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ROAD TO REVOLUTION III
The Continuing Struggle Against Revisionism
STATEM ENT OF TH E NATION AL COMMITTEE OF THE PR OGRESSIVE LABOR P ARTY

A scient ific e\ alualilln llf' hi,tor~ 11H1,1 h.1 , l' ;1, 11,
co re the -;iuJ\ uf' n:, lll11tiu11an· 111()\ l'illl' lll, . ( )u r
paper ,, ill th cTL'ilm: ;1ttcn1 pt t1l ;111ah 1c Ih l· rl·\ 1llt1tional'\ "'' cc p ol' \\1)['ld histon since thl· l'M1 , C,lmmunc. \ \ 'c \\a nt to a hso rh thl· le,,1)(1,
p1·l·,1,lL1,
experie nces in order to a d\·ancL· he~ ()Jld the 111 . \\'l,
s.:c k to dra\v upon \\hat is p1l,i ti \l' in thc,l· c,pnic nces and to learn from :lie ncg;it i\C .
F o ur great rc\(Jlution, ha \c m;1r\.. L·J till' l1l1·11;1rJ
thru st or hum a n1t \·: the Pans Commune. th L· Ru s,ian
reni luti o n. the C hin ese rc\lllu t iun. a nJ the (irl',it
Proletari an Cultural Rc\olu ti ll n (( i l'CRJ . Fach ol'
th ese stru ggles ,i d \ anccd th e \1 llr lJ re\ olutiona n ·
m on: mcn t tu ne\1 heights . Lich shcJ mo 1·l· li ght than
its predecesso r o n th e r11ad ,1,1;1~ lrom hLH1 11!co is
oppression. Eac h helped spell d nom for ,ocic ti es
dominateJ h\ a rnling c l,1s, nl' L' .\ p loitcrs . W orke r,
and o ppressed penple ha\e heen ahle to ad\ancL' hecause a nd 0111\· hecau,c or the,e re\11lutiori-,.
Furth er111ore.
th e,l'
lllom e ntou,
rC\ olutional'\
mO\ e ment s \l"C:re no t myqica l c\cnts. 7 he\· were all
mad e anJ led h\· lll,1s ,e, nl' r eo plc a nd th ei r lea d er,.
In each L'ase. the rrocL· -,., r·l·l'lccteJ th e uni\cr,al
d omi na nl'L' or th e antagoni,m, hct\1e cn th e t\1 0 princiral c la,scs. Hence. the re\ olu t io nan· mo\·eme nt ol
the p;i,t h un dred \Cars has hccn a ser ies or ;ittcmph
h1· ,rnrkers to \I rest co ntrol of th e ir li\·e, from th e
rulin g cl ass. Rc\o luti o n dete rmin es th e cl;iss th;it
ho ld s sta te fl0\1cr. a nd eac h of th ese !'o ur re\o lutiom
a tt em pt ed to resohe thi s ce ntra l lJUCst io n in !'a\ or
of th e prole tar iat.
The st ruggle for stat e po\1cr is inscparahle I rnlll
t he strugg le hernec n co rrec t a nd incorrect ideas
about ho\\ to \1 m. keep. and co nso lid a te it. Th e ideo()!

l(1gieal , trug,t.!lc· ag,1i11,t re\ 1, 11ln1sm th l· it.l eas and
rr,1l'lieL' ol thl· cla" l'nl'lll\ \I ithin th L' eolllllllllll,t
lll()\Cml·nt ha, t;J\..l' ll pl ;Jel' ,i lll' l' the hcg inning ur
stl'll!,!.!,!.lc !()[' r1·llict;1ria11 r·l·\ 1il 11t1 (\n. Re\ is1onism ;1tll' lll[lh to rcnn1 an d d1 ,t()rl thL· rc\olutionan· content ()! \1 a rx1,m - l L'lli ni,111 . It ,1.,.,u mcs man y forms:
it ,cc\.., ·to rid e th e re\ olu ti u11;1 ry tick ul' \\'orld hi ston h\· appearing in i11crc a,i11gh milit ;1nt Ji sg ui sc:
hut its cuuntcr-rL'\ ulutiun;1r\ L'-,.,c ncc rem;11n , the
,a lll c.
We hc lic'\L' that th e , tr ugglc ag;1in st r·c\ 1, 10111s m
ha , not lll',1rh Clllkd. ·1 he , t ruggk rage, in c\cn·
M ar ., ist- l c nini,t p;11·t\ ;ind grnup in the ,1orld . \: ;)
fl ,lrt\ ha, ,1\oidcd it in thl· pa'1 . \: o rart\ c; 111 ;1,oi d
it nm 1. \:o [l ,Jrt\ \Iii! a\oid it in the lut11 1·c. It ,1ill
co ntinue to r;1gc u nt il the rcali1a ti o 11 ol ,1o rld curnlllUn1,111 . I he long tcrlll nror (JI the int n n;1tio11 ;1I
COllllllU ni st lllll\L' lllL' llt h;r, hccn r ilc! ht -o rrort11ni,m .
\.\'e , l1011ld 1101 hL· ;ilarllll'll ,II thi , rrn,rcct. R;1tlwr.
,1c , lrnu ld \1clcomc the dc,truction ol the hotrr/c!coisic's id ea, j ust a, \IL' \lcicollle th e des truction ol the
ho urgcoi,ic. Ii' th e lll ilitary \lr ugg lc !'or st;1t e pov.cr
must he protra cteJ . th e ideo logica l \l ru gg lc to kccr
it \1 ill he e\e n more so_ In the cour,c ol thi , light .
,,c \1i ll Lice lllan\· t,1 i,ts ;111d turn,. many ur , and
dm1 ns. man~ \ ictoric, ;1nJ J c lca h . ·1 h is i, not ,1
ca use !'o r re signatio n. pa -,si\i t~. di,cour;1gc111cnt. or·
cynicism. Th e fight ag;1irbt re\ i,1oni,111 i, a lilc ;ind
death stru ggle. /1 n 11111 u 1 he u1 ·1Jid ('{ /. It ha , al\1ay,
ad\·anccd th e cause of' ,1o r\.. c r, an d o pr rc-,scJ pco rlc .
In eac h reri od. nc \\ a d \ an cc, arc mad e a, rc\ i, ion1\m is p rog rc" i\c ly unm,1,kcd. ll cc,1u,c the polr tic;il
u ndcr,ta nd i ng ol' th e Ill a sses incre;i,e,. t hc i i I igh ti Ilic!
, t rengt h gro\lS . The y ,Hc,t r em er I rom a nJ ex ro se

the ruling class. In the course of ideological and
political struggle, they rip away the red fig leaf
from revisionist bosses. As the battle against revisionism intensifies, the people prove that the y can
win and hold state power. The stru ggle against revisionis m is a protracted process. It is a good thing.
In the context of revo lutionary a dvances ·and the
continuing fight against revisionism, revolutionaries
have mad e serious erro rs. These errors have allowed th e loca l capitalist class and its imperialist
allies to regain state power temp orari ly in some
co untries. In this report , we will attem pt to id en tify
some of the se errors. If we und erstand them, we
can avoid them and defea t revisionism qualitatively.
We do not look to denigra te anyone , nor do we wish
to minimi ze the great accomp li shm ents of the revolutionary movements. On the contrary, we seek to
comprehend a nd thereby remo ve th ose obstacles in
revolutionary ideology that impede a nd se t back revolution. Obviousl y, we cou ld not carry ou t this ta sk if
OTHERS - man y OTHERS - had not preceded us. We
wish especia ll y to credit the million s in the GPCR
who opened new ideological horizon s for us. We a re
now attempting to pursue the ideas the y began to put
into practice. We do not a pproach this ta sk with arrogance or with the absolute certainty that we are right.
We d o know, howeve r, tha t revisionism reversed the
Soviet revolution. We know that revolutionary m ovements in easte rn Europe that followed the Soviet path
have all end ed badl y. And we know th a t the GPCR
all along
was a mass movement to defeat
China's ."red" bourgeois ie and re-establish proletarian dictators hip . When the GPCR broke out, the
head of sta te, the ma yo r of Peking, the provincjal
sec reta ries ,
se\"era l top army officers, and th e
ge nera l secre tary of the CCP were a ll cal led cap italist roaders. And now we view the spectac le of the
Mao Tse-tung le aders hip pursuing ri ght-wing policies
(which they claim ed to have r ejecte d.) with a vengeance. Current polic ies of the leaders hip of the
Chinese communist Pa rt y (CCP) have reversed the
revolutionary process in C hina , and have taken China
back on the path of capitalism. How can such developments occur? How can the y be re ve rsed'} In the following report, we will attempt to answer these questions by analyzing the strengths and weaknesses of
the four great revolutions . We will also discuss four
other questions: infallibility and cultism, a general
estimate of the present historical epoch, the united
front viewed as a left-center coalition, and the need
for a broadened internationalist perspective .
This report will not try to evaluate all the questions which need to be dealt with . In the first place
we can't answer them all. Secondly, many questions
will be dealt with in subsequent articles in PL and
Challenge-Desafio. What we will try to do is give
some of our thinking on a few of the basic questions_

proleta ria n re vo luti o n in history. Ultimately , it failed
and was ruthlessly smashed by the combined efforts
of the French and German bourgeo isie. However,
Mar x, Engels, Lenin , and others were able to draw
heavily on the ex perience of the Commune. The
Commune clarifird in practice for the first time the
content and forms of working class power. It taught
Marx a nd later Lenin four profound lessons about
the revolutionary process:
I. The need to smash (as opposed to taking over
or "approp riating") bourgeois state power and establish the dictatorship of the proletariat.
2. The need for eq uality- particularly economic
equality - between revolutionary cadre and the masses
of workers. In o ne of its first acts, the Commune
abo lished the gross discrepancy between the wages
of working people a nd state functionaries.
3. Immed iate recall of leadership by the masses
if leaders failed to carry out th e desires and aspiration s of the working class.
4. The abol ition of a bourgeois-type standing army
a nd the distribution of arms to the masses of people .
The Commune co rrec tly foresaw that a standing army
could se rve as a "s pecia l repressi ve force" only
against the workers a nd other op pressed people and
not aga in st the bourgeoisie. Th e workers had made
the revolution; the y- a nd only they- could defend it.
In Stat e and R e_vo lution, Lenin raised and ex panded
these points at some length . In analyzing the Commune's weaknesses , he also showed that the class
struggle would continue after socialism.
The rich experiences of the Paris Commune provided a so urce of inspira tion to al l revolutionaries .
They ena bled the world co mmunist movement to take
a gian t strid e forward.

