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The following is based on a forum given to the Detroit branch in December
of 1973. It was composed of two parts--one on the emergence of the Maoist move-
ment and thelr analysis of the national guestion and the second part was on the
United Front against Imperialism and Maoist regroupment. This is the reason for
their somewhat disjointed nature. While some of this is dated I have tried to
¥pdate it in a postscript at the end which takes into account the lastest dev-

elopmente in the Maoist milieu. May, 1974
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SEARCH FOR IDEOLOGY

When the New Left arose in the 60's it was convinced that it hed trenscended
the dogmatic ilnsistence on ideology for which it had condemned the old Left.
Racism and war were obviously bad; if the movement could only point these evils
out forcefully enough wrong would surely be righted. It became increasingly ap-
parent however, that calling attention to injustice was insufficient, and that
the Left needed a strategy based on powerful socaal forces.

The quest for the holy grail, the "cgency of socail change"™ followed. Stue
dents, black voters in the south, poor people, rural and urban, black and white,
were organized. With each succeeding failure the Left drew certain lessons.
Community organizing was necessarily limited by the horizons of the comméinity,

" electoral ofganizing was easily coopted, students were capable of exteemely mil-
‘itant actions but incapable of enforcing their demands on society and that the
lumpen preletarliat in the ghetto was incapable of stable organization. With each
failure the Left became more radical, more convinced of the need for total sys-
tematic change, and more cynical as it despaired of any hope of ever defeating
the system. In the late sixties, the bulk of the most radical and theoretical
vwhite New Lefters were in Students for a Democratic Society (SDS). The SDS lead-
ership declared "the principal contradiction jn the world today is between the
oppressed natlons and the oppressor nation. The defeat of the civil rights and
early black power movement, the seeming hopelé&ssness of overcoming white racism
in the U,S., and a natural identification with non-white peoples throughout the
world had alreedy led the bulk of the black power leadershdp to the same conclu-
sion, By 1969 virtually the entire New Left looked to the underdeveloped nations
of Asia, Africa and Latin America as the revolutionary vanguard and to Mao'ls
China as the guiding star of the third world.

And so a source for ideology had been found., Why was Maoism which looked
to the third world seized upon in stead of Marxism which looked to the working
class, It is first necessary to see that disclaiming ideology did not mean that
the New Le@it had no view of society, it simply meant that lacking any alternative
they were forced to operate within the framework of bourgeois ideology. They
revolted against the contradicitons between the prevalent values of peace and
equality and the stark socall realities.

But the combination of their middle class backgrounds and bourgeois ideclo-
gy led them to accept the idea that orginary people are incapable of ruling them-
selves, The political conservatism and quiesence of the working class in the
50ts .and 60's lent credence .to their beliefs that Amerlcan workers were hopelessly
bought off and satisfied with their lot.
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The classless character of third worldism was therefore appealing. 1In ade-
dltion, after a decade of struggle and failure this was a perspective that did
not depend upon the New Left's ability to carry it out and so could not be im-
mediately tested.

The ferment in the underdeveloped nations (Vietnam, Cuba, African liberation
movements and the cultural revolution in China) and the state power held by Mao
gave Maoism an aura of success badly needed by a weak and defeated movement.

But a source for ideology was not ideblogy. SDS and the New Left splintereq
over political and strategical questions still left hanging in the air--insur-
rectionism, white skin privilege and balck nationalism, etc.

Many leftists disappreaed into the woodwork, while  what remained mostly
were Maoist or Maolst leaning collectives throughdat the country. Thus the for-
mation of hard Macist groupings to provide ideclogy to this milieu was inevitable,

.Besides the New Left looking for mnswers, we must add to our equation groups
of people who had spent years in the Cummunist Party who had broken with the CP
over on or another thing since 1956 and who wanted to rebuild the party as it
vwas in the "good 0ld" days under Stalin. Thus it was with the disoriented
New Lefters providing the vitalisy and the older hardened Stalinist cadre pro-
viding the theory that explicit Stalinism was Peborn in the U.S. Left, a plague
vwhich it whould be noted has not been visited on the Left of any other advanced
country in recent times. While there are Maocist groups ih Italy and France they
do not condider themselves in the tradition of Stalinism.

For the past two years these Stalinist-Maoist groups have grown rapidly,
picking up many individual activists and samll collectives. TheCommunist League
(CL), the October League (OL), the Revolutionary Union (RU) are the largest and
most cohesive of these groups. The Guardian newspaper is also important as the
voice of Maoism in this country and the Black Worlers Congress (BWC) is of int-
erst as a black Maoist group.

The Revolutionary Union had its origins in a group of Berkeley New Lefters
who, inside the California Peace and Freedom Party in 1968, came together with
ex~-members of the Communist Party who were part of the same 1962 expulsion out
of which the Progressive Labar Party was formed., These people had broken from
the Pregressive Labor moeement in the mid-60's because of PL's ultra-leftism.
Their picture of Stalin in the front of Red Papers #l was perhaps the first
clarion call from within the new Left for the revival of Stalinism.

Into the RU followed a number of old CP trade unionists who as time passed
won this New Left group to the same suck up to the left trade union bureaucracy
method of functioning that they had learned in the CP.

When the RU showed up in the SDS as it was splitting in 1969 they immediately
won hegemony over a whole wing of the Revolutionary Youth MOvement majority in
SDS (RYM II). But by the fall of '69, at a Thanksgiving Day conference, RYM II
split three ways on the question of whether blacks were a nation. The three
resultant groups were: Avakians RU, a group led by Mike Klonsky, former head
of 8US, and a group led by Lynn Wells, a leader of the Southern Student Organi-
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zing Committee. The Lynn Wells group, which stood for self-determination for
the black belt nation in the south, called itself the Georgia Communist League.
In 1972 they meeged with Klonsky's Dctober ‘League, keeping the name OL,

The RU is substantislly the larger of the two, but the October League is
growigg rapidly. Although the RU did not originally accept blacks as members
of their orgganization (believing that it was incorrect for them to be organi-
zing blacks--blacks should be in their own organizations and there whould be
workige alliances) that policy has changed and both R.U. and the OL have some
significant black membership.

LLCK MAOIST GROUPS

The Communist League and the Black Workers Congress have been more influen-
tial among blacks. The Communist League which cleims at present 200 members,
traces its roots back to the split in the Communist Party in 1956.. As Krushchev
revealed the extent of Stalins's butchery and Russia denounced Stalin a whole
world view fell apart for many. Yet there were those who clung tenaciously to
‘its past and the heritage of Stalin and in the face of all this, they announced
the revelations as "bourgeios lies". When these people were expelled from the
CP they formed the Provisional Organizing Committee for a Reconstituted Commin-
ist Party-Marxist Leninist (POC). "Fhis was based on a group of Puerto Rican
‘workers in New York and Chicago and a group of black workers in L.A. That
group split and eventaully the bhack workers based group led by a longshoreman
named Nelson Perty formed the California Communist League.

The big step towards a national organization for the CCL was the affiliation
of one of the factions of the League of Revolutionary Black Workers around the
" beginning of 1972. The League of Revolutionary Black Workers had grown to a real
mass movement of young blacks in Detroit duripg 1968 but by the end oflG69 their
mass base had withered away. The remains of the League had struggled to learn
the lessons of the League's growth and defeat.

In 1970, the lLeague, which was by then only a small sect, split. John Watson,
Ken Cockrel ard Mike Hamlin left to ferm the Black Vorkers Congress with James
Forman of SNCC. They had been the @riginal publishers of InnerCity Voice and
had their base 8n the League's membe-ship outsideof the plant. They had a size-
able number of young students around them from Wayne State University.

