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Comrades and Friends:

We are happy to present the first i1ssue of PROLETARIAT, a theoretical
Journal published by the Communist League. We hope that PROLETARIAT
will serve as a forum for the struggle to clarify and deepen the
understanding of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tsetung Thought which all com-
munists, revolutionaries and honest people need in our fight to build
a genuine communist party to lead the American worklng class to

smash imperialism and bulld socilalism,

One thing we would like to make clear, The articles appearing which
are signed by individuals do not represent the official position of
the Communist League. Only articles signed by the Central Committee
do so., We say this in order to encourage individuals to write for
PROLETARIAT and to help develop it into a tool for struggling over
line and developing clarity about the revolution which is happening
in our country. People interested in writing articles or simply
getting in touch with us should write to:

TJ

c/o People's Tribune
PO Box 72306

Watts Station

Los Angeles California

With communist greetings,

cJ
J A, Editors
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LZNIN 'S IFFE3IALISK 54 Y7ARS LATER

In 1916, in the midst of the first really world war, Lenin published
his scientific treatisge INFIATALISK, THE HIGFAEST STATT OF CATITALISIL,
which gshowed why the war wag beine fought and why wars like it would
continue to be fought as long a8 capitalism exists, 7

At the time of publication the international socialist movement had
suffered a severe defeat, Fost of the leaders of the Suropean soclallst
parties - the leadecra of the Second International “lorkingmen’s

Association, founded in 18R89 - comnletely rejectine the Varxist slogen,
‘Jorkers of the Jorld, Unite, had totally betrayed the workers of the world,
and had come out in sunport of the monopoly capitalist ruling classes :
of their various war-making nations. German workers were told to fight
French, Mnglish and dussian workers by German 'socialistes’: French,

Inglish and Russian workers were told to fight German workers by French,
English and dussian 'socialists’; and when the US entered the war in '
1917 American workers were told to fight by . dmerican  'socialists’

like Victor Berger, Jack London, 'lalter Liprmman and '/ & 3 DuBois. At

the most crucial moment in the entire history of the working class
movement up to that time, at a moment when hatred of ceritalism and wars
of aggression wag rising to new helghts among working and noor neorle of
all nations -~ at a time when laws had to be passed prohibiting the
fraternization of ‘enemy’ troors in the trenches of Burorne - at a time
when the world stcod on the brink of nroletarian revolution like never
before - most 'rroietarian leaders’ rroved to be traitors to the:
proletariat. - ;

What was 'lorld Jar I all about? asked Lenin. A struzele for markets and
for:freedom to:loot foreign countries; a2 strucsle to suppress the revol-
utionary movement oi the nroletariat and democracy in the individual
countries, a‘desire tc deceive, disunite, and slaurchter the nroletarians
of all countries by setting the wage slaves of one nation against thos&s :
of another =o as to benefit the bourgeoisie -~ these are the only real
content and significance of the war.' (1) Germany was not after-
'democracy’, but Inglend’s and France’'s colonies and 3ussisn land. And
*the Trinle (and "uadruple) 'mtente is waging war, not over Belgium:*

this is common knowledge and only hypocrites will disguise the fact,
Britain is grabbing at Germany's colonies and Turkey: Russia is grabbing
at Galicia and Turkey, Frence wants Alsace-Lorraine snd even the left bank
of the Rhine; a trealy has been concluded with Italy for the divigion

of the spoils (Albania and Asia Minor): bargaining is going on with
Bulgaria and Bumaniz, also for the division of the spnoils.... “here does
"defense of the fatheriand” come in here?’ (2)

In Imnerialism Lenin gave the scientific reasons for these indictments
of the rulers of these nations and their lackeys, the pro-war ‘socialists’.’
He showed the profound truth of Clauswitz® statement that ‘ '
Jar is the continuation of nolitics by other means. 'In doing so he

threm a bombshell into the camp of the ruling classes; the bourgeoisie,
and rallled the forces ‘of the nproletariat. The 1917 October Revolution,
the first victory of sociialism:; the formstion in 1919 of the Thirs
(Communist) International: the emergence of the then-Leninist Tarty of
the USA - all these advances and much more all ceme about largely out of
“Bnglend and Frence claimed that they were waging war to defend’ Belgium,
which Germany had invaded in 1914,




{including false friends) of the working .class who say that Marxism is
‘outdated’, °‘true for Rurope but not for America’, ‘empty and rigid
dogma', and similar garbage. Then we shall discusskthe role of lmper=-
lalism in the world, how it always brings fascism andawar down on the
heads of the workers, and how the only response of the workers can be
to crush imperialism by overthrowing it and estsblishing the dictator-

ship of the proletariat and socialism.
THE CHARACTERISTICS OF IMFERIALISY

'If 1t were necessary to give the briefest possible definition of
T imperialism we should have to fay that imperialism is the monopply*'i
stage of capitalism.,’ (3) - L

Inperialism 1s canitalism, not a policy of capitalism or something apart
from capitalism in any way. Thls 18 The essence of the Marxiat: view,
Imperialism is capitalism at its most recent, most advanced, most”

developed and last =tage, the monopoly stare.

Expending his definition, Lenin liats flve things which go to make up
imperialism. . ', ST

~7*(1) The concentration of rroduction and capital has developed to such

a high stage that it has created monorolies which nlay a decisive role
JAn economic 1life: (2) the merging of bank capltal with industrial cap-
1tal, and the crestion, on the basis of this 'finance capital”, of a
financlal oligarchy; (3) the export of capital as distinguished from the
export of commodities acquires excentional lnportance; (4) the formation
of international capitaelist Gombines which share the world among them-
selves, and (5) the territorial division of the whole wor'id among the
biggest capitalist powers is comnleted.® (4)

Let’s examine these five features one by one in 1light of present-day
facts about the US, remembering:thst the US is only one example (the
bilggest) of imperialist nations, others being ngland, Freace,
.Germany, Japan, Italy, =and now Russia since it was taken over by the
‘new tears’' 1like Khrushchov, Brezhnev and Kosygin. Let us go for our
main facts to a book written by a non-Farxist liberal named Richard J
Barber, a former teapher at Yale Law School, called The Awcrican
Corporation. = X e

fiopeesd

(1) THE CONCENTRATION OF FRODUCTION AND CATITAL HAS DEVELORZD TO SUCH A
HIGH STAGE THAT IT HAS CRTATED MONOFOLI S WHICH FLAY A DECISIVE ROLE
IN BCONOMIC LIF%. - ... . . ST e

Industry, 1ike animal-development, goes by the law of ‘the survival of
the fittest'. Wwhere at the beginning of the steel indusvry you might
have, s=ay, 100 steel-mill owners each turning out 10 tons of steel a
year, after a while you have 10 owners turning out 100 tons a year -

or a lot more, actually, because as production becomes more concentrated
(one big factory instesd of ten small ones), it becomes morc nroductive
through improvements in machinery, technigue, division of iabor ete,

The 90 ex-owners have fallen by the wayside because they weren't as
clever, lucky, ambitious or ruthless (didn't speed up %he iine ag fast)
as the remaining ten. The remaining ten compete among themsielves, each



guences. The most serious dlsease 1ls "power” ~ the ability of a seller
or small groun of sellers workinv together to influence what goes on
in the =wnrket. Add thig foeature qnd the ayetem breaks down, no lonser
a_reliable allocator or o nrotector of demooracy.-(B)

Hononoly, then, is the control of the market bv tho producers, the

cxact opposite of free ontorpri » Jdhether one producer or =a umﬂll nunbe
of nroducers control a branch of“iqdu try, the result is mononoly, ‘e
ndd this because bourgeois economists rbfor to the second. instnnce

- where o few owners are in control - as olisopoly, taken from the

Grank word for few!, Call it what you want, it makes no differcnce:

in both cases the producer or producers are 1n control of the merket,

Leain saye (AND THIS IS CRUCIAL) 'At a certain stage of its development
concentration itself, as it were, lends straight to monopol vy, for a
#core or so of qinnt enterprises can eagily arrive at an- agrecment,; and
on the other hand, the hindrances to competition, the tondoncv tomard
monopoly, arises from the huze size of the ent erpriqo (9)

Concentration leads to mononoly, and monoroly lesds to further concen-
Evation,. This 16 Eho Tar-iot view, Compare it to Barber’'s LiLbersal,
tiﬂia vague nhrﬂoo, about free enterprigca ‘sensitivity’ and ’a vars
iaty of disturbances?’;, as if mononoly didn't have to hanpen, No. Nono-
roly develons n aturﬂlly and {nﬁvitdva out of free enterprise, because
ronopoly mesana more power and hisher profits for the industrialists
and these things are the neame of the gﬂﬂon Not only Marxists, but the
blg businessnen themselves adnit thig! sten to Ralph Ablon Fresident
of the Ogden Corporation, whom Parber h1ﬂﬂoLf gquotes as Unyin: tha
agzlomerntion®* is °the nmturﬂl evolution of big business,?

i A A A e AT

‘A score or so of giant corporntion s ' says Lenin, ‘can ea“L1v arrive at
an ﬂvroement ‘How do tho ¢ agreements. benefit the¢? Barber provides one
example out of thousands

‘General lotors, the auto industry titan, sets the prices at which it
Will =sell its cars in such a way ag to ylon n rate of return thsot will
provide after-tax profits egunl to 207 of its net investment. Such a
profit rate ig¢ nearly twice that of the average corvroration and Almost

. half again as large as the pIolits of most L7 anuFacturing firms,
Heorauso of 1ta commanding position 1n Eha mulo | Baus le Y ténds o

set the lead and Ford, Chrysler and American Motors fall in 1line, qome-
timeg the smaller: °uto corpwn1o gteefully boost the prices they have
n'Lroady establiched in order to conform to GM'« Initiactive, A good
11lustration took place just a few years ago, Mord anncunced an average
increase of 2.9% in the niices of ite new models. A few days later GI7
announced 1t wag lncreasing its prices on coanarabie mwodols by an av.-
eramc of 6.1%., Some right be go uvnrealistic as to think that #ord would
have let itse lower pricqm remain in .ei'fect;, hoping thereby to steal sole
away from ite bigger rival. Ford (and, later, Chrysler) promptiy hiked
1te prices to match the G prices-alrost dollar {or dollar 0 More COom-
monly, ast with the 1970 model care, the others wolt for GM to post its
priccs, then follow alongz in lockstep fashion.'(10).

