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REPCRT ON EBPC-LOM POLAND FORUM, 11 /80

Approximately 100 people came to the forum, vhich was & good turnout ziveon
the lateness of the planning for the forum, and ICH's insistence that it T= epen
6niy tO'thé trend, thus limiting the type of publicity we could use., We would
have preférred an open event, The audience included ICM and ZET in full forcej
one P0C member tendlng a 1it table; seveﬁgaﬂcgféfdepenaents- n1.F members; FTUL
members; participants from the local FL‘@sy1and fenters of two study groups
we're in contact with. 1In addition, John Trinkl covered the event for the

Guariian, Many menbers of the audience were known from their participation in

Jocal community and labor groups.

15 gave the cpening specch, and it was no less vulgar than the printed material
from 1O on Poland. IS also gave the rebuttal. The three LOM panelistis were
poorly pregarecd and collectively answered only three of the six quesiions rosed,
the other ihrse being answered by IS.

RD gave our opening speech, 1t vwas well-written and well-cdelivered, giver
RD's lack of experience in such tasks. Ib was much nore dense and challsmging
than IS's speech, and 1t was very polenical towerd the LOM pesition. It was
received weil by the audience. Cur only subsegquent self-criticism on the content
of the speech was that 1% yocded more ccoromics and a less-cIypiic treatment of
Polish nationalis: The extenszive effort that went into the writing of the s?eech
paid off.

Our rebuttal was given Ty GH, and 1% struck a very responsive chord in the
avdience in pointing out 1CH's defeatism in the face of-revisionism: "{= have to
defend socialisa (the Polish sovernment) despite its flaws." The presentation
was choppy due to nNervOUSDESS, but the political points brought out were excellent,

mhe same was true of the thr ree-ninute SURMaly, despite our lack of prep araticn
for it - IS slipped it into the DProgran at the last minuile,

The Q/A period showed up our lack of eaperience more than any other section
of the program., Our bigges: errér here was our fallure Lo use the Q/A period to
broaden our line of argument and sharpen our polemic azainst LOM's line, Severa}
examples illustrate this failure: 1) A representative from & non- -Leninist greup
clcse to several BPC membters made 2 very polemical aitack on LCMN, pointing out
thelr lack of inclusion of the workirg class inp the Wilding of socialism, and
~gttacked it by positing the bureaucracles in Esstern Europe as the new oppressor
class, After IS responded, we passed up our eption *to respond The reason was

“lie

that we didn't want to unite with the questioner“s "new c¢lass" analysis, and we
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didn't want to diminish his polemlical impact on the LOM line, This analysis of
the situation was hasically correct, What we failed to do was use the three
minutes to either deespen the questioner's polemic in light of IS's answer, or
extendin: an indepent critigue of IS's answer. We failed to see that we didn'¥®
have to directly address the "new class" lssue. A second example was that in cne :
answer we used less than one minute of the allotted three. The answer was sufficient,
but again we could*te used the remainder of the time to clarify a less-clear aspeci
of our position, like the role of the Catholic Church in the Polish workers'
movement,

5ti1l, the extensive preparation of our panelists made for a good showing,
especially compared to the LOM panelists. ‘e had fully wril itten answers for three
of the five gquestions we answered, and partial answers for the other two,

m™he audience reaction was very favorable to our position, This was due
to the clear incorrectness of the LOK line, and the lack of consolidation of
local 10! supporters around their Poland line 1n particular, and around the 1O0M
mAditorial Eoard in zensral, Two unconfirmed comments fron IS were telling. He
admitted to a comrade on the West Coast thet be had lost the detate, placinzg the
blame on ithe Boston LCN committee; and he told a2 Boston comrade that it wes
obvious ICH didn't have an adsguaie theory of the role of the working class in
building socialism, There were reports that several MLIP participants were won
over to our line. All our contacts were favorably impressed, if slightly lost
at times., Trinkl was also impressed.

The efféct of the forum experience on the BPC was excellent. It was really
the first major public task the EZPC had undertaken in the Boston area, and the
collective Felt we did a zood job., The cadre who participated in the preparimg
of the speech and the answers to questlons were very charged by the experience;
and the collective as a whole was galvanized, becoming very consolidated zround
our lins, and well-prepared by the studiss done of PC's Poland zrticle in 1R 19,
The beneficial political effects of the participation in the forum illustrate the
importance of such line struggle in both the political consolidation of the
collective, and the development of political line, Ve are now aware of some of
the areas in which more clarity is needed: Burnarln s role and the siruggle over
collectivization in the USSR; . o 4. . o« o awnbBi the guestion
of the restoration of capitalism; and a clarification of the correct aspecis s of the
Culteral Revolution and liao's antl-revislonism.

