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Why did the Vietnamese lost the political struggle against U.S.
Imperialism?

In my study group, with five or six young non-English speaking latin
workers, we spent a whole session of our study group discussing the
reasons behind what happened in Vietnam. We based ourselves on dialec-
tics and reached the conclusion that the internal contradictions inside
.the NLP where primary in the defeat. The main reason that the NLF and
the North Vietnamese Workers Party sold out to U.S. imperialism and
buc]O0.-ed down to pressure from the Soviet and Chinese revisionists was
because there was not a real Communist Party in South nor in North
Vietnam, The CP in South vietnam did not really represent the interest
of the South Vietnamese wokkers. They never tried to play and inde-
pendent role as Communists. They did not have and independent line
and were completely submerged in hhe United Front (NLF). They did
not have their own newspaper. They did not even win their own members
or base towards a Socialist outlook (even as a distant possibility
after the Neutral Govt, pushed by the NLF). Their opportunism went
even farther than that of Mao"s New Democracy (at least Mao put
forward socialism after New Democracy). Their line was that of the
rest of the NLF. They did not differentiate themselves from the Buddhists,
nationalists, national capitalists, etc. inside the NLF. This line
led them to agree to anything to end the war. At the end, they were
mostly pacifists and not really believer of people®s war against
the bosses” war.

The Workers Party in North Vietnam was not different. They have al-
ways been revisionists. Ho Chi Minh was denounced during the Cultural
Revolution as a revisionist. Ho Chi Minh called himslef a communist
but never put forward a Communist line (even the old line of tbe
Comintern). The CP in North Vietnam sided with the worst scum of the
earth (Krushchov, Breshnev aKd now Kissinger). During the Cultural
Revolution, they tried to be part of the so-called thifd camp (Lalog
with Kim 1l Sung, Castro), but really sided with the Soviet revisio-
nists. Their line was that of national reunification without any™ prin-
ciples Just like Kim Il Sung in Korea). They have not learned from
their past mistakes. First iIn 1946 with the French and the British,
then in 1954 (with the French and the American) and now in 1973. The
CP i1n North Vietnam did not support tlje NLF until 1960 after four
years of fight against Diem In South Vietnam.

As 1t can be seen, the "Aid" by the'Soviet and the Chinese was only
secondary in the sellout. If the Vietnamese people have had a truly
Communist vanguard (representing the interest of workers and peasants),
and not those of the national bosses and monks and punks, etc. There
would not be any justifications for selling out (Justifications such
as national salvation, 'peace' under capitalism, etc.).

A final point towards the revisionist crap inserted inside the North
Vietnamese Workers Party seemed to be their support of the right wing
of the NLF during the uprising by a couple of batallions of the 'Viet
cong” led by leading members of the South Vietnamese CP (as reported
by Le Monde— see latestCanadian Worker, page 3). These batallions were
revolting against a negotiated settlement of the war. The attacked
the leadership of the NLF gnd were finally defeated. The Politburo of
Eﬂe NEEth Vietnamese CP sent immediate support to the leadership of

e

Dialectics teaches us to learn from history and its contradictions.
The North Vietnames and mfde South Vietnamese CPs have not even tried
to use a little dialectics.



The Revisionists in vietnam also have made an art of negotiating
with imperialists. They have made negotiations their strategy towards
selling out. Marxism-leninism teaches that negotiations are a tactical
weapon: The NLP acceded to negotiations (whether they were
pushed by'the Soviet or not) when they were winning because that is
their strategy

A NYC PLP Member
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Bob's section consists of six clubs. Except for Carol's club, they will
all will be responsible for the 30/UO referendum campaign. Carol's club will
be doing some of that work but mainly will be taking part in local elections
for positions in local school boards etc. In our work in this referendum
campaign, the main question to be answered* is - Will we have built a base

for the party? To guarantee that the next eight months of activity will

win people to the party, we must evaluate who is the base and how do we

win them closer.
What is a base?

The base of the north B'klyn club is the sum total of th~eople with whomf
we have ties. W should act like a magnet-pulling them closer to our side.
The side of working class revolution. Those in our base who are closest
are most affected by the line and activity of our party but all those with
whom we have relationships should and can be drawn closer at all times.

For my club, the closesiebase consists of three people,

_ works in a housing authority community center.

Ls now unemployed. works for the manpower and carear development agency
They are all currently in a party study group. For them, consolidation means ,
winning them to base building for the party and to membership in the party.
In other words the ir recruitment should be part of our plans for earning out
the kfck referendum iniative. I *

There are several people around the club who ocoassionally sell papers,
come to demonstrations, and attend social events with us. This group consists
of six people- welfare clients, are medical
workers, and are industrial workers. This group of people should
be encouraged to join a party study group which might concentrate on discussions
relating to the work of the 30/1x0 coalition. *
loy /. Saerall agpnizatias in B'kiyn tret ve fave been vorkig viith Fave a
relaticehip o e party sych that they might co-sooreer tre refaredm. Trey
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are the Ocean Hill Brownsville Tenants Assoc. (OHB) , the Black, Latin , Asian
Coalition (BLAC)/nut the Ramar Shoes collective, and the People®s Liberation
Army. Marshall and Alice work in HLAC and Lucas in the Ramar Shoe factory.
In OHB there are several people who are somewhat friendly to the party. = They
are Bob Brown and Frank. In the past they were asked about study groups but
were not interested. They both are now interested in the referendum. In
thé Army, Santaﬁa, the leader of the. group approached us about thg possibility
of a study group for members of his group who are mainly Spanish speaking.
He has agreed to work in the 30/U0 campaign. N

The above plus a few contacts constitute the base of the club. Finally there

o
are the personal friends of the olub members and of theNfriends of the club. They

° . . . 72) ,
may become part of the base at some time.

*

Build Collectives to oonsoliflate the base politically and®organiaationa’

The work ofthe party appeals to people._because it answers the needs and asperati

of the working class- our line has develpped from the struggle of the masses
K& MW .1

and speaks to their need to win. This is good but_will not move furtheAf we

don"t encourage and builJnifllectives of many typtgzwhiohwe can (1) struggle with
people around the party®s political line and ito relationship to the mass movement.
(@ struggle for accountability on the part of the base for work within the united
front. When we win people to the ooalition for a shorter work week, we want to
have a forum where we can disouss £egularly the functigping and line of the party
while differiniate it from the coalition. At the same time we want to be known

as active and responsible_fighters , not only for the partyfcto but also for the mass
organisetion™We”ahould encourage this type of responsibility in the bsee.

The main way we have to put thia into practice is the party study group. Our

building of the coalition should emerge as the largest collective around the club

and should serve to build more study groups. *

Make an estimate of the situation. What are the needs of the WC7 What
holds liwrback?

The communities in N.Y. have undergone serious deteriation which parallels the
attack upon the unions. This attack upon the living standards of the wc as a whole
has increased the level of struggle and has lead to the emergence of many more ongoing
community groups. In addition to fighting back around housing, schools”™ health mma
care, and safety, the issue of a shorter work week is emerging as an issue which
affects all aspects of community life. It is also one which groups fighting for
any one issue can relate to. Our work with the OHB tenatfcs assoc, has been
been one of supporting their demands for decent housing and for preferential hiring.
How do we differentiate ourselves from the leadership of this group which is
basically good. We can put forth socialism. We can also put forward the coalition
for a shorter work week not as an either/or proposition™sbut rather as part of a strategy
which can help win adequate housing and jobs. In other words ,we can struggle in
such a way so thet our leadership builds the struggle. Our iniative can broaden
OHB and increase its effectiveness# i

Accountability in our relationships with people.

If we are to have a struggle attitude with the'"base. If we have hatred for the
bosses and their system, then this should reflect"itself in the relations we have
with people. People should be able to judge our actiens by the yardsticks of v
our ideas. We are working in the B"klyn tenants alliéhce, an organization led
by the CP. We have tried to analys the ways in which their revisionism manifests
itself. |If we understand how revisionism holds back thia organization we must
understand also how to fight it. Likewise we must look at our own actions,
recognize our errors and correct them.

By the same token we must be opento the criticism of the base and also their
ideas. We didnH invent class struggle and we have a lot to learn about it.

Build Mass organizations- Build Class Struggle n

The key to our effectiveness is the extent to which we build the mass organizations”

the coalition for a shorter work week or any other. These organizations are the

collectives from which consolidation procedes quikkly.



Our experiences

Our main experience with base building is that we have a lot to learn. Thaib is
meant in all seriousness. Of the groups that we are and have been working with,
our contacts have been mainly with the few people who seem most friendly to our
ideas. When we first met people from OHB, it was not Bob but Inez (who has long
since left) that we worked with . If we had investigated the situation a little
more we would have been in a good position to struggle more effectively and helped
the organization more. Several of the members of OB might have been in a party
study group if the work had gone better.

Our experience has also been one that proves that the partJrAs line is not
something to hide but rather something that brings people to us. This has been the
case ;/-v.ith the Ramar Shoes workers and .thé- members of the Army. No one in these#
groups is now in a study group and its our fault.

Our experiance has also been that when we do bring workers into collectives

closer to the party, that these workers more often than not join the party*

I would like to take issue with the Cleveland Club*s
student section on the question of nationalism. | believe the
spirit of the report is wrong, although it does make some
good points. It seems to me that the souroe of the nationalist
errors, such as shuffling feet and so on, is still rooted in
the party's failure particularly amkg)lngl\ll(/students to build a bas».

ac
I'd like to recount some of my own experiences to show what | 1
mean. When | was in high school in Virginia*. | went to a segregated
school, defended the genetic inferiority axgiranrafc of blacks argu-
ment publicly and vigorously, and even participated in throwing
a burnt cross onto the lawn of a liberal English teacher who was

mildly anti-racist. 1In college | gradually learned where | had
been wrong through SDS, began selling C-D, etc. My early attitude
towards some of these nationalist leaders was, "If anyone ever
deserved to be called nigger, itfs them." This statement was
critioized by fellow SDSers as racist, and | feel that that was
true. In other words, although | had been intellectually oon
vinced that fighting racism was extremely important, | still had

s omethlng of a contemptuous attitude towards black students. This
was reflected in my knowing no black students personally, and in
having a condesclng attitude towards blaok workers and welfare
recipients whom | worked with. My senior year |I finally managed to
talk tlo black students in my dorm, visit them in their rooms, etc.
By doling this | discovered that most of the politically aotive

black is tudents thought the nationalists--i .e., those who attacked
vigorously whites for being white—were full of shit and they felt
embarassed by them. Unfortunately, | had not overoome my racist

attitudes enough to become really tight with any of them, so that
when lines were drawn on a couple of occasions, they went with their
friends. There was no alternative political leadership available
in practice because no one in our chapter had sufficiently made
friend's with black students. Many blaok student8jliked -3DS83
actions in support of black campus worke&rs and welfare recipients;
but they didn't know anyone in SDS so they worked Just with the BSA.

I believe it is this phenomenon,whioh is primary in bakiitjcxg
holding back the development of SDS among blaok students. It is .
this phenomenon which is the basis for a "nationalist" reaction to
racism by black students. | put nationalist in quotes because in
general the black student reaction is not based in a full capitalist
analysis of nationalism, but it's more a question of going with your
friends, the people you trust to some degree.

The correot approach to correcting this important weakness In<
SDS isinot to put the emphasis on NSA-CIA style exposes, not to oome
roaring into a nationalist-run meeting attacking the leadership.
These things can be done, and must be done, to be sure. Similarly,
we must put forward a clear anti-racist program in SDS, as we are
doing.l But to correct the error of a lack of base among black
students, it's that s ame old refrain, build a base, personal and
political.



If SOS had Included a fair number of black students
at the U Conference, the nationalists would have been much
wea ker, and could be actively and confidently oppose# both
by "their own"™ people,, and by white students who wouldn't feel
insecure about attacking black nationalists because they re
sure through* their day-to-daP/ experience that blacks do Want
to fight racism, not Just bullshit about fallen martyrs, |
think there Is probably a parallel between the SC conferen e
and our baselessness among baloks, and the 19?0 NPAC oonfel:renoe
and our baselessness within that organization. In 1970 at NPAC,
we roared In and blasted the leadership as a prime goal,
of trying to correct our past error of baselessness, and piut our
emphasis on working in the workshops. It sounds like wha
happened at the SU conference was that, baseless again, we took
the tactic of opportunistically staying In our plaoe. -daould
apt "correct”™ that error by doing more of the '70 NPAC ir‘%uff
We should push for more social ties between white 3D3er3 ahd
blaok student* activists as a way of building up SDS'3 basis.