“*Agelomeration, or formation of CO?”IOWH?'t s . (one huge corporation
buying up ond controlllng from the top mony dilferont commanies of
different kinds), is the latest form of concentration,




'or exampla, 1P T oW & -0 av'ﬁnd oimp1v naa 1t for my - own privats trans-
portqtion ites. value doean’t aexp: and. 1*'0 not capital. But !if I dacide
to make i* into 2 taxicab, and hire somehody to drivn 1t and make money
for ne, then it becomES:capitel ‘because it?s used - to wq& 2} p?ofit')

Pﬂnk Oﬁbit“l- in-the same way, . is 'ﬁmrdLng ronby, ‘money which vieldn

& DOOFAT by bélng_¢nvo itad or lent ont at interocs -If T have ten dollars
and put it in n rock, or buy fond with it it 1f'n°+ copital. But if I -~
put it in a bonk 1t becomnar *activated?, bPC”QSD thz bank uses 1t to

make more money, In this way thae moncy becomes ‘bwﬂk crpitnl,

Who really has power in industrzy (not to mcntioﬂ Vhig,;linbncn')9 You

right ThInk 1t's the big industrislists,. fhe people who run. GM, ATZT,

IPM otn, But i1%’s nnt thom, it’s the peodle who stand behind +h(m th
bankare, One good exarmpls is Bockofoller, who sterted out on 011M“n uut
ovdmﬂ up & konzer with oil only one of his many interests., Or Mmrgdﬂ

who started ont in gteel but breame a .aﬂkor, with steel nnly one of

hlm ‘entorprises snd sourcaa of income, Honry Pord, on the other hand,

cmained an autn PdﬂVf”C*hT(r without gning in*o blnking, and Ford ¥otors

vnn+ua11v go% ewallowed up by Morsan‘*s borks. The Duponts stay~d in
chemicels witnout gotting int» banking in a really big way, Powerful

as they wore and still are (they even got contrel of GF for a while),
thay were unable tn axpand enough {to kansp up with compatition) without
borrowing money from Norgen - nﬁTfHoo’ofollor banks, The price they poid

nas control of G6M {whish 18 fow owned by o consortiur of bonks)#, and

o backseat in terms of Lotel nower, ——— -

The reason i that an -industrislist clens, no muttnr how big, . ccn*rol
and:can uge only his own capital if bo dnesn't want to borrow, But a-
ank has cgpital coming in fror rany different indnstriﬁliutu, who
dPDWUit thelr 'exton? f“nau (funda not going directly - back into pro<

duction) in order to activate then and make ther yield a pr01it 39,
waen Rockefeller, for exerple, went 1nto bankipg, he broadoned. tre-
nendously his source of wealth, "nd wag eventuolly £blé o bring more
and mora non-ben kinb compotltor under control, As Lenin esays,

"As regards tho‘clwso connecticn hetweon the “ﬂnk',nnd industry, it is
nrecisaly in this sphore thot the new role of banks is ; porhops, nost
strikingly folt, Whon a ban't discountu & kill fﬁr a fivﬁ; opeif a Cur-
ront- account for it, obc, thesoe npwerntinng, taken scparately, do not
in the lesst diminish ite indepondorce, and the b!rk vlaye no other

art than:that of o modest ~iddlevsn, But when sueh cperationd are
ﬁultmnliod and bocome an catoblis hed)! practice, when thae bank"collects™
1n its own hands enormous armounta nf capital, when the rurining of o
current sccount for a ziven firm enablo" the bank - and this is what
happcens -« to obtain fuller nnd more detailed’ informati@n about the
aconohic positiom of the clinont, the result is that the iniimiduql
crpitalist. becomes more ¢éompletoly depondent on +ho barnk, *

The banks have what every indust rinlist needs, to keep up with increas-
ingly brutal and expencive compebition - money, und Wnon th\y lend it
out they want something back - control. GM, with its 14 1lion in

¥For thia and ai#ilar»inforﬁ”uivn on-Who, OWnE WAL, 80¢ Erosrossive
Lnbor Fagnzine, Februnry, 1970, '




men - the aame nen, finrnclers, - who zovarn the fate of the entire

RCOLLT., Ve

‘Finance capital,’ says Lenin, ‘concentrated in a few honds and exer-
cleaing o virtual mononoliy, cxncts ennrrmous and ever-increasing nrofits
from the floating ~f companliea, issue of atock, state leans, ete
gatrengthons the dorination of the financial ol;g”rohv and levies tribute
un i1l the whole of gaclety for the benefit of the monopoligts.,? (16)

Barder ochines, 'Presently the assets of all institutional Anvestors total
about a trillion dollars, and of this the banks, elther in terms of the

agsets they ~wn in their owh right or those Which thery sdninister as

trustecs, control sbout 60%, Big though it is, even this sum, in =1l

it $500 bllllnn ”“gni;L“en“e, unﬁeratﬂte the powerful role the banks

2y in the U2 economy, for benks, a8 the principal lenders of capital,
even more ©o their strength, In their capacity as trustees tho bhanks

menage most of the nation’s pension funds and control nore than $125

biilion in pr.vate trust acchunls, ™ (17)

Deoes nonondly ~»ver the econory meacns nonopoly over the governmeat? OF
courge, even though the Lliberal will get c¢nld feet and start hemning
and hewing. Lenin quntes a German banking magazine as gaying, 'What
about the integrity of 2o sbtote nfficisl who in hisg inmost heart is
agpiring to o soft job on the quronvtrnsse°‘ (The mailn banking street
in Berlin),., &4nd how about the state officinl who was -~ in banking to
begin with?? Jithout going ”c>nly 1nto the tie between business and

the atote at this ti‘ne9 1et us nmerely note down a few exanplieg of the
union of govermment and ‘high an'm“o' in the US 1n recent years, You'll
notice that both the Reopublican énd Demccratic Parties are well-stocked
vith big copitalists: :

Dean Husk, one of the so-cnlled 'architects of foreign policy’ under LBJ,
becaie The president of tha Rockefeller Foundation,s .
Devid TQCKPfPII pregident of Chease Vanhattahn, is the chalrm . of th
Council for Lavin America, & 'public office’ which might have ﬂﬁoLﬂlng
to 1o with Prc&@fbllcr interests An Latin America such =« Annacondq

end Kennacott ocopner, Venezuelan oll wells, Pan American airways, Inter-
national Tel and Tel, bank branches etc, o

Nelson Bockefgller, governor of New York, was also the director of the
RAckefellor Center, Inc, the Rockefeller Brothers Fund*, and is on the
International ovolnwront Advisory Boord and the As suciation for Heononic
end Secial DeV&IOFnen*ﬂ, His brother Winthrop Rockefeller is governor

of Arkansag,

RobertMel arn, former Secretary of Defense and now head of the World
Bani®, was tho president of the Ford Division before he entercd'public
service', Fordis controlled by Norgan.

George Brown of Brown Boot Co of Houston, longtime °friedd’ of LBJ, 1is

& director nf IT%T, Armco Steel, Wi, Firet National City Bank of Hauu-
ton, and the uouiQ1qna Land and Exploratinon Co, involved in forelgn
comatruction in places like Vietnar,

David Kenrcdy the present chrctnrv of the Tresury, is a vice-president
of th nrtlnert 1 I1linoie National Bank and Trust (one of the top 15),
the WOrld Rank, the International isney Funi, and the Aslaon Dov "Lopment
Boank; he’s also a director of Abbott labs, InSernational Harv ster (with

&)

* S8ece end of article for brief explanations of what these various
organizations are and what they Qo.
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pg ple 2f Leos, 4 lovely arrangcment: Is it any wondar tnAt tho Laotisy
workers and pensants (the Fathet Lao, etc) are kicking the US imperialists?
aas ot of Lang? |
i3 ve can gee from Barber®s figuvres, the inv: of U3 capital abroad
{building fSCuérlmvg inveostinz in foreiagn in- g, ebe) 1ndeed goguilies
Pexceptional impeortance?. Eecause of capital to expand to .get more
of the morkes for a product, to ksep up with ition, and o on -
Decnuse of taig U3 bvsincsr ou“vtﬂn ly needs LCro r’w materiale ,
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LOPjn‘ MP&Nﬂﬁ’iﬂ* capitolist comblnes, cartels, syndicates and t"usts
divide ~me thamselves, first of .all, the home "'TBO), SelZe morc or. 1e.s
Cﬁrpln+o DOs ifégation of the indugtry of = country, But ufider cnpitalism
the home market is inevita 0ly bound up with the foreign market, Cap-
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11ttle but formal attention to naticnal boundaries. "What ig taking
share, glowly and tentativelv, bvt nevertheless unmistakably,” said
For*unﬁ in an e2itorial, "is ‘one world? of bu01n9359 a world in which
Busincss will truly know no frontiers; in which the paramcunt rule
governing the novenent of goods and mone" will be the rule of tha mar-
kat " (22)

It ig one of the fundamental ohservations of Marxism that netions come
into being duriﬂv the rise of capltalism. Since commedity exXchange on
a wide scale neads a common money system, a common lansuaga, laws to
udutnmafLZO rade, national Doundaries, cte, netions revlece the anall,
isolated kingdoms common under faudalism, The development of new nations
1s taking ploce even todoy in Southesst “Sla end Africa. But ot the
tine a8 cepiltalism buillds nations, imperislism begine to break
thor down, The different currencies, trate laws 1, oonking resuletions ond
g2 on begin to become a berrier to further expsnsion on the nart of the
biggcest industrisl cnd- finsncisl novera, and they attempt tn cet around
thaem by 21l sorts netrods, 'Cue worliism’ from a capitaliat standpoint
(tha " the Irrerialist powars to cxpand) becomes »
aort Soal > wa etn sgoe Where the most 'forward-looking’ (wiih-
in very do ;”uo 11“Ltmz) lrperinlists approxinecte a Marxist standpeius,
foar it was Xisn, over & hundrel yenrs agn, That first beean discuss.ing

9
in 2 scie
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W“y the Inavitability »f one world - under socizlisn,
Tae diffcrencs between the Verxist concont and the imparialist coneept
of on~a world (where notimrn-l %ﬂ”nﬂﬂri@s wither away) is that the i peor-
Laliste "forzet’ one s~all point, that iey, theo inevitability of their
immerialist ‘onc wﬁriﬂ T belng fnfn epart by wars armong the ivrerialist
nations, between the imperialist netions ~nd the oppresged sami-cnlon-
121 nationg, ~nd boetween international finence canital 2nd the conetant-
1y Sff; h”lt@” (b just this international capital itse21f) intcrnational
vroletariat, Imserielisn can attenpt to build one werld only by vinlence
qnﬂ profitecring, Only socinlism, which stands for the eqguality of =211
nations, ¢ really begin oo do away with the lncrengingly obsolete
'v<tvﬂ of natismm« mmd nntionol boundaries, But it is interestine that

the inporislists therselves, by t-olking of ‘one world’y thoao
dmit thet imperinlisn, just as Leonin a: 21, 18 a gtazae of trans gition
frorm ‘pure’ copitalisn, which built natltas, to gncialism and cohmmuniam,

The fifth »f Lenin's factures is ag fHllewa:
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(5) THT TIZIRITORTAL DIVISION OF THE WHCL® TORLD AMCNG
FOWERS IS COIPIﬁ””P

"The devel-»ment of rremonopnlist capiftalien, ® gaye Lanin, ’of capitalian
In which free comretition waog nrasominent; rconelied its limit in the

1860s an? 1870s, We now sea thot it wae rrecisely ofter that perind

that the t“n“ﬂn‘ﬂ1“ "boom® in enlonisl conquests beging, Aant THAE The
struzgle for the btorritorinl divicion ~f the wHorld becorecs extraordin-
arily ~cute. It is beyoni doubt; tharefore, that cepitrlisn's tren-
gltion to the gtnge of monanoly cpr1¢°1'~ﬁ9 tn finance capital, i _eom-
neetod with the intensificaticn ~f the strugglae fo2r the nﬂT*ltLﬁﬁ of the
Worlid.,.. Great Britain Auring (the v‘ﬂrm 994~'OOO‘ acquire? 3,7 million

Bquare rmiles »f territery with o populetion »f 57 ~illiony France acw-
guirad 3,6 "11Limn squﬂrﬂ miles with = population of 36,5 »illion: Germany




maghesium, ! Further, the rresident®s International Develorment  Advisory
Board (on whoge Borrd of Dirasctora 18 - Nelson:Rockefeller), set up in
the fiftiesg«ro\O"tcﬂ that thres-quarters of tha 1mportodmudmriﬂls
inecluled in the stocknile pPopraa (fcr thne develorment of mi&ailes,
planes cte) come from the 'underdevelored! notions (tungeten frem

South Xorsa and Bolivias Columbium from Prazil and Mozambiques: cobalt
fror the Congo and Zambia, ete ete). ',..It 18 to these countries that

we must look for the bulk of sny vossible increase in these supnlies

the Board continucs. 'The loss of any of these materisls, through ﬁmgre ~
sion, wculd be the equivalent of a grave military set-bock,’ (27)- )