THE RUSSIAN REVOi.UTION
Th e Russian revolution was the first serious attempt by workers and peasants to seize, hold , and
consolidate state powe r. This revolution applied the
co ncep t of proletarian dictatorship to defeat the old
ruling class and drive it from power. Between 1919
and I 921, the revolutionaries ma de a magnificent and
victorious stand against military intervention by
many fore ign imperialist powers. In the course of
this struggle , the masses showed great courage and
d~termination to defend and build their revolution.
Prior to the revolution, Lenin had written What
ls To Be Done? In this historic work, he fought the
right opportunists who would have frittered the revolution away by relying on spontaneity, by engaging in
economic and other reform struggles without introducing communist ideas, and by agitating for a bourgeois-democratic revolution instead of socialism .
Furthermore, he developed the concept of the revolutionary party and described the type of professional revolutionary needed to enable the party
to function .
The Soviet revolution did not fall out of heaven.
It reflected the objective situation in Russia, and it

THE PARIS COMMUNE
The Paris Commune of 1870--71 was the first great
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showed tha t the masses, the leadership of their
revolutionary party, a nd revolutionary violence on
the part of the working class and peasantry were vital
to the seizure of state power.
From its onset, the Russian revolution drew an
endless series of attacks from the international
bourgeoisie. The sharpest ex ternal form these
attack s took was the fascist invasion of the Soviet
Union in 1940. The Soviet struggle against this invasion was a key factor enabling other revolutionsparticu larly the Chinese revolution- to develop . Communi sts all over the world led the fight against fascism a nd Nazism . The Soviet Union was the bulwark
of this fight. The armed might of the Na zis, supported
by the fascist " master race" theory, seemed invincible. Yet , the Red Army, the Soviet people , and
the world communist movement smashed this "master race" of fascist imperialists and its Wehrmacht.
However , this tremendous mass struggle to defeat
fascism, which involved hundreds of millions who
were led mainly by the communist movement , did not
result in socialism . The leadership of the international communist movement, led by the Soviet
Union , did not advocate socialism- the dictatorship of
the proletariat-as its primary goal. So after the war
western Europe, particular~y France and ltaly , was
handed back to the bourgeoisie. This was wrong. The
workers were armed. They believed in socialism .
And they would have carried the -class struggle
through to the end. Instead communist leaders advocated the turning in of guns to the Allied Military
government, and winning socialism through the parliamentary process. So capitalism was put back on
its feet in western Europe, and it eventually engulfed
eastern Europe and the Soviet Union .
In his rise to power, Hitler had received full backing from other imperialists, particularly from the
"democratic" imperialists of France, Britain, and
the U.S. They encouraged his scheme to transform
Germany from a defeated imperialist power into a
potent war machine . The arrangement was simple:
the imperialists would allow Hitler to develop a
powerful army if he agreed to use it as a goon-squad
against the Soviet Union. In this period , Hitler's
principal slogan was "Orang nach Osten" ( March to
the East). This march to the east resulted in the
destruction of the Third Reich, as the Nazis doublecrossed and attacked their original backers and
masses of workers and peasants drove the Wehrmacht out of every country it had occupied.
The Hitlerites were defeated by war. They were
defeated in eastern Europe. Millions of other workers and oppressed people considered themselves
communists . But because of serious errors (some
mentioned previously) made by the international
communist movement , which was led by Joseph Stalin, these advances were reversed and capitalism
restored .
These developments did not happen overnight, nor
did they drop like a bolt from the blue. As we attempt to sharpen the ideological struggle , we must
seek out the roots of revisionism . In the case of the

Soviet Union and these -other countries, these roots
all converged at the point of granting concessions to
the bourgeoisie, concessions that either allowed the
old ruling class to reconquer power or paved the way
for the emergence of a new , "red" bourgeoisie. (Once
again let us restate that the concession granted to
sections of the old ruling class rested on illusions
about them . The old and incorrect idea that one part
of the ruling class was better than the other part
predominated . This is best seen tod ay, when rnrious
communists and radicals still claim that liberal s in
the U.S. bourgeoisie are better tha n reactionaries .)
Befo re proceeding further with our discussion of the
Soviet Union , it will be useful t o ma ke a general
enumeration of the forms these concess ions assume :
1. In the course of conducting re vo lut ionary struggle , prior to the seizure of power, th e re volutionary
party ma kes a wrong anal ysi s of the bo urgeoisie.
fal sely divides the bourgeoisie into a "left" and a
"right" camp. calls for an alliance with the "left,"
and consummates this alliance by granting the "left"
certain privileges, such as immunity from expropriation, etc.
2. This alliance is maintained aft er the re volution, and the privileges granted to the "good" wing
of the bourgeoisie are ex.panded. The rationale is
that the party and the masses are too weak politically, economically, administratively. and ideologically
for the revulution to survive without the active collaboration of " friendly" bourgeois forces .
3. Many of the privileges granted to the bourgeoisie inevitably assume other than- purely economic
forms, although economic concessions (toleration
and encouragement of "limited" capitalist enterprise, rl)aintenance and augmentation of wage d:ifferentials between bureaucrats or technicians and
ordinary wo rkers, etc.) play a key role . Economic
concession s require prior ideological concessions:
if you pay an architect far more than a bricklayer,
a general a lo t more than a private. or pay a mayor
20 times mo re than a peasant, you ha ve to come up
with a th eo ry to justify the discrepancies . One of
these ide ological concessions is- the promotion of
na tionali sm. ("Let's all be a little less piggy - all of
us, that is. except the bourgeoisie -for the sake ol
th!". nation .") :\ationalism is a bourgeo is theory. Like
the bourgeo isie, it has no progressive aspects . Lenin
and Stalin were consistent in defining nationalism as
a totally reactiona ry ideology. But , they often suggested that a little nationalism could be useful. This
is like saying , "the lady is slightly pregnanl"
4. Revolutionaries view the united front exclusively or primaril y as an alliance between themselves
and the "better" section of the bourgeoisie . Th us,
the front unites around a bourgeois-nationalist line
as opposed to a revolutionary line for the dictatorship of the workers . As part of this deal, communists
make the biggest concession of all by renouncing the
struggle to win the masses to a socialist program.
5. One of the principal reasons offered for the
above concessions is the assumption that a large
section of the masses - particularly the peasantry
cannot be won to socialism . Therefore, the argument
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is put forth that th e soc ialist revo luti o n must pass
th roug h a two-stage process , the fir st stage of which
will be some th ing oth er th a n socia li sm . The Chi nese
ca ll ed th is first stage "New Democracy." Oth ers
argued for a peri od of bourgeo is dem oc racy that
wo uld so mehow tran sform it se lf into soc ialism.
The writings of Lenin , Stalin , a nd M ao are fill ed
with wa rnings abou t the inevita bility of a comeback
a ttempt by th e bourgeoisie after the revo luti on. (However, both M ao a nd Stalin were inco nsistent on thi s
key questi on. Before the current CCP leade rs rewrote On Co ntradi c tion, Ma o spoke of how the cla ss
struggle in C hina wou ld lessen after soc ialism had
triumphed . S imilarly, Sta lin spoke on bo th sides o f
this question. Both of these revo lutionaries had a
ha rd tim e gras ping Lenin's po int that after socia li sm
the o ld rulers would try ten times harder to
make a comeback.) The historical experience of re vo lut iona ry mo ve m ents seem s to va lid a te these warn ings without exce pti o n. The bourgeoisie's desire t o
reverse soc ia li st revolution is co nstant. Its ability
to re verse socialism depend s upon the amount of
leve rage and ma neu vera bility it is left with . Historical experience a lso seems t o confirm that eve ry
time revol uti o naries have made concessio ns to the
bosses, the bosses have been a ble t o use the co ncess ions to rega in powe r.
After the revolution, Ru ss ia was decimated . The
Civ il War and the fight against imperialist aggression had torn the country to shred s. Times were
ve ry hard. After the defeat of the interventionists,
the Bolsheviks undertook the task of build ing the first
socialist socie ty. Before long, the leaders of the
. party decided that the slow pace of socialist construction would lead to ruinati on. They co ntended that
the revolution would go down to defeat unless they
could win the "more advanced" members of the old
ruling class to co-operate in building the workers'
state. The assertion was that without the expertise
of some of the old bosses, the workers would be lost.
Therefore, sweeping class concessions were in
order. Accordingly, in the twenties, the Bolsheviks
bega n implementing a policy known as NEP (New
Economic Policy) . In a nutshell , the _NEP called for
the reintroduction of capitalist methods, capitalist
competition, and ca pit, lists into the government and
economy. The program sought to restrict the deve lopment of capitalism . But comm unists were assigned to control and nurture this base of capitalism.
Obviously, communists administering capitalist concessions is at least contradictory.
The Soviet party repeatedly contended that without
the NEP, the economy- and hence socialism-were
doomed. But · the real failure began to materialize
when communists were placed in the impossibly contradictory position of building capitalism. Profits
and therefore exploitation were allowed. High hving
was tolerated . The equalitarianism that Lenin had
admired in the Paris Commune and that he had call~d
an indispensible aspect of socialism in State and
Revolution never truly came into being. A wellheeled bourgeoisie with a toehold in the state apparatus · and economy could not fail to begin penetrating
the party, if not bodily at first, at least ideologically.

