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On October 27, 20,000 people rallied in Madison Square
Garden in NYC. The rally was organized by the Puerto Rican
Solidarity Day Committee (PRSDC), a group formed as a result
of & call made by the Puerto Rican Socialist Party (PSP). The
Puerto Rican Solidarity Day Committee organized the activity
around two slogans: 'Day of Solidarity with the Indepen—
dence of Puerto Rico" and "Bi-Centennial Without Colonies".

The size of this rally has led some to conclude that this
activity was one of the most significant mass activities
against imperialism in recent years-- a "magnificent demon-
stration of proletarian internationalism." (Guardian, Nov.
20, p. 9) As Marxist-Leninists, we understand that numbers
alone do not determine the correctness or incorrectness of -

a policy, a slogan, an event. It is political content, poli-
tical line that determines this.

In keeping with this understanding, we present our analy-
gis of the political lines put forward on Oct. 7th and the
response of the commun%st movement to this activity.

S
* + We begin by restating the responsibilities of the U.S,
proietariat to the national liberation struggle of Puerto
Rico and all other colgnies. ‘ :

LTy L

PROLETARIAN INTERNATIONALISM

As we stated in the last issue of Palante (p. 11);

”Thc'resp&nsibility'of communists (the advanced detach—
ment of the working class) and the proletariat in the '
oppressor nation isito first and foremost understand

that no nation can ﬁe free if it oppresses other nations.

"We must fight for the right to political secession W s
for the colorizs and for nations that the bourgosisie '
of the U.S. oppresses, i.e., the right to determine 4
their own destiny. For as comrade Lenin said: failure i
to carry out this responsibility means that proleta-

rian internationalism will remain a meaningless phrase, ..
and class solidarity between the workers of the opprésseadi -
nation and the oppressing nation will remain impossible.-

A

"This means that the proletariat ecannot and must noi. ... | J



evade this most fundamental question. The recognition
of internationalism must not be limited to words-- and

the§ %n'deeds implement petty-bourgeois nationalism and
pacificism.

"Our responsibility is ro carry out direct revolutionary
propgganda and revolutionary masgs action for the 1ib-
eratlon‘of the colonies. We must struggle against all
forms of national oppression and spread propaganda among
the proletariat of the U.S.

"This is how we concretely give aid, how concretely we
turn the colonies from reserves of imperialism into re-
serves of the proletariat. For Lenin states that fail-
ing to do this is acting like lackeys of the "blood and
mud-stained imperialist bourgeoisie." \

We draw our understanding of this important question
from the experiences of the international proletariat, as

summed up by the science of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse~Tung
Thought,

”...th? victory of the working class im the developed
countries and the liberation of the oppressed peoples
from tbe yoke of imperialism are impossible without the
formation and the consolidation of a common revolution-
ary frgnt;Athe formation of a common revolutionary
front is impossible unless the proletariat of the oppres-
sor nat}on renders direct and determined support to the
}1be¥at10n movement of the oppressed peoples against
Fhe imperialism of its 'own country'...this support
implies the upholding, defense and implementation of
the slogan of the right of nations to secession, to
independent existence as states..." ’

(Stalin, Foundations of Leninism, Peking, p. 77)

We-also hold that proletarian intérnationalism for U.s.
communists means following the lead of the Chinese and
élbanlgn comrades in making a complete break with revigion-~
ism-~ ideologically, politically and organizationally.

REVISIONISM MUST BE OPPOSED

Revisionism is the abandonment of the revolutionary
principles of Marxism-Leninsm, and their replacement with
opportunism ‘and national chauvinism or bundism. In the.
international sphere, we have a clear example of this in
the Soviet Union today. ‘

The Soviet Union is no longer a socialist country. Whe:
the Khrushchev gang took control of the state power in 195&.
the socialist revolution that had been led by Lenin and
Stalin suffered a temporary, serious reversal. Capitalism
was restored in an all-around way. The Brezhnev crew's suc¢:
cession in 1964 merely sigmnaled the further consolidation i
the bourgeoisie and an-expansion of its imperialist aims.
The Soviet Union is social-imperialist, socialist in word:.
but imperialist in deeds. ’

%

The Communist Party of the Soviet Union is no longer iz
great Bolshevik Party of Lenin and Stalin. It is today a
revisionist party.

