
SLIPPING AND SLIDING:
O L :ih e  M o s t D an g ero u s R evis io n ist Trend In  The 

C om m unist M ovem ent,  A nd T h e ir C a ll F o r The P a r ty

"When  we s p e a k  o f  f i g h t i n g  o p p o r t u n i s m ,
WE MUST NEVER FORGET A FEATURE THAT IS 
CHARACTERISTIC OF PRESENT-DAY OPPORTU
NISM IN EVERY SPHERE, NAMELY, ITS 
VAGUENESS, DIFFUSENESS, ELUSIVENESS.
(One Step Forward, Two Steps Back, 
LenTn^ 19L0)

This opportunist vagueness is . 
the hallmark of the OL's party 
building "call"'. The ideological 
and political indefiniteness of the 
"call" is not just sloppy writing 
or the slipping and sliding of in
dividual "leaders" in our movement. 
This vagueness is a whole approach 
to party building, an entire metho
dology which reflects a stable op
portunist trend in our young anti
revisionist communist> movement.

What are the dangers of this 
approach? How does it show up in 
the OL's indefiniteness on party 
building and their view of ideolo
gical and political struggle? Where 
does it pop up in their principles 
of unity, and their view of organi
zation and sectarianism? And what 
are the ideological roots of this 
approach and its social, class 
basis?

These are a few of the questions 
we have to 'deal with to really un
derstand the class essence of the 
OL and what danger they represent 
in our movement.

OL'S INDEFINITENESS ON 
THE TASK OF PARTY BUILDING 
AND THE IMPORTANCE OF THEORY

In their newspaper, The Call, 
the OL brags:

"From its very beginnings to 
the present time, this movement 
has viewed party building as cen
tral among its many tasks. The 
October League, for one, has been 
consistent and clear in its stand 
on party building against those who 
tried (and still try) to liquidate 
this task from the ’left’ and the 
right..." (The Call. 11/75,p.12).

"Consistent and clear"? Not the 
way we remember it. The OL has 
been squirming on party building 
for several years now, often running 
more than one line at a time! In 
the spring, 1973, they delared:

"At this period, it is the cen
tral task of U.S. communists to 
build a new communist party and all 
other work must be developed in 
accordance with this task."

And they continued:
"...while modern revisionism,or. 

right opportunism, is the main 
ideological enemy which confronts 
the world revolutionary movement, 
within the newly emerging communist 
movement here the main danger is 
’leftism' and sectarianism. With
out a staunch struggle against sec
tarianism, dogmatism and ultra- 
'leftism' in general, all the 
cries for a new party won't mean 
a thing.

".../the main weakness of the 
movement is (and historically has 
been in this country) the lack of 
conscious leadership and a high 
theoretical level.

"Can we say'that this kind of 
theoretical study has been done 
vet? No, it hasn't. And because 
it hasn't come the problems of 
sectarianism, of failing to build 
unity based on firm principles.

"For principled unity to be 
built among the various sectors 
of the communist movement, the 
theoretical level must be raised. 
..." (Party Building in thejfu.S., 
OL, Spring 1973).

So according to the OL, party 
building was. the central task, 
■ultra-leftism was the main danger
in the US communist movement, the
low theoretical level was the main
weakness and the cause of this
leftism, and- theoretical work was
the way to fight both. But in a
Guardian forum on party building
at the same time, Mike Klonsky
for the OL said:

"So the question for us is, 
how can we fight against this 
ultra-leftism...? Well, the main 
thing at this-time is not to 
abandon the'mass struggle to 
build the anti-imperialist united 
front and to develop those close 
ties with the masses, to integrate 
ourselves in mass struggle."
(The Call. 6/73)

Suddenly, the way to fight 
ultra-leftism is to integrate our
selves in the mass struggle to 
build the anti-imperialist united 
front. Party building and theo
retical work have disappeared!
In fact, in this whole' forum the 
OL never even mentioned that par
ty building was the principal 
task! "Consistent and clear", 
isn't it?

Another article, "Party Build
ing and the Mass Line", was writ
ten by Carl Davidson of the Guar
dian and reprinted as a center-' 
fold in The Call, to show the 
OL's tight unity with Davidson on 
this issue. In it they open with 
this attack on the importance of 
Marxist theory in party building: ,

"An important achievement of 
the new communist movement in the 
past several years has been its 
transition from student-oriented 
propaganda circles to agitational 
work in the mass’movements.

"The transition has been une
ven and is far from complete. Yet 
every step taken toward integrat
ing Marxism-Leninism with the 
struggles of the working class and 
oppressed nationalities is both a 
blow against the bourgeoisie and 
a concrete contribution to the 
building of a new communist party.

"This development is particu
larly important in view of the 
fact that many cadres of today's 
Marxist-Leninist organizations 
gained their initial political ex
perience in the student movement 
of the 1960s".

Therefore, emphasis on studying 
Marxist theory is just "...another 
version of hippy radicalism —  
'first we got to get our.own heads 
together..."’ (The Call, V7*»,p.l3).

The IDEOLOGICAL & PO LIT ICAL INDEFIN 
ITENESS OF THE CALL IS NOT JUST 
SLOPPY WRITING OR SLIPPING AND SLIDING  
OF INDIV IDUAL LEADERS IN OUR MOVE
MENT,

So according to the 0.L and the 
Guardian, practice'to integrate 
with the masses, and not theoreti
cal work, was the main way to build 
the new communist party. Second,

according to them, the communist 
movement was in transition from 
propaganda circles to agitation to 
win over the broad masses..

Now first of all, we disagree 
that agitation: among the masses 
should be our chief, form of commu
nist activity. Propaganda to the 
advanced elements, and especially 
to advanced workers, remains our 
chief form of activity. Our em
phasis on propaganda to the advanc
ed may even continue' for' awhile af
ter the new communist party is 
built. (On the two general steps in 
the communist movement,.see WV V.1, 
No.2, p.17.) 1

But even pare important;, the OL 
and Guardian completely' wipe out 
the important role of theory in 
party building. Where is there a 
shred of difference between their 
view and the RU’s pragmatic prac
tice, practice, practice line that 
held back our movement for several 
years? As Lenin warned, "In our 
opinion, the absence of theory de
prives a revolutionary trend of 
the right to existence and inevita
bly condemns it, sooner or later, 
to political bankruptcy." (China 
Reconstructs. 1/76).

Wh e r e  i s  t h e r e  a  s h r e d  of d i f f e r e n c e

BETWEEN THEIR VIEW AND THE RU's  PRAG
MATIC PRACTICE, PRACTICE, PRACTICE 
LINE THAT HELD BACK OUR MOVEMENT FOR 
SEVERAL YEARS ?

The OL/Guardian article also 
shows an empiricist line that as
sumes that most Marxist-Leninists 
have come from student and petty 
bourgeois backgrounds. But this 
is not the case, and it leaves out 
the significant number of comrades 
from working class background and 
the movements of oppressed nation
alities. Nowhere is there a real 
scientific analysis of the periods 
and real social basis of the whole 
communist movement.

In fact, it's this line that's 
the real "hippy radical" self-cul- 
tivational line that tries to get 
their heads together through psy
chotherapy among the workers!
Blind to the real history and class 
basis of the communist movement, 
these real OL "hippies" advocated 
the sham solution of "going among 
the masses", and forgot that most 
of us had just come out of mass 
movements.

But we have heard this before.
In fact, during Lenin's fight 
against liquidationism, Trotsky 
put forth this same line. He 
claimed that communism was then on
ly an intellectual trend, trying to 
gain influence over the "political
ly bewildered" workers. So accor
ding to Trotsky, the way to over
come deviations and develop commu
nist work was to "broaden and deep
en the work" among the.masses, and 
not to engage in "factional fights" 
and "polemics" to draw clear lines 
of demarcation. But Lenin an-, 
swered:

"The work must certainly at all 
times be broadened and deepened 
...." But the question is, "...in 
what way is it possible to overcome 
deviations, by means of broaden
ing and deepening:Social-Democratic 
(read: communist) work? In any



broadening and deepening of our 
work the question of how it should 
be broadened and deepened inevita
bly rises; if liquidationism and 
otzovism are not accidents, but 
trends engendered by social condi
tions, then they can assert them
selves in any broadening and deep
ening of the work. It is possible 
to broaden and deepen the work in 
the spirit of liquidationism... 
it is also possible to do so in 
the spirit of 'otzovism. On the 
other hand, the overcoming of de
viations, 'overcoming' in the real 
sense of the word, inevitably de
flects certain forces, time and 
energy from the immediate broaden
ing and deepening of correct Social 
Democratic work.

"In reality this phras-e" (about 
overcoming deviations by means of 
broadening the work) "expresses a, 
vague longing, a pious, innocent 
wish that there should be less in
ternal strife among Social-Demo
crats .'"

Hence the conciliators "...are 
the abettors of the liquidators 
and otzovists, in actual fact, 
they do not deepen Social-Democra
tic work but strengthen deviations 
from it; they strengthen the evil 
by temporarily concealing it and 
thereby making the cure more diffi
cult." (Notes of a Publicist, GW 
Vol. l6, Lenin. 1910)

Haven't we heard the same call 
from the OL and the RCP to over
come our deviations by broadening 
and deepening our mass work?
Haven't we heard the same cries 
from the OL against "sectarian 
shootouts", also In the name of 
"non-sectarianism"? And aren't 
we witnessing the OL's diluted and 
straight liberal "Fightback Confe
rences", where they "broaden" 
themselves to look fat and strong, 
as a substitute for really recruit
ing and training advanced workers. 
And aren't we witnessing the,RCP's 
anarcho-syndicalist, "left-econo- 
mist" broadening and deepening of 
their intermediate workers organi
zations? These are the ones who 
have held back the real broadening 
and deepening of communist work 
among the advanced elements and 
the masses.'

T h e y  v e  a l w a y s  k e p t  a l l  t h e s e  r a g g e d y

E N D S  O F  T H E I R  E C L E C T I C  L I N E  W I T H  T H E M ,  

W H E N E V E R  T H E Y  S E N S E  A  NEW P O P U L A R  

MOOD I N  T H E  C O M M U N IS T  M O V E M E N T .

In their own practice, the OL 
has always focused on building the 
mass struggle and the united front, 
while downgrading party building 
and Marxist theory and slandering 
anyone else who seriously took up 
those tasks. They have always 
thrown around accusations of "all 
theory no practice" against the WVO 
and other organizations, shouting 
about "closet communists". They 
have evaded polemics and all open 
struggle with their "second strike" 
policy of answering only after 
someone else hits them first.

The OL has always tailed after 
the RU's practice, practice, prac
tice approach;to party building, 
and has been guided by the very 
same pragmatism as the RU's. Why? 
Because at that time, building the 
mass struggle was the "popular" 
line in the communist movement.
All this was nothing but the OL's 
version of the RU's guiding- pragma
tic slogan, "Build the Struggle, 
Consciousness arid Revolutionary 
Unity of the Working Class and 
Develop its Leadership in the Anti- 
Imperialist Struggle".

And this is the way it's been 
with the OL for several years, at 
one time fighting ''ultra-leftism" 
and "dogmatism",!thdri'pushing 
study and theory, at another time
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building_the. mass struggle and the 
united front,, and then pushing par
ty building. They've always kept 
all these raggedy ends of their 
eclectic line with them, pulling 
out one end after another as they 
need them, whenever they sense a 
new "popular" mood in the communist 
movement.

There has also been another ge
nuine and really consistent trend 
of party building that grasped 
this principal task and gpasped it 
tightly, when it definitely was 
not "popular", when real study of 
Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse-tung 
Thought literally had 
to be forced on the movement.
This trend pushed the task with no 
help froA the OL, against both the 
OL and tile RU. This trend pushed 
the importance of Marxist theory 
against their pragmatic right devi
ations, and it also had to push 
the correct grasp of the stand, 
viewpoint and method of Marxist 
theory against dogmatic deviations 
in the movement. And we are still 
waging this fight on two fronts, 
against the main danger of pragma
tic right deviations and their com
plementary dogmatic and pragmatic 
left deviations.

