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Ab.ouﬁt _the newslatter

The PFOC internal newsletter is our main tool in this
period to heighten and systematize political struggle in
the organization, to deepen our understanding of the
ideology of Marxism-Leninism and our oggoing concrete
applieation of the strategy of Revelutionary Anti-Imperial-
ism in the US,

It is the internal link which brings out the country-
wide character of our organization-- our unity and our
contradictions. It is the most public and accessible
internal forum for the printing of our individual and
collective positions on the politisal issues confronting
tha communist movement in general, and PFOC in particular,
As such, it is a qualitative step forward in our common
goal-~- to develop communist organization, )

In this period since the Hard Times Conference of
evaluating our errors-- errors of failing to see party
_building as the central task; abandoning revolutionary
anti~imperialism; not builldlng anti-imperialist unity on
the principled basis of support for the right of gelf-
determination of oppressed natlons; liquidating the struggle
against the oppresslon of women and gay people-~ it ig
appropriate that the national campaign of rectification
demands the necessity of an internal newsletter as a
political forum,

Deep crisis has illuminated all the contradictions
and errors in our political line and sirategy. Our
newsletter is the most valuable collective tool for
the sharing of positions which sesk to rectify all aspects
of our development, the most decisive of which is the
development of correct pclitical line around which our
organization will be built, Thus our newsletter is a
contribution to the development of our political line,

The rectification cam paign has shown us the tremsendous
strangths we draw from communist organization and gelf-
eriticism, Both collective and individual eriticism/ self-
eriticism is not only sssential to the rectification campaign
but to our ongoing development, In this period the process
is very important because it will help to uncover the
roots of our errors,

Mass practice is the testing ground for our ideas, where
our theory proves ites correctness or incorrectness. Indivi-
deals, collectives and chapters should write up eritical
lessonsg learnad from their work which help to gulde our
ideas and our future politiecasl work.

Articles which take positiocns on our participation in
coalitions e.g. Hard Times and July 4th, will heighten
political struggle and the clarity with which we decide to
participate in a certain comlition as opposed to another,



Every member ie encouraged to contribute articles; it is-
not only a bulletin for leadership, Our newsletiter forces us
to articulate our ideas in the clearest possible manner and
to put them forward in a country-wide forum, Many of the
burning political issues in the PFOC should be addressed: the
relation of oppressor and oppressed nations, the relationship
of national struggles to the class struggle, what it means
that party-building is the central task, "multinationalism®
vs, "internationalism," etc. Also, we can all benefit
from reports from comrades who are able to visit other
countries e,g, Cuba, Vietnam etc., or major events, e.g.
attending the Puerto Rican Socialiast Party's Congress,

. Our future goal iz the production of a monthly newsletter,
Thls_w1ll help to make it more current and the struggle more
conslistent.

Part of the process of developing communist organization
is to understand organizational integrity and how to wage
political struggle with ourselves and other organizations
in a principled manner, The contents of the newsletter are
for the membership. and any decision to circulate it
further should be made collectively.

IMPLEMENTATION

The production of thie newsletter was beset by many
difficulties., Deadiines were not respected, most copy came
in not ready td be typed, ectc. We are offering the follow-
ing suggestions to facilitate the process next time around:
The next deadline for articles is June 6, We would to
receive camere-ready copy. Articles should be typed on
legal-gize paper, double-spaced, with one inch margins,
They should be checked for spelling, and there should be
no abbreviations, If these suggestions are implemented
it will make the work on this end that much more efficlent.
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Sittin’ On the Dock che Dday
This is a short sketch of the political develop=~
ment of the Prairie Fire CUrganizing Committees., It
is not intended as & full analysis or as a sub-

stitute for the more fully developed expositions
which must follow.

When the book Prairie Fire smerged, on July 26, 1974, it
marked two events: rirst, the reemergence of the Wgatheru
Underground Organization as an active participant in the
ideologicael and political development of a wevolutlonary
left in this country. GSecendly, the existence of the doc-
ument with which to push forward the unity of independ nt
leftists repelled by what seemed the orgsnizatinnal
dominance of economism and opportunism,

Prairie Fire is a contribution to gn undersianding of
the problems and prospects of revelution in the most ad-
vanced imperialist country in the world. The WUQ was
gtrong in advancing the Leninist understanding that the
essence of imperialism and the pivot of revolutlon is
the relation between cppressor and oppressed nations,
clear on the leading role of national struggles both with-
in and outside the US., incislve on the devasting impact
which white supremacy and racist ideology have had on
progressive movemnts and cigss soliderity in this country,
acute in acclaiming the tremendous contributiong of the
women's movement to the left, PF ig gelf-criticial, asses-
sing the "left” errors and contradictions within their
own development, and the strengths and weaknesses of the
movement of the 60s. FPrairie Fire puts forward the ob-
Jectives of revolution in this era:; national liberation
gnd the proletarian seizure of power and the establishment
of soclalism.

On this bacsis Prpirie Fire was able to attract people
to take up the taske of distributing and advancing the
book: from this grew the PF Distributing Committee, in

citiss, and the FF Organizing Committee.

However, while enthusiastic sbouil the prospectes of a
reinvigorated movement that is of, not just for the working
class, Prairie Fire is weak in clear atrateglc and organ-
izational priorities.

On that basis, PF could accomodate a wide range of
political perspeciives.

i1t drd! Within the first weeks of the exploratory na-
tional trip and the decision to form an independent political
organization that would be responsible for the working class,
the movement, and its members for iis line and program,
intense internal struggle broke out.

A genuine two-line struggle took placs within the
last year, with the sdvocates of both lines having reached

greater clarity. Having been pushed, particularly by the
evaluation of the Herd Times Conference, thls struggle is
reaching a decisive turning pecint,

At the heart of the struggle were the two questions
at the core of the revolutionary process in the US: the
Leninist understanding of the decisive relations of
oppressor/opporessed nations and its understanding man-
ifestgtion in the US, the National Question, and the
question of Party Building., The 1st is the question of
fundamental sirategic orientation of the proletarian
revolution, and the 2nd is the question of its leadership.
These are quesgtions forced by history on the mational
and class movements, and before the whole left. Within
PFOC lines were drawn on theoreticel, strategic, and
organizatinnal questions.



On the one hand, in those early months, stood a line,
strong everywhere and expressed in the national leadership,
that saw the movemert as weak and isolated, due primarily
to the failure to do mass prerectice; that aimed to rebuiid
the movement of the &0z (the appeal was to "oppressed
peoples, women, and youth: SDS wasg the explicit organiza-
tional model); left forces were dismissed as immature and
undeveloped, political siruggle was seen as "devigive",
ML study "degmatic”. Party building was a distant dream,
"left" gsctarisnism the main danger and right opportunism
gsomething of which "we wersincapable." Quantitative
mass practice was the test of "radicale” and mass organi-
zation the objective,

On the other hand stood a line, rooted in California
where struggle was sharpest but present in submerged form
in most chapters, that defined the movement as fragmented
lind weak, but grounded that weaknegs in the absense of a
leading political line, based in the realities of im-
perialism, emobodied organizationally, and teated and
developed in praotice, that could unite communists, gulde
our work in the class, and anable us ic take advantage
(1) of the tremendous lsaps in mass pelitical conscliouszness
generated by the defeats of the US in Vietnam and else-
wheres, and the impacting political erisis here and (2) of
the advances of communists in rooting themselves more deaply
among the clags and people, developing community projects,
workplace caucuses, study circles, stc. This line took
more seriously the role of political struggle both within
and outside our organization, emphasized the protracted
and vital struggle to grasp MLism and apply it to the
conditions of our own revelutionary process, recognized
4hat while "left" sectarianism is and can bs a danger among
left forcea that rlght cpportunism has been and continues
to be the main dangar, a danger to which neithsr the work-
ing class, its organizations, or our selves are immune.
This tendency held that line, practice, and organization
were to be evaluated by the capscity to advance the reve-
lutinnary unity of communiste and guide and test their
work towards the creation of a party.

Comrades and friends, the waging of principled political
struggle is perhaps the most difficult task for our move-
mant to master, encumbered as we are by bourgeois com-
petikiveness, ego and chauvinism. As strugsgle developed
in the last year friends wers not always distinguishad
from enemiss, principled politice were not always in com-
mand. Comrades were not slways given the respect to develop
positions and presentations, strategic implications were
‘not always clear, alternatives not sharply etched., Fersons
within both tendencies will come in for criticismi all
of ug have a lot %o learn from the process. Nonetheless,
one tendency has a burden of responaibility for advancing
& line, wrong and opportunist in its general thrust, which
a8 a component part downplaved the role of struggle, and
unleashed opportunism and commandism in organizational
matters,

Assuming s level of unity (generally articulated by
the book PF), the struggls in the Day Area unfolded first
arcund the organizational aspects of politicel line: where
and how do you organize, what critieria for membership,
what kind of decision-making, internal life and discipline?
ete,

Organizational line grows out of the objectives you
have for it. One line asserted that our line was assess-
ible to anyone, that we should be an open mass organliza~
tion, that inkernal decision making be based on con-
sensus, that leadership flow from (part of) the group
that first came together around the book..



By the time of the Boston Conference (July) practice
on unemployment lines, in mobilizing support for the
Vietnamese, in community work, had confirmed what the
other tendency asserted: that support for self-determina-~
tion of the oppressed nations and pecples, implicit support
for armed revolutionary struggle, the call for soclalism
and the dictatorship of the proletsriat, the identification
with and the desire to move towards full integration of
Marxism-Leninism, was not @ mass line at this time in
higtory. OQur attempt to be both a mass organiszation and to
develop communist leadership within the working class
condemned us to the futility of doing neither effectively.
In the name of principle we put forth a political line
inaccessible to most of the working class at this time,
In the name of mass participation we structured an organiza-
tion so that internal strugegle, disciplined practice, and
self-conscious study and evaluation were retarded, Leader-
ship remained informal and inaccessible, therefore unaccount-
able and undemocratic.

By the time of the Boston Conference we hed achieved
nominal unity behind the objective of Communist orgmniza-
tion, but the pelitieli and sirategic differences behind
organizational questions were sharpening.

The locus of 8trugzle had shifted to how we view the
current crisis of imperianlism, analysed its impact, and
defined strategic orientation &hat flowed from that.

One tendency esserted that the key was the fact that
crigis drove down the living etandards of the whole work-
ing class, therby creating the conditions for overcoming
antagonisns betwean natiols and races, and between men
and women, by organizing on a "class-wide" perapective
around economic issuass,

The other teéndency insisted thet the crisis be viewed
a8 an overall crisis of imperialism which, while affected
the class as & whole, deuvwpenaed the nmaterial differences
between the white sectors of the working clsss and oppressed
nationalities, und between men and women, creating the
basis for mobilizationz to the right in defense of relative
status, at the eszme %ime wusz it created the basis for raising
political ne well ps ecoromie within the white working class,

It is the content of Leninism in thls era to uphold
this anti-imperisllist understanding, and the task of com-
munists to develop it stratngically, organizationally, and
programmatically. It was this struggle that wes suppressed
in Boston, largely through the opportunist use of sexism
directed at those men from the Bay Area who uphsld a
revolutionary line ard the necessity of bullding communist
leadership to implement it. This suppreasion in Boston,
it is now rTecognized, waskenud the crganization s a whole
by not ellowing full detate and struggle over critical
gtrategic questicnz. The opuortunist charges of sexism
in particuler set back the stiuvggle against male supremacy
and sexisin, Firat, by defining gcexism in a narrow way
and deflecting ettention from the resl material roots of
women's oppression under Imperialism. Secondly, by iden-
tifying struggle over meximm with a factional and oppor-
tunigt position, undercutting the capacity of women to
raise correct criticism, and lessening the willingness
of the men to listen. (Sce RC rapart).

From Bostoit the Netisnegl Leadership leaunched the Hard

Times Confercnce g8 <The uoior strategic focus of PFOC, and
the slogan Build thg Clasc Struggle as the primary
guideline. I+t is this wori end its evaluation which has
taken up (domirated? ‘cd our vork?) most of the last ten

months,



, The Hard Timea Conference set itgelf an audacious ob-
jective: to bring together lesading revolutionaries and

rank and file activists from struggles across the country,
and from this to educate and strengthen each other, and

to develop political guidelines and program that could
maintain a fighting unity. The boldness and scope of the
project is in the best revolutionary traditions; it is

this more than anything which generated the massive response
from over 2000 activists feeling thelr fragmentation and
ready to respond to revolutionary lecadership.

But the weaknesses of the HTC, for which Prairie Fire
must bear primary responsibility, are also in the traditions
of the left in this country: pragmatism, tailing spon-
taneity, opportunism, manifesting ltself first and fore-
most in the downplaying of the roles and atruggles

of Black -People and othey oppresoed lationalitles: in the
llquldatlng of the struggle against male supremacy and
for the ilaerat on of women; end in esbdicating the res-
pongibiliities of revolutionary leadership, '

Y&

Though the conference had the sctiive participation
in planning and leadership of, pnd heard Irom speaker
after spesker representing the national struggles and
linking them with the overall class struggle, neither
the conference documents, the structured political pro-
cegses of the conference (workshops, ¢ ucuaes. etc.),
nor the programmatic suggestions reileu d this strategic
orisntation. Political leadershlp was uot forthcoming
from PFOC ag these criticisms were made through the con-
ference, especially through the critical intervention of
the Black caucus., As a result, deed prngrpﬂmattlc unity
has not been advanced. The confarerce and its evaluatiion
have pushed forward sll the participants, however, and
the potentinl glimpsed in Chicago remnine, challenging
us to grow to the task of grasping it.

