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The tendency as a whole has not adcpted a porty building stritegy
and s0 what I am actually describing is the OCIC's strztegy of how to
arrive at a strategy ®&r building the US vanguard party.

The first step in thigstrategy wss the actual estzblishment of
the 0CIC. Thiszs of course involved drtwing up the 18 points of unity :
and publishing %the founding statement. The 18 points define the tendenc;

and serve as tarting demarcation be

on the one hand and ours?2lves and left opp
was the first major step in bringing toge

from around the country that identified themselves as part of the
anti-left oprortunist, anti-revisionist tendency.

The second step was for the OCIC to develpp a draft plan for the
development of an ideological center, which will include as much o
 gwmxdExEx the tendency as possible. This in fact is the sole purpose
of the OCICy One of the main points of the draft plan is that it

alls for concious movement wide debate.
The third st#p is the actual ideological struggle, and theoretical

work which will win the tendency to one cor another party building
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strategy... the strategy which is developed will answer such guestion
as what were the main errors of the previous party building efforts?
What is the relationship between independent elaboration and jolning
of communists with the class struggle? Until a party building strategy
is a adopted, theoretical tasks remin primary within the OCIC, but
whether or not theory remains primary zfter a strategy is adopted
depends on the party building strategy which is adopted.

As with any plan, however, things have not gone smoothly. Ve
2ll know of the long battle over »t 18, the major point demarcating
us from left opportunism. Indeed this problem is of particular interest
to us since the only forces within the OCIC which oppose® pt 13 as a
line of demarcation are part of cur local center., This problem was
supposedly resolved at the labor day conference.

The second problem is in uniting the tendency around a2 single
strategy tc develop a strategy., To date the Guardian, EL1 Comite
and the Clubs remain outside the OCIC and refuse, for variocus reasons,
to unite behind the draft plan in forming a single ideological center,
Unting the tendency continues to pose an important question refore
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OCIC members: 1n the event that the struggle to include these IOorce:
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fails, can the CCIC esteblish a leading ldeologlical center without
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themw and still come np with a ¢orrect party bullding sirstegyy 1This

us turn our attention to what the CCIC znd its successcr,
the IC cannot be. And that is a debating scciety
forces among us who don't seem © understand this. +What then is the
ifference between debating sccieties and a co

Debating societies do not believe in drawing lines ¢ n
they discuss and explore issues for the sake of phil i3
personal enrichment. A communist IC, however, studies and debates
issues for a specific reason, to arrive at a conclus 1
the interrelations of the problems before us so that Chpdi@gayr the

cal problems standing in the way
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f our practice can be resclved,
T

Therefore, it should be apparégnt to all communists that those who
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onpose 1ineﬁbf demarcation on fundamental issues and advocate that
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embers should not try to develop thier positions "tco much" are
mzking an opportunist error. No communist organization can exist for
long withoutr firms line of demarcation, especially on the most vital
zuestions before us., This then is possibly the most important part
of the OCIC strategy on how to form a party building strategy: we
will not take up the questioﬂé before us with just anyone. We must
maintain firm lines of demarcation between ourselves and cla
collaboration, We will not discuss questions endlessly for
philosophiczl enrichment, and we must nct say that no question is

ever laid to rest. For this is certainly the perfect description
of a debating society. We must discuss questions con the basis of
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careful study for one reascn: to take a firm position that can guids

our practice.

Is the OCIC's strategy of how to arrive at
t

a
is + The struggle over pt

strategy correct? Yes, fundamentally, i g

18 has proven that open movement wide debate works. It doesn't

lead to the lowest common denominator winning out as some clainm,

but it does educate and unify the vast majority of cur forces., The

SC hzs been especially strong in sticking to this peint in the face

of those who believe that politicel debate should take place behind
closed doors without the participation of the rank and file However,

I consider toc be important errors, Today I would
]

one that I think most zffects cur loca




minority to adopt &he majority viewpoint or leave, would rapidly
frzgment the CCIC," However, »t 18 1s not just any majority view.