A n d  w e  a r e  s t i l l  w a g i n g  t h i s  f i g h t  o n

TWO F R O N T S ,  A G A I N S T  T H E  M A I N  D A N G E R  O F  

P R A G M A T IC  R I G H T  D E V I A T I O N S  A N D  T H E I R  

C O M P L E M E N T A R Y  D O G M A T IC  A N D  P R A G M A T IC  

L E F T  D E V I A T I O N S .

The OL accuses us o'f separating— 
theory and practice. But we have 
correctly related the two in this 
period when the working class up
surge is beginning. We did not 
just jump into the mass movement 
without the direction and guidance 
of theory, as the OL and RU did.
Nor did we ignore these mass strug
gles and the tasks they pose for us. 
We wrote in our article on the RU 
and American Pragmatism:

"true, ours is a period.of ris
ing mass movements, which we must 
prepare to lead. But given the 
present disunity in the communist 
movement, the surge of these mass 
movements only sharpens the need 
for theoretical work.

"In this period of the consoli
dation of the vanguard, we must 
concentrate on taking propaganda 
to the advanced.elements of the 
working class.

"Revolutionary practice in this 
period can serve-as- a basis for us 
to sharpen the focus of our theory, 
which will in turn serve our revo
lutionary practice. But theory in 
this period is the 'main link', 
that which we have to learn to 
grasp in order to help us to 'keep 
hold of the whole chain and to pre
pare for conditions for achieving 
strategic success'. Revolutionary 
practice is the basis for long 
term proletarian victory. But it 
would be nothing except eclecti
cism to confuse the long term need 
of the movement with the immediate, 
need of the movement for direction 
and orientation. Revolutionary 
theory should not be -counter-posed 
to the need for revolutionary 
practice--- as opportunists so of
ten do." (WV, 9/74, V.l, No.2,
P.25, 29)

And while still stressing the 
principal role of theory in this 
period, we wrote last year:

"Objectively the working class 
movement in the US is surging for
ward. Underneath the M-L move
ment and propelling it forward is 
the intense spontaneous struggle 
of the working class. In this 
period communists must participate 
in these struggles to provide 
Marxist-Leninist leadership, to 
win over the advanced elements, 
sharpen the'focus of our theory 
and submit our line to the test

of class struggle. ...It is of 
particular importance that commu
nists should take part in the im
mediate struggle and transform the 
subjective world in the process of 
transforming the objective world." - 
(WV,,5/75, V.2, No.1, p.34).

This is the correct relation
ship of .theory and practice and of 
party building and the mass move
ment in this period, which theOL 
has opposed from jump. As we said 
earlier, that was when the prac
tice, practice, practice line was 
big in the communist movement. But 
today there have been big changes 
in our movement. Party building 
motions, both sham and genuine, 
have been on the rise. In 1973-74, 
many organizations such as the 
BWC, PRRWO, ATM and WVO openly 
broke from the RU and started real 
efforts towards party building.
In that summer and fall, the "C"L 
pulled their Trotskyite "C"LP toge
ther. And under this pressure, 
even the RU was forced to announce 
that party building would be-the 
central task, at least for the 
"brief period ahead". By that 
time, party building had even be
come "popular".

Meanwhile, the OL wasn't sleep
ing through all this. And by late 
197^, seeing the various party 
building motions, both genuine and 
sham, the OL's line naturally . 
started to swing again with the 
new "mood",

THE OL'S "LEFT" FEINT TO BUILD 
THEIR PARTY

In their 1975 New Year's Edito
rial statement, the OL announced 
their push for the "OLP" by saying 
"the next year will be a decisive 
one in the establishment of a new 
communist party". '(The Call, 1/75).

And it's no surprise that in 
its campaign the OL has dug up ma
ny of its old pamphlets and is 
boasting that it has "always" up
held the principal task of party 
building. "From its very begin
nings to the present time..." '"Con
sistent and clear...." "In our May 
1972 Unity Statement, the OL 
placed the task squarely before 
the movement...." (The Call, 11/75,
p .12).

In addition, the importance of 
theory and party building is also 
making a comeback in the OL's re
collections of the 'past. "The 
pre-party period was characterized 
by the restating of the basic 
tenets of Marxism-Leninism and 
fundamental study." (The Call,
11/75, P  • 12) .

Even the main danger in the 
communist movement has gone through 
all kinds of changes. "While yes
terday the 'left' dangeri might 
have appeared strongest within our 
ranks, today the rightist influen
ces are re-emerging on the scene." 
(The Call, 11/75, p.12). And to 
start the new year, they finally 
announced that "The greater obsta
cle on the road of party building 
today is put up by. right-opportu
nist forces, especially 'centrism'." 
(The Call, 1/76). ' ./ .

A l l  t h e s e  c h a n g e s ,  i n c l u d i n g  t h e  o l ' s

NEW M A I N  D A N G E R  I N  T H E  M O V E M E N T  A N D  

T H E I R  " R E D I S C O V E R Y "  O F  T H E  IM P O R T A N C E  

O F  P A R T Y  B U I L D I N G  A N D , T H E O R Y ,  A R E  O N L Y  

P A R T  O F A  W H O LE  L E F T  F E I N T  T H A T  

T H E Y  V E  B E E N  G O IN G  T H R O U G H  I N  T H E  P A S T  

Y E A R .

All these changes, including 
the OL's new main danger in the 
movement and their "rediscovery" 
of the impqrtance of party build-, 
ing and theory, are only part of a 
whole "left" feint that they' ve
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been going through in the past 
year. In the course of this flip, 
they've uncovered a whole series 
of right opportunist dangers in 
the movement that they hadn't no
ticed before. Just like the RU's 
proclamation of party building in 
the "brief period ahead", the OL 
has come up with a whole series of 
new justifications and sophistries 
to cover their latest maneuvers.

THE DANGER OF CENTRISM

In line with their new main dan
ger of right opportunism and cen
trism, the OL has been scrambling 
to get away from the Guardian:

"Within certain sections of the 
movement we are hearing new appeals 
to legalism, electoral cretinism 
and narrow nationalism. A line of 
'centrism' in relation to the Sovi
et Union and the split in the in
ternational movement is being 
openiy promoted by the so-called 
'independents* and circles especi
ally around the Guardian newspaper. 
New theories of 'American excep- 
tionalism' are searching for-wel
come ears as are new efforts at 
conciliation and 'united action' 
with the modern revisionists on 
the national and international 
scene." (The Call, 11/75, p.12)

There definitely is a dangerous, 
growing centrist trend in the in
ternational and US communist move
ments. The Guardian is one of 
the real bulwarks of eentrism in 
the US, serving as a buffer for 
official "C'PUSA revisionism and 
Trotskyism. The Guardian believes 
that the Soviet Union is only re
storing capitalism but not fully 
capitalist, it openly supports the 
MPLA in Angola while slandering 
the other liberation forces and 
opposing China, and it supports 
the revisionist "C"P in Portugal. 
The Guardian has thoroughly ex
posed Itself in these complicated 
and burning issues. And the com
plex conditions of the two con
tending trends of revolution and ■ 
war and fascism in the coming 
years are sure to put the whole 
communist movement to a more and 
more difficult test of centrism.

The OL and the Guardian have 
differences over the issue of 
Soviet social-imperialism. But ■ 
is this enough to draw- a solid 
ideological and political line of 
demarcation with centrism?

We have to tell the OL that 
centrism is a whole lot more than 
a position on social-imperialism. 
"The theory of centrism is the 
.theory of the 'golden mean', tak
ing the average of two opposites, 
balancing out the two aspects of 
an antagonistic contradiction, 
staying neutral in the struggle 
between two lines. Centrism is an 
eclectic theory of 'on the one 
hand, and on the other...'; on the 
one hand, the revisionists are 
correct in a sense, and on the 
other hand, the Marxist-Leninists 
are correct in a sense, and in 
this patchwork of bits and pieces, 
it combines two into one and com
promises between revisionism and 
Marxism-Leninism. So truth be
comes, all relative; one sees only 
the relative and not the absolute. 
Politically, this can only lead . 
to collaboration with the revision
ists and the bourgeoisie. But 
there is no third ideology, and 
there is no neutral ground in a 
two-line struggle." (WV, 5/75, V.2, 
No.l, p.29). Real centrism has to 
show itself in a whole pattern of 
Ideological, political and organi
zational deviations. Any talk of 
a full-blown centrist trend there
fore has to take into account the 
whole range of burning questions 
of the day, and not just one or 
two. And any real repudiation of 
centrism must do the same.

The OL .and  t h e  Gu a r d ia n  s a l m o s t  u n b r o 
ken  u n it y  o ver  T he w hole  range  o f  b u r n 
in g  QUESTIONS IN  THE LAST FEW YEARS 
HAS SHOWN US THAT THEY ARE IDEOLOGICALLY 
ID EN TIC AL.

And what do we get if we size 
up the OL and the Guardian's dif
ferences along these lines? Why 
has the OL discovered the Guardian's 
centrism only recently, and only 
around the issue of social-imperia
lism ? The Guardian has had a cen
trist position on that for a long 
time. And what explains the OL 
and the Guardian's identical posi
tions on all other major questions 
and their skin-tight relations 
over the past few years? They had 
total unity on their uncritical 
support for Arnold Miller, on Wa
tergate, Boston busing, the ERA, 
the Palestinian mini-state, party 
building, and many other issues 
that have split the communist move
ment in two. Are we supposed to 
believe now that the two organiza

tions are really different trends?
The OL and the Guardian's al

most unbroken unity over the whole 
range of burning questions in the 
last few years has shown us that 
they are ideologically identical. 
That's why we'll continue to call 
them the "OL/Guardian" team. And 
that's why, to us,the OL's attacks 
on the Guardian's centrism are 
just a decoy and a part of their 
"left" feint to draw attention 
away from their own rightism!

During his struggle against 
liquidationism, Lenin wrote this 
about.Trotsky's centrism:

"If our attitude towards liqui
dationism is wrong in theory, In 
principle, then Trotsky should say 
so straightforwardly, and state 
definitely without equivocation, 
why he thinks it is wrong. But 
Trotsky has been evading this ex
tremely important point for years." 
(Disruption of Unity under Cover 
of Outcries for Unity. CW. Vol. 20 
Lenin. 191̂ -. Emphasis in original)

If the OL wants to break with 
the Guardian in theory, in princi
ple, then they should do it 
straightforwardly and definitely, 
and on the whole range of burning 
issues. They should show the con
sistent pattern of the Guardian's 
ideological and political devia
tions and explain their own past 
unity with the Guardian. But the 
OL can't do that, because they’ve 
been equivocating, and evading these 
extremely important points for 
years.'

Now that's real centrism.'

"NO UNITED ACTION WITH REVISIONISTS" ?

The OL's call for "no united 
action with revisionists", whieh 
came up around the 1975 Interna
tional Women's Day demonstrations 
in New York City, amounts to the 
same kind of decoy and "left" 
feint to cover their own rightism. 
Speaking of the NY Union Square 
rally and coalition, the OL stated:

"...this assortment of revision
ist-led forces received a shot in 
the arm when a number of groups 
calling themselves 'communists' 
sided with them. Among these were 
the Workers Viewpoint which under 
the cover of wanting to join the 
'biggest demonstration' to give it 
'anti-imperialist politics' tried 
to split and wreck the real anti
imperialist coalition." (The OL 
means the coalition that they set 
up, of course). "While sitting on 
the fence and refusing to endorse 
either march, the Guardian news
paper subsequently actually con
gratulated the CP for initiating 
and building the action as a break 
from the past years 'when it has 
held small observances of Women's 
Day pretty much on its own.'

"The objective unity with revi
sionism displayed by Workers View
point, the Guardian and others, 
reveals the danger of the growing 
tendency within the Marxist-Leni- 
nist ranks to conciliate with re
visionism, and throw principles to 
the winds. This conciliation must 
be thoroughly rejected in the 
struggle to build a new party."
(The Call, 4/75, p.12).

Lately, trying to support them
selves, the OL has been misusing 
and distorting the meaning of a 
polemic written in 1965 by the 
Communist Party of China (CPC) 
against the revisionist "Communist" 
Party of the Soviet Union ("C'PSU), 
called "Refutation of the New Lead
ers of the CPSU on 'United Action'".