Sumring uh, W 4 Rootow, IRI’s closest advisor on netional mccurity, aatd
in 1954, *The location, natural rosources, ﬂnd p0pu1a+ion (t4) 'of the
undcri*v“lo;o\ csreag are such that, should they become effectively at<
tzched to the Communist bloe, the U3 wonuld becomz the asccond power int
the world.,...ne evidently jﬁvo a major nationsl intevest® (), ’'then,

in devasloping o free world coclition Which embraces in reasonable har-
mony and unity the induatrislizad state of Western Europe and Japan ou
the onc hand, th= Unﬁﬂrdeveloped arens of Asia, the Middle East, and
Africa on the other,’

mhe fascist dog W W Rostow has enrned the thonks of Marxists everywhere
for atnting the position of US imverinlism briefly snd clearly, The
free world coalition® he speaks of include the foscist countries of
Spain {whers it is forbiddom to atrike), Groece, South Africa, Brozil,
South Vietnam, 22d =0 on ond“ekuly, The ‘nopulatiors’ include Fouth
Africqn blqckv ”ho Work for %9 per yenr: thc millions of (literally)
lor d (nﬂ the pT”?lll“ﬂ Inﬂiﬁno bﬁinm WU“iO;Nﬁ fohis roiﬂon @»m to moke
Wu3 fﬁr prlantations {(controlled by US corital)s and so on., Rostow's
national interest? is the s-me as the n“-1oncl interast’ Fred Berch,

p:m idont of Cenersl Tlectric (controlled by Vorgan), speaks of, the
anme G3 which incrcasaed ite profits 78% in 19€0-69, while their wor-
kers ! woges rose 2.28%3 the same G convictod for price-lixing in 19603
the s me GT thnt offercd its workers less of o wage increase than they
hod lost throuch higher nrices in 1969. (29)

Comrados and frindst 1w will Amoerican workers and other tolling
neople rut un with he. snorﬂtn swine and tho obscenities they swew
forth - in our name?! Mot ”ﬁr Tong!

s 3t
Lenin ends his Aiccusaion of the division of the world by quoting the
nigtorian Drioult: During the nast few years a1l the free territory

of the globg,with the excention of Chinn, has "bam oczouried by the pow-
org of rUTODD end North America, Seversl conflicts and dienlacements of
influ~nce have alreody occurred over this matter, which foresthow moro
terrivle unhcovale in the noar futurs, Thisg wes writton seven years
bafore the beginning of World Jar Cne. It is nccessary to make hnsteg’

he contipues, 'Tha nations which have not yot made provision for themsclves
rn the risk of ncever receiving thelr chere snd never particlpating in
the tromendous exrloitation of the globe which will be one of the moat
csgrntinl fontlrez of the next (TWANTITTH) century. That is why all

turope and Arerica have lately been afflicted with the fever of expansion,
of "imperialism”, that most ncteworthy feature »f the cnd of the
nineteenth century.® (30)
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capital was that their governments were fgllgy‘pq'unde irable
nolicies. The solution, therefore, was ror tire IBHD to
withnold 1loans in a strategic attemht to enccurags (blackmail)
the government into chunwinb their policies. (Quoted by

Magdoff, pli3)

Magdoff zoes on to say, 'The Bank sets up rigid conditions cf

control over inderendent nations as terms for its loans, dlctating,
&8s in the case of the Yanhee Power Project in Thalland, that the
government set up a serarate Power Board apaxt from the normal
government ¢ utnoritj, that all key positions in the electric power
authority, ldbluuil genardl manager, be made with prior consultation
with the Bark; and th b no contracts Pe let without apprroval of the
connult‘np engineerq who in turn must be approved by the World

Bank, ' \wluj)

With peorle like McNarmara and David Kennedy running the World Bank,
you can be pretty sure it's not going to be the workers and peasants
of Thailand, etc, who get to ‘approve' what's done - to them, and

in their name,
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The guestion remained unsobtled until a few weelks Tater when our
collective received o Airectiva frowm the contral committee to re-
organize our section‘ 80 that comoanlst work ie prinary. Many of
tha sare arguns Tiven \un0”~n "y cr1u|ciqn” hava éeebened
sincs then) were the reagons o the orzanizotional re-evaluaticn,
but in this case tha comnrndes were in full “UPOOL@ﬂu and thought i1t
was correct, Or did they? S * .

Time now has elapsed since the direchive was implereated throughout
¥ zue., The results have cleeriy shown in the, . and
rceantly ~ﬁ:t“"hutnﬂ 16””1rts that the nroklen in 1 A

not lie in the need to make ”70nwun10t work™ nrisary, btus fctJQTTy
the leadarghin foeg not eren anpenr tounderstand these conceonts,

hy else con go-called cormmunist lenflets be writteon and distributed
thet diffar f%»% anti-imnerialist nrovagania only in that *CCL" i=
added ot +the botton, A zond examrle ig the most recent leooflat on
the Chidano Moratoriur. ‘In no way deces it attermrt fo exrlnin how
socinlisn is 1w the 1Lt0”0“tq nf the ¥erking clegs, /,nd with regard
to the united front, it is sn =xom of 7211 unity and no etrugele,”
It sirmply ondorges v 7holeq 1c the Chicano Meratorium,

Tt wag Comrede Neldon' that said, "I've never bafore geen nn orgoniza-
tion with such sririt9 thnt conredes carry out tasks without fully
tnderstanding them,?  From this statewent alone we can sa=e that the
iunlﬂt t:ﬂinin” of codre at all levels in the Lesgur
no accldant, ‘This gtatenont, »lug the different attitule QlﬂTWWvol
Whea the subject of unit fromt work was initicted by 2 higher body
bLrinss ugs to amother contradiction: sglavishness versug self-relisnce,
Comrade Stalin hes said, *Tha strong roint of Lhe new caares i thab
they are acutely gengitive to what is new and arce thorefore enthus--
irablc and active to o high degree-- The very qualities which some
of the old cadres 1ack,” Chailrirn Meo sume 1% up-tinls way, - *'Cadres,
new and »1d, should resnact e=ch other, lesrn from emch other and
OVETrCome +hv1r chorteominge by learning from . each other®s strong

1ok of oo

rointa, an og to uniteée as one in the comuon cause and guard againgt
gactarinn tendoncles,” I héave seen in =y experiencs with the League

strnug sacterion tendencias in desling with conrsden who curupﬂlo at

1w levOWﬂj and Comrrie Nelem'’s gtotemont, describing how comradas
b111fly follow inebructiong, is encourasing nothinzg more then pure

ni “,“rln QI1"1sba9w€. Chelrman Mao pute forth that, *"Communists
hUSu‘”lWI“” go into the whyrs ~nd wherefores of anything, use their
own hesdg (001’—rel1nwcﬂ\ znd ernrefully think over whether it corres-
ronds to reality and is reslly well founded (~mrlyze)s; on no account

)

should thoy follow DLindly ond encourcse slavishness,

approximately three to four weslg »nrior ©n the snnmouncenent of on

ideologic~l rectification cammaign To be initinted, T h“” waged o

, 2 in my collactiva cround tho guestion o7 idaologicel Wwenkness
that I felt was the bosis fer allowing the uneven developrent of

adre in the Lergue o 20 urchdcked, Fron the cutset of the Jie-

cus 1iﬂw it w"q evident tant thez comrades had engaged in very little

ciscugsgion before around the significance of the Great FProletalrisn

Culpu al BevoLutloh of China, The u“goqcv to aresp the Ltenchings oT

Man, on deeraning our idsologicol vn‘nrqt”rdip - war ¢laarly deron-~
trated in the results of this one dis auion = . :
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It was precisely due te the experience of the Soviet Union, to the er-
rors as well as the achievenenta, that was resvonsible to a great
degree, for developing Farxism-Leninism to a higher stages Marxism-
Leniniem-Mao Tse-Tung Thought,

In their atudy of this era, the Chinese discovered that the main inter-
nal weakness was due to over emphasis placed on the development of the
ccononmic base while not recognizing in theory that classes and class
struszle continue under the dictatorship of the nrolotariat and under

socialism for a long higtorical period., While the enbtire country of
Buaswa wag prenccupied with socialist production, the superstructure
wag not transformed and not transformed correctly, enabling opportunism
to congelidate iteelf ond eventually take over.

Chairmam Nao says, "It (materialist disrlectics) holda that coxternal
cougna are the condition of change and internal causes zre the bagis
for chonge.” In applyine this knowledge to the actual circumstancces at
the time in the Soviet Union, wc will ohjectively want to look to
Stalin, not to cheracterize him a8 sore immortal human, incapable of
error; but instead to open our minds and investigete just where it was
that thege cerrors of S8talin were madae that allowed the internal con-
¢itiong ton weaken, Mao has coild on the subject, "You can’t solve a
probler? Jell, get dovn and investipgate the pr~sont feete and its
post history! When you have investigated the problem thoroughly, you
will know hew to solve it. Coaclusions invariably come efter investi-
cation, and not before, Caly a bloc&hoad cuGgels his brains on his own,
or together with a group, teo "find a solution” or "evolve an idea”
“1tqout m kinﬁ any investication., It rmust be gtressed that this cannot
posaibly lecd to sny effective eolution or sny good idea.” (Oppnse
Boolk ”cr»a1p) But the lLecague ra “L(ﬁ“ ag this analysis in thecry and
practice, Outside thn collective to critically analyze Stalin would be
to.wvriolate centralism: ineide Tthe cHllective To criticelly snalyze
Stalin would be to tnke an anti-lMorxist poeition, Thercfore, the
League’s line »n the errors of Stelin is: Chﬂrﬁdn cannot discusg the
errorg of Stalin internally (defined as an "antilarxist position®),
conrades cannot digcuns the errors of gtalin externaily (defined as
Fattacking® Stalin and a violation of demmc=ﬁtLo centralism)s therefore,
cne night. eonclude that 1t isg forbidden to critically snalyzel

s b e i

&b

The mogt important nlace to discuss the crrors of 3talln is among the
vworkers, The nro1otqr1nt won 't he fooled by simply eveding the ques-
tion., "The wealth of society is created by the workers, peasants and
working intellectuals, IT they uake their destiny into their own hands,
follow a kﬂlest—Len¢n1st line and take an active attitude in solving
rroblers inktead of evading them, there will e no difficulty in tho
world which they cannot 0vprcque,” (Meos Quotations from liro Tse-Tung
P. 198) Corrunists must be prepared for siich questiong from among the
peoples but an organization that refuses to discuss a particular
guestion organizationally, will cert=zinly not be ab a to honestly
deal with these contradictions amonsg the DOOUlso To attack Stalin isg
to attack the working class; but crltlcallv annlyze him ies 2 servi ca
to the working class-=-and the duty of cosmunists,

It is also srgued that the reason we don't criticlize Stalin is because
the bourgeoisic does. (Ig that reagson enough to not criticize ourselves



The success of the Chinere, in repudiating revisionlsm and the erroneous
economigt theéory of the productive forces, was due to thelr Marxist-
Leninist apvoroazch in analyzing the revolutienary period in BRussia.

The CCL has not made a scisntific analysis of thig period; and any at-
tempts to do go (seek the truth) is charncterized as being; "anti-
8talin™, "anti-working class”, or the most popular, "Trotekyism”, For
the League, or anyone, to chnracterize his errors--is to discredit

the real greatrniess of his lendership and to distort ths scicentific
princivies of Varzism-Leninism. The League tTies To copy Stalin's
strengthe and his wenlknessess to mechanically copy his strengths iz to
raduce them to 2 caricatiires to copy uncritically his errors reminds
ma of Marx's remark that history often repeats itself; "The first time
is tr?gedyg the second is farce.,” (EBighteenth Brumaire of Louls Bona-
parte

"To oppose the subjectivist, one-sided approach to problems, we must
demolish dogmatist subjectivencss and one-gidednese.,” (Mao Tse-Tungs
22ctify the Porty's Stvle of Work) Dogmatlsm exists to o serious ex-
tent within the CCL. This 1is not a characteristic of the League that
the comrades are uneware of., Quite the contrary, for when on occasion
I have criticized this tendency, the comrades werc quick to remind me
that dogmatism is & positiva qualltys one that Marxistse should strive
fort{ It wos Stalin, af the »th Congress of the Bolshevik Farty held
in Fetrograd, July 26 to Aug. 3, 1917, that said, "There is dogmatic
Marxisn and creative Marxism, I stand by the latter.” An exoample:

{(This examplc will attempt to 1llustrate how all the manifestations
of subjectiviem, that exist in the League, can be found in the analysis
of just one discussion,)

Recently, after the YCL* conference, a group of five comr~des and four
contacte got toether. Tn discussing the events of the evening there was
mention of o person who had ‘eplit”™ from the YCL, This person was refer-
red to by one of the comrades as a "blond bastard™,
(L dogmatism versus Marxiesm-Leninism~Mao Tse-Tung Thought )

