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POLITICAL REPORT ON THE 12/15/79 OC/IiTiILC DEBATE

Introducticn: The debate resulted frem dizcussions between the CC =2nd
the boston Club following an inlitisal proposal from the Club 6 the FUC.
The toplc for discussion cheosen was *“What arc the requirements for 2
genulne common party-bullding effort for ocur tendency, a2nd how do i
bulld such 2n etrfort?" (The introductory materials and reading list
¢lrculated prior to the debate are attachea.) Approxzimnstely 150
the debate and,while it is airficult to tell, probably about 45 ci
those attending were independents,

-

Format: JF of the 0CSC {and the BOC) and TP of the Boston Club each
spoke for an hour. This was followed by two hours of cuestions and
answers posed to TP and JF by a panel conslisting of representatives
from the BCC, for the People, the Boston Club, =nd RBSG. Finally,
questions from the flcor were taken for about an houre.

Summary: With few exceptions there was little sharp ‘detate or strugzle.
Hather than laying out spesker by speaker wat was sald, s summary of the
posltions presented by the speakers both in their speeches and in
response to questions will be presented. '

O0CSC: JF's views were basicly right out of the Draft Flzn.

The ormeniz-tional asvect: the key task ror tne ARAD trend is the
building ol a single center which would coordinate the ideological
struggle in the {ull view or the moveuent. "The key gquestion is party
splrit vs. circle spirit.” Building a single center is primary and nust
be put before =zll other pcliticzal questions to aveid unnecessary or
premature splits in the trend. The OC must be anti-federationist to
combat “clrcle spirit," which is the main manifestation of ultra-leftism
in the trend. Rules adopted to combat federaticnism include inaivicduszl
participation with no organizational discipline, individual slecticn
of leadersnip, end the develorment of regional centers (After the RCs
are set up orgenlizatlional membersnips in the CGC will be abolished,)
Anti-federationisa is 2lso related to the goal of building a multi-
national organizaticn. RBecause of the historical fact of racism withir
the trend, most national minority comrades are outside of the existing
organizations. Fcr this reascn 1t is essential that any common party-
bullding effort rnot be based on preexisting organizations if it is to
avold beinz objiectively racist.

The theoretical asrect: +he central theoreticszl tagk 1s the summing
up of ultra-lertism. wnile the ABAD trend might not have any contact
with the dogmatists since Angola, there 1s still only one antirevisioniss
movement. inils is because, as shown by the continued existence of cirecle
spirit 1n the trend, the break with ultra-leftism still nas not bean
consolldated,(The only concrete example given ©y JF of hw the summstion
of ultra-lertisz will take place (..l the Point 18 study plan which ras
been initiated 1n other citles and will soon start in Boston.) when
accomplished the summation of ultra-lertism will provide a rudimentary
general line for cur trend including a criticue of modern revisionisn
end a =L approacn to cornduct ing the stru.gle acainst it.

Tne OC's Party Rullding lines For the first time the Q0 publicly
acknowlefrea that its dreft plan was part of a party-building lirne. In
fact, JF stated that it was a ccmplete although‘Eudimentary”party-
buildinsz line and that while other asnects of i1t should be developed
and debated later, now was not the time to have an all-sided pargy =
bullding line debate. Instead, starting concretely with the organica-

0 ¢tk

H

4]



tlonal structure and procecding step by step reachling unity at eachn

point along the way, the trend as & whole can develop a party building
line arcund which it 1s united thus aveldinz unnecessary splits cover
secondary cuestions. As to the issue of the fusion pr@«nﬂrty, JF wWenld
not deny that PWOC w=zs forming a pre-rvarty, but said that there H
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be nothing wrong wilth communists forzing such a naticnszl crganizatio
based on thein 1cecleogical unity. This weuld only be a problem it t
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national oraganization saw itszelf = “the Party in embryo." At the ame
time, however, JF pointed to iussia, orea and Vietnam as exXxamples of
how CPs could be forzed fron pre-party ferrations.