Now we are in the process of svaluating our line
and our organization, sireng: bnt’*" ﬂ1“ﬁeivaa and the left
for the challenges ahead. whhu have we 28 an organization
learned from this brief history?

#I1t is not enough to be courag
mitted, qualities which were displ in the anti-racist
gtruggles in Beston, the education fights in New York,
the women's Vietnam Solidarity "-ﬁﬂlﬂ in San Francisco,.
We must alsc be correct! A wise political line guides
struggle, mobilizes mmsses, strenzthens organigation and
cadrep an iucorrect line demobilizes amd denoralizes,
gerving only the ecnemy.

ous, dedicated, com~
j:

*We must develop and take responeibility for our own
politice and orgenization on all lssues and in all situa~-
tions, leaving no doubts that we src commitied only to
the class, the movement, and our memcers, and willing to
gtruggle on that basis.

#1f you fail to taks up the siruggles and needs of
oppressed nationalities and peoples, if you fall to base

gstrategy and program on tha way. nr'* 1fl doepens wedges
within the class, you undercut the very unity you hope
to achieve th;ough g "clase-wide"” vperspactive Class

unity will be built only if the white :'Eing class and

its organizations firmly urhold tl right to self-
determination of opreased natiocns “J "}ﬂl and actively
link with their struggles. Claas u.L,H u1ll be built

on principle or it will not be puilt at all, If PFOC

had provided political and FPD"“”“H“»lL leadership reflect-
ing this the great potentisl of the Hard Times Conference
might have been graspsd.



##1f you down-play the role of conscious communist
politica{ lesadership and struggle, if you minimize the
role of revolutionary theory and the centrality of line,
and put your faith in an uncritical acceptance of the
spontanecus movement, in an oppressor nation you will

‘bow inevitably to opportunist pressures, betray the needs
and struggles of oppressed nationalities, and with them
the strategic 1ine of revolution. If there had been
better struggle in PFOC the above error might have been
gverted,

#¥The HTC was initisted at a time when PFOC itself

had very slim roots in the working class and the class

and mass struggles., Work to strengthen such roots would
have sxposed some of the weaknesses in line, We would
have had a much firmer sense of programmatic posegibllities
and prioritiea with desper experience on which to draw,
%eaderahip detached from the masses will always be prone

o error.

Now we are engaged in a process of evaluation and
rectification, strengthening ocur line and our organiza-
tion for the revolutiocnary tasks ahead, We are setting
priorities, deepening our grasp of revolutionary ideology,
remolding ourselves through self-criticism and debate.

We are playing a greater and more conscious role in the
movement that is gathering across the land, More unified
&8 an organization than ever before, we are committed to
building the fighting unity glimpsed in the Hard Times
Conference!

We celebrate the first anniversary of Liberation
of Vietnaml!

On MAYDAY we reflect on the strugglee of the paat
and commit ourselves to the future of our working
clags end all oppresssd peoples!

STRUGGLE TC LEARN!

LEARN TO STRUGGLE!

J.B. (Joe Barthel)
For the Bay Area Chapter
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Self-griticisms from the WNational Committee!
Alan Berkman

The Hard Times Conference was a watershed for tha
anti-imperialist forees inm the U.S., for the P.F.0.C.,
and for myself. The entire confarsnce, but most im-
portantly the eriticisms of the Black caucus, starkly
revealed the bankruptey of the line that the PFOC had
organized around snd had brought to the conference., I
take full responmibility for developing and leading a-
round this national chauvinist, male suprsmacist, and
opportuniat line,

The criticisms of the conference wers the beginning
of a process of criticem/self-criticism which has help-
ed me to deepen and broaden my understending of the
fundamental errors I've made preceding and during my
period of membership on the naticnal commitiee. The
conference brought to a head a two line struggle
that has existed throughout the history of the PFOC:
the struggle for politios based on a corract under-
atanding of revolutionary anti-imperialism against a
line that denied the centrality of oppressor/oppressad
nations in the U,S., that denied the lsading role of
national liberation struggles, and that liguidated the
revolutionery nature of the etruggle against women's
oppression, The correct line had heen fought for con-
istently by Clayton van Ly degraf and other comrades
in the Bay Area and other chapters; myself and other
comrades in the National Committes fought fer the op-
portunist lins.

Threugh the process of criticism/self-eriticism both
in the N.C. and in the New York chapter, I have tried
%o trace the roots of these errors in my political de~
velopment, I had become radicslized in the Civil Righte
and antli-war struggles of the 608, although it wasn't
until 69-70 that I began to identify with the revolu-
tionary struggle. Although not & member of SDS, I
politically ?d@ntifiad with Weatherman and the politics
of revolutionary anti-imperialism. And while I had
started reading Merx in 1967-68, I did not study it
seriously until 1972, In the period from 72-74, I did
prison werk and was part of the medicsl team during the
ogcupation of Wounded Knee in 1973. By the time
Prairie Fire was relasssed, I considered myself a com-
mitted anti-imperislist -~ I stood on my strengths., It
was an arrogant sssumption - one that denied concrete
reality as a white male in.a white supremaciet snd mals
gsupremacist mociety., It was an assumption that negated
the necessity for constent struggle for correct politi-
cal line magainst bourgeois ideology.

I helped eatablish the New York PFDC on a basis that
put organization rather then politics in command., We
never initiated sariocus study or pollitiecal struggle a-
round the line of the hook. We became a distributing
committee in ths narrow sense of the term -- this waa
in contrast to membsrs of the BAPFDC which emphasized
study., In embryonic form, this was the beginning of a
struggle in the organigation on the primasy of politi-
cal line.

Closely linked to the question of the primacy
of line weas the question of whether or not the
PFDC should become m communist organization, When
that proposal was made by & group of four pecpls in
New York in Jan.1975, 1 fought against it. I fought
for the conoept of an organizing committee with two
functione - to develop moss orgenization and cadre
organizatlor., In doing thils I was in reality fight-

8 .



ing against the necessity to bulld revolutionary or-
ganization around a revolutionary line, I began to
aubatitute base building for the necessity to develop

a deaper proletarian line, Clsss struggle and revo-
lutionary anti-imperialism began to become two separate
issues. This dichotomy persisted and became deepsr un-
til the H.T.C.

In the period before ths Bostcn Conference, 1 sup-
ported the calling of the conference. Members of the
Bay Area chapter cslled it premature and stated the ne-
cecsity for political struggle, especially around the
Bo-called mams/cadre questicrn. In a letter to the Bay
Area, I generally supported the idea of the PFOC be-
coming & cadre organization but still streased the
priority of mass work., I mentioned the matter of the
political line only to dispense with it by saying I
"aesumed” we had general sgreement, The conference was
called, and myself and othere (particularly the national
travellers) had suceeded in putting organization rather
than politice in command, And by not putting politics
in command, I also adopted a personaliatic and sectarian
view toward the political struggle within the BAPFOC.

Although I was not on the conference committee in
Boaton, I clearly identified with the line of the na-
tional travellers. And it was a disastrous and sec-
tarian line., Political astruggle over line and communist
organization was suppressed; Van's paper on "Revolution
Grows Stronger..." wag not allowed to be presented, This.
paper, which I recently reread, is & model for linking
the question of a revolutionary communist party to a
trluy revolutionary line, And where this paper posed
the central issues of oppressor/oppressed natlons, the
leading role of national liberation struggles, and the
revolutionary potentiasl of the women's movemnt, I in-
terpreted this as & refusal to engage in the class strug-
gle. My subgtitution of mechanioal base building for re-
volutionary base building was essentially complete. 1
characterired Van's position as sectarian and anti-wor-
king clases,

And as Van's papers have pointed out, for communiats
in the oppressor nation, a mechanical sense of base
building and class struggle is the historic road to
opportunism, And myself and others at the conference
who pushed for the HTC led the PFOC down that road. In
an effort to build a mass base, we developed & program
with national chauvinist and male supremacist politica.
We completely bowed to spontaneity. We liquidated the
nat.onal guestion in the U.S, and the leading role of
national liberation struggles, We liguidated the strug-

£le againast male supremacy and sexism. We tried to
bulld unity on the basis of the demands of the most
backward elements rather than fulfilling our task of
winning whites to the demands of the moat advanced sle-
nents, I led in the devlopment of this 1line,

I led in imposing this line on the organization.
While calling for full political struggle in the or-
ganization, I suppressed the struggle that quickly e-
merged. 1 wouid like tc give some critioal exampleas.

Shortly after the July conference, Shelley and I
went to the Bay Area to help resolve the contradictions
there, But I went with a subjective and sectarian atti-
tude, clearly identifing with Howle and Nancy and a
minority "cluster.® Having an opportuniast line, I quick-
ly labelled the line put forth by Van and others as sec-
tarian and anti-working class. 1 denied that we were
in the period of party-building. I launched an unprin-
cipled tirade against Van at the snd of a membership
mesting., I "politicized” struggle by putting forth
f?: irnorrect politics and criticizing the revolutionary

e,
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Back in New York, 1 led in & soxist, arrogant, and
commandigt way. 1 viewed ny $ask ns “organizing" the
membership. I treated the nember 1hip as implementers
of an ideas rathor than as rnwglut onaries whoBe ques~
tiona, criticioms, and suggestions were the gource of
ideas. I equel ched pelitical cﬁruggle. I usad my
theoretical knowledge ng a club to intimadate my com-
raden, Pu?tlh’l{"’v women in the ergenization. 1 held
back the develepront of the chanter.

By the time of the Decembor liational Committee
meeting, I was gazaA_uc*" involved in the opportunist
line and in ¢ hafrrcajr ﬂgyla of 1'1;cv3him, We read
What Is Te Be Dops but didn't otudy it asllaetivaly;

it 1s o polenic coningt Eq&s:z o nﬁnntwnutty, I
didn't ppply this reading to my ovn line ond practice.

But e gtrong lettor 9& cﬂﬁ““~ﬂ1w eriticler from the
BAPFOC efferod ::u f wnd to roctify our srrorsi
it ralzed nmony em w2 knov know were -
correct, I l=d r: ;' lotier and gharacter-
ized it cu P‘ﬁmq by X stenintionlily aecused Diana
and Nency of a “oﬂ“ of leyelty Lo the N.C. fer eigning
thies letier from ths Bay Arca Steering Committee, I
effactively blesked political sirusels about its content,

et

Anothor impertont ozample of puppression of political
gtruggle cems ot the HTC itz0lf, Laure and I wers char-
ged by the eatir: memberghip - the highagt body of the
orgenlzaotion - to put iurwgrd o noericn of amendments to
the Preambic of the Bill of Righits on the imsues of
women's oppressicn ond women®n lliberation, gay oppres-
sion, national @rhr@ﬂﬂio“ gnd imporiclist war, After
a enrugrlm with Annie, Jomnifer, ond Russell, we decided
not to put these forwnwd. Thin not nqu vielated any
sense of demoernoy and anccovntabllity to the organiie-~
tion, but nlmo liguldated sny indopondent role for the
PFOC. Ve wore criticized at the time by Diana, Arlene,
and Lance.

areas of the organ-

The linc of the HTC alffeseted nll
inz of national

lzaticen, My incoriect *ﬂﬂl“"*1r~
liveration otruggloo meant that 1 ¢
the politieal eusenge of the ;?ir  ohruggle in the U.S,
A 8 result, I continually underz nod the logitimacy of
the Prigen Prolect in Now York, Mu ienal chauvinien
and tho befrrv~l of weveiutionury nnti-imperialism led
me to struggle ngninst tho inelraion of . the denand for
self-detarninaticn for the Plaek nnbicn in a paper on

racion prepored £
Erey

ould not understand

o it ) LT r
for the HTC in New York

Male chouvinisn and a male Duv“@ﬂﬁﬁlﬁt line meant
that I cha?laﬂﬂﬂﬁ the legitimacy of srgeonizing women
and underaminod tho TIIR’F]Q agninot sexism in the
orgahizmtion. I digcounted the knowledge and exper-
ience gained in tho women's reovenont by leadling women
cadre., This wom pevrnonally dov-ginz o the women ln-
volved ne well ns dlepstrens for the orgenization. I
fought apcinat o Weran's Orgonising Oollective in the
NYPFOC. I did meot coriounly take on the task ef
bullding women's zcnﬂcrr”f end nover ptruzgled for the
priority of tho lational Vemen'n Comr &nminm.

My lack of undsrataniing of ﬁhe rrinacy ef line and
the priority ef Wmilding commun! eranizatien held
back tho entlira arganiszotic Thn uwgﬂy plen weae in~
adeguate, The peliticol © ament was delayed fowr
months., I did not sirpulnic nenitvlion papers written by
menbsrs of tho erganicatien throughout the chapters,

I did net build gelid ond erganis links with the mem-
barship but imngtoad Tunctlened individualistically., 1
did not build the national cormitios coellectlive in New
York, apecifiecally by not viewinz i%t os a priority to

A
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incorporate Silvia fully inte the collective. These
bourgeois styles eof lemdership not only damaged men-
bors of the erganlzation, it also served as a model,
This meant that it was sometimes duplicated by our

gadre im their mase work. Thus, its impact was mul-

tiplied many-~fold,

I made serious political error during the paat year,
The procesgs of overturning ihese errcrs has been dif-
fieult for me and for the .rganisation. Yet, rectifica-
tion has been one of the most hopeful and liberating
processes 1 have experienced, I have regeived comradely
oritieism that has helped me to understand myself and
my politics in a deeper way. I hope that the energy
libarated by this process throughout the organisation
will help us take = great leap forward in building a
truly revolutionary communist organization,

sk ol sttt sl sl

Jennifet Dohrn

These are critical times.. All around the world we
see people rising up and fighting to win their indpendence
and right to freedom -~ reclaiming their land, their
culture, their pecple's right to control thelir own
destiny. The victory of the Vietnamese people against
U.S. imperialism opened a new era for the future of all
women, men and children: it marked the beginning of
the decline of U,S. imperialism, Since then, cne
nation after another has achieved its independence:
Laos, Cambodia, Guinea-Bissau, Mozambique, Angols - and
the possibility for many more to be liberated comes
closer each day. Within the United States, it is =z
new era for the potential of the liberation of the
oppressed nations and working people of this country.
It 1a a decisive time for communists to be organizing
and leading.