In many ways the BWC was an attempt to reproduce the LRBW, without the
heavy emphasis on Plant work. They pushed themselves into 20 or more cities
éhooughout the conntry. Tne BWC was composed of many distinct elements. There
vwere some pebple who joined from the Balck Panther Party, United Black Brothers
of Newark, the United Front of Cairo and the Thired Vio.1ld Women's Alliance.

Early in its existence the BWC ran ito several problems. The ideological
and political basis of the organization was at best unclear add there was a
great deal of internal disciission. There were great differences on the black
question, the white left and generally Maoism. Basically the BWC never decided
whether it was to be a cadre organization or a mass organization and as a result
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it tried to be both at the same time. There were several manor fights within
the BWC over which direction the organization would follow and wach of these
fights led to verious people breaking with the BWC, including Watson, Cockrel
and Forman.

The workers in what was left of the League tended to follow the leadership
of Chuck Vooten and General Baker, both founding members of DRUM (Dodge Revo-
lutionary Union Movement). Their grouping went into a period of intensive study
and finmlly emerged by joining the California Communist League which became the
Communist League,

The key to the lessons that the CL grouping drew from theirexperiences in
DRUM led them to the CL was the idea that the League's failing had been to en-
gage in mass struggle before a revolutionary party built around soled cagdee had
been formed. The CL, which was based on a distortion of Lenin's What is to
Be Done provided the theoretical justification for their view.

Thus in Proletariat, CL's theorétical journal, the idea that a revolution-
ary Party will take its form out of a mass movement is derided as followd: "=
this spontaneous revisionist process starts to snowball and the snowball gets
beg enough then and then can we build a Communist Party." They go on to say "
"without a communist party the working class can not even take a &tep forward".
To try and build mass struggles is "facist since it hurls the theoryless and 1
leaderiess proletariat into more Wattes, Atticas and Detroits. " For the
CL the primary task for this period is party building.

The outcome of their taking this polition seriously was seen at Detroits
Jefferson plant last year (February, 1973), when CL members supported a back-to-
work movement led by UAW officalis against rank and filers who had wildcatted
in defense of a worker fired for fightng speed-up in the plant.

The IS believes that the revolutionary party will be forged out of the
struggles bf the working class to defend and advance its position in society.
This view comes from a very different conception of the revolutionary party than
any of the Stalinist groups. The party the IS seeks to build is the organization
of the rank and file leadership of the working class controlled by that class
which seeks to lead the whole working class to state power.

Thus the party we seek to build can only be built out of the stmgggles of
workers and must $tand for workers councils, trade unions before and after the
revolutioan, and full freedom of discussion within the party, including the
right to organize minority opinions. The cL says on the other han&, that the
party is émcompatible with the existance of factions. For the CL the party is
the central organization which aids and idrects the entirs struggle of the
working class and its organizations, 2.) the party is the instrument of the
dictatorship of the proletariat and 3.) the party if the embodiment of unity of
will and therefore is incompatible with the existence of factions.
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THE NATIONAL QUESTION

The cornerstone of CL theory is the national guestion. For CL the central
slogan which puts forward the Communist answer to the oppression of blacks in

this country is "Independence for the Negro Nation", "Equal Rights for the Negro
National Minority".

This is based on their analysis in the document "Negro National Colonial
Question", For CL the black belt in the deep south (so cailed because of the
dark codor of the soil) is a natdonal territory based on the freed slaves. The
oppression of Afro-Americans in this country is not fundamentally racial, but
rather. is national chauwinism linked to the suppression of the Negro colony.
The position of blacks both in the north and the south is tied to the position
of blacks in the black belt. From this it follows thah anyone, even a revolu-
tionary struggling to eradicate reaism, who refuses to raise the demand, "In-
depeddence for the Negro Nation", is a national chauvinist and in their final
analysis is implicated in the oppression of black people as the most flagramt
racist.

CL's position is the historic position of the CPUSA. The CPUSA was reluc-
tantly pressured into such a position by the Stalin Comintern during the ' 'radi-
calism" of the Third Period, whcih was dféiring the late 20's and early 30's.
When Stalin changed the 11ne and ordered the CPUSA to support Roosevelt in 1936
he also ordered the dropping of the black belt nation theory. When the CP took
its turn to the left in 1949, Foster was put back in th® leadership in paace
of Browder,,and the black belt nation theory, associated with Foster, was rein-
stated.

There are many probelms with CL's analysis of the position of blacks in Am-
erican society. While blacks are in fact concentrated in the black belt (pri-
marily Louisiana, Mississippi, Alabama, Georgia and South Carolina) up until
1916, WWI saw the beginning of a massive exodus from the black belt to northern
cities as jobs were increasingly open for blacks. Thus the percentages of blakks
in the black belf states dropped as follows:

1860 1970
Georgzia L 25
Alabama ks 26
Mississippi 55 36
Louisiana 44 30

S. Carolina 58 30

At this time in the United states do not constitude a majority of the population
of the Negro Nation (black belt.) Thus what CL Pefers to as the Anglo-Ameri-_
can minority of the Negro nation is in fact a majority in 197k. '

Even more important is that the demand "Independence for the Negro Nation"
etc. palces the central role in the black liberation struggles on thk peasantiry--
the anchor of the nation according to CL. By 1969 the total black farm popula-
tion was less than one million, only 4.l per cent of the total black population.
The black population today is overwhelmingly working class, and located in large
urban centers both in the north and the south. Any stazmtegy for black liberation
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which does not take this into account cannot provide any leadership for the
black liberation struggle. o '

q Out of all the Maoist groups to date the RU has provided the most complex
and sophisticated analysis of the black liberation struggle in the U.S. Red
Papers # 5 is solely concerned with their analysis of the national question.
The RU correctly meskes many criticisms of the CL document and approach partic-
ularly showing that the base of the black population is in the northern cities
rather than based on therural south. The RU begins its analusis of blacks
in the US wirh an ahalysis of slavery as a feudal system counterposing itsélf
to CL's analysis wh%ch viéwed slavery only as a form of ex*treme capitalist
exploitation. For the CL slaves were only super-exploited proletarians. The
RU goes on to state that after reconstruction blacks were forged into a semi-
colonized nation and were held in semi-feudal bondage in the plansation areas
of the south. Through the years the historical and material hage of this nation
has been transformed but it has not been eliminated. There is still enough
internal cohesion within the black community, according to the RU, to form a
nation although it is dispersed geographically. :

Understanding that in order to form a nation there has to be the formation
of a bourgeiosie cabrsble of laying the base for nationhood, the RY does not see
such a bourgeoisie éxisting in complete form today. It is their attempt to con-
Jure up such a bourgeoisie that leads them into confusion.

The RU never discusses adequately what the economic-basis for this new
nation would be. hey see the activities of ghetto merchants and professionals
within the communify as the basis for a separate economy. This merchant capi-
tal could be gathered up and reinvested once the question of a teriitory func-
tioning as a national market had been solved. For the RU this merchant capital
would at some point be magically transformed into industrial capital and would
provide the economic basis for a new nation.

The RU calls for the right of the black nation for self-determination,.al-
though they believe that the struggle will never come to that end. They uphold
the right as a genuinedemocratic right. They have engaged in fighting for the
national rights of black ﬁeople and at varioes times have defended the democra-
tic rights of groups such as the Mus,ims and the Republic of New Africa.