I do not want to a”ppear one-sided In evaluation 4)f
the Cleveland report. Most of what they say Is true. W
should expose Ford Foundation BSUers. W should stand up or
the need for whites to fight raolsm and not be excluded on
nationalist bases. We should all struggle to understand hiw
racism hits us all, and prepares the way for getting hit hurderm
We should explain to SDSers why nationalist leaders attaok them.
We should point out how nationalism Is reactlonnary, and how
oampus rulers ha ve built It oarefully over the years. Bu$ It
seemed to me that the spirit of the report would lead peop e
towards more research udtxamayxfxem on BSAs Instead of making
friends with the BSA members.

Comradely,

Article for the Pre-convention Discussion

This article is being written in response to the articles from the Cleve-
land student section of PLP. We would like to relate some of our experiences in
Seattle in dealing with the BSU at the University of Washington. Also, we feel
that there was an error of one-sidedness and blanket condemnation of all BSU"s
in the US.

First of all, we disagree with the conclusions reached by the Cleveland
comrades concerning.-the position that the weakness in fighting nationalism is the
main weakness in student work. We feel that it is £ weakness, but not the primary
one right now. It may be the majn struggle in the not too distant future, but it
isn"t right now.

We think the big problem in the fight against racism has been developing a
program,* campus by campus, that effectively fights racism. Examples of good strug-
gles that can develop are UCLA (brain surgery), Berkeley (Jensen) and a few others.
When campus organizers for the Party fail to win the SDS chapter to developing a
concrete, long term program of fighting racism, this gives fuel to the nationalists .
and i1t becomes very difficult in the context of non-struggle to defeat nationalism.
Without a campus strategy, PL organizers come off as '"sweet-talkers'™, but deliver
very little In winning anyone to fighting racism, white or blaok. This is how
sellouts and revisionists in the past have operated, nationalists can seize upon this
and, while it should be opposed, the only way to be in a position to really defeat
nationalism is to be iIn an active struggle against racism on oampus.

If a struggle against racism is going ori, if students are Joining SDS and the
campaign is starting to "takeoff", then the nationalists oan and will attack - but
they are defeated more easily. After all, you art delivering in the struggle against
racism. Nationalists will then expose themselves by 'sweet-talking' and doing not-
thing, or they will try to divert the struggle into something else. That"s when

the struggle against nationalism is meaningful, is much more serious and has the

best chance of winning.

Second. In the description of the Southern U. situation, we agree that the co m-



rades who went were weak In fighting nationalism. Especially since SDS and the
Party nationally have done a great deal to fight racism, we could have argued

from a position of strength. There was no excuse for succumbing to nationalism
in this situation.

Third. We do disagree, and quite strongly, with such statements as labeling
the BSU as the Bull Shit Union. This is "cute™ but its politics verge on bullshit
itself. We don"t think that the comrades around the country have investigated
the BSU"s enough to see if they are progressive, reactionary, idle, active etc.
It"s nottrue right now that BSU"s are being funded as much as before. As a matter
of fact, Nixon is cutting EOP, OEO and other grants“that will eliminate many minor-
ity students. The California State University system is raising tuition 1700jlt
That doesn”"t seem like an attempt to buy off minority students. There profeaoly
are BSU"s like Tri-C Metro that are led by reactionaries. There are others that
are not. An example is the Univ. of Wash. 3SU.

(@) Ten BSU-ers attended the Jan. 20th conference in San Francisco, including
one of the leaders of the BSU.

(b) Three 3SU Central Committee members have subs to Challenge.

(c) Regular Challenge readership in the BSU is about ten.

(d) BSU formed an anti-racism committee to work with SDS and MECBA at UW.

(e) BSU, SDS and Asian Student Coalition jointly sponsored a speaker who
came to UW to speak on the Phillipinnes. We have a ClA-professor at UW who advises
for the Marcos government. 3SU members were very outspoken in attacking this prof.
This was done because many BSU-ers want to fight this agent. The speaker we funded
had spoken at the SDS Jan. 20th conference and came to oppose this prof.

() The president and many members of the 3SU attended our last PL forum
and claimed it was a good thing. i

This is not to say t-at this is heaven on earth at UN. There are nationalists

in the BSU, and they are putting pressure bn the leadership (Panthers and independ-

ents) to creak their associations with SDS. We are not only opposing the nationalist

ideas, but also we are starting to implement a concrete program of fighting
racism on the campus. We think we can win the struggle. N

Now if we used the Tri-C Metro BSU as a standard, then all BSU"s are react-
ionary. If we use the UW BSU as a standard, then all BSU"s are more or less pro-
gressive. What is the actual picture? And how does it compare with a couple of
years ago? We don®"t know but we tend to think t at the situation is in a state
of flux. Money is not as plentiful new (it may be in the future). Many of the
nationalist leaders of *6/—" have graduated to soft joos.

We propose that comrades at each school investigate the BSU (and also MECHA,

Indian

Puerto Rican St ident Unions, Asian Student Coalitions and American"Student groups)
and approach them about the fight against racism. In some cases we may find some
allies. These reports could be sent to the national student leadership and we
would be in a better position to estimate the 3SU"s and to estimate how strong
the organized nationalists are. We would also know if the ruling class starts to
actively increase funding of the nationalists.

In summary, we sajc that:

(1) Lack of concrete strug les against ra ism on each campus is the main
weakness - not fighting racism iIs the main weakness, not fighting nationalise.

(2) The fight a ainst nationalism is a weakness and is most easily won when
concrete struggles against racism are in progress.

(3 The true situation of the BSU"s is not known. We cannot generalize from

either the Tri-C Metro or UW BSU. Therefore, investigate and attempt to involve

the BSU"s in the struggle aginst racism.

S ff'l L



This report raises some criticisms of the line of our Party on the
relationship of the 30 for 40 movement to the fight against racism.
There seems to be some unclarity-around the need for the Party to raise
preferential hiring and uEgrading for minority workers as the main anti-
racist battle around which the entire working class must be united iIf the
fight for the shorter work week is going to win, and not be turned around
and smashed by the ruling class.

The histo;y of the u.S. labor movement from pre-civll War days up to
the CI0 drive for industrial unionism has been one of "resolutely sup-
porting” Black and other minority people”s struggles against racism
while 1In practice doing very little to unite the whole working class in
fights against the main tool of the bosses, then as now, instead '‘con-
centrating” on the 8-hour day and building unions that still had very
few minority rank-and-filers because the bosses didn*t hire blacks -
they needed racism to bust strikes and attack organized labor. Would the
ruling class have been able to smash the 8-hour movement time after time
from Reconstruction through WV 1 if the working class leadership of that
period had seen the need to wage an all-out fight for minority hiring?

The CP had the outlook of organizing the unorganized and getting
white and minority workers to fight for industrial unionism, which was
the only way they could have been successful in building the CI10 and con-
solidating the 8-hour day throughout Industry. But this movement didn"t
advance; 1t was turned around by the bosses and the piecard 'center
forces" the CP was working with. Racism and anti-communism as always, ware
the main tools used to halt the CIO drive. The bosses were able to get
away with i1t because, for one thing, the CP never had a consistent anti-
racist éine, despite the work they did fighting jim crow, the scottsboro
case, etc.

PL is the only party in the history of the communist movement whth
the line that racism must be fought and defeated by the entire working
class, not just by minority workers with whites just lending "moral
support.” But #bc It seemsthat comrades don"t yet realize how crucial it
is for working people that a revolutionary communist party have this line
and carry it out. Do we as communists think it is "adequate™ for working
people to win 30 for 40 and call that the fight against racism? Do we
think that the 20,000,000 or so jobs created by the winning of 30 for
40 will just "take care” of racism all by themselves? What if the
bosses try to turn 30 for 40 around by continuing to give minority work-
ers the shittiest jobs at the lowest pay? This could very well happen
iIT the Party doesn®t put foward preferential hiring and upgrading and
have the outlook of winning the majority of workers who will eventually
be members of WAM to it at some point.

Comrades from Chicago had an article in Challenge-Desafio: # 30 for
40; Answer to Steel Bosses Racist Murders. It was a very sharp article,
shwoing how 89% of Black and Latin workers are assigned to "killer”
jobs in the coke ovens, how THREE TIMES as many minority kb coke plane
workers died of lung cancer as white. The article points very clearly
to the cause: RACISM. But 30 for 40 aftineam is 30 for 40 aldme going
to change that? Why wasn®t preferential hiring and upgrading coupled
with 30 for 40 put foward by the Party as a fight that has to be won to
stop racist murder iIn the coke plants? Why isn"t preferential hiring
and upgrading raised In our 30 for 40 pamphlet as the main way to guar-

1

antee that the fight for the shorter work week won®t be turned around by
the rulers®™ racism?

I think tha main cause of our failure to put our ideas Coward to
working people on this question can be traced to survivals of racism and
nationalism within the Party. White workers see it as a threat to their
job security so we don"t struggle with them around it because it would
be "sectarian Minority workers say, "OH, you know those white folks
will nver go for that,” so we don"t aaise it with them. The outlook
that preferntial hiring and upgrading will hurt white workers and whip
up animosity within the working class is wrong. White workers would have
the benefit of minority workers®™ numerical strength and militancy fighting
alongside them iIn the skilled divisions rather than watching them die
around the coke overns, assembly lines, etc. A policy of preferential
hiring with the 6-hour workday would probably fulfill the employment
needs of white workers, especially younger ones, while making massive
inroads into the unemployment rate among minority workers. Againx this
benefits the entire working class by reducing the slave labor force
(scab threatxfc) and adding to the numerical strength and fighting mil-
itancy of working people, better enabling them to fight against layoffs,
speedup, forced automation - and for socialism.

Comrades in TU work should be very clear that it is not possible to
tilk of 30 for 40 winning without an aoutlook of fighting for preferential
hiring. White workers should not be won to the illusion that,”if we get
together with Black and Latins, we"ll win a shorter workday and more
jobs." That"s true of course, but it glosses over the fact that fighting
racism is a "'pork-chop’™ issue - a matter of life and death for our entire
class, not just minority people.

I propose that:

1. The 30 for 40 pamphlet be re-issued with a section on the
need for preferential hiring and upgrading.

2. That a "Dear Reader'™ column be devoted to explaining why
it will benefit all working people.

3. That wherever possible comrades and friends of PL be
responsible for forming committees to fight racism on
the job (like MAD at Lynn CGE) and make a fight for mem-

" bers of WAM to join.

4. That the Party guarantee that a discussion on fighting
racism takes place at the upcoming WAM convention, with
some focus on preferential hiring and upgrading.

Proposals 3 and 4 should be cartied out in a positive way, iIn the context
of how particular fights against racist hiring and firing can strengthen
the 30 for 40 movement NCW, giving concrete examples where this has
happened. Fighting racism whould not be raised in an abstract way and
have the effect of making WAMmers feel defensive because they don"t

agree with the Party. comradel
Y.,

Willard G. Cleveland



This is a report based on our clGb"s discussion of the opening article in
Pre-Convention Bulletin #1. *

e First ve summarized the article"s main points; then raised three questions:
1» Why is there such a gap between our line and our practice?

2. How did our sectarianism effect our line on nationalism, Vietnam, etc.?

3* What are the problems in carrying out our work today with our correct
line?

Our discussion of thess questions fell into two general areas: first,history,
examples, and different aspects of sectarianism; second, seme of the ideological
sources of our sectarian practice and the need to study revolutionary communist

(r-c) Ildeology and history in order to correct this practice. These are points
Il and 111 below.

Il1. Discussion of history, nature, and various aspects of sectarianism in our
practice.

atxxx

1. In SDS, fighting sectarianlsm™has taken the false form of Joining coalitions
(say, around the war— the Nov. U demos, last fall is an example) where we united
with other radical or "left-liberal” forces, mainly under revisionist leadership
(not necessarily the mistake) and around a revisionist line (support 7 pt. peace
plan; probably the mistake). Meanwhile, the center had which had dropped out of
the anti-war movement was Ignored. Since our line is to unite with the MASSES
of center students, and not Just with other radicals of a slightly different
stripe, this was really very sectarian, (also probably opportunist since the
line we united around tended to be revisionist, and tended to not be attacked.)

2. In every area of work our sectarianism has been similar : -

e ve went to the reform movement, the TU organizations, built
UF’s, not in order to seriously build the reform movement itself, but In order
to ferret out and unite with (l.e., recruit) other radicals. When the Party was
expelled from the New University Conference, we were accused of having Joined
NUC as a "fishing expedition,'” for new PL members. Regardless of the obscene
grossness of this attack, and the decadent swinishness of the perpetrators of the
attack— it contained a grain of txguth. (And only a grain, as the subsequent
hlstoxy and death of NUC makes abundantly clear.) But that grain of truth is
devastating because it results in our leading the "mass" organization into Its
own sectarian line, so it falls to build a genuinely mass reform movement.