Communis t ca dre and leaders soo n hcgan aping th e
the old bourgeoisie. /\s th e economic gap increased
between them and the people. the id eo logical gap
fo ll o wed suit. A~ this d isease progressed . the CP
ultimatel y rest o red full-hlO\rn ca pit alism to th e
Soviet Uni o n. This tim e the bou rgeois ie cons isted of
CP leade rs and th e managerial class th ey rep rese nt ed. But th is new bourgeoisie co uld no t have d eve loped strength to take power. ,,·ith ou t th e concessio ns initiall y gra nted to th e o ld bosses in the twen ties. The seed s of ca pit a li st res toration were a lready
inh erent in the NEP . They did not hea r fruit in the
Sovie t Uni o n simp ly beca use Stalin mad e ce rta in
errors or because Khru shch c,· was a usurper. Lik e
eve ryo ne else. Stalin ma de certain mis takes. so me
of th em more se ri o us than o th ers; and th e titl e of
usurper is a lm ost to o generou s for Khru shche,·. Bu t
although these ma y be facts . they tell only part of th e
story . The devil theory wo n't work .
The transition from sociali sm to capitalism was a
protracted process that unfolded over many yea rs .
The working clas s held fundamental power during
this period . As in a ll deve lo pm ents. howe,·er. 4 ua ntity turns into quality. The prol:ess of ca pitalist
restoration was completed around th e tim e of the

Bolshevik telephone workers seize and operate the
Petrograd exchange, 1917.
Twentieth Party Congress in 1956. Led by Khrushchev, this congress set forth a systematic revisionist program. It" called for unity between the So_v iet
Union and any party or nation calling itself socialist.
The CPS U held this policy valid not only for itself
but also for other parties. Thus, it gave the Italian
CP the green light to unite with the right-wing<;r
Saragat. According to Khrushchev and the Twentieth
Congress, it was poskible and even desirable to en:vision a peaceful transition to socialism, because
new period had dawned in which socialism and imperialism ·could co-exist non-antagonistically. In the ·

a
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ca pita lism were pred icated upo n the ass umpti o n that
the peasa ntry could not be won immediat ely to soc ialism. In the past, th e internati o nal communist mo vement had sha rpl y diffe rentiated amo ng th ose who
could be won right off to a socialist program . th ose
who could be won only after socia li sm had bee n established , a nd th ose wh o were unwinnable . In ge nera l,
the peasa ntry wa s relegated to the seco nd category
Communist theoretici ans devoted many treatises to
the peasa nts' "backward mentality." MarxistLenini sts claimed that the peasant was pett y-bou rgeois , either in his orientati on or in hi s relation to
the mode of producti on. Given this es tim a te, revo lu tionaries reaso ned that the pea sa ntry was unwinnable to socialism without initially pass ing through
a "stage" of bourgeois democracy . According to this
theory, each pea sa nt first had to receive hi s ow n
plot of land . Next , so me of these plots could be
turned into co-operatives . Then the co-operatives
could be developed into collective farms. But eve n
within these transitional phases, eac h peasa nt was
entitled to his "own" land , cow, horse, chick ens,
donkey, etc. In reality, thi s bourgeois-d emocra ti c
"revolution" consigned the vas t majority of peas ants to capitalist exploitation. Although Lenin and
Stalin repeatedly condemned na tio nalism as a ca pitalist ideology, what other id eo logy could their
program have produced? No matter how yo u sugarcoat it , capitalism is capitalism , a nd capitalist production relation s breed a capitalist and nati ona list
outlook .
When peasants a nd oppressed people rebelled
against imperialism in alliance with "anti-imperialist" local bosses, Ma rxist-Leninists supported this
alliance. The theory wa s tha t since the fight against
the imperialists took precedence ove r everything,
local bosses in competition with the imperia lists
could help in building the unit ed front. In practice,
this produced two irreco ncilable contradictions: in
the first place, it called upon communists to win the
peasantry to capitalism ; secondly, it rej ec ted nationalism as an ideology but often embraced it as a
"tactic."
We believe that virtually all the world's peasants
and oppressed people are proletarianized . (See next
PL for more data .) The vast majority own neith er
land nor the means of production . This is certainly
the case today, and we believe that it was also the
case during Lenin's , lifetime . As a worldwide system
of exploitation, imperialism proletarianizes people,
whether they work on the land or in factories. As
imperialism spreads its tentacles and engenders
socialist revolution, worldwide industrialization also
grows at an enormously rapid rate.
This development is particularly obvious in our
own country. Millions of agricultural workers in the
U. S. are fighting the bosses, not for individual plots
of -land, but for- higher wages, shorter hours, improved working conditions, etc. These are proletarian
class demands. If properly led, the struggle to win
them can help develop socialist consciousness. In
the case of the so-called "colonial" and · "semi-

course of this period , soc ialism would triumph not
by force but hv examp le. Khrushche v formulated a
right-wing attack on the Stalin cu lt for use as a batte ring ram m dem o iis hing Ma rxism-Leninism. He
capitalized on bad errors made by Stalin and other
revo lutio nar ies to obscure his own reactionary ideas.
There is no question Khrushchev had a lot of revisionism going for him . Over the yea rs the Stalin
leadership co mmi tted wholesale e rror s:
I. Making c0ncessions to the old Ru ssian ruling
class.
2. Introduction of ma terial incentives instead of
political-moral incentives.
3. Relying on nationalism to defea t the Nazis- thus
making the policy of the international working class
subservient to the interests of the Soviet Union. So,
nationalism triumphed over internationalism.
4. This policy lead the soviets into alliances with
the international ruling class. This was most evident
during the war against the Nazis. U.S ., British, some
French and other bosses were pictured as progressive forces.
5. Democratic centralism, which is the only system of revolutionary organization, was reduced to
arbitrary centralism. Friends were not distinguished
from enemies. Thus, many good revolutionaries were
killed by the Stalin leadership because they might
have had differences . Many counter-revolutionaries
who should have been put down were able to slip
through because of these abuses.
6. Probably the most important error Stalin and
others made was not winning masses of people to
Marxism-Leninism. So, an elite held power without
much participation by workers and peasants. Socialism was for the party leaders. The masses were
only involved in carrying out this or that policy. Because these policies seemed progressive at the time ,
there was little resistance to them. When the Khrushchev gang came to power there was only a slight adjustment needed to consolidate capitalist ways of life
and production which had developed over the years.
Finally, he capped off his revisionist program by
asserting that the Soviet Union had completed socialist construction and could now undertake the transition to communism- and that therefore the dictatorship of the proletariat had become an obsolete concept to be superseded by the "state of the_ whole
people." Khrushchev heralded the return of capitalism by "decreeing" the end of class struggle. The
Soviet leaders then proceeded to attack all those in
the international communist movement who didn't
hold to these rev1S1onist ideas, particularly the
Chinese Communist Party and the Albanian Party
of Labor. In the space of two generations, the Soviet
Union had turned from a socialist state that allowed
"limited" capitalist enterprise into a fascist dictatorship .

ARE CAPITALISTS MORE WINNABLE TO
SOCIALISM THAN PEASANTS?
As we said briefly earlier, Soviet concessions to
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feudal" countries, tremendous economic growth has
taken place. It is true that this growth has developed
unevenly . It is also true that workers in the colonial
countries are far more exploited than workers in
imperialist countries. But why should communists
attempt to convert these conditions into national
capitalism, when this type of exploitation affords
ample opportunity for winning workers and peasants
- especially the most oppressed-to socialism? By
drawing the conclusion that the peasants could not
be won immediately to socialism, by deciding not to
put forth proletarian dictatorship and a socialist
program from the very start, communists found
themselves making concession after concession to
the bourgeoisie and thereby hastening the restoration of capitalism.
In this context, the concessions usually assumed
the form of communist support for nationalism and
~ourgeois de~o~racy . The theory developed to justify these actlVlties asserts either that communists
must carry forward the bourgeois-democratic revolution if the local ruling class abandons it or that
they must initiate it if the rulers insist on clinging
to other forms of exploitation. Needless to say, this
theory "works"-in the worst possible way: communists who begin as apologists for capitalism become capitalists themselves .
History has proved many times that once national
liberation movements seize power, they remain the
pawns of imperialism. Algeria, Ghana, Guinea, and
other cases all demonstrate that liberation without
proletarian dictatorship is a fairy tale. History has
also proved the futility of attempting to sneak socialism through the back door. The wreck of Cuba stands
as a _living monument to the theory of socialism by
deceit. As her economy sinks yearly and she becomes increasingly dependent on the rev1s10nist
Soviet Union, the Cuban revolution must pay dearly
for failing to win the masses to a socialist outlook
during the war against Batista. (This includes the old
CP which never advocated socialism before or after
the revolution.) Withholding socialist ideas from part
of the oppressed population because these ideas appear too "advanced" fatally undermines the development of a socialist society.
The notion that the masses cannot understand
socialism and will not fight for it is a myth that leads
to elitism: "only a select few of us can understand
such lofty, complex ideas." This error also compounds racism, because it vindicates the bourgeois
idea that non-white people are too backward and
stupid to exercise full social responsibility, and that
only "we"- the bosses-know what's good for them.
We reject the idea that socialism cannot be put forth
openly and ·in a forthright manner. We reject the
idea that it must be inched forward by stages. lf
communists do not wage a protracted struggle for
socialist ideology before and during the revolutionary period, impossible contradictions inevitably result after the revolutio_n. At best, the masses have
not been won to socialism but to reform within the
context of continued capitalism. No decree or sleightof-hand can develop socialism from these conditions.

S6cialism does not belong to a chosen few; it be!ongs I? the masses. They must develop socialist
ideas, fight for them , and put socialism into practice.
Superficially, this approach may appear more protracted than the old two-stage approach. In the final
analysis, however, it may well prove to be the shorter r~m~e . In any event, we believe it is the only route .
Socialism ca_n_not survive if it remains the property
of a few poht1cal "experts." It can and must become
a truly mass phenomenon. Then and only then will it
be irreversible.