Understanding the urgency of these times, the great
potential for the development of anti-imperialist conscious-
ness within this country, and our responsibility as
communists within the oppressor nation has made me
look gravely and self-critically at my role in leadership
of the PFOC - that my responsibility in developing and
leading around an incorrect line that abandoned
revolutionary anti-imperialism and liquidated the
national %uesticn hes severe consequences not only for
our organization, but for the growth of the struggle as
a whole within thie country. I am also responsible
for developing an incorrect understanding of leadership,
the importance ¢f theory, and the necessity of building
a communist organigzation.

First - my role in the building of the strategy for
the Hard Times Conference, Our move to develop a classg
gstand, which was a correct one, quickly became for ne,
as we started to crganize for the HTC and wrlte the
initial call, one of abandonment of the principles that
I had based my polities on for years: for example, the
changing of our first draft for the call from including |
the victory of the Vietnamese marking the decline of U,S,
imparialismi; the defining of the crisis as an economic
crislis rather than as a crisis in imperialism. Step
by atep I replaced the polities of revolutionary anti-
imperialism with a chauvinist snd economist line: the
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gubordination of the national struggles within the U.S.
to the class struggle - "all for class unity™ - which
shortly became a liguidation of the national guestion
and the elimination of the strategic alliance between
national struggles and the clase struggle; the develop-
ment of a reforminst line of the struggle of women - a
line which eliminated the specisl opression and struggles
of women; the putting forth of solely economic demands
which were supposed to "eventually develop pelitical
consciousness of the system”, The only principled basis
for unity - the right of nations to self~dete§mination “
was removed and replaced with an opportunist line,
allowing us to unite with anyone having *hard times”,

Why did this happen? One cause I could cite would
be my fesling illegitimate and unsure of what it meant
to develop a class stand, which allowed me to guestion
the very principles of revolutionary anti-imperislism,
I also thought that other forces, particularly leading
Third World forces, would raise the correct issues. So
1f the PSP or the Nationalist Party did not raise the
demand for independence of Puertc Rico in the initial
call, I assumed it was not an appropriste demand.

This abandoned my responsibility as a communist to put
forth demands that would correctly develop anti-imperiali
consciousness.

But more importent in understanding the errors that
I am responegible for is the understanding that this is
the historical classical error of white communista within
this country, and that my abandonment of these correct
polities had historical precedent. When I look back
at this past year, it seems as if I threw out most
everything I believed in = my history having been ohe
of deep commitment to the Black liberation struggle -
and it has been through tracing the history of the left
within this country and its relationship particularly te
the Black struggle that I have both understood the
criticalness of this error as well as the many forces
that imperialism has developed to corrupt revolutfionary
volitics with right opportunism,

Once I became rooted in this "new line", I fought for
it as the only correct line within the PFOC. This
led to the squashing of political struggle within the
organization, Political struggle became for me the
winning of acceptance to the line we put forth for the
conference, and I labeled opposition ae sectarian or not
understanding the strategy of the conference, though
many comrades tried throughout the months to object
to the chauvinist and ecoromist line being put forth.

I downplaysd the importance of theory with the argument
that if we could only bring all these people together
in Chicago, that would develop us farther along in
theory than anything else, It was a reliance on the
spontaneity of the pesople and removed the importance
for developing communist organization. I put forth the
position that the HTC was the strategy for bulilding a
communigt organization. In that we developed relation-
ships with many groups developing along simlilar lines as
ourselves through the work of the conference, this has
been important “o our understanding the process of
party building. But it was incorrect to see it as s
substitute or full strategy for party building, In not
fighting for a principled basis of unity, in not adequate
giving attention to the development of the PFOC, in
reliance on the spontaneity of the people to procduce

2 national movament, in abandoning the necessity for
leadership, I underestimated the centrality of our work
in building for a communist organization., And as

the conference got closer and closer, I argued that
there was not time for political struggle - that the
work for the conference in and of itself was primary.
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In particular I sguashed legltimate questions and
struggles raised from the West Coast chapter, raised
both in papers from Van, and in specific work on the
HPC, ralsed conslistently from Arlene (I am enclogsing
parts from several letters from Arlene which she wrote
to me over the months of preparatory work on the
conference,) I did not take these struggles to the full
organization for debate and resolution,

I also think my leadership was very individualistic
and bourgeois. It did not rely on the bullding of
other leadership and the importance of collectivity. I
created a small collective to refer all questions
and debate to, and then presented the conclusions for
acceptance to the organization. This eliminated real
gtruggle within the National Committee, failed to build
- the national Hard Times-PFCC network, and did not build
other leadership within the NY chapter. 1In NY I
- am particularly critical of my work with Marcy, who
. was co-ordinator for the City in the work on the conferenc
" and led the Hard Timeg collective within the PFOC,
- My withholding of the political issues from her, my
not developing a collective relationship that would
have enabled both of us to work out the day-to-day
issues as well as the longer term strategy, resulted in
her not having adequate political knowledge to base
decisions upon, and prevented her from feeling effactive
as & leader., My individualist method of leadership was
also the basie for my operating on the Board not
as a representative of the organization., My role on
the Board became dafined for me as one of holding the
Board together, of preserving unity, instead of carving
an independent force of a communist organization that
would have raised key questions such as the role of
national liberation struggles and the oppression of women.
(It was clear to see the basis for unity on the Board
when at the recent Board meeting, March 1976, I
raised our self-criticisms and clearly defined the PFFOC's
relationship to the Board in a new, independent way;
it quickly revealed that many forces had allled with
us bacause of our history of principled anti-imperialist
gtruggle, and many had sllled with us because of our
"new line"., By clearly defining our own politics, the
struggles emerged much mors sharply within the Board
and gave us a better sense of evaluatlon for future
work, than had ever occurred before, when we covered
over struggles and pushed for unity for the sake of the
Conference. )

1 can now trace my incorrect conception of leadership
not only through the development of the HTC, but back
through the history of the PFOC, The conception of
leadership being above struggle, instead of the result of
political struggle, and thersfore its "legitimacy" in
squashing struggles critical to the lifeblood of an
organization were evident in my behavior before and at
the Boston Conference, Instead of allowing the two line
struggle to be developed concerning the direction of
the organization and the centrality of communist organ-
ization, I fought with the forces determined to eliminate
or hide the political line emerging particularly from
the West Comst Chapter, and allowed this suppression
to pass under the cloak of a fight against sexism,

The process of rectification is a challenging one
for me and for our entire organization., 1 am beginning
to understand the resl use of criticism and self-
criticism, to have a new trust in the comrades of our
organization as they are struggling with me to help
me understand the errors and change my conception of
leadership, 1t has enabled me to take full responsibility
for the line and development of the organization in
the past period and to also radically change and
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help in the overthrowlinzg ol thiz line. I also think
that thie process hac severe ramiflications for the
developmenti of our movemens. Not many organizations
have made a turn dewn the wrong path and corrected it
our ability to do this,; to thoroughly understand the
migtakes and correct them, will be a contribution to
the struggle, I walcome whataver criticisms and
struggles that will help in this process,

e By M A B S e PR T ey S —— -
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Excerpts from Arisne Eisen-Bergman's letters

November 24th

THE POLITICAL ISSUES WE'VE BEBN, DEBATING s

1. We've continued ‘the dsbate that we began in NY about
focus. Everyone agresz that we need to focus energies, but
there's alot of confuzion about what that means in practice
and alot of fear about premature "narrowing." We need to
get clearer that if the Hard Times Campaign focussed on one
or two specific demands that means that other grops would
incorporate those demands: into their work, not drop every-
thing they're doing. When Le Duan spoke about organization
flowing from p011t1“"1 Yine, it meant haVing an analysis
that says X i8 the main contradlctlon. or the énemy's
weakest.link, or the place we can build the mo8&t unity (or
some conb1na+1on ofobjective and subgectlve reasons) Then,
we can build an organlzdt¢on to deal w1th 1t

Gurly (National APM B"Lﬂh Caucus ) thlnks we should be as
specific as possible, - DuBois has bcen arguing super-strong
for his singlﬂ focussed proposal (though he'll sccept debt
moratorlum) ~ Carlos is afraid of making our proposals too
gpecific {00 soon, but he also fears being so broad and so
open that we accomplish nothing., Mike Dawson (organizer of
Black Workers Committee here and also staff member of Seize
the Time who is also going to take major responsibility in
Labor Core Group) thinks that we can have a three point
program (like in the Call) but focus within it on jobs.

2. Alot of vpeople have raised gquesticns about the "reformism”
of the Call. They say that the enemy needs to be identified
more clearly. They want the Hard Times Conference to reflect
the fact that there was a2 recent poll that said that 68% of
people in the US didn't think capitalism could work, Wwant
clearer commitment to fizhting racism and sexism.

Some people, including Carlos, are afraid that demanding
winnable demands is a besd strategy. We've been arguing that
as long as we unde“omawd that reformist demands are not our
goal, but rather incorporated into a strategy for building

a revolutionary movomaont, it's CK. But I think that our

lack of clarity on this point is partially responsible for
Shinya Ono and I Wor Kuen and other Marxists-Leninists
refusing to be on the Bpard,

The biggest debate on these questions takes place within
PFOC and with WSO (Winter Soldier Organization) (who has been
promising to give us & staff person for 2 months now and
gtill hasn't, but,probably wi ]1 within a week or two.j)and with

Seize the Time. Sometimes they caLl the politics of the Hard
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Times Conference "reformist,” s metimes "economist,” sometimes
"centrist”-~but the main point is that they're afraid we'll

be opportunist-~ and not raise anti~imperialist consciousness,
They want more commitment for support to national liberatien
struggles within the US. Some, but not all of this criticism
comas from Van's analysis that the working class is not
"mustinational"...that theyre iz a2 workforce in this country
that is made up of workers from many hations...sometimes he
implies that the economic crisis will widen the gap between
"workers from the whitz nation® and "workers from the Third
World nations." He wante us %o make a clear commitment to

the most oppressed segmentis of the working class. Personally,
I think that we must clarify our econcmic snelvsis of how

we think the crisis affects the working class and its potential
for unity. This is & priority that affects sll our questions
about demsnds etc. This ahalysis nus®t be more specific than
it has been,

3. We have not done any specific outrcoach to women's groups
yet. Though our childcarc cors group iz being organized, in
part by the PFCC women's committes wiilch focuszsses on childcars,
At a PFOC women'as caucus neeting the other night (after our
phone call) everyone socened to feel that the Conference should
have some place to deal with "women's issues and organizing”
that ign't totally integrated into "women a2t the workplace",
etC..,.but we didn*t{ heve nuch discussion about this and '
frankly, I think it‘s a2 complicated gquestion that involves
alot of unresolved issguesas, We'd like 1o hear your thinking

on this issue and discuss it further.

January 8th

At an expanded staff mecting last night we had a very
complete political discussion of the document, and there was
unanimous criticism of it. Ve decided %o write an alternate
one, pending what heppens in the conversciions between you
and Carlos, I plen ©o write =2n in-depth repocrt of our
discussione snd the frad-hachk we've goiten so far, but I
want to get this letter out imnediztely-~ zo0 the political

-

heaviness will come later.

Briefly, peoplc think the Bill of Rights represents
the classic right error...that it dees NOT and MUST: have an
analysis of impericlism in 1976 that talks about the crisis
being permanent (I mzan not just o low peint in the business
cycle) and the riges of revolutionary tide world-wide--some
senge of militancy that comes from a ccriainty of victory
rooted in & scilentiific analveis of imperialism, naticnal
libveration forces, the class gtruggle etc. It must have a
separate section on Nationnl Oppression. It must have a
separate section on women's oppression. Without these, both
the national and the women's guestion goet liguidated. There
must be a section on undecumentnd workers and deportations,
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Russell Neufeld

I take responsibility for misleading the PFQC from
July ‘75 through the Hard Times Conference. This mis-
leadership included the development and implementation
of an opportunist, national chauvinist, male supremacist
and economist line that the PFOC brought to the Hard
Times Conference. It included the suppression of politi-
cal struggle within the PFCC as well as within the Hard
Times Board, It included &n incorrect line on the
primacy of party building and the role of communist
leadership in the mass struggle., By the July conference
these errors had become dominant and overturned the
correct initial direction of building an organization
that had the full peolitice of revolutlionary anti-
imperialism. I led in the zbandonment of those politics.