The OCSC Criticue of the Clubs:

l)organizational opvortiunism: "The line of tne Network 1s circle
warfarel" Yhis i1s shown by thelr continued refusal to ensage in a
common party-building effort. “nille they try to justify fals retusal
by raisin; the rectification/fusion 1ssue and uhile they call for an
immediate and allsided party-bullding line debate these actions are
merely a cover for their sectzrianissz and circle spirit. While the
Clubs pay lipservice to the idea of doing joint worx tihncy do not really
mean it. They are only will inz to let others work with them on their
lnitiatives. That is not really joint wori.

2)spontaneous aoproach to theoretical work: While scome advancesg nay
be made in tneir national study projects, the Hetwork's apvroach
"bows to spontaneity" and should instead be placed within the trramework
of an overall theoretical agenda. This agenda could give neeaed
guldance to the choosing of topics and to the approach taxen to an:
individual topic. Tae Clubs' spontaneity is a product of thelr "radical-
intellectualism.” In their efforts to avoid risat errors they
capitulate to left idealism and anarchism," Thelr left idealism is at
the core of their line and helps to explain why they do not want to
engage 1n a common ertfort to sum up ultraleftism. Such a sumnation
would reveal the lert idealist nature of their understandinsg of Hao's
theory of the restoration of capltalism. Finally, the Clubs! criticue
of the Drafrt Plan as only a partizl party-building line and their
call for zn immedialte allsided rparty-puilding line struggle are
Pabstractionist" and reflect their "petit bourgeois radicalisme®

3)lack of accountability to the movement: Rectirication tcrces
have emphasized that political line =ill be developed by leading
individuals. Yet, they have described no nechanisms wnich will hold
these leaders accountable to the movement as a whole. Without these
mechanisms there is no way to insure that correct lines will be
developed.

NNMLC: TP presented the rectification line as it is lald out in thelr
documents. The Xey obstacle to building a genuine party is the lack
of a general line and the key task is the rectification of tne general
line of the US communist movement.

On Partv-Suildin~T Line: The way to builld unity over party-buildins
line or cny ccner ctolitical line is not by organizatlonally structurin
debate but by enga~ins in struggle over 1t. Corrsct party-buildinz
1ine will be developed by advanced elements who gailn leadership through
polit}cal struggle and who rerain accountable to the movement by tne
trends ability to support them or to withhold supvort.

On the OC: Wnile enccurased that the CC was finally adnittin- that
1t had a rarty-cuilding line thne Clubs point out tnat the Draft Flan
1s 1nsuificient for building a party and that the 0CSC in Fealily hos
enotner full blown plan walen is the PWOC's fusion line. This involves




the PWOC's plan to "trivialize™ the OC by using 1t merely as a urited
front to bulld a naticnal pre~rarty nolding to tae fusion line. 2y no
making this line clear they avoid accountability to the trend, snd oy
limiting political struggle witnin the 0C (the Labor Day conference

as an examble) they show the futility of trying to chzllenre the ,00's
hegemoay within the CC. Within this context, anti-federationist o o
l1zational mechanisms are not surficient to solve tne probleam of orr-:z
izationzal donilnation. The only way federationisa can decisively tve
overcome 1ls through line struzgle.

On_Trheoretical '‘ork: The theoretic:=l agenda cannot be establishcd
administratively as the 0C would like to, but must be determined by
the contenticn of leading elements. Due to the uneven development in
our movement some issues can be raised sooner that others. As ccrncen-
trations of advanced forces in different areas develop, critigue and
assert lines on different subjects, the movenent will be able to aeceEst
or reject the worth of these efforts thus deternining the agenda Earough
struggle. The CC should stop putting organization over politics and
begin to discuss the Clubs' cholce of toplcs and not just how they
chose them, i

Political lLessons Gained from the Debate:

‘he O0C acknowledmed that it had a vartv-buildins line: In its original
decislon not to Jjoln tne GC and in its polemics since that time, the
Clubs have attempted to draw the OC forces into a two line struggle -
between the rectificaticn ana fusicn party-rvuildng lines, Up until
recently the OC has resisted, stating that the dozinant struggle was
"party spirit vs. cirele spirit® and that politiecal questions about
party-buildinzg line were secondary. However, with its new formulation,
- the OC czn be seen to have responded somewnat to the Clubs' “organ-
lzation over politics" ecriticisms. 2y now stating that "the key
political cuestion 1s organization® and by calling the Draft Flan a
"rudimentary® party-bulldinz line the OC is acknowlsdging tnat the
struggle over party-building line is primary.