"The rise to power of revisionism means the rise to pc-
wer of the bourgeoisie. With the usurped state appava - -
tus in its hands, the Soviet revisionist renegade clicu..
has turned the socialist state ownership into state mo
nopoly capitalist ownership. In the name of enforcing
what it calls a 'new ecodomic system', it has allowed
the capitalist principle of profits to govern the eccw::
mic activities of all enterprises. A bureaucrat-moncpo:y
capitalist class of a new type has rapidly grown up oy
bleeding the people white with taxes and levies, and
this has become the base of the rule of the Soviet re¢-
visionist renegade clique. Lenin pointed out: 'This sv7.
tum of bourgeoisified workers, or the labor aristocracy.
who are quite philistine in their mode of life, in the
size of their earnings and in their entire outlook, i3
the principal prop of the Second International, and, &
our days, the principal social prop of the bourgeoisig
The bureaucrat-monopoly-capitalist class represented &
the Soviet revisionist renegade clique is a reactions”
clags whose mode of 1life, size of earnings and entires




o?tlook have been c?mplefely bourgeoisified. Leading a
life of luxury‘a?d indulgence, they live no different]
from the parasitic life of the bourgeoisie in the West

on the other hand, the Soviet people are made to endur: -

sgvage exploitation and worsening impoverishment. Impo:
sing an all-round bourgeois dictatorship in the sphej
of ideology, they crack down ou proletarian ideas and |
culture and let the decadent bourgeois ideology spread

unchecked to corrupt the people and facilitate their ot
rule. To suppress and persecute the revolutionary péo ;
they constantly intensify their fascist dictatorship g'
turn the Soviet Union into a prison for the people of 42
nationalities, To seize gtill greater wealth and divér

the attention of the Soviet people, they fanatically pi
their policies of aggression and expansion and follow |
the beaten track of the old tsars. Thus the Soviet stat
apparatus becomes an apparatus of imperialism with so- |
cialism as its signboard."

(Imperialism is the Eve of the Social Revolution of tha
Proletariat, Peking Review, No. 39, 1973) ‘

In opposition to the revisionist betrayal of the Parcy
pf t@e Soviet Union, stand the great Chinese and Albanian
Par?lgs. These comrades have taken the lead in exposing the
revisionists, staunchly upheld the banner of proletarian in
ternationalism, and helped Marxist-Leninists the world over
understand that,

: i i . :
"It is impossible for the working class din the Europea
and American capitalist countries to liberate itself un

Jless it ugites with the oppressed nations and unless
these nations are liberated."'

(?roposal Concerning the General Line of the Interna-
tional Communist Movement, Peking, 1963, p. 14)

) 1”The Comrades haye also taught us that neither the impers
ialists nor t?e social-imperialists will liberate the '
oppressed naticens. Only the revolutionary struggle of the

oppressed peoples themselves can win liberation. The masses
are the makers of history!

Marxist-Leninists the world over have joined in the
struggle against Soviet revisionism. Just as Lenin broke
with the revisionist parties of the Second International,
today genuine communists are breaking with the revisionist
parties in their countries. Just as Lenin called for the
formation of new parties, genuine Bolshevik parties, Marx-
ist-Leninists today also raise the cry-- BUILD PARTIES OF A
NEW TYPE, REVOLUTIONARY BOLSHEVIK PARTTIES, PARTIES THAT HOLD
HIGCH THE BANNER OF PROLETARIAN INTERNATTONALISM:

And we are fully confident that the genuine Marxist-"
Leninists of the USSR will build a new party, a Leninist
party. The Soviet people will vverthrow the new Soviet bour-
geoisie and once again establish the dictatorship of the

proletariat.

~ The PRRWO unites with the analysis made by our comrades
of the Black Workers Congress regarding the struggle against
revisionism and revisionist parties.