(2, chrar~cteriZation versus scientiflc analysis) o
iy Tesponse LU SUCH CANUVINLEm, WaR Thnt this wag not a communist at-
titude, I explained That we must concern ourselves and not see our views
ng fixed and final for all time, With the only necessary tool, Marxisui-
Leninism-Yao Tso-Tung Thousght, we don't have to resort to "nome ca2iling”.
"We are Marxigts, ond Marxism teaches that in our epprooch Lo a problem
we should start from objective facts, not from abstract definitions,
and that we should dervie our guiding principles, policies and measures
from anelysis of these faocte.” (Mao Tse-Tung: Talks at the Yenan Forum

on Literature and Art)

(be, @lavishness versus self-reliance) .
T qusstioned the comrades if they hod cach investigated exactly what
these differences ares they cexplainaed that on the basis that these
people had “split® from the YCL, wes sufficient. proof that they are
traitors to the working cilags, They did not agree that their conelus-
ion was based on herasay, which 1s. 2 mere substitute for the truth,

* (Editor’'s note: YCL i1s the abbreviation for Young"ooﬁmunist League,
Also, CCL - California Communist Leaguec - was formerly the name for
the CL, or Communist League)
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you were merely preténding all along to be our Triend, while actually
you arc an oeneny,’

Therefore it is o 'slave-owner’s mentality' that produces lezy dogna-
tists. Mao seys that “dognatists are lazybones,” For those who solemnly
adhere tc the "unprineipled peace policy”, they arc guaranteed a llfe
that ig "stabilized™, "Sone éomrades do nnt like te think much about
difficulties., But difficulties are factss; we must recognize as many
difficulties as there are and should not adopt a ‘policy of non-recog-
nition?!. We must recognize difficulties, analyze them ond combat then.
There are No SLraignt roads in the world; we must be prepared to rotLlow
o road which twists and turns and not try to get things on the cheap.”
(Mao Tse-Tung; On the Chunglking Negotlations Secelected Works Vol IV

P. 59)

What ig perhaps nost disturbind about this incident is the racial slur
cgainat the person in question; And since I opposed such a slur as
"blond bastard?” (would we attack a Negro with whor we disagreed as a
“Black bescard’?) fron a position generally critical, it was not nec-
essary for the comrades to compound their initial error and all chime
in that he was a ®blond bastard and wePll stick to 1t.® It is a 1little
difficult to tell here whether it is racism or slavishness ("My CCL
right or wrong®) that is nrincipal in causing this approach,

The League talks obout idenlogical struggle and encourages the comrades
to struggle, but from what I°ve secen they waste no time in implementing
an "isolation campalgn® on those corrades who ggge to strusolet The
resulte cannot be seen as yet, but such a style of work will contribute
nothing but harm to the revolutinn., "The masses have o potentially in-
exhaustible enthusiasn for socialism., Those who can only follow the old
routine in a revolutionary period are utterly incapable of geelng this
enthusiagm, They are blind and all is dark anead of them, At times

they go so far as to confound right ~nd wrong and turn things upside
down, Haven't we come across enouch perfons of this type? Those WHo
8irply follow the old routine invariably uncer-estimate the people’s
enthusiasm, Let something new anpear and they always disapporve nd rush
to oppose it., Afterwards, They nave to odmilt defealt and do a 1itTle
Soli-criticism,. But the next tine something new appears, they go through
the same process all over agein, This is their pattern of behavior

in regard to anything ond everything new., Such pcople are always pas-
sive, always fail to move forward =t the critical moment, and always
have to be given o shove in the back before they move a step.” (Mao
Tee-Tungs The Socialist Upsurge in China’s Countryside Chinese edition
Vol, IT) The League's tendency to "stand »nat” and isolate dissldents

ie directly relnted to its tendency to place its own unity above the
cless,

(2. retaphysics versus dialectics)

(a, univy, struegle, unity)
"Tdeallism nno mMetapnysics are the easiest things in the world, because
people can talk as much nonsense ag they like withcout basing it on
objective reality or having it tested against reality, Materialism
and dialectics, on the other hand, need effort. They must De based on
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operate, in turn allow the comrades to dismiss a letter 1lke this,
Cheirman ¥a0 teaches ug, "“iMhroughout history, new and correct things
have often failad at the outset to win recognition from the majority
of the veoplec and have had to davelon by twists and turns in the

struzgle, ™

Comrades will perhans cay that 7if ghe mas any cood she would havs
fought it throuﬂhow'Woll I would gaennrelly szree, and on the basis
of strugzle Teing tha cssance of revolutionary practice, my decision
had been to ‘stay in’ and struggle. Time went on and my uadceretanding
develored to a higher level on hhese fvndwmontﬁl differencesa. These
contradictiong on which I wag basing my criticisms on werae merely
nenifestationg of the resal rprobiem., The real nroblem, subjectivis

ig in the very foundation that the Lengue was built on, Thereforao if
the manifestatione are found at the lower levels, thaen tho bagsls for
the protlen end rrincipsl contradiction is 0cor1y cntrencined in lead-
crenin. Mv struagole wnu1ﬂ therefore be with leadership, keczuse to
resolve these manifeutations we rmvat first deal with the basis for them.

Whatover or whorover we aro strusgling must be based on an enalysis

of the neals oFf the ﬂvor-.ll atruggle of the nroletarist for soc-
ialism, Chairman Fao soys, "Thay (communists) must grasp the prin-
ciple of subordincting tha neels of the part €o the needs of the whole.
If a pronoaal apnears fengibla for a pertial situation but not for

the situation 2s a whole, then the nort must give way to the whole,
Cﬂnvmrqely, if the prorozal 1s not fareible for part but is feasible
in the 1ight of the situation as n whrle, ngain the part must zive
way to the whnle.” In my analysis, for me to propsre to spend as much
tima ‘28 necessary to strusele over the initial princinrles around

vhich sn orgonization is formed ig nnt To subnrdinate the part to the
whola, Therefore, for me to rovain I the CCL while T am conscionus
that rny time could be mare benef 101"1 to the working class elsewhers
18 in essconce doing harm o the revolution., "To govern -ne’e own
conduct by this style is to harn onaself, to tench it to others is to
harn others, and to use it to firect the rovolution is ton harm the
revoylution. To eum up, this sudjectivist method which is contrary to
science and Narxlsn-Leninicm 1s a formidable enemy of the Communist
Farty, the worhking class, the neornle and the nation; it is a manifest-
ation cf inpurity in Perty spirit.” (Mao Tse-Tung; R~form our Atuldy)

I've been o Varxist for only one

Lack of expericnce and the fact that
e A number of tacticel errors on ny
i

aar haa been chiefly the cous
X!

f
Dartn It is also attributed tn why achieved nnly 1little success in
id

. It wes coprade Nelson that has geid on many occagsinng that comrodes are
elther "moving toward or amey from the Lesgue,” If conforming te that
ennlysis, then I am roving away from the Ieasue. But, before I le AT A,

I hereby rresent this letter of resicnotion ~nd my criticiema to the
CCL. My real hope in writing this lebtter is that I will be proven wrong
--thnt the corrades mlll weak the trutht "Blame not the speaker, but

be worned by his words,

Comradely, Susen -
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entire pericd in which I wrs a member and before ny lost week; but
the rest have been added following ny statement of resignation,.

The charzes are not of a political nature but stress organizational
errorse only: Other then the innuendo about Stalin it is evident that
the League is not interested in even discussing the political issues,
This is a prime cxanple of how the Lengue operates, In filing these
charges over a wcek after hoving recelved ny statement of resignation,
the Lesgue ig clecrly justifying their nolitical positlon by an
organizational raneuver, '
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of Susan Y's criticisms, and show that they do not constitute a base
for splitting. There correct aspects relate to the questions of united
front vs. communist work, and of ideological rectification, which she
discusses on pp20-22 of her letter. She says about the first:

Verv early in my practice with the League I initiated a dis-
.cussion in my collective around why there was almost total v
emphasis placed on united front work:while communiqt Work was either

neglected or seemingly avoided. (p20)

Comrades, all of us, on the higher and lower levels, are aware of
errors. made along these lines in the past. Many of us, 1in fact, have
raised quite similar criticisms which have been acted on, as Suqan Y
herself admits. We have raised thse criticisms freely in both lower
and. higher bodies without fear of 'isolation campalgns' etc being
directed againqt us. The basic question is not one of past errors,
but of what We have done to correct them. Susan Y is very fond of
quoting, so I will copy her ‘and quote Lenin:

The attitude of a political party toward its own mistakes 1s one

of the most important and surest criteria of the seriousness
of the party, and of how it fulfills, in practice, its oblig-
ation toward its class and toward the masses of working people.

Were our errors ones of basic line? No. We go for our guidance to Stalin,
Dimitroff and the Comintern. Yur erromswere ones of applying

what we knew, of grasping concretely the meaning of united front work

in a period when there is no party to lead the class, when many of us
gsuffer from such ideological weaknesses as anti-communism, fear of the
masses, and 'mechanicalness’'., Experience teaches, however, and we are

in the midqt of rectification of our communist work and united front
work, and have every confidence in our ability to push ahead on the

baSis of the League line as expressed in such articles as 'Build a

Class Party, Build a Mass Struggle' (People's Tribune, vol 1, #6)

and so on, The same is true of bad leaflets, which I daresay we have

all written at one time or another., (I do~ not mean the ones around

the Chicano Moratorium, which were not bad.) Do we use them as an excuse
for getting a bad case of the ‘petty bourgeois 'blues', as BEngels says,
for attacking the line of the League? or do we use them as a basis for
real criticism? Merely stating the question in this way gives us the an-
swer., Susan's approach reminds me of the "Marxists® like Plekhanov who
attacked the Bolshevik Party and the entire Busslan masses for not winning
in 1905-07, and subsequently deserted to the bourgeoisie. But when October
1917, came around, who was on top and who on the bottom, the working
class and the Bolsheviks, or these 'Marxists®?

Furthermore, when Susan Y (whose original criticisms have 'deepened')
attempts more, attempts to render her criticisms ‘'more profound', she
falls int©o unutterable confusion. She says, °'Such (UNITED FRONT® work

has its place in a communist organization but generally must come

after considerable inroads have been made among the most advanced.’® (p20)
To separate the two kinds of work is to deny both. How, comrades, do we
activate the advanced elements (make 'inroads‘®) had deve10p their cap-
acitylto"ralqe the level of the intermediate and win over ‘the backwar



and gubsequently addse on senarate ond independent segmente to itaself,
flrat rou have Farxism, then vou have larxism-Leninism (separated by

a hyphen), finallysov have Farxise~Leninlsm-Maotaetung Thought , Simple,
laa’t 1t? Vot a word about how everything Lenin said,all of his 'de-
valopments of Fa¥Zisim to o higher stage’, were developments of things
contained in Marx and Ingels, often, of course, in embryo, but there
nonetheless, And not a word about how everything Mao has said and

done ig, similarly, contained in full or in embryo in the work of

bers, Sngels, Lenin and Stalin, If you treat matters in this way, if
Fou traest Morxism as & &cience and not a tapeworm, you can’t get away
With whnt Susen ¥ triess namely, to gnlit lfao, the Cultural Revolution
obe off, to reify them, so to speak, That is, to make them thinge in

thersalves, Weparate from Marxism (the League) and especially, that's
right - Stalin,

Susan @ “deepeng’ her criticisms of ideological weaknesses in the ,
zue by passing directly from them to 'the fundamental reasons’® for

Tensz
theom, These boil down to the League’s line on and defense of Stalin.

STALIN

Susan B instinetively srasna the importance of the Stalin question,
spending wore than a page on it. It ig in her and the Leaguc’s line

on 8tnlin that all her ‘fundamental differences’. (they indeed are)

With the League manifest themselves, both theoretical (the nature of
the exnerience of the US53, the Cultural Revolution, etec) and vractical
(the 'slavishness' and 'sectarianicm:? of the League, it ‘dogmatiem’
ate), “hy do T say, comrades, that these differences ’'manifest them-
delves ' in the guestion of Stalin, that they do not, for example,
‘originste’ in it? In other words, why 1g the difference on Stalin

¢ Egymobon inatead of the couste of Susan ¥'s split?