THE SEVENTH WORLD CONGRESS
The Seventh World Congress of the Communist
Internati?nal in. 1935 marked another turning point
for the mternat10nal communist movement and the
Soviet revo_lution. As the Congress opened, fascism
was spreading throughout Europe. But neither the
Congress nor the communist movement in general
c!llled for armed struggle, people's war, or revolutJ_o!l as the only method of defeating fascism dec1s1vely.
Fascism did not arise in Hungary, Italy, Germany,
or Japan by fluke or default. In the first place, since
these countries all had feeble economies, bourgeois
democracy proved too weak a form for effective
political control. The imperialist Allies had seen to
this by stripping Germany and Italy of most· of their
wealth after World War l. But intra-imperialist competition alone-however cut-throat it may be- does
not suffice to explain the growth of fascism. The
Bolshevik revolution and the world communist movement it helped generate made fascism necessary for
the bourgeoisie. Since 1917, the entire international
ruling class had lived in dire fear of the spread of
communism. Intervention in 1919-21 had failed to
destroy the Soviet Union. Consequently, the world
bourgeoisie, acting in its class interests, decided to
establish fascism in certain strategic countries as a
more violent form of anti-communism than bourgeois
democracy. The imperialists armed Germany and
Japan to the teeth. They entrusted Japan with the
mission of fighting communism in Asia and Germany
with the mission of fighting it in Europe and destroying it in Russia. Both Japan and Germany had to
play this role' in order to obtain armaments and raw
materials from the bourgeois-democratic imperialists.
The Seventh World Congress advanced the same
strategy of concessions that we discussed earlier
in this report. This strategy divided the imperialists
into fascist and anti-fascist camps and proposed a
united front with the ·same bourgeois-democrats who
had helped bring fascism· into being. NaturaJly, the
social-democrats-the most rabid anti-communists
on the pseudo-left-were viewed as co-leaders of the
united front.
During and after the conference, a "great debate"
raged between communists and' Trotskyists over the
timing of the alliance with the social-democrats. The
Trots accused the ·c ommunists of selling out because
they hadn't initiated the alliance five years earlier!
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The Trots argued that only thi s timing could have
stopped the spread of fascism.
In rea lity, both fascism and bourgeois dem ocracy
are forms of capitalist dictatorship. Both are eq ua lly
counter-revolutionary, a lthough fascism is the more
consistently aggressive of the two . Ne ither can be
smashed without proletarian revol uti o n. If revolution
was not imminent at the time of the Congress, revolutionary preparation and agitation- not alliances with
"good" bourgeois democrats- should have been the
order of the da y. The parliamentary tactics adopted
by the Seventh Congress served only to create the
fatal illusion that fascism could be preve nted without armed struggle. By systematizing unit y with the
" better" section of the bourgeoisie, the Congress
strangled the communist movement and substituted
opportunism for communist tactics . In the final
analysis, a world war was necessary to defeat fascism. Although the bourgeois-democratic imperialists intervened with their armies, co mmunist-led
armed struggle_ by the masses was the decisive
factor.
However, the communist movement failed to give
this struggle revolutionary leadership . Because the
Seven th Congress did not make a correct distinction
between friends and enemies, it put forth the revisionist "main danger" theory. This theory became
the anti-fascist line of the communist movem ent
during World War II. The Soviets tried to forestall
Hitler's invasion by making a pact with him . He
doublecrossed them . Then they entered into a fullb !own alliance with the liberal imperialists who had
initially sponsored Hitler and whom Hitler had also
doublecrossed. This alliance served to deepen illusions about qualitative differences .among imperialists: since Hitler was the "worst," the others must
be "better." Today, the Chinese Communist Party
still pursues this idea . At present, the CCP version
of the " main danger" theory appears to be a call for
unity among all those who oppose U.S. imperialism or
Soviet revisionism . Ironically, the CCP is creating an alliance with the U.S. What a contradiction to
swallow. It doesn't matter that U.S. imperialism and
Soviet revisionism are essentially the same. It
doesn't matter that many of the forces opposed to
them are imperialists, nationalists, revisionists , or
fascists. What matters is that contradictions exist
within the imperialist camp. This wrong theory explained the CCP's support for DeGaulle and its relations with Pakistan, Rumania, North Korea , Yugoslavia, Greece, etc.
The two-bit CPUSA has been pulling this bit for
about thirty years. It attempts to unite everybody
against the "ultra right." We have all been treated
ad nauseam to the spectacle of CP alliances with
"lesser evil" Humphrey against "main danger"
Wallace ( or was it Nixon?), "lesser evil" ,Johnson
against "mairi danger" Goldwater , etc. But we also
know from experience, as do millions, that the liberals are as bad as or worse than the so-called
"ultra-right." (The current "Pentagon Papers" destroy the myth of the good and bad rulers .)

The line of the Se, e nth World Congress and the
lin e of modern re\'isionism arc essen tially the same.
They fail to grasp that al th oug h co ntradi cti ons exist
within the bourgeois ie. bo urgeo is class unity a lways
predominates in th e case of oppasi1io11 to communism. This was a big lesson from the Paris com mune. Therefore, they fa il to see that libera l bourgeois democracy feeds and develops anti-communism
and fascism. Now , after decades of ··1esser ev il "
imperiali sts, the CCP has taken th e theory a step
furth er by advancing the concept of " le sser evi l"
revisionists. The CCP has rearranged th e same old
hackn eyed song a nd begun to play it o n different instruments: the Soviets are the "worst;" the o thers
are "better."
Wh en put into practice. the "lesser evil" line ha s
two main consequences: it eit her preven ts revolutionary movements from se izing power or causes
parti es in powe r to restore cap it a li sm. Tod a y · s
Soviet Union furnishes a deve loped example of the
latter consequence. Today, th e only struggl e conducted by the Soviet bosses is for a senior pa rtnership in or leadership of the int ernational bourgeoisie.
They are aided in this quest by the opportunism of
the CCP.
The Soviet bosses must be treated lik e any o ther
section of the bourgeo isie. Lenin's idea of reca ll by
the masses might have been feasible when th e Soviet
Union was still a soc iali st sta te, but the part y leadership had eliminated this idea in the earliest stages
of the revo lution. Since th e masses were too "bac kward" to understand socialism, they were a lso too
"backward" to understand the "need" for reintroducing limited capitalism or for allying with the
"lesser evil" section of the bourgeoisie. In a word ,
they couldn't be trusted .
Today, the Soviet bosses have less reaso n than
ever to trust the masses, becaus.e the masses now
need to "recall" all of them by means of violent
revolution . Overthrowing the Soviet leadership is a
necessary and desirable goal. Revolutions are bound
to erupt in all the former socialist countries. Recent
events in Poland, where workers stormed th e CP
headquarters singing the Internationale, sent shivers down the Soviet bosses' spines and proved that
rev1s1onism leads to capitalism, oppression, and
revolutionary struggle.
THE CHINESE REVOLUTION

The Soviet re vo lution provided an impetus and
helped create favorable conditions for the Chinese
revolution . Once proletarian dictatorship had been
established in Russia- one-sixth of the world 's land
surface- the international relationship of forces
c hanged irrevocably in the direction of revolution.
Millions of communists and their supporters were
actively engaged in political struggle from one end
of the earth to another.
A vibrant communist movement had begun to develop in China. Despite certain key mistakes in the
initial period, (eg. reliance on the Chiang· Kai-shck
nationalists), the party and revolutionary masses had
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This titanic battle helped clarify and enrich many
other important revolutionary concepts, such as
party building, cadre training and development,
inner-party struggle, etc. The success of the Chinese
revolution threw imperialism- especially U.S. imperialism-into a panic. By 1949, another huge section of the world had gone over to the revolutionary
camp. Asia had taken its first .qualitative step away
from colonialism and imperialism . The international
relationship of forces was more than ever tipped in
favor of workers and oppressed people. Mao's statement that the "East wind prevails over the West
wind" summarizes this historic development.
However, the Chinese revolutionaries never broke
with the old policy of concessions to the so-called
"progressive" bourgeoisie. On the contrary, they
implemented it with a vengeance, so their revolution
stood on wobbly legs from the outset. In the Soviet

grown in numbers and strength. By the late 1940s,
they had won control of the Chinese mainland and
established the dictatorship of the proletariat.
The Chinese revolution proved conclusively that a
non-industrial country could move directly to socialism. Heretofore, many Marxist-Leninists had thought
that socialist revolution was feasible only in countries with an industrial development at least on a par
with Russia before 19 I 7. The theory was that high
industrialization- and hence a large urban working
class- was a necessary objective condition for
socialist revolution . Although China had some industry and therefore also a small working class, the
number of city-dwelling workers was small before
and during the revolution. But Mao Tse-tung and
others understood that the peasantry could be a revolutionary force and unite with workers in the cities
to seize power.

In the weeks before the October Revolution, revolutionary workers from
the Petro grad factorie_s, led by the Bolshevik party, organized !led
Guard units, applying Marx and Lenin's concept of the proletarian
militia.

The period that elapsed between the founding of
the CCP and the seizure of power took nearly thirty
years. Therefore, Mao correctly pointed to the need
for an outlook of protracted struggle. Here, as in the
case of the Russian revolution, organized armed
struggle led. by· a communist party was one of the
main aspects of the struggle. And unlike Thorez,
Togiiatti, & Co., Mao always insisted that revolutionaries must never surrender their weapons to
local nationalists.

Union, this policy did not begin to develop fully until
after the revolution. In China, on the other hand, it
reached maturity well before the seizure of power.
In the course of the anti-Japanese war, the CCP
made alliances with large . sections of the "national"
bourgeoisie. As usual, these alliances required serious ideological and economic concessions. One of
the most important-in fact, the concession without
which the nationalists would never have consented
to the alliance- was the CCP's willingness to curtail

15

its open advocacy of proletarian dictatorship and
socialism.
After wresting power from the "right-wing" nationalists, Mao called for a period of "New Democracy," a supposed joint dictatorship of four revolutionary classes, including the "progressive national
bourgeoisie." We do not believe that a state commonly ruled by several classes ever existed in China
or any other country, or that it will ever exist anywhere, for that matter. In the modern epoch, either
the proletariat or the bourgeoisie, and no one else,
is capable of wielding state power. We believe that,
regardless of terminology, and despite serious weaknesses, what actually existed in China during the
"new democratic" period was essentially proletarian
. dictatorship. The People's Liberation Army was led
by communists, and the party was the only effectively
functioning political instrument in China. In essence,
the "theory" of New Democracy served merely as
a tactic to justify the serious concessions made by
the party to the bourgeoisie. Mao believed in the
necessity of these concessions. With a few twists,
New Democracy was nothing more or less than the
Chinese version of the NEP . New Democracy enabled
the bourgeoisie to acquire footing and maneuverability in the party, the state a pp a rat us, and the
economy. Small wonder, then, that educational institutions never changed their class character or that
after nearly twenty years of proletarian dictatorship, Chinese culture was primarily bourgeois.
Additionally, copying the Soviet model of socialist
construction, and granting significant concessions to
the bourgeoisie, the CCP managed to subvert socialism in China much more rapidly than it had been
subverted in the Soviet Union . By the time the GPCR
had broken out, even the moderate wing of the mass
movement in China (those who supported Mao) understood that the basic task of the Cultural Revolution
was to seize power from the "red" bourgeoisie.
The
influence
of China's "red" bourgeoisie
manifested itself clearly in the field of foreign policy.
After the Twentieth Party Congress, the CCP issued
a text called The Historical Experience of the Dictatorship of the Proletariat. This piece basically
supported the revisionist Soviet line. Shortly thereafter, the CCP issued another text called More on
the Historical Experience of the Dictatorship of the
Proletariat. This piece heralded the beginning of the
apparent break with Soviet revisionism . Before the
break, however, the Chinese signed the "81 Party
Statement," a jumble of pacifism. They also signed
the "12 Party Statement." A Ith o ugh couched in
Marxist rhetoric, the "12 Party Statement': approved
by parties holding state power in twelve socialist
countries, was in reality an abject apology for Soviet
revisionism. China's signature, coupled with the internal developments later brought to light by the
GPCR, indicated the extent to which revisionism had
progressed within the CCP.