"Iy this battle against revisionism, the questiom of the
stand towards tHe revolutionary struggles of the oppressed
peoples has once again been a decisive factor. The revi-
sionists of the Soviet Union and all the parties which
followed them (including the Communist Party USA--CPUSA)
have thoroughly betrayed the struggles of the oppressed
peoples.

In a period where the storm of national liberation is on
the rise, the revisionists cry out for "peaceful coex-
istence". This basically means that the oppressed peo-
ple should not rise in opposition to the imperialists
and defend their territory and their rights. And if they
do, the revisionists scream they will bring nuclear war
down on their heads. Instead, the oppressed peoples
should rely on the Soviet Union to resplve their pro-
blems and the might of the Soviet Union cannot help but
force the US.to automatically collapse. These are lies,
concocted to deceive the peoples of the world. And the
revisionists do not stop here. They continue their decep-
tion by telling the people that revolutionary armed



struggle is no longer necessary,
' - . - - -
peaceful transition'

_ Fhat there will be a
from capitalism to socialisu.

The line of peaceful transition is especially dangerous
to the p¥oletariat and oppressed peoples. It leavis‘?;%
proletariat totally unprepaved against the reactioha; b
attacks and assaults oF the bourgeoisie. Nowhe;e in éi
world_has there been an example of the bour?éoisié <
peacefully giving up its rule and stepping jown.”TE

the proletaviat and its party, in _any counkry fafi to
make th?rqugh preparations for armed Struggléywitﬁ tﬁé
b?g;ge01SLe, then it will paralyze the re@blutionary
will o? the proletariat, The proletariat will be dis-
armed ideologically, sink into a passive stéie of ;;~
preparedness both politicaily and-orpanizat{onal{y "
(BWC, the Cowmmunisi, October 15, 19757 o 1%) -

_Wl?h Eyesa key points in wind, let us veturn to the
analysig of Octobev 27D, )

1 1 Q N T i AT T 1
PSP'S DIFFERENCES WITH MARXTSM-LENINISY
Tn the lasi issuw of '
e PRA "t o = . - Dyt =
;?u gRoDL’}n‘Nhlh? we extonded owr solidarity and suppert to
he Oct. 27th activily. We also crviticized the entive commus

n1§t moyemen@, ourselves iucludaed, for not having carried ou
our proletarian internaiionali

s

L.

respousibility sufficiennly
y N B 2 . = » T oo - N " - ) o ' . i iy y
FLdL is, actively unitiog the atruggle of the American work-
7 ) acs y walbing t SETUER. merice tl
lﬂ% c%aos with the struggles of the hundreds of millions of
colonial peopleg who are onprvessed by imperialism.

While we criticized ourseives for nok extending support
9 - P - 3 ‘ 7 i )
E?_Lhe activity sooner, we alao staced clearly the %eriou%.
I%tferincis we had and continue to have with the political
line of the activi a2 Pal : Vo i E .20
ctivity. (Ses Palante, Vol. 1, No. 1, p.Z2.)

We did ?articipate in the activity, mobilizing workers
apd revolut19nary people for it, putting out 1ite£aturé.qnd
sigg?ns stating our position. Our work included a foruﬁ ;t
which the opportunist slogan "Bi-Centennial Withéut Colonies’
was exposed, and the unity with the revisioniét "CPUUSA w %
thoroughly criticized. Paviicipants in the férum were ﬁrozz

D

0, “ o .7 ) ] 1
Palante, we raeprinted our letter tw

to attend the activity in the spirit of unity-struggle-unity

After analyzing carefully the speeches precented on Oct.
27th, especially that of the PSP, we hold that this activity
represents for PSP a furthe: step down the road to Eevision—
ism. At the same time we recognize that the intentions of
+he PSP cadres and those honest people that worked with the
FRSDC may have been good. However, Marxist-Leninists cannot
sum up an activity-by saying "well, their intentions were
1t is our responsibility to analyze the effect of
the political line being put out at that activity. Following
this pelitical line, we must ask ourselves, down what road
ie the Puerto Rican liberation struggle going to be taken?