Under their slogan of "united 
action", the Soviet revisionists 
were trying to force the genuine
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;Marxist-Leninist parties to accept' 
their revisionist line and deprive 
these other parties of their inde
pendence. They were trying to 
"unite" the world communis’t move
ment, not on the basis of Marxist- 
Leninist principles, but by subor
dinating all other parties to them
selves and strangling all opposi
tion. The revisionists used this 
"unity" slogan to bait the real 
Marxist-Leninists who opposed them, 
with charges of "factionalism" and 
"splittism". At the same time, the 
revisionists used their slogan to 
cover the fact that by revising 
Marxism-Leninism and capitulating 
to US imperialism, they were really, 
splitting the world communist move
ment .

In this context, the CPC showed 
that absolutely no unity was pos
sible between Marxists and revi
sionists on questions of principle 
and line, and the practice that 
follows from those principles.
They wrote:

"Marx taught us that in the 
struggle to achieve international 
proletarian unity, there should be 
'no haggling about principles'.
(When speaking on the need for prin
cipled struggle against the opportu
nists to achieve genuine unity, 
Engels said, 'Unity is quite a good 
thing so long as it is possible, 
but there are things which stand 
above i unity'., and 'the development 
of the proletariat proceeds every
where amidst internal struggles'.
He also said that 'people of li
mited intelligence...want to stir 
everything into one nondescript 
brew, which, the moment it is left 
to settle, throws up the differen
ces again but in much sharper con
trast because they will then be 
all in one pot'. Marx and Engels 
declared explicitly that 'it is... 
impossible for us to cooperate 
with people who wish to expunge 
this class struggle from the move
ment' . " (Refutation of the New 
Leaders of the CPSU on "United 
Action". CPC. p .3)•

We s u m  a l l  t h i s  u p  w i t h  t h e  s l o g a n :

U N I T E  T O  E X P O S E , , ,  OR AS L E N I N  P U T  I T ,

WE " s u p p o r t  ( t h e  m i s l e a d e r s )  A S  T H E
R O PE S U P P O R T S  A  H A N G E D  MAN .

We struggle to expose the revi
sionists, to smash their influence 
in the eyes of the working class 
and the masses, and drive them out 
of.the trade unions and other mass 
organizations. The same goes for 
the petty bourgeois and labor aris
tocrat misleaders who have influ
ence over the masses. And to 
have the independence and initia
tive to carry out these exposures, 
we must maintain our Marxist-Leni- 
nist line and principles. In this 
sense, no unity is possible' with . 
revisionists.

But does this mean that commu
nists don't work in unions', mass 
organizations or mass movements _ . 
where these revisionists and mis
leaders are? No! Communists must 
go wherever the masses are to be 
found. Why? To expose the revi
sionists and. misleaders in front 
of the masses and win the people 
to our side. Since the OL is al
ways howling about left errors, 
we'll show them what Lenin had to 
say about them:

"If you want to help 'the mass
es ' and to win the sympathy and 
support of 'the masses', you must 
not fear difficulties, you must 
not fear the pinpricks, chicanery, 
insults and persecution on the part 
of the 'leaders' (who, being op
portunists and social-chauvinists, 
are in most cases directly or indi
rectly connected with the bourgeois 
and the police) , but must impera-
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tivelv work wherever the masses 
are to be found. You must be capa
ble of every sacrifice, of overcom-. 
.ing the greatest obstacles in or
der to carry on agitation and pro
paganda systematically, persever- 
ingly, persistently and patiently,, 
precisely in those institutions, 
societies and associations -- even 
the most ultra-reactionary —  in 
which proletarian or semiproleta
rian masses are to be found." 
("Left-Wing" Communism, An Infan
tile Disorder. Lenin. 1920. Em
phasis in original)

t.

We sum all this up with the 
slogan: unite to expose. When 
the revisionists and others are 
misleading the masses, we work 
with the misleaders to expose them 
in front of the masses and win the 
people to our side. Or as Lenin 
put it, we "-support (the misleaders) 
as the rope supports a hanged man"!
( Left-Wing Communism, An Infantile 
Disorder ).

Exactly when we apply .this 
"unite to expose", and how, and un
der what conditions, is a tactical- 
question. We can't predict the 
concrete situations, but we're 
guided by the principle that if we 
have the independence and initia
tive to expose the misleaders in 
front of the masses, then we can 
use it. If we'_dpn't have that 
independence, then we can't.

Naturally, the CPC knows that 
communists have to work in mass 
organizations and mass movements, 
go wherever the masses are to be 
found, and whenever necessary, to 
support the misleaders to hang 
them. The CPC's own history is 
full of the most skillful use of 
this tactic against the KMT in the 
United Front Against Japanese 
Imperialism. The CPC fought 
against "unity" between, Marxists 
and revisionists on questions of 
line and principle, but they never 
fought against the need to work 
in mass situations to expose 
them in front of the masses.

But this is exactly how the OL 
is trying to twist and distort the 
CPC's polemic! Hoping that com
rades will not seriously study or 
understand the polemic, the OL is 
speculating on the theoretical 
'confusion on this question. They 
are trying to cover their own 
tracks and distort the CPC's mean
ing to justify their own opportu
nist maneuvering in the NY IWD 
last year.

How did things turn out at that

IWD? Were there honest elements, 
real masses, in that coalition, or 
just revisionists? Did WV and the 
other communists and anti-imperia— - 
lists have the independence and 
initiative to expose the revision
ists, in the coalition? And did 
WV conciliate with revisionism, or 
did the OL?

With more than 40 organizations 
participating and 4000 people at 
the March 8 demonstration, the IWD 
coalition was definitely a mass 
event. It had the full spectrum 
of left, center and right forces, 
many forces from the national and 
working class movements, anti-im
perialist organizations and Marxist- 
Leninists, as well as the revision
ist "C"P and their friends.

WV and many other communists -and 
anti-imperialists went into that 
coalition and struggled against 
the revisionists in front of the 
whole coalition and rally. We 
exposed, bourgeois feminism and 
reformism, and pointed straight to 
the real enemy, the monopoly capi
talist class. We showed that only 
socialism and the dictatorship of 
the proletariat can end women's 
oppression and male chauvinism.
We exposed the social-imperialist 
"detente" scheme in the coalition 
slogan for "equality, development 
and peace". We struggled through
out the preparations for the demon
stration, helped mobilize the inde
pendent Lower East Side contingent, 
and at the rally many speakers pub
licly attacked both US imperialism 
and Soviet social-imperialism.
That was independence and initia
tive! And we successfully used it 
to win over honest elements from 
the revisionists.

And what did the OL do? They 
refused to work in this and instead' 
set up their own "pure" "anti
imperialist" coalition, under 
their calls for a "break with re
visionism". What was this but a 
total failure to expose the revi
sionists in front of the masses 
and win the masses to, our side?
As we've often said, they "broke" 
with revisionists by breaking with 
the masses. This is a left- 
in- form liquidation of the essen
tial task of exposing the mislead
ers in front of the masses. So 
who really conciliated with revi
sionism? As usual, it was the OL.

The CpC f o u g h t  a g a i n s t  " u n i t y "  b e t w e e n  

M a r x i s t s  a n d  r e v i s i o n i s t s  o n  q u e s t i o n s

0 F L I N E  A N D  P R I N C I P L E ,  B U T  T H E Y  N E V E R  

F O U G H T  A G A I N S T  T H E  N E E D  T O  WORK I N  

M A S S  S I T U A T I O N S  TO  E X P O S E  T H E M  I N  
F R O N T  O F  T H E  M A S S E S .

The OL's distortion of the Marx
ist principle of supporting mis
leaders to hang them would be bad 
enough- but there's lots, more! In 
fact, the real meaning of the OL's 
"left" feint here had nothing to 
do with principle. The OL has 
worked in tens of coalitions, 
trade unions and other mass orga-■ 
nizations where there were plenty 
of "C"P revisionists, trade unipn 
bureaucrats and other misleaders. 
They've never applied their lofty 
new principle anyplace else. In 
fact, we've found that the OL has 
the habit of uniting uncritically 
with revisionists and other oppor
tunists, and even adopts their 
lines and slogans!

The reAl meaning of the OL's 
"left" feint here came from their 
party building campaign. As they 
summed it all up after their sepa
rate IWD rally, "through events 
such as this, a new communist 
party is emerging, its forces ga
thering strength and its founda
tions being laid .’..." (The Call, 
4/75, p.12). Their "break" with



revisionism to form their own coa
lition was nothing but a bourgeois 
maneuver to rally their "capital 
investments" together and prepare 
the grand opening of their "OLP,Inc." 
This is how far they are willing to 
go, subordinating everything, in
cluding the interests of the masses, 
to building the OL!

And how else does the OL defend 
their maneuver? Naturally, they 
can't openly deny the Leninist prin
ciple of going wherever the masses 
are to be found. So what do they 
say about the main IWD coalition? 
There were no masses.' They were 
all revisionists.' They wrote:

"This coalition" (the OL means 
the "CP's "anti-monopoly coali
tion") "was well represented on 
International Women's Day as the.
CP united with the Gay Task Force, 
Bella Abzug and the Democratic 
Party, as well as Workers Viewpoint 
to attract a miserable crowd. But 
the genuine Marxist-Leninists and 
anti-imperialists would have no
thing to do with this opportunist 
coalition." (Class Struggle, Sum
mer 1975, #2, p.94) •

So you see, there were the 
revisionists, homosexuals, the 
Democratic Party and WV, but no 
Marxist-Leninists or anti-imperia
lists! Trying to justify their 
opportunist line, the OL has final
ly come to slandering the several 
thousand honest revolutionary and 
working class people who partici
pated in the coalition and rally. 
Dialectics are ruthless. With 
each step the OL takes to defend 
their errors, the opportunism and 
slime get deeper and thicker.

Their "b r e a k " w i t h r e v i s i o n i s m to
FORM THEIR OWN COALITION WAS NO
THING BUT A BOURGEOIS MANEUVER TQ 
RALLY THEIR CAPITAL INVESTMENTS 
TOGETHER AND PREPARE THE .GRAND 
OPENING OF THEIR OLP, INC.

Let's just look at one more 
example of the OL's "principles". 
We're talking about the Puerto 
Rican Solidarity Day (PRSD) Rally 
held on October 27, 1974 in Madi
son Square Garden in NY. This was 
initiated by the revisionist Puer
to Rican Socialist Party (PSP) and 
backed by the "C"PUSA. But like 
the IWD rally, this was a real 
mass event. 17,000 people attend
ed the PRSD rally, which was also 
broadcast on many radio and TV sta
tions around the country. Many 
organizations took part in it, in
cluding WV.

Did we maintain our indepen
dence and initiative in this?
Both before and after the rally, 
we helped sponsor forums where we 
and other Marxist-Leninists criti

cized the PSP's line, especially 
their slogan for "Bicentennial 
Without Colonies".. This slogan was 
especially dangerous, as it raises 
the illusion that all colonies can 
be freed without smashing imperi
alism, and appeals to US patrioti
sm to boot.

At the rally, a member of 
Workers Viewpoint gave a short 
solidarity statement. Besides 
expressing our solidarity with 
the Puerto Rican struggle for 
independence from U.S. imperial
ism, he also raised the fight 
for socialism and went on to 
give a warning of the danger 
of Soviet social-imperial- 
ism in Puerto Rico and the rest 
of the Third World.

For this , we we.re attacked by 
the East European revisionist 
delegates at the rally, the 
"C"PUSA, Irwin Silber and Renee 
Blakk&n, and by the OL. The 
OL viewed any criticism of the 
PSP's slogan as "sectarian."
They opposed WV's public attack 
on Soviet social-imperialism 
as "splittist." ftere again the 
OL stood solidly with the centrists 
and even the official revisionists.

