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ideologically or materially to fortify against progress and, as a vanguard par-
ty, we are not inierested in such fortification. But, we are interested in
science, in the actual process by which it advances and in making revolution,
Therefore, it is well worthwhile to note what Bob Avakian wrote in Mao
Tsetung’s Immortal Contributions (interestingly enough against Deng and
his pragmatism): *To say at any point, “Well, tomorrow we will know more
than today so let's not (dogmatically) apply what is known as truth today, ' is
to deny and disrupt the process by which more knowledge is actually ac-
quired. This is metaphysical because it goes against the actual dialectical rela-
tionship between theory and practice; it is idealist because it actually denies
obijective truth.” (p. 156) _

A final thought on this point. Mao did not say, *“Unityis transformed into
struggle, and then there is-sfruggle again.”” Nor did he say, *‘Great disorder
across the land leads to great disorder.” In the first case the word was actually
““unity” and in the second, *‘order.”” True, in both phrases (and in context it
is still clearer) Mao was emphasizing the fundamental aspect (“‘Struggle,””
*“Disorder™). But Mao was precisely a dialectician, so he did not neglect the
aspect of relative identity either. (Of course, as we know — and Mao himself
knew — ““flowers fall off do what one may’" and, particularly where the class
struggle is.concerned, things often do not go as planned and the enemy, or other
developments, may not allow such relative order at any particular time. But is it
wrong, irrelevant, and never timely to point out this aspect? Real Marxists, ap-
parently, think not.)

More on Central Task,
Accumulating Revolutionary Forces

For some time now, in the course of deepening our understanding of cen-
tral task, we have come to understand more deeply that the basic character of
our work in this whole period is preparation, preparation for the seizure of
power. This initself (linked of course with increased political clarity on the
content of that preparation) represents progress against various reformist
‘views. In particular, it represents a break with gradualist views and strategies
aimed at getting the so-called “‘vanguard”’ firmly rooted (or swamped)in the
mainstream. As the Chairman has recently pointed out, even among the
Maoist forces there has been the tendency to think that the masses will at all
times be with you if you are correct — and this has indeed been a frustrating
(and ultimately deadly) notion.

Preparation, to be sure, is no passive pastime. Mao put an exclamation
point on that when he said, *‘. . ,the whole of the Anti-Japanese War con-
stituted a preparation.”” (*‘Talk on Questions of Philosophy’’, Chairman
Mao Talks to the People, Schram, ed., 1974, p. 217)

As we have emphasized preparation so, too, we have emphasized theinter-
national dimension, and specifically how in the imperialist era developments
in any one country are more determined by contradictions in the interna-
tional arena than by contradictions internal to that country. And we have
pointed to the links between these two questions, preparation and the inter-
national dimension, particularly with our analysis of historic conjuncture
and the need to prepare especially for the qualitative sharpening of all the
contradictions on a world scale.

Mao himself made links between the period of preparation in China and
the whole world arena, and in doing so pointed to some things which we can
learn from and utilize to deepen our understanding of the process that is cen-
tral task, including its international dimension. :

In particular, while discussing the Chinese revolutionary forces’ military
strategy, Mao wrote of fighting campaigns and battles in such a way asto at-
tain ““. . .our goal of strategic protractedness, which means gaining time to
increase our capacity to resist while hastening or awaiting changes in the in-
ternational situation and the internal collapse of the enemy, in order to be
able to launch a strategic counter-offensive and drive the Japanese invaders
out of China."” (*‘Problems of Strategy in Guerrilla War,”” SW, V. 2, p. 85)
(emphasis added) In another essay on military strategy, Mao also wrote of the
developing international situation, especially the worldwide popular
movements and the Russian revolution which were factors supporting the
struggle in China, and then went on tosay, ‘‘Large-scale direct assistanceisas
yet lacking and will come only in the future, but China is progressive and isa
big country, and these are the factors enabling her fo protract the war and to
promote as well as await international help.”’ (*‘On Protracted War,”” SW,
V. 2, p. 126) (emphasis added)

This idea of “‘promoting as well as awaiting’’ changes in the international
situation provides a broader, international dimension for the important con-
cept of *‘accumulating revolutionary strength’’ which was raised in the
“‘General Line’ polemic as a general task for the proletarian party in any
country: “‘It (the party) should concentrate on the painstaking work of ac-
cumulating revolutionary strength, so that it will be ready to seize victory
when the conditions for revolution are ripe..."" (“‘A Proposal Concerning
the General Line of the International Communist Movement’’, Point 11,
FLP, 1963, p. 22)

What should these observations of Mao’s and the Chinese revolutionary
practice tell us? For one thing that the revolutionary forces during periods of
preparation have to engage the enemy in battle (even if that means political
battle in our conditions now) and put a certain amount ‘“‘on the line.”* (By
““battle’” we mean the class struggle in the all-around sense comprehended by
our central task.) The oppositional, revolutionary pole needs to be out there
in the field, even in order to assist in drawing others into political life. The ex-
perience of the revolutionary movement in any country shows this —
remember the effect of the Panthers and their battles in the 1960s? The
revolutionary forces cannot just be passive; they have to ‘‘promote as well as
await’’ the changes in the world situation which will in turn provide the fun-
damental objective conditions for a qualitative leap in the revolution.

But at the same time as the revolutionary party must be far out and risking
it in periods of preparation, still there has'to be a sort of *‘string tied to our
backs.'” There has to be a line between us and the broad masses (meaning
mainly the politically aware ones) so that the revolutionary party and its
forces can’t be easily crushed like roving rebel bands. We have to be far out
but — on that basis — build united fronts. This same principle also applies to
a correct understanding of stages in the revolutionary process. We have to be
far advanced, but we also have to know how toiadjust, step back and pick up
the broad masses (without, of course, being absolutely tied to majorities) in a
revolutionary situation. Precisely the time when power is on the immediate
agenda may be the time when, for example, we might not be able to say all the
things about the Pope in our press that we have the freedom to say today.

Such are the times when, as the Chairman has pointed out, the correct basic
theme of “Left-Wing** Communism will be especially applicable — the tac-
tics of how to win the broad masses through their own experience to the par-
ty's program in a period of revolutionary crisis. In re-reading “‘Left-Wing”’
Communism under those circumstances it will likely appear that Lenin will
have gotten much smarter. '

But overall, to accumulate revolutionary strength, you have to be way out
onalimb or you will never be advancing things — advancing them toward the
time when, due fundamentally to the working out of world contradictions
(which of courseinclude revolutions inthe world), objective conditions ripen
to the point where the prospects for seizing power open up.
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This understanding of the accumulation of revolutionary strength and -

forces has application in every country although there are obviously dif-
ferencesin how this can be carried out in different types of countries, It links
up this process with what is fundamental, the international dimension, and
goes against the incorrect, linear view of accumulation that this process simp-
ly unfolds as a'quantitative accumulation which proceeds to a certain point
(based on conditions internal to the country) and then on that basis goes over
to a qualitative leap.

Attempting to generalize some experience from the Chinese revolution,
one can learn quite'a bit about this actual process..(This can be done, by the
way, without falling into the errors we haye criticized about absolutizing this
experience or projecting itin a mechanical way into the world arena.) In fact a
correct understanding of the Chinese revolution argues strongly against lines
(which are often based on mis-interpretation of that revolution) which argue
more for a linear, quantitative build up of forces or for various rightist
schemes based on winning all the masses to your banner by being concerned
with their well-being, etc. °

In 1930, Mao wrote: *“They [speaking of pessimistic comrades including
Lin Biao — ed.] seem to think that, since the revolutionary high tide is still
remote, it will be labor lost to attempt to establish political power by hard
work. Instead, they want to extend our political influence through the easier
method of roving guerrilla actions, and, once the masses throughout the
country have been won over, or more or less won over, they want to launch a
nation-wide armed insurrection which, with the participation of the Red Ar-
my, would become a great nation-wide revolution. Their theory that we must
first win over the masses on a country-wide scale and'in all regions and then
establish political power does not accord with the actual state of the Chinese
revolution.”" (‘A Single Spark Can Start a Prairie Fire,”” SW, V. 1, p. 117)
Abstracting this from the concrete conditions of China, there is a general
understanding here which is of great value as a weapon against rightism and
mainstream thinking. It isnot necessary ‘‘first. . . to win over the masseson a
country-wide scale’ to begin serious revolutionary activity, nor is that really
the goal of your activity during the preparatory period.