= "
good.

Thousands of honest, revolutionary-minded people came to
Madison Square Garden to support the national liberation
of Puerto Rico and to be educated. As a Marxist-Leninist
organization, PSP had the responsibility to do just that---
provide an education based on the revolutionary teachings of
the great Marxist-Leninists. We believe they failed in this,
and instead they presented a revision of the principles of
Marxism-Leninism, cloaked in "militant" rhetoric. '

In the next part of this article, we present our main
differences with the line of the PSP as presented in the
gspeech by Juan Mari Bras on Oct. 27th.

1. "This gathering is a beautiful expression of militant
solidarity. We gather here-- in frank comradeship and
cohesive brotherhood-- Puerto Ricans and North Ametv-
icans: Afro-Americans, Chicanos, Asians, Indians, re-
presentatives of different communities in the United
States, who above and beyond national frontiers,
ethnic and language differences, reach the highest
identity to which human beings aspire, that of be-
coming universal beings."

(From speech delivered by Juan Mari Bras, Secregary
Ceneral of PSP, Oct. 27th)

Like the "CP"USA, PSP does not speak of the mu
U.S. proletariat. Instead they separate the workin ass
along national lines, reducing the mighty American /D&
riat to "representatives of different communities"
v.s." 20,000 people come together and a Marxistel




‘wition does not mention our unity as members of the
I .S. proletariat, our unity based on CLASS SOLIDA~
:ud the struggle against our class enemy, does not
wantion the ideology of the proletariat, our science of
wor, Marxism-Leninism.

cruread PSP talks about "brotherhood" and says that what
5 us all is our goal of "becoming universal beings'.

‘53 bourgeois, metaphysical nonsense~- an analysis de-
class content. This talk of humanity, of "brother-
0of "human beings", of "universal beings'=-- all this

covers up the very real class distinctions

. .wist in the real world. In a class society, there can
P e~ T T T B e AN |
/s waia 55 CLOCAlT 006G, .

.omrade Mao Tse-Tung addressing himself to errors like
said:

present, however, some comrades are lacking in the
~asic concepts of Marxism. For instance, it 1is a basic

Marxist concept that being determines consciousuness, that

ihe objective realities of class struggle and national
ctvruggle determine our thoughts and feelings. But some
2f our comrades turn this upside down and maintain that
sverything ought to start from "love".

#ow as for love, in a class society there can be only
jzs love; but these comrades are seeking a love trans-
‘wuding classes, love in the abstract and also frecdom
-4 the abstract, truth in the abstract, human nature in
.42 abstract, etc This shows that they have been very
deeply influenced by the bourgeoisie. They should tho-
~sughly rid themselves of this influence and modestly
~itudy Marxism-Leninism."

Mao Tse-Tung, Talks at the Yenan Forum on Literature
ind Art, p. 13)

And just as Mao Tse-Tung criticized those comrades who
siie of "love" in the abstract, today we must criticize
P9F For talking about "brotherhood", "human beings" and
ivarsal beings" in the abstract. In a class society,

To gppak) aa PSP dnes.

T owan on‘!\_r be C]_?c!c hrotherhond
2O ¥ 3 =8 Il iacinnonc.

it a4 "brotherhood" which transcends class, is to spread

>4

’ ‘deology, not <.ass consciousnes: and class su-
;__u.‘d.fity .

2. "Waeh_.ugton has seen itself forced to retreat fo =«
certain degree of softening in its line toward th:
two greaxt powers of the socialist camg, the Sovie-
Union ani the People's Republic of China."

(Ibid.)

The PSP upholds the erroneous line that there stili
ists a socialist camp. This is because they hold that th=
Soviet Unjion is still a socialist country and not social
imperialist. However, genuine Marxist-Leninists recogni !
that by 1963, because of the seizing of state power by 7'
Soviet revisionists and their attacks on Marxism-Leninij::
and all genuine communist parties, the split in the socCi

alist camp was complete.