Did the OL refuse to work in 
that coalition in order to "break" 
with revisionism? Not a chance.
Did they publicly expose the PSP 
and the "C"P? Absolutely not.
Now that was real unity with rev
isionism! But of course that was 
a long time ago, long before the 
OL had discovered their "principle" 
of "no united action with revision
ists . "

Exposure of the role of the So
viet Union in the Third World is an 
essential part of our internationa
list support for national libera
tion struggles. In the 1960's, 
the Third World hotspot was Viet
nam, where there was one main im
perialist enemy, the US. Today 
the heat has shifted to places like 
Angola and the Middle East, where 
the two superpowers are contending 
heavily and the Soviet Union is 
the more vicious enemy. These 
examples show the rising danger of 
social-imperialism in the Third 
World, and the need for exposure 
of the Soviet Union in all our 
support work. This holds true for 
Latin America too. As these coun
tries liberate themselves from US 
imperialism, the danger of the 
Soviet Union sneaking in is very 
great, as in Cuba. As the CPC says, 
the whole Third World has to guard 
against "letting the tiger in 
through the back door while repul
sing the wolf at the front.gate".
The communist vanguard must take 
up these exposures of social-impe
rialism, especially now when many 
people do not understand the issue

and when the exposures are not 
"popular". This is when we need 
most the vanguard role of "going 
against the tide". But in the. 
PSRD rally, the OL.again showed 
their failure to warn the Puerto 
Rican people -of these dangers and 
showed their fear of stepping one 
inch beyond the bounds of "popula
rity" and their comfortable unity 
with revisionism and centrism.

THE 0L'$ OPPORTUNIST FLIP-FLOPS

In flip-flopping from building 
jthe mass struggle to studying theory 
and back again, from fighting against 
ultra-leftism to fighting right op
portunism and centrism, from uncri
tical unity with revisionists to no 
unity with revisionists , 'the OL pre
tends they are waging a Marxist 
"fight on two fronts". They think 
they're being very "all-sided" and 
"dialectical", and are keeping up 
with changing conditions and the de
mands of new situations.

But we must never confuse the 
OL's opportunist mutations, flip- 
flops and eclectics, with real dia
lectics. Stalin once wrote about 
Plekhanov:

"This is not the first time he is 
contradicting himself. He may even 
be proud of it and regard himself as 
the living embodiment of the 'dialec
tical process'. It goes without say
ing that inconsistency is a blotch 
on the political physiognomy of a 
'leader'...." ("A Letter from Kutais, 
From the Same Comrade". Stalin, 

Collected Works, Vol.l, 1904).
And Lenin wrote the same thing 

about this kind of opportunist muta
tions and eclectics:

"But the great Hegelian dialectics 
which Marxism made its own, having, 
first turned it right side up, must 
never be confused with the vulgar 
trick of justifying the zigzags of 
politicians who swing over from the 
revolutionary to the opportunist 
wing of the Party, with the vulgar 
habit of lumping together particular 
statements, and particular develop
mental factors, belonging to diffe
rent stages of a single process. 
Genuine dialectics does not justify 
the errors of individuals, but stu
dies the inevitable turns, proving 
that they were inevitable by a de- • 
tailed study of the process of deve
lopment in all its concreteness.
One of the basic principles of dia
lectics is that there is no such 
thing as abstract truth, the truth 
is always concrete.... And, one thing 
more, the great Hegelian dialectics 
should never be confused with that 
vulgar worldly wisdom so well ex
pressed by-the Italian saying: mette- 
re la coda dove non va il capo 
(sticking in the tail where the head 
will not go through)." ("One Step 
Forward, Two Steps Back",Lenin,Col
lected Works,Vol.7, 1904)



The October 
League’s 
Principles of Unity

" 1. The Dictatorship of the Proletariat 
as Our Strategic Objective ~
"This objective is based upon the 

leading role of the working class 
within the anti-imperialist struggle, 
expressing its own ideology and orga
nizational leadership through its 
party."

Wrong. This formulation blurs o- 
ver the fundamental difference be
tween the struggle for the dictator
ship of the proletariat and the "anti
imperialist struggle". By "anti-im
perialist struggle" the OL seems to 
mean the democratic rights struggle 
waged around the minimum program.
The OL's statement poses the socialist 
objective as the outcome and culmina
tion of the "anti-imperialist strug
gle", when the two are different in 
principle. In fact, through its 
whole "call", the OL uses the word 
"socialism" only twice. In essence, 
"anti-imperialism" has replaced so
cialist revolution. The OL shows 
this confusion repeatedly, especially 
in their section on the United Front 
Against Imperialism.

I n essence, "anti-imperialism" has re
placed SOCIALIST REVOLUTION,

This blurring of the socialist and 
democratic struggles is especially 
dangerous under bourgeois democratic 
conditions. In these conditions, we 
must fight around immediate issues 
for consistent democracy to expose 
the hypocrisy and inconsistency of 
bourgeois democracy, and to show the 
need for socialist revolution and 
prepare the proletariat for it.
We. have to. fight in a revolution
ary way, raising the aim of sociali
sm during these immediate struggles.

The OL's confusion of the social
ist and democratic struggles is a 
bourgeois democratic deviation, 
which is the Ideological basis for 
the revisionist "C"P's conceptions 
of "advanced democracy", "anti-mono
poly coalition", "radical reform", 
etc. This deviation always leads to 
a fight to preserve, "extend" and 
depend on bourgeois democracy, ra
ther than to expose and smash it.
This deviation comes from deep illu
sions in bourgeois democracy and al
ways strengthens those same illusions.

The OL has given us plenty of ex
amples of this deviation in their 
practice. They showed us in Water
gate, where they fought to pressure 
the "paralyzed" Congress to act 
against Nixon. This was the same 
kind of appeal to Congress against 
"executive ascendancy" that revision
ists everywhere are always chanting. 
They showed us again in the Boston 
busing issue, when they called on 
the federal troops to "fight" the 
fascist goons in the Afro-American 
community while "forgetting" that the 
troops were there to keep the commu
nity down. They showed us again at 
Carson Beach, when they helped the 
NAACP lead the Afro-American people 
into a police trap. They didn't or
ganize armed self-defense of the peo
ple, or even warn them to expect the 
attack. And worst of all, they had 
no positive program of action to re
place and expose the NAACP's bour
geois program, which came straight 
off the drawing boards of the Ford 
Foundation. ■ So they swallowed the 
NAACP program hook, line and sinker, 
(see WV, yv|i No. l, 5/75, articles 
on the OL .arid Boston Busing).
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THE FASCIST SHAH OF IRAN, U.S. PUPPET 
IN THE PERSIAN GULF REGION. THE OL HAS 
REFUSED TO EXPOSE THIS REACTIONARY, 
THINKING HE IS AN "INDEPENDENCE 
FIGHTER".

The OL's confused formulation of 
the socialist and democratic strug
gle in their principles of unity is 
no accident. It is the continuation 
of the opportunist trend that the OL 
has shown in practice for several 
years.' Knowing the OL's out and out 
reformist practice, their full reli
ance and faith in the bourgeois state 
and even the National Guard, we can 
see how empty their statement is 
that "The workers' dictatorship can 
only come about through the revolu
tionary armed struggle of the masses 
and the smashing of the bourgeois 
state machinery and not through the 
strategy advanced by the modern revi
sionists of electoral or other forms 
of legal struggle."("Marxist - Lenin
ists Unite to Build the New Party", 
The Call, 11/75, p.13)

2. Party Organization
The party "must practice democra

tic centralism, with one center and 
full democracy for all members."
("Marxist - Leninists Unite to Build 
the New Party", The Call, 11/75, p,_13)

"Full democracy"? The OL seems to 
be thinking of the idea which the CPC 
puts like this: "It is absolutely 
impermissible to suppress criticism 
and to retaliate. It is essential to 
create a political situation in which 
there are both centralism and democra
cy, both discipline and freedom, both 
unity of will and personal ease of 
mind and liveliness." (Constitution 
of the Communist Party of China). The 
CPC has shown that promotion of cri
ticism and self-criticism and demo- ' 
cratic discussion and struggle, in 
the party is definitely an essential 
part of democratic centralism.

"But the OL's "simplified" version 
is revisionist. No proletarian par
ty has ever promised its members "full 
democracy" in contradistinction to 
centralism and leadership. As Chair
man Mao said, "The Communist Party 
not only needs democracy but needs 
centralization even more."("Rectify 
the Party's Style of Work," Mao Tse- 
tung , Selected Works, Vol.Ill,1942). 
The Party needs, democracy to serve 
and strengthen centralism, and centra
lism always comes first:

"The whole Party must observe uni
fied discipline: The individual is 
subordinate to the organization, the 
minority is subordinate to the majo
rity, the lower level is subordinate 
to the higher level, and the entire 
Party is subordinate to the Central 
Committee." (Constitution of the CPC)

And as Lenin put it, revolutionary 
communism "strives to proceed from 
the top downward; and upholds an ex
tension of the rights and powers of 
the centre in relation to the! parts." 
("One Step Forward, Two Steps Back", 
Lenin, Collected Works, ¥01.7,1904)
And that's why the Party cannot make 
any promises of "full democracy" in 
its internal life. Though it should 
never practice coercion or suppres
sion of comrades in internal struggle, 
this promise of "full democracy" is

even more dangerous.
The OL's "full democracy" appeals 

to Intellectual looseness in organi
zation, to resistance to centralism 
and to fear of being a "cog and wheel" 
in the "Party bureaucracy". This is 
aimed to attract the worst marsh forces 
in the communist movement today, the 
petty bourgeois radicals who long for 
"freedom" and "individual expression" • 
Lenin analyzed this mentality, which 
he called "aristocratic anarchism":

"... the intelligentsia, as a spe
cial stratum of modern capitalist 
society, is characterized, by and 
large, precisely by individualism and 
incapacity for discipline and organi
zation. .. .This , incidentally is a 
feature which unfavourably distin
guishes this social stratum from the 
proletariat; it is one of the reasons 
for the flabbiness and instability of 
the intellectual, which the proleta
riat so often.feels; and this trait 
of the intelligentsia is intimately 
bound up with its customary mode of 
life, its mode of earning a liveli
hood, which in a great many- respects 
approximates to the petty-bourgeois 
mode of existence (working in isola
tion or in very small groups, etc.)." 
("One Step Forward, Two Steps Back", 
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol.7,1904)

In another revealing disclosure, 
Mike Klonsky recently wrote:

"But we don't have a state appa
ratus to enforce our views on any 
other group. Our movement is a move
ment based upon voluntary unity. No 
group can impose its will upon any 
other group. Democratic-centralism, 
which we call for, means that no in
dividual can impose his will upon 
the majority. It presupposes a faith 
in the judgement of the masses of the 
people, that they have greater wisdom 
than individuals. Unity is reached 
.through discussion and debate. It is 
tested through practice." (Class 
Struggle, Winter 1976, #3)•

Klonsky gives us the obvious tru
isms that we are based on "voluntary 
unity", that we have "faith in the 
judgement of the masses" and that we 
reach unity through "discussion and 
debate". He says that "no group can 
impose its will on any other group" 
and that "no individual can impose 
his will upon the majority", as if 
there were no uneven development in 
the communist movement and everybody 
is abreast of each other. It's no 
accident that he stresses all this 
but does not mention the. democratic 
centralist principles of subordinat
ing the individual to the organiza
tion, the lower levels to the higher 
levels and the whole Party to the 
Central Committee. This is nothing 
but that same appeal to the worst 
Instincts of the petty bourgeois 
marsh forces.

The n|_ s full democracy appeals to
INTELLECTUAL LOOSENESS IN ORGANIZATION, 
TO RESISTANCE TO CENTRALISM AND TO 
FEAR OF BEING A "COG AND WHEEL" IN THE
Party bureaucracy .

Democratic centralism is not simply 
a set of rules. It's an integral part 
of the proletarian world outlook. 
Communists recognize the uneven deve
lopment of the masses, and that the 
masses are divided into classes, which 
are led by political parties and the 
most influential, authoritative and 
respected leaders. The more.centralized 
is the' ideological, political and or
ganizational leadership of the most 
advanced elements of the. communist 
organization,'the more democracy and 
broad initiative there can be "from 
below". This is the dialectical rela
tionship between centralism and demo- , 
cracy, where centralism is' generally 
the leading factpr. This goes -directly 
against the petty bourgeois view that 
subordination is:"humiliating", which



Klonsky appeals to. The proletariat 
sees the organization and discipline 
of democratic centralism as a posi
tive quality. The proletariat holds 
on to organization by class instinct 
and understands the need for the 
greatest centralism in the fierce 
class struggle against the capitalist 
state.