The consta%, tendency for UAG to become an elder SDS is a good example of this,
(tyreport from Boston on how this problem is working out in UAO now would be a
welcome addition to the anti-sectarian struggle.) The struggle to reverse this
in SDS around the anti-genocide bill is another good example of the problems we
create with this sort of practice.

3. Business relationships in base building. A "business relationship” is one
which is limited to the immediate, pressing business at hand; in our case
this means radical politics. One member— a teacher— pointed out how he would
socialize with students Injorder to discuss SDS or the current SDS/PL campaign.
These relationships seldom developed into a lasting friendship; even those few
students that he did win to working with us are not in touch with him since he
is not in SDS. And those friendly but un-won students we have no way of winning
now since the relationship was kxsedxm too shallow to sustain ltself after the
end of the term, or the school year.

This shallowness infects the Party too. How many of us have virtually
lost touch with a comrade because of a reorganization of dubs, or because of
a move to another city, or even neighborhood? How many good people who have
left the Party are simply dropped like a hot potatoe? Bow many ex-SDS-students
are still in touch with the Party as teachers, lawyers, doctors, etc.?

shallowness means tfrit we don"t know what the center people around us are
concerned about, so cannot develpp a realistic mass line (which can then
be licked up to our v>.-guard, and independent lines). It also means that
we have very serious problems with consolidation and recruitment.

K. our style of work is another aspect of sectarianism. Our style of work
is often too frenetic — this builds the image of PL"era as superhuman andjls y
based on bossesltheory of history. A frenetic style of work means that we v "
appear busier than we are. There is no” way for a Communist to avoid appearing J Jr.
busy, because wefehould be doing more consistent political work than our base.—Yy T
So, even when our style of work is goodi~t5ere will sometimes be a tendency 0t/
our base to leave everything to us because history, Including the history of y
their union, TffXA, block club”, is created by great individuals. But this is
the bosses’view, which will kill us in our UF work and which we do not need to
build by appearing frenetic.

Another aspect of frenetic activity is that IS is often the result of
undisciplined work ( as Milt points out in Bulletin #2). Among other things,
this often means that we don"t create the time to do base building except in
the most limited way— back to business relationships instead of taking time
to develop real friendships with good center people.

I1l1. Some ideological sources of sectarianism and the need to study revolutionary
communist ideology and history.

1. We too often take an idealist rather than materialist approach. Fear of
people®s narrow self-interest leads us towards moral (l.e., idealistic)
committment and alsslonarlsm rather than learning to transform narrow self-
interest into class consciousness. Agaiiqpcps This is related to our tend-

ency to lack strategic thinking, lack analysis— ie, to be pragmatic. Pragmatism—
the tendency to deal with things only as they come up, to be Inactive except in
an emergency situation— is characteristic of the center; it should not be a
characteristic of the left. With this Ideological combination, it is no wonder
that we tend to vacilate between opportunism and sectarianism, with eectArlansia
being the dominant.

2. The political cure for this is to study dialectal materlalslm (d-m). This

is no good, of course, unless we are deeply involved in the REFORM movement.

But reform work without SERIOUS STUDY of d-m will lead us into more pragmatism,
further failure to analyse where the center is at, and failure to know where to
apply what force in order to bring about the (at first) quantitative changes in
the center massed and then the qualitative changes:(l) reaching the point where
workers do have a long-range reform strategy ”~Bust the union busters; 30A 0;

smash racism/; (2) reaching the point where workers have a long range revolutionary
STrategy. Just as we have to know how to heat ice to turn it into water (gaining
long term reform outlook) and thence into steam (gaining revolutionary outlook),
so we also must learn how to do this to the masses of workers, teachers, students,
etc. The 11m and strategy we are now working out (30/1*0 and anti-racism; gaining
leadership in UF, esp. in TU) IS long range, and will be difficult.

How are we going to sustain ourselves if we do not know the dialectics and
the materialism that helped to doVelop that strategy? |If we go Into 3?Ao0
because it sounds great (which it does), but without any understanding of how
it fits into a total revolutionary strategy, can wo stick with it, let alone
fight for the leadership of it, for the 10, 20,30 year3, mabo the life-time
that it will taka?

More important, if we do not fully grasp the nature of the relationship
of this reform program to our revolutionary program, how are we going to move
miinnna of 30/s0 workers over to being revolutionary communist workers? How
do we deal with the contradictions in the various UF"s ve build in such a way



as to avoid becoming the world’s best reform movement and become the genuinely
mass r-c movement we need to be? One point in the article that was not
elaborated on was precisely this question: what is the nature of the con-
tradiction in a UF? Most of our members did not have much of an idea of how
to answer this.

What all this amounts to is the urgent need for serious STUDY. A
recent C-D article on SDS made the point that radical students must be serious
about studying all the bullshit put forward by their courses, and then go on
to study still more to know how to expose this bullshit. TheParty needseven
more serious study than SDS! This is a problem that has been recognized repeatedly,
for years. Many plans have been put forward and agreed upon to raise the
theoretical level of our cadre; most have been abandoned in ashort time, if
they even got started in practice.

The Party leadership must struggle much harder to make serious study of d-m
a regular part of Party practice at ftll levels. Leadership is still too liberal
on this point. For example, in the Convention Call, there was a call to study-
followed immediately be a reminder that we should mite study with practice.
What this probably translates into— in practice— is/throw ourselves into the
day-to-day struggle ever more vigorously, and have one or two discussions on the
Convention Bulletins.* In other words, don"t study. Now practice is not PL’s
weakness; we do not tend to engage in abstract study unlinked to any serious
attempts to organize workers, etc. So we do not need to be constantly admonished
to link theory to practice. We should be admonished to link practice to theory!
Also, there was not enough emphaftis in the first Bulletin on the need for all
cadre at all levels and in all areas to contribute to the thinking of the Party
in this Pre-convention period. Again, our problem here is not that members
spend too much time discussing line and writing reports and articles, but that
we spend too little time engaged in this activity.

We all agree that study of d-m is important; why don’t we carry it out?
Because we use any excuse we can find to avoid doing our homework— which can
be difficult, can be boring, even! The correct idea of linking theory to
practice is the dominant excuse to have no theory at all. Another common
excuse is that we do not yet understand how to run study, or work-study groups.
It all amounts to bullshiting ourselves. We do not have a correct theory of how
to study, of how to link theory and practice, because wo have little or no
practice in the area of study. We believe that it is necessary to stop this
and absolutely require every club to establish regular study. This should be
emphasized especially in the pre-convention period. The first bulletin made
faltering stops in this direction, but the second bulletin makes no mention of
it at all. What kind of follow-up is taking place to guarantee that at least
the various articlesand books recommended for reading in the first bulletin are
in fact being studied by every club nationally! (we would also suggest that
some works on economics be included, since this seems to be the biggest gap in
everybody+3 reading.)

3E" Misc. points

I* There may be eoiye confusion due to the use of the terms"mass/*
Vr\HE\Um 1" Fliut rttut rile?l til TI. 1l.tgllu tiltahl*,; koi'nlti
of short,-run and long-run, of reform and revolutionary. Thus, what we have
called a mass line is a short-run reform (a struggle over shop conditions,
for extra lights on the block, to get a particular administrator fired, etc.).1l
What we have called a vanguard line is a long-term reform struggle (30/k0
and Smash racism). And what we have been calling our independent line is

a revolutionary struggle (dictatorship of the proletariat); this is also a
long-run struggle._ e e - -

club discussion of sectarianism IDDIDANRT

a. We have also seen a tendency to call for the formation of groups—
Caucasus and other rank-and-file groups— as if that were the line around
which we wanted to unite. Rank-and-file control is not a line; it is a strategy.
The center does not have a strategy, and will not see the need for a strategy
until it is woft to a long-run reform (not necessarily the ones which we are
saying they should fight for, by the way— any long-run reform will teach the
need for having a strategy). So some of the time eur difficulty in putting
together rank-and-file groupings is due to our putting the cart before the
horse. The experiences in Cleveland and Detroit seem to be the opposite of
this- committees or Caucasus growing out of some people being
won to a long-run reform, in this case 30A o .

3* We touched on the question of criticism, self-criticism and inner-
Party struggle. We all felt that there was a big weakness on these points.
Our club— and two of our members — are quite new, so we don’t know quite
how this will work in the present situation. But all of us have, experienced
weaknesses iIn other situations, in other clubs, in other areas, in and out of
the Party, so we suspect that this is another national weakness. Since
criticism, self-criticism and Inner-Party struggle have been a part of our
outlook just as long as being involved in the reform and TU movement have
been, we think it would be fruitfull to also have some discussion in the Party
of why there has been difficulty carrying out this part of our line. Lack
of inner-Party struggle and of criticism, self-criticism may be a partial
cause of our other problems, or may be a result of some common root.

V  Summary

1. Basically, we attributeour failure to put a line which has bean generally
correct for many years into practice > bo a combination of sectarianism
and “pragmatism (lack of knowledge of d-m).

2. We suggest two cures: a. serious involvemetj in the mass reform movement—
this means working on problems other than 30AUand racism! That"s right!

the mass reform movement is not at this level yet. 30A o and smash racism are
our vanguard line; we must also work in the area of our mass line, which is
largely determined by the level of the masses themselves, not toy our level,
b. serifaus study of r-c ideology (d-m) and history to enable us to analyze the
center and work out tactics appropriate to relate their daily struggles to our
over-all strategy. This will also help us to develop and sustain our long-term

strategies.

3. There are many other causes and sources of sectarianism, but we thinfc- at
this point in our discussion— that these two causes are key.

Finally, we have over-simplified somewhat in order to mako our points
as sharp as possible; this over-simplification Should not extend to our
practice. This program of reform work and study is not a call to abandon
all that is good about our Party. CHALLENGE sales should not be abandoned;
we should never cease to build the Party— even in the most low_"evel
reform struggles; we should never, as a Party, retire to the libraries and
abandon a vigorous practice. All of the study in the world means nothing
if our Party is not involved in struggle; all the reform struggle in the
world means little if it does not lead to revolution. Sectarianism must
be defeated. But it must not be replaced with right opportunism— with
revisionism. Failure to engage in struggle, to raise the dictatorship
of the proletariat, to win people to communism, to reqruit people to the
Party— in short, failure to build the Party— these are all revisionism.

We must defeat sectarianism, and build the PLP- fight for socialism!



IE NEED TO REVOLUTIONIZE OUR INTELLECTUAL WORK.

This article takes the viewpoint that PL"s success in developing
work among intellectuals, particularly among college teachers, has
been too limited. It urges that we develop systematically a new per-
spective for PL"ers in this work throughout the party.

These bad attitudes have been very obvious in my own work — in my
failure to do much work on my doctorate, specifically — and over-
coming them has been very hard for me.l have a long way to go. Other
comrades have struggled with me very hard over this, and still other
teachers in PL have shown a much better style of work than 1 have.
These criticisms do not apply to all equally, but 1 think they have
characterized our work among intellectuals as a whole, 1+d welcome
criticism and comment from other comrades.

M-L"ists have always recognized the importance of intellectuals in
capitalist society. Communists have always held that the class battle
on the intellectual front is crucial in giving leadership to the wor-
king class and rallying allies to its cause.PLP has also followed this
line{ at leaBt since | have been familiar with it) judging from

our earljr publication MLQ. the many articles on art, science, etc,

in early £L mags, etc.

Forged in the fight vs revisionism, however, our concentration ms,
rightly, on practice. We were alone in defending M-L from the
anti-working class, “scholarly® *""leftists"” such as Monthly Review.
Studies on the Left, as well as the CPUSA"s scholarly apologists
for social imperialism. During the period of sharper class struggle
in the *60"s, we turned our attention Ffirmly to the working class.

In Bome cases, students became factory workers; and our line in the
Student movement.and for teachers was to relate as directly as pos-

sible to working class struggles : worker-student alliance under-
stood as strike support; summer (or campus) work-ins. During student
uprisings, PLP led the way in advocating boldness, to expose the
colleges as the reactionary bastions they are, unreformable.

One result of this style of work in the colleges has been too much
concentration on purely agitational issues. Too often PL (and SDS)
students and teachers concentrated exclusively on agitation on a

high political level with a minority of other students and faculty,
and basically never worked in other ways. At times, the student,
anti-war movement took on a mass character, or seemed to. But e/en
then, the relative ease with which left and liberal phonies, admini-
strations,etc. , isolated us and other radical forces from the majority
of students and sympathetic faculty showed that our real ties were

to a small minority.of students, and a (probably) even smaller minor-
ity of faculty. In a sharp situation, the result of isolation from

the masses of faculty and students was often expulsion or dismissal,
very often leaving the remaining forces weaker, not stronger.

(There were a lot of bther aspects to this work, but 1 want to concen-
trate on these).