In the period since the Hard Times Conference, as
these errors have bsen increasingly exposed and overturned,
I have had the benefit of much individual as well as
general criticism. This included, but was not limited
to: the PFOC Naticnal Committee, collectively and
individually; the NY/PFOC membership; the Coordinating
Committee; the Hard Times Collective; the Workplace
Organizing Collective; NY National and Interim Committee;
the Chicago PFDC: +the Boston PFOC Steering Committee
and Roger Rice; Clayton Van Lydegraf; papers by Van
Lydegraf, Arlene Eisen-Bergman, Nancy Barrett, Joe
Hammill and Jeff Sokolow: the Sojourner Truth Organiza-
tion, PSP, United Black Workers, CASAs the Hard Times
Board: Disnne Boesch and Natalee Rosenstein.

ac
n
—‘,}

A root of these arrors, in my case, lay in belng
convinced that the main danger to our movement is left
sectarignism. This came from a long-time revulsion at
the amount of sectariasnism that does exist, but mainly
it came from not understanding the dominant danger of
opportunism in the heart of imperislism. I took our
revolutionary anti~imperialist politics for granted
and thought I was developing a broader working class
base for those politics. As part of legitimizing this
rightward trend tc myself as well as to others, 1 sub-
stituted the presence of women, Black and other Third
World people and their organizations for the polit
of their struggles. This was a racist and sexist
practice towards.those people and groups which was
compounded by disccuraging political struggle on the
Board through a lowest common denominator, opportunist
conception of unity. This &lso undermined the ability
of the Board to struggle to a level of unity that would
have allowed it tc give real leadership to the Conference.
It also contributed to a situation at the Conference
where, because of the lack of strong solidarity with the
national liberation sitruggles in much of the pre-Conference
propaganda, the spokespeople for those struggles were
forced to give lengthy speeches in order to educate the
Conference participante about the reality of their
struggles, This created a situation of antagonism
towards those spokespeople that could have been avoided
had we educated people about and supported those struggles
throughout the work for the Conference.

As my suppression of political struggle within the
Board undermined its ability to lead, so my suppressioh
of struggle within PFOC undermined our ability to develop
a2 correct communist position towards the Conference, to
overthrow the opportunist line. It undermined the )
development of PFOC as a communist organization, both its
theoretical and ite organizational development. Both
within the Board and within PFOC there were many comrades
who fought for a generally correct line, identifyling -the
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errors and struggling to correct them., Within the PFOC
this came principally from the Bay Area PFOC and was
forcefully argued for in December in a letter from the
Bay Area PFOC Steering Commitiee toc the Naticnal
Committee. During my work on the Conference the primary
person who atruggled with me, through letters and phone
calls for a generally correct position was Arlene Elsen-
Bergman. Throughout this period I maintained an esgsen-
tially liberal attitude towards the Conference planning
and prop aganda. For instance, I saw the absence of
articles on women or Black people in the Bill of Rights
as "weaknesses" that needed toc be “strengthened"” rather
than as the liguidation of those questions. 1 coneBistent-
ly dismissed correct criticisms as sectarian.

I fought for the wrong line both within NY FPFGC
and the National Committee. My major fear in NY was
that we would become "internalized” and not "break out”
of the "narrow bounds of the movement." I fought to
relegate study and theoretical development to a
secondary position. This contributed to disarming the
chapter to struggle against the development of the
opportunist line, Many comrades incliuding Charlie
Isgacs, Penny Grillos, Susan Rosenberg, Shelley Miller,
Marcy Isaacs and Bob Cantor argued the need for study.
Rather than arguing against the need for study, I
argued for the priorities of practice which undermined
the ability to devote serious time and energy to gtudy.
Even so, there were several good study groups, primarily
led by the above comrades. A further blow to the role
of theory and study was that by leading in an anti-demo-
cratic manner, people correctly felt that it didn’t
matter what they thought because they had no power.
This led %o study becoming a matter of abstract respon-
8ibility rather than an essential part of political
struggle within the chapter.

Within the Naticnal Committee 1 "accepted" the
criticisms of the above mentioned Bay Area letter in
words. 1In fact, I dismissed it as sectarian by reading
things into it that weren't there as a way of not desling

with its correct political content.

Although what I thought I was dcing during the past
year was building PFOC into a communist organization, I
now understand that a bourgeois conception of organization
dominated my work. The pclitical rationale for this was
an analysis of the anti-imperialist left's major weakness
being isolation from the day-to-day struggles of masses
of people. Practice was primary. This conception
continued even after the slogan of the Naticnal Committee
became "build the PFOC towards communist organization,”
Masgs practice was the primary way we would become thati
the Hard Times Conference was our primary mass practice
that would transform us into & communist organization.
1 didn't understand what it meant that we had come
together around the political statement of another organ-
ization in terms of the need for real basic struggle
over politics in our own organization. This reflected
both a passivity to the politice of the WUO and a wrong
understanding of the role of political struggle for
a correct line in building a communist organization,

Ae the Hard Times Conference came closer, 1
increasingly saw the PFOC as a vehicle for the implemen-
tation of the "correct" ideas of the leadership rather
than a source of correct ideas that develop through the
struggle of the entire organization. This is a pragmatic
and thoroughly bourgeois idea of organization. In
-implementing this conception of organization I prioritized
the completion of tasks in a bureaucratic and individual-
istic manner, and deprioritized the importance of
political struggle, conscioushess, cadre development and
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collectivity., This contributed to the general lack of
collectivity among the NY National Committee members
and my particular fallure to develop a collective rela-
tionship with Silvia Baraldini.

My underestimation of the roie of theory, political
gtruggle and line is relsted tc my not understanding the
correct relationship of communist irganization to mass
struggle, in general, and the relationship of the PFOC
to the Hard Times Conference in particular. I thought
that the primary place for us to look for a correct
preogram of gtruggle would come from being involved in
mass struggle and building relations with those groups
that are involved, rather than seeing the starting
point being the idess we bring to those sgtruggles. I
didn't understand the necessity of communlist leadership
to develop mass struggle beyond the limitations of
reformism and trade unionism, To see the leading de-
mands ss the sponraneous ones is to deny the force of
bourgeois ideology. in general and white and male
gupremacy, in particular. It is to see revolutionary
pelitics as sectarian; to liguidate the need for
communist leadership and therefore the need for
communist organization. Through leading in implementing
this wrong line I undermined the development of the PFOC.

This was particularly evident in the struggles in the

NY PFCC in January '75 over becoming a cadre organization
and agein at the July conference when I participated in
the suppression of the majority Bay Area position on
party building, as well as in the Hard Times work. Thus,
“the struggle for an incorrect position was accompanied
by the suppression of the correct position.

I participated in putting forth the notion that
only the unified working class could accomplish either
revolutionary or immediate change. This wiped out the
revolutionary content of the struggle of oppregsed
nations and women. It led me to argue at the December
National Committee meeting that the best way to support
Black liberation is to fight against the racism of

white workers.

My view of the women's movement was similar. It was
only 4o the extent that it was part of a unified working
class movement that it could have any real power, I
eliminated the revoclutionary content of the struggle to

‘ resolve the contradicition between women andé imperialism

- whose material base is the superexploitation of women
maintained through a system of male supremacy. This
male supremacist error in theory laid the basis for
gexlat practice within the PFOC. The very legitimacy
of many women in PFOC who had develpoped as leaders in
the women's movement was undermined. By liquidating the
revolutionary content of the liberation of women, the
struggle against sexism was less important (actually
more important). My own practice was sexigt in two
respects which increased the clozser we got to the Hard
Times Conference, One was a paternalistic attitude
towards several of the women I was working with in
Chicago, particularly Shelley Miller, Susie Waysdorf
and Ellen Afterman. I often saw their questions,
anxiety and hesitations as personal problems that
needed strong reassurances, rather than as political
positions to be drawn out. The second aspect of my

gexist practice was 1n the use of theory to quell struggle,

rather than to raise it. This particularly had the
effect on some women of making them feel stupid and
unable to struggle. This happened at the December
National Committee, in my response to the questions
raised by Silvia Baraldini about the absence of support
for the Black liberation struggle in the Hard Times

Bill of Rights. i
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Penny Grillos said "there is human casualty to
the errors in line." I know that part and parcel of
undermining the development of the PFOC was the
undermining of individuals within the organization.
Many people have developed as leaders in this period
despite the bad leadership that I and others provided.
Others have been set back. There are some paople whose
political and personal development 1 specifically

uhderm?ned. To those people and to all the comrades, I
apologize,

I am fully committed to building the PFGC into a
communist organization and to the process of criticism
gelf~-criticiem that will make that poseible. I appreciate
the criticism of me that has been made and will work to
apply the lessons of the criticism to my own practice
and_to generaslize those lessona to the development of the
entire organization and communist movement.

r e e

Laura Whitehorn

The errors of political line and organization that
we have made are serious ones - abandoning revolutionary
anti-imperialism, the basis of opportunism, is the
heart of counter-revolution in the U.S. As a founder
of the PFOC and as organizational secretary since the
July Conference, I take full responsibility for laeading
the organization in a revisionist direction. The
errors in which I took a leading role include having
an incorrect line on the building of communist organi-
zation, deviating from revolutionary anti-imperialism
and specifically developing & revisionist line on the
national quastion and an economist pogition on women's
liberation, and beaureaucratic styles of leamdership,
including suppression of political struggle in order
to quiet the dissent within the organization, to the
course that the leadership independently charted.

In particular, I have been responsible, since the
travelling that five of us did in 1974-5, for slevating
mass work over the development of ideology. Seeing
the major problem in the Left as its isolation from
the masses of US people, I returned to Boston from the
national travelling with a line that said “don't sit
around and ask guestions or study the politics of
Prairie Fire, get out there and sell the book to the
masees - that's how we'll develop our ideas," When mem-
bers of the PFDC here objected to this approach, suggestlng
that we needed deeper discussions of the polities of
revolutionary anti-imperialism, I suspected them of
being "afraid of the people" ~ a gut-check to prevent
political struggle over what I was convinced was &
correct strategy for revolutionary work: to build mass
organization. (I now feel that it ig the lack of
a unifying revolutionary theory and organization within
the Left that is the central reason for the isolation
of the Left from the people), This line on mass work
grew from a strength of my work - a good style of mass
work, and activism ~ but became a weakness without the
theoretical development necessary to prevent the
mass work from becoming economist and not building
revolutionary organization.



The strength of my work at the early stages of the
Boston PFDC/PFOC wae to lead the committee in the
development of an anti-raciam commlitee which gngagad
in some study on the naticnal guestion and raclsam, and
which developed a technigue of queatiqnnmlring to
engage in struggle with white people in Boston about
racism and busing. The high point of our work et that
time was its mctivism and militancy to build an anti-
rocist presence in Boston (picket line and @emonstrationa).
But “the very strengthse of this work - actlvism and
militancy - eventually were transformed into & weakness
by my fmilure to recognize the centralitly of po;ltlcal
educntion and struggle ito develop the PFOC andﬂto
develop my own ahility to lead. A8 a result of this
weakness, we built a PFOC here that was united on the
nesd Zor pnti-racist mess work but not on the need to

build o nationa) orgenizztion of revolutionaries.
Members of the PFOC here, and especially some nembers who
left the organization because of the consistent failure

of those of ur in leadership to listen to their objections,
have very sirong criticlsms of the way in which I
organized for the July PFOC conference, sllencing the
oppocition to eslling the conference at such an early

date. In doing this, I substituted bad and intimidating
methods of siruggle for the development of political

unity on the neced for orgenization,

»

With an anti-ideology tendency inherited from the New
Left, and with my own low level of ideological develop-
ment, I arrogently insisted on MASS organization over the
development of cadre orgenization. I think that the
chenge that occurred shortly before the July conference,
when those of us in leadershlip recognized that in fact
we'd better start building cadre organization in order
to build the long-torm revolutionary struggle, we were
more or less giving in to arguments that we could
not angwer - crgumants put forward consistently by
membars of the PFOC in every region (but especially in
the Bay Area) - rather than fully reforming our politics
on organization and our strategy for building the PFOC.
The cpeech that I gave at the July conference, where I
argued for the "simultaneous" building of mass and cadre
organization, reflects the shallow level of my under-
stending of communist organization, and provided poor
lesdership in failing to overturn the incorrect line
on organizotion, Good leadership at that point would
have included self-criticism of the provious dAlz:ciion
of the PFOC, &8 well as beginning to develop a strategy
for building communist organization, rather than merely
arserting the need for one. At that time, I had no
undergtanding of the danger of bowing to apontoneity -
expecting socielist ideas and strategy %o arise gpontan-
eougly from the conditions of life of the working class -~
and so0 1 could only sae the need for a party in the
most long-term sense, as a necessity for the selzure
of state power, but not as a necessary weapon of the
people to develop and protect a correct political line
and practice. A8 a result, I did not help to develop
a stretegy for building communist organization
that would have been built on a dialectical relation-
ship between mass work and organization building, rather
than congtan®ly oppeging the two 10 one another. My
refusal to liaten to the strategy put forward by members
of the Bay Area committee ot that point was, I think, a
result of leoking ot the PFOC as somehow the property
and rosponsibillity of those of us who had done the
travelling. And I distrusted putting emphasis on ideo-
logical struggle, which, I thought, would take sway from
the moss work that I then saw as primary.

Failure %o evsrturn the incorrect line on organi-
zatlon led directly to a wrong strategy for building the
PFOC towards communist organization - a strategy that
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congistently subsumed cadre development and politiecal
struggle to mass work and the Hard Times Conference,

I pushed the publication of GROUNDSWELL, arguing that
putting out a paper with our political line reflected in
it would be helpful to our mass werk and to organizing
new pecple into PFOC, This approach skipped the critical
gtep of building our line and unity within the member-
ship of PFOC ae the basis for taking & political line
out to other people, 1 also helped to develop a strategy
for the HTC that based the development of political

line on "going to* other forces in the revolutionary
movement BEFORE the ideclogical struggle within the
PFOC.ovar l1ine and strategy. This approach effectively
liquidated cadre development and organization within a
mass coglition, and led to a ecriminal liguidation of

the national question and anti-imperialist politics
within the revisionist Bill of Rights. It alsc led to
gimilar errors in the line of the editorials in GROUND=-
SWELL, which Alan and I must take full responsibility
for - although the editorials are not signed by us,

we wrote them along with Russell and Jennifer.