But on the other hand, it is not asif your revolutionary activity cannot and
does not have influence over the broad masses under these circumstances.
Particularly as the battle is joined the attention of these masses is drawn
toward you and some will break away from the enemy camp. Mao wrote
. .the fact that the Red Flag has never been lowered in the border area
shows at once the strength of the Communist Party and the bankruptcy of the
ruling classes, and this is of nation-wide political significance.’* (**The Strug-
glein the Chingkang Mountains,”” SW, V. 1, p. 102)

To accomplish this, to accumulate strength and prepare for the opportu-
nity for the seizure of power nation-wide, Mao and the Chinese revolutionary
forces were very much ““out on a limb."” When Hoxha claimed that Mao's
military theory was for an ‘‘endiess’” war *‘without perspective,”’ Hoxha was
being “patently absurd,’” as was so succinctly stated'in The Communist, (See
““Beat Back the Dogmato-Revisionist Attack on Mao Tsetung Thought,”” J.
Werner, The Communist, No. 5, p. 12-14 for more on this.) Mao had a clear
perspective (contrary to Hoxha’s and Wang Ming’s) that the revolution in
China would take the form of a protracted people’s war as the main form of
struggle. It would be a war based in the countryside, which with the party’s
leadership could lead to victoryin the new-democratic revolutionas a stage in

the struggle for socialism. Buf on the other hand, Mao never argued that the

armed struggle should be begun only when there was the clear perspective of
relatively quick victory — quite the contrary. In fact there was no such
perspective when the armed struggle began in China. As Mao himself putit,
t¢_..the Red Army is small and weak. The Chinese Red Army, starting as
guerrilla units, came into being after the defeat of the first great revolution.
This occurred in a period of relative political and economic stability in the

_reactionary capitalist countries of the world as well as in a period of reaction

in China.’” (*‘Strategy in China’s Revolutionary War,”” SW, V. 1, p. 198) So
the revolutionary forces under Mao’s leadership engaged in a long period of
preparatory work without the clear and immediate prospect of victory in
which they were risking a lot, were outgunned and in a sense isolated.

(A sidepoint on the question of methodology: one of the valuable things
about studying the experience of the Chinese revolution in this light is that it
teaches materialism. The fact that you are examining a military struggle
makes it quite clear that you are studying the material strength of opposing
sides. Making the analogy between that struggle and our situation today
helps make the same point clear. In our preparatory period the form of the
struggle is political. But still what is expressed is the relative strength of both
sides, even if that strength shows itself principally in the form of relative
political influence over the broad masses. As was the case in China this too is
ultimately determined by contradictions on the world level.)

In our situation, too, we must engage in active preparation for those great,
revolutionary days in which, as Lenin said, twenty years are embodied. In
this period of preparation we willnot have, nor should we gear our tactics to
having, a large section of the masses under our banner. (As the Chairman has
pointed out, even in China when they had armed revolutionary regimes in the
base areas and some of the spontaneity of nationalism going in their direction
in the war against Japan, most of the time they did not have the majority
under their banner, as opposed to that of the KMT or other bourgeois
forces.) But while we will not have a large section under our banner in this
period, neither tan we fail to carry opt really active all-around work i)nclu_cling
seizing on opportunities that do arise to influence broad sections, sometimes
even exercising tactical leadership among them. In this regard, it is very im-
portant to seize upon ‘minor crises’’ of various sorts that ariseinternational-
ly and domestically. These are often times that test our mettle and, more than
that, open up broad ayenues to expand our influence and forces. These
periods are very important in training our party and the masses for the oppor-
tunities ahead.

It is definitely not the case that *‘just anything to await’’ the coming oppor-
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Report from the Central Committee

I. What We've Accomplished,

in fact to decide that). This spiral of developmentnow means both anincreas-

What Remains to be Accomplished

There should be no underestimating what we've accomplished by building
this party and, in a basic way. developing its line, organization and in-
fluence. . . and no underestimating what we can and /must/do in this decade.
Qur vision of ourinternationalist duties within the U.S: must be no less than
this: What we wish there had been in the "60s, we can be in the *80s when the
stakes are a lot higher—that is, a party steeled and tempered with a core of
leadership, a vision and'a program'to do it.

A look at the world confirms Mao’s important point that “‘a’'mature
party™ is'a most important condition to win revolution. In many countries,
the existence today of even a small core of Marxist-Leninists would be a ma-
jor advance and would open up now-closed avenues toward revolution. Here
there is more than that. Thisis in no way to underestimate our difficultiesand
our still small size and experience but fundamentally our party does meet the
criterion of **a mature party.” This means more than that we’ve *““weathered
storms’® like some battered ship (although we have weathered storms); it
means we have developed a basic analysis (on.a world level and of the U.S.), a
strategy as concentratedin our New Programme, and the framework of party
organization which needs to be further built, but a core of which has been
established.

This puts new and weighty responsibilities on us — both within the U.S.
and internationally. We should not be complacent, but on the other hand, in
‘order to fulfill these responsibilities, it is necessary to recognize and stress
that we have accomplished some things, Thisis'a point'made in the back-
ground material when it gave some emphasis to consolidation on the
philosophical and ideological fronts — and based on that, stressed actively
carrying out our responsibilities. .

After studying “Conquer the World?. , . *, letting it settle in'and weighing
it in light of the whole recent history of developments both in our own party
and internationally, a leading comrade made the remark, ** ‘Conquer the
World?. . ." settled some things.”” Of course, it didn’t settle everything and

. questions and struggles around ideological and political line will go on
= (though in varying forms); however it is quite important to grasp that **‘Con-
“quer'the World?. . .’ (togetherespecially with the New Programme and New
Clonstitution) do represent a certain ‘‘settling”” and landmarks of clarity on
majorquestions confronting the proletariat, particularly in the context of the
coming world-historic conjuncture.

There has been a process going on in the material world, in the interna-
tional movement and within ourown party. Itis worth studying over our own
major documents with this in mind; one can see a whole series of interrelated
questions first raised in a systematic way in the ‘““Thoughts...”
document’! in 1978 which were touched on again and again in succeeding
documents and then achieyed a resolution particularly in ‘‘Conguer the
World?. ... The call for consolidation ideologically and politically should
be seen in this light. It is not a question of **Well, we arbitrarily opened up a
lot of questions and now, arbitrarily, we’re shutting them down.”’ First of all,
we're certainly not intending to shut down critical thinking and the raising of
and grappling with important questions'— ‘‘turn out the lights, the party’s
over.”’ In close connection with stepping up our all-around revolutionary.ac-
tivity there are many important theoretical questions that have to be strug-
gled over and solved, the context for this being set by our party’s basicline. In
this way, there should and must be active ideological struggle throughout:the
party. But secondly, this emphasis on consolidation is not at all arbitrary, but
a réflection of a processthat hasbeen unfolding internationally. It’s part of a
whole process in the development of Marxism.and has very much'to do with
the development of contradictions in the world, a process which began for the
international movement with the coup in China and the questions that threw
upibefore us. The questions treated in these dociuments were not accidents;
they had to do with the actual questions that were thrown up by the develop-
ment of imperialism and the socialist revolution, in particular by the setback
in China and the further unfolding and sharpening of contradictions on-a
world scale, (It was some time after the split with the Mensheviks that we
summed up that the heart of the political question facing the party in that
struggle was whether or not to capitulate in the face of imperialist war.) So
these questions were not innate in the mind, were not arbitrarily cast from the
skies by god, but have arisen as very real problems to be solved. Obviously
they are'not all solved; however there are spirals and phasesin spirals. Itisnot
the case that now a whole period characterized by reflection and self-
examination is called for. Rather, the point is that a number of questions
have been settled and that we have achieved a certain perspective and suffi-
cient clarity both on some basic questions of the international arena and,
linked with that, on our immediate tasks in terms of the seizure of power in
this country (or, as has been pointed out in ““The Border Question,”'** as
much of it as we, the international proletariat, can get our hands on).

A higher level of theoretical clarity has been achieved on a number of ma-
jor points including: a materialist (and dialectical) analysis of the laws of mo-
tion of imperialisminternationally; a more correct understanding of the con-
tradictions involved in the relation between the defense of socialist countries
and the advance of the world revolution; the proletarian revolution as fun-
damentally an international process; our central task and a series of strategic
questions of class analysis and path to revolution in the U.S. *“Conquer the
World?. . .’ and, inadifferent way, the New Programme and New Constitu-
tion are a concentration of all this. Ironically, if we don’t clearly understand
that certain questions have been settled, then we will be unable, based on this,
to raise and settle new ones that face us.

There is a deep methodological point about the relation of theory and prac-
tice involved here, a question of the theory of knowledge and the develop-
ment of world history, and theory in that context. Our theory arises from
practice — practice in the broadest sense of the experience of the class strug-

‘gle (and that of production and scientific experiment) internationally — and
in turn serves the revolutionizing of practice and so on in spirals. This is the
method behind ourline; it would not have been a correct line if an idealist or
rationalist method had been behind it (that is, had we used the method of
simply taking time out for reading and comparative text study, deciding what
was right and wrong in each text — a method which would make it impossible

ed emphasis on practice and popularizing the basic line we have achieved,
And it also means there should be increased theoretical work on various levels
in the party, especially over the many questions that confront usin deepening
this line in practice (again, speaking broadly).

