges with Russian imperialism. However, there 
is more than just this. The Russians have proposed to 
withdraw some of their military forces from Mongolia
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Worked To Death
The month of December is advertised as a merry holiday 

season filled with jollity and good spirits. For many workers 
and oppressed peoples the holiday season is overshadowed by 
increased economic pressure which often plunges them into 
debt and desperation. For postal workers it is a time of forced 
overtime on top of forced overtime and speedup on top of 
speedup. This is particularly true of the mechanized Bulk Mail 
Centers, built by the postal service in its desire to compete 
with mailers like United Postal Service (UPS) which were cap
turing large shares of the very profitable bulk mailing market. 
This new automation has resulted in fewer jobs with a greater 
workload. At the New York Bulk (NYB) and Foreign Mail 
Center (FMC). in Jersey City, N. J., the machines run almost 
nonstop in December. The day shift works from 7 A.M. to 
6: JO P.M. The night shift works from 7 P.M. to 6 'JO A.M.
This leaves half an hour on each end for “maintenance” of the 
machines.

Lunches and breaks are “split” so that part of a crew is al
ways there to run the machines and load the trucks. Manage
ment's records of the amount of mail moved are kept by com
puter count attached to the machines. Thus, they keep the ma
chinery running even when the workers are unable to keep 
pace. This hazardous equipment could be aptly nicknamed 
“Jaws” , because inefficient design and poor maintenance make 
it the teeth of death and destruction.

This was driven home on December 15th on the NYB and 
FMC high-volume docks. Loaders returning from lunch made 
the horrid discovery of their fellow mailhandler, Mike McDer
mott, brutally mangled and literally eaten alive by the machine 
in his truck. Had any of the safety devices been in working 
order, the rollers would have cut off before dragging in his en
tire arm, head, and shoulder.

This hideous death has saddened and enraged more than 
McDermott’s fellow postal workers. It saddens and enrages pro
letarians everywhere who daily experience the million and one 
terrors that capitalism visits upon the working class in its bru
tal quest for maximum profit.

In contrast to the genuine sorrow and anger, there are the 
crocodile tears of those who seek only to capitalize on this 
young worker’s murder. Postal Management, feaful of public ex
posure, expresses “shock” and looks for “human error” to 
shift the blame onto each other or onto the victim himself. The 
American Postal Workers Union (APWU) local led by Moe 
Biller has jumped into the spotlight in an attempt to head off 
any outburst by workers in response to this outrage. He and the 
other union officials are seizing this opportunity to restore 
their credibility among the workers, which has been at an all- 
time low since the wildcat firings in July, 1978. The L1UNA 
local is maintaining its usual silence in contrast to Biller’s 
noise, but both unions act as partners with management to 
preserve the capitalist system.

To complete the defense of bourgeois interests are the

that those elected are favorable to l .6. domination, 
whether through the present Commonwealth status or 
by those pressing for statehood.

There are also pro-independence factions in Puerto 
Rico. These are divided in accordance to those favoring 
independence but (! ) maintaining relations with the 
U.S. — and on the other hand those in favor of independ
ence but (! ) developing relations with the Russian im
perialists. The former is the social-democratic party, the 
Puerto Rican Independence Party (P.I.P.), and the latter 
is the pro-Cuban revisionist grouping, the Puerto Rican 
Socialist Party (P.S.P.).

As the general crisis of imperialism widens, and the 
inter-imperialist contradictions sharpen, these pro-inde
pendence factions are more clearly taking the side of one 
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TERRORISM (from p. 1)
The U.S. imperialists have colonized Pherto Rico since 

1898. The U.S. bourgeoisie has plundered and raped the 
natural resources and labor power of Puerto Rico, con
trolling 80% of the country's economy. Presently Puerto 
Rico imports all its foodstuff, and all consumer goods 
from the U.S., making it the 4th largest consumer ol 
American goods

Military control by U.S. generals for over 40 years, 
passed on to civilian control alter mass protest, in the 
1940’s. The U.S. control now assumes the character of 
U.S. groomed puppets who are “democratically” elected 
to head the Free Associated State, the present status of 
Puerto Rico.