It is a concrete expression of proletariazn internsticnalism. The SC
concedes that, "of course scme quustions may be fundamental
demarcations and thus recuires the exclusion <f z2 mincrity, but that
can not be determined in advance. Such judgements must be made scberly
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and only after a careful anzlysis has been developed and declmated.™
18 is just such a Jfundamental demarcaticn that requires the exclusicn
of this minority. xExdXdXEXEXHALAXEn AR XAZAXEXALZAXXEXAEHLF R AL EHK
¥REX D XX EXE LA EE RN I KA XXX KEXAXEEELEAKE  And who can say that this
judgement has not been made soberly and after careful analysis. The
ot 18 struggle has been before us for a long time now, XAAXXEHX To
allow these die hards to remain within our ranks iz to be dangercusly
weak on the importance ¢f internaticnal line within a communist
organizaticn.
The S& argues that leaving NS in the OCIC, "crezted the best
context for consolidating the whole tendency around this position.”
I disagree. What the SC's position does jepordize is the OCIC's =EXIXyxx
ability toc uphold pt 18 as a line of demarcation. Other forces will
be drawn to our position when they see us deferdng it in a strong waye
This means that we no longer look at this question objectively. After
long and careful study, we have taken a stand; and our Job 1s to
defend this stand. This means that wken we present ourselves in forums
there should be only one OC view on ptl18,
SR Bee @p. At 2 forum, many forces from outside the tendency
will present the opposing point of view, and we should be united in
our defense of our internaticnal line both for contekt and as a line

of demarcation. Far from helping to consolidate the tendency,
allowing opportunists to remain within our ranks only wezskens us and
hindersﬁ‘l’ from taking up dther questicns.

I tske exception with the OC's view that not upholding pt 18 as
a line of demzrcaticn lezves NS on the side

o)
their positicn places them in the opportunist camp. Can a ML say that
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e don't need an international line? ERHAXIXMXXEEFXXMAXHATARHTEAHHEL
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Comrades, let us not be liberal on this question. This is not e
minor question before us., World events are daily showing us the
importante of demarcating on the basis of international line, Ra
and jingoism are reaching fever pitch among the masses. On the
in the bars, and evenx among school children, anti-Irenian jokes are
the order of the day. Our Iranian friends are being terrorized and
some have even been murdered., This is the time when we must rout out
the oprortunists in our midst. We must recognize that those wh
would have us unite in a common party building effort with class
collaborators, supporters of apartheid, and obmective racists,
sre not ML. They are advancing a left opportunist line on a
fundamental guestion and must therefore be consisdered a part of
the opportunist camp

Comrade Newlin is right to be concerned with the danger
sectarianism, However, on this guestion I think h
If someone tells us that they think Trot
which objectively co-incides with the inf s
but at bhe szmetime, they think we should not demarcste ours®lv
from those who*think Trotskyism is right on, do you ac E

that psrscn is Marxist-Lenninist, Does a ML tell us tc unite in
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communist crganization with someone who upholds a viewpolnt wo
cbjectively @o-incides with the interests of the bour

takepoint 7, could a ML say that they believe in the
but yet tell us that we should a
who think that the masses should
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don't think it should be a line of demsrcation. e should zscceont
these who zsk us to 2l1ly with such as Jane Foands and Co, Comrade
AT a +hoa 1 . - -

B ng that should be obvious it is

i
o) that the masses must be zrmed and ye
a party with those who call for disarming the masses,
ossible to believe that Trotskyism is a viewpoint which
objectively ccincides with the interests of the bou goisie, and
at the same time want to build a party with Trotskyites, it is
impossible to 'believe that socialism is our only solution and yet
want to build a party with those who seek solutions within the
capltalist system. And by the same token, it is impossible g

ve that US imperialism is the main eneny of the world's neorle
and at the same time want to build a party with collaborat of
imperialism. The SC is letting these opnortunists rull the wool
over his eyss in the name of being non-sectarian. ®hey are
actually saying that NS's upholding the theory of pt 18 iz more
imporfant than if they uphold the practice of rpt 18, It is =
dangerous precedent for the OCIC to set,