and the first Chinese revolution , the principal question raised by the G PCR was the class nature of state
power. By the early sixties, the ferocity of class
struggle in China had begun to intensify dramatically.
The concessions granted to the bourgeoisie by the
policy of New Democracy had enabled a new ruling
class to emerge and gain ascendancy. It differed in
form from the old ruling class, but its capitalist
essence remained identical.
The heart of this new ruling class was the party
itself. In the space of a few short yea rs, the CCP had
turned into its opposite. Virtually all of its leading
cadre had become a "red" bourgeo isie. The G PCR
therefore constituted an effort on the part of the
masses to win power back from these revisionists.
The G PCR erupted within the framework of a
worldwide anti-revisionist struggle apparently led by
the CCP. In the late fifties, the CCP launched a significant attack against Soviet revisionism and Yugoslav opportunism . But this attack was not comprehensive, it took aim at several branches of revisionism without digging deep enough to ferret out its
roots . According to the formulations advanced by the
CCP between 1955-66, the Soviet Union had become
revisionist because it had repudiated armed struggle
and was now calling for peaceful co-existence with
imperialism. This criticism was correct- hut only
as far as it went. During this entire period, the CCP
never critically examined socialist construction in
the Soviet Union or China, never repudiated the
theory of concessions to the bourgeoisie, and never
conducted an all-out ideological struggle against
nationalism and the '7th World Congress. Given the
nature of the CCP, a thorough evaluation of these
questions was inconceivable. Why should
China's "red" bourgeoisie have put into question the
very principles that had helped foster its development as a class? China's "red" bourgeoisie didn't
fundamentall y oppose revisionism; it attacked the
Soviets because the Chinese masses were too advanced politically to swallow the obviously right-wing
line of the CPSU . A more militant left cover was
necessary in order to restore capitalism in China.
The only hitch came when the Chinese masses began
to take seriously the idea of overthrowing the bourgeoisie and reconquering state power.
The G PCR helped inject a number of vital ideas
into the world revolutionary movement:
I. The absolute primacy of political incentives
over material incentives. From the earliest days of
the Bolshevik revolution, Soviet leaders were convinced that the masses could be won to socialism
only if. they were impelled by the promise of special
material rewards. The Stakhanovite movement concretized this theory. The Soviet leaders reasoned
that a worker would be willing to increase his production if he received additional pay for producing
over the norm. (In the U.S., we call this method
piece-work.) Correspondingly, it· was felt that peasants would also produce more if they owned a part
of the land they worked. The same system had developed in China. In the course of the GPCR , the left

THE GPCR

Like the Paris Commune, the Soviet revolution ,
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a stop to this movement.
Underlying the GPCR was the premise that the
class struggle grows sharper after the seizu re of
power. The capitalist class beco mes increasingly
desperate in its effo rt s to restore exploitat ion , and
at the sa me time, a new capit a li st class strives
mightily to emerge and gain hegemony. The GPCR
was a struggle for state power. It proved that workers and revolutionaries must fight back to win power
away from the "red " bourgeoi sie· a nd keep the red
flag of revolution in the vanguard of the mass movement.
Various forces allied with Mao Tse-tung have portrayed the GPCR as "personally led and initiated"
by Mao . This is a myth. The G PCR really began in
the late fifties , when masse s of people rebelled
against the new " red" bourgeoisie a nd attempted to
implement a program for drastic change in Chinese
society. T he commune movement of the fifties was
one of the first expressions of this struggle. It is
worth noting that although the co mmune movement wa s ba s ic a 11 y id entified with Ma o, it was
crushed
while he dominated
the Chinese
political scene .
Two distinct elements participa ted in the GPCR :
a left, represented by certain forces in the pa rt y, by
the Red Guard movement, and by revolutionary workers' councils; and a right , represented by Mao Tsetung a nd Liu Shao-chi . The initia l actions of the
GPCR took place independent ly of Mao and had
nothing to do with him. One of the first struggles
launched by the pre-Red Guard movement was a rebellion against rev1s10nism at Peking University.
This movement and the workers' movement rapidly
grew into huge mass phenomena. Mao and the forces
allied with him used them in a struggle against the
more exposed rightists like Liu and P'eng Ch'en.
The only differences between Mao and Liu centered
around the question of whether or not China would
continue its development a long the Soviet line.
Some of Liu' s friends who were Marshalls
in the PLA wanted to build the Chinese army with
Russian weapons, thereby making China economically and militarily dependent on the Soviet Union. Mao
and his allies wanted the Chinese economy to develop
independently of the Soviet Union. They wanted to
produce their own brand of national revisionism. Led
by Mao , they used the revolutionary mass movement
as a battering ram to drive the very exposed rightwingers like Liu out of the party. But the masses
wanted to drive out the entire party leadership. This
was the necessary condition for seizing back state
power and the means of production. Mao uttered left
formulations and issued left directives to ingratiate
himself with the masses and win their confjdence.
But every time the masses went "too far" in carrying out his instructions, he immediately called upon
the PLA to beat them into submission.
Basically, Liu and his associates were used as
scapegoats. Mao and the forces close to him used
them to obscure their errors. Many of the errors
pinned on the "black gang " were errors made by

r:: ass movement tried to smash it.
2. The primacy of politics over technique. The
G PCR demonstrated that the prime requisite for
socialism was not a bevy of "experts" or technocrats but rather the masses' understanding and implementation of socialist ideas.
3. Intensified struggle against revisionism. One. of
the slogans advanced by the left during the GPCR was
"no aid from revisionists." China's own experience
had shown that Soviet "aid" would lead to i_ts opposite by creating illusions about revisionism and diluting the class struggle. The left also stated its
opposition to negotiations with revisionists and imperialists.
4. Intensified struggle against imperialism and
its nationalist stooges. The left and the masses led
a series of attacks on imperialist diplomats residing
in China. Chinese workers laid siege to the British
"crown colony" of Hong Kong. These developments
helped strengthen all revolutionary movements in
Asia and many in the West. They helped sha rpen the
contradictions between the Chinese govern ment and
nationalist leaders in other opp ressed countries.
When the left seized power in the Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, it didn't duck the implications of this policy.
The revisionists and imperialists were always babbling that Peking was "isolated from the community
of nations." The left said that isolation from imperialists like DeGaulle or stooges like Sihanouk
was just fine, because it was a necessary condition
for unity with revolutionary forces, workers, and
oppressed people around the world.
5. The revolutionary doctrine that the masses
are more important than weapons and can defeat any
imperialist war, including nuclear war. The U.S . imperialists and Soviet revisionists increased their war
provocations against China during the GPCR . These
took the form of over-flights, the presence of the
U.S . Seventh Fleet in the Taiwan Straits, the buildup
of U.S. military forces in southeast Asia, increased
U.S. military aid to Chiang, Soviet threats of preemptive nuclear attack on Chinese installations, and
Soviet border provocations. The G PCR was not intimidated by these provocations. It took the following line: "China will never launch a nuclear war or
any war of aggression. Despite the apparent superiority of your weapons, the Chinese people and the
workers and oppressed people of the world are invincible. Imper i a 1ism and revisionism will be
crushed. Start your war-we will finish it."
The Chinese masses took many of these ideas in
dead earnest -and attempted to act upon them . A large
organized movement developed against Soviet aid to
Vietnam. Shipment after shipment of Soviet arms was
derailed by left forces in the GPCR. The purpose of
these actions was to show revolutionary solidarity
with the people of Vietnam by opposing the machinations of the revisionists. The Soviet bosses went
wild, because these actions made it more and more
difficult for them to use "aid" to sell out the struggle in Vietnam. Only the direct, violent intervention
of the Mao Tse- tung controlled PLA was able to put
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claimed, however, that only 5 percent of the cadre
were hopeless right-wingers. He said that since 95
percent were good , they could be rehabilitated and
reintegrated into the party. This fable completely
contradicted the aims of the GPCR . In addition, Mao
called for a non-violent revolution , although he accurately described the GPCR as a class struggle for
state power. But Marxist-Leninists, including the
left of the GPCR, know that there is no such thing as
a non-violent revolution . The class struggle for state
power has never been peaceful; it was not peaceful
during the GPCR; and it will never be peaceful.
The turning point in the G PCR came once the
PLA had been granted immunity from the revolutionary struggle. Backed by the prestige of Mao's
vast authority and the power of the PLA, the opportunists were able to impose the old revisionist
methods in China. This development is most readily
discernible when viewed from the outside. A clearly
revisionist foreign policy began to emerge toward the
end of the GPCR. Since then, it has rapidly progressed further rightward . In 1967, masses of workers and students threw snowballs at the French
ambassador in Peking. In I 968 , hundred s of thousands demonstrated in Peking to support the French
worker-student rebellion. But by 1970, the leaders of
the Chinese party and state were holding "cordial
talks" with Pompidou's emissaries, and Chairman
Mao "personally led and initiated" the sending of a
heart-struck letter of condolence to Mme. De Gaulle.
This love-letter was the symbol of New Democracy
on a world-wide scale. According to the CCP, De
Gaulle had been independent of U.S. imperialism.
Therefore his memory should be revered . Hi s role in
suppressing the same worker-student rebellion that
the Chinese masses had rallied to defend was convenienrty overlooked. The Chinese leadership has
now entered into negotiations with the Soviets, whom
the G PCR characterized as "worse than Hitler."
These negotiations have already led to the resumption of trade agreements and ambassadorial relations . The list of so rry examples is endless. A particularly ironical one is that the CCP gave Yahya
Kahn $20,000,000 worth of aid for the Pakistani
bosses a few short weeks before the devastating cyclone in East Pakistan. These bosses knew the cyclone was coming but did nothing to help or warn the
Pakistani masses. Coincidentally, East Pakistan
has long been a center of opposition to the Pakistani
ruling class. Two years ago, the Pakistani army met
rebelling workers on the steps of the palace in the
capital with Chinese tank s and guns. The CCP had
given arms to the Pakistani rulers because of their
feud with the Indian bourgeoisie. The Indian bourgeoisie was allied with U.S . imperialism and Soviet
revisionism. The Pakistani bourgeoisie was in competition with it. Therefore, the Pakista nis were "better," ·and the ·I ndians were the "bigger enemy." In
fact, however, as is always the case wheri this revisionist line is applied, the main enemy of the opportuni sts in Peking proved to be the masses themselves.