Bocauze we, ag materialists, must see the material world as coming
firat, before ldeoss, Ye must understand that the fundamental question
1e not that of Susan ¥ vs. Stalin (Just as it never wag that of

Trotsky or Bukharin vs. 8talin), but of bourgeols ldeology ve, Marxism,
Trotaky, and later on Liu Shao2ch'i did RHob attack Stailln For some
abstract, theoretical reason, They (lilkke Xhrushchov) attacked him in
order to lay the basis in tho Farty and among the people for doubts
about the dictotorshiy of the nroletariat; about socialism, and about
the people thenselves in the USSR and China, They attacked him in ord.er
to justify their anti-larxiat counter-revolutionary attempts to destroy

-t ———

socinlifm,

Just ag the bourgeoisie has always attacked communism and Stalin (like
Farx, Ingels, Lenin and Mao) to Justify preparation for war, aggres-
gion, dirty deals, and so on: and Just as various deviators within the
communist movement have attacked Stalin to jJustify their own patty-
bourgeols anarchism, spinelessness, lack of princinles and lack of
confidence in the proletariat - silmilarly, Susan ¥ and her 11k attagk
Stalin in order to justify their organizational opportunism, rebellion
against centralism, and, finally, their rebellion against the Line,
Darxism-Leninism. In & moment T will gfum up this dialectic between
"the thesia’; petty-bourgcois anarchism: °*the antithesis’, which i
theoretical confusion about 8talin; and how these lead to ‘the syn-
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Lt boemigte of Tngeld!l 'inexmerience®' that revisionism took hold in
the German Perty, or because of ‘materisl conditions primarily, the
*triste and turas’ - the peaceful expansion of imperialism and the
renegecy of Bernstein and Xautsky, etc? The formulation ‘inexpericnce’
goundg reasonable but is in fact abstract and needing of plenty of
guprorting cvidence, none of which is given,) '

Second of all, are Stalin and the League in fact zuilty of this

crror 'of the productive forces’? Instead of quoting from ZTconomic
rroblems of the USS3, where Stalin with crystal clarity demolishes
Comrzde Jaroshenko 's errors on nrecisely this point, I will give an
example or two from Stalin’s earlier work on the question of ?the
superatructure reacting on the base’'. Here is one from The Fistory of
the CISU (3), Short Course;

g e e s ———

An irnortant place in Comrade 3talin’s report (to the Seventeenth?
Torty Congrems, 1934) was given to the gquestion of ideological-
political leadership, Fe warned the TParty that although its
cnemlies, the opnortunists and national deviators of all shades
ond. complexions, had been defeated, remnants of their ideology
£t1i11l lingered in the minds of some Farty members and often as-
serted themselves, The survivals of capitalism in economic life
and nmarticularly in the minds of men (NOTE THIS) provided a fav-
orable goil for the revival of the 1ldeology of the defeated snti-
Leniniat groups, The develovment of people’s mentality (THE

SUL Z28TAUCTURT) does not keen pace with ther economic pogition,
A8 o congequonce, survivals of bourgeois ideas still remained

in men’s minds and would continue to do so (FOR “A LONG HISTOR-
ICSL FERIOD, 'PERAHAES?) even though capitelism had been sbolished
in cconomic life, (p321)

Comnare This vpessage with Meo’s statement in his Speech at the CCE's
Mational Conference on Fropagands Work:

In our country bourzeois and petty-bourgeois ideology, anti-
larxicst ldeology, will cortinue to exist for a long time, Bag-
ically; the socilalist aystem has been eutablished in our country.
We have won the besic victory in transforming the ownership of =
the means of productlon, but we have not yet won complete victory
on the political and ideological fronts, In the ideological field,
the question of who will win in the struggle between the prole-
ariat and the bourgeoisie has not been really settled yet. We
st11l hve to wage a protracted struggle against bourgeois and
netty-bourgeols ideology, (Red Book, pl9)

Eov do these two statements differ? They don’t. Both make a clear digs-
tinction between the ecomomic sphere (and economic classces) and the
political and ideological sphere (and political and ideological
clogses ), Stalin sneaks of the ’abolishment oF capitalism in economic
life’'y which in 1934 approsched conclusion, ¥ao taliks-about the ’basic
victory in transforming the ownership of the -ueans of piroduction’,
that 1ls, about theeconomic victory of sociaiiim, But - in contrast to
the almost-comnleted abolishment of class antagonisns in production,
both talk about class 1deology in men’s minds which remaing after the
materinl base for them has been abolished, because (as 9talin says
her as Well as 1n Dialectical and Historical Materialism, etc) the
productive forces Tnvariably outstrip the productive re.ations, the
superstructure does not develop ag fast as the base, The existence




W
0

= teteomilately differant from - the ’'Refcerence lVaterial’ ete which:
Follow it im the 1967 edibion. ) ro e v o o wioes oo - s

8) For their oun ulterior nurposes, the authors of the Beport
(PUT QUT 'BY TET REVISIONIST GROUR OF-FIVE'’): demond 'a ’'reetifi-
catisn cavwalgn® against the staunch Left in &, dol1borate of fofrt
to ereate confugion, blur class alighments and divert people
fron the Larget of strugglo. e ae Ve . =

Then,from an article callod ‘Bplc Changes in Two Years’in China
Plotorial, - 1968 49 -' L
Chairmon no pointed outs 'The sreat proletarlan cultural rev-.
olution is in essence a great politicel revolution under the
conditions of socialism made by the proletariatragainst the
'h“ﬂ“*oni ic and all other exploiting classess it 1s 2 continuation
' thdé prolonged gtruggle waged by the Chincse -Comounist Party
wad ‘the magges of revolutionary people under its leadership
eroinat the Kuomintang TC“CtiOH“TiOw; a continuaition of the-
'Cl“SS strugale between the proletariat cﬂd tho bUU:GGO[uiOeC

‘The haondful of deposed’ capitalist roaders were nob roeonciled

to their defeat, To protect themselves, théycreated dissension
Cdmong the masses, pitting one aroup nwn;n t anot! They made
et ‘ wic way into

CAmANh CANEG With £ A'EHG Slomonta WHO'tLd-wB?H
the révelutionary mass ﬂnizwtlons, to OTRO ose wad autaszk the
Pro Lotqrian hOﬂdquartors )

at this crucial juncture personnel. of the Chinesie FLA helping

the Leoft arrived. Bearing in mind Chairman lVao’s greabt teaching,
‘Wever Forget Class Struggle’, they went deop among the broad
nasscs to publicize ropeetbdly Chairman Yao's latest ilnstructione.
oo e ASK ﬁrwanizﬁtLon that had been.at loggerhends with each ‘
other soon cntered inte revolutionary great: alliances, The spear-
head of strugslce was directed ageinst China‘s Khirus hcho and the
HAAdTUL Of CApLLALLSE TOAAGIE, Toncgatod, Special agents and
cnuator rovolutionaries in the printing prcas, (THE ARTICLE IS
ABOUT A FRINTING-FACTORY) ' '

It wag necessary to re-direct the attack dircetly at the reﬁl enemy. -
*the bourgaoisie and. all other explolting classes’ - because this
sgame cneny wag trying everything posaible to direct attention away
fron itself and onto the people. How? In large part by abstracting
the whole notlon of revisionism, ‘the bourgeoisie’ and the cultural
revolution itself - by blurrlnm class alighments and creating con-
fusion?, Thése fascist dog rovi 1ionists set the masses against each:
other by accusing them - accusing thig student group, that mass' org-
anization, this teacher, thht FILA unit - of being the revisionists,
of heving revidiocniat idear, ‘The discussion! in’ tho pressy’ aay the
authors. of the Report (Circuldir, pi4), ¢ 1Ehould net be confined to
pollticol guestions, but shoutd go fully into theivarious academic
and thooretical quuntion involved,” Inother’ words, If we keep it
atrictly theoretical and away from tho reolm off power, wWe.can accus
agyone we want - for example, the TOOL: LGTE = OF. hqving revigioniat:
ideas, and so forth, for doesn’'t everybody h1VO qu Londoncio hasn’t
overybody mode mistakes at one Time or another? Tn is the Lino of
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"orror of the nroductive forces’, Dizlactical snd Historical Moteor-
inlign, where he discusses not once but twice, At the beginning ond
ond of the bonk, the tremendous role of idenst, °the superstructurc’
with regord to the material bosao, should be Zone over., To Aaccuse ’
Stolin or thoe League of being guilty of the error of the productive
foreas 1 to rrove yourself & total 11literate in Marxism, That is

It iin s s#in in the eyes of these anarchist intellectusl illiterates?
It e thet he doosn’t see ldeag as being primery all the time (as they
do), it’'s that there was no Cultural Revolution (fuch a¢ they define
it) in Dussia. Moo Tsetung, you sfieq, bolng superman, wished the
Cultur~l Revolution to happen, made 1t materislize out of thin air,
Jumb ftaling ridden with theoretical ’‘orrors’;, wasn’t godlike to
graarate gapontrmaeously thig Cultural Rovolution in a2 totally differ-
ent historicel situstion. Since for Susan & cte 1deas are principal
in hictory, Stalin could hove made 2 cultural revolution happen if
he'd beon smart cnough: but he wasn?’t, and he didn’t, This ise the
‘et ot of har oxposition of Strlin’s ‘errors’,, the ones she will
'dicensg? among the workere, I wish her luck,

THT CULTURAL ZEVOLUTION

To runigh Svean s for her phrasemongoring, I hmave goved the best for
last on this quastion of tha Lengue’s ‘thenreticol errors’, I refer to
the =2y gshe gots up in oppoaition to 20ch other these twn statemonts:

Fogt important: they (TET CHINIST) have made a century of tech-
nological Aand induetrinl progress in twe decades, (Draft Frovosal

for Fargoer of FLYA snd CCL, Teb 1970)

This wide digsomination of IMeo Tsetung Though®t in 2 blg country
with 2 population of 700 million people iz the mogt significant
nchicvarent of the Grent Froletarien Cultursl dovolution. (Lin
FirA, addross to Uinth Farty Congress, pJ{of the letter)

Arce thege trmo stotomonte in contradiction, corrades? Let’s refeor for
on omgwoer to an arch 3talinist - Lenin - quotivg oenother arch Stal-

inist « Morxs

In Coritol, Karl Farx ridlcules the nompoug and grandiose bour-
geoic-dangeratic grent charter of liborty cnd the rights of man,
ridicules all this nhrasac-mongering about liberty, cquality and
fraternity in sencrol (SUCH AS WE MIGHT 3IDICULE FHRASEMONGERING
\BOUT THRE CULTUZ2AL asvOLUTIOM IN GENIRAL, WHICH DCES NOT CON-
2IDETI YHAT IT 7AS ®OR), which dazzlce the pcetty bourgeols and
rhilistines of 211 countries.... Marx contrasts theso pompous
daclaratimmea of righte to the nlain, modest, proctical, sinple
menner in which the question is presented by the proletoriat

- the legialative cnactrment of o shorter working day is a typ-
ical exemple of such treatment. The aptness and profundity of
Vorxte abmservotion becone the clearer and more obvioug to us the
~o5rao the crntent of the proletorian revolution unfolds, The 'for-
mulas’ of gentince compunism differ from the pompous, intricate
snd solamn phroseolngy »f the Koutskys, the Vensheviks (ZTC)
vo.in that thery roduce overything to the conditions of labor,

(A .Grent Becinning)
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a tactic (not some thing in 1tsclf) in the drive of the masses and
theilx leaders to win the battle of ’‘the workers’ carnings snd their

k)

woriking dny?,
The Loague understands this, Lin Piao understonds it. But the bourgcois
intellectual, caught in his subjective idealist ’superstructurc-non-
goring’; mill never understend it, and is doomed not to take part in
the *gimple, nlain, ordinaitry’ business of revolution, He will continue
to qunte Lin Piro agninst the League line, and thus monifest his
airistocratic - hysterln and confusion.,