Still no true vartv-bulldiinz line strurczle: Regardless of what they

are calling it, tae OC continues to avoid any genuine struggle over
party-tuilding line by liniting the line it puts forth to an organi-
zatlional plan and by attacking tne Clubs as Yabstracticnist? for aszzing
for more. In this way the OC can continue to derer an oren rectification
fusion confrontation but can now put its organizaticnal manueverings
within the context of “party-building line.,"

Ihe Pusion vre-narty straterv: In resoonse to the 0C's announcemen
that tne ~rarft Plan 1s a ruaiznentary party-building line, the Clut
contend -that the OC's Draft Plan 1s merely the organlizational por
of 1ts true party-butlding line, the fusion pre-party stratezy. J
not confirna or deny that the pre-party is on the PWOC azenda but

would only say that such a foraation would be compatible with the UC.
According to JF, this 1s because as 0C nenbers thcse comrades forming
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& pre-party have comaltted theaselves to strasgling out Darpy<baiiit ag
line within tne CC. This ~ntirs issue ralses nuserous guestions whlch

cannot seriously be dealt wita until a bettsr political and theorotical
basis has been laid. This includes study and analysis of tne fusion
forces actual plans, the theoretical conceptlon of the pre~party, =tc.

Comparineg the CC and the MMILC: Based on JP's and TP's nresentatlons

those attrnding the debate were able to compare, at least to scome
extent, tne lines of the OC and the Clubs. The GC appeared to assune




the role of tne burcaucratically satroncned encunbent., less interested
ln moving MLism forward than in maintaining its central position in

the trend. This attitude was shown ry its refusal to deal with party-
bullding line in an allsided panner, its unprincipled resvonses Lo
criticlsmas of tne Labor Day conference, 1ts lack of concraote work

other thay that directly related to its orzanizational consolidztion,
and finally, the Draft FPlan itself. Tne Flaa attenmpts to lizit tne
trend's growth and to slow its development inorder to achieve or ~one-
1zational unity. The CC is seck ng to nold the wmovement to the laovel

of its most undeveloved forces. As a resulty 1t nas little to saow

in the way of concrete accomplisniaents or initiatives. In coapzrison,
the Clubs appsared to be much aore dynanic. They put torth-z complete
‘line tnat they seemed to balieve in and they tried to force the ¢C to
confront it on a political level. They also presented a nunber or ini-
tlatives whicn tney are enzaged in. walch, in quantity if not quality,
presents a clear contrast to the CC's stagnation. Another contrast was
in thelr differins approachez to setting the theoretical agenda. wWhile
the OC wants to sat it orzanizationally, the “lubs want it set spontan-
eously through volitical strugsle of "leading elements.® ‘

The Clubs' spontaneous approacn demonstrates tnelr failureto recog-
nize that the cholce of what political line should be developed first
is in itself a political question, and further must be looked at in
the context of a theorstical perspective. This can be seen in their
“ioint worikH proposals winich do not sesenm to recognize that any
theoretical work they engaze in wmast be provided with political
leadership. V“losely related to this criticism 1s the Clubs' fallure
to recognize that besides political line, !I-L theory also needs to be
rectified.

The Clubs' failure to provide for the accountability of their
leadership slso deserves mention. In response to cuestloning on this
lssue, TP stated that the leadersnic of the rectification line would
be M"accountable to the movement as a whole." By not creating a
concrete process which would ensure that their developing line is
subjected to a collective politiecal and theoretical practice the
Clubs neglect a crucial factor in the developaent of a correct general
line. This relates closely to the issue of cadre development. The
Clubs' eaphasls on "leading e=lements" developing political lines
could easily lead to a neglect of the problem of uneven development.
The theoretical and political levels of all cadre s not just the
leadership must be develoved if the many probleas and issues facing cur
trend are to be successfully cealt with.



FOT FORCE'S INTERVENTIGN AT ThE FUORUM

The intarvention and impsct of the pot forces was made in
several ways. The primary method was politiczl and throush four
qQuestions that were asked of the two Cebaters., The questitna bhrn-
selves had three areas of focus, 1) minority rights under the bureau-
cratic structure of the 0C, 2) the view of theoretical higtory of tur
rectification forces and its difference from the CC forces and 3) the
future relaticnship and asscciation of the CC and the NHNMLC. ‘The

secondary method related to our physical presence and its imgact.