The Black Workers Congress provides a somewhat similar analysis of the na-
tioanl question although there are some significant differences. They agree with
the RU in saying that the basis of nationhood still exists. Not only are blacks
not assimilated into American society and do not enjoy the bagic democratic
rights but they do have a common economic life which according to the BWC is
spronger than it has ever been in the past. Their analysis of the black bourgeoisie
is somewhat more shphisticated than the RU's. They understand the distorted
historical Browih the black bourgeiocsie has had in this country and how at
times the black bourgecisie has wanted to fight the interests of the main capi-
Blists but they also understand that overall the black bourgeoisie has been re-

, formist add accommodationist. They characterize the role of the black bourgeoi-
sie as that of a comprador class. It is here that their analysis differs sharp-
ly with that of the RU's. TheRU has a much friendlier attitude 66 the national
bourgeiosie of the black community (more on their analysis of the natiomal bour-
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geiosie in the part on the United Front Against Imperialism.) The BWC has con-
tantly raised and emphasized the reactionary nature of the national bourgeoisie.

In recent months (March and April) there has been a running debate between
the RU, the BWC and the OL, on the national question. The debate as it has tak-
en form put to important differences in each group's analysis of the national
question in tke US. The two key questions are the role of the national bour-
geoisie, and an analysis of nationalism and its dynamic. While the RU and the
BWC share a similar analysis of the new nation, the OL firmly believes in self-
determination for the black belt nation. Unfortunately, they have not issued
a document with their analysis of the national gquestion, although they have par-
ticipated in the debate in the Guardian. The OL has cirficized both the RU and
the BWC for being too hard on the national bourgeoisie. In fact, at one point
Carl Davidson, (an echo of the OL on the Guardian staff) accused both the RU and
the BWC for being Trotskyites, since they were both too critical of the role of
the national bourgeoisie and did not understand its progressive nature.

THE UNITED FRONT AGAINST IMPERIALISM

When we turn to the Revolutionary Union (RU) we have to look:at the strat-
egy -of the United Front Against Imperialism. - It is the united front that the.
RU proses as the strategy for international revolution. To understang this we
must first examine what the united front meant in China for it is the exéerience
of China on which the RU models itself. .

It was the disastrous policy of the Comintern under the direction of Stalin
in which the CP subordinated itself.to.the interests of the bourgeoisie. This
was the same policy that led to the defeats suffered by the working class in
France and Spain in the thirties. In China it took the particular form of the
"loc of four classes", which in efi'ect meant the subordination of the interests
of the owrking class to those of the natibnal bourgeoisie (KMT--Kuomintang).
This was the very policy that led to the alaughter of thousands of workers and
peasants in 1927. :

Aféée 1927 the Chinese Communist Party retrenched itself in the country-
side and built its base in the peasantry. While the party cons®lidated itself
and grew steadlly it was divoreed from the working class. In the struggge for
the eviction of the imperialists from China the Communist Party did not allow,
for any real social transformation from below. The Chinese Communist Party '
controlled class conflict and in its actions lead the base for the development’
of a new ruling class--the Chinese Communist Party.

The Party had opposed demands for radical land reform since Mao felt it m
might laienate the landlords and rich peasants who were part of the bloc of
four classes. Promises were made to the capitalists of China that it would still
be safe to make profits in China. Mao promised that the "task of the new dem-
ocratic sgstem is to promote development of a private capitalist economy that
benefits inséead of controdling people's livelihood and to protect all honestly
acquired property."

Workers were told by the party to refrain from aseizing factories and not
to raise the demand of workers control. The party suppressed the formation of
soviets,
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In this pericd the party had been criticized internally for ignoring the
trade union movement, and for the general lack of control of the party by the
preletariat. Yet Mao's response was thes it was a proletarian party because it
represnted the needs of the proletariat and the peasantry. This was very easy
for Meo to say because for thim the dictatorship of the proletariat and the gen-
eral control of the party by the proletariat were two separate, distinct and un-
related ideas. For Mao it was possible to have the "dictatorship of the prole-
tariat" despite the fact that the proletariat was not the base of the party.

The Chinese Communist Party had never attempted to organize the working class
independently so that it could fulfill its historic mission--the rewolutionary
seizure of power by the working class. '

Waht existed in China was not a movement that was training the working class
to attain power but a movement to evict the imperialists in which the Communist
Party was only one part of a popular front that called for support of the gov-
ernament of Chiang-Kailshek., BRhis policy meant that the Communist Party of China
was not going to lead the workers toward the path of revolution but rather to
class collaboration.

It was this strategy thirty years later under the direction of The Chinese
Communist Party that led to the slaughter of one half million opposionists,
including most of the Maoist Indonesian Communist Party in 1965.

This is the RU's strategy and theory for revolution in the third world
and for the United States. Their support for the building of a "united front
aginst imperialism"” in €hile eventally led them to the right of the Communist
Pazmty of Chile. In an article in Revolution , (the official newspaper of the
RU) they analyzed the cauup by stating that a socislist revolution was not on the
agenda. What was required, according to the RU, was a democratic revolution.
They went on to say that what Chile needed was, . .

"A democaratic revolution that would be aimed primarity at the im-
periadists, big bourgeoisie and landlords. It would include the
nationslization of all the big business and capital of the im~
perialists and other domestic allies and distribution among the
peasants of all the big landlord holdings."

(October, Revolution)

4t the time their line was to win over the national‘bourgeoisie and then as
in China proceed with a democmatic revolution. '

When they thought about it alittle more they added in the November 1973
issue of Revolution:
— e ——

¥ "The Allende government had placed the national bourgeoisie in an
impossible position. The laws passed by the government controdling
their profit making had pushed them into a position where they came
into conflict with the masses and felt threatened by the govermnment,

The nationalization of the mines had only made this sharper. The

- Allende government had failed to bring that national bourgeoisie
into an alliance under working class leadership. The Communist
Party had made the mistake of cutting off the workers from their



-9 -

potential allies and d1d not lead the working class t0 thelr necessary
allies--the national bourgeoisie."

When the workers in Chile seized the factories and were prepared to take the o-
fensive and the question of which class would rule, the RU has made its positon
very clear, The RU has clearly shown us what it stands for--support to the mid-
dle class and the capitalists. The BU has exposed iteelf as the counter-revo-
lutionary union.

4g -good Maolsts, the RU is forced to defend Chinese foreign policy. For
example, contained in an RU pamphlet on Chinese forelgn policy is a discussion
of the situation in Ceylon where there was an uprising &galnst the Bandaranaike
government. China had continued to give aid to help suppress the rebellion
on the grounds that had the rebellion succeeded 1t would have hpended the way
for the right wing to return to power., The RU wirtes:

"Ceylon is a semi-feudal, semi-colonial country. The correct
strategy for such a country is protracted people's war, to
surround the countryside; not urban rebellions that cna't
succeed and can only aid counter-revolution,"

In attempting to justify China's foreign policy the RU is forced to support
the supporession of a rebellion of workers and students.

And what does the RU have to say abobut the United States? In 1969 the
RU printed Red Papers # 1 which included the initial exphanation of the United
Front Against Imperialism. This was later expanded and refined in Red Papers
# 2 and is still the core of their politics.