1740 TSETUNG 'S PLACE IN EISTORY

I'ao Tsetung ‘is the greatest living Norxist-Leninict. Applying the sci-
tmee »f Foarxiam in a living wey and by -doing o developing and enrich-
ing it, hec heg proved an infallible guide for the Chinecse people and
the neonlae of the world, Frofoundly undekstanding, like Lonin and
3tnalin bofore him, the naturc of revisionism, hc has safeguarded the
treasure of Marxism, safeguarded the prolctariat - and the magnificent
child of these, tha dictatorship of the vnroletariat - from the swine
who would deny ond destroy it. Understanding the importance of his
Fagty, ho has continually worked to strongthen and enrich it;, to ox-
posa and purge the rovisionists mnd other lackeys of the bourgeolsic
in the working class movemont, He heg carried on the work of Marx, En-
zels, Lonin ond Stalin in & brilliant way, and in doing #o has added
his namne to thelrs as one of the veory greatest scientlste of the class

strugatle,

Iz there o controdiction between the teachings of Mao and thosc of

Stalin? Here is what he says in 'Reform our Study’s

eo.Inl gtudying Varxism-Leninism, we should use the History of the
Communist Party of the Soviet Unilon (Short Course) as the prin-
cinal material, It ie the best synthesis and summing up of the
world communiast movement in the post hundred years, a model in
the intcgratiom of theory and practice, and so far the only
comrrehensive model in the whole world. When we gece how Lenin

and 9telin intcgrated the universal truth of Marxism with the
concrote practice of the Sovict revolution and thereby dcevel-
oped Varxism, we ghall kuaow how we should work in China,

If Susmn ¥ ever odite an cdition of Fao's works, no doubt she will ;
include a footnote to this passage saying something likey, '0f course
Fao does not refer herce to the numecrous ‘errors of Stalin’ which per-
meate the book: ’the error of productive forces ', hig lack of under-
atanding thot classes and clase etruggle continue to cxist under soc-
ialigm for a long historical neriod, ctc,® Perhaps she will explailn
thig interesting onilssion by saying that Mao was being a bit 'alavigh?
here, or that he fcll into the error of ‘dogmatisin’® or Taubject~
iviem? - that he thoughtlessly, in this one pléce, ‘copics Stalin’s
weaknesses og well as his strengthse’, Whatever she says, however, 18
bound to be an interesting - revision. I sincercely hope that Susan pt
does discuss theose errors ‘among the workers'!; if she knows any, SO
Thnt they'1ll have an opportunity to put her *ideas’ where they belong,



'The Farty tic,’ says Lenin in One Sten Forward, ’must be founded on
formal, “burcaucratically” worded Hules (burcaucratic from the stand-
point of the undisciplined intellectual), strict adherence (WITY OR
IITHOUT "FULL UNDIRSTAVDING”) to which can alone safeguard us from

the milfullness and caprices (DISGUISED UNDIR THE SLOGAN "FIGHT DOG-
VMATISN ") characteristic of the circles, from the circle wrangling

tnat goes by the name of the free "process” (THE "ADMITTEDLY LOW
HARORBIICAL LEVEL?) of the ideological struggle.’® The League has a line

and formal rules of democratic centralism., Comrade Melson is right

to epplaud the sort of spirit which is manifested by people who carry
out orders ’without fully understanding them’, becauss in a real,
communist orgoanization these peonle possess also the other half of
thig lack of understanding, that is, the eagerness to grasp, to

P fully undergtand’ in the act of testing the order and line in

rexl strugzle. This is what proletarian ideology is.

Sugan ¥ ia constantly referring to ca sual remarks of comrades made
(nccording Lo her), private discussions ete, none of it relating to

the League?’s line, The point we must consider is, Admitting that all

of ug in the League have backward traites, what does the League do about
fuch unoavoidable differences in the levels of various comrades? In.

o growing organization; as comrade Nelson sald at the Merger Conference,
gronth means a lowering of the level of the whole, But does the League
tail behind ncorle’s backwardness, or does it systematically sct about
to correct the errors comradces make, to raise the level of all comrades
by study, by nractical work, by internal struggle and by criticism

and gclf criticism? Susen ¥, in o hurt tone of voice, talking of
"igolation campalzgns® otc being directed againet comrades who struggle,
of course denies that the Leegue is intcerested in correcting real
errors (not garboge like her thesis on *Stalin’s errord’ after the
saturation noint is reached) and raising the level of theée whole,

Put I think we know different; comrades,
LIX& OATS, PETTY BOURGEOIS DAEVIATIONS GROW ACCORDING TO HEGEL

It ig an old trick of opportunists to 'fulminate® against “the de-
mand for 7implicit obedience™ says Lenin in One Step Forward, Sum-
ming un we should asly, what is 1t that ties all of Susan %'g various
‘thegises® and accusations together? It i the ?dialectic’ between
petty bourgeoils ldeology and opportunist theory I spoke of before,
Lenin =s2ys in the same book,

'...The factory, which seecms only »~ bogey to some, represents that
highest form of capitalist cooperation which has united and dis-
ciplined the proletariat, taught it to organize, and placed it
at the head of 211l the other sections of the toiling and ex-
ploited population. And Marxism, the ideology of the prole-
tariot trained by capitalism, has been and is teaching unstable
intellectuals to distinguish between the factory as a means of
exploitation (digcipline based on fear of starvation) and the
factory as a means of organization (discipline based on collective
work united by the conditions of a technically highly develoned
form of production). The discipline and organization which come
20 hard to the bourgeois intellectual are very easily acquired
by the prolcetariat just because of this factory 'schooling’.
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the working class, Tinally, this sbsurd system of views about Stalins
Terrors ' (doubta about tha dictatorship of the »iroletariat disguised
in fleshing 'Left’ ascademic dreass) is used as an excuse, after he is
cxnelled for breaking the line, to attmsck the League. If Stalin hadn't
existed, you might say, it would have been nccessary to invent him.
And historically it weost, Lonin and the Bolsheviks, and NMarx end
ingels, were attacked for the same things as Stalin is attacked for
new,

The dialectic goes like this. Feclings of rebelliousness in the face
of proletazrisn dlgcinline, *the base’ of patty bourgecols ideology,
are tronsformed intra 'line’ on Stalin’s errors, ’‘slavishness’,

‘dogmatiam’® etc, which constitutes’the superstructure’, In turn,this
"theory' 1s uvaad further to strengthen the base, to give it theoretical
Justification, juct ag bourzeois ideology is used by the bourgeoisie

To surnort cenitalism, and the ‘onti-nononoly alliance’ of the CPUSA

ig used by than to justify what they have always wented to do, idol-
ize Johm ¥ Yennedy., Susen ¥ no doubt believes that the League’s
‘fundamental errvors® on Stalin, ete, were the reasons she aplit.

Put the Leaguce knowa that it was her rcefusal to nush the line and

to accont discivnline that was the reeson for her being expelled.

Isn’t the dislectics of it beautiful? And it gocs even further than
this, becaure once the theorectical justification for opportunism

1e devoloped and apnlied, it stopns, as Stalin says in lMastering Bol-
chevism , being simply a wrong tendency in the working class move-
ment (em ignorance-knowledge’ contradiction), and instead becomes

a wrecking operation, a clasg contradiction, Quantity chanzes into
quality, The ncozation (the vague doubts about Stalin and the dic-
tatorship of tha rroletarint) is negated through interaction with
ideology, it is changed into a brend new, anti-Varxist system, The
bege gives vise to the superstructure and in turn reacts onto 1t and
changrg it, at the same time changing itself, Onta do, as Lenin says,
grow nccording to Hezel, and so do petty bourzeolse deviaticna ‘grow’
accordinz th Hegel, Susen % should be impressed mwith such a ‘dia-
lecticel interplay® of bage and superstructure, one which Stalin,

of courge, probably wouldn’t ’grasp’?,

SFLITS

Je shouldn’t be upset, conrades, when splits such as this take place,
They are an excellent thing from our point of view, the necessary
expulsion by & healthy, erowing organism of waste matter, which,

if 1t remoined, would certainly corrupt it, 'To be attacked by the
cnemy is o zood thing, not a bad thing, because it means that we have
drewn o clear line of demarcation between the enemy and ourselves,®

Yith communist grectings,

J A
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The Communist Tarty USA's Views on the States or,
Bight-wing "Communism’, a Senile Disordexr

the first issuve of our theoretical journal we &id not want to
égvote_a lot of space to Olgin's polemic againet Trotskyism, without
dealing with the equally bourzeois propaganda of the revisionist
CrUSA, 1in particular the ’'New FProgram of the Communist Party USA’.
This document is a couplete and thorough exposition of bourgeoisf ‘
ldeology within the working class movement, In the name of communism,
the revisionists have distorted every basgsic tenet of Marx and Lenin.
They have adapted Marxism-Leninism to thHe alms of the imperialists,
and against the proleteriat, on every question,:from:that of the v
state, to questions about vioclence,; democracy, imperialism and fas-
cilsm. We think it is important to desl carefully with.these distort-
ions, becalse fhey mean in practice that the working class is betrayeds:
that the working clasg is led down the path to fascist slaughter
instead of to socialism, The 1line of the revisionist Communist Party
ls the thecretical justification for class collaboration with the
imperialists, the butchers of the proletariat. We intend to show
that the CPUSA 1s likewis= the enemy of the proletariat, that its

olicy is counterrevolution in practice,
P ¥y 1 P

It will not b2 rossible to deal with &gll of the trash in the 'New
Frogram® in = gingle essay. We intend teo take separate sections of

it and treat them one at a time, even ‘though the revisionist bourgeols
theory and ideology 1= a white thread running throughout the Program,
linking the separate guestions in a disgusting knot of distortions

end opportunism. ’ ' : - ‘ -

Here we want to deal with the section of the Program in Chapter 4,
entitled 'The Socialist Path', In this feu rages there are several
major distortions, 211 'of which 2dd up to the revisionists® furious
battle to postpone the revolution and destroy the revolutionary move-
ment. They say that our immediate strategy is not the dlctatorship of
the proletariat and the fight for sociallem, th8t instead our present
task i1s the formation of an 'anti-monopoly coalition® against 'monopoly’
(the proletariat should ally with the ‘small® bourgeoisie against the
'big’ bourgeoisie), In other vords, the US revolution will take place
In two stages, Firgt the antci-monopoly coalition stage to throw oubt
the big lmperialists, and then later on some time the fight for
socialism, Further, thery’distort the Marxist-Leninist analysis of
democracy, substituting democracy in general for class democracy and
denying the class character of democracy, They talk about 'reversing
the growth of rilitariem’, 'averting monopoly Vviolence?’, and contend
that there ie no need for the class to seiza poWer by means of armed
strugzle. Tinally, they evade entirely the quesation of the state,

and the question of faselsm, and divorce imperialist politics from
lmperialist economics, ’ ' o '

We will deal with the deviations of the revisionists in several major
areas having to do with the state, democracy, imperialism, and the
concept of a revolutionary party, Our method will be to guote state-
ments in the Program end compare them with Len:nism, both separately
and integrally according to topic. o ' 7
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'Similarly, the struggle to invade "management prerogatives” and
bureaucratic prarogativeq in the administration of soclety, and to
create agencies for direct ponuldr partitipation in administrative
and decislon-making processes can seriously weaken the power bases
from which monopoly could 1auncn violelce against the people.’® Here
the CP says the same thing about the state bureaucratic apparatus
that they said about the miTitary, namely, that it is separate and
stinct from < in fact, bears nothing but an accldental relatien-
Ehip To - the bourgeols mtﬂte. They imply that the state bureaucracy
stands above clagses: ‘direct popvlar participation in administrat-
ive and decision-meking processes’ etc, What ‘adminigtrative and
decision-making procegses’ are there in a bourgeois. qtqte other than
those controlled by and for the bourgeoisie?? lMarx says in The Civil
War in France, 'The centralized state machinery, whihh with ifs
ubiquitous and complicated military, bureaucratic, clerical and
judiciary organ entoils. (enmesheés) the Living society 1like a boa
constrictor,? (P@kina ed., pl62) Lenin, in The Proletarian Revolution
and the Renegade Kautsky, refers to the roMmon given by Marx and
FEngels for why the bourgeols state must be smashed: °In order to
break down the resistance of the bourgeoiq199 in order to inspire
the reactionariss with fenr, in order to maintain the authority of
the armed peoplas against the bourgeolsie, in ordcr that the prole-
tariat may forcibly hold down 1ts adversaries. .