Yinority Rishts: On the first issue, Ricky from the panel questicned
the methods in which the OC handled minority rights and viewpoint:
especially Juring the Labor Day conference as an example in which

pot forces were conmtinually suprressed, docume: ts not availacle, votes
on issues that were only superficially discussed. Framptcem, repre-
senting the OC, responded in a brimarily detensive Tauner alitnous

he did admit to the CC's having made "some errors". He stated tn:t
the "charges were false", "documents were available" and tie rot
forces were "freaked out" beinz in a minority position znd due to

our inexperience at political struggle zs well as having "plent:

of opportunity to raise issues". ¥Fuch of his response was marked

by this type of offensive against our practice. The error he did
admit to included "tne unfortunate three minute time limit" that was
enforced at the conference. rrom the fioor, Richard later follawed
up Ricky's question ty using Framptom's own condescendine aid un-
principled respcnse to Ricky as an example of the GC's overly bLurea-
cratic sturcutre. KRichard also indicated to rramptom that dccuments
were nct available to RBESG as he had earlier stated. rramptom acain
tried to fend off these criticisms maying that the pot forces wers
"intimidated" by sharp struggle and that they had left the conference
because of this alth ugh he later admitted the pcint that RESG criti-
cisms were not insignificant.

Theoretical Work: The second issue concerned the nature =znd substarnce
of theoretical work. Ricky questioned Patterson of “he niNLC's view

of the state of =L theory; whether they viewed it as being in erisisg,
how their ccncepticn of theory was different tnat tne (C's. Fatterson
had difficulty answering this question admitting that this was a ser-
ious problem and an area that needed a great deal of work. Fatterscn
critized pot's concepticn of theory statine that we cveramrhasized
methodotoey and failed to understand the importance cf pclitical line.
Framptom agreed with Fatterson, attempted with some diificulty to ra-
peat Fatterson’s statement that political line struggle develcps trecry.

Future Struspie Between OC _and WuMLC: The final issue was a question

by Irene from ke floor asking Framptom whether he felt tnst the OC stil
considers the NNMLC as witnin the tendency and how would the (C c atinue
to strugcle with them. Framptom replied affirmatively and that futurs
forums and debates would be the way of strugzle,
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Impact And Analysis of Our Political Intervention: Of the three
Auestions, it would ceem that Ricky's tirst question and Richard's
followup resarding minority rirhts had the rreatest combined impact
in revealing the 0C basic line of ore¢anization over rolities. Fut
rather than indic-tins pro-lems within this line, it revealed that
minortly view:oints may not te handled in a principled manner. Thus
thier politicsl line was not questioned only how the CC carries out
their line of oresanization cver polities, In additien, Framptom's
attitude and rhetecrical style in responding to tnis particular question
revealed a sexist, racist, anti-intellectual stance, Kenminiscent

of the dormatist, he seemed to assert that a certaln machroness or
quality of being "tough" as a measure of success. This style plius
his tactic of indicating pot’'s unwillineness to engdge in struscle

by leavingz the conference served to confuse some of the participsants,
However most of the participants were clearly disturbed by kFramptcm's
inability to ¢=2al in a principled manner both Ricky's and Richard's
questicn. In this way, many could see that minority viewpoints were
being handled and discussed incorrectly especially by Framptom (a4 mem-
ber of the 0C3C). More obvicusly, it was clear to many of the parti-
cirants that the 0C itself may have internal conflicts that have not
been clearly strus-led with. 'nd that a minority force may exist.