This Marxist theory of reflection — as opposed to rationalism — also ap-
plies to how we should view our criticisms of the historical body of Marxism.
Some people, perhaps, are waiting for'the *othershoetodrop?’ fromus, ala
Bettelheim, and for us to dump Stalin and perhaps *‘thoroughly settle ac-

counts with Engels'* (and'Marx. . . ?) or other such nonsense as well. They are

wrong. Internationally some people (whether from a rigid and mechanical
view of Marxism or from the cousin of this view, agnosticism), were shocked
by “Conquer the World?. . .** and frankly misinterpreted it. The fact that it
criticized some ideas of Marx did not mean thatitattacked the historical body
of Marxism. (In fact there is a way in which, by criticizing Marx, the
criticisms made of Stalin, while more severe, were “‘putin perspective’’ in the
sense of also being criticisms of errors in the history of the development of
Marxism, not outside of it. Despite thereal criticisms made of him, you could
even say, in this sense, the stressiwas on ‘‘the bright side’’ of Stalin.)

The fundamental question here is not even'so much the question of Stalin,

but more the question of'a correct, not idealist, approach to the development

of Marxism and, on a basic leyel, the question of the socialist revolution
itself: can you do it, and if you can, is it worth it?

The experienceé of many forces internationally who have dumped Stalin
merits attention. (Not that this is the only, or even everywhere the main, error
inrelation to Stalin — witness the Albanian trend — but this still merits atten-
tion.) Recently the Canadian group In Struggle!, after mucking around in
centrism and bourgeois liberalism (including on the Stalin question), took the
final step. They formally abolished themselves, publishing a document to
that effect, complete with a picture of Snoopy on the back cover gleefully
flapping his ears over the announcement. Unfortunately, In Struggle!’is not
alone in this agnostic, social-democratic swamp. The point is not the
pragmatic one that since everyone who has dumped Stalin has ended up no
good, then we shouldn’t. The pointisthat Stalin had some truth. He alsohad
some metaphysics, but he did have some truth, Because of this, and because
the experience of Stalin is part of the historical experience of the proletarian
dictatorship, it is necessary to take the attitude of *‘Stalin’s errors are our er-
rors, the errors of the international proletariat.’’'Only in this way can we
learn from them, as well as his positive contributions.

‘Mao once made the assessment, referring to Khrushchev's secret speech,
that there are two'swords, the sword of Lenin‘and the sword of Stalin, and
those who have cast down the sword of Stalin have, or will soon, cast down
the other sword. This is true and still relevant. .

In our last Central Committee report, we said we should take a ‘‘Marxist
approach to Marxism.”* There we were referring to the necessity to cast off
some old concepts and to recognize that Marxism is a living science. Here
again, though from the other side, the same point arises, that Marxism is'a
living science with an historical development. We haye often referred to the
“‘heritage we renounce,”’ speaking of revisionist currents within the interna-
tional communist movement. We have been busily renouncing this heritage,
and we should keep on renouncing it in its various aspects. But then there is
also the heritage we do not renounce, that being Marxism-Leninism, Mao
Tsetung Thought, understood as a living:science with a process of develop-
ment, including the continuing development of our own political line. This,
too, is'a Marxist approach to Marxism.

Perhaps we and the whole international communist moyement could learn
from the approach of some natural scientists. Stephen Gould, for example,
with his theory of punctuated equilibrium in eyolution, has broken with
much traditional Darwinism. But that has not led him to place himself out-
side of the school of Darwin’s theory. As Gould himself wrote, the newly
developing theory “‘would not be Darwinism, as strictly defined, butit would
capture, in abstract form, the fundamental features of Darwin’s vision. . .”’.
(Science magazine, April 23, 1982) Why should Marxists be less scientific
than this? Whyis it that the body of Marxism should be considered more like
the Catholic Church than like a science — that is, a set of scriptures instead of
a living science? (And, of course, once it can'be shown that there is even one

hole in the scripture, then there is an opening for agnosticism.) No, Marxism

is a science and this is a heritage we do not renounce.

There is quite a bit of talk in the world today about a ‘“crisis of Marxism.”’
And, yes, as Chairman Avakian has addressed in a number of his writings,
some incorrect currents, including within the ‘‘Maoist’’ trend, have run into
real problems. But, as the method of “‘Conquer the World?... .'? shows,
these are problems which can and must be solved with the basic principles of
Marxism, especially materialist dialectics. They will not be solved, as we have
pointed out, by clinging to a soiled grey shirt of disproven and/or revisionist
concepts; but neither will they be solved by pissing and moaning about
“‘crisis”” armed (if it can be called that) with agnosticism and social-
democracy. This is precisely the method of combining ‘‘a sweeping historical
view with the rigorous and critical dissecting of especially crucial and concen-
trated historical experiences, and to draw out as fully as possible the lessons
and to struggle to forge the lessons as sharply as possible as weapons for now
and for the future.” (“‘Conquer the World?. . .*’", p. 9) And we and othersin the
international communist movement have applied this method, and some
basic answers have begun to emerge. In the face of this there are those who
say, with the inverted gleam of self-righteous agnosticism in their eyes, that
“you have no idea what you don’t know. Wait until you grow up, then you'll
have a real crisis, like us.’* In a way, they are right about the first part: there
are many deeds that cry out to be done and there will be many unpredicted
twists and turns in the struggle that cry out for answers. But unlike such
agnostics we believe that Marxist theory is indeed capable of growing to com-
prehend that ever growing tree of life. And, more than this, we have firmly
grounded ourselves as a party in that method and made a basic analysis,
elaborated a programme and policies. As for growing up, it would be an ex-
cellent idea for still more people to grow up and confront the coming con-
juncture with all its necessities and opportunities, as opposed to the comfor-
table fairy-tale land of social-democracy and agnosticism. ‘

Of course, we should recognize that, viewed from another angle,
agnosticism will be part of the objective conditions thata revolutionary party

.






Accumulating Revolutionary Forces for the Coming Showdown

an international, and material, context for the present situation, including
our degree of influence on the masses here,

But we can and must do more. Even these examples underline the fact that
it’s not exactly boring out there, There are profound possibilities shaping up
amidst the difficulties. In these circumstances, it's quite correct and impor-
tant to broadly popularize our analysis of the 1980s and to resurrect the
slogan “‘Revolution inithe '80s — Go for it!”’ There are those who'might say
tous, “*Oh, you were saying that three years ago.’” And, to that, the obvigus
reply is, ““Yes, we weresaying it then — and it’s all the more relevant now!"" It
would take either a vested interest in spreading confusion or a straight line
ahead view of reality (“‘revolution must go straight ahead, or its basis isn’t
there'”) to say that world contradictions have not sharpened since the begin-
ning of the decade, Qur analysis has reflected reality very profoundly; and its
consequences are all the more important. This does not mean things are easy;
they are not. But we never promised straight line progress, nor rose gardens
of any kind. What we have said is that this will be a decade of the ripening of
the clash between the trends toward war and toward revolution on the world
scale. This “promise” is based on a materialist analysis (something generally
lacking, even among revolutionary forces in the world today), combined
dialectically with a view that gives full play to revolutionary people’s con-
scious dynamic role. There is a great need to popularize this line with its hard,
revolutionary “‘edge’” (while alsounderstanding and making clear that things
will advance through spirals and we have to learn to vary our pace in tune
with that).

In some ways our analysis of the *80s has become an “outlawed analysis"’
on the left, particularly in the last couple of years, even as popular
movements have grown (and particularly as reformist trends to unite
* everyone against Reagan have arisen). A couple of years back, the turning of
the decade along with some rather sharp revolutionary developments (par-
ticularly in Iran and Miami) provoked quite a bit of broad thinking:along the
lines of the slogan we had once advanced, “'if you liked the '60s, you'll'love
the ’80s.”* At that time, however, what the various political forces meant by
that had not been so clearly elaborated. Now they have, while also some
things have happened in the world which give some temporary advantage to
revisionists. So an analysis which seemed more popular and immediately evi-
dent then is largely outlawed now in many circles. For one thing, such revolu-
tionary stuff tends to interfere with grand schemes to make the left *‘respec-
table’” and insert it as'a major mainstream force in America. j

Leninand the Bolsheviks were a sect in the sense of outside the mainstréeam
with their line, too, for most of the period leading up to and even during the
Russian revolution, When Lenin advanced his ‘“April Theses’ in 1917 that
things had gone as far as they could go in the bourgeois democratic stage and
it was necessary and possible for the proletariat to lead things on to the
socialist stage of the revolution, he was isolated, to say the least. In a typical
case, one ex-Bolshevik reportedly wrote, ‘“For many years the place of
Bakunin (an anarchist—ed.) in the Russian revolution has remained vacant;
now it is occupied by Lenin.”” But while Lenin’s was an isolated analysis,

more important still was the fact thatit was true. And because it correspond- -

ed to material developments, in just a few months it was the programme ofa
successful revolution. So while we should not glory in the relative isolation of
our analysis at the present, neither should that deter us from broadly
popularizing it. In fact, there is a way that its uniqueness, its very “‘outlaw’’
character, can open avenues to popularizing it more. It is hardly boring con-
ventional wisdom, and it is both true and corresponds to deeply felt needs
(even if not understood possibilities) among the advanced, and in particular
in our proletarian social base. Among them, we have to popularize both our
analysjs and also our programme and that everything that we are doing now
is, simply put, “getting ready for revolution® and that they need to join in
that.