"Our united front stmategy in the United States is a united front
«:~ against the monmopoly capitalist class but

1) The proletariat csnnot either win or hold power without basic
allies, secondary weaker allies and neutralized elements.
®) The Proletariat can not be the leader of the united front nor
take power tomorrow, unless its white section is aroused to pol-
itcal conaciousness and united with more advance black proletariat
in common struggle and unless the communist party is built from the
united proletariat. T.is united front against monopoly capitallism
will remain because some noa-proletarian classes will support the
proletariat's drive for power. The United Front has to be aimed
at by creating black and white unity and by bringing polit¢ical,
anti-imperialist consciousness to the workers,"

The RU sees this united front as the stragegy for revolution in the United
States. It supports the belief that the petty boutgeoisie can be bwought into
2 united front and that the working class cannot come to power without support
from other class interests. Certainly this is true but nowhere in the concep-
tion of the united front do they talk about who is to be the leadership of the
united front, According to the RU the united dront will be under the leadership
and direction of the party reiher than rider the leaddrsfjip of the working class.
As in China this policy meant class collaboration and the subordination of the
interests of the working class tothat of other classes,so it will be in the U.8,
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. The RU says that the proletariat has certain allies, Who are these allies?
"Workers whose function is to enhbl~ *»~ ~apitalist class to realize the profit
from the surplus value created by the laebor of the proletariat, whose wages are
derived from the labor of the proletariat--waltresses, sales people, small farme
ers, small shopkeepers, teachers, lower level civil service employees, many so-
clal workers and the remaining proletariat cen be won over as allies as can & -
number of intellectuals. Petty bourgeois housevives who through the struggle
for womens's liberation trealize ftheilr interests lie on the side of the proletar-
iat can be won over as allies, often more easily than their husbands" is the an-
swer given by the RU, This is quite a mized bag. *F

In the united front there are also secondary anti-imperialist allies who
can be won over from the petty bourgeoisie. This includes independent profess-
ionals, dectors ahd lawyers in large firms, small scale capitalists and small
contractors, In other wowds, the allies of the proletariat and thus the compo-
sition of the united front includes everone except the monopoly capltalists
themselves. As in Chile the allies of the proletariat included everyone except
the interests of foreign capltal,so the same holds true for the United States.

Here we can ses how far the RU has come from the conception of theunited
front put forth by Lenin, vhich was to be a nited front of working class organ-
izations whose main s!ogan was class gainst class. It was not, as Stalin and
Mao later contsed it, a popular front with the bourgeoisie and a tactic of class
coliaboration as the RU makes it out to be.

Yet the Ri dccs not choosc its allies on the basis of class. It does so
on political conscicusness or mn the ability to accept the minimum anti-imperial-
ist program. Those nzmiers ol the working class who can not be won over to anti-
racist, anth-sexist, anti-imperialist politics are considered the enciny. Since
political ideas are primary, and class stnuggle secondary, thecn it follows that
it 1s worrect to uniie the progrestive elsments from all classes sbove the guestion
of organizing the class into a ccnscious revoluticnary force capable of seizing
power.

To build the unitcd front in this ccuntry, it is necessary to unite the five
spearheads of struggle togather., These are:

. 1., National liberation of black and Mexican-Ame>ican people and support
- . for the demcervatic dewands of aill oppressed mlnorttles
© 2. Against ivperialist acgression
3. Against fascism, t%z open terroristic dictatorship of the bourgelosie.
4, Against t2e oppreusion and exploitation of women under imperialism.
4. Unite the pro'ctiariat to resist the attacik on living standards by the
wonopoly capltalists. '

In all of ihis the working class 1s only one element of a broad reform pro-
gram that sounds sirdilar to that put forward by the CPUSA or tlLe new left.

" To get a cense of what tho rolitics of the RU mean concretely it is neces-
pary to exemine their work. 1t is in the labor movement that the Fits work is
most developed. The RU has slways understood the necessity of working in theé
upions and has concentreted their effeorts there., In trying to build the united
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front against imperialistk, it has often put itself in the position of supporting
and defending various left bureaucmats.

The RU has ween very active in attempting to build a caucus at:-the Genersl
Motors Freemont plant in California. In the past hey have helped to build the
Brotherhood Caucus and actively supported it when it wxan for office last
spring. The RU is well known as the left wing of this caucus which has been
overvhelming}y elected to control of the local. This seems to be along their
general line of supporting out-of-office left bureaucrats. Yet the Brotherhood
Caucus did not even wage any opposition to the latest GM contract (which was a
clear sell-put), at the national GM council meeting wn December: A true reform-
ist caucus would have done that much/

And what is the line of the RU on the democratic rights of workers to read
what they please? We understand that the RU acted as a goon squad at the same
plant earlier this year when they beat up several people from other left news-
papers which had been critical of the Brotherhoed Caucus.

The RU has been very active in the United Farmworkers hnd has defended Cha-
vex uncritically. They have defended every twist and turn in his policy and
tactics and had even supported his turn to pacifism and civil disobedience.

In many places the RU has enforced the Chavez line banning newspapers cri-
tical of the union at variousUFW functions. In the Seatile grape boycott the
RU introduced a motion that literasture would not be allowed to be given to

_picketers on the boycott line,

In general the RU has attempted to build intermediate organizations--organ-
. dzations that put forth the RU line but that are broader and include many non-
. RU-ers. In many places they have done this through buiiding various working
class oriented newspapers, Peoples Voice, Bay Area Workerg Movin On Up and
For the People are some of these papers. These papers usually carry articles
on the atrocities of the factories and the hospitals in the area. While there
is significant coverage of various opposition movements in several unions there
is no idea of how to build a rank and file movement in the tmade unions and how
to connect the various struggles. In wany ways this i1s a cover for their stra-
tegy of support for left bureaucrats. They try to win over the local progressive
bureaucrats to their united front rather than class struggle unionism. The idea
of building a broad rank and file movement that puts forward the idea of build-
ing kh® class  struggle unions that prepare the working class for power is totally
foreigh to them.

Nowhere in the RU!s discussion of the United Front is there any idea of how
this united front is going to shift from an anti-monopolu coalition to the revo-
luticnary overthrow of capitalism. The RU even admits that it has no idea of
how this is going to happen: '

"No one can predict kxactly when or how the dictatership of the prole-
tariat will come to the fore in the mass movement but we can say that
it will develop dialectically through the sturggles ied by the prole-
tariat around the united front line and program.”
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This certainly sounds like a two stage theory of change. First build the united
front, which means opposition to foreign domination, or in this country to the
monopolR capitalists, and then at another time in the future the dictatorship of
the proletariat will emerge msgically,

Denying that this is a two stage thedry they reply with, "One strategy,
one stage"”. The RU admists it has a long way to go to. even build the united
front, It must, "l. Develop the united front, 2. .Foster revolutionary working
class unity 3. Build a communist party based on Marxism-Leninism- Mac Thought."

In the Red Papers there is little clue to how this party will be bullt. or
what its relationship to the mgss stuuggle s will be. In attacking this problmen
they write,

"While the building of a Communist Party at the earliest time is

key to the building of a united front, work to begin building the un-
ited front should nto wait for the formation of a Communist Party,

in fact, building the united front is dialectically related to build-
ing a real vdnguard party of the proletariat."

While this might sound somewhat confusing the HU has now tried to clear up this
confusion by writing,

"The party is built and forged from the mass struggle., Out of the
three tasks ahead the principal one is building the unity of the

class. Unless we can get the proletarian forces together, unless we
build mass struggles in the workers movement, we can not build a party.
The RU is not the party or even the core of a party.

" The RU wants to help the working class to rise in struggle to become part
of the united front and then subordinate themselves to the bourgeoisie. For the
RU the key task is building the un1ty of the claas.

Much of the discusszon on hhe Macist left ‘has been concerned with the rela-
tionship of the party to the united front. While the position of the RU is rela-
tively clear and has been consistent, that of the October League (OL) has cons--
tantly changed. ;

“ Three years ago the Georgia Communist League which merged w1th the Octdber
League to become the October League (ML), wrote a psoition paper entitled, "The-
Proletarian Party, Invincible Veapon of the Working Class.," 1In.this they wrote:

"Building a party is not a tadk for another time but the immédiate
task for those of us who recogrize the degeneracy of the CPUSA and at the same
time understand the necessity to have s party which can lead the working class.

