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@Wk’ ~hi: forum wes the first time ATM hus eome out pubic.il; with their line in U
~ Nortncrn California. It was schedualed to eommemorabe ti Chi ' itoi
Aguinst the War in Vietnsm which took place on Augﬁs: 292hc§3;8n0.%;a}23:?:'d
BWC and PRRWO to seak st the event tools ) e
The forum spoke to three main points 1, =buildi
] : ® perty=-building 2, the struggle i
rev1s§on18m end 3. ?he national ldéberation struggles. It was’divided iﬁ%o t:izzn't
dsectlons: 1. tye first two speeched (ATM and PRRWO) which gave historical run-
;wns ?f.th? Chfcano and ?uerto Rican national léberation struggles and the role
of revisionism in sabotaging them 2, Two speecheﬂﬂ by ATM and the BWC on party~
puilding end 3. the question and enswer peroida '

The theme running throughout the first section was that the class is divi
#4 due to the split in socialisme The main way this is manifested (in tﬁis”iiﬁ ntr
gt.l§ast) is the division of the class along national lines. Of course, this 7
division ?xists objectively due to imperialsim, but the revisionists perpetuatedff
th?s.spllt by failing to take up the national question. Without a Marxist—
Le?lnlst.Party, without defesting revisionism, the class will be unarmed to he a 1
tpls splite "...one can very well say that Europe, pregnant with revisionism,
will be unable to get rid of the capitalist yoke unless it brings about com~

plete defeat to medern revisionism, joins up with thke antiimperialist liberation

st;ugg&e of oppressed peoples of Asia, Africa and Latin Americe and helps to
yrlng sbout a decisive victory in this struggle.” (The Party of Labor of Albeni e

1:r$gttle with Modern Kevisionism page 370) e Our central task is to build the
partye .

The ATM ge¥e a brief historic rundowm of how their orgenisation evolved out
of the Chicano leberstion struggles of the late 60's and early 7O's which brough t
forth the first Chicano Uarxist-Leninist collectives in the “outhwest. Then the y -
gabe a very good analysis of the development of the Chiceno people, The speaker
documented the resistance of both the Chicano workers end tkChiceno peopk a8
s wholc to UoSo Imperialsim, but pointed out that communism was never brought
to these struggles and the resistance did not lead to liberation. One example
given was that in the peroid of 1910-20 there was & fierce struggle against UsS o
Imperielism, but it was led by the Chicano petty bougeoisiee The leading ideolo g ¥y
wes anarco-gffif syndicalism, and this resistance was smashed on the wholes
The spesker went into the role of the CPUSA. In the 30's there were huge
strikes of Chicano workers and the CP d4id do work here orgenising the unorgani s ede
But they did not take up the question of Chicano liperetion, in fact they neve r
even bothered to do the research to find out if Chicanos constitute a nation or
not. The excuse offered for this by the revisionist Browder wes that the
pational liberation struggles had to take second place to building the united

front egainst fascism.
The speeker made the point that while the Chicano liberation struggle had

historically been led by the petty bougeoisiesand recently, for a brief peroid,
by tle lumpen the Chicano working class, as has been shown by the farmworkers
and confirmed by Farah has now taken the leed in the Chicano liberation
struggle, and is playing e leading role in the working cless struggle as a A1

whole.
The next spesker, from PREWO, gave e similar type of gnelysis of the Puerto

@WW Ricen national liberation struggle. He raised several exemples of the role
revisionism hes pleyed in sebatoging the Puerto Rican gtruggle,

the Pocialisk Party was founded in Puerto Rico which g
end sugar plantations. But they fell into reformiamﬁand failed to speak to

%ither the question of the dictetorship of the proletériat g;_national libera~

tione This left a gection of the bougeoisie as the;only'champions of national
1iberetion, and they took a line of peaceful oppositions



PN soamas 2ot R PAMIIE N

I

34

2222 2

In the 1920's a nationalist pert formed. The nationali -
ment hgd tremendous influence th?oug%out the Island? Inn;égztaéove
comnunist party was formed. The CPUSA never took up the question o b3
tye Puerto Rican national struggle, and the CF of Puerto Rico didn't
either. No solidarity was built between tho proletariat of the US a nd’
Puerto Rico, support wasn't built among the US proletariat for Puert o
Ricen nationsl liberation, and there was no unity between the natio n =
olists end the communists in Puerto Kico. As & result, the CP d¢#¢/¢
degenerated and the nationdl ists fell aparte
. zﬁdag Puer:otiic; ;s a capitalist colonye. The subjective facto B
in the form o e PSP is revisionist. They have united with the
jﬁ%ﬂfﬁéﬂﬂ#ﬂéﬂﬂéﬂféf revisionists internationelly, end constanily
sebotage the national likerstion movement. We see that the indep~
endence movement and the working class movement must be combined

