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Of course, the other side of the dialectlic between theory and practice,is practics.
As the surgeon engages in practice he galus compatence. Llso the sclence of surgery
is expended and tested. If a surgeon never performed an operation, his book knowlage

would he uscless.

Revolution is not a tea-party'. We are not mersly psrforming a tonsilectomy, we are

removing the bourgeousie, a cancerous class, entrenched in power for 200 years. This

calls for irvon discipline. It requires organization and MeL thecry. Withoub kncwledgs

of the science of ML, all the social practice in the world will not bring aboub
» i (&

roletarian revolution. Without a correct understanding of the sicence of proleftarian

revelution, “he working class iz left dissimed and helpless against the bourgeousis.

o

ine

s e S

Mao: "No political Party can possibly lead a great revolutionary movemsnt to victory
unless it possesses revoelubtionsry theory and ah knowledge of history and has a profov
grasp of the practicsl movement." (The Role of CCP
Stalin: "Theory is the exverience of the working ¢class movemend in all countries tekeo
in its general aspect. Cf course, theory becomes purposeless if it /s not connected
with wwoluti.énary practice, just as practice gropes in the dark if its pabh is nob
ill,.tr_n od by reveluticnary theory.! (Theory, Stalin)

Ienin and Stalin: "Without reveolutionary theory there can be no revolutionary

movenent, !
Revolutionary M-L theory without practice ls certainly useless, but practice without

M-L is doomed to failure.

2 v

In contrast to this position is the MISO paper with its.primitive form, emphasis
on orgamizabion sbove politics, deferred questions, and incsrrect perception of the

relationship between thecry and practice. MISO recognizes many of the primitive aspec
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of the present poried, bub wather than trylng to trancform bhem, raises

3
¥
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+heir primitiveness 10 a piin iple, propowing a primilive organlsa

n form and ideclogicel content.

do

A. Primitive ferm = Strees on local organlzation
1, MISO - "Given the movement®’s slender roote in the working
class, moving too quickly to create nationwlde organizations

leads to many errors. Our task is %o bulld strong local organ-

e,:uau 5

izegtions that keep in mind the long-range nationwlde
perspective." (our emphasis).

2, If our ties with the working class are weak, we must work to
strengthen them = and in so doing combine that task with winning
the advanced to M~L, making the creation o?é vangunrd pariy
that much closer a reality. But we must not belititle the
task of party bullding. We are fighting an enemy who 18

. =)

organized on a national and intermational level. Jer

i

sainly
we can not allow ourselves the luxury of antinuing the narrow
local style of work that is characteristic of primitiveness.
(See What is to Be Done, ppe.164m166 esp.). For instance,
how could an isolated Bay Area group come up with a correct
analysis of the strategic importance of the different classes
in the U.S., when it would be basing its analysis on
experience in an area with very little large-scale indu§try?

B. Politics must b2 in command cver orsanization, MIBO seesg

organization as th

®

rrimary weed of the mess movement.

The MISO paper ls correct in perceiving that the mass movement
needs organization and that "aifferent sectors of the working

class®

gshould be united. -Howsver, around whatl line is?ie workling
clagss to be unlted? There 1s J1ittle iv the points of unity thai

the CPUSA couvld n@?ﬁér@e with. In tilding this Mages Soc
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18 "Socilalismi®? Is it the

ot

British Labor Party Soclaelism, Swedish socialism? Is it

the soclallsm of Trotsky? Is 1t Russian éocialismg 1s it the
scciallst agends of the CPUSA? If the revisionist CPUSA had not
robbed the working clasg of revolutionary M-Lifere would be no need
today for a new pariy or new organization. Yet we are tolé

by the MISC paper that a stand on revisionism is o "deferred"
question. A new Communist Party will not only be the organized
detachment of the working class, bub also fhe advanced detachmest of

the working class. (See Stalin on the Party, pp. 103-105)

C. Deferrszd Gusstions (See p. 16 of MISO for partial listing)

Whiie the MISO paper affirms the necessity for thoery and
étuﬁy; while it wants to bulld a "soclalist mass movement!:
nebulus as that may be; and seems 1o set-&wewaﬁﬁ [sone
principles of unity: what is 1tz posifion on the burning
quegtions of the communist movement which by its own admission

are 'importanti!