The CP wmays we should strive for - °d1rect popular participation in
deciuion-mﬁking processes,' Lenin s qu 2

"The toiling masses are barred frcm participation in bourgeois
parliaments (which never decide important questions under
bourgeois democracy; they are decided by the stock exchange

and the banks) by thousands of obstacles, and the workers khow
end feel, see and realize perfectly well that the bourgeois

pa rliamontq are institutions alien to them, instruments for the
opprassion of the proletarians by the bourseoic ite, instituttaon
o' a hostile class,; of the exploiting minority.” ' B
(State and ﬁovolution, Feking ed., p26)

The revigionists bplabor and belabor the question. of the bourgeois. -,
*political proceqses°, and 1t is in the context of such belaboring - -
fhat the following formula’® must be analyzed. °*Whether it attalns -
the reins of government or not (QUR EMPHASIS) - an ﬂnti-nonopoly :
alliance - either dectrOJq monopoly or monopoly destroys it.® Here
the question of state power is raised point blank, and dropped 1like °
a hot potatory The revisionists are telling the Workorq the bare-faced
tie that it is unimportant whether or not state-power is taken from
The imperialists! But there is no way to ‘destroy monopoly® other
than to:take state. .power and crush the enemy., Otherwise the enemy
crughes us, The eneny crus hinc us is fascism, -but nothing is sald
of this either, 2

Later on the CP says that at some juncture, sometime off in the future,
at a time they ‘cannot now predict’, the fight for socialism will
become ‘the immediate object of political battle’. What the CP is
proposing 1s that the strategic aim of the prolotariat in America

at this time is not the struggle for qtate power .and the establishment,
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18 what Lenin had thﬂqay’aboﬁt Kautgﬁy-

"But we qhﬁll bréak with the opportunists, and the entire class-
conscious “roletnrint will be with us in the fight - not to
‘chift the relation of forces® (SICY!) but to overthrow the
bourzeoisie, to destroy hourgeols: parliarientarism; for a demo-
¢ratic republic after the type of the Cormune, or a Republic

of Workers® and Soldiers® deputies, for the revolutionary dic-
tatorship of the prolotar*at (State and Revolution, pliz)

In addition, do the 1mper&a11qts only” ATTWPPT to ‘drown the working
class movement in blood? Do thby not in fact do so daily? And is it
not. (at least. partially) reported.in The papers? What was the army
doing 2t the Desire housing rrojects in New Orleans 1ast month? What
were the police doing .2t the Chicano Moratorium in East Los Angeles,
when they fired on a peaceful demonstration of Chicano working people
‘against the butcherd¢® war in Viebtnam? What can you call it but the
rotten national chauvinism of the. revisionists that prevents them from
_s8eelng these continual atTacks on especlally the Negro Nation and
national minorities here age attacks on the working clags, on ‘the
popular wille® o

The CP has yet another version of ‘shifting the relatinn of forces'.
They say, 'Ultimately; the best. guqrantee for QVerting violence is the
creation of a majority so overwhelming, so firm of purpose and com-
manding such positions of power as to restrailn and minimize monOpoly s
use of force,' Isn't this just like Kautsky's argunents in 19179 and
refuted by Lenin that same year?

‘Infatuated with the "purity” of democracy, blind to its
bourgeois character, he consistently urges that the maJority,': 
since it is the mnjority, need not "break down the resistance"
of the minority, nor “fo“cibly hold 1t down® - it 1s sufficient
to suppress cases of infringement of domocracy....Kautqky..;
takes. formal equality for zctunl equality.' (Proletarian Rev-
olution and the Renegade Kautsky, p33) '

The CP talks about 'commqnding rositions of power?, There are no'poq-
itions to be commanded other then positions of state power to suppress
by force the bourgeoisie, but the CP is silent sabout this, Their line
is- the same as Kautsky’s: Why do we need & dictatorship when we have
a majority?

_'To confine MarYiqm to the doctrine of class struggle means
curtailing Farxlsm, destroying it, reducing it to sonething
whlch 18 acceptable to the bourgeoiqie. Only he is a Marxist
who extends the recognition of the class-struggle to the
dictatorship of the proletariat., This 1is what constitutes the
most profound difference between the Marxist and the petty (as -
well as the big) bourgeois. (State and ?evolution, plho)

The dis orepanc" betWeen modern reviqioniqw and Leninlem is again obviouq

Lenin says, 'No,, democracy is not identical With the qubordination of
the Winortty. Democracy is =@ state which recogniZeq ‘the subordination
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ever been any nore thorough-going traitors to the working class than
the stinking revisionist corpses of the CommunistﬂPgrty USAf.its
mentor the CPSU, qnd S0 on? % N

CIVIL WAR o PFACE”UL TRANHITION TO SOCIALISM9

In State and Revolution (pp48-9) Benin says that Marx®'s definition

of The statc was a siap in the face of the opportunith' prejudices
concerning the ‘peaceful development .of democracy?, and of the pretty
rictures painted by the petty bourgeois denocrats of the socialist
transformation of soclety as a,'reﬂcpful submission of the minority

to the majority?, In light of thia, let -us:examine whot .the nodern
revisionists of .the CPUSA have to say: *'The.question remains, however,
whether the democratic will of the peopleé.can be brought to expression
by relatively peaceful means, that 1s, without armed insurrection,
without civil war.:!' Lenin ¢ ﬂyq flatly, !The supercession of the bourge-
ols state by the rroLetarian gtate is impossible without a violent
revolution, ' Perhaps the CP would answer to this that Marx and Engels,
~at one time, proposed. that it was possible to effect a peadeful tran-
sition to socialism in the US, (Marx d4id this indirectly in his letter
to Kugelmon of April 12, 1871, gquoted by Lenin on p4l4 of State and
Revolution.) But what Waq the reason for this eyc]uqion of the US

(as well as of Fngland)? They had no °‘militarist clique' and a min-
imal state burenucraoy at that time, But Lenin contlnueq

'Today, in 191?, 1n the epoch of the first great 1merialist
war, this qualification made by Marx is no longer valid, Both
England and hmerica,..have today completely sunk into the all-
Buropean filthy, bloody morass of bureaucratic-military instit-
utions which subordinate everything to themselves and trample
everything under’foct, Today, in England and in America, too; -,
"the preliminary condition for every resl people's ravolution'
is the qmaqhing the destruction of the "ready-made state
nachineTy ™, v. .7 (phs) :

What could be plainer??

The CP goes on to say, *It is nalve to think that monopoly oapi*al
would be restrained by Constituttonal scruples from resorting to
violence to thwart the most democratic mandate for a socialist trans-
formation,,.,.No Bulirg class relinquishes power passively and vol-,
untqrily.V Can thils be understatement?? The bourgeolsie has shown it-
self not only to be not paséive, but has shown that its apparatus is
thg historical epitome of the most highly organized violence. Lenin
'says, '...ln every nrofound revolution, a prolonged, stubborn and
doqhﬁrnte reqiqtqnce of..the ezn101+ers, who for a number of years
Tetain im lmportant prqcticq1 advantag over the exploited, is the rule.'
He says, '...the overthrown explo*ter s s s Throw themqelveq with energy
grown tenfold...in o the bqt+1e for recovery of the "paradise® of
which they‘'ve been deprrived.' (State and Revolution, p35) And yet
the CP can talk of the possibility of peace with the bourgeoisie, It
1s of course leglitimate to say that the proletariat seeks the most
peaceful means to achieve its ends. But in light of the development
of fascism in the USA only traitors confine themselves to discussion
of peaceful and nonviolent methods .of struggle against the state. Only
trailtors fall to discuss the international pressures which will force
the Us bourgeoiqie to tighten the screws Qn 1tq own workingclamL

"r(, s
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ments (today peaceful, tomorrow warllke, the nextday warlike

again) for the question of the substance of the struggle and agree-
ments between capitaiist combines is to sink to the role of 'a
sophist.' (Imperialism, the Hipheqt 3tage. of Capitaliqm Peking
ed., r89) Further,

'The.essence of the matter is that‘Kautsky detaches the pdlitics
of imperialism from its economics, speaks of annexations as-being
a policy "preferred® by finance and OppOs &8 to it -another
bourgeois policy which, .he alleges, is possible on thiq very

same .basis of finance capital (Ibid., D110) ’

Another diqtortion of tho CP on the queqtion of the 1mporialiqt stage
of capitalism revolves around the question whether militarism is one
of its essential features. Lenin says, in The Proletarian Revolution
and the Renegrade Kautsky (again the CP is refurbishing Kautesky),

',..Premonopoly capitalism - which reached its zenith actually
in the 1870s - by virtue of ity fundamental economic traits,
which found a most tynical expression in BEngland and America),
distinguished by a, relatively speaking, maximum fondness for
peace and freedom, ImreILali m,  on’ the other hand, 1e, monopoly
capitalism, which finally matured: only in the twentieth century,
is, by virtue of its fundamental economic traits, distinguished
by a minimun fondnesa for peace and freedon, and”by a maximun and
universal development of militarism.® (pl5, Peking ed.)’

Under these conditions, which far from being modified, have becoma

ever more acute, there can never exist the possibility spoken of here
by the revisionists: 'Cliearly, the dismantling of the military-
industrial complex and reversal of the growth of militarism would have
a decisive bnarlng on the circumstances attending revolutionary change,
Lenin says of Kautsky's simllar distortion, 'To "fail to notice®

this (THE MAXTIMUM TENDENCY TOWARD MILITARISM) in discussing the extent_
to which a peaceful or violent Trevolution 1s typical or probable 18

to stoop to the position of a most.ordinary lackey of the bourgeoisie,'!
(Ibid., pl15)

A further distortion of the modern revisionists on the question of
Imperialism concerns economic crisis, In the New Program they say,

'A crisis resulting from a protracted war, from an attempts at a
reactionary coup, or from an economic depression....all these are
certalnly possible (EMPHASIS ADDED) in our monopoly capitalist society.
However, strategy cannot be hinged on such contingencies, (EMPHASIS
ADDED) The CP distorts the Marxist-Leninist theory of crisis in two
ways. On the one hand, they constantly refer to crises as "contingent"
in order to creste the impression that the contradictions of imper-
1a2lism have lessened so as to allow. collaboration with the bourgeoisie
and "peaceful transition” and all kinds of social-chauvinism? on
the other hand, they imply that the crises and demise of capitaliqm
are inevitable without a major upheaval (protracted war, major de-
pression etc) Thus Trying to rersuade the rroletarist to sit back

and nof pay too much attention to these 'possibilities’ and 'contin-
gencies® (perhaps they will soon cease altOﬁether9), and simply walt
for imperialism to die of 1tqelf s :

e
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the CP, But ‘conspiracy®, identified soley with right-wing coups a la
Latin Anmerica, is not permissible. This proves (if there was any
doubt) that the CP 1s really the mouthniece of US ruling circles.
What -1s good for the bourgeoisie is alright with the Communist Party,
and what the bourgeolsie says is- 1llegal is taboo with.the revis-
ionists, They go to fantastic lengths to convince the proletariat:
not to.overstep the bounds of bourgeois democracy, not to build an
organization of revolutionaries, not to buiid a real communist party
to lead the working class. = ' = S

The statements of the:CP on 'conspiracy' on pp9t-2 of thelr Program

go as follows: 'Reactionary coups can be brought off by conspiracies,
but not social revolutions, Coups are manipulations at the top.... So
profound a transformation cannot be made by a coup or conspiracy.'
(The reader should compare these statements by the opportunist Men-
shevik statements of Lenin's opponents - Martov, Trotsky etc - at the
Second Party Congress of the Russian Social Denocratie Labor Party,
1903. They are discussed in Lenin's One Step Forward, Two Steps Back, )