During this period, our style of work was in fact to win students
and teachers away from their roles in the colleges. Specifically,
intellectuals were won away from research, working on degrees, pub-
lication. This means that PL was winning people away from doing ser-
ious intellectual work in their fields, and among their colleagues,
to a narrow activism and agitation. When individual members of clubs
worked out their perspectives, little or no priority was given to
developing professional or scholarly work or contacts (Again, |1

do not know whether this was widespread in the party, but suspect
that it was from my experience).

There are several results of thiss:

(1) Work among intellectuals has not grown as it should have,

in numbers of people involved in it, despite the many good struggles
we were engaged in;

(@ many PL intellectuals who remain are not in a qualitatively
better situation in their jobs or professions now than they were
several years ago;

(@) the party"8 base among intellectuals doesn®"t seem.to have grown
greatly. And many of those around us several years ago have dropped
away, oOr are inactive.

@) So, we have not had the influence we should, and must have,

in the colleges and in the intellectual sphere. Pseudo-marxist ,
left liberal, etc. scholarship is on the increase (I think), in
many Ffields no*; such as history; English; sociology; anthropology;
psychology. Many, many more intellectuals (and through the publica-
tions, students) are becoming open to these ideas. Yet the field

is dominated by phonies — the aging "new" leftists; Trots; the old
CP"ers; — and by various forces which may be honest, but are cert-
ainly mistaken in their critiquee of American society.

Think of the number of books used in any college today on Marxist

art and literature; on "radicalism™ in the US; on "radical™ or "Marx-

ist"” approaches to almost anything (history, religion, English, etc.);
much less on the working class (this is a real popular topic now

among the liberal ruling-class writers as well, who 10 years ago had .
discovered there "was none®); on racism.

While we must understand that the ruling class pushes and fosters the
phony leftists, Trots, etc., no intellectual work in these fields

has been published by PL people, or people very close to us, except

in PL magazine, which only a handful of teachers read, and which there
fore doesn"t have a mass impact. The ruling class wants to push

Tom Hayden or Weinstein down our throats; we ought not to aid them by
putting up little or no opposition!

In summary: PL"s practice has been to downgrade the importance of
both intellectual work and work among teachers and intellectuals*
This has been sectarian. Essentially, it is”*revisionist, in that it
Says that intellectuals are not indispensible for the revolution,

fhat is anti-inteliectualism. It also says that Communism isn"t
something that intellectuals need in their lives; that they aren™t
really oppressed by the ruling class; that they are reactionary and
can"t be won; and that it doesn"t really matter anyway. Obviously,
all this is dead wrong. And™we wouldn®"t say it /(though I have heard
these attitudes explicitly from some PL"ers).
But, we"ve been doing it. And we must change.



3.

"_Intellectuals are open as never before', as the 1st Conv. Bull,
said. But not unless we struggle with them, integrate ourselves with

ﬁhem, take what they do seriously, will we be able to get anywhere
ere.

1, We must struggle with intellectuals. In order to do tehis, we must
get involved witn Them. This means unions, such as the AFT, but it
must mean a lot more than that. College teachers still look upon unions
as something concerning their working conditions, but not at all
involved with the “professional® aspects of their work (and this is
largely true). So, it would be a bad mistake to make unions such

as the AFT our sole concentration in colleges. Faculty senates;
curriculum, etc., committees; AAUP; all involve many, many more
faculty than most unions do, or will do for the foreseeable future.

-We must be active in them.

2. ldeas are important in the class struggle in the USA. Each teacher
should include in his perspective for work in PL that he finish his
degree; then, that he write articles, etc., in his field, and strug-
gle to develop an M~AL approach in an intelligent, convincing, and
non-sectarian way. The only others who do this at all, as far as

I can see, are the CP, whose line is so revisionist and opportunist
(especially in their writings) that it is almost indistinguishable ,
from independent liberals. The worst models, therefore, are the CP
and the various petty-bourgeois groups such as Radical America;

the Internationalists (Lit. and ldeology); Socialist Revolution.

An additional matter: with the ever-tightening job market iIn the

colleges, dSgrees and publications will increasingly be necessary
even in order to keep a job. This is important, but not the main

thing; we don"t want merely to stay employed, but to have a wide

national impact in every academic Tield.

Op ~top of this, teachers take these things "very/4eriously. Even those
who are sympathetic and "left"; even those who don"t do it themselves
really have respect for scholarly achievement and publication.

The most reppected professors (other things, e.g. personality, being
equal) are frequently those who are respected in their professions.

3. Communis* is a "life -and-death matter"™ for intellectuals too.
It is something that they need. In the campaign against racist
scholarship, we point out that these guys are misusing science;
many scientists take this very seriously. But the ruling class mis-
uses, warpgfeverything in colleges! starting with the student, the
classroom situation, the grading system, and the job market, and
ending in the bullshit, lies, elitism, etc. perpetuated in the
academic disciplines themselves. Not to mention the effects of

the system as a whole — racism, oppression, — on one"s personal
life, children, town, etc. And these are things from which no teacher
has an escape — as he may have from, say, a sharp sit-in struggle,

or from a lifetime commitment to socialism in PL.

if. Since the Party"s specific concentration in intellectual work is
the fight against academic racism, we ought to take this issue as
part-and-parcel of every teachers®™ (and grad, students?) perspective.
a) We must have some real knowledge of academic racism. In thfc

1st instance, responsibility for this rests on PL"ers. We cannot

hope to be very successful in making the fight against academic racism
broad, involving more than a small, left fringe of faculty, unless

we take time to study and thoroughly understand the issues involved.
Each PL"er 1in academic work should make this part of his/her per-

spective.
b) Ve should examine the effects of racism in the”cademic fields

we work in. We should write articles (eventually, books) examining
and combatting academic and“other forms of racism in History; liter-
ature; sociology; psychology; the sciences; etc.

t Historians could develop articles about intellectual and academic
racism in the US and its social effects; show the connexions between
Jensen, Herrnstein & Co. and the overt KKK"ers and racial suprema-
cists of the Eugenics Review -Mankind Quarterly schools; the direct
parallels (not now convincing to most) between Naziism and Jensen-
ism; the question of academic freedom; racism in the labor movement,
etc. — all from the point of view of exposing how it hurts white
and black; how it frustrated reform, etc.Sociologists could write
about racism and housing, public welfare, etc.; literature teachers,
develop courses on racism in literature; in language.

In conclusion: this means turning party academics and teachers toward
a long-range struggle; guarenteeing that these comrades do the work
they ace best qualified for in the academic field; integrating our-
selves, our outlook, in the intellectual field.

Our party, though as yet small in intellectual work, could still
exercise an impact far outweighing our numbers in the academic world.
Some indications of this are: the resolution in the Amn. Anthropologists
Ass. meeting last Nov. against academic racism; the initial success
of the Storrs petition in attracting a &road following of interested,
non-PL intellectuals. We could do a lot more.



The need of Proletarian Internationalism

The call for the unity of the working classes iIs basic to the
tradition of communism. The slogan » Working men of all lands,
Unite ! ' could be the hope of humankind, if the politics of a united
working class were understood and consistently put forth.

The bourgeois class is not limited to one nation. The United
otates based Corporations are not only the largest industrial sector
in the world, but American Corporations based iIn Europe is the second
largest surpassing the Soviet Union, and Japan. The capital accruing
to the Bourgeoisie is basically unaffected by national events such as
devaluations of currencies, due to the fact that what is lost overseas
is made up domestically.or vice versa. The ruling class uses the
controls that is the national governments to force the working class
to finance the less competitive®industry. The devaluation of the
dollar forces Americans to buy American products.

This is not to say that industries not owned by AmericanCorporntions
are not in competition;with it. The Soviet Union, Germany, Japan, China,
et all are In sharp struggle for world markets. Inspite of " peaceful
co-existence” the potential for national wars among capitalist powers
IS great.

The point of the above is to point out that the bourgeoisie is
beyond the power of any national group. Even if national governments
were independent of the Corporation, they are not, those governments
could not control the bourgeoisie. The same is true of unions,national
and locals . The Corporations can easily shift capital and work inter-
nationally.

Proletarian Internationalism is the only possible way to ensure that
capitalist war does not start among the national bourgeoisies. We
are now in a position similar to that preceeding WNWI in which"-loyalty
to class , instead ot nation, could have prevented that war.

Being that Proletarian International ism is the direct opposite of
nationalism, advocation of principled Internationalism is the best
way of fighting nationalism. It avoids the traps of purely destructive
criticism which turns people into cynics; this is done by putting
forth the advantages and necesity of Internationalism, not just the
exploitation that is nationalism.

Not to put forth a consistent line of Proletarian Internationalism
is a concession to nationalism, provincialism, religions, rafiisn, sexism,
and all the other devisive devices of the Ruling class. The reason
for this is that Proletarian Internationalism is directly related
to the life blood of revolutionary communism, class conception of
society and class motivation of society. Ending exploitation using
the criteria of class is the duty of every revolutionary communist. A
orlass extends beyond a nation, race, sex, province.

Proletarian Internationalism is the key in the unity of the
working class for a unity with " foriegners " will make unity with
"nationals " easier to bring about. The people who were in soldarity
with the Vietnamese were, 1 feel, not provincial, tolerant of religions,

anti-racist, and anti-sexist. Class conciousness leads to Internationalism

The advantages of Proletarian Internationalism are almost to
profound to list.
X. increase the affectiveness of strikes and other progressive actions.
2. lessen the potential for capitalist wars.
3. increase iIn class conciousness



way of carrying out this strategy and didn"t really see

Brp~den our Trade Union Outlook how the struggle against racism in the classroom could

3 N be feart pf the WSA.
In two ways our trade union program is too narrow:

What we should mean when we fight for 30 for 40 is
1) "turn towards the trade unions' does not address itself"

i a whole constellation of militant trade union demands _-
to the large number of unorganized workers, and 2) '30 for

) } unless jobs we consciously fight for more jobd, against
40" 1n and of ttself i1s very narrow.

all aspects of racism, against speed-up I don"t see how
For example, if 30 for 40 is won does this necessarily

) ) ) ) the movement for 30 for 40 can willy-nilly win them.
mean increased employment. Couldn®t capitalism just

) 3 i ) One other point about 30 for 40 needs to be discussed.
increase the amount of automation, thereby using the same

i i i i In certain service industries, 1in particular, teaching
number of workers and more machines. Likewise, we coihld

and hospitals the 30 for 40 demand might not be primary, and
win 30 for 40 and the bosses could iIncrease speed-up.

i i in fact could turn into its opposite and even become
Can we show historically that when the 8 hour day was won

reactionary. The primary T.U. demand for teachers should
this led to an increasing employment? Also, why does

be for more teachers, period. This will not only improve
winning 30 for 40 fight racism? The bosses could either

i i i i teaching, lower classroom size, but will also lessen the
not hire more workers (as explained above), hire just

work load per teacher. Likewise in hospitals, more jobs
white workers if they need too, and still they can always

are needed - realty more man-hours. That is, If 100 men
pay Black workers less. The argument against this might

work 40 hours a week at a hospital that is 4,000 man-hours,
be that we could never win 30 for 40 unless we go along

30 for 40 might lead to, say, 133 men each working 30
way towards defeating racism iIn the working class T.U.

hours a week making again 4,000 man-hours. However, this
movement. But this argument is true for any trade union

may not be enough ju= for adequate patient care (this might
struggle. Is is hard to win a strike if the workers are

especially be an issue at a hospital that cares for working
split by racism. All this iIs not to say that 30 for 4Q

class patients). Another way of looking at it is that! the
is wrong but to warn against confining ourselves to a N )

work load per worker might still be too muxch, only now
single reform struggle or rather, to a single way of )

he"s overworked for 30 hours instead of 40. To be sure,
carrying out this reform struggle. That is, the point } )

we could fight for 200 workers working 30 hours a week
was made in a previous convention document that our initial ) )

but it seems that the primary demand has to be for more
approach to the worker-student alliance strategy was too

workers to lessen the work load and take better care of
narrow? we saw supporting workers strikes, etc. as THE

patients.



The main, primary demand for teachers at this time
should not be for the shorter work week but for more teachers,

smaller classrooms, and against budget cuts. Likewise,
hospital workers should be fighting for more hospital workers
to h Improve patient care and ease their work load and also to
fight against the budget cuts.

The last point 1 want to make conserns a program for

organizing the unorganized. Certainly this struggle has an
historical tradition second only to the fight for the shorter
work week. In addition, the last time | counted, there were
more workers out of trade unions than in them. Neediest to
say our outlook of turning the Party towards the trade unions
is not mutually exclusive with organizing the unorganized.
On the contrary, unions are a natural base from which to
launch such an organizing drive. Its just that 1 felt it
was conspicuously absent from many of our documents which
delt with the strategy and tactics of T.U. work.

The main point I wanted to make here is that we should
not iInterpret” and carry, out our slogans stiffly and with
blinders on.