Why is their position on deferring these questions incorrect?

1. Answerlng these questions is imperative if correct

REQQ&QQLaiﬁmﬁgwham&ahiaiaimﬂi@@,t@g mess movement. How
1s the working .class to be united without acotrect
line on the National Guestion, a stand firmly against

P &

n M-L, a line on party

M
€
ot
K
v
6)
&)
i

bullding, a line on the "united front", a line on
revieionism, For example, it is 1little wonder that blacks

are not attracted Yo MISO wlth a line on the national queslivn



"deferred., "

In failing to grasp the importance of a eorrec

in order to lead the mass movement forward,

ct line onth@ze questions
MISO"bows to spontaneity."

There are only 2
bourgeous ideology,
leninism,
"spontaneously"
questions™,

Tt "bows to spontaneity

kinds of ldeology:
and proletarian
‘The proletariat and the masses do nct come

1t must be introduced consciously.

That which serves the bourgeousie,

ideolegy, the scilence of Marxisme-
to M-L

When MISO 'defers

it leaves the mass movemenl in the grip of hourgeous idology.

" by default in refusing to answer the important

gquestions. (See Lenin on "What

For example,

on the woman guestion,

is to be Done?") For example

by deferring an analysis of the

T s . & "3 g ¥ T A L0 & e
relsticnship of sex and class, they are open Ho bourgeous feminism. On
B T TP e e " e N ek T I T AN R LSS S I T TP S RN e T e B S e S B voy oY
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race and class, they open themselvs

well as a failure to un

For example, how can comnunists

during the busing crisi§§ithout

s up to bourgeouse nationalism as
the root of "riécism", national oppression.

expect to have correcl! practice in Bosten

£
a correct line on th%mathmal question ¢

It is imperative to understand the correct Me-L position in this situation:

What is a nation?
determination?

Why is the class dividea?

dlvisions as RU does, or by actively wu

determination and fighting agalnst na

.

mist be answeﬁad on the basis

achlieved hefore
and will

reulires M-L not come

hat is a natiensl minority?
Do national minorities

How isg the ol

of sclence and &
the working class can nove forward. Th

Dy

What isthe right to self-~

have therﬁ%ht to self-determination

255 to be united? By lgunoring
pxc]di 13 the right to self-
uxonalauﬁwwinism? These guestiens

clear understanding of then

&

<

working clags

2

it sponta

wonsly .,



avoids the Tull developmeni of thelr

1lnciput foreward in the statement of principleg:for all to struggle

with. If these principles are carried to yhat we think is their
logical conclusion many can be showni to be erroneous,

a. The Dictatorshiv of the Proletariat,

This is a cornerstone of MafxlsmuLeninlsm, According to M-L, in
class soclety, the state apparatus always representsthe interests
of the dominant class. The politicél overthrow of the bourgeoisie
will not usher in a classless society immeﬁ@bﬁelya The bourgeous
class will continue to exist, both ideclogically and a8 concrete
individuals, and thgywill try every trick possible tﬁ regain powerc
Yor this reason the proletariat seilzes state power and sets up
the”dictatcrship of the proletariat?to ensure that th?%ourgeousﬁe
nnet regain controles According to M=L, every form of state
gpparatus is a form of dictatorship, one class imposing its will on
ancther. But the proletariat is the first class in history that can
‘be horest about its dlcuatorshipg because its rule re rresmnts theﬁ

interests o- the ma jority }ﬁif”ﬂ’ L sccisdsmisThe ';ﬁbﬂéﬁ“°'q

-y e \
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MISO has. "deferred" taking a position on the Dictetorship of the
Proletariat, a cornerstone of anti-revisionist Marxism=Leninism,
Byfaeferriy g this issue‘they announcs thelr opesnness fo unity with

the revisionists,

b. Democratic-Centrslism

[N

Democratic Centralism is the organizational form of theﬁba¢ty of a
new type' as put forward by Lenin. MI80 fdefeps" the questien of
demoeratic centralism, another . Ms ﬁXARt ;ﬁﬂlﬂig coynerstone,  They