" "At a time when the proletarian revolution is on the agenda we feel -
the organization of the party 15 lead the weorking class in the stiuggle is the
principal task to be done, not the organization of a united front group.

"The main aspect of our practice should be towards estsblishing links
with the hest advanced sectors of the working class. These advanced proletar-
ians are open to grasping Marxism-Leninism and beommigg Communist Vanguard fighters.
Our objective is to learn from them about communism, the development of the rev-
olution and the need for a party.



"This essential sapect must be carried out if a new party is to
be built on sound proletarian foundations.

"~ "The secondary aspect of pmactical activity is the task of com-
munists to lead the masses in struggle and to educate the masses of
workers. This can not be out main work and when we do engage in it can
not be allowed to be our main focus because it leads to forgetting the
main task of party buiddipg.

S0 for -ahile the OL counterposed itself to the RU, on the question of
the united front, But in the last year the OL has moved closer to the united
front position of the RU. This is typified by the change in their newspaper
the Call's masthead from "Workers of the World Unite" to "People of the World
© Unite™,

By November 1972 the OL was apologising for its earlier position. They
wrote, "We wanted to build a party and we thought we were building a party but ve
aaw party building in isolation from mass struggles and in isolation from the
united front. You can't build a party without teking part in the United Front
Against Imperialism". They then go on to say, "The united front is based on the
objective conditlons in the world todéy Its purpose is to unite all who can be
united to oppose imperialism. . ." (p. 10, Party Building in the US--OL).

By spring 1973 there is little difference in the two groups! positions. In
contrast to the RU's United Front,the OL's will be built by the party. Accord-
ing to Carl Davidson, the OL‘s echo on the Guardian, thete are three magic wea-
pons of the people; the party, the army, and the United front of all revolution-
ary classes and groups under the leadership of the party. For Carl Davidson the
party is the most magic and so the task for all Marxist-Leninist revolutionarkes
is to practice magic and conjure up the party.

The OL's support for the united front is a retreat from their earlier pokition,
This retreat has lead them to attack the CL for their emphasis cn party building.
In the December issue of The Call the editorial reads:

"Within the ranks of the anti-revisionist forces there are "left op-
portunists" who are trying to provide a cover for the revisionists while
in essence accompiishing the same thing. From the "left" they attack
Marxism-Leninism-Maso Tse Tung thought and all that it stanis for. At

& time when the communist movement has begun to deepen its ties among
the masses while forging unity within its own ranks, these super rev-
olutionaries are doing everythong possible to isolate the movement and
spread disunity and spilits.

These forces are exemplified by the Communist League and their recent-
ly issued "Call for = Congress”. In its call, €L presents a neat form-
ula for party bullding--call a congress and procleim yourself the party.
It is a fommula that in fact exposes CL's isolation and petty bourgeios
class character. PO I

Of primary importance is thelr rejection of the anti-imperialist un-
ited front, as the general line of the communist movement, both in- °
ternationally and here in the U.S.”



This attack on CL is really a housecleaning for the Octcber League since it is the
position that they held o year earlier.

For all their posturing, the similarities betweenthe two groups are magy.
For all their posturing, the practical work of the two groups is quite similar.
In some seznses the OL is even more conservaiive than the RU.

While the Jork of the OL is not as developed as that of the RU and consequent-
ly not as well known, if is possible to make sowe observations. The OL is very

strong in the South since many of the people involved had been active in
SCEF and as a result the OL has many contacts in the South. The most famous work
of the OL was that of the Mead stiike which occured in 1972 in Atlanta. Through-
out the strike (a wildcat at a packing warehouse), the OL was in the forefront and
was actively known as the lcadership. During the strike OL tiied to build a unit-~
ed front with Hocea williams of ithe SCLC and the two groups worked very colsely
for the duration of the strile. A year and a half later, Sherman Miller, a lead-
ing spokesman for the O, criticized the work of SCIC and the decision of the OL
to work in a united fromt with hin. What had happendd was that Williams had been
able to chennel wuch of the discontcnt of the workers away from the strike into
other ends. Yet duiing the strike 1tself they never tried to build any kind of
opposition froup or caucus that could sustain itself afterwards.

The Call also cwiticized the RT lest year for giving Miller only critical
support in UMW electione The; endorsed him without any clrticism and placed no
demends on hin,

Although there is Jots of posturing between the two groups because they are
competing for membership, they have many similarities. There is one gquestion on
vhich they have several disapraemunts--that is the questica of women.

. They both share a Jdetzrmination to win the complete emancipation of women,
the belief that Marxism Leninisic puovides a ecientific underfttanding of the oppre-
ssion of women, and the conviciton that socielism can bring about women's liber-
ation. They both azrae that the women's wvovement will be part of the united front
against imperialism., The Fiferstzes,although not clear, sitem from the question
of which groups will be pari of the unitad front. Thers have been several de-
bates over how far the united front extends and which groups will be .involved in
the united front. Tha RU opposzes working with aay petty bourgedis groups, while
the OL would support vorking with bhourpiois feminists like IOW,

The two groups share a similar analysis oi’ tne nuclear family. For them the
nuclear family is the fighting force for socialism. This is the same line that
.the Communist Party holds cn *tha uuclear family. For the RU and the OL, as well
as for the CP, theie is notning inhereantly onpressive agbout the nuclear family--
it is only under capitaliza that it is an oppressive institution.

They also share similar pocitions on gay liberation and howosexuality. They
again echo the lire that Stalin hols on hotosexuality. For them it is the sign
of a sick and decadent society irather tlman a weans of sexual expression.

Whatever @hfferences cxst between the RU and the OL are only minor when
we examine their similarities. They boht stand for thz united front--a policy
that has meant the subordination of the proletariat to the bourgeoisie. We have



s IS5 =

Many examples to learn from. China, Indonesia, Chile are among them. Both
goups stand for the substitution of other classes for the proletariat. Rem-~
ember what the RU . had to say about Ceylon,

The united front which begins in:the subordination of the‘ﬁfoletariat to

~ the bourgeoisie seeks to culminate in the sublrdination of all classes to the
ellite of the party as a new ruling class.

MAQIST REGROUPMENT--OR WHO IS THE REAL PARTY BUILDER?

Since 1970 there has been a general increase in Maolst groups and as a
result there have been several attempts to pull them together. One such attempt
* which occcured in the fall of 1971 included the BWC, CL, OL the Georgia Commun-
ist League and some independents. A short-lived journal Proletarian Cause,
emerged from this venture. It scon fell apmrt, publishing only a couple of
issues,

From time to tome various Maolst groups have participated in Joint projects,
Last year several of these groups came together for a series of anti-imperials-
1st demonstrations under the umbrella of the "November 4th Coslition.,”

At this point the main force behind a major regroupment has been the
Guardian newspaper. The Guardian has changed considerably in the past few
years. In the late 60's it reflected the mass movement and its genersl ec-
lecticism. coverage included all the main events on the Left and was gener-
ally non-sectarian, with the exception of attacks against the Progressive La-
) bor Party. In 1969 several people split off from the Guardisn to form the

Liberated Guardian, which had a Weatherman orientation.

As the student movement came to aon end and o period of retrenchment began
the Guardian began to shed its non-sectarian outdook and orient more to Maoism.
Beginning with extensive criticism of the Soviet Union in early 1971, (which
meant a large doss in circulation for them since many of their strong suppor-
ters had been in the CP), by early 1972 they were defending many aspects of C
Chinese foreign policy. The Guardian finds itself in much the same position
that the CP newspapers found themselves in the thrities when they were forced
to deflénd every twist and turn in Comintern policy.