3. International Situation

"We must also render full support 
to the peoples, nations and countries 
of the world who are rising up in op
position to imperialism. This is es
pecially true of the Third World 
countries who today are the main mo
tive force pushing world history for
ward. "("Marxist - Leninists Unite to 
Build the New Party", The Call, 11/75, 
p • 13)

We've seen the OL give 'Tull sup
port" to the fascist Shah of Iran, 
and even refuse to fight the sale of 
U.S. arms to him (see WV,5/75,Vol. 2, 
No. 1. Article on Palestinian Mini
state), In doing that, the OL is 
directly helping the Shah's violent 
suppression of the Iranian and Dhofar 
peoples' struggle, which is how the 
Shah uses his arms.

The OL's out and out support for the 
Shah amounts to- support for an agent 
OF "our own" US IMPERIALISTS AGAINST
the Iranian people, and that is social- 
chauvinism AND SOCIAL-IMPERIALISM.

The Shah is an agent of US imperi
alism, a local reactionary in the 
Persian Gulf region. But unlike 
other puppets like Lon Nol of Cambo
dia or Thieu of Vietnam, the Shah is 
not a 1005? puppet, and he sometimes 
can be forced by -the revolutionary 
peoples' struggles to join certain ' 
forms of the united front, just as 
he was forced into the Organization 
of Petroleum Exporting Countries 
(OPEC). But even when the Shah has 
joined one of the forms of the united 
front, he will continue to try to sa
botage and weaken it from, within, 
just as he is Always the first to try 
to lower’oil prices in OPEC. It’s 
possible to unite with the Shah 
around specific issues and in speci
fic forms of the united front, but 
communists and all progressives 
around the world must-combat all his 
attempts to weaken and split the 
front.

OPEC Is an organization of Third 
World states like Kuwait, Venezuela, 
Saudi Arabia, Iran and other govern
ments that fight to protect the natu
ral resources and state sovereignty 
of those countries. Communists in 
the US must support all forms of the 
Third World struggle against imperi-_ 
alism and social-imperialism, includ
ing organizations on the state-to
st ate front like OPEC. That’s our 
internationalist duty. But the ques
tion is, how do we carry out our 
support to the Third World people, 
especially to the proletariat and 
other oppressed classes of.those 
countries? Isn't criticism of the 
Shah a necessary part of that sup
port? The OL calls WV "chauvinist" 
for our exposures of the Shah and 
other reactionaries in the Third 
World, and accuses us of "attacking 
the liberation struggles in the 
Third World". (Class Struggle,
Summer 1975, #2j3

It's the duty of communists all 
over the world to criticize and ex
pose the vacillating and reactionary 
elements in the Third World struggles. 
When the Shah of Iran tries to force 
oil prices down and wreck OPEC, it's 
our-, duty to expose him and educate 
the US proletariat about his reac
tionary class nature. Our exposure

of the Shah is no attack on the Third 
World struggle. In fact, this is the 
only way to really support the con
sistent anti-imperialist Third World 
countries and the Iranian people's 
struggle, especially the Iranian 
proletariat and other oppressed 
classes.

The OL's refusal to Criticize the 
Shah completely abandons the task of 
helping the Iranian people to fight 
both "imperialism and domestic, reac
tion" and "isolate the reactionaries" 
(A Proposal Concerning the General 
Line of the International Communist 
Movement, CPC~ p.18,. emphasis added)• 
It raises the struggle for state so
vereignty, where the Shah can play a 
role, above the Iranian people's re
volutionary struggle for liberation 
and eventually socialism. It drops 
the people's revolutionary struggle 
for the fascist Shah.

The OL's out and out support for 
the Shah amounts to support for an 
agent of "our own" US imperialists 
against the Iranian people, and that 
is social-chauvinism and social-im
perialism. And that's how the OL's 
"well-intentioned" but completely 
tailist "support" for the Third 
World turns into its Opposite, into 
social-imperialism.

We've already seen how the OL re
fused to expose the Soviet ..superpower 
in the PRSD rally, and instead sided 
with the revisionists and centrists. 
This is a good measure of the OL's 
"full support" to the Puerto Rican 
and other Third World people against 
social-imperialism.

We should always use this prac
tice of the OL's around concrete is
sues like the Shah and Puerto Rico 
to size up their promise of "full 
support to the peoples, nations and 
countries of the world who are rising 
.up in opposition to imperialism".

The OL's practice however has 
shown us that they are liberal "fri
ends of the Afro-American people".
In the community control and busing 
issues, they breed reformist illu
sions among the oppressed nationali
ties and unite with the liberal po
liticians against the masses of mi
norities and whites. Then they use 
the revolutionary slogan of the right 
of self-determination to cover .their 
reformism. Their deviations here 
come straight from their more general 
bourgeois democratic deviations.

The OL s practice however has shown
US THAT THEY ARE LIBERAL,, FRIENDS OF
the Afro-American people .

A good example of the OL's reform
ism is their support for regional 
autonomy for minorities in northern 
urban ghettos. "In areas like Har
lem, South Side of Chicago, Watts, 
etc., Afro-Americans must have some 
form of regional, district or commu
nity autonomy. This also applies to 
other nationalities facing similar 
conditions of oppression, for exam
ple, Native Americans." (Class Strug
gle . #1, p. 2L) The OL tries to com
pare their demand to the regional 
autonomy of minority nationalities 
in the Peoples' Republic of China.

Regional autonomy is correct in 
China where the minority nationali
ties' livelihoods are based on.the 
land and rich natural resources. In 
many cases, modern industrial cities 
are purposely attached to the autono
mous regions. Before liberation in 
19^9. most of these regions had.not 
developed capitalist economies, and 
in many cases there were semi-feudal 
or semi-slave economies and social 
relationships.

NAACP MISLEADS AFRO-AMERICAN PEOPLE UNARMED INTO POLICE TRAP AT CARSON BEACH 
LAST AUGUST. THE OL FELL RIGHT INTO LINE, AND EVEN AFTER THE POLICE BEATING 
PRINTED THIS PHOTO UNDER THE HEADLINE: "FREEDOM STRUGGLE ERUPTS IN BOSTON" 
(THE CALL, 9/75). AS THEIR CATION SHOWS, THEY THINK IT WAS A GENUINE 
INTEGRATION.STRUGGLE.

4. The National Question
"This includes support for the 

right of self-determination of all 
oppressed nations who suffer under 
the yoke of imperialism and in parti
cular the right to political seces
sion for the Afro-American people in 
their historic homeland."("Marxist- 
Leninists Unite to Build the New 
Party", The Call. 11/75. p. 13)

WV has a partial position on the 
Afro-American national question. We 
believe that Afro-Americans are an 
oppressed nationality in the US, and 
we accept the standpoint of the 1928 
and 1930 Comintern resolutions as our 
starting point for analyzing the pre
sent-day situation. We uphold the 
right of the Afro-American people 
to self-determination in the Black 
belt south.

! . . ■ , V  '

The situation of Afro-Americans 
in the U.S. urban communities is vastly 
different! The majority of Afro-Ameri
cans are members of the working .class. 
That means Afro-Americans produce large 
amounts of surplus value, mostly out
side of their urban communities since 
most people work outside. This sur
plus is taken by the monopoly capi
talists through taxes and thousands 
of other ways. Here the wealth is in 
the surplus, not in the "land" or 
"natural resources" under the ghetto 
pavement.'

In these conditions, we should 
fight for democratic rights and against 
all forms of national oppression. We 
should fight against police repression, 
and for various social services'^edu
cation, health .care, etc. , to get back 
parts of our surplus taken as ta$e.s •
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To equate these concrete condi
tions with the feudal or semi-feudal 
economies and social relations of 
China or Tsarist’ Russia is ridicu
lous .

Another example. "It is impossi
ble to build unity with Black work
ers without holding up the struggle 
for Black people to own businesses 
and to contend as equals with white 
capitalists." (1973 Resolution on 
the Afro-American Question). This 
demand distorts the real proletarian 
content of the national question 
when over 90$ of Black people are 
workers. It blurs, over the class 
contradictions within the national 
movement. It belittles the class 
consciousness of the advanced work
ers in the national movement, sub
ordinating their class consciousness 
to national consciousness. This is 
a liberal policy on the national 
question which reduces the demand for 
equality from a weapon in the fight 
against capitalism to the demand to 
compete within capitalism.

5 .  Un i t e d  Fr o n t  Ag a i n s t  I m p e r i a l i s m

"We must build the united front 
as our vehicle for defeating imperi
alism and establishing the Dictator
ship of the Proletariat.

"In the U.S. the united front in
cludes all those that can be united 
under the leadership of th,e proleta
riat and its party to oppose the rule 
and the reactionary policies of the 
giant.monopolies." ("Marxist -Leni
nists Unite to Build the New Party", 
The Call. 11/75, p. 13)
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But  h e r e  t h e y  e v a d e  b o t h  s t r a t e g y

AND TACTIC WITH THE WORD
" v e h i c l e " ,  The OL i s  p l a y i n g  i t
SAFE, AND THIS IS ANOTHER GOOD 
EXAMPLE OF THEIR OPPORTUNIST 
INDEFINITENESS,

WV believes that all united fronts, 
whether the International United 
Front Against Imperialism, the Unit
ed Front Against Fascism, etc., are 
all tactics and hot strategies. A 
big line struggle has gone on in the 
communist movement over this ques
tion, and we can't go into all that 
right now. (We will be printing an 
article on strategy and tactics in 
our next WV Journal.) The 01 has 
always treated their UFAI as a stra
tegy. They have even raised it high
er, calling it their "general line 
towards the revolution today" (The 
Call, 9/7^, p, 12) .But here they e- 
vade both "strategy" and "tactic" 
with the word "vehicle". The OL is 
playing it safe, and this is another 
good example of their opportunist 
indefiniteness.

The OL first says the united front 
is a "vehicle for defeating imperial
ism and establishing the Dictatorship 
of the Proletariat". And then they 
say it will unite all those who can 
be united under proletarian leader
ship "to oppose the rule and the re
actionary policies of the giant mono
polies." So which one is it?- Is 
the united front for establishing 
the dictatorship of the proletariat, 
or only for opposing the giant mono
polies? Here again the OL complete
ly muddles the maximum and minimum 
programs, the struggle for socialism 
and the struggle to oppose monopoly 
capitalism. As we said before, in 
the OL's vulgar, radical petty bour
geois outlook, "anti-imperialism" 
is just as good as socialist revol
ution.

Even worse, the OL did not say 
the united front is to "oppose mono
poly capital." That would have been 
correct. We believe that the major 
fronts of the minimum program in the
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tJS socialist revolution are 'to opp
ose monopoly capital, to defend de
mocratic rights to oppose the men
ace of fascism, to improve living 
conditions, to oppose imperialist 
arms expansion and war preparations, 
to defend world peace and actively 
to support the revolutionary strug
gles of the oppressed nations.
( The General Line ...CPC, p. 18)

The OL said the united front is 
to "oppose the rule and the reac
tionary policies of the giant mono
polies." This is an even lower vul
garization of Marxism-Leninism'.
So the united front opposes the "gi
ant monopolies." What about the 
"lesser monopolies?" Aren't v/e.- 
going to- fight them? And what is 
this "rule and reactionary policies" 
bit? Does monopoly capitalism have 
revolutionary or progressive poli
cies? Lenin said that "the specific 
political features of imperialism 
are reaction all along the line," 
and that this reaction is built in
to the very nature of imperialism. 
Imperialism cannot be reformed.
Talk about the "reactionary policies" 
of monopoly capitalism is nothing 
but the petty bourgeois wish that 
imperialism can be reformed. And 
as a matter of fact, it was the rev
isionist Kautsky who talked about 
imperialism as a "policy" which 
could be "improved" and somehow made 
less reactionary'.

6. The Woman Qu e s t i o n

"Party unity must be based on the 
proletarian approach to the strug
gle for the emancipation of women.
The woman question is in essence a 
question of class struggle for the 
overthrow of imperialism- which 
will create the conditions for the 
complete liberation of women."
(The Call. 11/75,.p. 13)

The OL starts by calling for 
"the proletarian approach" to the 
woman question, which "is in essen
ce a question of class struggle for 
the overthrow of imperialism." But 
then they end up calling to "the 
broad masses of men and women."

From the communist standpoint, 
women's oppression and women's 
struggle do not involve "all women" 
or the "women of all classes." This 
is the bourgeois feminist view of 
the question, which sees men gener
ally and not the monopoly capitalist 
class as the cause of women's oppre
ssion.