Mao Tse-tung. During the thirties Mao had said not
to advocate the dictatorship of the proletariat; Mao
advocated concessions to landlords and other businessmen in order to win them to the anti-Japanese
struggle; Mao called for alliances with every kind of
nationalist fink . This policy
culminated at the
Bandung conference, where even Adam Clayton
Powell was hailed by the CCP as an anti-U.S .- imperialist force. And the CCP current policy is even
outdoing the corrupt policy of Bandung.
The left of the GPCR wanted to model socialism
in China after the principles of the Paris Commune.
By establishing himself as the "symbol" of these
principles, Mao was able to deceive much of the left.
His own apparatus and many honest forces in the
mass movement worked swiftly to elevate him to the
status of demi-god . He was soon identified with the
mo on, the sun, and the stars; he became the "red
sun in our hearts;" it was discovered that he had
never said or done anything wrong. He was able to
get away with this by giving lip service to the revolutionary aspirations of the masses.
Mao helped put his man Lin Piao in charge of the
armed forces. In this way, he succeeded in creating
the impression that the GPCR was being carried out
within the PLA . Millions of Red Books were distributed to PLA soldiers. Since the Red Book is
basically an anthology of Mao's old ideas, many of
which lead straight to revisionism, Mao and Lin were
able to prevent the power-holders from being thrown
out of the army by the G PCR. According to opportunists , the PLA had already become "a great school
of Mao-Tse-tun~ thought;" therefore any disruptions in
it would be harmful to China's stability and would
render China vulnerable to external attacks from
the imperialists and revisionists.
After Mao's rapid ascension to divinity, his authority was enormous. How can one question someone
who controls the army? The political self-reliance of
the masses could not possi bly have developed in these
circumstances. Bit by bit, Mao methodically whittled
away the reforms initiated by the GPCR and dismantled the organizations that had led the fight to
win them . He dispersed the Red Guards and other
leftists. He removed those leaders of the GPCR who
opposed him
or who " mistakenly" persisted
in "ultra-leftist" thinking. He distorted the great
slogan "serve the people" until it became indistinguishable from the slogan "serve Mao."
In order to carry out this slogan, Mao's forces
established new "three-in-one" committees, consisting of PLA members, old party cadre, and handpicked forces from the mass movement. This even
included genuine leftists to serve as a fig leaf. But
they were without power. Power rested mainly in the
PLA. In reality, these committees were the most
streamlined form yet developed for exercising "red"
bourgeois political power "out of the barrel of a
gun." In the initial phase of the GPCR , when the
masses said they wanted to drag out all the powerholders, they meant concretely that 90 percent of the
senior party cad re should "stand aside." M a o
18

Because the CCP never really brok e with the old
policies that eventually led to revis ionism, some of
the ideas it now adva nces to explain developments in
the Soviet Uni on and China are inadequate. According to the CCP, the revisioni s ts were able to
" usurp" power in Russia because Stalin failed to
distinguish correctly between friends and enemies
and therefore cou ld not understand the difference between a ntagonistic and non-antagonistic contradictions . Of course, this point has some va lidity. But,
as we stated earlier, the Ch in ese never made a
thorough ana lysis of the development of errors in the
ge neral line of the international communist movement. The CCP does a relatively good job of sum marizing the manifestations of the revisionist line
of the Soviet Union, a nd of pointing to the consequences of this line. It fares less well in explai ning
how a nd why this line was adopted.
A similar sit uat ion prevails with respect to China
itself. The CCP says that the "black ga ng" of capitalist roaders (i.e. the right led by Li u) have been
rotten for decades, and that a "handful" of them
usurped power before the GPC R. Mao's on ly selfcriticism is that, some years ago, he allowed himself to be outmaneuvered by them and kicked upstai rs. Although Mao's critiq ue of Liu contains many
correct points, it fails to exp lain how Liu managed
to become top dog in the state. In essence this cri-

ism in the Soviet Union, it has not solved this problem.
Therefore, it is no surprise that the G PC R has
been crushed. It is no surprise that the changes
fought for in China have been reversed. It is no su rprise that the momentary left directi on of China's
foreign policy has turned into its opposite, and that
Chinese foreign policy is now to the right of the right•
wing Bandung Confere nce program of the fifties .
Arlclitionally the CCP never mounted an anti-revisionist
attack on the Cuba ns, the North Koreans, or the North
Vietnamese. (In the recent period, this troika has
served as a figleaf for revisionism .) They have used
engagement in and support of armed struggle as a
cover for their own right opportunism and nationalism. But their opportunism becomes increasingly
apparent nonetheless. Cuba hailed Allende's · election in Chile a nd now advocates the peaceful road to
socialism. The North Koreans have calmed down.
And North Viet namese participation in the Paris negotiations has qualitatively reduced struggle on the
battlefield. The North Vietnamese revisionists recently anno unced their public advocacy of capitalist
production relations. Le Duan, who seems to be the
big boss in North Vietnam, issued sweeping orders
to enlarge material incentives, grant private ownership, and allow increased profits. Typically, the CCP
does not issue the slightest criticism of these developments. Why should it? Le Duan, Castro, and Kim
II Sung are faithfully carrying out Chairman Mao's
thesis of New Democracy.
Consequently, it is a very logical development that
the Mao Tse-tung leadership moves for accommodation with U.S . imperialism. Ping-pong diplomacy is a
consistent development of right-wing policies. How
ironic that the CCP feveris hly tries to get into the
U .S.-Soviet imperialist's UN, after giving the exIndonesian leader, Sukarno, roses for leaving it.
During the GPCR the CCP attacked the UN . They
carefully explained the class ro le it played in the
world. And they were emphatic that they had no intention of trying to get into this nest of vipers dominated by U.S. and Soviet bosses. Finally, the trickle
of attempts of the right-led leadership to reestablish
relations with capitalist powers has now become a
torrent. This includes virtually all the large capitalist powers who were accurately described
as
monsters of all kinds,
every right ~wing nationalist
hack and every revisionist leadership in the world.
Obviously, the CCP has changed its policy of reliance on the masses to reliance on the world's bourgeoisie. The rationale is to prevent an atiack on
China, but this policy has never worked on its own
terms. It has
subverted,. confused and held back
revolutionaries.
We would be guilty of the same error committed
by the CCP in analyzing the roots of revisionism,
· however, if we ascribed the defeat of the GPCR and
the present right drift of Chinese policy to Mao's
errors alone. The key error in the G PCR was made
by the left, when it failed to separate itself ideologically and organizationally from Mao. It tolerated and

Peking Red Guards publicly humiliate
officials accused of counter:- •
revolutionary acts, 1967.
tique is unprincipled and opportunist, because Mao
nowhere explains why he and Liu held many of the
same political positions during the thirties and forties. We believe there is overwhelming evidence to
prove that Liu & Co. were right-wingers. But this
fact by itself cannot explain the growth of revisionism
in China. Because the CCP never correctly analyzed
its own development or the development of revision19

in some cases encouraged the anti-Marxist Mao cult.
The principa l task in China remains the overthrow
of the " red" bourgeoisie. If the left is to give leadership in acc omplishing this task, it must regroup
and irrevocably split from Mao & Co . This is the only
course tha t can lead to the realization of the excellent slogans advanced by the G PCR: serve the people;
no "aid" from revisionists; no negotiations with revisionists and imperialists; support only the broad
revolutiona ry masses; bombard the headquarters;
drag out the power-holders; draw a clear line between us and the enemy; and no unity-of-action with
revisionists .
We are convinced that the defeat of the GPCR is
temporary. This profound rev o I u ti on enriched
Marxism-Leninism and enabled the international
communist movement to advance. We would never
have been able to discuss many of the ideas in this
report without the forward thrust of left forces dur7
ing the GPCR. True, Mao and his group were able to
turn the left's own weaknesses against itself, but in
order to do so, he had to popularize left ideas and
slogans to millions. We believe in these ideas and
slogans. They light the way forward for our party,
and we must strive to carry them out.

sets proletarian dictdforship a.nd. socialism as its
goal. We believe in criticism and self-criticism by

INFALLIBILITY AND THE CULT OF
THE INDIVIDUAL

PERIOD OF WARS AND REVOLUTIONS

all party members and leaders. We view infallibility
and cultism as class questions.
Today the U.S . ruling class consciously uses cultism to impede the growth of the left. The bosses are
only too happy to use their media to build up a left
leader. They would like to turn his head , transform
him into a "celebrity," and thereby separate him
trom tne masses. Since tney like to take as few
chances as possible, they also glorify scores of their
own heroes and urge us to emulate them. By using
cultism, extreme egoism, and indivi dualism, the
bosses try to determine the identity of the people's
leaders and the content of their leadership . Leadership by publicity is the current vogue. The bosses
choose certain "leaders" and slate them for instant
stardom. Suddenly, everyone is reading th eir boo ks
or watching their interviews on the tube . Then, when
the bosses decide they need a fresh image, they shunt
these gurus into oblivion by shutting them off the
tube and publishing someone else's books.
In the final analysis, we must decide once and fo r
all who is the prime motive force in history- individuals or the masses.

