QRGANIZATION #ND PARTYBUILDING

"Some people think that it is suffiecient to draw up a correct party line,
proclaifm it for all %to.hear; state 4t in the form of general theses and.
- pesslutions, and hate it voted for unonimously, for victery to come of
iteelf, automaticelly as 4t werei.ie.se.ifter the gorrect line has ‘bean:
laid dowi, after acorrect solution to the protlem’ has been, fonnd, success
depends: 6n how! tht work is.organizeds on the orgenization of. the struggle: oo
for carrying out the perty lines on: the proper selection of ?ersunneli oL
checking the fulfilment of the decisions of the leading Bodies. Otherwise
the ecorréct line of the Party end the pprrect solufioms are intﬂangqr_of
being seriously prejudiced,, More them: thot, after the corrceet political .
line has been laid down, orgenizational work decides.overything, i;glyﬂingﬁ
the fate of the politieal!lige itseclf, ite suecpesscs or failure, " ., ..
(Stalins mtrRT T{} THI 17111 GGIuGRESS cpsu, wm-ks, ‘Eol.lE,p-ET?:J
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Isn't this of some considerable relevence %o us 7

dtarting et the top, to what extent does the Sccrefariat, rather than the
88, initiate matters ? To what extent does the CO agt as o "theoretical
body'", rather than as 2n executive, practiecal bogy 7 If the GO ie *to
function in & manner conducive to Party buildingk it MUST be an exeoutive
Body, which gives direction and leadership to the Party and all its

branches and committees.

At tho moment, the Party has beon growing like an amaba, shapelesely and
unorgenizedlyg, To contiinue the bioclogical metaphor, we muet evelvej wo

mast develop a head, sonsory orgeng —— and $eeth. In this, the OB should e
the head, collating onr emperiences, end organizing ond direcoting our growth

end movement.

The extent to which ‘this i® necessory can be seen if we examine the following

aueatione honcstly:

— To whot emtent do we "nurture" embryo branches, or direct the growth af
the Poarty in areas herc we are weak or non=cxistant 7 (By ereas, not just

zoegraphically, it 2lso other ereas of the class, arcas of work.)

~ To whot extent ¢:) we ensure that the Perty's mame and politics are
publicised as much as possible ? Do we not attempt rother %o restrict our-
solves to the chosen fow, the wadganced" seotions who can understand our

JEnson ¥



We are fighting professionals on the propagenda front, and make 2 fe#ish

of Bmateurlsm 1n our nrodust1mn3. We tend to b a distance between oursclves
and the class evon in our languﬂgﬂ. Gert11nly,'"b0urgﬁniniaﬂ is o precis B,y
scientific tcrm. S0 is “d1hydrubcﬂ bxide", but most of us prefer the term”
water, Let us use precision where dcivntifio accuracg is ecalled for, Jnd

the more ndmmun, acceated turm whcre 1ﬂ is- not. it gl Rt

In ﬂﬁnﬂluﬁlon, we should take a oritibal Wnd coustructlve look ot ‘the'
mrganiﬁation ‘of our WGTE snd our attltudea to it. We Bhould not reepect
e

the :reannt Junt becauﬂa ‘it has the sanctlon of the >Hst. It ‘is 4o

the futura thnt we should 1&01 for apﬁrcvall RE Lanln Eﬂiﬂi

" In ites struggle for power, the proletariat has no ether weapon
.ot ite orgenidetioly. Wi TG00 I ;

#



PARTY BUILDINGuev4.+.. PRACTICS AND TIEBRY

i

In face of the uurront crisis of c%pltnllsm and ite cowdterpart, thﬂ
political corisis of the work;ng clasg, the erucinl task which faces our
Pﬁrty is that of hulldlng our strength and influsmee so that we cen effect
therrarequlalta for revoliition.. "the ideclogical transformation of our
class”, > ! :
e have. our line, developad from the proctical struggle and exnericnces of
our olass and party. Uhnt is Iacklng im ﬂreelaely that strength and
influence ﬁééuasary to_fulfll the {aipks we set curSGIVEs, i.es to
implemenfhthe line, And #ntil we do set our line into proctice, we #i11
find it diffioult, if not imposseible, to develop the line any further.

Frequently, and correctly, we enjoin ourselves to study, to "theory",
Put ies this theory always related toe our practice ? Theory is, after
all, useful only as o guide to proactice, To parephrase Marx, if we only

seek to "interpret our class ahd its politice™ we foil in our duty —

which is %o ohange it!