Communists must draw a clear 
line of demarcation with this bour
geois viewpoint. We have to aim our 
efforts at the women of the working 
and oppressed classes, and of the 
oppressed nationalities.

Nowhere does the OL draw this 
line with bourgeois feminism. They 
talk about "the broad masses of 
men and women" and "women and youth" 
in general. They never focus on the 
women of the working and oppressed 
classes, and of the oppressed nation
alities. This liberal feminist view
point also comes out sharp and clear 
in their support for "compensative 
seniority," where they pin their 
hopes on the bourgeois court system 
and help the bourgeoisie to split 
the working class with women's and 
national oppression.

Nowhere does  t h e  OL draw t h i s  l i n e

WITH BOURGEOIS FEMINISM. THEY TALK 
ABOUT THE BROAD MASSES OF MEN AND 
WOMEN AND WOMEN AND YOUTH IN 
GENERAL. —

7 , The Labor  Mo v e m e n t

"Our main enemy within the labor 
movement is the labor aristocracy 
and revisionists who are in the 
leadership of nearly all the big 
unions. Our work is based upon a 
consistent struggle to isolate and 
expel these opportunists from 
leadership and replace them with 
revolutionary leadership."
(The Call. 11/75, p. 13)

Compare this with the OL's trade 
union policy last year: "To unite 
with the progressive section of 
the labor leadership against the 
reactionaries has always been the 
Marxist-Leninist approach and this 
is exactly the course we have taken 
in the past in such struggles as the 
defense of the United Farm Workers 
in their struggle against the scabs 
of the Teamsters' leadership, and 
in the struggle- of the United Mine 
Workers Union leadership, where the 
more progressive and democratic 
sections headed by Arnold Miller 
waged a struggle for leadership ag
ainst the reactionary Boyle leader
ship." (The Call, 9/ 7 4 , p. 12)

The OL showed us i t s  th o r o u g h l y  r e 
f o r m is t  PRACTICE OF "UNCRITICAL SUP
PORT" for Ar no ld  Mi l l e r ,  Ce s a r  Ch a v e z , 
and  Ed Sa d l o w s k i .
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This was OL's policy of "pushing 
the trade unions to the left," 
seeing the "more progressive and 
democratic" union bureaucrats as 
direct reserves rather than as mis- 
leaders who communists must expose. 
In the long run, these reformist 
misleaders are more dangerous to 
the proleatriat than the outright 
reactionaries. But the OL's policy 
completely liquidated the strategic 
direction of the main blow, the 
task of exposing the reformist 
social props of monopoly capitalism.

The OL showed us its thoroughly 
reformist practice oi "uncritical 
support" for Arnold Miller, Cesar 
Chavez, and Ed Sadlowski. And 
now they still dare to boast that 
"our work is based upon a consistent 
struggle to isolate and expel these 
opportunists from leadership..."
We haven't seen this latest policy 
in practice yet. But in any case, 
this change.is another good example 
of the OL's "silent" mutations of 
past wrong policies with no self- 
criticism, their left feint in words 
to cover their reformist practice.

mao T s e - tung  Th o ug ht  i s  t h e  h i g h e s t

DEVELOPMENT OF HUMAN KNOWLEDGE AND 
THE GREATEST WEAPON IN THE STRUGGLE 
AGAINST R E V IS IO N IS M .. .  AND NOW THE 
OL, WHICH CLAIMS TO BE BUILDING THE 
A N T I-R E V IS IO N IS T  COMMUNIST PARTY IN 
THE US, HAS LEFT THIS WEAPON OUT OF 
ITS PARTY BUILDING CALL .

Lastly, nowhere in the Principles 
of Unity or anyplace else in the 
"call" does the OL mention the 
need for Mao Tse-tung Thought!!
It's incredible, but it's true.
Mab Tse-tung Thought is the highest 
development of human knowledge and 
the greatest weapon in the struggle 
against revisionism. The world 
communist movement is split precise
ly around accepting Mao Tse-tung 
Thought as the theoretical basis 
of the party or accepting modern 
revisionism. The CPC sums it up: 
"The Communist Party of China 
takes Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse- 
tung Thought-as the theoretical 
basis guiding its thinking." 
(Constitution'of the CPC)
And now the OL, which claims to be 
building the anti-revisionist 
communist party in the US, has 
left this weapon out of its party 
building "call"! This is the 
height of the OL's opportunist 
indefiniteness and their endless 
concessions to revisionism!



ORGANIZATION 1$ KEY?

The OL openly declares that they 
think organization Is key to party 
building today. Their -Third Con
gress decided "that 1) party-build
ing has become a 'question of imme
diacy'; 2) that the OL should begin 
to accelerate its efforts towards 
the 'organizational formation' of a 
new party, and 3) that the present 
period calls for a shift in our par
ty building work to emphasis on the 
organizational forging of the party 
itself." (The Call 8/75,p.11).

"It is the position of the OL 
that Marxist-Leninists should unite 
around these principles, not as a 
final statement or full program of 
the party but as a minimal basis for 
unity at the present time. We offer 
them in the spirit of unity and while 
firm in our commitment to Marxism- 
Leninism and all its principles, we 
are also flexible in tactics and de
termined to achieve principled unity 
through discussion and debate.

"After this discussion we propose 
that the new party be established 
around a temporary leading body 
which can survey the organizational 
forces represented in the party, es
tablish democratic centralism and 
prepare us for our first Party Con
gress, to be held within a year of 
our founding. -A newspaper of the Le
ninist type should be established 
under the central leadership which 
would appoint the editorial board." 
(The Call , 11/75- p.13)

The first thing that sticks out is 
that the OL doesn't understand 
that a Marxist-Leninist party needs'a 
program! They think that "as a mini
mal basis for unity at the present 
time", all they need are their seven 

.principles of unity. They'll pull 
together their party, their "tempora
ry leading body" and their newspaper, 
and work out the program later.' But 
Lenin said:

"Without a programme, it is impos
sible for the party to be a more or 
less integral political organism, able 
always to hold to a line through each 
and every turn of events." ("On the 
Election Campaign and the Election 
Platform",Lenin, Collected Works,
Vol. 17,1911).

T h e y 'l l  p u l l  t o g e t h e r  t h e i r  p a r t y ,
THEIR TEMPORARY LEADING BODY AND 
THEIR NEWSPAPER, AND WORK OUT THE 
PROGRAM LATER,

"The programme must formulate our 
basic views, exactly establish our 
immediate political tasks, point out 
those immediate demands which .must 
mark out the range of agitational ac
tivity and give it unity, broaden and 
deepen it, raising agitation from the 
particular, from fragmentary agita
tion for small separate demands to 
agitation for the whole body of Social- 
Democratic demands.: Now, when Social- 
Democratic . activity has already 
aroused a considerably wide.circle of 
socialist-intellectuals and conscious 
workers, it. is urgently necessary to 
•consolidate the links between them 
with a programme and thus give them 
all a firm basis for further, wider 
activity. ";("Draft Programme of Our 
IPartv", Lenin, Collected Works,Vol.
I k ,  1899).

This is the depth of the OL's op
portunism. They don't even try to 
write a draft. In fact, we don't 
think the10L is able to write one.

They have to hide themselves from 
struggle so badly that to write a pro
gram would be risking too much.

So what we're left with is their 
seven principles of unity. They say, 
"while firm in our committment to 
Marxism-Leninism and all its princi
ples, we are also flexible in tac
tics...." Novf what does "flexible in 
tactics” mean in party building, where 
the clearest lines of demarcation are 
needed?- When you don't have any pro
gram or any clear lines, what could 
"flexible in tactics" possibly mean?
It means opportunism. Take the pro
gram away, take principles away, and 
all you have left is "flexibility".

The OL's broad, vague "call", 
their lack of a program and their 
"flexible" approach are closely 
linked to their opportunist view that 
organization is key in party building 
today. For "Opportunism in programme 
is naturally connected with opportu
nism in tactics and opportunism in 
organization." ("One Step Forward,
Two Steps- Back,!' Lenin, Collected 
Works, Vol.7,1904)

Th e OL's a p p r o a c h  t o p a r t y  b u i l d i n g  is
LIKE A'CAPITALIST TAKING INVENTORY.

For the OL, then, politics is de
finitely not in command. Without a 
program or lines, there's nothing to 
put in command but organization.

The OL's extreme pragmatism comes 
out again in their attitude towards 
ideological struggle and their growth:

"No organization has been immune 
to this straggle and while some orga
nizations have been weakened and 
split, others have moved ahead rapid
ly and grown stronger. This is the 
main■feature of the struggle within 
our movement, a test of:its line, its 
unity and its democratic-centralism. 
Our progress has demonstrated that 
we have passed this test."(The Call, 
11/75,p.13).

In saying that because they have 
grown,.they have therefore passed 
the test and proven their correctness, 
the OL reveals their outright Wall 
Street business pragmatism. The 
"C"PUSA has grown in size, and so has 
the PSP. Does that mean they are cor
rect and ideologically healthy? This 
is downright revisionist quantitative 
thinking, and a sure sign of pragma
tism which will wreck the very foun
dations of the party before it even 
gets built.

The OL's approach to party build
ing is like a capitalist taking in
ventory. Count up the "available 
stock", and then pack it all into a 
big, "flexible" box. The box has to 
be loose enough to hold everything, 
all sizes, shapes and colors. Lenin 
had a description for this approach:

"One view on unity .may place -in 
the forefront the 'reconciliation' 
of 'given persons, groups and insti
tutions'. The identity of their 
views on Party work, on the policy 
of that work, is a secondary matter. 
One should try to keep silent about 
differences of opinion and not elu
cidate their causes, their signifi
cance, their objective conditions.
The chief thing is to 'reconcile' 
persons and groups. If they do not 
agree on carrying out a common poli
cy, that policy must be interpreted 
in such a way as to be acceptable to 
all. Live and let live. This is s 
philistine 'conciliation', which in
evitably leads to sectarian diploma
cy. To 'stop up' the sources of dis
agreement, to keep silent about them, 
toJ 'adjust' 'conflicts' at all costs, 
to neutralize the conflicting trends 
—  it is to this that the main atten- - 
tion of such 'conciliation' is di
rected." ("Notes of a Publicist," 
Lenin, Collected Works, Vol.16,1910)

THE OL'S "NON-SECTARIAN 
STYLE OF WORK" ,

"We must move towards unity with 
great speed and oppose the view of 
those academic revolutionaries who 
wish to endlessly redefine our dif
ferences and eternally draw even fur
ther lines of demarcation outside the 
organizational structure of the party.

"...our style of work flies in the 
face of the sectarianism, wrecking 
and splitting of these so-called 
'parties'."(They mean the "C"LP and 
the RCP) (The Call , 11/75, P-13)

The OL's bankrupt methodology of 
slandering the Workers Viewpoint Or
ganization as a "group of ideological 
agents of the. ruling circles", as all
theory-no-practice "dogmatism", their 
personality assassination of WV lead
ership and their downright lies about 
the IWD events (Class Struggle, Summer 
19 7 5, #2) show their opportunist ap
proach to"polemics". Their "second 
strike" policy on polemics is aimed 
only to protect the OL and not to 
push the communist movement forward 
through struggle and principled reso
lution. Their"non-sectarian style of 
work",in light of the indefiniteness 
of their line, is nothing but an op
portunist "friendship" style, designed 
to deceive theoretically weak comrades 
who are not yet able to differentiate 
ideological and political shades.
Their ruthless slander and fabrication 
are just the flip-side of their so- 
called "good style of work". Both of 
them try to put a heavy lid on real 
struggle for there is no principled 
struggle in either. This kind of 
rotten methodology must lead to revi
sionism .

When the OL tries to build its 
party without a clear ideological and 
political line, without bharp lines 
of demarcation with other trends, 
there is nothing holding that party 
together but circle mentality.. And 
that kind of unprincipled "unity" is 
the worst kind of factionalism and 
sectarianism.

Th e i r  n o n -s e c t a r i a n  s t y l e  o f  w o r k  ,
IN LIGHT OF THE INDEFINITENESS OF 
THEIR LINE, IS NOTHING BUT AN OPPORTU
NIST FRIENDSHIP" STYLE, DESIGNED TO 
DECEIVE THEORETICALLY WEAK COMRADES 
WHO ARE NOT YET ABLE TO DIFFERENTIATE 
IDEOLOGICAL AND POLITICAL SHADES.