Comrades, we are building a party with a grave task before 1it,

the overthrow of the most powerful bo ourgoisie in the worlid, Thi
will certainly not be a tea party., The Vietnamese pao ple, the Chilean
people, the Angolan people, and many, many other third world peoples
elready know that fighting US imperialism is not%tea party. Liberzlism
on our part simply will not do. Not believing in the content of
pt 18 is only half a hair away from not believing in pt 18 as a
line of demarcation. Indeed, I maintain that it is impossible for
a ML to uphold the content of pt 18 without upholding pt 18 as a
line of demarcatizn. 0Only someone who lives in the ivory towers
of cvhilosophy, unaffected by the struggles of the werld's people,
Gedmeey ERXX can hold such a contradictor ry line. Zverywhere that

reople are fighting for the cause of socialism, you will find them

dying by the thousands becsuse of US imperi alism; thirty thousand
people in Chile, one hundred thousand people in Iran, too many to

count in Korea, and in Indochina, Mazambigque, Angola, Cuba, Wounded
Knee, Pine Redgeg¢ Zimbabwe, and now the Irznian masses, beczuse of
their just demand for the return of the Shah, are facing US military

threats. All of this suffered at the hands of US imperislism. Yet,
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were our own, we must understand that the »

world are on the front lines of our struggle. n
NS do not grasp this. They think on the one hand, they can support
the liberation siruggles, but on the other hand they can build a
party with those who collaborate with the main antagonist to those

struggles. The sham internaticnalists in NS have made a seriocus
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eviation from ¥ML; they have embraced an opportunist practice of
internationalism which must speak louder to us then their verbal
surport for pt 18. Comrades, it is not sectarian to root opportunists
cut of a communist organization. Our solidartty with the struggles

of the world's orprpressed peoples compels us to.

If we understand that NS's position not to demarcate on the
basis of international line is a deviation from ML and is in fact

a2 serious opportunist error, then we should ask ocurselves wny the
OCIC has made the error of allowing these opportunists to stay within
our ranks. I believe that the root of this error is an over-

rezction to the sectarian practices cof the 'lefts'. But the 3C's
g0
position on the importance of upholding the practice of 1 rnation®
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line is also the reflection of the seriousness of libralism within
the OCIC. Why is this? It is becuse we must be more then just

a2 none national chavanist oX none racist organization, we must be
an organization capable of recognizing and combating national
chauvanism and racism (or any other type of opportunism). The
precedent which the SC has set for the 18 pts denies this,
Obviously NS is incapszble of recognizing class cclaborators and
suppertors of apartied's policies, so they can't be expected © be

pable of combating these types of opportunism. By allowing those

who are incapable of fighting opvortunism intd our organization we
seriously weafen the em&xfiye CCIC's ability to combat opportunism.
Specifically, if the SC's position is applied to points 12 and 12
then e must see that a precedent has been set which could allew oup
rganization to be liberal with thome who cannot recognize
cism. Therefore, Feing liberal with those who cannot see the

need to demercate on the basis of internaticnal line is an error
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opportunism, I call

Although I am in unity with pt

1
pt that we should study next. I
white body indicates a problem tha

t
Is it because we hzve taken®weak stand

! 1d against opportunism, such

as the ome on mnburnutlunal line? We must analyze every thing

we do and every position that we take from the perspective of how

it affects nztionsl minorities. I am not advocating liberal brzast-
beating, but I am saying that we can make a sober analysis of this
problem and oronose a course of rectification. A strong stand agzinst

opportunism, Eax who'we advocate demarcating with as well zs
what we say we uprold in conuen9 particularly on the issues of
national chauvanism and racism, will win minority ML to join the
PR¥Cxxkexx® LC, if we make the effort to present our stznd to
them, This must be our immediate task. It is crucial if cur
obﬁective is building a multinational local cetiter that we address
the centrality of racism before we address major ideological questions
Pt 15 is just such a major guesti~-n, To launch into a discussion
of ultra-leftism without even showing the least bit of concern for
whether or nct we have the input cof minority ML's on this major
questi-n is objectively racist.

In summation, I call on the Marxist Linninistsﬁn the local
center to rectify the error that we made in allowing'opportunists
to remain within our ranks. We must realize the racist implications
of taking a wezk stand on international line, and we must
our immedeate task, address he centrality of racism within our
local center,
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