I think
too many times iIn the past we have come up with a correct
idea but have boxed ourselves info a corner and out of
involvement with a lot of good forces because of a dogmatic,
inflexable and uncreative application of that ideajM®£ome

of our early experieinces with the WSA in SDS, with the

community control battles in the PTAs, and with the nationalism

Black
forms of organizations of*students and workers. Hopefully

our future in the T.U. movement and in other movements will
not be hamstrung by a mechanical approach towards fighting

racism and building a militant trade union movement.



Suggestion for Challenge:

The Party has two main FOCUSES: The 30 hr. week and Fighting Hacia .

C-D should be organized to reflect this concentration.

Specifically: Let each issue of the paper have a SECTION called
"The Shorter Work Week - 30 for 40" In this several page section,
include all the news articles about different locals adopting 3-/74-0,

news of the feferenda, etc. AND ALSO, have one or more presentations

about 30740 explaining it o new readers. This could be in the form
of an editorial about some aspect of 30/40 or related to news
events or clippings.

For Instance, last week a Calif State Assemblyman introduced
a "32 hr legal work week"™ bill into the legislature. We should
report this event and editorialize on its shortcomings and possible
positive uses. Or, the clipping from the Wall St. Journal a week
ago where they say that firms dropped the 4-day 10hrs /day v week
because of the increased adcidents and reduced efficiency during

those last 2 hrs each day. ) ) )
A similar approach would apply to a Section on the Fight against

-Racism.

The advantage of this format would be: )
1) Easier to read the paper and learn of PL"s concentrations.

2) Easier to sell the paper. All sellers would approach people
and point out the party®s main organizing efforts.
3) More educational. Regular educational articles on the shorter

work week and fighting racism. More continuity. Easier

This was discussed and endorsed by LA city committee.

An additonal suggestion: Change the HRONT PAGE HEADLINE from the
vague generalities and commands, like "War on the 1ig Bosses
to specific headlines about the major articles or editorials in the

paper .

FOR PRE-CONVSNTION DISCUSSION page 1

Perhaps the most glaring example of sexism in the party is
the fact that we really don"t have a line on it at all — except
that we"re against 1t. We certainly have no outlook toward the
women®s movement such as it is, and not ther merest strategic:
notion as to how to fight women®s oppression. Every other group
on the left at least pretends to fTigjt it, and the ruling class
is dredging up a passel of racist "““feministI misleaders to keep
the movement within their camp — sometimes it appears that the
party doesn®t consider womens®s oppression important enough to even
pretend to fight.

At the peak of the nationwide struggle to legalizS abotion,
we were still running a debate in Challenge as to whether legal
abotion wasn"t against the interest of the working class because
we need all the revolutionary fighters we can get — this while
thousands of women wears dying each year at the hands of i1llegal
abortionist butchers.

The fight against sexism — the specia 1 oppression of women —
is crucial to the fight for socialism. Unless our parth tkes the
lead In smashing all divisions within the wo}king class, that
class will never be united and will be ultimately defeated. IT
a vigorous offensive is not launched against male chauvinist
ideology, as well as social and economic ineauality, millions of
women will not be won to socialism and will not be mobilized behind
the revolution — no matter how strongly they may support our
programs.in the trade unions, against racism, etc. This would be

whether or not itnere ever was a women"s liberation movement.
What I am saying is very simple and veryobviouss we will not be
Qbl@ to win an oppressed section bf the working class without

leading the fight against the oppression of that section.



page 2

Hitler was acutely ;aware of this iIn his "Kinder, Kirche, Kuchen"
campaign (children, church, kitchen) for women.

We probably don®"t have the forces presentlyn tolaunch a
strategic offensive on a level with 30/40 and Smash Racism. How-
ever let us begin immediately to do the ground work to build those
forces. Toward this end, 1 proposes

1) We begin by raising sharply the antl-Eesist issue in the
areas where we are already fighing its economic consequences —
at Met Life, among teachers and substitutes, office workers, etc.
To fight for better conditions for women does not, by itself,
fight sexism unless such a fight builds Mas consciousness of the
special oppression of women. Articles in Challenge should contin-
uously relate to how these battle are specifically anti-sexist.

For instance, substitute teachers are continuously screwed over
because, according to how the Bd. of Ed. would see it, they "are
mostly women working part-time to supplement their husbands income."
We should point out how this attitude hurts men subs too, even though,
in another divisive aspect of sexism, men su”™s are given more work.

2) Reviews of cultural events — books, movies etc. should
expose sixism as well as racism.

3) Each club should hold discussions immdeiately about Idudcx
its work in relation to sexism, e.g. a good anti-sexist reason
to fight for 30/40 is that it will allow maijy men to take more
responsibility for their children and other domestic tasks; it
cOuld free housewives for another 10 hours a week. We shouldn®t
shy away from such arguments — they will help us win 30/40.

4) Discussions at all jbaryy levels should begin, with the
goal of developing our theory of women®s oppresslon(following

from the excellent article in the Fob 71 PL, "The Political

Economy of Male Chauvinism'™) and ultimately a strategy for

page 3

defeating sexism. For instance we could encourage the development
of anti sexism committees in SDS and WAM (if we're not already
doing so). We xed? should investigate the possibility of joining
NOW (whichis open to men by the way) or local groupings like

Union Wage, a bay area group which may or may not have a base among

women workers

Far from dissipating aur our forces, such moves could pave
the way t. winning hundreds of women to fight not only for their
own "liberation”™ or for their buc men, but to fighting fracism /

and forging an invincible unity of the whole working class.

/YIA12-CH /97"
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Proposed M week curriculum of study

Jfemxfctemxmf this study groupshould k.x*» have one meeting every

two weeks. Most members could read some or all of the articles, however
the club leader could ask specific people to preparexa reports tn

some of the longer books so that everyone would not have to read them
(for instance, in meeting 2, Ervin and Mark, Violence ad the Brain)

Hopefully, this r«ii**xiistxEM ix study program could be adjusted *
to emphasize books or topics which members are using in* their
coupes, or which SDS is involved in fighting. The program however
»bx §s much broader than this— it seeks to lay the basis for

party members dealing competently with this whole racist attack.

As such, it represents a substantial amount of work.

Meeting 1 1.Q, testing and racism

Annotated Hermstein

October 72 Fortune— "Social Engineers iIn Retreat"

The Jensenist resolution and our counterresolution

iEJBtx 2 short articles by Jensen. The Phylogeny and Ontogeny of

Intelligence, Perspe”iiws in Biology and Medicine, Jan., 1971

Ethical Issues, The Humanist, Jan-Feb 72.

Meeting 2— Lobotomies

Fortune, Jan *73, "Violence"

Ebony, Feb., *73, article on lobotmmies

UCLA leaflet on Ervin(and pamphlet as soon as it is produced)

Breggin, saiartimx statement.on the international movment io revive
lobotomies in* the Congressional Record

Ekxixxaxdxttaxkx Ervifa, Frank R. and Mark, Vernon H., Violence and

the Erkin m “ N

comment, the revival of 1obotoMs is a direct offshort of the campaign

around Jensenism internalonall$] Rosenthal, chief of laboratories

at X the National Institute of He”al Health, wasts to fund both-the

NIMH is funding ImtatmmtaxSWBx"i”~vin’s colleague Dr. Sweet to the
tune of $500,000. - f

Meeting 3. the "lower class culturl™ argument

Banflelfl, The Unh”™avenly City

UAG pamphlet on Banfield

pushing The Unheavenly City
T 3

UCLA leaflet from course by Elllnsor

“*Meeting a— Jensen Q V)
Jensen, Harvard Educational Review articlS”How much can we boost

Scholastic Achievement?"

someone might a&so report on Jensen"s article in Dockrell, ed,,

On Intelligence.
UCLA AfromAmerican Studels Center reply to Jensen(iwwill get author®s

name for this)

r*p»r+xsxfx Newspaper reprots on Congressman®Hicks®™ investigations

of the Kitty Hawk(the "riots" were lead by "lowxmmmrtisttyx mentality

sailors, ™"all blacks™) from San Francisco
panikiy unpublished reply by Prof. John Hurst, Ed. Psych at

Berkeley, to Jensen(Richard Cates has* this— someone night

read this and report on it)
Berekley pamphlet on Jensen(when it na comes out)

leaflets on Jensenism and tuitifcn outs(Cal State)
Meeting 5~ PL pamphlet on raoism(*f when it comes out;
Dear Reader column from Challenge on eugenics (

Al Tumolillo®™s artiele on eugenics
Either Mao, On Oontradltion, or something from Plekhanov

on role of xim*axixxhtn*mry*x ideology in the class struggle.

Meeting 6— history of class struggle in US
*xx not suBe what would be good readings for this.

Brecher, Jeremy, Mass Strike

Linder, Great Flint Strike ,
selections from Aptheker, Slave Revolts

Meeting 7

Moynihan Report
Yancey and Rainwater, Politics of Controversy(introduction explains

how Moynihan pushed this arguement in goven»mart,x«**mx FAIlowing

Harlem rebellion, also has IBJ"s sppech at Howard University

first pushing this crap)

Meeting 8

Jencks, Inequality

Dear Reader column from Challenge on Jencks.

Poaalblty artlclae fro. fall or «<m%.r, 72, Th. Public &t.rwt

<b rticles b, Ball, Hoynihu., Kllaon add Uparf pueblos thU llo.)
~Tleetihg"9 "reverse racism"”

we should probablyassembe newspaper artleles pushing this.

AX

Could aalo ha™ _Mtlxiee on Ejmnok ada and Shookl.y, though th.y

both depend entirely on Jensen.
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The student work nationally is weak. Perhaps it is iIn

g crisis(for instance, calling off the conference-bn the
East Coast suggests that it is). There are also 2 diffebnnt
lines on box this woi’k. In the Eaet, we said: the lack

of preparation and reliance on the people around this
conference was so bad that we haxxx had to call h i1t off.
(ie it would encourage revisionism and left-wing hack
mentality to hold It). On the Y/ost Coast, we held th

the conference, and upon evaluation, decided it was a
saccets.

I don*t think the work is qualitatively different
on the East Coast from what ibxltxsx 13 on the West Coast.
But 1 think there is a sharply different emphasis— at
"resent— iIn the line of the student work.

The main reason thbzz the conference on the Wear
Cease wa3 a success was that we emphasized bulllding
struggles(against Ervin, UC onvestments in South Africa,
oxpanlng nursing programs, lettuce boycotts, etc). Around
u this conference, there was soma effortxB* to v;in people
to this as the main point. Afterwards, there was some
©=fort to follow through on 1t.* This

(end wsa around it)
emphasis on struggles against raci3m/deiz differentiates
us from all revisionist groups which have no program
for building a serious student mev ement.
On the East Coast, at least as far as the report
goes(and this seems to reflect an emphasis In line)t

building campaigns is given relatively little weight.

Toe struggle in the classroom is characterized as the
struggle at the academic point of production. Combined

with overall campaigns against Ervin, Jenson, etc, this

222222
would be a healthy emphasis. By itself, it 13 not.
To give an example; at Cal State, we brought about
30 people to Jamuary 20. We met them mainly in an agitational
way though an important compoe net in this wa3 that we
took the lead In organizing support rallieszftcaz for
;students at Southern. Beyond this, we also got
the student government to sopnzsponsor a speaker who
Is a Southern alumnus and friend of the Party at a
BB King concert. Secondarily, we made some effort bo
opporse the use of Banfield®s book in a course and
it was withdrawn. We have only been abz caotive
at Cal State this term(tho chapter started mainly
with B Pi members , all Dtzohomz”BbnBdzaabdQztBQmz
fenlx beXzixHX baiidlngzanythingz but one of whom joined
before X doing anything at Cal State).
Since we got back from conference, we have fought
the tuition hike of 1700$, and especially reverse racism.
Campus newspaper published a racist cartoon of a "miiddlo
class working student"with a screw through him(the ttuiticn
hike) , and money dropping out of his hack into a bucket
market welfare students. Editor refused to print counter
cartioon. We got 100 people to student gov. meeting
over this and President of college coming. Since Jan
20, 6 people(2 minority students) haw: been consolidated
to the chapterl- all of whom are serious students. Others
are working with us some. The growth of this chapter
comes totatlly from struggle— Southern, Jan 20,a nd

maiinly building soraethihg against the tuition

hike. None dr these people were won thru classes
(we i
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(though we are also planning increased action in claseaos
to stront gthen this work). Main point-struggle
against sracism is building this cahaptor. In
terms of Cal State we would not have gained ground by

calling off the conference.

Launching these campiggns Is also the basis for getting

-g-oople more Interested in study. Struggles could be
accompanied by considtent program of study in the party
(and in base groups and SDS committees) which could
lead to a good conference in the East on April 28-9.