Needless to sBy, previous parties have done neither - but thaf is no
excuse for us to neglect the corollery of eur interprotation,

Tw often, study %goﬁfgnlaa an ecnd in itself, 28 if in some humtnistic woy
it makes us better for it. It is only when study is related directly to
our practioce, and not regarded as something parallel to it, separate

from and even superior to it, that we will be able fto pride oursdves on

cur theoretical expottise.

Qur job is not to study the classies in isolation, It is to use them

as exoamples of Marzist Leninist thinking which maat be related to and

applied to our era, our situation,our revolution.

This may seem like stoting the obkiens. However, the obvious must be stated,
for there is an ottitude prevoiling which scems to compartmentalize thoory
and pracltice meparatelys to consider them oe almost in opposition to ococh
other. There seceme a disdain for discussion of orgenizational, nracticod
details and a2 worship of "theory" to the point that comrades o raise such
matters are liable to be accused of "empiricism" or "progmotism". On the
other hand, it is implied that if only we heve the correct line, the correct
theory, the class will fall in behind us. Nothing bould be further from
Marxism; from the truth. In our present wesk state, faced with such 4$osks

as we are, such an a#titude represents an overweening self indulgence and



neglect of duty.

Ag Lenim said: " The faect that the orgamization of our work lags behind
its content is our weak pointss...eeees the l2me and underdevelpped character
of the form makes any serious step in the farther direction of the content
fimpossibles it ocouses o shameful stognation, leads to a wasie of enorgy,

to a discrepancy betweer word and deed, " (One Step Fondrd, Two Steps Baok)
Qur theory does neced daﬂhloping; We ‘dre woefully ignorant of the mechanios
of ‘the British economy, we arc woefully infdequate in our analysis of the
atate machine in relation to our two-clam line. ( "Das Kapital" won't do
this for usy it provides us with the tools to do tho job jthe materials

we must prospect for ourselves,) But our practice is equally lacking.

Bur organization for and implegmntation of the line is 80 lacking in
redation to whot needs to be done thag we could cadly become desponbent

ond demoralized.

The only way to oveid such despondency is not to underestimate the

magnitude of what has to be done, nor 4o overcstinetec whnt we have to

do it with. It is meriously to develop our practice and orgénization
along with our theory, This is why our FourthCongreds must above 211
be & Party-building Congrese; cne which consolidates our goine and
uwtilizes our experiences of our sucoesses ond feilures, our deficiences

and our resources so that we may ochiecve our cnds,
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 PARTY ﬂBULDIﬂG AND WORK LN INDUSTRY.

The “taslk whiah uuf Parfy has set itself is "nothing lese than to change the
ideology of our nlaaa" Inddeﬁ, we did not §o . much set ourselves this
task as have it forced ﬁpon curselves by our foundation of the CPB (M-L)
ar the revolutlun&ry Harx1st Leninist Party of the working 01335 Such

an 1daﬂloglcal tr&nﬂfmrmatlon is8 the prurequls1te of our revdution. In
other dBVElapments of theory as applied to the particular circumstances of
Britain we have defined our potential area of whrk, the working class,

tHe 0ﬁérﬂhé1ming ma jority of the population, and have, from the experience
of the class im its ﬂtrugglbs, drawn the theoretiocal conolusions as to the

tautloa to hc adoptcd - "thn ;uerrilla line“

Where we have not so far excelled ourselves ie in the PRACTICAL, PARTICULAR
implementation of that line, The claés from which we draw the experience
that led us to that "line " has indeed oc2rried on without us more often than
not, an eaanmiu,_an industrial Btruggle.for immediate trade union interests,

What has been lzoking is the voice of our party, ﬂujplyinp thdé ideolopical

line, foreing the class to roallsatlan of the lneaeapabllzty of its historical

role 2s the prave dipgger of Daplﬁallum|

We have defined cur role:

"There can be no acceptance of our Party by the working class as a
political leadership unless we show theworking class from the standpoint
of their own experience not only that we are the most advanced scetion of
the working class in the day to day taotical struggle with capitalism  but
algo the necessity to relate all stnuggles to the central iseue of olass
power, lNobody else will persuade the workers that,as necessary as it is
to fight the class cnemy, thé coomomic gains of all types of struggle are
temporary and in the long run illusory, The truc gains are politieal
and cnnsltt in the 1dcolmglcal clarity that oon ha won in such struggle.,"

How far do we measure up to our beave words T

"The Party line must be a mass line, or we are only posturing and phrase-
mongering."