The second question conceriing thecretical prectice had less impact
in terms of the general audience especially since neither Framptom
nor Patterson cculd adequately respond to it., It did confirm to pot
forces, however, of the current state of N-L theory and the unwilling-
ness of the NNVLC and the OC to engare in thecretical practice as
understocd by vot forces. Their response of liquating theory to pc-
lictical line strugcle reveals tia backwardness, low level of e p
theoretical work and their lack of understanding of the nacessary
relationship hetween pclitical line and theory. Finally, it zlso in-
dicates their failure to break with the historical error trnat rave
dominszted. the recent history of M-L theory. Although it is known
that Fatterson of the NWMLC understands the rot concept of thecreti-
cal rractice, yet he chose to mischaracterize the pot concept as oinly
focusing cn methodological issues. Unfortunately, much of tne parti-
cipants seemed Ao have as much difficulty as the debaters in uncer-
sianding the quesiLion ania 1ts cuncepts. 'Yhe reduction of crucial eccn-
cepts (i.e, VL in crisis, ML as a living science, etc.) may have can-
trituted to the confusion given the low level of familarity with tne
pot line by the audience. Another unfortunate byprcduct may have teen
that those unfamiliar with the pot line may in fact come away frcm tne
debate with the ideal that theory is developed only through political
line strugele since we didn't have tne opportunity to respond to tis
question ourselves, It is questionable whether this issua given thea
objective structural limitations (several minutes per question) nade
any difference in the forum as a whole,

The final question had perhaps the least impact c¢i: the debate
fiven the obvicus resvonse that Framptom gave 1t., Yet it did indicate
that despite the sectarianism exhibited in the Jdebate, the (C was will-
1n2 at least in the near future to strugele with tie (iFLC. Frampton
and the CCSC are not yet willing to split the tendency. This note of
willineness to encare in future struggle gave participants®at least a
minimal sign of ortimism. b :
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Fot's Fhysical Fresences: Although less direct than the gquastions
selves, the physcial presence and the principled method in which pot
engaged in polemics had perhars the greatest impact, All the questions
were meant to move the discussicon to a deepsr level rather than contin-
uine to arsue in a rhetorical and sectarian way one line over tue other
as mo3t of the other qguestiouns reflected, All of cur questicns wepe
principled and concise and reflected the greatest amount or prepared-
ness of all the organizations present. Laura's presence as the chzir-
peracn, plus Ricky on the panel and questicns by kichard and Ir=ae gzve
us a strong showing as a substantial force not only in numberz tut in
the evenhandedness and princinrled way we conducted ourselves, Although
at times, the desree of difficulty of the questions by Kicky may have
teen toc far forward for many of the participants, there was rezlization
of cur preparedness, Finally, the fact that Kichard was the first.per-
son froem the floor to ask a questicn made us more arparent., rurther-
more it was a followup questicn which deepened the level of struszle

in eliciting a more adequate reponse from Framptom's inadejuate ancwer,
This presence in itself may have helped more substanially to revesnl

pot forces as a third force 2t the forum and pernaps in the tenderncy.

Summarys: Given the objective limitations of the debate itself, ti-
rot intervention was minimal. As a superminority, pct worked harder
in order to make its impact felt, Folitically, pot revealed tne (C's
inabiliity to deal with minority rights, bringing to some the question
it's ability to carry out their line., It was not atle to expcse tne
main issue of organization over politics. Fossibly, Framptom's style
helped to confuse the issue, leading scome to zattribute this prcilen
to his manner rather than to the 0OC's general orientation The tireo-
retical question seemed tc bte most aprarent tc tne pct forces Tixn-
selves and the few familiar with our pect line. The perticipants 1.
general were confused and had difficulty understanding and follcwi.
the issue especially given Patterson and Framptom's pocr respcnaes
Our presense was made clear as a third force thrcueh our numbers
and trough our willingness to engage in principled polemics. Thers
was realizaticn th~t this force is attemptinm to geniunely sharpen
the struegcle wighin the tendency.

Lessons for our Future Interventicn in the Trend:

1) Raising Issues: Issues need tc be raised clearly and concretely
oriented towards a perspective tnat most of the particpants can
understand. Use of concrete examples that most are familiar with
would be useful. In addition, specific questions wculd elicit
more productive znd focused repcnses,

2) Supermincrity Status: Cperating as a sujerminority force fcrces
the BFC to function with more difficulty. Objective conditio:s
limit us in our ability to articulate and clearly outline ocur
pot pb line. Various methods/tactics to overcome this include;

a) Having newsbulletin distributed befors the forum and at
the forum,

b) Leaflets should be passed cut ati the forum explaining our
line and position,

c¢) The backeround and historical framework in which we ask our
questions siould be included in our leaflets.
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