In the Hard Times Gonference work, my responsibility
for liquidation of revolutionary anti-~imperialist politics
is particularly clear at several points. In my December
NC report, 1 trashed the Bay Area Stsering Committee‘s
correct criticisms of our work in the coalition. The
Bay Area wag at that point putting forth a different
strategy for the HTC, one which would not obliterate
communist organization and a correct line on the national
question. At that time, the strategy we had developed
for building the HTC - a strategy based on bowing to
spontaneity and hoping that a good line would come out
in the end - was utterly threatened by the position
argued by the Bay Area. At the conference itself, I
suggested that a women's caucus should not convene if
it was going to be predominantly white. This position
wiped out the strengths and the ongoing development
of the women‘'s liberation movement, and reduced the
question of women's oppression to a side-effect of class
exploitation. I was also substituting Third World
attendance at the caucus for the politics of anti-
imperialism - hoping that the presence of Third World
women would speak against national chauvinism in the
women's movement, and thus abdicating our responsibility
to argue for and build an anti-imperialist women's move-
ment, (Thig error aslso effectively wiped out my own
history in the anti-imperialist and Marxist-Leninist
sector of the women's movement,)

Then, on Saturday afternoon; 1 betrayed both our
organization's line and membership by compromising the
positions decided upon at the PFOC caucus meeting and
giving in to a position that argued we should not raise
our changes and additions to the Bill of Rights at the

plenary session. I agreed to not raise our full changes
to the document, and to not lead off the plenary by
being the first speaker. This error opened up the door
for the liberal and chaotic plenary session, and failed
to open up good political struggle over the revigionist
Bill of Righta. This was a liberal, bourgeois strategy
to offer something to everyone and downplay the role

of political struggle, coaxing people to hang in there
in the PFOC or the HTC because it will.aomehow gnswer
everyone's needs, rathar than leading in the develop-
mant of & correct and hard-nosed strategy for revo-
lution. In practice within the revolutionary forces

in the oppressor nation, this sirategy leads to an
opportunist selling~out of the demands of the oppressed
nationg, which must be accepted by members of the
oppressor nation in order ior unity %o De built. FPFOC
members, and aspecially AER urged me end fought hard



Since the HTC, it has become apparent how our approach
to building the PFOC - underplaying the role of political
education and struggle, and bowing to gspontaneity - has
underdeveloped us as cadres. In pushing forwa;d the
conveéning of the July PFOC conference before PFOC
members here felt ready to deal effectively with
questions of organizational development, I hoped that
somshow bringing us all together would produce a
national cadre organization. In pushing forward the HTC
work, I hoped that bringing together organizers from
all over the country - anti-imperialists and working
class organizers - would somehow produce a strategy for
building national mass organization. Whatl was pointed
out by both the Black Caucus at the HTC and by members
of our own organization was that in the absence of m
firmly stated political line upholding the right of
gelf determination for oppressed nations and upholding
an anti-imperialist analysis and strategy, no revolutionary
progress can be made amidst the dominant ideology of
the US - bourgeois, national chauviniast ideology. There
is no middle ground betwsen a correct pro}etarlan
ideology and the ideology of the imperialist [
bourgeoigie, and we must arm ourselves with a poelitical
line and organization to create a strategy for
revolution in the U5,

State of Membership
Bay Atea

The need for rectification in the Bay Area Chapter goes
back farther than the Hard Times Conference and the poli~
tical arrors cur organization made there. As early as
the Boston national conference, divergent political tend-
encies were present in our chapter., Many times the struggle
in the chapter broke down into personal attacks., We later
came to understand that the esssnce of this uncomradely
struggle was indeed politicalys a bad political line in-
?erently uses unprincipled struggle in order to defend

tself,

The errors of the HTC brought these tendencies to a
head and politicized our understanding of them. We viewed
the error of Chicago as having 3 aspects: 1, the liguid-

" atlon of the national question, 2. the lack of understand-
ing and liguidation of women's oppression,3, tha lgnoring
of the centrality of party-building in our strategy and
practice, Firstly, the comrades who led around the wrong
line were talked to individually and asked to criticize
their work at a mass meeting. A chapter-wide study program
was initiated using three papers written by Bay Area PFOC
critieizing and evaluating the HTC (Class and the Meaning
of Chicage, Spring Cleaning I and 1I). Also we read Lenin's
Imperialism in ordsr to remind ourselves that imperialism
is not a "poliey" of the ruling class as our HTC work
tended to perceive it but rather its very essence. These
papers and Lenin were discussed at an all day meeting
where the self-criticisms were presentsad as well,

The preseantations went well and sparked good discussion
especially slnce we were all so well prepared for the meet-
ing, 1t was generally felt that we were weakest on undsr-
gtanding the relationship of party~-building te strategy
and practice and therefore discussion on this aspect
was shortest. The comrades who gave self-criticiums
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were political education in their form as well as content
and advanced the understanding of the chapter around the
errors as well as of the use of criticiam/aelf-crificism.
One sigler traced her political history showing how easy
the_fllp»flop from left "military" error to right opp6r~
tunist error isg., A brother talked about his tendesncy to-

warfﬁ segt&:iaaism and overly agressive struggle, After
months, it felt like the air was finally getting clear.

Generally it was felt that a tremendous leap for-
wa;d1had takgn place in our chapter and that alrecady the
?t;l¢ unfolding process of rectification added much in
tho vay of developinz line in PFOC. However it hoo b
come increassingly evident that rectificstion not be view-
ed sol2y as an internal process but mugt be used to reach
out and advonce the movement as a whole and specifically:
to give self-criticiam to comrades we work with. '

B.W. (Barry Weinherg)
for the Bay Area Chapter.

Boston

The errors in the pre-Hard Times Conference period,
both in political line and in methods of leadership and
organizetion, have had a deep effect on the Boston PFOC.
The effect we gee perhaps most clearly now is how damaging
the Hard Times work wag on the building of our cedre or-
ganization. Boston leadership concentrated almoat entire-
1y on the Hard Times work since the July PFOC conference,
and as & result little attention was given directly to the
development of the cadre or the organization. We see now
that to have focused so sirongly on a national conference
of such & mass cheracier, that deviated so gaeriously from
our anti-imperialist politics, wae not a strategy to help
build communiet organization.

One result of this has been the loss of many nembers,
perhaps one third of our pravious membership, since the
Hard Times Conference., Since the July conference we have
had 25 members, now we have 15. Who left the committee?
Most were people who had joined since the July conference,
but several ha¢ been members of the PFOC since last
spring. why did they leave the PFOC? For several differ-
ent ressons. Some people left because they did not agree
that communist organization should be built now, and were
confused about becoming Marxisit-Leninists., Some left be-~
cause they did not get the support ior the bage bullding
work they were involved in (several hospital workoers, and
a day care worker), and because the leadership continu-
ally didn't listen to their arguements for the importance

of base-building work, but rather only went deeper into
the work of building for the Hard Times Conference., These
people felt that Lo stay in PFOC meant making a cholce
between their base work and the building of an organiza-
tion. Others left PFOC over a more beeic disagreemsnt
with line, namely that the priority of our work should

be for us all to get full-time jobs, 'go TO the workers',

and build organization later,

‘ The HTC work did not have the active support of the
membership. From July through January, we continually

struggled To 'mobilize’ the rest of the PFOC behind us,
and for members t¢ ‘better grasp the meanling of the Har
wimzs Conference’. This approach guppresser real politl-

e tha a3uld hava happaned about She nesning,



Times Conference. Instead, psople's most basic questions
were left unanswered and unresolved, members who suppor-
ted the HTC worked on it, those who didn't support 1it,
didn't work on it, and alienation became more and more
rooted in the Committee. At the same time, questions
about base-building and communist organization, peclitical
line were increasingly subordinated to the building of
the Hard Times Conference.

Part of the problem here actually goes back before
the HIC, to the debate over whether PFOC shpuld be a
mass or communist organization. We went into and left the
July conference with a very shallow understanding of
communigt organization, what it means to develop cadre,
and the importence of political line., We did not overturn
these errors through the work on the HTC - instead they
became increasingly entrenched. Until recently, we did
not have a scientific approach to bringing people into
the PFOC, Boston leadership often led a low level of pol-
itical struggle within PFOC, in order to avoid conflict
and political differences which might cause people to
leave, As a result, leadership underdeveloped the member-
ship, and disarmed them ideclogically. Before and after
the July conference, PFOC members in Boston expressed
feeling out of touch with the rest of the national PFOC.
Others argued that to build a national organization
would take away from strong local organizing. These
questions and doubts were never resolved, At times the
Boston leadership most based in the national work pushed
ahead with things, such as the July conference and the
HTC, without the support and backing of the membership,
in order to 'keep up with the rest of the PFOC’'.

Wall af Sourh Bosron hou.rfng project. CredufPe!er Kent

Since the HTG, the Boston coordinating committes
has been involved in an extensive evaluation, criticism/
gself-criticism, as part of the rectification process.
Each of bur individual roles and also our collective

role in the errors was evaluated. We felt that this was
very important, but we are critical that we haven't
brought this evaluation cof the coordinating committee
more deeply into the larger membership. Our initisl rec-
tification meetings of the whole Boston membership, one
of which included Van, were very strong in discussions
about political line, But there was not extensive re-
sponse from the membership in criticisms of the leader-
ship. Memberas felt somewhat anx 7que gbout the rectifice-

a T ne of 'wantine to get
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Partly this response i5 due ta_theiggct thaﬁ many

of the members who had been the most quxlual QFéa
dropped out, snd were not present utlthe Pa?tierin Ehe
meetings. Partly the response 18 be@ausi peap & & l
Boaton PFOC atill feel ifniriy lqglaﬂad from the na ogg
PFOC, and also feel the press ol tﬁe avents and 51tug ion
in Boston itsmelf - the attacks on Black pggpiefland the
developing facist RUAR movement. The rectificatlion pro-

ram can be seen to members here as just agnother nat?onal
PFOC issue., At the same time, there is a strong commit-
ment from those who remain in Boston PFOC ©o figure out
a strategy for how to growy and the guality of political
discussion and siruggle in the membership meetings is
markedly better. We'we been going back to ex-members to
elicit their criticisms of us gg PFOC leadership, and to
discuss with them why they left PFOC, and how we can
build better ongoing rslationships,

We gre presently concerned with what appears to _be
a developing contradiction batween the rectification
program snd the ongoing work cf the PFOC. How do we rec-
tify the weak siate of the Bositon PFOC as a communigt
organization and at the same time answer the urgent need
of white revolutionaries to build the anti-racist struggle
in this city, which takea time and energy? (And both
withoui a well-worked out longer term strategy for our
work as communists,) There is a growing tension between
carrying out the criticlam/self-criticism proceas with-
in the coordinating commitiee and the general membership,
and taking our discussions cutside the PFOC to our other
comredaes in the city, We think that the development of"
an organizational strategy for this period must include
both aspects of this developing contradiction. There are
in Boston a large number of anti-imperialist organizers
with an independent line who are involved in differaent
kinds of organizing (day care workers, tenant organizers,
women organizera, hospital workers, cultural workers),
Perhaps the greastest atregth of the Boston Hard Times
work has been the relationships we've built with many of
these peopls, who are now open and anxious %o work with
us, to hear what we're doing, thinking and planning.
Many of these relationships are very important break-
throughs for us here in Boaton, and we feel that in devel-
oping a strategy for communist organization we must en-
gage in formal discussions, snd where possible, study
with these people., Some of us are already involved in
Study and discussion groupes with people outside of PFOC,
that have formed off of the Hard Times work. Similerly,
there have been significant breakthroughs through the
Hard Times work in ralations with Black activists, in-
volved in struggles for jobs for community people, And
our relationship with PSP has been deepened and changed
qualitatively over the past months., The sctive deepening
of these relaticnships will play an active part in our
developing strategy.

With 15 memberz, 10 of whom are active, and 5 of
these 10 who relate to PFOC on a daily basis, we know
we need to grow. But we also know now that growth is not
Just a matter of numbers, As eéxplained above, we're now
more than ever beafore analyzing our strengths and weak-
nesses, and our potential, in the context of the larger
antl-lmperialist Left in this city. We're asking the
questlons, 'What iz the purpose of communist organiza-
tion', 'What work should we be doing', 'what other groups,
collectives and communigtsz can we Join with?', 'Who are
we responsible to?' The struggles against internaliza-
tion and for rev'l anti-imparialism ingide and outside
of PFOC sre key one



In late Octobar, about the aame tims we began re-
celving literature about Hord Times organizing, we re-
organized our committoe work. We decided that without
& local program, our strategy would develop haphazardly
and lose continuity over time.

We also asscssed our strengths as well as our weak-
nesses in Colombus. Our bose was white, living around
Ohio State University, mostly working within community
organizations, We had some contact with organized labor
and only oceasional contact with the Black community.

The Hard Times strafegy seemd to us a good tool to expand
that base,

Yet problems with the strategy were present from the
start. A number of wpcople on our committee ralsed guest-
ions about the conflict beatween the wording of the con-
ference demands and the roalities of our struggles here,

Many of us had fought for community control of
federal programs and faltthad deémanding "adequate" ser-
vices was taking a step backwards, Others felt that poli-~
tical demands raised bronder issues than economic demands.
Finally, there was a conflict of raising economic demands
no one falt could be achieved without ralsing the demand
for social revolution, a political demand.