In unity with and as part of this analysis, we also should instill a kind of
“‘be patient, it’s coming’’ outlook among the advanced forces — that is, an
understanding that things are indeed sharpening and, as always, it is pro-
ceeding through spirals, notinastraight line, and that we must be energeticin
carrying out our preparation in an all-around way without falling into
freneticism. _ ; .

Even as we broadly popularize our basic analysis of the world situation,
however, there is also the question of continuing to get deeper clarity
ourselves on the character of this decade and its particular revolutionary
possibilities. It is not the '60s; it is being shaped principally by different (and'
ultimately more profound) contradictions. This does not mean the *60s are
not important to learn from; they are, but the lessons must be genuinely
learned, generalized and applied with the knowledge of the differences in the
'80s as well. Certainly we do not seek to resurrect the more backward, refor-
mist things from the *60s; beyond that we must grasp that the forms in which
new, revolutionary things arise will be different. Chairman Avakian has
pointed this out, particularly in the article ** *60s People’'" (a point we'll
return to later).

The way in which revolutionary struggles take shape in this decade on a
world scale, including within the U.S., is bound to be different from the *60s
in many casés. This, too, has to do'with the principal contradiction shaping
things. Inthe’60s, things were mainly influenced by the oppressed nations vs.
imperialism (particularly U.S. imperialism) contradiction; there was Viet-
nam which was a focal point of contradictions on a world scale. In addition,
- inside the U.S., as part of this but having its own particularities, there was the
Black liberation struggle and other social upheaval (which was stimulated by
profound material changes brought by the world development of im-
perialism), There was also revolutionary China and the Cultural Revolution.
These things, which set a context for the times, are profoundly changed today
(though the contradictions which gave rise to all this have hardly disap-
peared).

~ In the present world situation, and particularly looking at the implications
of it for the development of the revolutionary movement withinthe U.S., the
contradictions between different imperialist forces are lending new features
to the political landscape. In these circumstances, it is especially important to
grasp Lenin’s point about how the masses are drawn into political life by the
ruling classes themselves, and to recall another point from Lenin which was
referred to in “‘Charting the Uncharted Course”” (p. 12), that “‘the indepen-
dent historical action of the masses who are throwing off the hegemony of the
bourgeoisie turns a ‘constitutional” crisis into a revolution. " In this decade,
the likelihood of just such situations quickly emerging, including in this
country, is greatly increased. There is past experience on this, including from
the '60s. In his memoirs on the Years of Upheaval, Henry Kissinger writes of
a ““vacuum’ that existed for a time in that period which was created because

of inner-bourgeois contradictions. This, he says, allowed a *‘vocal minority”’
of radicals to exercise influence far beyond their numbers. If this was true
then'(and it was), then consider the possibilities in the years ahead, with the
near-certainty of far more serious crises in the U.S. Such situations can
emerge quickly and in them the preparations and leadership of the vanguard
party willbe sorely needed — and tested. This kind of analysis lends still more
weight to the profound possibilities for “‘coming from behind to make
revolution.” ' :

With these possibilities and the whole world situation at presentin mind, it
isimportant not to underestimate the pro-Soviets, including the CPUSA. We
should consider the CPUSA in light of the analysis made by Jorge Palaciosin
his book on **historic compromise,*" ' as well as in light of the international
factors now shaping up. The CPUSA has a strategy for power, perhaps.in
alliance with other imperialist forces — a strategy which combines
gradualism with from-the-top putschism. Revisionism isnot simply, or main-
ly, an ideology, something that we will defeat by a mere battle of ideas,
though it will certainly require that. Revisionism has state power and all the
things that go with it — including an army, and other resources of a powerful
imperialist state. This exerts a powerful pull'in the world on various class
forces. But exactly because it is all this, and not just anidea, it is also a colos-
sus with feet of clay, as Lenin said of imperialism. Revisionism, too, can be
overthrown and defeated everywhere by the revolutionaries, and the prepara-
tion we do today for this will be crucial. All this will give shape to the sutlines

" of a potential revolutionary crisis in this country. It is certain to involve

cracks and splits among the imperialists — internationally, of course, but
also domestically in relation to international developments. The revisionists
are sure to be operating like a motherfucker in'this climate, contributing toit.
These are certain to be very complex and highly political times, in which the
programme, tactics, organization and all-around preparation of all political
parties is going to be critical — and battlefield-tested. (Our New Programme,
particularly pages 19-21, gives a vivid description of all this.) These are the
times in which' revolutionary opportunities can emerge very quickly, the
times in which fissures can emerge (as Lenin put it) through which'the revolu-
tionary initiative of the masses can burst.

If we donot see things in this light, then we can be caught totally by sur- _
prise, failing to see anything but ‘‘a bunch of bourgeois stuff’”” and a locked-
up situation. This is yet another way in which, as we wrote in ‘‘Charting the
Uncharted Course,”’ a potential revolution can be turned into'a constitu-
tional crisis if the revolutionary forces failto act. We should see, and lead the
masses in seeing, how a world situation with two blocs of cutthroats at each
other’s throats/ gives us excellent opportunities to'go at them. Grasping all
this as part of our analysis of the *80s, and closely linked to our emphasis on
the key role of the vanguard party, is another aspect of the task we described
at the end of that same piece: “In a sense we are clearing the ground of
economist litter and all other obstacles so as to be able to see such an oppor-
tunity as it is arising and not to missit.’* Itis such developments as these, link--
ed with.our overall line and strategy for revolution in the U.S., that we must
be preparing for.

In this light, we should see the importance of the ‘‘minor crises’’ that
develop along the way. We should regard them as excellent *‘schools,” con-
centration points and generally as opportunities that must be seized. Such
crises are fundamentally favorable ground for us, favorable for carrying out
our central task in anall-around and accelerated way. Thisis quite a different

_ attitude than arises from a gradualist, reformist view which usually sees such

things as unfortunate and damaging disruptions. We can remember this at-
titude in the time of the Iran crisis when virtually the entire U.S. left besides
our party dove under the rug with muffled cries of ““Oh, god, look at the wave
of reaction.”” There was, to be sure, a reactionary mobilization; but practice
demonstraied how the masses being moved into political lifein a sharp situa-
tion can be turned into a very good thing through the efforts of revolu-
tionaries. (Of course, it was not mainly cowardice that drove the CP under
the rug then; the alignment of forces internationally and domestically was ,
such that they hadlittle to gain.) Not every crisis is like the Iran crisis; most, in
fact, will be more characterized by a variety of left forces in the field. But in
any case these are favorable times for us, important times for engaging the
enemy in battle. Of course by this we mean political battle, as defined inan
all-around way by our central task. And when we say ‘‘engaging,’’ the key
thing is to see it not as simply something we do, but as something that arises
from the objective situation and which the party plays an important role in
unleashing and leading. We are obviously not an army; but we are also not a
political army, confronting the enemy alone in political combat. We are a
political party. As such, particularly in times of opportunity, we must play
our full political role. As we summed up in the pamphlet ‘‘Support Every
Outbreak of Protest and Rebellion’’: “What is revealed in'these ‘minor
crises’? The different class forces, not only in their ideology but in practice;
the nature of the state — the bourgeois dictatorship, the fundamental
weaknesses of the imperialists’ system; all of this provides fine opportunities
for the revolutionary forces.”" (p. 5)
] * * . *

Perhaps it should go without saying, given all this and the analysis of the
'80s in particular, that building our party is a key task. Still, what with the
history of economism in the international communist movement, including
in our own party, it is worth reminding ourselves of it. But more specifically,
it is important to emphasize the aspect of broadly popularizing the party and
its programme, making its basic line accessible in a concentrated way to the
masses. This is clearly linked up with the importance we have recently been
attaching to recruitment into the party, especially (though not only) fromthe
proletariat, and to the New Constitution as the basic document which people
must agree with to be recruited. —

The New Constitution is the correct document for recriiting since it pro-
vides basic principles and lines of demarcation. This approach is:not only:
necessary in making the party and its line still more accessible, it is also
helpful in demarcating revolutionary principles which are a weapon against
opportunism. People need a basic foundation to come into the party, but
they don’t need the whole elaboration of it yet. Thisis amatter of the ongoing
education of party members. The old Revolutionary Union used to have its
“three principles of unity'” (the need for armed struggle to smash the state,
for the dictatorship of the proletariat and for democratic centralism). While
we are not advocating a return to exactly this, the method here isimportant,
and we now have a higher level of understanding synthesized and concen-
trated in our New Constitution.