But the report is also wrong— and probably sectarian
and.arrogant toward PL members and friends— in Its
proposed correction for weaknesses. We have been
fighting this ideology TFf and on faxx since last
uear. As a result of struggles that we have
engaged in, we have some knowledge of thenature
of the rulers®™ racist campaign, etc/ We are however
a long way from being an anti-racist party, tested 1in
struggle and having a membership of organizsers trained
in struggle. We make many ssEtsainn mistakes(for
instance, at UCLA we were anly feebly involved in struggle
led by bsu against all-white cheEr leading squad; we
aren"t that vigorous in taking on racist Indologists
— for instance we had no plan at Berkeley to fight Jeneser.
until fall even though he is iIn town, circulating the
ad, etc, etc. Engaging in maos struggle, fighting

for amore life and death approach to these atrocities

like Ervin, medicat 1 expori ontation iIn prisons, Jensr.cism,

etc. will lead over time to the development of more

- 37

experience and knoweledge. Wecan further thi3 throguh
study and through doing more in classes. But report
expects to change this overnight or very shortkly(ratther
than expecting that i1t will change ovorthe next 1-3
years with consistent effort). It demands serious
articles for new left notes in 2 weeks ns its only

c ncrete proposal. At UCLA we are now/(X- wooks later)
in aposition to write something serious about Ervin and
gsychosurgery. At Berkeloly, wo are not yet ready to
rite a good refport on Jonsn as of a week ago, noone
in PL or the SDS chapter had road Jenson’3 main article.
EThis can be corrected athrough consistent program of
struggle and study— but not by demanding and expecting
articles in 2 weoka(by tho way, even the PL pamphlet

on racism whloh has been discussed fxa for months 1is

still not out).

As for classes, 1 was involved last year In a struggle

against Banfield in a cla33. In contenxt of opposing
Jensen and Shockley coming to camcus

and building antiwar struggles, this had a very good

effect. On its own morlEts, however, though there was controversy

In class and prof was defeated politically(he could not
U36 the book), if the movment had been confined to that
class , it would not have built SDS(noone joined out

of It). It has had benefits in terms of long tenrm
support(for. instance, MECHA members from clas s wrork
with us somei now). Serous! struggle In

classes has been done to some extent and will go forward

gradually If we put more stress on it. It will not corco
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overnight. The report says wo have not done it while
emphasizing it for over a year— then insists that we make
it the mainpoint right now. Dona in this way

FOR THE INTERNAL "BULLETIN
, 1t will not work.

The essential weakness in the report in terms of
self-criticism around calling off the conference is
first thatit provides no serious fllan for correction
either in terms of struggle or of study. Sec nd,
so qui

since it asks for more than can be expected<

thghxcnnrndnapanidusngiucfchnyrn-iiarlixv.snyni®arriynnnnnnuixrrh

BfixfezEkE& so quickly on the heels of calling off the Comments on Hit 111I:
I. Fundamental Ildeas of Revisionism

Il. Capitalist Restoration in the
is to build demoralization and cynicism in com Soviet Union ..wevomon e

conference, the lif kely effect of this 'correction”

rades and friends. This error can be corrected
by developing specific plans for struggle, following
thenm up, and winning people to carry out

more study and agitation in classrooms iIn this context.



I. Fuadament#1 ldeas ef Revisionism

In using the presence.of a standing army and bureaucracy as
indices of the absence of the D. of F., the lead article id
Convention Bulletin #1, makes a step backward from the understanding
represented in RR 11l. By that criterion, we would have to say -~
that the D. of F. never existed In Russia or China, since the
standing army and a large state bureaucracy were features of those
cases from the beginning. But our analysis in HR 11l is that
capitalism can be restored only through a lengthy struggle; a struggle in
which army and state organizations of a bourgeois kind are indicators
of the underlying ideological weakness of the proletariat, effects
and not the primary causes of its defeat. Using them as mechanical
indicators that the proletariat has already lost 4ft the struggle
to move iIn a socialist path prevents us from making a truly dialectical
analysis of the forces in the struggle and their strengths and
weaknesses; 1t is as If a doctor trying to cure his patient lioked only
at symptoms and not for causes.

What is needed is an analysis of the root ideas of revisionism
since it is the hold of these 1ideas over the Party’s ideology that
is the primary factor in the class struggle after the revolution.
Revisionism In the communist movement can be viewed as tha«,continilation,
in more advanced forms appropriate to conditions of proletarian -
dictatorship, of the ideas of social-democracy. The social-democrats
of late 19th century Germany and Russia saw socialism as coming about
automatically and mechanically through the developing contradictions
of capitalism as it became more and more mature. In theilr view, the
revolution could come about only iIn those countries where capitalism
had brought about the fullest development of the productive forces
of which it was capable. They saw the technology of capitalism as the
necessary pre-requisite of socialism. The eventual contradiction of
capitalist property relations with the need for further socialisation
of production would bring about a series of increasingly sharper
economic crises in the most advanced countries and the collapse of
bourgeois rule. Only the proletariat, because of its technical ability
to command the advanced technology capitalism bequeathed i1t, would be in
a position to rule and remove the capitalist monopolistic barriers
to further economic development.

In this framework, ideology and political consciousness were

decidedly secondary. The Farty

v

existed mainly to wage electoral campaigns and trade union fights

so as to gather the proletariat together in anticipation of the

final crisis of the system. Socialist consciousness was seen as
developing within the framework of trade unionism”™and the maturing
economic crisis of capitalism, its inability to develop the economy
past a certain point, would make a peaceful transition to socialism
possible as the vast majority of the population came to recognize the
bankruptcy of capitalism and the technical superiority of socialism.

It was against this body of ideas, known in the Russian movement
as "economism', that Lenin and the Bolsheviks struggled. In Lenin®s

view, capitalism never entered an economic crisis from which i1t could
not emerge successfully. Depressions, iIn fact, acted as purgatives,
destroying part of the existing capital values,-further concentrating
and centralizing ownership®of capital and thus preparing the way for
the resumption of capital accumulation on an ever larger scale. Moreover,
the development of imperialism constantly brought new supplies of
exploitable labor under capitalist domination and fed the dynamism of
the system. The revolution would be most likely not where capitalism
was simply, most advanced economically but in those countries, like
Russia, where there was an accumulation of political contradictions.
The cfeief factor iIn whether the revolution was made turned out to

be the conscious political organization of the proletariat and allied
classes by a vanguard Farty, within whose ranks the ideas of social-
democracy fcad been decisively defeated.

My thesis iIs that social-democratic ideas were not, in fact,
decisively defeated within the Bolshevik Farty but lived on after
the revolution, and in the thought of Lenin, under new forms, since
the original forma had been thoroughly discredited by the victory of
the revolution itself. Modern revisionism is the further development
of economism and rests on the the same fundamental premises:

1) a failure to distinguish the relations of*production from the
legal forms of property ownership, which in turn makes correct definition
of capitalism and socialism impossible. Revisionists tend to equate
capitalism with private,individual ownership of the means of production.
It is therefore impossible for them to recognize the possibility of
capitalism existing in a framework of state or collective property
ownership. Relations of production are correctly defined not In terms
of the identity of the owner(s) of capital, but in terms of whether the



working class is or is not deprived of control over the prowess of
production* Under, capitalism, the workers do not have power over the
application, management and results of the production process nor Ao
they dispose, as a class, of the products themselves. Capitalism is,
_in other words, wage-labor, a system is which the working class

is separated from the meana”™of production and possesses only its

own labor-power, which it must put at the disposal of an alien force.
Revisionism believes that the formal control of the proletarian state
over the means of production, i.e. nationalization of industry, 1s
socialism, noi”realizing that socialist relations of production must
be fought for and created through a protracted struggle; a struggle
during which capitalist production relations continue to exist and
may even dominate, despite proletarian state power. (As | shall argue
later was the case iIn Russia during the 1920s).

2) a fTalse theory of the "forces of production™ and of the relation
of technology to production relations. This is a central point,
recognition of which led the Left forces in the Cultural Revolution to
characterize the revisionism of Liu as "the theory of productive
forces”. We have seen that "relations of Prod." refers to the question

of the prod, forces"™ without pointing out that there are no such

thing as prod, forces independent of a particulaz system of prod,
relations (i.e. of class rule), There are no "forces of prod." as such;
there are only capitalist forces of production or socialist forces of
production. By leaving off the modifier, revisionism presents a view

of linear, progressive,quantitative technical progress through history;
a sequence in which the victorious proletariat, rather than qualitatively
transforming the technology of production and the division of labor,
simply takes over and expands the productive apparatus of capitalism.

To the revisionists, "a machine is a machine” and the fundamental fault
of capitalism is that i1t doesn’t use its enormoud productive potential
efficiently or fails to distribute i1ts fruits equitably. Revisionism
never questions the existence of that technology itself nor sees how

it is an integral part of capitalism and developed in forms appropriate
to the maintainance of capitalist class rule. (This is a case ghere

the so-called "dialectical law of the -transformation of quantity into
quality"” turns out to be a cover for revisionism, since no degree of
quantitative development of capitalist technology will give rise to
methods of production appropriate to socialism; what is needed is a

complete break under conscious political leadership). * i
3 On the basis of the above concept of productive forces, revisionl!si

cannot conceive of dispensing with the functions of a separate, specialize®
body of managers and planners. Capitalist division of labor maintains

of which class has power to manage and allocate the means of prod.;
what then does'forces of production™ refer to? To some exftent, we

are here the victims of bad translation. "Forces of prod," spunds like
it fefers to things, tpols, machines, etc. but the Marxian term in fact
refers to a type of relationship in the process of production, not to
physical objects. It defines a second type of separation of the workers
from the means of production under capialism. Not onl$ does the

a strict «pe separation of manual and mental work and without a
struggle to create new socialist methods of production, such a separation
will inevitably be maintained and strengthened. The role of the
"experts” ,those trained in bourgeois techniques, is the other side of
lack of confidence iIn the masses and their ability to jointly dominate
the production prowess. This leads further to lack of confidence in

the workers®™ ability to control the state apparatus. The failure of
revisionism to view the B of P as a united front stems from the
continued subordination of the workers iIn the economic sphere. The
Party is seen as a bringing together of the "political experts" , those
with organizing skills, who have to keep a close grip on the planning
and implementing of economic and political life. Given the view that
socialism requires the further development of capitalist technology,
the Party"s primary role is then to direct that process, to manage,

to give the orders which are carried out in a co-ordinated way from

working class not have power iIn the system but capitalism has created
a technology and division of labor in which no individual worker or
small group of workers is technically capable of using the means of
production t" produce his subsistence and maintain his life. The
worker on the assembly line produces a saleable produwt only through
the joint action of literally millions of workers all around the world
(supplying steel, glass, rubber, etc.). Moreover, because of the
fragmentation and division of work in capitalist technology, a
separate managerial and co-ordinating function is required, which
naturally falls to the class which has possession of the mammoth-scale
means of production the workers need to work on to live: the capitalist
class and i1ts appointees.

It 1s typical of revisionism that i1t speaks of the "development



the top down. The Party must, therefore, have a virtual monopoly of
positions iIn the state and economic apparatus, as well as the army,
in order to efficiently carry out these tasks of command.

In our Party’s conception, the role of the Party after the seizure
of power remains fundamentally that of ideological leadership in
the fight for socialism. Since socialism is won only through a
protracted struggle in which capitalist political forces continue to
exist, the Party could exercise a monopoly of power only at the price
of absorbing bourgeois elements and destroying the distinction between
its mass and independent lines. With every action of the state organs
reflecting the relative strength of proletarian and bourgeois ideas,
the Party must be iIn. a position to publicly oppose these actions where
it disagrees with them and must be in a position to organize opposition
among the masses to the re-emergence of strong bourgeois tendencies.
This it cannot do If i1t has a monopoly of state positions and is
identified with the state.

Moreover, it is not sufficient to think of the state organs of he
the D. of P. as left-center coalitions, if that means that only the
Party 4s organized while the masses are present only as atomized indivi-
dual 8. The masses of workers must maintain and develop the fullest range
of irganized activities, includin g other political parties which will
compete with the revolutionary party-for ideological hegemony. This
is a problem which RR Ill does not explicitly consider. What do we think
of the Bolsheviks” outlawing of all other political parties after the
revolution? Doesn’t our Party’s growing understanding o# the role
of the U.P. 1in our day-to-day work lead to the conclusion that the
D of P will be a coalition of organi zed parties, trade-unions, etc.?
What would be the concfete meaning of proletarian democracy and the
role of elections? How would out-and-out counter-revolutionaries be
dealt with? We need more discussion on these questions. It seems
clear to me, 1In awy case, that, given our view on the possible
re—emergence of a "‘red" bourgeoisie, the most iImportant task for
the Party after the revolution is to maintain its freedom of action
to irganize a Cultural Revolution and to keep out those forces who
wish to enter the Party simply as a poad to position and power.