We held back from raising those criticisms because
we lacked the thsoretical background necessary to under-
stand what was happening. Conzeguently, our committese
abdicated its responeibility te eriticize our national
leadership.

One form that this abdiecatlon took wias “they (national
leadership) have bazen working longer on building the con-~
ference, @o we [Columbus PFDC) should trust their judg-
ment.” Another was “we shouldn't raise those criticisms
because unity ie fragile 2%t this point and our criticisms
wogld appear dogmatic and tend to disrupt rather than
unlte, " :

A8 @ result of our committes posture on criticizing
the national leadership, theory was downplayed, collective
study ceased to exist, mnd mechenistic unity (which became
the political line of the conference) became everything
in our local weork. The Dscembar vigit of Susie Waysdorf
and Laura Whitehorn only rainforced our non-critical
attitudes while valid criticisms by local left comrades
ware treated like vi cious ettacks. Still, we managed
to organize 40 people from Columbus to attend the confer-
ence,

By Januvary 30th, we had become an organizing commit-
tee, had stabilized at 10 people, had established a few
gstrong contacts in the Black community, and had deepenad
our ties with orgenized labor. We had also dropped all
other committee worl such as distributing, study group or-
ganizing, prison work te build for the confarence.

Briefly, our criticisms of the Hard Times Conference
are)

(1) Too many speeches; the Tribunal was too orchestra-
tad. ]

(2) The Bill of Rights seemed to parrot the bicenten-
niel notion of locking to Washington and Jefferson as our
radical heritage. It was unwieldy and much too lengthy.
Also, 1t never dealt with the speclasl oppression of women
nor the right of geif-determinstion of Black and Third

* World peopla.




poorly or L;hiqx( There was too
Bill of Rights, exchange organi-
rﬂﬂuuixvhad for post-con-
tion (& national nowaleiter,
+ha confarence roster).

(3) ¥ rkahop: WeLe
little time to0 cover h
zing stratc;zen, no machenisn
ferencas ruur and file rn;.x.x
exchange of r;ﬂ:csuc 3y Luillvl?lon of

(&) No %ime for cmucussn. The Olilo caucug wag born
from the Hard Tinmes Conference lLut at the expense of some-

ons's specche Also, Dhio and Ves f n Moooechugsattas were
the only two reglons orgenised at the conference,

(5) The Action Progrem wog unrealistic. &l’%ough we
organizsd o regional GLﬁLJBCTJuJOD 15 daye after a local
action, the difficultics of vPb uf" b2 covered in an-
other repert to the nx:LLL,l organization,

(6) PFOC leamdorship abandoned its role in the confer~
ence. Wo fesl thnt our noitlonel leadership forfeited pol-
itieal input <o the Mationnal Doard by placing more impor-
tance on machaniotic unity (PFOC's role ee logintienl
staff) and by eliminating ensucus time for dovn]oplng uni-
fied PFOC neci?acuj nt the conference,. Our leadership was
out of reach. Not avoilable for comment. Too busy "running
the confernnco.“ Thinm f*”"”*‘ﬁuﬂﬂa"+ aurt many of ug per-
L oo palitienlly. Peonle on ocur committee
that hed nouu:d. fod pod played with national PFOC lead-

ership left the ¢onference {02ling iznored ond abandoned.

-.1

That brings vs to the mresent. Pirat, we muat crit-
icize oursclves for 1ot sending this raport Uo everyone
much sooner, Ve ore 111 atruggling vith many programs
and we tend to ovor-sxtond cur comamitnm onJﬂ. Second, in
dealing with rectification va ﬁ"ﬁt firgt deal with the
treatment we have boon accorded by the national leader-

¢hip.

Following the CO%&GLLg 20, we were told that some in
the national leaderchip would visit Colunbus, There has
been no word on Thﬂb v1uim in 3 mo htjae Our criticiam of
PFOC national leaderchip belig inzensitive to our committee
has not been dealt with,

Van's visit did our cormittes s lot of good. It heigh-
tened our awarensos of the significence of giruggle over
political lina, the need to know '"r“*ﬁTmLonlulst theory,
and brought out a gollective sigh of Mnl1gc that we were
not igolated in our criticisma of PIFOC national leader~
gship., But Lm ﬁli not shaolve the r:nh@ns1bi11ty of the
national lcadership to follow up o Thelr prono-c 4o wigit
Columbuza. i

OQutside the ”ﬂ‘tah_ﬁﬂ. Prplric Fire psople have
been active in “utulnu our politiczs out front. In local
Hard Times crganizine, we have ownoken out on the need to
draw ant1-inrc“1awaat logrions frzm loecsl siruggles, on
self-determination for Black ar Third World people, and
on the specinl opprecsion of viomen,

In the Oaio CGoueus we are organizing for a state~
wide May D"J aetlon In Colunbue, In caucus meetings
Prairie Tirc ann;TP hiave opoken osut on self-determination,
women's opprossicn, nnd the noed %5 characterize this
period aes U.S, imperinlicn in docling cutsids and inside
of the Imperial U.S,

On May 2nt, we will ha gponling the entize day dis-
cussing the rectification popers va have received to date.
We are alego orrzjlalaJ £udy groups and raising our scon-
omist role in Hord %inse organizing ac both a self-crit-
ieism and a method of learning how %0 recognize economist
organizing.
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This is our report. We hope that our comrades will
take this report seriocusly., We encourage other chapters
to begin communication with each other asm it is impor=-
tant for us to know each other personally as well as through
our national leadership,

This report contains many criticisms and is the result
of some bitter emotions. They are offered in the aspirit
of love and comradeship.,

In solidarity and struggle,

Columbus Prairie Fire Organlzing
Committee

P.S. -- We hope the news that Toyota or Volkswagon will
build their firet U.S. plant in Ohio makes you as happy
28 1t does us, We are looking foward to closer relations

with auto workers.

New York

The political character of the New York chapter can
only be understood in the context that it was the ckapter
most deeply entrenched in the wrong line publicly and drama-
tically exposed through our practice and conception of the
Hard Times Conference. The National Committee people most
responeible for the development of that line were largely
centered in New York. We will attempt to trace the most
serious manifestations of that line as 1t specifically took
root in the chapter and put forward our views on how New York
is moving and must move in this period of National Rectification.

A WRONG LINE COMES FROM A WRONG WORLD-VIEW

The three days of the Hard Times Conference exposed 1in
a moet profound way our abandonment of the strategy of
Revolutionary Anti-Imperislism: primarily, this manifested
itself in the historical error of national chauvinism, the
non-recognition of the primacy of the demand for self-
determination and democratic rights for oppressed natlons and
oppressed national minorities, This error was allowed to
flourish because we did not understand party-building as the
central task of Marxist-Leninists, and therefore could not
grasp: 1) the primacy of developing correct political line
around which to build a communist organization, and
2} the relationship between mass struggle and communist
leadership. It was this setting which served to bolster our
most backward views of communist organizations and which
allowed us to put organization rather than politics in

command.,

our New York cadre have strong background in anti-imperi-
alist work -- Vietnam, prison struggles, solidarity with the
liberation of the Black Nation, organizing women, education
and community work; but the unclarity and almost hidden two-
line struggle of our founding conference sowed the seeds for
the entrenchment of a bourgeois world-view and literally
pulled our revalutionary anti-imperialist work and conscious-
neas out from under our feet. HMost of the National Leadership
centered in New York had historically struggled against com=-
munigt organization (see Alan Berkman's self-criticism). Thus,
is the abscence of clear political line, our world-view was
not based firmly on proletarian ideology but was allowed to
degenerate and bolstsr our dominant ideas (bourgeols ideoclogy).

-~ We characterized this time in history as an economic
crisis instead of the crisis of U.S. imperialism in decline.
-~ We /[ost our conscious connection to our Vietnamese
comrades, the pcople of the Black Nation and other oppressed
nations within the U.,8., as fighters against the common

enemy = our ehnemy - 11,5, imperialism.
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-= We misunderstood our rebponBlDlllty ag communists 1n 5
the oppressor nation to base our politics first and foremos
on the struggles against all forms of natlonal oppre831on.
on the right of nations %o gelf-determination, including bt
gecession, and for full equality and demccratic rights. This
1s : uvinism.
. fetigniiqshgated the gpecial wsprﬂ551on of women because
we did not have a matcr1&1=st analysis of 1t. Male supremacy
reigned supreme. Women cadre who had years of ererlencet
giving anti-imperialist leadership to the women’'s movemen

were made to question why they should bother organizing
women, Theory was used as a weapon. Women, particularly,
were made to feel stupid and incompetent by men who were
trained to think in abstraction, an ability that is learned
and historically denied to women.

~-0ur incorrect analysis of male supremacy prevented us
from understanding gay oppression, which resulted in our lack
of support for gay liberation.

From this point on, it was impossible to salvage the Hard
Times Conference, So, we see the "errors of the Hard Times
Conference" not gs an aberration, but as a logical outcome
of a bourgeois world-view,

Our comrades of the Bay Area were characterized as anti-
working class and sectarian., The New York membership was not
only cut off from understanding our connection to people around
the world whe are fighting U.S., imperialism, but also from
other chapters-—most clearly the Bay Area.

The Hard Times Conference took up almost all the energy
of our people from November on., The idea of uniting the work-
‘1ng class to fight for economic demands came from good inten-
tions. Certainly, communists must always be concerned with
the suffering and hardship of our people. Revolution is not
only the most decisive way of ending the intolerable conditions
of peoples' lives, it i1s also the shortest and most humane
way of doing so, But communists bring Marxist-Leninist
science to the people, educating them to the necessity of revo-~
lution, helping to root out the old ways (ruling class ideas)
and nurturing proletarian ideology in its place,

It was very serious that we also misunderstcod the nature
of the class struggle in the U.S. We liguidated the right
to self-determination of oppressed nations within the U.S.
We relegated the fight against national oppression to secondary
importance. We ignored the special oppression of women. We
did not understand the fact the naterial, political and social
disparity between the oppressor nation and oppressed nation-
alities was widening, not disappearing. As a result, it was
impossible for us to advance s program which could trul; lead
the working class struggle.

X By raising only economic demands, we not only ligqui~
dated the role of communist leadership but greatly underesti-
mated the intelligence and deeply felt desires on the part of
the people for a better life, and their ability to fight for
political change. Our demands pandered to the most backward
gsectors of the class instead of the most advanced, It was
opportunism that made us think that we could only unlte the -
working class on the basis of econoch demands.
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Once again we underestimated the revolutionary potential
- of the white worker, and left it up to Black and other Third
World people and leaders %o organize the white worker %o Bup-~
port national liberation. What this does in liquidate the
historic task of white communists, which ig to organize white
workers to struggle against national oppression and for self-
determination and democratic rights for oppressed nations and
national minorities, 1In its essence, therefore, the concept
of the Hard Times Conference was not only national chauvinist,
but also anti-working class., This is not at all to pass judge-
ment on the 2200 peocple ~- honest and committed comrades --
who attended the Conference and reacted favorably to the
resolution of the Black Caucus.

POLITICAL LINE AND OURGANIZATION

The dismissal of the primacy of political line (in the
New York chapter} meant that 1) there was no guiding principle
or set of ideas on which to hold each other responsible to
the organization and to our claess; 2) collectivity and strat-
egy became impossible and frustrating things to develop - (on
what basis does one build collectivity?)i1 3) National Leader=
ship was divorced from the organization. It was able 10 develop
the line of the conference somewhere else and lay it on the
membership, and 4) political struggle was not welcome, but
became a painful nuisance while the fundamental dialectic of
democratic centralism was swept away -- all centrglism and no
democracy. '

We developed a bureaucratic attitude toward our work'
because both study and political struggle were occasional
rather than consistent practice. Therefore, the Hard Times
Conference was going to do everything -- build a fighting
movement, build a mass base, bulld relationships with Black
and other Third World organizations, trensform the P.F.C.C.

It is crucial to understand that becguse our cadre were
denied the tools to conduct political struggle (study), people
felt stupid and incompetent. Leadership was seen as a thing
"amart"” people do. Lack of study meant often that peoples'
ability to articulate guestions, doubts, etc. was undermined.
We often felt powerless, All of us had big guestions on our
minds, guestions based on our practice, on the national
guestion, on the woman question, the role of reforms, communiat
organization. But nowhere was this thirst for knowledge satis-
fied, People were left to find books on our own, or call a
friend who migh% heve an answer. This was another way for
the wrong line to entrench itself. Our cadre's abhilities to
be critical and self-consclous were not encouraged through
study but we often groped in the dark for our answers. This
undermined politiesl struggle and encouraged bourgecis notions
of leadership.

The act of denying people knowledge is one of violence.
OQur cadre were not seen as a valuable source of new ideas,
theories and criticism, but as objects to go and implement
the line of the National Committee. This is clearly antil-
communist, It must never be allowed to happen again.

Thus the ofganization as a whole suffered, not only New
York. Political guestions were covered over through form,
for example in the discusslons of the role of in?epmediate
demands which became a cover for opportunist politics.




IDEAS AS A MATERIAL FORCE AND COMMUNIST MORALITY

People often learn about & thing through diregt_contact
with it. Our ideas of political leadership and political
struggle were set by the model offered by the NC. These ideas
were magnified ten-fold in our work in mass organizations and
in our contacts with comrades of other organizations. ﬂhep
honest people offered comradely criticism of the Bill of Rights
many of us were defensive and gave ghallow ansSwers. oS0,
wrong ldeas about leadership were carried out not only in the
internal life of N.Y.P.F.0.C., but also in our mass work.