None of this means that we are attempting to build a *‘mass party'’ or that
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KA . we are raising the slogan *‘to the masses.”” To try to base ourselves on the forces and look mainly there and to new forms in which the struggles of this

| broadest masses, even the broadest masses of the proletariat, under today's
conditions could only mean disaster. It would mean reversing the view so suc-
peinctly put forward by Chairman Avakian when he said, ‘‘In particular the
| viewpoint comes through that ‘you shouldn’t do anything to offend the
American people’ which, if you think about it, is ridiculous. I mean, why
| shouldn’t we?” But we do want to and should build the party among the ad-
| vanced, particularly the advanced proletarians. To do this correctly requires
giving this task some emphasis and systematic attention, defeating any
shamefaced tendencies toward the task of recruiting. It also requires con-
solidating the advancesin political line we've achieved and giving emphasis to
taking this revolutionary synthesis out more broadly. Continuing our party’s
lofty character does not mean that we cannot concentrate and popularize its
basic line; in fact it requires it. This means such things as giving increased em-
phasis to the use of our New Programme as well as the New Constitution.

We should also cultivate a kind of *‘early Christian spirit" at all levels
throughout the ranks — a spirit of building up our small forces and of all
members actively analyzing heaven and earth. It used to be a great strength of
the Revolutionary Union (linked, of course, with some of the primitivism)
that all its members and units took up seriously the task of building the RU
even from the time it was a fledgling organization and of analyzing major
events in the world and the movement as they occurred and also applying the
same method to more local developments. Now that we have advanced and
established a nation-wide party organization and a central press, shouldn’t it
be more — not less — possible to do all this correctly? If we do so, we will
have taken another stride in building the party qualitatively, the central ele-
ment of which is line, including the training of its members and those coming
around it in this line. As long as all members and units adhere to democratic
centralism and carry ouf party line and policy, this will not hinder, but will in
fact facilitate, consolidation. -

In the same spirit, we should encourage *‘local authorities to take more in-
itiative under centralized guidance” in the spirit of Mao’s policy in “On the
Ten Major Relationships.”” (SW, V. 5, pp. 284-307) Again, given the increas=
ing strength of our line and centrally set major policies, it should be possible,
and quite important, for local party organizations to make analyses and take
initiative. This, too, is linked with the question of the whole party on all levels
“‘taking responsibility for the movement’* which was raised by the Chairman
in “‘Conquer the World?..."’

* L * * *

The Chairman has spoken of the need to begin to make a further leap —
even a “‘rupture’” — in terms of the party itself. This'is definitely an urgent
need and one which, if understood correctly and dialectically, is perfectly in
tune with the emphasis on consolidation in terms of political line. On the
basis of building off our correct line ‘and the solid framework of party
organization we have developed, it is'necessary and possible to press further
ahead in expanding the base of the party, challenging the advanced to take
part on a higher level in the class struggle as party members, bringing forward
fresh forces and further preparing the party to meet the tests ahead.

III. Further Thoughts on the Advanced
in Society and the Social Base for
Our Line .

We need to more deeply understand the advanced forces in society today,
in particular in light of our understanding of this decade and its differences,
as well as similarities, with the '60s.

_As referred to earlier; and as developed more at length in the article ¢**60s
People,”’ we need to look principally to the newborn forces, even as we tap
the best from the advanced forces from the previous period. Even they will
have to come forward to a new world, new and greater tasks. Overall, as a
methodological point, we should keep our éyes.open with the aid of Lenin’s
statement that communism springs from every pore of society. The world has
changed, and the forces arising even within U.S. society have changed in im-
portant ways, too. They have a different stance, different style. As one exam-
ple, it's not the hippies anymore, it’s the punks. The hippies (a ’60s develop-
ment which was not without its positive aspects) were more characterized by
idealism. The punks are more severe. It’s not ‘‘Love is the Answer,’” it’s
“‘Hate and war, it's the currency, you’ve got to deal with it.”” Even when
nihilism: gets mixed in, the latter is more in tune with the times. The point is
not that any forces, including newborn ones, should be tailed and left to
spontaneity, but there is a point in recognizing that which'is new and arising
and its positive elements. .

Here we should look again at the concept of ‘‘roads to the proletariat” in
relation to all this. When this concept was raised in “‘Coming From Behind
... it was said, ‘‘alot of what the advanced section of the proletariat is now
are people who for reasons other than simply being members of the pro-
letariat are somewhat more politically advanced.”’ This basic idea is quite
correct, an important weapon aggainst economism. It is a reflection of the
general truth that the economic struggle is not ‘‘most widely applicable’’ in
developing class consciousness and also of the fact that the proletariat, for
real material reasons, is not usually the first force to move into real political
action. This is even true of the ‘‘real proletariat,’’ as well as the more
bourgeoisified workers. But, while this basic point is true and should be
upheld and applied, a few other things'need to be taken note of. First off,
since the time the ‘“‘roads’’ point was raised, we have deepened our class
analysis of the U.S.; at that time we were mainly speaking of more bourgeoi-
sified sections of the workers and the potential révolutionary influences on
them. This is true, and important among these strata, but still the. main
revolutionary social base we have now identified is somewhat different.
Secondly, the “‘roads’ point tended to be associated with veterans of the
'60s, identifying these asithe most advanced and the key lever to the pro-
letariat. The article ““’60s People®” treats this somewhat differently and more
correctly: while upholding the important and potentially vital and advanced
role of such forces, it says that mainly these will be:a powerful revolutionary
“reserve’’ force for the newborn forces. (This should not be taken
mechanically; what is being spoken of here are general, social phenomena;
individuals from *“’60s backgrounds’’ may play very advanced roles at pre-

sent.) :
That article puts forward that our party should identify itself with newborn

decade will arise. Part of the question involved here is the youth question.
There should be no underestimating the potential revolutionary qualities of
youth (and the point that they will come “‘in their own way’* to Marxism).
This requires the development of a full-blown and vibrant Revolutionary
Communist Youth Brigade. It also requires recruiting the really advanced
youth into the party-itself, in'accordance with the criteria in:the New Con-
Stitution. It should be remembered that the Panthers, for example, were
largely an organization of youth. It is striking to look at a list of Panther mar-
tyrs and see that overwhelmingly they were in their teens and early twenties.

In general, it would not be a bad idea to resurrect Lenin’s statement flung
proudly backinto the accusing economists’ faces that the Bolsheviks were not
a party of tired old men of 30, but a party-of youth, (See*“The Crisis of Men-
shevism,”" V. 11, p. 354) Of course, some of us men and women of 30 and
more have gotten “‘younger’® in the past few years — a product of the strug-
gles against economism and the fact that, in terms of line, our party now
much more thoroughly represents the new and arising forces in the world,
But people who are young in a// senses must also be brought forward in in-
creasing numbers.

In looking at social forces generally, it is imiportant to sharpen our
weapons of analysis. Here we want to focus on the Black masses and on the
need to further apply our tools of class analysis and of distinguishing dif-
ferent political trends and lines. All this is absolutely necessary in order to be
able both to forge a firm base for the party and also to carry out our strategy
of united front under proletarian leadership. First off, therz is the question of
what forces represent our social base among the Black masses? This isimpor-
tant to consider in light of a number of the points raised in the article on
**Class Polarization Among Black People’” (R W No. 154) that spoke to cer-
tain'changes that occurred during and after the ’60s. Linked with this is the
question of political trends.

Do nationalists, even revolutionary nationalists, represent this most solid
base? No, they do not. Neither is it necessarily the case that all, or most of,
the advanced people will *‘come through nationalism’* to come to us. This
does notmean that the advanced are not influenced by these trends at all; they
generally are, or at a minimum they do weigh our line in relation to. na-
tionalism in various ways. But it is important to see that there is a section (not ~
the majority, but this is not the point here) who have much stronger interna-
tionalist inclinations, and who are in varying degrees tired of nationalism,
even in its more revolutionary expressions. This, t0o, is the product of both
political experience from the '60s and also of material developments where,
coming off the '60s, many nationalist forces gained positions — even posi-
tions of some authority over more proletarian Black masses. While we should
weigh how we are doing in relation to those Black masses whose outlook is
basically nationalist, we should weigh even more how we are doing with, and
how we are viewed by, Black masses with internationalist inclinations.