If we accept that Social-Demoeracy is the ideology to which whe working class

adheressat the moment, wec must also &ﬁcapt that; in order to eddlect the

ideological transformation; we must compat social=democracy in all idits

manifestations,

Ag Btalin s2id to the Communist Party of Gormany in 1925 and, indeed, a8 we

said in a different way im "GuerrillaSiruggle" i

" The Social Domoecrats must be pilloried not on the basis of 'planetary!
questions, but on the basis of the day to day struggle of the working elass
for improving its material conditions; din this, questions conecerning wages,
laws, housing conditions, insurance, taxation, unemployment,; high cost of
living and so forth must pdly = most impertant, if not decisive; rolecsess.



",.. But that task would not be fully oarried out if these cveryday and
practical questions were not linked up with the fundamental questdions of
Germeny's international and internal situation, and if in all its work
the Party failed to deal with all the everyday questions from the stond-
point of revolution and the conquest of power by the Proletariat, ™

.{Sfalin= Selooted Hﬂrkﬁs-v°1° Ty pe37)

Qur pamphlet "Guerrilla Struggle™ qutc rightly emphasized the primacy

of work 2% the plasoc of work. ‘This, naturally, was not just for proctical

organizational reasons, vit that there ore conveniently a lot of workers
gothered in onc place farus to work on - even though that asveot is
impoprtant, as anyonc who works in 2 small, one-horse ‘place caén appreciatel
Above 211, it was bocause that it is at the place of work that the

day to day struggle on wagos, conditions etc. is &t its fiercest, Without
petting metaphmical, in some sense, workers arc only fully "working olags
in the political sensc &t the place of work, engaging in social production

(0.f. seoret and postal ballots v. mass mebtings ctec.).

But while acecenting that we have made gaine in such a manner, how far
have we related the struggls ot our places of work $o the fundamental
questions, to the pirty'linc ? TFrom the rosults, we can only say that

our practice has not kept up with cur theory.

One causc of this was that som compades interpreted "the place of work"
far too strictly and rigorously. Not only did it scem that thoy did not
realize that the place of work was neecasariiy a basc to work from i
organizational torms, there was olso 2 tendency to restriect the ideological

work to the particular work ﬁilﬂe.

If we are to recriit "thede who Boad", tho most 2dvanced workers, then we
must. not put such rostriactions on onfaivas. Wo . must realize that the '"most
advanced"of our class, if indced they are such, will be dircetly interested
in the "plonetary" guestions and the "Fundamantal" nuestions,internally

and internationally,of Eritain,

We oan only do this by moving from the particular conditions of the loenlity,
the workplace, the trade oto, o thc'ﬁgnerﬁl colrelusions of the line, the
theory. 8o far, so good. This is how our Party's line on a class-wide

basis was developed.

Where we fail is in the application éf aﬁr.thﬁary tn'practiﬂa. We howve

not orgeztzed to the extent whereby our fiﬁp con be properly termed & mass
line, We do not partioipate in the movqmunfa and tronds within the class.
There is & gaping chasm in between our individual appliection at the placd

of worlk and the overall application of ﬂhc theory on a notional basis.



“Thaerj becomes pursoscless if it i#not connceted with rovolutionary
practice, just os practice gropes in the dark if its path is not illumined
By revolutionary thoory."

(Stalin: The Foundations of Leninism)
We must use our base as preeisely that -~ as bases from which to carry out
overall etruggle rather than as castles of idedlogical strength from which

we survey the surrounding wastelagd.

Until we have orgeniized curselves fe.a Porty to do thesc Hasks, we are in
grove danger of falling inte the trap of "peaitional” worfare, which we

profess to abhor.

We make reoruits in general by relating their conerete patticular expericnce
to Marxism-Leninism, the line, and to do this properly we must parfiodpate

in and guida thosge exvupiunces.

By ocxoerionces we do not mean simply strilkes, industrial ﬁisputoa eto.
(we must brosden this to include the whole gomut of sociol cxpcriqnce}
for such exclusivity not only facilitates mcﬂnﬂmiém; it olso inau}tﬁ :
the working olass, as if we wgre to say that thoy were not capable of

Eceing nast their worle-bonch,

In the con#oxt of "industrial " work or “"Irade-Union" work, such expericnces
must necessarily include 21l sorts of campaigns in combines, in unions,

in industriess - papg policies, . redundenches 2nd uncmployment, legel
regtrictions on trade-unions, Labour Party affilintion, Eleotions ond
domocratization of unions. And all such experiences con be either

virtually ignored or lod. So far we have virtually ignored them. We must

og a Party lead for to pretend they didn't happon is a for worse form

of tailism thok to recognize 2 stmuggle belatedly. The Indmstrial Bureau
mast be broadened to cover all trade union work. Its task must be overald
direction o Poarty-building at place of worl, of implemecntation of the

guerrilln line.