To be sure, the democratic bourgeois elections insure

opportunists who aspire to positions in the trade union 
bureaucracy. These walking vultures are elated at having a new 
tragedy to feed on. Their campaign to capitalize on the firings 
in July, 1978, was running out of steam. Workers were angry 
that these “committees” of “militants” had accepted no 
accountability for their role in the ’78 fiasco, and were begin
ning to question why their donations to the fired workers are 
never getting past the “committees” . They are grabbing at the 
death of Mike McDermott as a chance to get their pictures on 
nationwide television. This is a stepping stone to high-paying 
union jobs in the future.

These self-proclaimed “communists” of the Revolutionary 
Workers Headquarters (RWH). Proletarian Unity League (PUL), 
League of Revolutionary Struggle (LRS), and assorted nameless 
trotskyites are more dangerous enemies of the proletariat than 
the outright union bureaucrats, because they come into its 
ranks disguised as “socialists” or “Marxist-Leninists”. They 
leech off the spontaneous working class movement, seize 
hegemony over it, and keep it on the right; i.e., on the path of 
reformism. These opportunists are contemptuous towards the 
working class and express disdain for Marxist-Leninist revolu
tionary theory, promoting instead economist and out-right 
social-chauvinist treachery.

Aiming to maintain the working class within the bounds of 
bourgeois ideology, they sabotage real communist work which 
seeks to divert the working class away from bourgeois ideology 
and bring it (i.e., the working class) under the hegemony of 
scientific socialism Marxism-Leninism.

The aim of the socialist revolution is to bring to an end the 
exploitation of man by man.

Only the socialist revolution will change fundamentally the 
conditions which now force the working class to sell its labor 
power to the capitalist.

The socialist revolution is against the bourgeoisie and its 
dictatorship, and it is victorious precisely because it is carried 
out without the bourgeoisie and for the dictatorship of the 
proletariat.

In order that the proletariat may achieve its aim, i.e., the 
seizure of political power by force, it must be led by its politi
cal party, for no army can go to war without its general staff. 
However the opportunists oppose the proletarian army, and 
serve another general staff, that of their “own” bourgeoisie. 
Thus, for years they have discredited and brought shame upon 
the very word communism, serving as local agents of the bour
geoisie among the proletariat.

Thus, two conclusions can be drawn from this, another 
tragic example of what occurs where the means of production 
are privately owned:

1) The labor hacks and the opportunists must be driven out 
of the working class movement.

2) The fight for immediate demands of the working class, 
such as safe working conditions, must be carried out by 
the working class itself and with the aim of overthrow
ing the bourgeois order and for the establishment of the 
rule of the proletariat *

EXTRA! EXTRA! (from p. 5) 

try and agriculture was socialized and how the USSR 
was proceeding towards communism. And not through 
state capitalism, but through the socialist ownership of 
means of production. The capitalist class was eliminated 

in the countryside and in the cities. In 1939, of the 
total industrial output, 99.97% came from the socialist 
sector. Socialized agriculture consisted of state farms and 
collective farms. No unemployment existed. Exploitat
ion of man by man had been abolished. Meanwhile, the 
capitalist world was in a tremendous economic crisis.
War for repartition was the only way out for the im
perialists in the late 1930’s. Yet, the Soviet Union was 
progressing unaffected by the devasted capitalist world 
economy. In 1937, the USSR held their elections in 
which 98.6% (i.e. 90,000,000 electors out of a total of 
94,000,000 electors) voted for the bloc of the Bolsheviks. 
Less than 1%, (i.e. 632,000 electors) voted against the 
bloc of Bolsheviks. Indeed socialism had proven to be 
victorious in the Soviet Union of Lenin and Stalin.