As the above-mentioned article pointed out, Black nationalism, including
revolutionary nationalism, represents definite class: interests. This is very
clear when one examines the main base of someone like Farrakan. A large
section of this base is Black people whose class position is petty bourgeois.
The line he articulates also represents their (and Black bourgeois) class in-
terests, and is even important to studyto learn some things about the mood of
a section of the Black petty bourgeoisie who gained some position in society
and now see it threatened. This line sometimes assumes a more militant ex-
pression, but most often is quite openly rightist in its form.

To repeat, this is not to say none of these forces are significant. They do
have influence that extends in various ways into our social base, and the in-
fluence of these lines is certain to grow. And no advanced forces are going to
develop as party members without comparing and contrasting different lines.
Besides, our strategy is not “‘class againstclass,’’ but the united front against
imperialism, with the key alliance being that between the struggles of the op-
pressed nationalities with that of the proletariat as a whole. People can, in
some circumstances, be revolutionary without being prolefarian revolu-
tionary. But if we confuse our main social base with that of the nationalists
(and even-more if we confuse Marxism with nationalism) we will be unable
not only to develop our own party and its influence, but we will be unable to
unite very well either. Often we go from sugar to shit in our approach to na-
tionalist forces, from tailing them to attacking them for not being proletarian
revolutionariés. The old polemics with the BWC are useful teachers in that
regard.

Looked at in a broader context, this raises the general question of the
urgent necessity to develop the base and forces of our party among its class
base. As crisis matures, many political forces will mobilize their social base
and also have influence within the basic proletarian masses. Under these cir-
cumstances the party must have the forcesto win the day (or at least seriously
contend at a given'stage) in the struggles that will rage with these other forces;
there must be forces that can be mobilized to begin to put the stamp of the
proletariat on events. This will ultimately be decisive. Looking at the Iranian
revolution, you can see that Khomeini had (and still'has) a class base. It in-
cluded sections of the urban petty bourgeoisie and recently land-dispossessed
urban poor. One of the:major problems there has been that (for a variety of
reasons)a powerful social base fora proletarian revolutionary line did not get
mobilized. : i

We say in ““*Charting the Uncharted Course’” that the key political point
about the real proletariat in this country isa section that “*because of its daily
condition, responds more readily to a revolutionary line and will help swing
others into motion as well.”* And further, that document makes the point
that neutralizing or winning over other sections ‘‘dependson this.”” But thisis
not automatic and depends on the extent to which:our partyisaforce among
these proletarian masses and that there exist trained party members among
them and others who on one level or another consciously support the party
and its line. Freedom is the recognition of necessity — and its transforma-
tion; we have some work to do in order for that revolutionary process
described in ““Charting ..."" toicome to fruition.

* *® " - "

We should pay attention to some of the obstacles that the advanced who do
come forward run into and their views on (including criticisms of) the party.
This is an ongoing question, but a few aspects will be delved into here.

First off, there is the question of revisionism. Among most sections of the
masses who are in some degree of political ferment thisis a major question, In
particular it isso among many of the immigrants with the most revolutionary
experience; often the struggles they have experience in are led by revisionist
forces. (As a side point we should also more deeply understand the conse-
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quences, which are both positive and negative, of the fact that many of these
immigrant masses have also only very recently become proletarians, having
been separated from the land.) Evenin the case of some forces who are strug-
gling against Soviet-backed regimes, thereis'the pull of revisionism. Some of
them will shoot bullets at Soviet forces but will not shoot polemics at the
Soviet Union. This may be frustrating to us, but we should also understand
the strong pull that the material strength of the Soviet Union exerts, and in
particular on bourgeois class forces. There are many advanced forces who are
genuinely repulsed by revisionism and want to fight it as part of the revolu-
tionary struggle. Often these people are initially very excited by our line and
thea become frustrated when they take it out and our ideas don’t just carry
the day or make steady progress against revisionist influence. (Sometimes, of
course, the revisionists also put up more direct, physical barriers in the face of
these people.) These people need to be armed with the kind' of materialist
understanding spoken of earlier, in Section II, the understanding of revi-
sionism as a material force in the world today but at the same time, dialec-
tically, as a colossus with feet of clay. Only with this can they appreciate and
assess the real significance of their action in opposing it and continue to
heighten their revolutionary activities.

We alsoneed to sum up and make further progress against the tactics of the
U.S. imperialists and their state in regard to-all the advanced forces who step
forward, particularly among the oppressed nationalities. While this is a
general question, it will be treated a bit later in this report in the section on
base areas and factories as fortresses.

Finally, in this brief sketch, we should sum up an attitude that exists quite
broadly among the masses, including among the advanced, That is the at-
titude of hating the system, yes, but often saying to us, “‘I'll be there when the
time comes.” What people mean by this needs to'be examined and gone into
politically with the advanced. Sometimes (and this is a very broad sentiment
among oppressed people) this reflects a hatred of the system, but despair at
seeing the possibility of overthrowing it. We should not underestimate the ge-
nuine difficulties that face advanced people in a period like this; these are
heavy times, which dividesinto two — their very heaviness often acts as a bar-
rier holding people back. This is especially true for people with'some political
experience, including a lot of Black people, who have seen some real struggle
waged, but still find the system intact. Here our analysis of conjuncture needs
to be brought forward — how in one sense they are right, that it is not always
possible to overthrow this system, but it is just possible that such a time may
be emerging soon and what their role is. This analysis is also important to
those who say this and feel the weight of the fact that the great bulk of people
today “‘ain’t doing nothing.’* We have to explain that, frankly, the inert mass
doesn’t matter now — and what is important now is preparation. Sometimes,
too, when people say this they also have specific political lines in mind, in-
cluding lines on the question of the necessary form of armed struggle in the
U.S. (like urban guerrilla warfare as the main form). These lines need to be
discussed, including from the point of view of a Marxist-Leninist line on
military affairs (Red Papers 4 still has important and basically correct things
to say on this question, and there is'a basic line on it in our New Programume).
Finally, people are often expressing quite sincere revolutionary intentions
when they say this, but fail to see its/political content. While many such peo-
ple will actually come forward and ‘‘be there when the time comes’’ and may
possibly contribute to a proletarian revolution, we should also point out to
really advanced people that such a stand may wind up making you nothing
more than cannonfodder for a revisionist (or other imperialist) coup attempt.
With a strategy which combines gradualism with putschism (from the top),
the revisionists certainly have a role for basic masses — and it is precisely that
of unconscious cannonfodder.

In contrast to all this we have to struggle with 'advanced people to grasp
that when a chance comes for proletarian revolution we can’t afford to miss
it: we have to get politically prepared. The advanced have to get politically
conscious on a whole other level, get organized, get into the party and most
basically in this period of the *80s get ready for revolution.

IV, Mass Movements

The development of various mass movements inside the U.S. has been an
important political change — and an arena in'which our efforts could make a
leap, and a difference. In our New Programme we write that, in relation to
the mass movements, ‘‘The point'is to make clear that the whole political
system is worthless.’" This is a crucial point. However it should not be taken
to mean that our work in relation to every political movement that arises is

{ simply to/go out andsay, “The whole political systemis worthless.** Involved
here is a philosophical point on the particularity of contradiction. These
movements do have their own dialectic of development, a dialectic which we
should be within as an important part of carrying out our overall line (or
within those that have a basically progressive character). This dialectic is not

.} isolated from the more basic contradictions of society (if we forget this we

' will land in economism); its resolution is dependent on the motion and/or

! resolution of these larger contradictions. But there is this particular dialectic -

! nonetheless. Everyone knows from'their own political experience the force of
| the events and moyvements of the day, whether around Vietnam!' or Black
' liberation or whatever; these movements brought the guestions of im-
' perialism and revolution to the forefront, not automatically, not simply on
the basis of theinternal dynamics of any one of these movements, but on the
other hand, not unrelated to that either. We need to be within that process, in
the conditions of today and today's movements, which certainly do not pose
any less profound questions because deeper questions are up. People who are
veterans of the '60s remember the political atmosphere, the coffee house
discussion on all the questions from tactical to philosophical posed by the
movements, and how people struggled and advanced through all this. We
have to be able to be a part of this, part of the freshness of discovery —
without, of course, pretending that we don't know what we do know about
the whole system. Nuclear war will never be stopped under imperialism (that
is, by reforms under the imperialist System), but we want to be part of the pro-
cess through which people figure this out. In all such movements, there are
debates, literature, writers, etc. In'a well-chosen way we need to be part of
this in various ways — certainly and most importantly through our own
press, but in other ways as well. We cannot have *“‘one-shot'" approaches to
these things. This need not go against, but should in fact help contribute to
our basic task of diverting all these streams and trends toward a revolutionary
oal.
+ Of course we need to distinguish between different movements and make

analysis, not'simple across-the-board characterizations. We don’t even sup-
port some of these movements; obviously the way we work in them (if we do)
has to be different than in some others. In the '60s we supported the basic de-
mand for the U.S. to get out of Vietnam, but we do not support the demand
for a nuclear freeze. This requires thinking, plans, tactics, ete. But this is not
beyond us.