-~

are quiek to add that the MISO nay well be demveratic centralist,
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althdugh we suspect that 1T it igﬂit will be a perverted varieiy.
For instanceﬁiona of the authors of the MLB0saper put forward
that eentralism must be based ob fespectp not authority. This
1s & distortion of M~L. Vhy is there centrallism as well as
democracy? Because we are talking about glags wel, and iron
discipline is needed,an organizaticn that can act as one wlll.
Let us not kid ourselves. People’s lives are on the line, anel
leadership must have authorlty. Authority based on respect, but.
defiﬁaﬁa;authcrityu | ‘

Briefly, Démacratic Centralism means 4thabt decisions are reached
after thorough democratlic disscussion, but sre binding on all
members of the organizatlon once they are made. There are no

factions allowed under demoeratic-centrallsm,

National Question

Although MISO has no statement of their line on this questlon,
the few hints they give ue can be analyzed and we belleve they
will lzad tc 2m incorrect line, TIn dealine with the ovpresion of

oppressed nations within the U.S., they refer to “racism"

cultural imperialism", and "peoples,!" but not to nauionﬂT
oppression”, "national mirority! cr "nation." They donet put

forward that the rcot of waczsm is nationsl oppression by the

monopely ruling class.

United Front

MISO's sketchy analysis of classes (deferred qupdtlon) leads us to
an understanding of MISO's 1lime on the United Front, omne of the
Rey isgues in the revolutionary movement. The closest the

MIB0 paper comes 10 having a

St

L S T N TR g
dine on the Uni ¥yonth is thelir
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ssotlion on “many sectors, many fronts." ButThis strategy seems

"

to advocate an amerphous mass of'pll people who work for a 1

10

e

ving.”
and advocate 'sociallismi! 1t lumps;all people who work (petit—
bourgeous and working class, Dr.s and nurses, teachers, skilled
workers, unskilled wofkersg industrial an?éffiee workers) into ons
class with many "sectors," It says nothing about the cruelal roia
thet workers in large scale industry must play in leading ths

mass movement. MISO doesn’t really spesk to the need for the
proletariatie 1éadership in uniting all oiasses a2nd oppressed
nationalities who can be honestly . united against theecommon

eneny . .

MISO sayse that it 1ls deferring questions and also that a parhLy

-
v

can not be bullt because there isn’t enough “practice’ to achieve s

correct 1line or leadership. In saying this they:

a. Negate history of the working class and communist movement.

While przetice g importent . in teating sng as a bhasis for theory,

there is more than ample practice historically to formulate the

foundations of a correct line. To guote Meo in On Practice:

"But one can not have direct experience of everghing;...s men's

knowledge consists of 2 parts, that whih comesg from direct
\‘(‘
experience and that which comes from indirsct experi@nces“§§p Gy

b. Display a primitive, idealist concept of how s party would be

created. implvine that the development of s gomect line i3 a

precondlition Tor trying to bulld a party rather than one asneai

ef wrby bulldine,  The CCFP did not hesitate to form hecause it
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The fact that disagreements over line exist is used to prove
that none of the M-I pre-party groups have enough practice =~ as
if ideoclogical class struggle ends wlth greater quantiﬁy of

practice.