In the Russian Communist movement, 
Trotsky once tried to build this kind 
of "unity" among the Russian oppor
tunists, also under the slogan of 
"non-factionalism". Lenin wrote: 

"Trotsky... possesses no ideologi
cal and political definiteness, fo.r 
his patent for 'non-factionalism'... 
is merely a patent to flit freely to 
and fro, from one group to another.

"...when attempts are made to form 
a separate organization which is to 
have no ideological and political 
physiognomy, it is the worst form of 
factionalism." ("Disruption of Unity 
Under Cover of Outcries for Unity," 
Lenin', Collected Works, Vol. 20.,
191 )̂•

This is real sectarianism. And 
it's no accident that the OL now uses 
this quote from "What is to be Done" 
which shows what they're really 
thinking.

"...let go of our hands, don't 
clutch at us and don't besmirch the 
grand word freedom, for we too are 
'free' to go where we please, free 
to fight not only against the marsh, 
but also against those who are turn
ing towards the marsh!" ("What is to 
be Done?" Lenin, Collected Works, .pa
Vol.5 ,  1901-0 2) M



And it's also no accident that the 
RU used this very same quote right 
before "Brief Period Ahead" when they 
broke off to build their RCP

"...the ideological leap over the 
last three years is one of the main 
reasons we can confidently call for 
the formation of the party against 
these pessimists who generalize their 
own political confusion and claim 
that our movement is 'too backward' 
for such a step." (The Call, 11/75, 
p • 13)

When we size up things in politics, 
Lenin teaches us to ask: Who stands 
to* gain? And this is the question we 
have to ask when summing up the con
tent and danger of the OL's party 
building "call".

We struggled against the OL on 
Boston busing, community control and 
on Watergate, and showed that they 
pinned their hopes on "liberal" bour
geois plans, on Congress, the courts 
and even the police, on bourgeois de
mocracy vs. fascism. We struggled 
with them on the Palestinian mini- 
s.tate and the Shah of Iran and showed 
their complete faith in the imperia
lists' plans and their modernized 
puppets. We struggled with them on 
trade union work and found their re
liance on the "militant" and "pro
gressive" reformists and their li
quidation of the direction of the 
main .blow. Through all these and 
other struggles, we showed how the 
consistency and "system" of.their 
deviations came from their whole out
look of illusions in bourgeois demo
cracy. (See W.V.,5/75, V.2,,No.l, 
articles on the OL, Boston Busing, 
Tasks of Communists in the Economic 
Crisis, and The Palestinian. Mini- 
State)

'We struggled against the OL's 
downgrading of theory in party build
ing and their pragmatic flip-flopping 
from fighting ultra-leftism to fight
ing right opportunism, from building 
the mass movement to 'building the 
party, and their vagueness and con
stant mutations on all other impor
tant questions. And we struggled 
against their pragmatic tailing and 
adaptation to every new, popular mood 
in the movement.

The r o tten m e t h o d o l o g y of s i l e n t m u t a 
t i o n s , PRAGMATIC FLIP-FLOPPING, SLAN
DER, FABRICATION AND VAGUENESS SHOWS 
THE ROTTEN BOURGEOIS WORLD OUTLOOK,

Now we have to expose their "left" 
feint. We exposed how the OL "breaks" 
with revisionism by abandoning the 
mass movement to the revisionists, 
and also showed how often they have . 
united fully with revisionists. We 
exposed their "fight" against the 
Guardi an’s centrism on social-imperi
alism by showing the identity of their 
positions on all other major ques
tions. We exposed their silent muta
tion, without explanation or self- 
criticism, of their line on trade 
union bureaucrats- And we exposed 
their bankrupt methodology of slan
ders and fabrications as well as 
their "non-sectarianism".

"Marxism holds that world outlook 
and methodology are identical. One 
must have a correct world outlook in 
order to master a scientific methodo
logy "("Great Benefits Derive from a 
Good Analysis", Peking Review,12/14/73 
reprinted in WV, Vol.l, No.2) The 
rotten methodology of silent muta
tions,. pragamatic flip-flopping, 
slander, fabrication and vagueness 
shows the rotten bourgeois world out
look.

This is also the essence of the 
OL’s"left" feint. It is no "improve
ment" or "correction" of past errors, 
but just the opposite, the deepening
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of the very same methodology of muta
tions and /lip-flopping. It is de
signed to cash in on the communist 
movement's primitiveness and low theo
retical level, as well as the genuine 
struggle against right opportunism.
And above all, this "left" feint is 
meant to cover OL's own rightist 
tracks.

This is the i d e o l o g i c a l p r o file of 
the OL. And it is the d i s t i n c t i v e
PROFILE OF THE PETTY BOURGEOISIE, WITH 
ITS IDEOLOGY OF BOURGEOIS DEMOCRACY 
AND PRGAMATISM, ITS POLITICS OF RE
FORMISM AND LIBERALISM AND ITS DEMO
CRATIC LOOSENESS IN ORGANIZATION,

Who gains by leaving Mao Tse-tung 
Thought out of a party building "call"? 
What kind of party promises its members 
"full democracy"? Who gains from prin-. 
ciples of unity that are either so 
wrong or so broad that they prevent 
the drawing of any clear lines of de
marcation? What class has total 
faith in bourgeois democracy and 
tries to build its line and party on 
a pragmatic lack of any definite line 
and organizational principles?

This is the ideological "profile" 
of the OL. And it is the distinctive 
profile of the petty bourgeoisie, 
with its ideology of bourgeois demo
cracy and pragmatism, its politics of 
reformism and liberalism and its "de
mocratic" looseness in organization. 
And the OL's party building call is 
the concentrated "summing up" of all 
this opportunism. It's a concentrat
ed expression of this petty bourgeois 
retrograde trend in the communist 
movement. So there has been no 
'ideological leap'! The only 'leap' 
has been OL's qualitatively improved 
skill in feinting left and right - 
to look ML.

The "call" is nothing but a dinner 
bell for all the worst retrograde 
trends in the communist movement to
day. And there's plenty of fertile 
ground for it to grow on. This is 
the danger of its broad appeal to 
petty bourgeois indefiniteness.
There are plenty of downright, revi
sionists in our movement who will not 
accept Mao Tsetung Thought but who' 
claim to accept Marxism-Leninism, 
intellectuals who will never accept 
democratic centralism but who will go 
for "full democracy", petty bourgeois 
radicals who do not know the diffe
rence between the socialist and demo
cratic struggles, and liberals and 
nationalists who will not accept real 
proletarian internationalism but who 
will support "black businesses" and 
the Shah of Iran. This is the 
breadth of the OL's "appeal". This 
is the mud that they're laying their 
party foundations on.

The overwhelming majority of the 
OL's cadres are honest Marxists. But 
if they accept these party "founda
tions", they're sure to sink into 
this mud.

The bulk of our anti-revisionist 
communist movement came out of the 
"fire at the treetops" in "the i960's, 
the movements of the most conscious 
sectors of society, of'the minorities, 
students, women, anti-war movement,

etc. A weakness we still carry is 
that even with the many excellent 
fighters who came out of these strug
gles and our beginning roots in the 
working class, the movement still 
doesn't have the solidity of deep 
ties with advanced workers or the 
working masses. The heavy proportion 
of intellectuals and other petty bour
geois elements from the 6-0's move
ments is the social basis for opportu
nism in our movement.

In building the party, communists 
must forge an all-round opposition to 
this opportunism. But how can the OL 
fight this with its soupy "call"?
Just the opposite, the OL Is trying 
to build on these retrograde trends. 
The OL objectively represents the 
left wing of. this petty bourgeois 
layer in the communist movement.
They are the left wing of social de
mocracy.

This 'is the deep social basis of 
the OL. This is why the errors in 
the "call" are not just accidents or 
sloppy writing. The "call"is a defi
nite product of the entire superstruc
ture of the petty bourgeois - 60’s 
movements, a superstructure that is 
inseparable from its class basis.
This "call" is the culmination of 
almost four years of work by the OL ^ 
and the stable opportunist trend that 
they represent in the communist move
ment. This trend must find and pro
mote its representatives. If the OL 
wasn't here to do it, somebody else 
would come along to take their place.

This opportunist trend will inevi
tably come up again and again from 
its deep class base for one "trial of 
strength" after another, trying to 
break the Marxist-Leninist movement. 
And if we don't take up the ruthless 
struggle against this trend, it will 
break us.

The c a l l is n o t h i n g b u t a d i n n e r
BELL FOR ALL THE WORST RETROGRADE 
TRENDS IN THE COMMUNIST MOVEMENT 
TODAY, AND THERE'S-PLENTY OF FERTILE 
GROUND FOR IT TO GROW ON,

The OL shows exactly what we mean 
when we say that it's not enough to 
just point at the official "C'PUSA 
revisionists and shout. If that's 
all there was to party'building, it 
would be easy. The OL does plenty of 
shouting about the "C"P but that 
hasnft saved them from the very same 
ideological and political deviations.

The OL swore that they would al
ways uphold the dictatorship of the 
proletariat, but then they constant
ly mixed it up with their "anti-impe
rialist struggle". They claimed that 
they understood the need for armed 
struggle to smash the bourgeois state, 
but then they helped lead the Afro- 
American community into Carson Beach. 
They said they would never build a 
revisionist mass party, but then they 
promised their party members "full 
democracy". And they claimed to un
derstand the importance of Marxist 
theory, but then they left Mao Tse
tung Thought out of the Party build
ing "call"., '

Despite all the shouting and the 
exposure of the official revisionists, 
the very same revisionist deviations 
come back up in the form of conscious 
or unconscious force of habit, modes 
of thinking, prejudices and even 
moods and emotions. And each time 
they are more subtle and devious and 
it gets harder to "vaccinatd' ourselves 
against them. As we once wrote:

..only successful struggle 
against illusions, these elements of 
the old ideological superstructure of 
monopoly capitalism,' can prepare the 
successful, conditions for making pro
letarian revolution. For this coun
try, reformist influences, whether



they take the form of outright re
formism, (that's the less dangerous 
kind, for it is overt and detectable), 
Social-Democracy, revisionism, or 
even "ML", (be they based on the 
labor movement or based on the petty 
bourgeoisie, their force of habit and 
intrinsic faith in "democracy", their 
emotions and predilections, or their 
overt and covert prejudices) all act 
like a shackle upon the proletariat 
and prevent them from gaining poli
tical independence from the bourgeoi
sie." (WV, 5/75, V.1,No.2,p.23)•

The OL shows us exactly why we 
have to build the party on the ideo
logical plane and grasp the key link 
of political line. We have to analyze 
all* deviations to get to their ideo
logical roots and find their class 
and historical origins. Without do
ing that, we cannot raise our vigi
lance to systematically fight all the 
infinite varieties and mutations of

ELECTIONS
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West/Southwest group (Bank of America, 
the defense and aerospace industries, 
etc.), and others. The candidates usu
ally represent -the interests of one of 
these groups, and the "differences" 
among politicians reflect the fighting 
between these groups for top dog posi
tion, 'especially for the Presidency 
and control of the executive branch.
They need it to push for their own 
group's interests and profits, espe- 
‘ciily now in the economic crisis.

Policies of war, the economy, fo
reign policy and even Presidential 
elections are determined by the-compe
tition and deals of these monopoly cap
italist financial groups and the poli
ticians that represent and serve them.

Of course, as monopoly capitalists, 
these groups are all united against the 
interests of the working cl ass and op-"' 
pressed minorities.

El e c t i o n s  a n d "De t e n t e " :

Im p e r i a l i s t  W a r Co v e r -up

One of the1 issues in this year's 
campaign will be "detente."■•In reality, 
"detente" is nothipg more than a cover- 
up by the American and Soviet bour
geoisie far their crazed, shark-like 
struggle for domination of the world. 
Both the U .S.'imperialists and Soviet 
social-imperialists use the slogan "de
tente" to confuse the workers of the 
world into believing that both want 
"peace" when: in fact they are preparing’ 
for war.