. . In the last three years the Guardian has been forced to defend:
1. China's aid tc the Pakistan government
2. China's help in crushing the rebellion of students and peasants
in Ceylon against the Bandaranaike govermment in 1971. China de-
fended her actions by stating that to not crush the rebellion
would bring the right wing into powers .
3. Mao's support to Ethdopian Emperor: Haille Sallassie, who has
recently suppressed a rebellion in Eritrea. -~ .-
4., Mso's support of the government of the Sydan, while the govern-
ment was massacring Communist party leaders in 197l.
5. China's position on a strong NATO
6. Chinats pogition on diplomatic relations with Chile after the
coup.
T. Every aspect of U,S.-China relations.
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A8 the Guardian palys the role of the voice of hard-core Maoism in the
United States it has tried to create an antli-Troteky hysteria. To accomplish
this, the Guardian published a series last spring by Carl Davidson which "dis-
cusged" Trotsky. Included in this series were Davidson's misreadings of Trot-
sky on China, the National Question, and the Popular Front., In running Dav-
idson's hatchet job on Trotsky, the gﬁardian was creating the closed atmosphere
wljich has alweys characterized the Stalinist Left. For many Guardian readers
this was theirfirst ezmposure to Trotsky. By creating this anti-Trotsky hyster-
ia they can toughen 3p and harden their own cadre. No Meaoist ideclogy is pos=-
gible withofit physical attacks and slander of Trotskylsts.

In early 1973 the Guardian brought together several groups to begin unity
discussion. Out 6 this came a decision to sponsor six forums that spring.
Thees groups fermed a united front themselves on the following points :

1. Jjolnt support for the forums

2. Joint support for the independence of the Guardisn

3. no attacks on each other in their respective presses
.. 'L, for respect of the neutrality of the third world groups
The forums included in the series were: "Roads to Bullding the Workers Movement,
Building ‘the New Communist Party, the National Question, and the Woman Question,
At various points the following groups were involved: OL, RU, BWC, Puerto
Rican Socailist Party, Puerto Rican Workers Organlzatlon, and somg 1ndependent
collectives, including Harpers Ferry in New York.

Through these formus and ensuing discussions these groups have fadund out
that they do not have asmuch in common as they thought they did. At -the present
time there is 1little joint activity and the RU and the 0L are often.at one ano-
thet+s throats. The Guardian itself is split. Some people side with the RU,
and others with OL. Several people have resigned over what has been termed a
_cult of Meoism on the paper. At last contact the RU-ers were kicked off the
paper, e

The RU and the OL each seem headed their own wdy. They have severe dif-
ferenceds on the national question. Cotober League supports a black belt nation
while the RU calls for support of a new prolétarian nation., - They have differ-
ences over who the netional bourgeoisie is in the United States, They have
differences on the Equal Rights Amendment. The OL supports it on the basis that
1t was s concession from the ruling class won by the women's movement, while
the RU opposed it since it wogld wipe out existing protectivie legislation.

At this point the October League is espanding into a national orgasniza-
tion, although it is still stromgest in the south. Recently they held a confer-
ence in New York City to discuss trade union work which attracted 250 people.

A west coast conference on imperialism similarly attracted a larege group., The
OL will probably experience a steady growth. For meny pecple 1t .will be seen
as the new organization, and so far it has managed to attract many of the rem-
nanats of the New Left. .

The RU is moving in a more and more sectarian direction. Ehvolution, the
newspaper of the RU, is nothing more than a sectarfan rag. While they still
have many people in the shops, they seem to be moving away from this orienta-
tion and putting more emphasis on their work in the UFW boycott and the Farah
]
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strike. They have also been involved in building the Attima Brigade~-an anti-
imperialist student organization.

Outside of the RU-OL nexus there is another set of groups which are attempt-
ing their own regroupment. The Communisi League, Cogmunist Party of Canada (MLl,
Communist Party of Quebec (ML) and the American Communist Workers Movement (ML)
ha?e all been Tlirting with one another.™ In Detroit the Communist League has
been working with a group called the Moter City Labor League and will probably
manage to recribt some people from there,

While Maoism as a force is experiencing a steady growth, there does not
seem to be a major regroupment in the neaxr future. The RU, which is the big-
gest, represents probably nor more than a thousand people. This is certainly
not a mass party. The growth of Maoism still has an effect on the Left in gen-
eral, and many of the independentg collectives have particlkarly felt the effects
of it. Many collectives have been forced to confront the guestions that the
debates within the Msoist Left have brought to the surgace--party and claes,
analysis of China and the Soviet# Union. While the development of these indep-
endent groups is a separate discussion, whe should look at the impact of this
regroupment. For example there has been a recent development in Sojourner
Truth, a collective in Chicago in whhich several people called for the building
of a Maoistpparty in the United States now. While this is the first such dev-
elopment, this will not be an isolated phenomenon, but something that many of
these groups will find themsleves congronted with.

UPDATE, JUNE 197k

The year 197k is an important one for the various Maoist groups in the U.S.
It is in 1974 that the nuherous groups will shift arpudd and when the dust fin-
ally settles therw will be at least two major goupsings--one spound the CL’
nexus and another avound the p@litics of the united front.

What has developed cover the past six monthe has been a ccnsolidation of
the CL nexus and this has produced = general panic and crisis among the re-
" maining groups--0L, BWC, and the RU. '

To gwt a sense of the dynamic created, it is important to examine the
shifting gositions of the various groups. ~o begin with, the CL has been dev-
eloping rapidly and has now taken an external turn.

The CL has aggressively gone after the Motor City Labor League (the'old
New Left white grouping that haé been the support group for the League and then
the BWC.) Beginning last fall, following the summer upsurge in auto, the CL
and the MCLL have engaged in serious political study. By December the MCLL had
internalized most of the CL's rhetoric and analysis and was constahtly siress-
ing the need to build & multi-national communist party. 4s April rolled sround,
the MCLL hplit, Most of its ranks related to the party-building faction, and
a smaller number loosely party-builders.

This spring the MCLL issued a lerge document, "The Pdlitical Line of the
MCLL". This dounecment is the history of the group and their position on party-
building., "The political line of the MCIL" has received national distribution.
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While MCLL is a local group, it does represent the transition of a smgll group
of New Lefters with some sort of working class orientation to hard-core- 8talin-

ism, and is thus lmportant.

Quoting extensively from Stalins description of the party, they firmly align
themselves with the CL nexus. Included in their documents is & critique of the
RU's and the OL's attitude toward party-building. For the MCLL, "factional dis-
putes and the differentiation between shades of opinion is the most important
work to be done.” The MCLL adds, "we must not now engage in ora attempt to ex-
tend the mass movement when wehave yet to consblidate ourselves ideologically.”
30 the CE and the MCLL are consolidating themselves for their upcoming Congrees
to be held in September. It is at this congress that they hope to declare the
new communist party (ML). .

Their strategy for building the party is to bring bhe s¢ience of Marxism-
Leninism to the advanced workers in the plants. To accomplish this they will
set up study circles in the plants, as CL claims to already have done, in some
plants. From there they will attempt to reeruit these people to the continua-
tions committee (the CL's pre-party formation,)

To build these study groups the CL has attempted to build a prexence for
itself in the plants of Detroit. The CL has tried to recreate the RUM's (rev~
olutionary union movements) that existed in Detroit in the late '60's. JARUM,
(Jeffereon Avenue Revolutionary Union Movement), which emerged in January, now
has two sister publications, DTRUM (Dodge Truck) and MFRUM (Mound Engine).