Many people will react to the ideas in this report
by saying that PL is arrogant and cruel: "They sit
on their asses and say it was wrong to make this
concession or that one. Do they want people to fight
and starve endlessly?" The masses-not we- have
already answered this question. If everything had
been hunky-dory in China, why did the GPCR erupt?
How come the workers in Poland rebelled against
their revisionist bosses? How come the people of
Vietnam rebelled and built their revolutionary movement after the 1946 negotiations with the French?
How come they rebelled again and built an even
stronger movement after the Geneva accords_? ·· Bot_h
China and the Soviet Union signed the 1954 Geneva
agreement to break up Vietnam. They relied on imperialist promises of. free election guaranteed by ~he
UN . But the South Vietnamese people never went
along with this sellout. Before the ink had dried on
the Geneva agreement, they were organizing and
fighting . Ho Chi Minh didn't organize them. He and
the other Vietnamese leaders latched on to their
movement only after it had become the fact of life.
These revisionists made sure the Vietnamese revo•
lution would remain well within the bounds· of na,tionalism and bourgeois democracy.
The people never accept betrayal. They · always
see through it and fight back. Even on its own terms
humanism fails, because every time "humanitarian"
arguments are induced to bring about negotiations,
the . people have to pay a stiffer price after the inevitable sellout. They are left with the same rotten,
murderous exploitation that they attempted to smash
in the first place. They often have to rebuild their
movement from scratch. Their fight for s0cialism
becomes longer and harder than it ·would have been

We have already attempted to show how this bourgeois concept helped reverse the GPCR. The myth of
leaders' infallibility has been a millstone around the
neck of the communist movement for decades. Whenever the movement dilutes itself by making concessions to bourgeois forces, it leaves itself open to the
Pandora's box of bourgeois ideas.
Cultism and the doctrine of infallibility did not
originate with the struggle for proletarian dictatorship. They are as old as the hills . The Greeks had
an oracle at Delphi. The pre-feudal Orient produced
Buddha. Christianity gave us God the Father, Jesus
the Son, and Casper the Holy Ghost, along with the
Pope and the mumbo-jumbo surrounding all of them .
Infallibility and cultism have appeared down_ through
the ages and have affected every aspect of social life.
The Nazi _Hitler claimed infallibility, as did the bourgeois democrat Roosevelt and the communist Stalin.
This reactionary doctrine thwarts the political
development of the masses. Since someone "up
there" does our thinking for us, why should we bother
to do it ourselves? It takes political power out of the
hands of the masses. It encourages bourgeois individualism, · by urging the masses to seek individual
self-improvement through emulation of the "infallible one."
Khrushchev attacked the Stalin cult from the right;
in order to discredit Marxism-Leninism and secure
political power for the new Soviet bourgeoisie. We
attack the cult from the left, in order to serve the
masses and win socialism. We believe in a revolutionary working-class party directly tied to the
masses and controlled by them. We believe in democratic-centralism. We believe m leadership that
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without the betrayal. But no deal, no concession can
stop this fight. Nothing can.
Every time revolutionaries foi st a nationalist hack
like Sihanouk on the backs of the people, the people
must pay a high price to get rid of him. How many
Indonesians did Sukarno's line enable the bosses to
slaughter? Yet the Chinese hailed Sukarno. They
praised him to the skies. When he pulled out of the
U.N., they congratulated him for his courage and
principles. Yet today they are dying to get into the
U.N. themselves. Every time they buy the vote of
another nationalist or fascist, Peking Review hails
the event as a momentous victory. Ironically, the
Chinese have restored or are attempting to restore
ties to many of the capita Ii st powers with whom
Sukarno severed relations.
There is no correct way to uriite wi-th nationalists
or imperialists. Where did such unity ever advance
the cause of revolution? During the GPCR, th.e
masses rejected this old, wrong, despicable policy.
They will do so again.
In this period, the mounting contradictions faced
by U.S . imperialism are embodied in its economic,
political, and military weaknesses. Contradictions in
revisionist countries are helping to intensify class
antagonisms. These contradictions are clearly manifested by sharpening class struggle in Poland and
Yugoslavia. Revolutionary ideology will strengthen
its foothold among the masses, and the revolutionary
process will spread internationally. Imperialism and
revisionism cannot stop this process. Fer this reason, we say that the present period is one of wars ·
and revofutions.
We hope and work for more revolutions. We welcome mass armed struggle. Conditions for sharper,
more serious struggle are constantly maturing in
the U.S. We believe that nuclear blackmail-as it was
used' by the Soviets during the Sino-Soviet border
clashes-won't work. It may have scared Chou En-lai
& Co. to back down. But it will not intimidate the
masses. The left in China and the rest of the world
will not be bamboozled by any kind of blackmail. The
GPCR and the initial stages of people's war in Vietnam have shown that in the period that has seen great
increases in the sophistication of imperialist weaponry and in imperialist ferocity, revolutionary struggle has taken giant strides forward.
UNITED FRONT AT ALL TIMES

millions of good people who have no basic organizational or political allegiance to the bourgeoisie. In
some cases, the party can help organize groups and
work with them around questions of immediate interest. This would be an alliance between center
forces and ourselves. In other cases, we can attempt
to ally with groups that already exist. Finally, we
may also ally with formations within national or state
organizations that separate • themselves from the
policies of their liberal-imperialist . or revisionist
"leaders." The united front. necessarily assumes
the organizational form of an alliance between ourselves and other groups. Within this alliance, we
must implement the policy of "struggle with-struggle
against."
We also work within reactionary groups if they
have a political~ ideological, or organizational hold
on significant numbers of people. We set no particular restrictions on this type of work. But this is not
united front work. Generally, speaking, the purpose
of our presence in such groups is to win their membership to socialism and our party, not to build the
groups. We can't develop the united front or the party
by wagging our tail after right-wingers.
The political basis of the united fron.t is our mass
line on whatever issue workers and others deem important at any given moment. At present, the fight
against racist unemployment constitutes the principal aspect of our mass line. Our participation in
this fight enables us to make a united front with many
different forces. Without a mass line, the united front
is meaningless. Unlike the Trots and other nuts on
the "left," we know that the masses are always embroiled in struggle. Every· struggle carries with it a
mass line. We attempt to raise the level of political
consciousness both within and outside the mass
movement. The process of politicization· can be accomplished only if we involve ourselves in work on
immediate issues. We should never separate ourselves from the people by abstaining from the class
struggle. A party that doesn't fight dries up and dies.
A party that holds itself aloof from the masses is no
better than a high-class coffee-klatsch. A party that
doesn't bring communist ideas into the movement
isn't a communist party; at best, it is a reform
group.
We can best support the people's struggles by
fighting for socialism and by defeating revisionism .This approach- is as applicable to wars of liberation
as it is to the fight at home for more jobs. The best
support we can give our comrades in Vietnam is to
struggle for the U.S. to get out now, to organiz'e .for
the defeat of imperialism at home and in Vietnam,
and to reject revisionism in the U.S., Vietnam, and
everywhere else.
The united front is a critical form for winning people to socialist consciousness. Ultimately, no struggle can succeed unless its goal is proletarian dictatorship-and the ·only way to win 1' r o I et aria n
dictatorship is to defeat imperialism and revisionism.
Basically, this means that there are many ques-

As we have repeatedly pointed out, we reject the
concept of a united front with bosses. We rejec~ the
concept of a united front with revisionists. We reject
the concept of a united front with Trotskyists and the
herd of various fakes on the left. We believe in a
united front that advances the struggle, not one that
lead's the masses into the arms of the enemy. We
can't and won't run after every leader or group that
may appear left but . is really right m essence.
We believe in a united front from below that takes
the form of a left-center coalition. Many people in our
country are ready to grasp
socialist ideas now.
The contradictions between them and their leaders
are increasing daily. In addition, there are many
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tions around which the mass struggle is raging.
These include; unemployment, wages, prices, taxes,
more schools, improved medical care, racism, . war,
and all living conditions. There are plenty of principled questions which we can unite and fight on with
millions . Within these struggles we can link the fight
for reforms to the need for socialism. Most people
in our country are not yet for socialism. However,
many more people than we ever dreamed of are open
to struggle for working class ideas- ideas for workers' power. In doing this we can avoid the old error
of creating illusions that capitalism can reform itself; and we can avoid the old Trotskyite error of
separating ourselves from the struggle of all people.
We are a working class party. No struggle is meaningless to us. No struggle is something that belongs
to other people whom we are just helping out. We need
to fight on all questions of principle. Socialism is not
just something we need- it is necessary for the survival of our class.

OUR ERRORS
Over the years we have been guilty of many of the
same errors made by the CCP. In our earlier period
we supported many nationalists at home and a broad .
We were unable to· make the correct link-up between
nationalism-the "militant" variety- a nd capitalism .
We believed that "revolutionary" na tionalism as espoused by a Malcolm X, Robert Williams or a Sukarno or Boumedienne type would be a tran sit ion
belt from capitalism to socialism . Sometimes we
arrived at these erroneous conclusions ourselves.
or we were guilty of following the CCP policies un questioningly.
In doing this we delud ed ourselves into taking incorrect class positions. This cop-out from the ideological struggle often led us into making racist
errors. It was our belief that most black and minority workers couldn't be won to socialist idea s.
Hence, we didn't en_gage in sharp ideological struggle . Many black and minority people who were won
to the party drifted away as they recognized that the
party had two standards for black and white. White
members had to believe in socialism. Minority
members could believe in anything they wanted .
Naturally, they reaso ned, if the party had a nationalist outlook why did you need a party in the first
place. After all , many non-communists in the mass
movement advocated many national refo rms .
The other side of the coin was reached when we
rejected nationalism as a bourgeois outlook. Then
many of our members deve loped a racist pattern .
Many considered everyone an enemy who had a nationalist outlook. In every section of the people
among whom we are working there is acceptance of
many ruling class ideas. If they a ll were ou r en emies we cou ld all disappear. To the ex tent nationalism is a mass phenomenon it is a respo nse to racism .
We have found that it isn't that difficult to win man y
people away from a nationa list outlook. Not to do so
would result in the vilest racism . Additionally, if
we accept the poin t that ma ny, if not most, white
workers are racists whom we should have . nothing to
do with , we would lose· by default. · This inverse racism would be an acceptance of the status-quo .
Another serious error we made was to take a
sup_erfic!al view of the CCP's fight against Soviet
~ev1s10msm . We didn't seriously question the limited nature of the struggle against revisionism . We
were satisfied by the superficiality of the struggle
as ?rpo_sed to the need for ferreting out the roots of
rev1s10msm . We were too content to hear the Chinese berate Khrushchev instead of analyzing, ourselves, the fundamental reasons for Soviet opportunism . (Perhaps we haven't come up with all the
answers or even the right ones; but we have tried
o _g o beyond the simple shibboleths dished out by
vanous forces in the movement.)
. So _when _t~e GCPR was launched we didn't question 1t suffic1ently. While we questioned the adulation of Mao, and the fact that workers were not immediately in the leadership of the GCPR, a'nd that