Tha other notaworihy venafi: of the forum was the psrticipatilon of IB on
our panel, She felt well-prepared, and answered two cuestions., She felt it had
been a positive step in the combatiing of uneven development within the Bxecutive

Commlttee, and within the collectilve,
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Implications for the party-building movement:

As far as the BPC's role in the party-building movenmenit in the local area,
the Poland forui made clear the value of active intervention in the movement, This
by no means implies that we should jump at whatever opportunity presents itself;
the Poland forum was somewhat special in that we already had a complete and
theoretically sound line, tharks to PC and the Tucson comrades. But what is
implied is that we will now be looking for appropriate opportunities to intervene
rather than taking a reactive and defensive approach.

We also came to recognize the importance of distinguishing between bui lding
the BPT and buildinz the influence of PoT.. The forum was a good intervention,
because we tock cn the ideolbgical strugsle to win people to the FoT lire, and we
did it fairly effectively., Whether or not our ontervenilon generates any recruits
to the BPC out of the contacts we brought to the forum is of secondary iNPortance
and is not the yardstick by which we shnuld measure such intervertions, The two
approaches are in no way synonymous, and the confusior of the two will result in
tﬁe.placing of our local P-B aciivitkes over our national P-3B responsilbilities,
at the expense of the latter.

' It is apparent that LOH needs us as their opposition, given that the GCIC
forces won't talk to them.  While it is clear that the political differences with
1.0M are immense, thelr willingness to take us on should not be ignored. It wWould
be sectarian to refuse furtherAstruggle with IOM because of their acceptance of the
Stalinizan deviation; rather, we should use thelr openness to strﬁggle as: a neans %Yo
advénce our arguments on the Stalinian deviation.

It seems as though PoT is going to be the standard-bearer within the trend
for the Culteral Revolution and Bukharin's role in the int. communist movenent
(Maoists and Bukharinists), We are alore in talking about combattiing econonisn, -
so we should begin to prepare to advance our qualified defense ol both pesitions,

The forum highlishted the extent to which LOi's line on organization (the
*multiplicity of individuals") was taking its toll in terms of the fallufe of
the Poston LONM comnittee and their supporters to politically consolidate around
the ?oland line. Their lack of unity around the position was evident at the forum;
more evident still was their lack of theoretical preparation. This was in sharp
contrast to our own high level of unity and extensive theoretiical prepargtion of
all BEPC cadre. So the rapid consolicdation of the LOM Editorial Board seems to be
leaving many LOM supporters in the dust. This is especlally apparent ip Boston,
where the rectification line is nistorically weak. The LOM compittee 1s simply
fallinz 1n line btehind the natlonal leadership, scarcely atle to defend their

positions. This linits the value of struggle between the BPC gnd LOM locally.
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4 was abundantly clear - as it has Leen for awhile - that the fusiomists
have effectively written us out of the trend. Thouzh they were offered a ten-
minute slot at tne forum to present thelr positior and ask a guestion, %hey sent
only one person to staff the 1it table, It's hiznly douztful they even announced
it to thelr membership, Their absterntions will continue to defire BPC-Q0C telafions.

Taken as a whole, these implications for relatlons with the trend Iorces
11lustrate the effective dissolution of the trend as a politically defined form.
PoT forces are very limited in positlve ways in which we can interact with either
1Ct or the OC. Cne implication of this is that PoT must tezin to bulld suppor+
in the broader left, particularly among non-Leninists. Unfortunately, the parrow-
ness of the aujience limited the outreach we could do %o those fcrces, with the
important excepticn of City Iifs., As we reach out to the non-Leninists we should

also be clear that o

o

r line of arzument will shift somewhat: away from <the attack
on the Stalirian daviation, and toward zn argument for the Tesur ection of
Leninism. We must avoid the danger of wullding unity on terrain outside Marxi sm-
Lenirism. _

The forum Aid serve, however, to lay the basis for extending and dgepening
our relations wWith City Life, the WM study group, and the SF study group, as well
with any of the three

P-B lines current in the trend. Such working relationships will be the lasis

p..

as several individual contacts, none of whom are affiliate

for winning these individuals to Pol.

0 L)

Also imporianr® was the contact we nace with the Guardian through John
Trinkl, He showed great interest in ocur line and indlcated he would consult
PoT representatives when he i= lookins for comments from left groups on any particular
jssue. We also hope to make greater use of the "Opinion and Aralysis" columm
in the future.

0f course, the clearest P-3 implica¥ion from the Poland forum is thal we can
in ro way expect iv reach unity with ¥he LOM Elitorizl Board in the foreseeable
future. FPoT has always been clear thet the rectifiers are theoretically mived
within the econorism of the Stalinian deviation. HNever before has this pruducad
such a clearly incorreci political lirs in the rectification camp; nevev befoxe
has FoT had such political disunity with the rectifiers, Given the consoplidation
of the LOM Zditorial Board around such incorrect politics, we can only anticipabe
the digagreepents PoT will have with Lutuce LOM political lines, in party-
building line as well as isternationgl line,