In the U.S. the candidates are for 
it or against it, not because they want 
"peace" or more "security," but because 
one or another policy helps the profit 
of their monopoly capitalist group. .In 
order to survive the crisis, some need 
trade with the Soviet Union (such as the 
Morgan group, which Ted Kennedy and most 
Democratic Party liberals represent).and 
therefore push "detente." Some want to 
have more defense spending to boost 
their profits, such as Reagan's group 
from the South/Southwest and are against 
"detente." The Rockefeller group, the 
biggest and current ruling group rep
resented by Ford, Rockefeller, and Kis
singer, wants to protect their imperial
ist investments in Europe and the Third 
World from Soviet social-imperialism 
(socialist in words.only, imperialist 
in deeds).

these deviations. "...the bourgeois 
influence over the proletariat... is 
not an accident, nor evil design, 
stupidity or error on the part of 
some individual, but the inevitable 
result of the action of these ob
jective causes, and the superstruc
ture of the entire labour movement 
in present-day Russia, which is in
separable from the 'basis'." (Lenin, 
Collected Works, "Notes of a Publi- 
cist," Vol. 16, 1910, p. 214) With
out understanding that the OL's de
viations are inevitable, and that they

The OL s h o w s us e x a c t l y  w h y w e h a v e
TO BUILD THE PARTY ON THE IDEOLOGICAL 
PLANE AND GRASP THE KEY LINK OF 
POLITICAL LINE. WE HAVE TO ANALYZE 
ALL DEVIATIONS TO GET TO THEIR 
IDEOLOGICAL ROOTS AND FIND THEIR 
CLASS AND HISTORICAL ORIGINS.

cont’d.
But any one of them would start a 

war right now if they thought it would 
help their profits; The liberal poli
ticians are the most slick and there
fore most dangerous, however, because 
they can fool people the most. Ones 
like Ted Kennedy, Birch Bayh, Fred Har
ris and Mo Udall all say they are for 
"detente" and peace, but in reality when 
war would be necessary for U.S. profits 
they wouldn't hesitate a minute. Remem
ber how Johnson called Goldwater a "war
monger" in 1964? And who got us in 
deepest in Vietnam -- none other than 
"peaceful" LBJ. Who can forget that 
"liberal" .John Kennedy, besides being a 
lecher, almost got us into a nuclear 
war with the Soviet social-imperialists? 
There is no way that the workers in the 
U.S. can depend on the politicians of 
any of the bourgeois parties to keep us 
out of war. The imperialist system has 
to have.war to expand their profits.

Ne w Ca p i t a l i s t  T r i c k s : "An t i -Mo n o p o l y  

a n d  An t i -B ig Go v e r n m e n t " L ies f r o m 

Po l i t i c i a n s

In ’this year of economic and pol
itical crisis, of growing discontent 
among the workers and other oppressed 
people with the capitalist system and 
bourgeois politicians, the ruling class 
is trying to find new ways to trick us 
into believing in them. One way they 
are trying is to appeal to growing anti 
government and anti-monopoly anger amon, 
the working class. Worried about the 
revolutionary stirrings among the wor
kers, the politicians are trying to 
divert and defuse the growing anger. 
That's why there is a whole bunch of 
"populists" like Harris, Carter, Bayh 
and Udall and out-and-out fascists like 
Wallace and Reagan, all who call for 
breaking up "big government" and 
"breaking up the monopolies." This is 
nothing but more bourgeois politician's 
lies to manipulate the workers into 
believing that there is an "alternative 
within the capitalist system, to try 
to steer us away from the only alter
native and the only way out —  
socialist revolution..

This new breed of capitalist poli
ticians will say whatever is popular at 
the time among the people, to appeal, to 
gut emotions through catchy rhetoric 
that doesn't say anything at all.

come from their illusions in bour
geois democracy, which have their 
class basis in the petty bourgeois 
elements from the 60's movements 
and their deep historical basis in 
the two hundred years of bourgeois 
democracy in the US —  without under
standing this we can't successfully 
spot the danger in the communisti 
movement and wage an all-round 
struggle against it.

Communists must forge the clearest 
ideological, political and organiza
tional lines to ice this opportunism 
out of our movement and the future 
anti-revisionist party. To put party 
building on the ideological plane, is 
a constant and long-term task.

So the OL wants to talk about its 
"ideological leap"? The task we 
think the OL still has to take up is 
to make the "leap" out of the mud 
they've been building on. ■

"Promise them anything, but give them 
capitalism" is their motto, seeing us 
as suckers for their promises. They 
'can come off as "anti-capitalist" but 
are still capitalist politicians. As 
far as they are concerned, better that 
they mislead the masses than the wor
kers have their own real party, a revo
lutionary Marxist-Leninist Communist 
party, who will actually change the 
situation, not just talk about it, by 
overthrowing capitalism.

All of the politicians of the capi
talists, conservative, liberal or popu
list, are out to confuse and divert the 
working class from revolution. If the 
bourgeoisie can't stop the workers 
through lies and deception, they are 
preparing to use fascism -- open ter
roristic dictatorship. They will try 
to prepare public opinion for it through 
fascists like Wallace, who the capi
talists have been supporting under the 
table, to keep him and racists like 
him alive politically. It takes big 
money for him to stay in the presiden
tial races so long, and he's been get
ting, it from the capitalists, just like, 
Hitler was kept around by them in Ger>- 
many in the 1920 's and 30 ' s. •’

With such things as the repressive 
S-l bill, which would take away many 
of our democratic rights , the ruling 
Class is preparing for eventual fascism.' 
(The original sponsor of the bill, by 
the way, was none other than liberal 
Democrat Birch Bayh, one of Ted Ken-' 
nedy's closest allies. They are pre
paring the police and national guard, 
the FBI, and others for "food riots," 
strikes, and other forms of resistance 
of the people to the attacks on our 
rights and standard of living.

THE ONLY WAY OUT
All workers must cast away all •• 

illusions about the bourgeois politi
cians and fake democracy, get into the 
struggle against the capitalists' at
tacks, and help to build the only 
political party which will lead us to 
the way out of the current crisis and 
to overthrow the bourgeoisie and est
ablish the dictatorship of the prole
tariat -- the revolutionary Marxist- 
Leninist Communist party of the United 
States .' ■
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1976 PRESIDENTIAL ELECTIONS:
MORE LIES!

EXPOSE BOURGEOIS DEMOCRACY
The 1976 Presidential elections 

will he another circus trick which the. 
monopoly capitalists use to keep the 
workers and all oppressed people in 
chains. This year like all election 
years the capitalists will bring out 
all their best "Democratic" and "Re
publican" liars, the best two-faced po
liticians of all kinds, their best "re
presentatives," in order to pick out 
who they choose to run their govern
ment, the armed dictatorship of the 
capitalist class used to oppress the 
working class and oppressed nationali
ties and national minorities in the 
United States, and the oppressed na
tions of the Third World. For the A- 
merican workers, there is no real 
choice among the bourgeois candidates
—  only four more years of oppression 
by the bourgeoisie.

To Marxist-Leninists, the capita
list state (that is, capitalist go
vernment at all levels - local, state 
and national) is nothing but the. orga
nized-rule of the capitalist class 
which serves the Rockefellers, Morgans, 
Gettys, Kennedys and the like to main
tain the rule of profits and to exploit 
and oppress the working class. Based 
in the final analysis on the ability to 
use violence to hold onto their mono
polistic ownership of the means of pro
duction, the state in capitalist soci
eties like the United States gets its 
power from its control over the police, 
military, courts and jails, which serve 
to protect capitalist property and 
their rights and to keep the workers 
and all oppressed in their stranglehold.

In order for the proletariat to 
break up this system of exploitation 
and repression of capitalism we must 
organize ourselves and form a strong 
core of leadership for struggle in a 
vanguard party —  the revolutionary 
and genuine Marxist-Leninist Communist 
Party, the true party of the working 
class. Under its leadership we must 
make a revolution, the armed overthrow 
of one class (the monopoly capitalists) 
by another (the working class) to es
tablish socialism and the dictatorship 
of the proletariat.

BOURGEOIS DEMOCRACY IS SHAM DEMOCRACY

While the rule of the capitalists 
is based upon the state machinery -- 
the standing, army and the bureaucracy
—  in advanced capitalist countries 
like the U.S. the outward form of rule 
Is bourgeois democracy. This means 
the capitalist class rules not only 
(and in fact not mainly) through open 
armed force as a first line of defence 
but also through the tricking of the 
workers with such things as elections

and making us believe that we have 
"equality" and "Constitutional rights" 
which are supposed to give us happi
ness and freedom, when in fact this 
"democracy" serves only the monopoly 
capitalists. For instance, it takes 
approximately $35,000,000 (that's 35 
million dollars) to run for President 
although in theory any citizen has the 
right to run. But how many workers 
even have the slightest chance to run 
much less become President? Not even 
a snowball's chance in hell. Politics, 
like everything else in the society 
under capitalism depends upon how much 
money you have or how much the monopo
ly capitalists will give you. And for 
them to give you anything you have to 
play their game and run their errands, 
and especially support their interests 
against the interests of the working 
class, the vast majority of the soci
ety.

It's no accident that the biggest 
politicians are the Rockefeller’s and 
Kennedy's whose families have gotten 
fat and rich off the sweat and blood of 
the working class. Or that one out of 
five U.S. Senators are millionaires. 
The whole capitalist system is made 
for the monopoly capitalists alone and 
to keep the working class and oppressed 
nationalities and national minorities 
under their heel.

WORKERS STARTING TO SEE THROUGH BOUR
GEOIS ELECTIONS

It's no secret that more and more 
workers are being turned off to the 
false promises, tricks and fakery of 
the capitalist politicians. Especially 
after Watergate, broad sections of the 
working class, even some backward work
ers., are beginning to get a clear idea 
of what elections are all about. More 
than half of all people registered to 
vote did not do so in the 1972 elec
tions and the number went down in the 
197^ House and Senate elections. Most 
of those who did not vote were workers 
and minorities.

Because of the workers' growing dis
content due to the economic and politi
cal crisis, the monopoly capitalists 
have begun to worry. They are especi-. 
ally worried that workers will see 
through the sham bourgeois democracy 
and take a revolutionary road, the road 
to proletarian revolution. In order to 
prevent this, the capitalists are try
ing to come up with some new tricks.

One trick was the "reform of the 
electoral laws." Like most capitalist 
reforms now, this was .a fake reform.
This means that the bourgeoisie did not 
give up anything to the working class

and therefore we did not gain anything 
in reality, but it looked like some
thing was gained. For instance, the 
capitalists and big corporations all 
know that there are a hundred different 
ways to give large amounts of money to 
a candidate -- through fake committees, 
through other people's names, by forc
ing their employees to give,.etc. —  
but the "reform" only covered a few, 
like setting the amounts that could be 
given by one person at $1,000. And 
this was just to deceive the working 
class. Recently, under the cover of 
"freedom of speech" the Supreme Court 
(an institution which acts as a "refe
ree for the bourgeoisie" and which le
galizes the oppression of the working 
class) said that the rich can spend as 
much as they want in support of their 
candidates, including themselves'. It's 
clear here that when the ruling class 
talks about freedom of speech they 
mean it only for themselves.

Another trick was to pull more mo
ney out of the'worker's pocket through 
"voluntary giving" through our tax re
turns. With the crisis, the capita
lists don't want to use their profits 
so much to support their politicians, 
so they thought up a way to make the 
workers pay more for it. That's why 
you see on your tax return a "Presi
dential election voluntary contribu
tion" box which gives a dollar of your 
tax money to the candidates running.
So now the government becomes the fund 
raiser of the capitalist politicians 
and the tie between the two becomes 
very clear. It's easy to see that 
this is another trick to get the work
ing class to support their phony elec
tions .

WHO ARE REALLY BEHIND THE CANDIDATES?

As far as the- "Republicans" and 
"Democrats" go, most people can see 
that there are no real differences be
tween the two at all. They are both 
bourgeois parties who represent the 
capitalist class in keeping capitalism 
going at the expense of the working 
class and oppressed nationalities and 
national minorities. Each of the 
bourgeois candidates, however, will 
try to fool the working class into be
lieving that they represent our inte
rests .

Behind every candidate there is the 
real boss —  one or another of the mo
nopoly capitalist financial groups 
built around major banks and multina
tional corporations. These are, for 
instance, the Rockefeller financial 
group (Chase Manhattan Bank, Exxon, 
most oil companies, etc.),' the Morgan 
Group (Morgan Guaranty Trust), the
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