The publications differ somewhat. At Jefferson it was on one occasion friendly
to our comrades' work in the loecal, but generally has been very hostile to us,.
During the delegate elections they viciously attacked the Dump Woodcock Slate
without ever mentioning a word about the other slates which were cmmposed
entirely of bureaucrate. The firal straw came when JARUM issued a leaflet crit-
iclzing The Dump Woodcock Slate's position of retiree voting, which had called
for an end to retirees voting for inpplant officers. JARUM claimed that the
Dump Woodcock slate was trying to deprive retirees of their democmactic rights.

At Bodge Truck (DTRUM), CL ran a candidate for delegate to the Convention.
Thé campaign was run on one major issue--elimination of the clause in the UAW
constitution that prohibits communists, facists and Nazis from holding office
in the union., The candidate received only 30 votes.

And at Mound Road Engine (MERUM), the CL has taken a diffferent tack. Leaf-
~ lets there have been particularly friendly to the United Coalition (a broad
reform caucus) and has singled it out as a progressive force. In fact, MERUM
praised it for its ability to fight scome of the oondisitions in the plant.

Prior to the UAW Conventicon, the CL published and distributed a broadside
to most of the plants in the Detroit area. Included in it were most of the
resolutions that the CL wished to submit to the constitutional convention. Yet
nowhere in the four pages was there any notion of how these resolutions were
to be implemented or how the CL viewed building opposition to the policies of
Woodcock., The CL has shied away from building sny kind of group within the UAW.
In fact, last summer they blocked all attempts to build any kind of organization
~ to respond to the repression following the summer upsurge.
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Over the past year the CL has been in the forefront of the anti-Trotdky cru-
sade in Detroit. While such a campaign has existed nationally, its form in De-
troit has been particularly virulent. CL's large, black factory-based cadre
provides them with a great deal more legitimacy on the Left. The CL has exclud-
ed the IS from weverel coalitions in the city. The groupd for excludivn?
"Trotskylte wreckers"! In reality, it has been the CL that has wrecked several
_attempts to pull the Left together gkound Farious programs.

‘ Yet all is not rogy for the CL and iteir buddies. The national continua-
tiona committee ot form a new Marxist-Leninist Communist Party, of which CL is
part, has Jjust expelled one part o f the iocal Detroit Coninuations committee.

Littte is known of the expulsion other than that those purged were a col-
lective and a number of individuals who hsf. joined last summer. They supposedly
were workers and members of national minorities.

In a statement written by the expelled group (Democratic majority of the
Detroit Continuations Committee) they explain that they were expelled for dis-
agreeing with the high-handedness of the national leadership. They continme

by saying,

"From our experience it is ppparant that the N.C.C. intends tc declare
1tself the 'Party ol a ncw type! along with a few slavish synco-
phants. Independent communists holding v. o lffering with these

of the N,C.C. must either toe the line laid 4gwn by them (the major-
ity of whom are Communist Leaguc members) or be purged as we were.
Such an approach to party-buillding is docmzd fo failure. It should be
openly examined for what it rcally is inorder that genuine Marxist-
Leninists can learn by negati ve exemple from what 1s obvioudly a com-
mandist trend in the U.S. Communict rioveament."

~ During the past six months, sharp differences hawe emerged among the RU,
the QL and the BWC. Although there had been atéempts at tegroupment last spring,
(*73), the differences that had sommere? beneath the surface have now erupted.
By early winter each group took to running long polemic on the rival groups
in their respective presses. At the time, man; of thz defferences were unclear,
but by spring they have begun to crystallize. Each group has had akhile to
develop on its own and develop its own theory, so that nov there are distinct
differences among all the groups. A. this point the diffcrences are in three
major areas: the national question. the itaitcd front, and party-building.

Yet with the development and consolid~ation of the CL nexus, these groups
have had to take a hard took at where they've bren and in what direction they
are going since they are being pressured by the rapid growth of the CL and Com-
pany. Last year each of these groups was uptimistic and confident that they
were the party and that all the other groups would consolidate around them. Yet
one year later none of these groups can alaim to bz the official Communist Party
USA-ML, and the Macist left remains in many splinters.

This has obviously produced a ccrobtain sense of demoralization and pessimism
within the Maoist milieu. In the May issue of REvolution (the newspaper of the
RU) there is a discussion of the state of the Maocist movement which acknovleged
the demoralization and pessimism that has taken hold. They go on to criticize
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themselves for their previous lack of concern with party building. Tghe RU's
position on party buildin g in the past was that it is necessary, but something
that was done after the consciousness of the working class had been raised to

_a.certain peint. The RU writes:

"It is true that in raising the correct line (party building not in
iso'ation from the masses) the RU had a tendency in the past to car-
ry it too par, almost to put the formation of the party into the dis-
tant future and not %o pay enough attention to party buldding linked
with the mass movement,

But this was an excess made in oppolng an incorrect line that
isolated communists from the masses, and this excess does not at &ll
chanfe the fact that under the concrete conditions in the past few
years, communists had to sink roots in the working class and gain
some experience in applying communism te the mass movement, before
forming the party, could be the central task."

The RU then goes on to state that conditions in the world are now excel-
lent for making an important breaskthrough in mass work and that the new commun-
ist movement has reached the end of an era, That era had been characterized
by several groups and collectives working in &eolation from one another., The
RU.sees us now entering a period in which these various groups will successfully
consolidate themselves around a Marxist-Leninist program. Crucial, according
to the RU, is the need for the variocus revolutionary forces to come together
and sum up their rxpericnces and unite. s

For the RU now, the creation of the party is the central task for com-
muniste., In explaining that this isnot a retreat from mass struggge, they add
that party building must be done by building on the advances that are made tikrough
the mass struggle. The RU ca&dls for ideological struggle with the various groups
so that all who can be united arouad a Marxist-Leninist program can be united.
Such a program would include a "statement of the ulticate goals and tacties--

a fleshing out the united froiil strafery, ndicating kcy forces of Struggle and .
. declding which arc thry T~y oreas that the new movement will hake breakthroughs."

So after several years of trying to unite the working class and bring it
to a higher level of consciousnesc so that it might be part of the united front,
the RU has determinéed that it has succceded in doing so and is now galloping
off to build the party.

Nowhere in the article do we get a clue about why they shifted their posi-
tion so drastically. They talk aobut chenges in the world situation but no-
vhere do they provide us with an ahalysis of what has produced this change in
their theory. Also, while they have criticized ther past position,on the rela
tionship of the party to mass work, they Lave given us no clue as to what they
nov wee as that relationship.

anetheless, the position taken by the RU is a significan t one and impor-
tant to the development of these groups. Irwin Sliber, in his column "Fan the
Flames" in the Guardian of May 22 recognized its sifnificance when he commends
the RU for their initiative. He writes, "This statement is heartening to com-
munists. TheGuardian, the OL, and other groups have held for scme time that
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party building is the central task for communists today. The new position of
the RU means that a high level of unity has been achieved on this question in
the nev communist movement."

While these groups have takme certain steps toward heading off the CL

snowball, there sre still important differences between the OL and the RU on

the United Front. As Silber writes, "the principal ideological shortcoming of
the RU has been its narrow definition of the united front. It has often seen
middle forces as the enemy and even treated potential allies as foes." Such
differences on the united front have emerged lately in their practice.. gsor ex-
ample, the October League has been sucking up to the bureaucracy within the CLUW.
At various meetings they have handed out leaflets which talk sbout isolating

the Trotskyites and have in general beeen totally uncritical of the leadership
of CLUW. Obviocusly CLUW's entire leadership is part of their united front.