The important thing here is that we laid the basis for
gself-fulfilling prophecies. The N,Y. membership was treated
disrespectfully, so many of our members in turn treated others

in the same manner,

Here is wherc our ideas connect To an egsential part of
the ideology which we want to develop. That is, communists
not only think Marxist-Leninist thoughts, we also treat
our people and comrades differently than the way our boss,
teacher, or landlord deals with us. Communists welcome poli~
tical struggle and study as a way of advancing humankind.
Communists respect people and are always open to hearing
about new ideas and suggestions., Communists are patient. _
Clearly, it is a constant struggle to act differently, to bring
our sctions into harmony with our ideas. But to expect less
of ourselves is to denigrate the struggle and misunderstand
how protracted it will be.

P O T T PR —

IC

'The process in New York has been slow, Our full Interim
Committee had its first meeting on April 14, To a great extent
this happened because we struggled in the chapter over the
pollplcal conception of the Interim Committee. For a period
of time after the Mareh NC meeting, collective political lead-
ership was abdicated. We were involved in deep criticism/
self-cr1?1c15m which dealt primarily with the methods of
leade?shlp. The gelf-criticism stopped short of analyzing the
political rocts of our errory this made it difficult to con-
scicusly move ahead. Without a forward-looking view, the ten-
dency to become demoralized takes command., Both the Interim
Committee and the Coordinating Committee are becoming more
offensive in outlcok and coming out of our doldrums,

_The process of deepening the criticism of the National
Committee is happening., A big part of this is rooting our
NC people in collectives so as to regain a deeper sense of
the membership and to develop more accountability to the
opganization. Now every member of the organization is in a
collective in which he or she 1s engaging in consistent
political struggle. o
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There are three very important qualitative changes that
have happened in New Yorl:

1) A general agreement as to the primacy of developing
political 1line, General agreement has been reached on the
centrality of building = party ~- we are in the process of
discussing this further.

2) There is agreement that study is vital -~ particularly
at this moment -~ as a component part of developing political
line. Many of our members are taking mattera into their own
hands and are reading up on the national question especilally.
This initistive and self-reliance is a good thing, though of
course we look forward toc the next study sessions developed
by the Bay Area.

3) Waging the struggle against male supremacy, (See article
by Eve Rosshn for thes Women's Commission). Previously, the
struggle against male supremacy and sexism was waged in a pri=-
vate manner. Small meetings were arranged between women and
men to deal with particularly blatant sexist incidents.
Becauge we now understand the priority of developing correct
line on women, we alsc understand how that struggle has to be
waged in an open and public manner and not as a personal
problem,

0f course these new understandings then lead us to ask
further gquestions like:

—- How is line developed and where do we begin?

-~ What is the relationship between study, political
gtruggle and mass work? {How does the development of line
reflect itself in the real world?)

-~ How do we firmly re-anchor ourselves in the revolu-
tionary anti-imperialism to which we are committed and open
up the struggle to other organizations and comrades? (The '
process of struggle over the Public Statement drawn up by the
Bay Area has exposed political differences 1n the chapter
which can now be dealt with, but our inexperience with poli-
tical struggle makes people feel pressured into = reply.)

—- What is our strategy? which questions do we tackle
first? Do we ask what is the relationship between the OpPpressor
and oppressed nations? What is the principal cgntrgdlctlon
in the U.S., what does it mean that party building 1s.the
central task, what is the difference between multinational
and international, under what conditions do women become
the carriers of male supremacy? How does male supremsacy
affect out ability to organize, particularly women? How does
it gubvert the struggzle against sexism in the organization?

These questions are facing us in all chapters and we
should encourage each other by sharing ideas gnout how to
move Fforward. We view this newsletter espectially as & means

of waging struggle.

A big weakness in New York is the fact that we have
not hgd a full membership meeting since March. This was a
conscious dgcision of the chapter that we now want to
change. This is a priority. People have been meeting in
col}ectlves as a way to deepen our understanding of the past
period and conduct struggle in smaller groups, but the time
is right to meet as a whole so as to prevent isolation from
each other. :

Qur Coordinating Committee has been going through seri-
ous and deep collective and individual evaluations, These eval-
uations are illustrating how a wrong line affected our indi-
vidual as wel} as collective practice. {When we are through
wa.plan to write a report for the newsletter). We are strug-
gling over the concept of a2 leading body for New York ~- '
what are its tasks, how should it function, what are the
criteria for serving on a leading body?

These are the main features of Rectification in New York
go far. The maln obstacle facing us iz how to wage political
gtruggle in a thorough and consistent manner, The main self-
ecriticism of the Interim Committee so far is that we have

i
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not been totally successful in opening up Juruggle in our
chapter, We thinit the reason for this ig that we have been
task oriented and we are just bszr-JrJ to plan meetings
self-congciously where political struggle has to be waged,
and in which political education is conducted on recent P.F.0.C.
documents,

We are moving ahead with & rencwed sense of confidence
and dedication. We look forward to waging struggle as a
national organization and send our rozards to gll our
comrades,

Pennhy Grillos
Interim Committee

This io a summery ol whatv ic happoning with the
Philedelphin PFOC. Inctoad of goi?* into depth a-

round sach of tho ;zgﬂ~mu of evy gpituation and work,
we want to touch on the majlor gt ,‘f.‘f_"' ho oand weak-
negses and the mojov n.‘“J:T“' hore in Phllsdelphia,

8¢ all our oo:rndcr around the coun’iry ean have a
clear iden ef vin% o2 are donlins with nires the HTG.

There are 7 mrnbara in ‘Lﬁlr”ﬂifﬁii, 2 wouen and 5
men, We havo heen jolned recontly by 2 eamﬂaéeﬂ from
the Vermont PFOC. Tho wonen 9 r"ﬂ moet formally as a
caucus, We have an office in tho kKoo af eneg of our
memberas. Wo hava devoloped threrzh our practice close
working relationahips with the PSP, YAWP, PR3C and NASC.

PHILADELPHIA SCFIIARIQ
The Biccntennial purh is indtonsifying on the level
of media promagenda and rullnz o Aac=apancored acti-
vities such as parades, rmlii-nc i, 0te, The
commarcielien attached to 1t ilg horriyinz, frvem red,
white end blue %irelloy caro ﬁG "spooiznl bicontennial
deals on furniturs, “pal*d g ]

enything and every-
thing. Workinz clasc people hc:o porticularly in

the Black and Puorte Ricon er—wnitian, are bew

coming more aware of the nrofitesring ond white-con=
trolled nature oi the “eolabzotiont, I4 boceomes even
more obvioun a3 aconemic and police @:hncrq en Thire
World people and workers inersnsc, While allocating
millliens for bieecntonniol projcots,cssontisl services
are being groealy cut btusk, The caly public eity hos-
pital, Philadelriia Goncral, har boon ordersd closed by
the mayor, ¢ity counsil ard the ﬂnur*ﬂe Thi=s parti-
culariy affeats a larger numbor of peoople in the Black
community snd there is new o rudor orgonirzed community
resistance and proteot against tho nlr.inﬂ dowmn., Sl-
multaneously, *tho rublic teancld systom hes enllad for
& raise in fores on bumoes and ’LH"U“F from 35¢ to .
50¢, cutting oven dooper invo cur pockots. Child cara
centers gro beinsg syctenatically alescd down, clty
workera are hn*zg lgid off ord vhe ¢ily wrge tex ia be-
ing incressod.

The helghteninzg of thesc contvrodictions has led to
an intensification of "=P5ﬂu and police torrer in the
Black and Pusric Riccn communities. VWegkly, there are
police murders of Bl ﬂch routihs, ond vacist attacks by
whites upon Black and Puarto Rioan peoplae, including
firebombings a2nd o hootinss, The contovercy over de-
segregation, ot this vosint uwaresslived, hes helped fan
the flames of racisa arong whlice ond led to increas-
ing tension in zoneral.



QUR_CURRENT WORK

We have been mainly working in 3 areas, while at the
same time relmiting in a supportive role to other strug-
gles. COur work, in both the PRSC and NASC has been on-
going and in general our goals in both organizations
have besn the strengthening and broadening of these
groups, with perticular emphasis on generating sup-
port and commititmant from people outslide the PFOC,

This has taken much energy and effort. Our commit$-
mant to the consolidution of these organizations, as
well aus our committment to building a strong anti-

imperieliat perspsctive within them, remains strong.

The third major area of cur work is with the
July 4th Coalition, where our rols here in Philly i=m
central. We have one member as a siaff person im the
Coglition office and 2 other people working on the
Organizing and Outreach Committee. We are now in the
process 0f evaluamting our role in the Coalition (to
avoid the yposltion of being “the glue" that ie holding
it together) and simultanecusly working out a PFOC stra-
tegy for organizing at the bass level, in cur community
and at our workplaces.

. Other struggles we are working with include supzort
for a coaliticon for the liberation of Southern Africa,
the Philadelphia Women's Union, solidarity with a Puerto
Rican famlly, 5 of whom were killed when their homs was
firebombed by white racists, and organizing health wor-
kers (we work at 3 different hospltels in Philly). In
addition, we have organized and led omngoing study groups
around the book and the naticnal study plan.

INTERNAL STRUGGLES AROUND THEQRY AND PRACTICE

Internally, we are confront ing a large number of
contradictions in our theory and practice., In terms
of theory, théy fall into twe areas: ideclogieal
questions around our polliticel line and organizational
quaations arocund how we orgeamnize ourselves,

The struggle over our lins in the HTC has opened up
many of the emsential political gquestions whleh, prior
to the Conference, were kept in the closet. Wwhat we
have uncoversd, is that general agreement with the
politics as expressed in Prairie Fire, witheout full
struggle around the major positiona in the book is
not sufficient unity to build an organization. We be-
lieve that the conception of the PFOC, based on that
document, was premeture and lacked the necessary peliti-
eal discussions and struggle which could have glven
birth to a strong political line to organize ourselves
around, At this time, having examined and evaluated
what we feel are emsentially correct self-oriticams of
our HTC lina, we are now stepping back and struggling
with some political questione that were drawn out by
the HTC and by some comrades from the Bay Area. What
does self-dstermination mean? Do we belisvs there is.
2 Black nation? Do we belisve every white perzon has
material priviledgs and how does that affect the role
of white workers? Wwhat is the relation batween the
national liberation and class atruggles, between
women's liberation and class struggle? Where do we
gtand on the Sine-Soviet guestion?

These gquestions are the leading internal political
struggles, and we have not fully resolved them, Yet we
feel a pressing necesslty to develop positions and
unity around them, for lack of a echerent organizational
1ine has inhibited our ability to practice our politics
in a responsible end unified way. (We view this contra~
diction saround undeveloped political line and ongoing
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practice as the principal reason for our lack of & stra-~
tegy and collective understanding of our work and our
organization; there has developed & clear individualis-
tlie tendency among us,) This contradiction has ralised

important organizational guestions such sz what does it
mean %o be in a communist organization and to want to
build a communist party, how do we work as cedre, how
do we relate mass work and lesuem to the developing of
an overall orgenizing strategy?

Our practice as an organization haas been heavily
uffected by these questions. We have besn working
in mase organizations and coalitions without & sense of
belonging to a cadre organization and without & well-
devliopad political line. This 1is irresponsible. In
particular, without a2 strategic and collective understan-
ding of ocur tasks duri this period, our mass work ha
dissipated. We have nelther expanded our organization
by recrulting new people nor built support for the PFOC
in our communities and workplaces. In particular,
lesdership in Philadelphia has falled teo clearly under-
stand and consistently respond to the neseds of the or-
ganization, The thinge ws have underatood most clearly
in these past days is that we must take full responsi-
bility for our actions, and without e strong unity of
theory and practice, without a clearly defined program
based on the objective conditions of people in struggle
we cannot organige ourselves nor will we be successful
in organizing masses of people, It is an ardusus pro=-
cess wa are involved in, We will continue to struggle.
We believe that consolidation of our organization and
the deviopment of a strong and unified political line
are critical during this period of rectification &nd
growth., In closing, we urge all chapters, all members
of the PFOC to mobilize ourselves around the July 4
action to be here in Philadelphia or in L.A., for it ims
on that day we must together demonstrate our. militant
%gmmittment to anti-imperialism and socialist revolu-

on, :

Our Program

Half the Sky

The New York chapter came off the HTC, noat only with
a developling understanding of how our line had been in-
correct, not only with the realization that the chapter
leadership had held back the development of communigt
organization, but also with a list of personal casual-
tiese a mile long. And it is no accident that the people
on that list are womeni women whose personal and politi-
cal growth wae stifled and whose experience and knowledge
was undercut. Much of the ensrgy of the Women's Caucus
has been going into trying to fully understand the various
manifestations of sexism, and what they have meant in each
of our development., (We're in gensral agreement with the
ideas laid out in the NC Report as to the roots and forms
of the narrow, eccnomist view of organizing women that
developed over the past seversl months. People should
read the section on women for the political basis of this
article.) '

The struggle against sexist practice is being called
the ‘Wash Your Face Campaign' after a similar struggle in
China: "The phrase 'Wash Your Face' came from Chairman
Mao himself who had many times explained that the thoughts
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of revolutionary leaders inevitably became spotted and
stained by the corrupt habits of the past and the rotten
social environment that surrounded them on every side,
just as their faces became spotted and stained by the dust
and dirt of the natural environment. These spois and
stains had to be washed off frequently just as people
daily washed their faces to make them clean again. And
Just as one could not see the dirt on one's face with~
out consulting a mirror, so one could not clearly see
one's own bad thinking and bad behavior without consul-
ting the people who suffered as a consequence of both and
could therefore reflect 2 truer image."