However, these Chinese imperialists claim to have 
socialism with unemployment, inflation, crime, etc.
They claim to have no classes of landlord and capitalists, 
yet have given back banks, capital and property to Chin
ese capitalists and have promoted joint-capitalist 
ventures with imperialist countries guaranteeing these 
imperialists that “they will not get less returns (i.e. 
superprofits - BL) from their investments in China 
than in other countries.” (Beijing Review No. 41, Oct.
12, 1979)

They claim to have a socialist dictatorship of the pro
letariat, the most democratic regime that can ever exist 
in the present epoch, yet when they had their recent 
elections it was reported that 38% of the electors voted 
lor other bourgeois parties. Indeed the peoples of China 
are showing their lack of faith in their supposedly “so
cialist” government. As a matter of fact, if there exists 
no capitalist class, then why does there exist over eight 
bourgeois parties (e.g. the Revolutionary Committee of 
the Kuomintang, the Democratic League, the Demo
cratic National Construction Association, the Associ
ation for Promoting Democracy, etc. -  Beijing Review 
No. 44, Nov. 2, 1979) And these parties have “partici
pated in the work of the central and local governments” 
(Ibid) since the founding of the People’s Republic of 
China. So let no one be fooled into thinking that the 
openly bourgeois parties have not participated in run
ning the so-called “socialist” regime of China.

According to Marxism-Leninism, the proletariat as 
one class, has only one basic aim — the abolition of 
private property, the elimination of class society, i.e. 
the creation of communist society. Thus, the prolet
ariat through its vanguard party will lead the dictatorship 
of the proletariat in the construction of socialism. It is 
not a bourgeois democratic regime with many parties (re
flecting the various factions amongst the imperialists). 
J.V. Stalin makes it clear where he states: “ . . . the lead
er of the state, the leader of the system of the dictator
ship of the proletariat is one party, the party of the pro
letariat, the party of the communists, which does not and

cannot share leadership with other parties.” (J.V. Stalin, 
“Problems of Leninism,” Selected Works)

It needs only one party, the Bolshevik Party. This is 
how the Soviet Union, led by Lenin and Stalin construct
ed socialism. This is how the Bolsheviks see constructing 
socialism in the U.S. and throughout the world. Ours 
will be a Soviet Republic modeled after the Great 
October Revolution led by Lenin and Stalin, and not the 
state capitalism of Krushchev in Russia, Mao Zedong in 
China, and Enver Hoxha in Albania. *

OOPS! (from p. 5)

(i.e. on the Sino-Soviet borders) in exchange for Chinese 
consent to join a “non-agression pact.” And why are the 
Russians interested in such a “non-agression pact”? 
Knowing that China is in alliance with the U.S. imperialist 
bloc, the Russians seek to lessen the tensions with the 
Chinese imperialists in the east, knowing that its semi
colonial ally, Vietnam, will keep China busy, while the 
Russian imperialists can concentrate their military forces 
in the west to be able to cope more with the military 
buildup of the U.S. imperialist bloc. For the Chinese war
mongers, who have been hoping for imperialist war to 
breakout in Europe, rather than in South-East Asia (to no 
avail), the Russian proposal gives it something to think 
about. Thus, if one notices recent Beijing Reviews, in
deed the Chinese have dropped the terms Soviet revision
ism and Soviet social-imperialism, and instead just re
fer to Russia as a “hegemonist” superpower, bent on 
military expansionism. Nevertheless, the Russian 
proposal to withdraw its forces to the limit that existed 
in 1964 is not enough for the Chinese imperialists. The 
Chinese want the Russians to withdraw all their troops 
thereby (a) ensuring that any Russian initiation of war 
will start in Europe and (b) will make the Chinese im
perialists that much more sure that in their confrontat
ion with the Vietnamese for the seizure of territory in 
south-east Asia, it will assure them, if at least for a 
short while, of no direct Russian intrusion.

Of Course, history has shown what “non-aggression” 
pacts amongst imperialists bent on war mean. Its like a 
sheet of bounty towels trying to hold together under 
the Niagara Falls.

It will indeed be interesting to see how the social- 
chauvinists and all the “Maoists-in-a-mess” will explain 
this one. How will CT(M-L) and LRS(M-L) explain that 
their “socialist” China who is in a bloc with U.S. im
perialism views their main rival, “Soviet hegemonism”, 
as a "socialist” country : ★
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