It could be sald of the CP's remarks are directed against the activ-
ities of terrorists: bombings of public buildings, kidnaping of of-
ficials etc, This canhot be so for two reasons, First, i1t is the CP
1tselfl that in fact focuses in on -individual members of the bourge-
oisle instead of the class as a whole as the ‘enemy, hence opening the
door for terrorism. Second, and more important, it is the: CP’s line
of ‘tactlcs-as-poocess' (e.g.; 'an encompassing struggle for pro-
gressively more radical measures' - p94, Program) that raises the
sponteneity of which terrorism is a manifestation to the level of
>rinciple. As Lenin says in What i1s to be Done? in the section called
"What 1S there in commcn. betWeen Economism ond Terrorism?',

'The Economlsts and present-day terrorists have one common root,
nanely, subservience to sponteneity....,The Hconomists and the ters=
rorists merely bow to different poles of Sponteneity: the Economists
"bow to the spontenelfy of 'the Labor MoOvVement pure and simpte';
while the terrorists pow to the sponteneity of the passionate in-
dignation of intellectuals.®

Not to speak of a class:party, a Genefal Staff for theorganization and

- Teadership of the insurrection (in the context of a detailled discus-
sion of revolution, ho less), 1s to inply that tke revolutionary party
and prevaration for eivil war are unnecessary; is to imply utter
subservience to sponteneity., And a8 Lenin has shown repeatedly, sub-
Servience to sponteneity 1s the key ingredient in the approach of
terrorists to social revolution. Thus it 1s impossible for the revis-
lonlsts to be attacking the present-day terrorists with their comments
on conspiracies, Actually, they . are attacking the Leninist concept of
a Party of a new type, and they attack from the Right. Here is how they
acconplish this,

. To begin with, the statement of the CP on 'conspiracy' are as follows:

'Reactionary coups.can be brought off. by conspiracies, but not social
revolution. Coups are manipulations at the top,,...30 profound a trans-
formation cannot be made by a coup or conspiracy,'.
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elemont of the proietariat et maqk its Q}lve~‘;on w;th Mgrxiqm-
Leninismn. Inherent in these attempts to subvert tlie movement and turn
revolutionaries into reformists is the .need e oD ocure ihe olass

nature of the state and the fundamental ecoricmic and notitical features
of imperialism, To obscure these things means, ac we huve secn, to

oren the door to a whole host of deviations «nd diitori’ons, The task
of real revolutionary cemmunis sts, followers of Maiun, BEigels, Leniu,
Stalin and Mao, is to expnse theqe distortiorng of the =odern revis
lonists to the masses of workers, proletariw: intellesiuals and
theoraticlans, and other oppress “é_peOpie ir the Uw.

The theoretical, political and finally organizatioral dismemberment
and déstruction of the Communist Party USA a tarkx of first ime~
portance for Marxist-Leninists and revolutionary pwopic in goneral,
Its completion will sigr.al a great victory icr the American working
class and the international proletariat,

-

Cc J’n
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notice the arowth 1n the consciousness of strensth, of the unity
of the Fartyv, e addressed Stalin with malicious Cﬂunter-“evol-
utionary insinuations, e accused the D’“T‘ ?caoerjnlp that it
did not accept measmies 4o activize the Crioer it daal werking-
claas vovnm(nt e nleand arously geserted Liie ™ “he voantrs: Com-
mittee handicapncd Lhe development of this wo7sment,?

Another member of ths groip, Boshkirov, declared: ‘Hikelaiev's shot

regulted from the fact trant ha received his elucaetion in counter-

revolution in thie Trotsgr..Zinoviev organization.?®

Onca mora the name of Troteky cronped up in connection with an attack
ori the 3olshevik Revalution, Onece more Zinoviev (and his old assc~iate,
Kamoriev) arad a8 collaborating with Trotsky. This time it was ns
wara Worg reare, A graal hero was destroyed. New Russia was'robbvd

of = talentéi, conrageour and univerrally beloved working-class bu® ider
of the Socislist syoten, The blow was aimed at the very heart of the

ravolution.

'The dresg of the Trots iD»:_AOV1ev oprosition,?’ ...This ig how the
Soviet mo

ssert termad the Land of plotters. And once more a glgantic
sgurze of hatrad roge smong th= millions of friends of the Soviet Unlon
ths world over for this man, Troteky.

Who te ha? That ia Trobekrisan? “hat are its ancial roots? What ie the
international role of the Trotaky proun?

[a

The followin~:ig to be & brief enarer to these questions:

I

Trcbaliv s Carveer
Trovely ealls himsrelf *the timre Bolshevik-Teninist?., 3o did the
Social-Democratic hrnemen of the German revolution, Noske, Scheldemann,
Savering, call thanoelves 'true farvists?, Troteky loves to nose as tne
last of the grest revolutionary figures that carries forward the trad-
ition of Leain., There are peonle, especislly emoag the younger gener-
ation, who think of him as an 014 tolrh&viﬁ°,gFor wasn't ne leader of
Favolution ia 19172 Tagsn't he 2t the head of the 8ed Army between

1918 and 19212

Teotaky sterted his noliticel career around the turn of the century.

In 18973, : graat ﬂivision between the Vensheviks egnd the

Rols nevikg took definite for Trotsky £11ied himcelf uith the Men-
gheviks, In oro WEY 0T anotnnr ne fought Bolghevism until late in the

> Mme and arain Me agreed with thls cr that point of the
anwk Ny owwaﬂ but cocn hie 2ould join the Nens?¢¥.&a to Tight the
snd T.enin, Feo resaded hils opert hoeatility Lo Bolsheviemr In
Lean figntine it ever since.

How did he bcconm 2 reveoiotiorneory floure? e never was in the thick of
the workera! 1ilfe g8 hulider of theilr organizetions. He never succeeded
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‘In the middle of:¥May, 1917, in preparing for a conference, Lenin writes
a synopsis for a report, in which he points out the necessity of '
'being hard as stone in pursuing the proletarisn line against the L
petty-bourgeois vacillations’, and adds the following slgnificant line:

'The vaclllations of the petty-bourgeois: Trotsky,..' (Léﬁtn,::
Collected Works, v30, Hussian edition, »331)

Trotsky, on darriving from abroad after the February revolution, joined
the ‘Soetal-Déemocratic group in Petrograd known as ‘interboroughites’..
This group held a Centrist position and for many years fought the Bol-
-shevik organization in Petromrad. Iven after the February revolution o
,they favored the unification’ of all thé groupings of the Russian
Soctal-Democratic Labor Ferty, including the social-patriots. Grad- .=
vally, however, they abandoried the idea of unity with the social- -
patriots, leaning more and more toward acceptance of the Bolshevik pol-

icles,

Late in the summer of 1917 the *interborough’ group joined the Bols. .
shevik Party, on the eve. of the Sixth Congress of the Party held in |
the beginning of August: They were'represented in the Conpress dele- =
gatlon, end. the new Centrsl Committée elucted by the Congress included
anot.g ity 22 wembers th. e fuvmer:Qinterbrroughitesq,‘Trétsky; Uritsky
and Yoffe,: ’ ‘ e Wi ' = ¢ i

Having declared his acceptance of theé B¢ shevik policies, Trotsky

.88 given full ovportunity by the Certral Committes to work in the in-
terestas of the Farty and the working ciass. An effective orator, and
former chairman of the first Soviet in 1905, Trotsky, late in 1917, be-
<ame cnalrman of the Fatroprad Soviet. He held this position in the '
Adecisive days of October, working under the Girect guidance of the
Central Committee of the Bolshevik Party. w0

During the selzure of power by the Bolsheviks in November, 1917, Trotsky

played an important role as a member of the Military Revelutionary Com-

~~-mittee, But-it-would be abdurd to say that he was the leader of the
ubrising. . N - : C

. 'T am far from denying the undoubtedly imvortent role of Comrade
Trotsky in the unrising {says 3talinin his October Bevolution,
P71). But T must-state that Comrade Troteky did not and could not.

_have played sny special role in the' Oétober unrising: that, being
the president of the Fetrograd Soviet, he'only carried into ef-
Tect the will of the respective Tarty authorities, which guided
every step of Comrade Trotaky,’':(Article nubl. Nov 26, 192L)°

Among the five members appointed by the Central Committes of the Communist
Perty on October 16 to serve 2s 2 center in ‘charge of organizing the
uprising, Trotsky'’s name does not apnhear,

'Thus (=ays Stalin) something "terrible” took place at this
meeting of the Central Committee, le, "in some mysterious way”
the “inspirer”, the "principal figure”, the "only leader® of the
uprising, Comrade Trotaiky, did not get on the practical center,
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fighters on the various battle fronts - leaders with clear revolutionary
vision and stratecists of the first order, .

Before the thunder of the laqt battles of the UiVll war . had died down
Troteky-developed an oven, violent opnosition to the policy of . Lenin in
respect to the tasks of the trade unions., He wanted.the unions to be, not
organizations renreqentlng the the workers in the factories and the. shops,
in the industries, but administrative units appended to the State

and carrying out gOVernmental functions, He organized, in opposition to
Lenin, a small faction that threatened to disrupt -the activities of the
Communist Party at:a time when unity was a guestion of 1life and-death, ..,
Lenin. branded thiq factionalism ags a disruptive act, He sald: :

Fven 1f the “nem tasks and methods” had been nointed out by g
Trotsky as highly correctly as in reality. they have been pointed
out incorrectly throughout....by such an approach alone
.Trotsky would have caused injury both to himself, to the Farty, :
to the.union movement, to the education of mlllion of members of
the labor unions, and to the Republic., (Lenin Collected Horks,
Vol., ¥XVI, Russian Bd., pl16.)

Trotsky was defeated. Had his ’plan’ succeeded, that would have wrecked
the entire Soviet system. _ g

In 1923 he. aﬂain resumes his opnogition to the 3olﬂhev1k Farty. Thiq

time it.is no more a single guestion. It is the whole Communl st Party,

its qtructure,,ltq activities, 1it= entire line that irk him,,ﬁt first. he
was alone among the outmtﬁndln" leaders, In 1926 he wag Joined by Zinoviev
and Kamenev who, in Novemeber, 1917, had distinguished themselves by .. . ::
being opposed to the uprising and to the ¢ eizure of power by the '

Bolshevik Farty and were branded by Lenin as :tr1kebreaker°’; That. 3Y.um7"

had ideas differine from Trotsky's in many. -respects; but thev accemted
his leadership and the fundamental of his onposition.

A legend 15'nedd1ed around to the effect that Trotsky and his.ass ociateq'
were ‘not given a chance’ to present their viéwnoint to the rank-and-.
file Farty member<h1p° As a matter,of fact, the debate between the '
opposition and the Party leadership was contlnued from 1924 till 1927.

In numerous sessiong of the central bodies, in numberless meeting% of the
lower bodies of the Tarty, the nrogram of the ODDOSlthH was threshed
out. Scores of books, hundreds of ramphlets dealing Wlth these.questions
Were published and widely diqtributed The opnpos 1tion received a hearing
even to the roint of exhausting the Datience of the Party members .,

When the discussion was over these leader with their group -of. associates
were thorousghly discredited, desnised by the magses of the Party and of
the proletariat and exmosed as nlotters.

e are perfectly aware of the’ gravity of such an accusation, Bﬁt how else
can you term the 9ct1v1t1eq of seemingly responsible Tarty members who,
becaude the overwhelmlnqkmaJorltv of the membership diqagree with them
and demand the1r submission, organize a little clique Withtn the Farty,
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political organization bereft of its army? Of course he could
not.

"The fact 1s that the old burden of Trotskyism, concealed in

the cupboard in the days of the October movement, ls now

once more hauled into the light of day in the hope of finding

a market for it.' (Joseph Stalin, The October 3evolution, pr89-90)

Yhen Trotsky concealed his ‘unpleasant burden’ in hig cupboard he was a
one-man organization. hen he took it out again he belleved he had a tre-
mendous army back of him, He was mistaken, The renk-and-file membership of
the Communist Tarty and every honest worker in the Soviet Union refused

to follow the man with the unpleasant burden. Wow he i1s trying fo form
such an army on a world scale. Quite unsuccessfully.

TC BT CONTINUTD
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