This article will discuss the primary ways that an
sconomist line and sexist practice among men played them-
selves out in NYC, These were not isolated to NYCj by
eharing the experience of women in NYC, I think that
women and men in other chapters will recognize patterns
in their own work.

The struggle around our line on organizing women
and how that was tied to the work of individual women
wae rarely taken up in the open. More often, it showed
itself through the non=-recognition of the work that
women were doing. Probably the most glaring example of
thie is the attitude taken towards women working in the
NY Women's School.

The Women's School is a school run by women for

. women, offering courses and sducational events, primari-

. ly to women in the community. The Women's School has con-

. gistently presented a clear, anti-imperialist analysis

of women's oppression. These politics have guided the choice
cf courges and events (incl. classes on Marxism, Lesbianisesm,
Black History, Intro. to Women's Liberation and Imperial-
ism and the Economic Crisis), and the political activites
the School has worked for (Organizing a contingent of 50
vomen to Puerto Rican Solidarity Day: work around the

Nov, 1lst demo to free the five Puerto Rican Nationalist
Prisoners, organizing a bus to the HTC, for example.).

The School is becoming more and more based among women

in the neighborhood, and is an anti-imperialist presence

in the women's and lesblian movements in NYC, and to some
extent nationally.

The Women's School also has strong tlies to PFOC. Al-
most half of the women in PFOC/NY worked on setting up
the School, and five women in the organization are wor-
king there now. The School was one of the groups in the
city that received the clandestine edition of PF, and
took on distributing it to women's groups and women pri-
goners. A recent women's recruitment study group, the
only such study group that the New York chapter has led,
drew several women from the Women's School.

The question of the legitimacy of work at the Women's
School was, in fact, the question of the legitimacy of
the autonomous women's movement. It came out in such in-
stances as a conversation between Marcy and Alan, in
which Alan questioned the rightness of PFUC women wor-
king at the School because it wasn't "a location of
class struggle"; in other words, unlike a workplace or
8 tenant's struggle, it wasn't a place where people came
into direct confrontation with the bourgecisie, He, in
fact, was raflecting an attitude towards the women's
movement that was developing: that sald that only organ-
izing women around their immediate material oppression,
defined in the most narrow formsg, was "real”. This view
negated the power of the women's movement in identifying
and fighting other, central forms of women's oppression:
The power to control over our bodies, the oppression
and exploitation of women in the home, the oppression
of lesbians, and the way that women are denied accesas
to the information and theory that help us understand
the roots of our oppression.
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All this is not to say that there shouldn't be strug-
gle around different views of the women’s movement and
how to organize women., But this struggle has never taken
place; what has taken place is an almost complete non-
recognition of the work that PFOC women are doing in the
women's movement, At no time has it even been raised that
a mass form in which between 5 and 10 PFCC women are wor-
king be discussed chapter-wide; at no time, with the ex-
ception of the conversation I described, have more than

R wi

a few of the men in the chapter seriously discussed the
Women's School with any of us who are based there., It
gseems safe to say that if the werk was not in the aut-
onomous women's movement, but in some other area, that
it would have been so completely ignored.

An irony in all this is that women in the chapter
were chosen to take on gpecific responsibilities around
the HTC in large part because of their experience organ-
izing at the School and in the Women's movement, It was
on the basis of my work at the School and in the women's
movement that I took on the job of organizing women to
the HTC., 1t was on a similar basis that Marcy was strug-
gled with to be local coordinator of HTC work. Both of
us were then led to gquestion the very practice and ex-
perience that had bullt us as organizers. We began to
digstrust our own good political sense, our abilities to
make political decisions snd determine strategy for our
work. The effect of PFOC's line on women was %o dismiss
the autonomous women's movement as racist, petit-
bourgeois to its core and, ultimately, more reactionary
than progressive. The choice is not between unquestioning
support of the women's movement as a whole, and unques-
tioning opposition. The choice is between respect for
the work of cadre in our organization and not; between
carrying out open, pelitical struggle and undermining
and delegitimizing women's organizing and individual
women's self-respect and political confidence,

Another instance where PF(GC's errors around women
came together with a general sexist disrespect for the
work of individual women is in the case of Vicky, a
woman in the CUNY Collective (CUNY = City University of
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?%??& #Ne core of the CUNY Collective is a group of peo-
™ ple working at Lehman College. Vicky had been for a long
time the only PFOC woman working at Lehman; at her in-
sistence and with the support of the Women's Caucus,
another woman from the chapter began to work with the
collective, The contradictions sharpened when a group of
students occupied a building at Lehman to save open ad-
misgions and free tuition and to stop the city cutbacks.
PFOC participated fully in the takeover, and Vicky was
one of three PFOC members elected to the building steer-
ing committee. At a SC meeting, Vicky announced that a
meeting of women in the building was happening, and that
she would have to leave the SC early to attend. The two
other PFUC members on the SC, Dan and Rolly, argued
against her going, saying that "we have to set some pri=-
orities." They also argued that the women's caucus was
illegitimate because it would be composed primarily of
white women, repeating the errors we made at the HTC

and denying both the validity of women meeting seperate-
ly and our responsibility as white communist women to
organize white women around the questions of national
oppression,

Vicky went to the caucus in spite of their objec-
tions, and led the women in presenting a criticism of
sexism to a meeting of all people occupying the build-
ing. In that meeting, men from PFOC argued that morale
in the building was low, and that the women's presen-
tation undermined it further. {They clearly didn't see
the oppression of women as being divisive or demorali-
zing,) When Vicky struggled with the men in her collec-
tive, she was accused of baing "hysterical" and *too
ggrressive,”

Vicky has consistently been a leader in orgenizing
at Lehman where she's done a lot of work at the Women's
Center and in the collective. She has just as consis-
tently been undercut by the sexism of men in the collec-
tive and in the chapter as & whole, and her work devalued.
Her ability to lead in the building occupation, to grow
within the organization, and to organize women have been
seriously hurt by the attitudes and line of men in the
chapter.

Another area where our narrow understanding of male
supremacy has played itself out is in our understandings
of gay oppression. We have substituted our self-satis-
faction at being one of the few organizations on the
left that has paid lip-service to the need to fight gay
oppression for a commitment tc arrive at a full analysis;
we have substituted the fact that gay women and men are
members of PFOC for a commitment to fight gay oppression.
In discussions in FFOC/NY about gay people and the HTC,
we reacted far more to real and assumed past errors of
the gay and lesbian movements than we did to the oppres-
sion of gay people under imperialism. We were also
racist in that we saw the struzgle of gay people as auto-
matically being opposed by Black and other Third World
groups at the HTC, and thus saw ‘the addition of a spec-
ific article on gay people to the Bill of Rights as di-
visive. This was in effect to say that only white people
can change, that only white people can be atruggleq with
around questions of male supremacy and gay oppresslon.
Thig led us to limit our actions arocund gay oppression
at the conference to a speaker opposing the gay article
(who fortunately never got to speak) rather than in any
way raising the fight against gay oppression as a legli-
imate one, and led to the isolation and undermining of
gay people in PFOC at the conference,

The Women's Caucus in NY is hoping that struggle
with men in the chapter around their sexist behavior
towards women that they work with can both change that
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practice and further our understanding of how Bexist
attitudes are reinforced by an incorrect line, We also
don't want to fall into the trap of saylng that s?xist
behavior is the result of the pﬂlltlcgl errors we've made.
A correct line on the woman quest@an is cne ;mportant
step towards dealing with a lifetime of conditioning to

male supremacist attitudes, but it is one part of the
gtruggle., 2

We are also trying to understand how some women
on the National Committee also led around the liguid-
ation of the woman auestlon. It is important for us
to draw out which aspects of this come from womzn
acting as carriers of male supremacist ideology; and
which are reflections of political differences which
need to be struggled around., (In this process, we
have to draw the distinction between women passing on
gexist ideas, and men acting in a sexist fashion, The
crucial difference lies in the power and privilege
that men derive from male supremecy in US society.)

In analyzing why women in the chapter didn't
atruggle better with what we knew were political er-
rors, the question of line is clearly primary. We
ourselves weren't grounded in a full understanding of
the interrelationship of male supremscy, white suprem-
acy and imperialism, We operated more from instinct
and experience than from a sound theoratical basis;
this allowed us to distrust our correct understandings
and make politlcal flip-flops during the period leading
up to the Hard Times Conference.

Work around the Hard Times Conference pushed us
to ask good questions about the women's movement, and
about how to understand the class oppression of women.
We saw, though, the failures and criticisms of the
women's movement as primary over the oppression of
women, 8o that our conclusions didn't result in a clearer
idea of how to organize women. The sexist treatment of
women in the chapter built on our political confusion,
which led many of us to internalize the disrespect we
were given., The 'Wash Your Face Campaign' is one way in
which the damage done to individuals and to the politics
of revolutionary anti-imperialism can be rectified.

BUILD AN AUTONUMOUS WOMEN'S MOVEMENT 3 A
FIGHT MALE SUPREKACY i
FIGHT U.S. IMPERIALISM @

Eve HRosahn
Women's Commission




July 4ih

The gantrnl questions raimed by the July 4th work are
esgentidlly the same ones raised by the Hard Times
Conference; what is the political basis of unity of
anti~imperialist forces? whnt are the leading and unify-
ing demands in this period? But the context in which
we ask these questiona is different in the two comlitiona.
In the Hard Times work, we were the initiating groupi
three leading Third World organizations have initiated
and led the July 4th work. Two of these groups - AIM
and PSP ~ are under direct attack by the state for the
role they are playing in nantional liberation struggles.

I beleive that we should view our participation in this
coalition from the perspective of being a communist organ-
izatlon in the oppressor nation with a responsibility

to support the efforts of leading Third wWorld organizations
to bulld a united front. This does not mean uncritical
support, or that we do not struggle within the coalition,
but it doee mean that we rocognize our primary responsi-
bility to organlize white paople around snti-imperialist
polities and to rvoid =n arrogant mand national chauvinist
attitude toward the Third YWorld organizations in the
coalition.

A national confersnce was convened at the end of March
to officially ecrll for the demonstration, to declde on
slogans, ond to eleet n national board, The majoer poli-
tical Btruggle at the conference was over the demand
raised by eeveral Black organizations that a basls of
unity must be the récognition of the right of self-de-~
termination of the Black natlon. We spoke in favor of
this demand. There was little oppesition voiced at the
conference itaelf. :

This issue re-emnerged, howaver, when the Program Com-
mittee met several deys later to finalize slogans. The
African People's Socigliat Party raised the slogan of
"National Independenca for Colonized Black People in the
U«.S." This wag strongly opposed by the Oakland Black
Panther Party which raised the slogan "Self-determination
for all Black, poor, and opprossed people.," Each group
linked its perticipation i the inelusion of its slogan.
The "compromige” proposed %o the Interim Committes was
that hoth sloganas be includad. We argued that the Pan-
ther slogan ohucured the meaning of self-determination
and undercut both the slnzan of the African Peopla's
Saclalist Party and that of CASA - "Self-determination
of Mexlican Peonle®, The conpronise poslition won although
the Panther slogan was placed with slogans concerning
democratic rights while the APSP slogan atayed with the
other slogans concerning national liberstion. This strug-
gle nmight well ro-cmorge at the next National Board

meeting. 33

The other major struggle around slogans concarned

the proposed slogan of "Equal Righ® for Gay People”,
Three positlons were put forth., 1. We and several other
groups felt that thie was a principled demand that should
be included, 2. Some mombars of the Interim Committes
felt it should be included so that the gay movemsnt
would participate in the demonstration) and 3. the FSP
KDP, and Fightback agread with the demand in principle
but felt it should not be included as one of the major
slogans, The slogan was adopted although some groups
have changed thelir minds, and went the slogan reraised

at the National Bomrd Meeting. There are now no Black

r Third World groups on the Interim Committee that
support this demand. This issue should be discusged

throughout the organization.
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The major struggle throughout the past meonth has
been to maintain the overall anti-imparialist nature
of the demonstration and to achleve o dosper unity
about the leading role of tho demands of the oppressed
nationalities and of women, There is a constant tension
about whether "broad sectors" of people, white psople ~
can be mobilized around the demande for national libera-
tione and democratic rights as well as the aconomic de-
mands, It is part of our respongibility to make sBure
they ¢an be. Another strugzgle around the politics of
propaganda has been around the projection of U.S. history.
We hnve gpgrved not to use termas like "The American Revol-
ution Continuea" and not to snalvgize the Revolutionary
War to current national liberation struggles. We have
decided to concentrate on the glaring contradictions in
U.S. history and current society and not to try to reach
unity on the overall history of the U.,S.

It's clear from the written propaganda that the July
~ 4th Comlition is repeating some of the errors we made
in the Hard Times work. Black participation is still
limited. But I think that we should keep in mind that
we did make those errors, and that we must avold an
arrogant attitude toward thoge leading this coalition.
I urge that we actively participate in the planning and
organizing for the demonetration in each of our cities.
Part of our participation should be the development and
use of our own propsgande., Van has suggested that nation-
ally we prepare a pamphlet on the history of the U.S,

I else atrongly urge that each chapter have discussions
both on the slogans concerning self-determination for the
Black nation and on the slogan of Equal Rights for Gay
People before May 15th. I will be in touch with each
chapter to get feedback on these discussions.

Alan Berkman
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