MISO fails to see that ideological struggle {the comnsclous
summing up of theory and practice; and struggle over its

dmpiications and ramifications) is a fevm of practice in class

-struggle and is in fact the key aspect of party bullding al this
stage in history == when the working class has been robbed

of M-L theory by the revisionists in the CPUSA, It lsiot

.. K 2 1 s 3] .
the CPUSA's orgaenizational form or iis "lack of practice” that
T T T T T T e o B o e R e ] jé« 2 dlam mmmard e d o aead b
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political policies the CFUSA uphclds end implements, suech as

abalgcnlng the "dictatorship of the proletariat," in favor of
the “gictatorship of the whole people,!" preaching peacelul

transition to socislism =-=all deferred questions by MISO,

demoﬁsﬁrates an incorrect perception of tla yrelatlionship betweecn

theory and oractlice.

What is the correct relationship hetween theory and practlice?

"Theory depends on and in turn serves practice." (Un_Practhice, Mao

A qualitative ieap is made irom perceptual to rational knowledge.

To gay that theory must base -itself on practice 1s noh the same

e o ¢
min“g as saying that theory develops iwn the "process of praciice.
The leap from perceptual to ratlonal knowliedge dozg not teke piage

& o |1 PR o P . &
in the "proseass of practice," but in the'process of cognition, " ths



we ] Jew
consclious summing up of practice to a higher level of

knowlege. f{on Practice, esp. ». 4)

MISO expects the process of dlrect soelal practice spont aneously
to develop correct revolutionary theory and jeadership. They

say leadership will develop "out of practice," in much the same
way they originally insisted (since then they have corrected
this error) that leadership of MIS O wauld_sameh@w éevelop
mystically "from practice," denying their objective leading

role ideologically and practically. MISO is oppozed +o |
exerting M~L leadership in the mass movement m--= lsadership
won't have to "declare itself", 1t just "will be.'  MISO admits
the need for consciously acting on the mass movement in order
to win i1t to "socialism" and "socialst" leadership, but when

& more advanced th yeory iu put fereward in M-L, scmehow it beconeg

denag o ay to try bo win ths@sr”ing class over o M~L leadershi

o
o

Of. courss real ie&devva is not imposed, bubt how does 1t come
into being¥? Understanding the relationship beiween theory and
leatersinip is key o answering this question. If we understand

thatwthe working class will not spontansousy cometo coecialism or
M-L, we can see that neither theory or ideological leadership can
develop spontaneously "ffrm practice." Thg&arking class must be
wWon over o socialism and,t@%he ldeclogical lesderdip of M-L.

The role cof communis,s ig to take thescience of M-l to the

advanced (opan to M-L) elemznts of the working class. The .

advanced will build the "maes soecialist movement." A4 woekog
who has been in a plant for 5, 10, 20 years and whahas graaped

oo 3 - C - . B I . . oy e !
M-L, will be hest able to "build the mase sccialif: movemernt ¥

amoung his or her fellow workers



IITI. Mass Organization
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gain we want to say that we recognize thabl mass sociaiist organe

182°hmwa will exist prior to and after the revolution. They will
exlst prior to the formation of the new vanguard party and after ite

. formatlion the party will try to build them., WNoteveryone is interested
in being cadre in a M-L democrafic~centralist organization and we
recognize that many of the psople in this grasg are attracted te MISO for
that reason., We do not see the existence of Mass orgsnizations in

themselwes to be in contradietion to the building of the new

party. The key guestion we would ask is:

Under what leadershlp does the mass ormanizstion exisht? Is itM-L

iteadership? vhat are the politics of theorganiz ﬂﬁww iteelf? TFor

example, we do not see the principlsscf unity laid out by the MTSD Dapar

z 1 o) msven M o oo de & o B oy MR 4 e o :.*..‘f,’, T e e P R TS
to be M-I, A8y 80 CUACCUIC Tee-a dliceae ol Uws and & Little of that,

They are open to revisioniém9 electoral politles {"state power is
rarely (ve.never) wan through the bqllot box~see ?gs 18 of MISO),
They are open to bcurge5u$ femlnlsm, bourgeous nationalism and s host
of other beurgeous ideclogies. For this reason and bhersnse af +hoimn
line of belittling the role of theory, M-L leadershég} and the
crucial role of the party, we would6§@csurage people from joining This

organization,
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Why 1s the Party necessary?