0f course such a tesk is overithelming - +the multitude of trades, unions,
end industiies necessarily means we must have committess or groups wherever
needed for industries,firms,unions where the basic task would be to under-
stand the particular conditions of their "province'", relate it to the
general line end oversec the implementation of that line in terms of
overall policy, rceoruitment, prcpﬁg@ﬁd& eto. : :

"
I

Of course such bodics must be under the rigorous supervision of the

Industrial Burcdu, which must ¢nsure that such committees functifm

"



and are not merely fime wasting cosmebic devices which take all the encrgy

and time of produectivo work without delivering the goods,

If we do undextake such mass work within, the Lahour movement then we must
not on oany occount lose contnet with our boscs, the placee of work., We
should use the two in a dialecticnl manneor., Use the mass work to cxphnd

the bases aunantitatively and qualititively.,

A party member should not be stuck in one loenlity as o guerrilla fighter,
he should be : : ;

"emnouraged to widen hie field of setivity, to spread it from one
factory, to thc whole industry, from one loctlity to the whole of the country”

(Lenins What Is To Be Done, p.163)

His"ideal should not be(to be) a frade union seoretary but a tribune of
the peope, able to recect to @very manifestation of tyranny and oppression
no matter where it takes place, no matter what stratum or class or the
people it affeots; he must be able to gemeralize 2ll thesd manifestations
to produce 2 simple picture of police violence and capitalist exploitation,
he muet be able to toke advantage of every ineident however small in order
4o oxplain his socialistie convictions and hés democratic demands to all
incidents, exploin to everymne the world historic significonce of the prol-
etorian stmugele for emancipation.

(Lenins What Is To Be Done, D. 99 )

Until we hove recched this stoge ofpracticcl mees applieation of our theory,
our growth will not only be stunted organizetionally in tcrms of mumbers,
influence etc., we will aleo be at &n ideclogicnl ond theoretionl impasse.
We develop our theory in order to direet our practice, and only our

gsocinl prectice, our implementation of the linc will enable us to develop our

theory further,

He must endeavour #o avoid ony one-sided omphasis on either theory or proctice,
for far from being in any way in opposition to %2ch other,it is only by

realizing their mutusl interdependénce that we will meke Bny great strides

on either fromt. We must 2void ony zig-zog, spasmodic development ("Now
our Hrimary takk is the develoommnt of our theory" or "Our practice is
what we magt concentrate on" ). The two ore inextricably bound in 2
dialectical relationship, HNeither eon develpp without the other, but when
both are paid due heed, then - 2nd only then - are we on the road to

success, to rovolution,

“liarxiem emph2sizes the @mportance of theory precisely and only becaase it
can guide action, If we have a correcct theory hut merely prate about it,
pigeonhole it ond do not put it intp proctice, then that theory, however
good, is of no significaence, HEnowledge begine with practice and thepretical
knwwleflge is aecguired through vroctice 2nd must them return to practice. "

(Mao Tde Tung: On Proctice,p. 304,
Selcoted Works, Vol, 1)




MIKE H.

Here 1a the fourth of the preraratory documents 1ntended to
stimulate discussion and thought prior to Congress.

THE RO1E OF THE PARTY IN THE CURRENT SITUATION.

The working class faces an ldeologigal crisis. Its adherence to
soclal-democracy since the Party declared a revolutionary
situation has led to a reactionary change. Victories have been
replaced by defeats. The class wae not straining at the leash to
smash eapltallsm but without knowing how; it kept to a strategy
of defence., The source of ita defeats vas not tactical but ideol-
oglcal backwardness, a matter of political direction.

Defeats for the claas are defeata for us, the Party. We must
question our leadershlp therefore; not just orgenisational
wenkneases, whilch are secondary, but our political direction. The
This questioning has alweys gone on, but has become gsharper. Our
last Congress, for example, was not devoted just to 'Organlsation!
after the 'Theory' of the 2nd. 'Guerrilla Struggle', 'The Struggle
of Ideas', the line of Natlconal Liberation 21l show & continuous
theoretical development since the adoptior of our 2nd Prograrme .