As we have been calling attention to for some time now, there are some
movements, some struggles in which we should assign a few people to go in,
to help provide tactical leadership under some circumstances, to carry out
political struggle in that context, to become known as party people in that
movement, etc. In some circumstances most of what such people will do will
be “‘reconnaissance work on the enemy’' (as the movie ‘‘Breaking With Old
Ideas™ put it) — that is, studying the lines, programmes, etc., of reactionary
or opportunist forces in order to educate the proletariat about all this through
the press. In many other circumstances, much more will be possible. None of
this should mean our main slogan of the day should become “‘to the mass
movements’’ as a' gimmick or cure-all, any more than it should be *‘to the
masses.”’ And even when we do assign people and resources in a major way,
the main context of our work even within the movements should be carrying
out all-around exposure with the paper as the main weapon. But there are
other aspects of the work, as well, as gone into just above. And to carry them
out will require raising our level — on all levels from national to local.
Theoretical work will have to be done on many questions releyant to these
movements. The questions in these arenas are often complex and tricky. For
example, during this summer’s major anti-nuclear demonstration in New
York there was struggle over slogans, including over whether or not to target
both superpowers, or just the U.S. This was not so simple as one might im-
agine, as the struggle involved different forces, including both revisionists
and basically straight-up U.S. imperialist representatives. Kennedy-type
forces, for instance, are very careful to “‘target’’ both — since that provides
an easy out for the U.S. imperialists (‘‘See, the Ruskies wouldn’t, so we can’t
either’"). So you have to figure out under these circumstances how to relate to
various forces, how to advance slogans; including tactical slogans, etc., and it
is tricky. Butif we can't figure out questions like these, then we can’t make a
reyolution, for there will never be a revolution that does not involve complex
tactical questions, compromises, allies, etc.

So there are bigger questions here than simply ‘‘going into?’ the mass
movements (though, in general, we should). With just this approach when'we
*‘go’" we won't have much to say (ormuch good, anyway). This primitive ap-
proach may be OK in a few cases and for a little while, but after a while the
masses — and we — will not appreciate it. Neither is the question just ““fin-
ding out more particular facts.'” Soon enough we would be like Alice lost in
Wonderland, unable to distinguish major from minor matters, unable to
connect up particular questions with'our general line. A more strategic view is
required, and from this plane, to make an analysis of the particular moye-
ment. [t is necessary to understand its basic significance, the key questions
posed by it, and to link that up with our overall understanding of broader
world developments. In short, it is necessary to develop a tactical line for
many of these movements. Other forces have such lines when they support
something we initiate (e.g., many gave their specific reasons for supporting
the Mao Defendants); why shouldn’t we? Without this, for one thing, we will
fall into many a trap. Often opportunists will attempt to provoke struggles
over minor matters in an attempt to isolate us. We need not always feel com-
pelled to join a struggle over every question at all times. We need to develop

some sophistication., Our comrades on the West Coast who related to the

Diablo nuke struggle summed up at a certain point that they would have to
sign the group’s agreement not:to use *‘violent' tactics there. This was quite
correct, as'it enabled us to concentrate on the really main questions of im-
perialist war posed there (and, no, they did not pledge to become pacifists).
Without this approach, one will careen from sectarianism to capitulation.
Lenin once made the point that the proletariat had to develop its own class
politicians, in'no way inferior to those of the bourgeoisie. Revolutionary
communists who function in these arenas have to be skilled, not infantile.
They should not be afraid to be temporarily isolated, even thrown out of a
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coalition, for matters of principle, but also not stupid enough to fall for every -

revisionist trap that is set for them. They should know how to do all this'in
order toraise, not lower, the level of the overall movement. Lenin, in an essay
*“The Election Campaign and the Election Platform,’* made the point that
without a programme and, in particular, ‘‘without a tactical line based on an
evaluation of the current political movement and giving exact answers to the
‘accursed problems’ of the present, it is possible to have a small group of
theoreticians, but not an operative political unit.”* He also wrote that anyone
who “promises that the policy of the revolutionary proletariat will never
come up against difficult or complex situations is simply a charlatan’” (from
“Left-Wing’’® Communism. .. ).

It is important to emphasize here that the foundation for all this — and
what must continue to be our main weapon now — is the newspaper and our
overall line on central task. Without continuing to carry out work centered on
the paper (and.not just as ‘‘educational activity’' but, aswe put it in the New
Programme, as “‘the most concrete and practical plan for accumulating
revolutionary strength’?) it would be impossible to even think of becoming a
revolutionary influence within mass movements. In fact entering these arenas
in a bigger way should give more scope and richness to our press. Exposure
remains the key link. As pointed out earlier, when we do go into these
movements in a major way, still our main oyerall work within them should
not be narrowed to only the questions that arise spontanequsly within them,
but should continue to be our all-around work of exposure — even while we
deal with the particularities of the movement. Further, our work within these
movements should be an important source of exposure and other articles for
our press, all crucial for the broader work of the party beyond any particular
movement. These points are gone into in the section on central task in our
New Programme, in the pamphlet ““‘Support Every Outbreak .. ."" and in the
Chairman's pamphlet on the party, and need to be studied in this context.

Today, of course, there are many problems with the mass movements, The
revisionists have come on the stage in a way that they were not a couple years
back, around Iran. There are real ‘‘left upsurges’” even now in some arenas,
but this does not characterize the situation overall. We 'shouldn't lhink.that
it’s been mainly our mistakes that have kept our influence low in these situa-
tions, or that we are going to change that situation rapidly. This has mainly to
do with the present, objective world circumstances. In the sixties, the revolu-
tionary forces were able to gain quite a bit of initiative in these movements
(although overall you would have to say they did not lead them, particularly
the anti-Vietnam struggle). Much impetus was given to this by the interna-







Accumulating Revolutionary Forces for the Coming Showdown

Page 11

VI.

creative tactics. Of course a-base area is not a base area without periodic visi-
ble expressions of this (though visible does not mean the “‘visible force line*’):
but laying foundations for this requires other forms of work and even at high
tide we should combine open and secret work. The masses — even the broad
masses — appreciate a serious approach from a party that wants to win.

All this links up also with the fact that, especially in the overall quieter
times of today in most of these areas, the advanced are not exactly ““well liked
and respected’” among the intermediate and backward. This old economiist
definition leads to misidentifying the real advanced people, and frustrating
them. Advanced people in these places should be recruited into the party.
This is not because ‘‘there’s nothing else better to do right now’” — this is
precisely the wrong and shamefaced approach to recruiting that must be
broken with, no matter what else is happening at the particular time. And
there is real potential for this right now, both in places where there is at pre-
sent more immediate base-area potential and also in those where there is not.
We should not “‘step over a quarter to pick up a nickel,”” that is, de-
emphasize recruiting into the party on behalf of things that might seem more
palpable. ;

Often the profoundly felt desire of people from these places is to get train-
ed. The youth, in many cases, due tothe characteristics of youth and theirex-
periences in growing upin these places, often want to get out. While the youth
can be the key and dynamic force in these places, this, too, will vary in tempo
and intensity with other conditions, so'we should not see a desire on the part
of vouth to “‘get out™ and get trained as a'bad thing, but often as a key step.
in general the advanced, including as they become party members; should be
led and encouraged to take part in the class struggle in many spheres and
arenas. Communists should not contribute to limiting these people to only
one form, one sphere of the class struggle — i.e., in their project and/or fac-
tory with their neighbors. Sometimes in a given period this amounts to
beating their heads against the wall anyway; sometimes it is quite correct,
fruitful and necessary. In any case, applying a little dialectics isn’t bad
anyway — that is, if we want to develop base areas, then we should also
develop advanced people through participation in many other'spheres of life.
Is there anything wrong with advanced proletarians becoming familiar with
the strugglewithin the scientific and cultural arenas; with participating in the
struggle within the various mass movements? Not at all, in fact it is-a critical
part of their training, including their training once they have become party
members. As Lenin wrote, ‘“The masses will never learn to conduct the
political struggle until we help toirain leaders for this struggle, both from
among the enlightened workers and from among the intellectuals; and such
leaders can acquire training salely by systematically appraising a/l the every-
day aspects of our political life, of all attempts at protest and struggle on the
part of various classes and on various grounds.” (What Is To Be Done?,
Chap: V, b) This points to the decisive role of the newspaper, and also to the
all-around training that advanced people and party members: should get
where possible.