4) Revisionism must maintain friendly relations with some of the
capitalist powers if It Is to receive the technical assistance and
capital imports that it considers vital to the 'construction of

socialism”. Only the advanced capitalistHations can provide the
knowledge and equipment necessary. Prom thiis it follows that a
policy of diplomatic alliance and state-relations is called for.

The concept of peaceful co-existence and competition is a corollsry
of these ideas. If socialism is, above all, the more efficient
and equitable application of technology, then it will win the masses
around the world primarily through its demohstration effect . The
victory of the revolution in the capitalist countries does not, therefore
depend on the internal class struggle within them but rather on the
example of progress provided by the socialist cajpp- Consequently,
defense of the socialist countries becomes the primary responsibilty
of communists throughout the world, even if that defense requires
cooling down of the internal class struggle for the sake of a military
alliance of the socialist country and some if the capitalists. This
was the explicit rationale for the class-collaborationist line of the
7th World Congress.

To sum up: revisionism rests on a theoretical basis of concepts
about the fundamental categories of Marxism. Our Party cannot oppose
the political line of the old communist movement without putting into
wuestion the received iInterpretations of Marxist theory and the
concepts of dialectical and historical materialism. (As was shown also
in Al Strelxoff*s piece on Mao’s On Contradiction in Bulletin #2).
Revisionism has, in the end, three main aspects:

— econornlsm: continuous technical development through the borrowing ;

and imitation of capitalist methods.
— absence of a mass line: lack of confidence In the masses, reliance
on experts, Party monopoly of the state and discouragement
of mass political organization and participation .

— abandonment of proletarian internationalism: subordination
of the international class struggle to the defensive needs
of the socialist state, operating with bourgeois military

ideas.

Il. The Restoration of Capitalism in the Soviet Union

RR 11l does not directly take up this question, but in several
passages it implies that the turning peat point comes in the 1950s
and that up until that time the Soviet Union plays®a generally positive
role in the world. 1 would, like to challenge that view and show that
bourgeois rule iIn Russia dates from the 1930s and is the internal



correlate of the opportunism of the 7th Congress (1935). This, |
hope, will also give a correct explanation of collectivization, the
purge of the Part.y in 1936-38 and the Second World War.

Two fundamental objections can be lodged against the 1950s as a
turning point in Soviet history. First, no decisive change takes plawe
in economic organization. The tentative steps that are characteristic
of the 60s toward more use of the market and market-price mechanisms
do not qualify as decisive for two reasons: 1) they are in fact
greatly limited and have even been somewhat reversed iIn the last few
years with a move toward more centrally planned allocations using
computers and, much more importantly, 2) the Soviet planning system
has always been, in its essence, a system of financial planning, lost
enterprises operate under the so-called Khozraschet (economic calculation)
system iIn which the separate enterprises are given a financial plan
and credits from the state budget or the State Bank for use iIn meeting the
plan. All taansfers between enterprises and with the public are made
by means of centrally pr regionally determined prices and indices of
profit have always been part of enterprise evaluation. The Soviet planning
system was never a system of social planning according to socially
determined calculations of needs but was always based on monet/ar.y
calculations and payment of wages in money. Changes in the locUs of
authority within the system, such as gibing plant managers more access
to funds earned within the plant, more control over bonus payments,
and more accountability for growth of productivity and profitability*
which have marked the 50s and 60s, simply streamline and rationalise
the existing system and do not represent fundamental change.

Secondly, no great political upheaval or conflict marks the
post-war period. Stalin®s death and Khrushchev®s rise and fall were
handled without great changes iIn party structure and membership. We
have analysed, in RR 11l, howl the restorat.ion of bourgeois rule in
China could come about only as a result of a major struggle over party
leadership and mass political action. Where, in recent Soviet history, do
we Ffind anything similar? Finally, there is a remarkable continuity
fravtt- between the foreign policy and international line enunciated in
the 20th Party congress (1956) and those of the 7th Comintern congress.
The very same ideas and themes are present. (Revolution by emulation,
alliance with the progressive section of the international bourgeoisie.)

Before making a complete analysis of the events of Soviet history,

a number of facts can be pointed to which indicate the 1930s as the

period of capitalist restoration:

1) wage differentials in Soviet industry widen tremendously.
Material incentives are broadened and strengthened with piece-work
ipbyiaent by individual effort) becoming dominant. Discipline over

rthe workers is exercised by a system of pass-books designed to counter
the immense turnover of workers moving from job to job in search of
" better conditions,

2) the collectivization of agriculture 1is carried out not through
a mass movement of poor and middle peasants but essentially by an
expeditionary force of urban functionaries and the armed forces. The
resistance of the peasantry is ferocious and extends to all strata
~including the poor. The Slaughtering of livestock and the deportations
lead to famine on a wide scale and millions of deaths. Millions
move into the cities and factory-woik at extremely low wages.

.3 3 the Party is completely shattered in the great purge, turning
over almost 80% of its membership and replenishing itself primarily from
the ranks of the new managers and technicians of the industrial sector.

4) education is narrowed considerably by the introduction .# fees
and the removal of preferential entrance for children of workers and 4.
peasants. <

- 5) internationally, the Franco-Soviet pact is signed and the line
of the Popular Front is established in the Comintern, abandoning the
perspective of world revolution. The purge extends to large numbers of
the cadre of foreign parties.

NEP and the Class Struggle in the 1920s

The most iImportant feature of the class struggle in the 20s
was the tremendous hold that revisionism had on all factions of the
Bolshevik party. The so-called "Le-ft Opposition™ of Trotsky and
Zinoviev based itself just as much on the fundamental economistic
ideas sketched above as did the "Right-Center™ alliance of Stalin
and Bukharin. Their differences were not over the correctness of
this outlook but were only tactical differences within a common
framework. The Right advocated favoring the richer peasants in order
to iIncrease agricultural production and technical progress and
developing industry gradually on the basis of supplying capital and
consumer goods to the thriving peasantry. The "left”, as exemplified in



in the Trotskyite Eugene Preobrazhensky’s influential book The -
New Economics, advocated suppressing the rich peasants (kulaks)
through discriminatory price policies in order to mobilize the
agricultural surplus for a-~rapid industrialisation using imported
capital and technical know-how from the Western capitalists. Both
major fast-ions believed that the peasantry could not be mobilized for
socialist organization and both saw the development of socialism as
depending on the formation of a technically advanced sector which
wosild grow to encompass the entire economy. Their difference was whether
that development would be based on supplying agriculture with modern
equipment or on heavy, industry (iron and steel, chemicals, etc.)

When NEP was introduced in 1921, the revolution had _just gained
control of the country after a perio”™ of civil war. The peasantry,
amongst whom the Bolsheviks had built virtually no base, was thoroughly
alienated by the system of forced requisitions which the Red Army had
used to feed the cities during the previous period. The urban workers
had sacrificed many from their wanks, especially the most class-conscious
elements and the urban proletariat was being re-built through the =T
incorporation of new workers of peasant origin, who were much less fami-
liar with proletarian ideas. The organization of the factories remained
essentially capitalist in character, even though property was state- i
owned. When Lenin analyzed the structure of relations of production

after the revolution, he pointed to the co-existence of private capitalist”

state capitalist and socialist enterprise. His mistake was to think
that the act of nationalising a sector of the economy, such as finance
or iron and steel, and bringing it under state control necessarily made
it socialist in character. But the workers still worked wrth the
traditional techniques and were paid wages iIn money which they had to
spend on a free market and the heilerarchy of management in the plants was
the same as before. Very little had been done to politicize the
relations at the work-place, except that the Party committee and the
trade-union organization were given some consultative role. Within the
so-called troika arrangement (manager-Party committee-trade-union)
the division of tasks was fairly strict, with the doctrine of one-man
management preventing the political representatives of the workers
from exercising any real authority in the management process.

But.it would be historically incorrect to think that the introduction
of NEP (New Economic Policy) with its incorporation of certain capitalist
features (more than simply concessions) represented the end of class
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struggle. There was still the objective possibility of launching

a sharp struggle for socialism, within the framework of NEP, which

would progressively transform production relations i1n a socialist
direction and prevent the re-emergence of the bourgeoisie from amongst
the "experts” and officials. And, iIn fact, at various-times during the
1920s, the class struggle showed signs of proletarian influence:

wage differentials were narrowed in the middle 20s, iIncreasing numbers
of workers were trained in more skilled jobs, political commisars within
the factories and the army at times increased their influence as against
professional managers and officers and many workers were recruited to the
party and exposed to the idea of socialism.

But there was no group of any iImportance, as we have seen, In the
party to lead such a Fight consistently. The influence of revisionist
ideas was all-pervasive. Nowhere was this more clearly expressed than
in the failure of the Party to build a base in the countryside. Even
by the end of the decade of the twenties, virtually no party presence
existed among the peasants. The only Party members in the rural areas
were urban-born officials in the larger towns responsible for tax
collection, grain collection, machine and tractor allocation and the
jJjudicial and police systems. Among workihg peasants, there wete
only a minuscule number of Party members; and they were often richer
peasants who saw Party membership as a way of protecting their interests.

As a result, no progress was made in winning the poor peasants to
a collective consciousness, nor were any organizational steps taken to
bring poor peasants and landless workers into trade-unions or committees
to defend their mutual interests. For these reasons, the kulaks had
virtually unchallenged ideological authority and political power over
the poor peasants, an authority which the isolated islands of Soviet
state authority in tjhe countryside were powerless to match.

At all levels of the state organs, the Party failed to involve
the masses in political life. At the highest levels, the Council of
Peoples ? Commisars, the highest state body, was literally co-terminous
with the Party Central Committee. Even in regional and city Soviets,
Party representation reached 751 or more. No other political parties
were allowed to organize, as a result of which largely petit-bourgeois
elements entered the ruling Party for thoroughly opportunistic reasons,
since Party membership was a pre-requisite for entry into the growing
state bureaucracy, iIn whi€h earnings were significantly higher than

in industry.
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During the 20et then, a new bourgeoisie was simultaneously
emerging In two sectors: iIn industry and the state apparatus, the
functionaries and managers were rapidly increasing their privileges
and power; and in agriculture, the pro-kulak policies of the Party
were slowly developing a rural capitalist class. Nevertheless, the
proletarian forces still had state power and the Party still played
a revolutionary role in building a world communist movement, despite
serious errors of a sectarian kind. In 1929-30, the new “red"
bourgeoisie was reader to make a decisive bid for power, faced as It was
with the threat of foreign domination (the rise of the Nazis and new
threats from British imperialism)

Collectivisation of agriculture was the key link in the bourgeois
strategy. The generally low level of agricultural technology and the
need for massive mobilization of surplus for industrial investment
prevented the kind of gradual development of rural capitalism that
had characterized English industrialization. Collectivization accomplished
two goals: it smashed the rival kulak bourgeoisie, which siphoned off
funds needed for Industry, and it brought the mass of peasants into
a framework in which the surplus value they produced would be easily
transferred to the industrial sector by means of pricing of products
and inputs.-As was mentioned earlier, the poor and middle peasants had
never broken the hegemony of the kulaks and tollowed their leadership

in resisting the oollectiyization battalions but after a brief and
violent campaign they were successfully incorporated into the new
collective farms at standatds of living which often verged on starvation
and occasionally went over that line.

The reduction of rural standards of living and the ending df
the traditional rural underemployment sent millions of new workers into
the factories, where the freezing of wages at a lowered level, re-
inforced by massive inflation of the prices of manufactured goods
and eapp speeding-up of the pace of work, generated large surpluses
which could be plowed back into industrial capital accumulation and
military expenditures. The trade unions, possible defense organizations
of the workers in these new condition?, were severely weakened through
the elimination of their leadership in 1929. The orily possible response
of the working class to this forced-draft industrialization was the
tremendous absenteeism, labor turnover and occasional sabotage which
led to constant under-achievement of the planned goals for productivity

increase and led the new ruling class to resort to more and
more repressive labor legislation, including the establishment of a
fairly significant network of forced-labor camps.

In 19311 Stalin launched a major ideological campaign against
egalitarian tendencies in the wage-payment structure, very simila*
to the campaign presently being waged in China by Chou en-lai and
the bourgeoisie. Wide wage differentials were praised as necessary
to stimulate maximum output and provide an incentive for workers
to invest iIn training themselves to reach higher-sjjill jobs. Self-
interest was to be harnessed to the needs of the state. In the same
speech, he announced that the managers were to be freed completely
from interference by Party or trade-union committees iIn order to
solidify their one-man authority over iIndustry. The Stakhanovite
movement of the-middle 30s, whiclj. superficially appears to be a
movement for reliance on moral incentives, was, in fact, a cleverly
designed movement to make speed-up ideologically acceptable. Stakhanov,
a skilled coal miner, was given the most advanced equipment and
worked at a pace, fTor a period of time, which he could not have
maintained regularly day-in and day-out. The amount of coal he. cut in
this demonstration was widely publicized and used as a norm for all
miners, who were of oourpe unable to come anywhere near it withput
intensification of effort and grave danger to health. Stakhanov himself
was rewarded with bonuses and soon reached supervisory status.
"Stakhanovites' appeared from then on In many industries and.in every
case raised piece-work norms and were rewarded by preference in promotion
and monetary bonuses.