BROADEN OUR INTERNATIONALIST
OUTLOOK
In the past, we have been too reticent in seeking
out and working with other forces in the international movement. We have been slow in raising support for the class struggles conducted by workers in
other countries. However, we know that class struggle is sharpening everywhere. We know that each
struggle abroad is interrelated to struggle in the
U.S. We also know that communism can't advance
with a bad line.
We have no reason to bemoan our fate or to pity
ourselves for being the only ones with these "way
out" ideas. The ideas we hold did not fall from
heaven, nor do they belong to us exclusively. We
know that millions in China hold them . Many other
groups and individuals around the world either share
some of these ideas already or are open to them . In
the final analysis, everyone is open to them . We
have no lock on the objective situation . Everyone else
is as "smart" as we are. Millions will draw the
same conclusions we have drawn, enrich them, and
advance them . The ideas in this report by no means
constitute the final word on the subject.
. In our paper, magazine, pamphlets, and organizational work, we must strive to make internationalism
more than a nice word on a hunk of paper. Inter?ational Solidarity Day (ISO) wa·s a significant step
m this direction. Curiously enough, our enemies at
home went ape after ISO . All the little cocker s
started hustling their groups together and issuing
one _manifesto_ after an?ther. All these groups push
the !me of nat10nahsm m opposition to internationalism. The banding together of our enemies reflects
the bosses' panicked efforts to preserve nationalism
in the face of growing proletarian-internationalist
mass consciousness. We know that the police are
pushing these people along every step of the way.
Keep up the good work, fellows . All your puny actions
prove that we are pursuing the right course.
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as differences between Mao and Liu-were secondary.
Another area in which ·we erred for some time
was
our method of relying on the masses. From
our inception we rejected the idea
of withholding . our socialist ideas from workers. And to some
extent we put it into practice. But this practice was
limited. In the past two years we have begun to
reach out to workers and all people opposed to the
ruling class in a much larger way with communist
ideas. The response has been ex ;ellent. More workers have come into or drawn closer to the party.
While we have improved in putting forward our
ideas in a much more vigorous and consistent way
we have not yet achieved what is possible.
Still. too little time is spent in winning workers
to communism, either through mass agitation or
mass struggle. And only by ove rcoming our weaknesses in building united fronts and base-building
can we correct this shortcoming. Either we rely and
have confidence in workers or we perish. Either
we become communists where we wor!<, live or go
to school or we will be reduced to perpetual outsiders.
Thus, the main way revisionism appears in our
party is to the degree we do not implement our line
on base-building. It is to the degree our sectarianism separates us from the workers. The . kernel
of our line is reliance on the workers. But how can
we rely on them if we have little or no base among
them. While we ~ave made important strides these
past two )ears, m::my people are still lagging by the
wayside.
During the last two years we made an important
breakthrough in the battle against revisionism. We
brought socialist ideas to masses of workers, and we
involved ourselves with thousands. We smashed the
reyisionist concept that socialism wasn't the order
of the day, and that raising socialist ideas· would
separate us from the workers. To the degree _we
have done this we have drawn closer-much closer.
Workers, by the thousands, are interested in our
party and socialism. However, most workers are not
ready to launch a socialist revolution now. They a:re
ready to fight like hell on many immediate grievances. T Q abstain from these fights would be to reduce socialism to an abstraction. There would be no '
way to win people to the need for socialist revolution, and to show how the fight for reforms by it~elf
can never solve workers' problems.
All struggles would be separated into two. There
would be those "unimportant" struggles for jobs,
wages, against war and racism, etc. that workers
are involved in daily; and those actions for social,.
ism our party is involved in. In other wprds, to abstain from Workers' struggles would . be tantamoiJnt
to saying that the - patty doesn't eare about condi- .
tions. As a matter of fact the party would preserve
· and update the Trotskyite notion of the. "worse the
better." In ' other words, wny should we fight for reforms, because if we succeed we . will only be creating illusions about the system. Instead we should
rela,te the fight - for reforms to the fight for social-

Communists and other workers and students from
U.S., Canada, and Puerto Rico march in International Solidarity Day parade; New York, October
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many of the errors attributed to · Liu were errors
made by Mao we were satisfied that ·Mao and Co.
were going in the right direction. We weren't able
to see the trends in the mass movement. We were
unable to see that Mao and others were really right·
wingers wrapping themselves in a red flag. We
didn't recognize the above-mentioned errors to be
of sufficient principle, as to throw into question the
entire Mao leadership. In other words, we couldn't
see how the Mao Tse - tung leadership was taking
away the initiative of the left in order to put over a
right ljne.
We were fooled for a while into believing that
basic differences existed between the Mao and Liu
factions. In essence, differences which did exist were
tactical, not strategic. They are like differences
which exist in the ruling class in our country between liberals and conservatives. We are against
picking sides at home because we know that every
faction in the ruling class is for capitalism. We
didn't know enough to take a similar position in regard to the CCP. We weren't sharp enough in drawing the proper lessons from Mao's one•sided support of the Hanoi leaders. The right-wingers in
Hanoi and in.. the NLF held many, many positions
which were contrary to the CCP. For example: the
Vietnamese supported ooviet revisionists. They took
Soviet "aiq;" they supported most of the counterreyolutionary actions of this group-like their invasion of Czechoslovakia. Hanoi opportunists never
fought revisionism. They always sought · to unify
Peking and Moscow. Obviously, they knew more than
we did. We had illusions about the Mao leadership.
Ho Chi Minh must have understood that the differences between China and the Soviet Unio'n-as well
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ism , and in these fights unmerciful ly ex pose all the
fakes in the ma ss mO\ eme nt \\ ho would d eli \·er t he
movement to the bossc,.
If we a rc sec tarian or without ties to people we
can spm:t our line al! \\'e wan t . We wil l get no pl ace.
\Ve \\ ill dry up an d disappear. Too many peop le
still ha \c a '"me-too" ou tlook. that is. a ca pit a list
outloo k. They hi d e thei r anti -working class fee lings
or th eir fear of the workers behin d "co rrect" slo gans . A holier- than -thou attitude sometimes p re\ails. Secondary matters become primary in t he
absence of a base. Many people still view Ma rxis mLe_ni nis_m as their prope rty . They are unw ill ing to
bnng 11 to workers, learn from them a nd enric h
Marxism-Leninism. We ca nnot to lerate iso lated
members . We ca nno t to lerate mem bers who ha ng
on to thei r base like mo ney. The purpose o f a politica l base is to bring mo re workers in to leadersh ip
111 th e fight against the bosses. New people wo n to
the pa rty should be develo ped so they ca n build a
base. The part y ca n grow in a cli mate which is m o re
than favorable . In most cases when we re ly on th e
masses or our base to give lead ersh ip the class
struggle progresses. Most of ou r su bject ive wea knesses lik e fear
and in d ivid ual ism ca n be co rrected within the frame-work o f base-build ing. O ur
party wa nts to be involved and leading events . But

SU MM ARY
Undoubtedly, o ur id eas will be attacked as heresy.
We will be ca ll ed everyt h ing from Trot skyis ts to
who-knows-w hat. H owever, we ha \,e the abilit y to act
on our mass line: We a ren't going to contempla te
o ur_ ?ave ls. Carry111g out ou r line in practice i~ the
d ec1s1ve wa y to prove its va lidit y. Every time we
move o ur a sses one tin y bi t to bring our line to
worke rs: t hey _receive it enthusiastically. Ou r confid ence 111 o ur ideas and o ur a bility to make progress
are cl osely tied t_o co nt in ued basebu ilding for the
party 111 the wo rk 111g class. Our party won't o-row if
1t d oes n't in itia te stru gg les. if it doesn't stan/ in the
forefro nt of a ll struggles. and if it doesn't b ui ld
united fr ont s ~i_th. th ose who are p repared to join
with us o n spec 1f1c issues o r sets of issues.
If we don't serve t he peo ple, we a re useless o r
ha rm ful to them .
Therefore, in the com ing period , we must carry
o ut the fo ll owing tasks :
R oot o u t a ll ideas tha t lea d to alliances with the
rulmg class. Reject allia nces that lead to ideological
co ncess ions now a nd econom ic concessions later.
They ca n o nly turn us into a revision ist o rganization.
2._ Steel. o urs~ lves and our friends to recognize and
avoid na tionalist traps. T his can best be accomplished by figh ting racism.
3. Ma ke sure t hat the dicta torship of the proletanat a nd socia lism are always put forward in all
party agitati on.
4; Wi pe out all vestiges of cultism. They have held
us oack _111 t?e past. Intensify the struggle against ind1v1dualts m 1_n ourselves. As a start, the NC has appro_ved the_ idea of suppressing the glorification of
md1 v1d ual images that ma y arise in the party. Every
membe_r of the party must be a ble to present the
party !me . We d o not believe in relying on the verbal
or poht1cal dexterity of a few "ex perts."
~- Intensif~ o ur mass work. Struggle on issues.
Build the umted front as a left-center coalition. Win
people to the party. Bui ld the unemployment movemen t.
6. Improve and expand our international work.
Build international unity .
W e_ have every '.ea_son to b~lieve that by discussing,
app!y m~, and ennchmg ~h is lme, o ur party will deepe_n its h es to worke rs m this country and internationally. We have a world to learn- and a world to win.

L

we want to involve m illions in the Marx ist-Leninist process. Only the workers have the power and
understanding to win a nd secure state power. Hi story has taught us the bitter lesson that a party
can grow, can lead struggles, a nd even hold powe r
temporari ly. But it will lose out if mi llio ns u pon
millions of wo rkers aren't imbued with soc ialist
consc iousness, and take part in the po litica l pla nn111g and direction of the party. This concept is not
antagonistic to leadership , to a p a rty, or to winni ng
pQ:wer. The more people who a re involved in lead ership and party bui lding the better. W e reject socialism by deceit , by inches, by a n elite, etc . We
reject reliance on the ruling class- a ny section of it.
We rely only on workers a ll over the world . The
working class is o ne international class with the
need to crush each section of the inte rna tio nal bourg•
eoisie until the enti re ruling class is finis hed. T hi s
is not a bookkeeper's approach. It is an a pproac h
wh ich demands the unity of all worke rs at the highest level. It calls upon a ll wor kers to be wo n t o
Marxism-Leninism .
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