More recently we have studied Philesophy and 'What 1s to be Done?
We have dlscussed the redirectlon of the Party's line to bring out
its revolutionary, strateglec message. Under the pressure of events
changing before our eyes, of class struggle turning from strength
to weakness, victory to defeat, we had to jettison the theory that
class practlide leads directly to revolutionary conscicusness. (This
wag not part of our line, but It was practised.) Ve had to rediscov
-er the role of our Party which i1s to create and propogate revolu=-
tlcnary consclousness, to change the ideology of the claas.

We mubt accept that the fate of the working class depends naow
on the Ffarty and not vice-versa. This 1a not just because the Party
is 8 speclal organisational instrument, a technique for selzing
power but, above all, because 1t works out the pelitical lire which
directs the class in action and develops the conaciousness which
is the basls for revolutionary struggle.

Is the revolutionary line a useful ﬂdjuﬁct or the true sourcs
UF REVOLUTIONARY STRUGGI E?

As Marxlsts we krow that social being determines social
consclousness. However, thls is not & mechanieal relationship.
Consclousness 1s a reflection of objective reality, which means
that 1t reflects reallty rather than God, not that it is rassive
or inert. It reflects reality in so far as it struggles to underst
- =and and change 1t, to become a material force. Consciousness is
what enables us to act on the external world with purpose, to
master its laws so that we are not slaves to svents. Marxist theory
has never belilttled the rdle and significance of consciousness, of
ldeas and theoriea. On the contrary, we recognise its true Ilmport-
ance since we alone ‘understand its material basis and function.

Men make thelr own history and they make 1t consclously:
"nothing happens without a conscilous purpose, an intended eim."
(Engels, ludwig Feuerbacn), Ideas and theories become a naterial
force in hlstory so far as they grip the masses, (orrect ideas
have a tremendous organising, mobilising and transforming power.
They Insplre and create atruggle and political action - because
they vrovide the snalvais. orierntation. Aivertiar  crd cerad add me




demanded political exposure and . not Jjust 'calls for acticn'j the
propogation of a aingle correct idea can creaste lnnumerable calls
for actlon and the fulflilment of those calls amongsat those 1t reaches.
We must endorse his view that there gan be no revolutlonsry
movement without & revoluticnary theory =
'New soclal ldeas and theorles arise...because it 1s impoasible
to carry out the urgent tasks of development of the materisl
1ife of scclety wilthout thelr orgenising, mobilising and
transformin§ action.! (8talin, "Dialectical end Historica
Materialisn®™),
Where does revolutlonary consciousnesa come from? If we don't know,
it will be ‘difflcult to create it. To put the guestion bluntly,
does 1t come from the mass or the Party? From both of course, in a
dialectical ‘relatlonship with each cther; but there will be no
dlalogue 1f one elsment does not know lts role. Our chalrman once
sald that the working class is the seed and the Farty the fertili=er.
We need to conasilder whet this means.

We say that Marxism 1s derivatlive of the working class.: Is class
practice, then, sufficient material for developlng Marxism? No,
because Marxism wes a fusion between sclence, the most ddvanced
ldeas of humanity (in phllosophy, sconomics, history, etec...) and
the experlence of the working class. It wes a synthesls of the lessons
of class practice which could 'arise only on the baals of profound
sclentlflc knowledge.' (Kautsky) Marxism 1tself, therefore, 1s more
tiien eXperilence; 1t ls the sclience correspondlng to that experilence,

If Marxlam 1s derlivative of the class, was Lenln wrong to say
1t was created by intellectuals (bourgeois 1n sccial origin,
proletarian in politics), that-it eouwld be brought to workers only
from without? He did not mean thet 1t wes the product of the
'intellligentslat! as an lndependent class force, their role 1s to be
understood in terms of their relationship to, their acquaintance
wlth, sclentiflic theory, not thelr bourgecls class orlgin. He meant
that 1t was a sclence, that it could be created and developed only
by those, whatever thelr class origin, whe took part as secoilallst, ‘e
proletarien 'theoretliclans' having mastered the advanced ideas of
thelir time. The concept of a 'merger! between class practlce and
sclentific theory 1s not quite apt, for it suggesats the jolninpg of
two separate class slements, which 1ls wrong, It is rsther that the
working class was & force whose revolutlionary charscter was such
that only the moat advanced and profourd sclentific ideas could servs
to accumulate itas experlence. BT Ay

The polnt 1s that Marxism does not arise directly from a gradual
summa tion of class practice. It is class experience at a higher,
more rational and uriversal level, accumulated on the baasis of
advanced ldeas, traraformed into ard reeding to be pursued as =
science. The Party, of worker intellectuals or intellectual workers,
ls the embodiment and wvehlcle of Marxist science 1n the working
clags.!'From without! doss not mean from outslde the class, from an
intelligentsia', 1t means from the Partys.