Correct theoretical and practical leadershinD is essentlal for

victory of the working clsss, Without M-L leadership the working

class is left to spontansous trade-union level; reformist strugéﬁls,

.It is doomed to incressing quanitlity of spontaneous struggles, but
little or no change in the queality or level of struggle. The science
of M-~L must be iantroeduced consclously to the working class,

(Lenin = What is to be Dene?)

The party is the "advanced detachment of the working class,"

its 1eédershipg and it is the "organized detachment' of the working
class, (See Stalin on The Partv) The working clss and mass
movements do not need more spontansity, they nsed the conscious,
organized leadership of the most advanced sndcommiited. The working

clags nesde a sirstegy, btacvles, goals and clesy direction -- it nsed:

M~1, leadership. VYhen the MIS0O paper puts forward "We can nod

14

forsee the results of our process” they expose the sponbansous manner
in which they redly do expect not only MISO, but also agpgarty to devel.

develone .

An MwLﬁﬁaPty_is not as MISO says the "collective embodiment of the

working class'! ==~ it is the "advanced detachment of thaworking class'

\

(8tslin) It Jeads theworking c¢lass and it is closelybound up with o

working class

Seeing party bullding as the primary task is not to say bthatoeenditions

83

and preparationn sre right to call a party Crgress tomorvow, There

isn't ideclopical clarity on the burning issues faclpg cur sLill
young movement. Bullding o pa?ty invelvezae a probracted strugsle
over political Line and Linking M-L te the working slsss by



locating the advanced workers (open to M-I} and vrovi&;am corve ot

political leadership,

working class,.

The party must be both advanced ald of the

After its formation, even after the revolution it will sti1ll be

necessary to constantly win the working class and mes@ds over o its

leadership.

Tha struggle co
sttleCo?P

antinues

to win the Chinese people over to

the leaderships4 and to achieve 8 correct, line. If the CCP wailted

until there was a mass socialist movement formed there would have

been no Chinese revolutior.

Arguements apainst pre=party M~L formations.,

&

What arguments dces MISO brimg Torwvard against pre-party formations?

MIS0 points to 2 main errors of jaiy

selfnconception“ B8 vangug

"deferrea que st ions,

to trying to

movement for

Is

ed involvi

Py : AU | PR
=partles 1)} Vexag

ng the premature answering of

2) tight centralism, MISO says this is due

build the party at a time when there i1s 1o msss

socialism and ncot enough practice.

To a certain exteont these are valid criticisms, although we believe

MISO's analysis of thelr so

inec@rreat linesg o

ncoesrrect line on the

party and its formation.

role

ree i3

N

incorrect: Some grouss have

on MISOis deferred questions, some grusshave an
4
A i) } ]
of thetbleciive nature of the vangusard
£

Some are ‘overly centralized. But these

P3

eérrors are not inherent in an MLNTT pre=-party gmip. These errors

result from a

such they are to bhe sgtrupy)

rarty bualldix

e N sy r ok
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group’s primitiveness

lad wiitias
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cr plainly incorrect line. As

dangerous tendenclies in the
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Tremendous strides are being made to overcome the primitivenss
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of local ¢z mavliong and individualistic lacy of
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Gis
thousands of people in pre~party formatlons as well as lnd@ne dent
communist forces are making advances through ldeological strugale
andiappiication off line towards therlorging of a correct line and
the formation of a new party. At this time, MISO asks that we

step back in fallure. As slternatives, MISO offers us mape primitive

organization and a less developed pollitical line.