In the May issue of the Call, the OL describex CLUW as having 'tremendous poten-
tial to act as a force that can strengthen the left wing of the labor movement,"
The OL's stragegy to make CLUW a fighting organization #s to unite with the lo-
cal and staff women who wish to see CLUW take up the struggle of working women.
Nowhere in their coverage is there any conception of what CIUW should be or how
~it can take up the struggle of working women,

The RU, on the other hand, has a very differen¢ estimation of CLUW, They
say the"real purpose of CLUV is to keep the demands for equality of rank and
file women witin the political and legislative processes of the unions." For
the Ru, CLUW has been created to "keep working women from linking their demands
and struggle with the grwoing revolutionary workers' movement and united front,
aﬂé from buklding their understanding in the course of struggle that the only
way to really end the cppression and exploitation of women and all workers is
to overthrow the imerialist system and establish socialism."

The RU sees their role in CLUW as one of uniting with the progressive mind-
ed women which could possibly include union stewards and other union officials
(note: they lump stewards and all other union officials together). Ciiticii
zing those who put forth the belief that more rank and file and minority women
be brought into CLUW so that it could be more rank and file orlented, the RU
feels that it sould cconcentrate primarily on building mass struggle, political
consciousness and mass organizations as well as the new communist party, and
in the progess expose the role the bureaucrats are playing in CLUW. If this
sounds confusing, it is because it is. This is a paraphrase of their own des-
cription of communists in CLUW.

Differences between the RU and the OL extend generally into their trade
union work, The OL's conception of the united front is !rcad (very broadl) and
it leads them to support opportunissic elements whether in CLUW or its total
uncri¢ical support for Arnold Miller. The RU on the other hand, seems to be
moving away from labor work in general inits latest attempt to build a party.
In criticizing Left groups that concentréte on unions the RU writes,

"But it is wrong to make work in the rade unions and moving the
unions to the left the basic strategy of our movement. OQur stra-
tegy must be the united front sgainst imperialism, under the leader-
ship of the proletariat and its party. And this means developing our
own political organizations to carry out the offensive, revolutionary
struggle mgainst the imperialists.
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"This idea of making union work and moving the unions to the
left the strategy of our movement in pmactice means reducing the rev-
oluticnary united front stragegy into a reformist, militant irade
union stragégy where the major thing becomes passimg resolutions, -
trying to replace bad leaders with good leaders, ete. These things
must be done, but in order to help build the revolutionary movement
and our own organizations, not to substitute for them."

-While the RU hsas never really said much sbout what their labor perspective is,
this latest shift leaves one mystified.

With the various shifts and turns in the numerous groups, there has been
one. very significant development. The allinace that existed between the RU and
the BUC and the Puerto Rican REvolutionary Workers Organization (PRRWO) has been
.shattered, Not only did the various groups differ on the question of party build-
ing, but severe differences have exploded on the national question.

The BWC had existed as the black arm of the RU. Even Mike Hamlin (a heavy
in the BWC) waw it as a place vhich would train blacks in the science of Marxism-
Leninism and when they were ready they could join the others in the RU. The past
Year has seen the BWC emerge as a full-fledged organization making their own the-
oretical contributions.

Défferences emerged over the relationship of party-building to the gnited
front, The BWC had stressed the need to build the communist party long before
the RU adopted this position. In their position papers the BWC lists several
key tasks for party-building. They are:

1. Building & genuine communist party

2. Building a revolutionary united front, uniting all who can be united

- against the common enemy.
-+ 3. Bullding the mass revolutionary sjruggle of the working class and its
-+’ leadership in the united front.

Although the BWC believes that all these tasks must be carried out simul-
taneously, they single out the building of a genuine communist party for this
particular perieod. )

The other major difference that hhs emerged between the two groups is the
national question. As stated earlier, the two groups differed on the role of
the national bourgeoisie, The BUC clarifies their disagreements in an article
they wrote for the Guardian. The BUWC criticizes the RU for failing to make a
distinction between nationalism as an ideology and nationalism as a political
phenomencn. For the RU all nationalism 1s nationalism and thus the nationalism
of the bourgeoisie of an oppressed nationa is progressive, as the RU and the
OL have contended at various times. THe BWC further writes, "the bourgeois
nationalism of the oppressed nation's bourgeoisie is notprogressive because it
is against the interests of the vast masses--the workers and peasants--of the
oppressed nation and therefore detrimental to the interest of developing unity
between workers of different nationalities."

The BWC further sparates itgself from the RU and also the OL in its discussion
of revolutionary nationalism. The BUC stresses that "the national aspirations
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of the oppressed peoples are in themselves revolutionary because of the class
content of their national struggle." (Tor the BWC, the role of the national
bourgeoisie is an hnreliable one--they cite Chile as an example, Contrast this
to the RU's analysis of the national bourgeoisie in Chile.) The BWC differs with
the two other groups on the role of the black bourgeoisie in the black liberation
struggle in the U.S. While both the RU and the OL give the black bourgeoisie

a prominent role in the united front, the BWC only describes its past sell outs
of the black community, and its reactionary nature. '

In attacking the RU's position on the national gquestion, they write,

"The fundamental demands of the Black liberation movement are ob-
Jectively bound uwp with the fundamental demands of the whole U,.S, prole-
tariat. <The liberation of the Afro-American people is inseparable
from their emancipation from the power of monopoly capital. On the
other hand, it is impossible for the U.S. proletariat to be success-
ful in its revoluionary struggle for proletarian dictatorship and so-
cialism if it does not struggle for the full freedom of the Afro-
American nation and all other countries oppressed by U.S. imperialiam
The RU plays down this fact by suggesting that the sturggle of black
people is malnly a struggle for democratic rights and not a struggle
for self-determination and the right of political secession. this
is not the first time in this country where so-called communists count-
erpose the national question to the class struggle with the aim of
liguidating the fSoomerandultimately both. While chauvinism has
appeared many times before under the guise of prolessrian internation-
alism and putting the niggers in their place. This is what we oppose
and will resolutely struggle against.”

At this writing the BWC and the PRRWC represent their own pole of attraction in
in this circus. They have begun te defferentiate themselves significantly from
the OL and the RU. Recetnly thiey have shown censidereble inderest in a pamphlet
on Party building by Cha¥les Loren. Loren, an ex-PlLer, has written a pamphleti
which puts forth the CL line on party building. Within the ranks of the RU there
have developed severe differences on the national question. In fact sewgeral RU
cadre have recently resinged from the organizaton because they had views impom~
patidle to the majority of the RU. This group publishzd a column in a recent
issue of the Guardian explaining the.r differences on the national question,
Thelr statement revealed that they we:i. very colse to the CL's analysis of the
national question.

The situation is changing rapidly in the Maoist groupings. The hope of
regroupment and the promise of a new commmist partys that existed a year ago %
have lead to splits and splintering. The differences betveen these groups are
real and come out of imporbant questions facing a revolutionary movement in the
United States. Défferences on labor, the revolutionary party and the black lib-
eration struggle are all fundamental questions facing revolutionaries today,.
Unffrtunstely these groups ihink they have the correct answers and will gry to
convince others of their correctness, While the Maoist movement has suffered
setbacks and has not gpewn at a rapid pace their gains have been steady.
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These groups will continue to have modest successes--recriiting some -
collectives and small but significant numbers of minority workers. But they
will not be able to give their wmembers a perspective for their work in the mass
movement. They will not be able to solve their differences on the national ques-
tion, party building, and the united dront @n the near future, so that they can
unite to build a new communist party.

It is in the coming year which will be be decisive for many of these groups
and for the future of the Maoist party in the U.S.. It is also in this peried
that the I.S. must begin to combat the growing tide of Stalinism-Maoism in the
U.8. revolutionary movement or else another gemeration of revolutionaries will
be lost to Stalinism,
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