We say that the working class agree with us, but rejects
Merxlsm-Leninlism; it sspouses soclal-derceracy but dees not believe
in 1t. Furthermore, rejection is conscious act and implies
understanding of Marxlsm-Leninlam. The statement that workers reject
Marxleg was made to emphasise that they could and would sceept 1%,
It waspcorrect a view that the clasas were soclal demoecratic out of
ignorance, as 1f thelr Intellect and not their politics wes the
goures of our difficulty. '



_E‘I

But 1if workers reject and therefore underatand Marxlsm, where did
this understanding come from? Was it a !'apontaneous' development,
after all, arising out of closs experience directly? No scilence 1s
understecd, and certainly not c¢reated,'apontancously! - 1t 1=z a
contradiction In terms. It was not apontansous for Marx hlmself, so
how could 1%t ve ac for the rest of us? Workers understand Marxilsm
because thils ia 1976, when 1t has olready been created, epplied and
has transfermed the world. How could our literate and educated
workling clasas not have thought about what it means? Espscially since
1t is & derivatlve of thelr own pradtice and clads needs, which means
that thelr experlence rmust Inevitabvly teach lessons that tend toward
lLarxist truths and; In esdence; are larxist. If ws thought our clasa
was ignorant of marxlsm; we sholld be like the Economists that lenin
criticlised for thinking that workers rever looked outside the factory
gates, The rullng class, too, would be eXtremely foollish to spend ao
much time attacking and distorting. Communism if workers did not know
what 1t was, Our chairman ssid once that the class does not dls-
agree, 1t says 'not yet'!''; =imilarly, how often have we. heard 'it
won'!t work'! but never,!I can't understand!'.

Does this mean thet workers can beconme cormitted to Marxian
through the lessoria of ‘thelr own experience without the intervention
of the Party? The answer must be that the most advanced can, and ths
proof 1ls the Party 1tself. Some of our membera became Marxists without
knowing the Party and then came looking for it. Others who came before ,
the most sdvanced, had already founded the Party, the firat in Britain.
Qur Party could not have been the flrat in the world to bs founded by
industrilal workers, if ocur c¢lass were Ignorant of Marxism - it would
be a blatant contradiction.

But the answer mist als8t bg %o, for £t accept the Marxist doctrine
does not inevitably make us Marxists in the :'serse that counts. Many
‘of us soon dilscovered, having joirnesd the Party, that our views wers
gompletely wrong on mary lmportant practical 1ssues for the class.
'This does not mean that before we were not committed to the Marxist
ideology, 1t 1llustrates the dlstinction tetween doctrine and !the
+1iving soul! of Marxism, 1ts epplicatlon, 'the concrete analysis of
concrete condltions!. There 13 8 sense 1ln whlch real larxist truth is
"the capacity te sleze power and establiash proletarisn dictatorship,
and nothing less wlll doj; thlas 1s not guerantesd by adherence to
general principles. We are truly Marxist when we have mastered both
lts unlveraal laws end thelr application to the congrete particular-
itles of our ¢lass and country. This 1s to say that we must really
¢reate a line whilch correctly embodies the application of doctrine to
reallty.

This task, the development of a revolutionary line that dilrects and
buillds the revolutionary movement, cannoct be done by the mass, but
only by the Party. It 1s & new sclsntifiec tesk, demsnding a further
ayntheals of c¢lass experisnce and knowladge with Merxiasm. It requires
collactlve practice and thought by fthe most advanced, in constant
dialogue wlth and learning from the mass, based on mastery of general
principles and conerets facts. The Party, the eccllective embodlmsnt
of the beat in the class, devoted and linked to the class, 1s the
ldeclogdeal and materiel basls rnecessary for solving thls task. This
ls what 1ls meant by -the 1ldea of the ¥enlus of the Party;'1ts ability
to accumulete the the wlsdom of the masses in struggle'. To think.
that 1t could be done without a party or by a few, which is the s=ame
thing, 1s to promote passivity and.asccept the idealist theory of
indlvidual genius. '
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