The planning mechanism which was established was completely
bureaucratic; with the workers having.,nb part in the decision-
making process. Moreover, the plan was 1In no way a guide to the
allocation of resources, since the degree and pattern of under-
and over-fulfillment of its various targets were so Variable as
to make it almost unworkable. What planning really was, given the
gpal of rapid industrialization, was the maximum application of
pressure on the lower echelons of managers and supervisors who \jrere
forced to transmit that pressure to the workers in. order to meet the
absurdly unrealistic targets which wpre established.

In the political sphere, the major occurrence was the elimination
of clear political differences within the party. Up to 1929-30,
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clear political tendencies can be distinguished: the Right under
Bukharin and Rykov; the Center, under Stalin and Molotov; and the
Left, under Trotsky and Zinoviev. But after that date, all lines
“olur, as the new bourgeoisie rallies around Stalin and his program
of industrial development. The leading Trotskyites, such as Radek,
Piatakov and Preobrazhensky, as well as many followers of Zinoviev
and Kamenev, abandon opposition and take responsible positions iIn
the new effort, which they see as the implementation of their own
program. Even Bukharin and Rykov forsware active opposition and
PI™-S® allegiance to the new Central Committee. This obfuscation of

political differences is one of the surest signs of the ending of
proletarian dictatorship.

With all this unanimity of leadership, then, why is the massive
purge of the late 30s required, with its millions of deaths and
exiles and replacement, i1n a few short years, of the vast bulk of party
cadre, including many of Stalin’s closest confidantes. The fact of the
matter is that the new bourgeoisie could take no chances on the

continued socialist consciousness of many of the party members, especially

those who had lived through the revolution and the ideological struggles
of the 20s. There must have been many party cadre who protested in
various ways the severity of the exploitation of the workers end
peasants, even iIf they did not have a correct understanding of the
nature of the historical change they were living through. Only a
thorough destruction of the power of the 'old Bolsheviks™ and theur
replacement by younger men {like Khrushchev, Malenkov and Brezhnev)
whose 1i1deological horizon was defined by Stalin could eliminate the
potential danger of an uprising against the consolidation of the
capitalist system. It is a mistake, in examining the purge, to focus
exclusively on the show trials of a few discredited figures like
Bukharin and Zinoviev. The main job of the purge was the much less
dramatic but much more thorough pruning of the Party rank-and-file and
lower-level leadership. Finally, the needs of the political counter-
revolution that waa the party purge leads to the formation of a
fascistic secret police apparatus which acts to stifle all dissent
from the working class or sympathetic intellectuals.

The i1deological consolidation of bourgeois role continues even more
strongly duting the War. Great-Russian nationalism is revived, along
with the Orthodox Church, and becomes the main agitational device.

David Levey, FLP, New York

A Criticism of the Challenge Editorial —

"Viet Deal — Peace Will Come Only When Int"l Workers Unity
Dooms Imperialism."

Recently our club in Buffalo met to discuss the Peb 22 editorial
summing up the lessons to be learned from the Viet war. We
think that the editorial was opportunist in its treatment of the
revisionists (particularly the Hanoi, PRG bunoh) and that this
opportunism made our line on nationalism weak.

It was opportunist in failing to give a very sharp olass
analysis of revisionists and nationalism — the kind of analysis
which would make it clear why more than 1000 NLP soldiers ( who
were, according to the Le Honde article!,disgusted with the
"passivity"” and "defeatism'” of the NLP and PRG leadership) led
a heroic military attack against the revisionist leadership
headquarters with "rifles, automatic rifles, and even B-"0O
type bazookas.' Those troops understood that the revisionists
were not in any way 'friends gone astray with wrong ideas* or
mfellow revolutionaries with a mistaken, opportunist line" — they

were the enemy, 1000 %

The editorial, however, (unlike the muoh better editorial from
Jan 251 "Liberal Politico"s and Revisionists Ally With Imperialism
on Vietnam") obscures this oruoial point. It refers to the
Hanoi lizards as 'revolutionary leaders with a right opportunist
line" or simply "revolutionaries'"™ whom the Soviets convinced to -
negotiate. The revisionists are viewed not as our enemy, but rather
as revolutionaries who failed» "Their own opportunist line of
fighting for "national liberation* rather than socialism proved
their undoing,"™ aooording to the editorial. The point is, however,
that while the working olass was undone, the revisionists, on the
contrary, did very well for themselves. In exchange for main-
taining the new "peaoe', the revisionists will be allowed junior
partnership not only with the Soviet, but now also with the new
U.S. Imperialist penetration of North Vietnam, the details of which
were probably in Klssinllzards briefcase when he went to deliver
the P0O2.5 Billion 'aid" to Hanoi.

If anything is to be learned from the war, it is the truth of
the following passage from RR11(2) r

Road to Revolution—II 149

- f~ . _
S' Revisionism is the main ally of U.S. imperialism. In fact,
revisionism is imperialism and its ideas camouflaged within the

V_ranks of the revolutionary movement. The main goals of revi-

sionism are to crush existing revolutionary movements, to prevent
the development of new revolutionary movements, and to sub-
vert socialism and restore capitalism where the revolution has
triumphed.
Actually, all the work of revolutionary fighters should be meas-
ured by their efforts against revisionism and whether, in practice,
1( they pursue a revolutionary path. Any battle is lost to the extent
revisionism is obscured or not fought in an all-out way. —\



j Yet many people within the revolutionary movement, or allied \
with it, who recognize that revisionism is wrong, do not clearly
understand its counter-revolutionary nature. Because of this, the |
fight against revisionism is partial and is not viewed as a life-and-
death matter. Revisionism and imperialism are not equated. In-

\) stead> revisionism and revisionists are viewed as “the lesser of 'l

f. two evils.” Revisionists are considered as somewhat better than
imperialists, and the attitude is fostered that you can do business
with them.

The Hanoi revisionists are the political representatives of the
Vietnamese national bourgeoisie. Their role In the war was a
always to USE the mass movement as a battering ram against the
U.S. In order to get for themselves (as Junior partners of Soviet
and Chinese Imperialism) as large a slice of the pie of capitalist
exploitation as possible — NOT to abolish or even lessen that
exploitation. In the period from 1954 to 1961, they tried to
prevent the NLF from even forming, lest It upset their cozy deal
with the U.S, Today, they '"'stopped the war'™ when they figured they’d
gott$8 from the U. S. about as muoh as they could. As HE 111 says.

g_ »

"In the former colonial world, which Is still dominated by im-
perialism, the local bourgeoisies stand to gain from the conflicts
between the Imperialists. In general it is to the Interests of
the whole £ localj bourgeoisie to unite against the main Imperialist
dominating a given country? they do so by allying frith weaker
imperialists, chiefly with the rising Imperialist power which is
globally challenging the dominant imperialist power.

"When the communist movement can work out an alliance against
the am "main enemy' between the workers and peasants on one side,
and the bourgeoisie on the other, it is objectively forming an
alliance with all the secondary imperialists fighting the same
"main enemy'. In today*s wnmxtdt world that means nzXy uniting
with Soviet, Japanese, German, Frenoh, and Italian Imperialists
against U.S. Imperialists.”

Some people argue, and the ft* editorial Implicitly agrees, that
Ho Chi Minh and his cohorts may have been opportunists towards
the local bourgeoisie, but that doesn’t mean they are, themselves,
the local bourgeoisie. This is why the a editorial should have made
a class analysis of the revisionists along the same lines as Marx

In his analyses of the class struggles In France. In his "18th
Brumalre of Louis Bonaparte'™ he discusses a certain political
party — the "Montagne"™ or '"Social Democrats'"™ — which, in 1849

came to represent an alliance of the petty bourgeoisie (shopkeepers
etc.) and the proletariat against the big bourgeoisie. Marx’s
method of analyzing the Social Democrats can be used to analyze the
present day revisionists, and future C-D articles should reflect
this analysis. The following is from Marx’s "18th Brumalre..." |

-~ he peculiar character
of the Social-Democracy is epitomized in the fact that dem-
ocratic-republican institutions are demanded as a means,
not of doing away with two extremes, capital and wage
labour, but of weakening their antagonism and transform-
ing it into harmony. However different the means pro-
posed for the attainment of this end may be, however much
it may be trimmed with more or less revolutionary no-
tions, the content remains the same. This content is the
transformation of society in a democratic way, but a trans-
formation within the bounds of the petty bourgeoisie. Only
one must not form the narrow-minded notion that the petty
bourgeoisie, on principle, wishes to enforce an egoistic
class interest. Rather, it believes that the special condi-
tions of its emancipation are the general conditions within
the frame of which alone modern society can be saved and
the class struggle avoided. Just as little must one imagine
that the democratic representatives are Indeed all shop-
keepers or enthusiastic champions of shopkeepers. Accord-
ing to their education and their individual position they ~

ol A

may be as far apart as heaven from earth. What makes
them representatives of the petty bourgeoisie is the fact
that* in their minds they do not get beyond the limits
which the latter do not get beyond in life, that they are
consequently driven, theoretically, to the same problems
and solutions to which material interest and social posi-
tion drive the latter practically. This is, in general, the
relationship between the political and literary representa-
tives of a class and the class they represent. T

Likewise, the politicians In Hanoi are not necessarily all overt
businessmen, and according to their education and their indlvi-

ual position ( son of n a wealthy landowner, or daughter of a

poor peasant) they may be as far apart as heaven from earth. But
what makes them representatives of the Vietnamese Bourgeoisie Is
the fact that In their minds (their line of all-olass unity for
national liberation) they do not go anywhere except where the
Vietnamese bourgeoisie wants to go In its efforts to use the masses
to play the Imperialists off against eaoh other. The revisionists
have state power? they use It to carry msz out a line which repre-
sents the Interests of the looal bourgeoisie, and consequently,

as In the Soviet Union and China, they have the same relationship
to the exploiting looal bourgeoisie as Nixon has to the U.S. bourg-
eoisie.— they’re bosses, not '"revolutionaries."

Had the editorial made this point dear, and.explained that
nationalism isn’t Just a wrong idea that doesn®"t seem to work, but
an ldeology Invented by the bourgeoisie to maintain their rule,
then all the other points In the editorial would .have been clearer.

For Instance, one comrade in our club discussion raised a
question about the statement In the edltdrlal that "Their sellout
was Insured because the strategy of socialism was XX never put
forward. ' He asked, '"why are you a sellout Just because you
don’t call for Socialism. A lot of our friends In WAIT, trade
unions, SDS etc are honest reformers who don"t oall for socialism —
are they therefore sellouts and/or revisionists?* We decided the

ma
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New York City, Feb,

Dear comrades, about/
These are my comments / the pre-convention bulletin #1.

Very adequate and correct in the analysis of the great movement inside
it, and of the tradeunionism that younger workers are pushing forward,
a more militant tradeunionism. But 1 don"t think that that by itself
is not a revolution, nor X think it is revolutionary to spark a socia-
list revolution. But it is helping to bring about the changes that
are taking place in the young workers of the future, which along with
the capitalist crisis that is nearing, and with the following imperia-
list war that is coming, makes possible such revolution.

The issue is not whether if it is this or the other worker, or
even the whole of the working class, what he is considering at this
actual moment, what are its goals and purposes. The question is: What
is the proletariat? And for its conequences, for being a worker, it
will be compelled to act, to carry out and to realize the mission of
its task.

I celebrate very much that a great ideological party, PLP, repudiates
"econbmist opprotunism', to win over an easy acceptation, or opportunist
recognition by fughters just because of dollars and pennies. PLP has
known how to avoid the distortion created by this, by means of mili-
tant ideological unity, that avoids the political alienation and dege-
neration. Something completely different from the pseudo-communist
parties like the 'C" P, etc. But we know that we have to win over
those members plainly, so that they know that we are not the beasts

that the "C"P says we are, ferocious doctrinaires that bite all the
ideology* an ax accusation that reflects the failure of those that
have not reached that selfrealization, that shows the fury and irrita-
tion of the sarcastic revisionism: Communism is more goulash (Krushchev)
Warm greeting to the national committee in the convention. Lots

of triumphs and ideological accuracy, and of course, also in the poli-
tical.

Gabriel

a friend of PLP
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