into e single stage revolution for the dictatorship of the prol=-
etariat, the productive forces are developed enough in Puerto R ico
4o move right away 4o socialist relations of productione The
proletariat end its party must lead this struggle. ”
The speaker also addressed the question of their differences with
the RUo ‘'e said that they originally saw their opportunism mainly
ground the national question manifestéd in a Kautskyite line of n o t
desling with the question of oppressed nationalities. The RU he 8
never concretely supported the Puerto Rican national libergtion
struggleo PRRWO left the leison committee 28 & result of this
1jne, Later, through gtudy they found the root of all the op~
portunism to be bowing to spontaneity. Right opportunism in the
form of RULOL,PSP and tle Guardien constitute tke main danger today e
CL represents the 1dft opportunists in our movement, but they are

not the mein dengere

The theme running through te gecond section which ® ncentrat e d
on party building was that the crisis of Imperielism is developing a
and we need & party to £i1l the leadership vecume that has been
left by tk betreyal of the CPUSAe The main thing characterising o urxr
movement has been amaturishness which comes from & 2ow level of
theoredical understending. We have to fight opportunism in order
4o build a partye Tne dwo speakers on this section were from the

BWC and the ATMa

The BWC brought out that we are wittnessing & strike wave in
thig.snuatEn 2Bl i Ngnte elihe wing of, tie, PALEREIR ashEel”
we face i8 from the CPUSA, then the conciliatorss the RU ard C;;
$he ppeaker onded by saying that if we had had a merxist-leninist
party in the 60's, the netional 2iberation struggles cou}d have
been the spark setting off a struggle for the dl?taiorshlp of
the proletariat. Next time there is a big uprising on the pert
of ti® w rking class Or the nstional 1iberetion struggles, weé must

be preparede

ATH talked about amaturishness ard its roots, low theoredical
development and petty bougeoise ideologye Everybody, the ATH
pointed out in the © mnunist movement agrees that we ne?d a
communist pexrtyy with the exception of the Bﬁ'whq doesn.t.seem
to understend thet the party must be led by marxlgmflenlnlsm
and the proletariat geins knowlege of marxism leninism through
studyings not through gtrikes. ATM.reempha51sed the need for &

party'by pointing out that pistoricelly the rise of fascism has
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Beern preseeded by a split in the working class. 'The speaker con—

cluded by saying thet we must seek out and smesh the . .
in our own campe mesh the opportunist 1i n e g -

The main théng charactefissing the third section, the question a
gnd answer peroid was a struggle between the RU and everybody else
in the room ober the relation of theory to practice. The RU démand ed
t0 know from the BWC what their concrete progrem for self-determina ¢ ion
f?r the Black people ise. This was answered by saying that at this
time we are fighting for a correct marzist-leninist presentetion of
the question, teking as our starting point Lenin and Stalin's posit iom
on the question. We are not yet in the stage of developing a conc re t® €
program. The RU raised that they are all for ideological struggle ,
but this must be based on practice aml all they had heard was a 8 0
of phresemongering A¥#¥f This opened a struggle over the relation o f ¢
theory to practice in trade uhion work. . The RU asked ATM to sum up
their practice at Dasco. ‘

ATM's summation was that all the communists had mede economist
errors at Dasco. All had failed to bring merxism-leninism to the
workers and so they were nto armed to sustein a wildcat strike.
The only difference was that ATM and others were able to learn from q
this mistake, while the RU was not. The RU's position that the
workers should have sustained the strike as unarmed es they were .
and turned it into enother Farsh was ridiculous. The problem at N
Demco wes not lack of practiSe, but leck of theory. '

The other example raised was the phone companye The RU said th at
it had been having meetings with the wrkers for eitht months befor e
the strike and passing out leaflets telking about the crisis. T his ‘
was answered by the BWC speaker who said that Woodcock péasses out m © X

o .

more leeflets about the erisis thatn the. RU. Also, a member of the
eudience,s$ood up and said they worked at a phone Co. building
with an RU cadre who completély failed to bring Marxism-Leninism
to0 the workers.
The AYM pointed out dhat the right opportunists ignored the
need for marxist-leninist propaganda, while the 1ldft opportunists
ignored agitation. :
Another struggle ceme up with OL who said they saw the RU as &
beig 1dft in form Fifff right in essence. The BWC responded
saying that tle RU is right in form as well as essence, an@ to .
say that they are 14ft in form only serves to cover the mein :
danger. It was made clear, however, that tle speakers didn't :
see OL as totally opportunist like the RU.
The last struggle ceme up with xomebody from the Black -Scholer
Magezine who made a few comments on the Communist . He said the
peper had a good enalysis of the commumist movement, buts &ts two
page criticism was inadequate, that it shouldn®t have takeg that m
much time to realize where CL is ato. Also, he disegreed with the
line on ‘the national question, saying thet Bhack people don't con=
stitute a nstion, but the right of self-determination shouldn't ‘
depend on whether e people constitute anetion or not. Any people wit h
a common history eand culture should have this right. The BWC answer ed
by saying the Black Scholar position is en attack on stalin, end
PRREO raised that it is a culturael netional autonomist 3031t10n to
raise as most important the one criterion of Stalin's five, common

nistory and culture.
of o _large number

congistin
o 15508% 3004 'f°?%%r%§§%¥§%§v§?efggﬁ"¥he ne 831, Sgenen Bookstor e o
Throughout the whole thing the endience had e great deal of unity with

tlp speskers. It was also clear thet there wes & high level of

or

unity between the three orgenisationse