Speaking of the paper, it isimportant (and not at all economist) to include
in our press; exposures that powerfully lay bare the conditions and life ex-
periences of proletarians in the U.S. Itis important to educate these people in
proletarian internationalism, but, as the Chairman pointed to in his piece
*“On Both Aspects of Proletarian Internationalism .. .** (R W No. 184) these
proletarians’ life conditions provide a basis for them to/gravitate toward this
understanding,

We also need to develop a more complete and dialectical understanding of
““‘mounting the political stage.”” It is not as though there is only one form of
this — for example a walkout or a demonstration in a housing project. The
point here is not to underestimate the significance of a political strike. It is a
very significant and high form of struggle (although Leninin 1917 writes of
how this, too, becomes backward at a time when armed insurrection is the
order of the day). We should seek to'develop — and unite withandlead where
they do develop — many forms of struggle. This also means understanding
that parties represent classes, and joining and building the proletarian party
and strengthening its role is an extremely important form of the class strug-
gle. Lenin had a full appreéciation of that. He wrote, ‘“The task of Social-
Democracy consists precisely in fransforming the spontaneous struggle of the
workers against the oppressors, by means of the organization of the workers,
propaganda and agitation among them, into a struggle of the whole class, in-
to the struggle of a definite political party for definite political and socialist
ideals.” (““Our Immediate Tasks™) To join the party, to get trained, to take
part in the struggle in that arena and through the vehicle of the party in anaall-
around way in society is a high form of struggle indeed; most definitely it is
mounting the political stage. It is not all that is required in that regard, butit
is certainly no less important than other elements of our central task.

* * 2o . -

Again, fora basearea to really be a base area does require some broad and
visible manifestation of the initiatives of the masses. Objective conditions for
this are maturing in the world. Even'in this immediate period, circumstances
will present themselyes when base areas can fully flower and, more generally,
the firm foundations for this can be established in many places now.

Promoting the Party

Together with the orientation of ‘‘Revolution in the '80s — Go For It!’’,
there is the question of the party. Here we are not so much speaking of the
question of building the party, popularizing its line, etc.; these are more
ongoing, basicquestions. What we are speaking of here is what could be call-
ed promoting the party. Perhaps that sounds a bit too dull and narrow. .ll
does involve all the questions of getting into the realm of the bourgeois media
(and even there using a kind of ‘‘proletarian Jerry Rubin’’ approach in many
cases). But it also involves seizing the real opportunities that do from time to
time present themselves when the party itself — its basic stand, line, pro-
gramme — comes to the fore as theissue broadly. Such are the times when we
can and should ““light up the sky”” with the party. This is not the same as being
sectarian; that is a political question. Opportunities like these do not present
themselves all the time, and certainly not in every struggle. There isaquestion
of analysis, of knowing when as well as how to seize on the opportunity, that
actually is there. Also involved here are questions of image of the party.
Another way of describing this is: all the stuff we do that *‘doesn’t belong on
the ‘left,””" that is, that offends the “‘left.” :

The youth are important in this regard in a number of ways. First, as a neéw

Continued on page 12
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and rising force, it is particularly important for the party to pay attention to
trends, thoughts, actions among the youth. Second, there is the RCYB,
which has an important role to play around this question. Frankly, the RCYB
has the freedom and ability to. do a number of things the party can’t quite do.
And that's just fine and very helpful.

We can learn from the Panthers here. Our party is a vanguard party, and
qualitatively more so in the most fundamental sense than the Panthers were.
But there are still some ways in which the Panthers were better than we are
now, and this isone of them. This was not separable from the times they were
in, times of upsurge, but they also played an advanced and consciousrole in

- this. They certainly ““lit up the sky’’ with the image of revolution'in a way it
had not been lit.

Some things to remember from that period that could be learned from:

—The Panthers were responsible for making “‘pig’’ the well-deserved
name of those enforcers of law and order. Then there was “‘the avaricious
businessman, demagogic politician and murdering pig’’;

—The Chairman has told the story of picking up'the Richmond Indepen-
dent one day around 15 years ago in California and seeing in that paper an ac-
count that went along these lines: “*Protesting the killing of Denzill Dowell,
fifteen armed Black Panthers picketed today in front of the Contra Costa
Sheriff’s office in Martinez, At one point in the demonstration one of the
group, Reginald F., 18, of Oakland went into the building and entered the
elevator. A Contra Costa County sheriff asked him if he intended to take his
shotgun into the sheriff’s office whenhe presented his grievances. ‘Righteous
on that,” said F." Now right there in little Richmond, California, the
superstitious awe of the state took quite a blow,

The point is not that we should copy any of these particular things that the
Panthers did; that would not only be unoriginal, it would be harmful. But
there is a method here and one that can be lsarned from, generalized and ap-
plied under the different conditions of today.

These sorts of things, while they are not the same thing as party-building,
are also part of our central task. Theyare not the main part of it, but they are
part of it in the sense that they contribute to that process. They are not the

main thing contributing to that process, but they do deserve conscious atten-

tion, even some emphasis at appropriate times.

There is a line, linked with economist tendencies, that such things as *‘im-
~ age” or “‘style’” donot need to be paid attention to at all. However, itis like
Mao said, if you are not carrying out a policy consciously, then you are doing
so unconsciously, This is very much related to the question of combining
revolutionary romanticism and revolutionary realism raised by the Chairman
in “‘Conquer the World? . ...”” Inthe '60s, the Panthers consciously created

an image, and had an overall style — including black berets, black leather

jackets, etc. Again, it would besilly and wrong to copy this particular style to-
day, but the method is relevant. We should pay attention to, and synthesize
on a higher level through a communist outlook, new things arising from
among the masses in all their various sections, things which express their
revolutionary sentiments and aspirations — and this includes elements of
style or image. And we should pay attention to the way things change as well,
since what represented rebellion in this sphere in the '60s does not represent
rebellion in the '80s. This, from another angle, is part of looking for andsup-
porting new things, new forms in which reyolutionary things arise.

A positive and important example of this method is the whole *“personality
cult’® around the Chairman, including the famous poster. These questions
concentrate matters of line, including line on the political question of second
stringism vs. vanguard responsibilities and a vanguard party. Lots of strug-
gle, of course, went into that poster, including around what kind of image
should be projected. The end result of that particular struggle was quite fine,
definitely capturing the spirit, tasks and ‘“‘edge’’ of the decade and thesenti-
ment that ‘‘this is the party with the programme and the leadership to carry
through.’* In fact we should give more emphasis now to this orientation.

The call here is obviously not one to become “trendy’” — or for. everyone
to look the same. On' the latter question first: different communists (in-
cluding different party leaders) are indeed different; to pretend they were

not, besides being ridiculous, would be a negation of the fact that com-
munism springs from: every pore, and it encompasses and is capable of
leading forward the whole rich range of human experience, in particular that
of the proletanat Overall, we do not want tailism in any sphere, includingin
this one. There is a fine line between the correct point of synthesizing that
which is new and arising and tailing it, The critical thing is to keep in mind
that we are not trying to ‘“‘appeal’’ to'the masses on some basis other than
politics (correctly and broadly understood) and that what attracts people to
us fundamentally is our line. But the basic point being raised here is quite op-
posed to tailism — it is another dimension of leading, in every sphere.

Conclusion

“Communists are makers of revolution.”’ This was said by the Chinese in
their polemics with the Soviet revisionists and remains a profoundly true and
necessary point of orientation for revolutionary communists today. This
meeting represented, and our basic approach must be, more on the dialectic
in theory and practice of actually being that.

We haye a basic analysis; a whole series of questions have been raised and
settled. This doesn’t mean we can turn the whole world upside down at once;
but let’s doall we can'in transforming things now — and that's quite a bit,
and very important to the future. The whole orientation of this report, and
that which should guide our work, is being based on our achievementsinline,
programme and organization and finding — not inventing, for that would be
a case of “‘concocting fashionable means’’ and ultimately reformist — but
finding the opportunities that do exist in the present period to build our party
and to influence the shape of things to the maximum degree possible, all as
preparation for what is brewing. . ’

We have to learn better, in the courseof practice, to ‘‘hasten and await.”’
Great earth-moving forces are stirring beneath the surface of the planet; a
giant eruption is brewing and even as it brews, fissures and cracks are appear-
ing in'the still-intact crust, tossing upward movements, people, turmoil. Out
of this we are forging weapons for the future. We must train'ourselves, and
the advanced who are thrust forward, in this basic analysis. We must teach
that outlook of **be patient, it's coming’’ in a dialectical unity with the main-
thing, our approach of ‘““‘Revolutionin the ’80s — Go ForIt! " |
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