We unite with the Communist Party of China, the Fari.
of Labor of Albania, and genuine Marxist-Leninists eveuvy-
where, and hold that "as a result of the emergence of so0
imperialism, the socialist camp which existed for a time
after World War II is no longer in existence.'" Today
there are two superpowers in the world: the U.S. and the
USSR. Both are seeking world hegemony.

(For further elaboration on this question, see: Doc:
of the 10th Party Congress of the CPC, A Proposal Cecncer:
ing the General Line of the International Communist Move-
ment, Leninism or Social-Imperialism, CPC speech at the
U.N.)

By putting forward that the socialist camp still exisi.
today, PSP:

a) Ignores the intense ideological struggle being wayp -
against Soviet revisionism.

b) Cloaks and defends the social-imperialist renegade-
of the Soviet Union ‘and thereby aids them in their dirty
work,



¢) Abandons their Maruist-Leniwist responsibility to
struggle against all forms of opportunism. It is our pro-
letarian interiationalist duty to defend Marxism-Leninism
and struggle resolutely against the Soviet Revisionists and
all their lackeys, as well as against the other superpower,
the U.S. We cannot fight U.S. imperialism while we unite
with Soviet social-imperialism.

d) Leads honest comrades into confusion because the
masses know that the Soviet Union's deeds (imperialist) are

in contradiction with what real socialism is supposed to be.

e) Negates the possibility of the restoration of capi-
talism in a socialist country. In debate, PSP has claimed
that if capitalism were to exist in the Soviet Union, 1t
would have to be identical to that of the U.S. This is not

850,

LLike U.S. imperialism, the economic base of Soviet social-

imperialism Ls also monopoly capitalism. In 1917, the work-
ing class in the Scoviet Union, led by the Bolshevik Party,
seized state power, took possession of the means of produc—

tion in the form cf state ownership, establishing the dicta-

torship of the proletariat. With the usurping of state po-
wer and the restoration of capitalism, the dictatorship of
the proletariat in the Soviet Union has been changed once
again into the dictatorship of the bourgecisie. The sccial-
ist state ownership has been changed into ownership by the
bureaucrat monopoly capitalist c¢class.

"The phenomenon of social-imperialism or state monopqu
capitalism, differs from"capitalmimperiallsm';( Peking
Review #25, 1972 ) only in the form of ownership of the
means of production and appropriation of wealth. In a
capitalist country, the form of ownership and appro-
priation is 'private'. In a revisionist country the
form used is the state. In both cases, the essence bes
hind the forms is a syestem of monopoly capitalism ruled
by the bourgeoisie." T
(PRRWO pamphlet, In the U.S. Pregnant with Revisionism,
the Struggle for Proletarian Revolution Moves Ahead)

3. "Washington has seen itself forced to retreat Lo a
certain degree of softening its line toward the two

great powers of the socialist camp, the Soviet Uni-
and the People's Republic of China. That fact is
considerable victory of the socialist camp, is v
degree to which the principle of peaceful coexiat
has been made to prevail, the principal which ¢
of the main bases of the strategy which will le. :
to the definite victory of socialism over capits!:
on a world scale.

But we cannot fall into the illusion that such peoo
ful gestures have replaced the war-mongering pol’
of imperialism. The relaxing of tension is limit.*
in its immediate effects at least, to the spheiv=
relations between the great powers and, 1in any ¢
the European panorama. But there is no such dil:
of imperialism with the super-exploited peoples
Asia, Africa and Latin America."

(PSP speech, Oct. 27th)

PSP is here presenting an analysis of the internat’
situation. They savy:

a) The U.S. has been forced to soften its line, ha
"peaceful gestures" to the Soviet Union and China.

b) Peaceful coexistence has been made to prevail (¢
certain degree.

¢) Peaceful coexistence is one of the main aspects
the strategy that will lead to the world-wide victory o
socialism over capditalism.

d) However, while tensions have been relaxed, this
limited.

e) One place where relaxed tensions have been felt
in Hurope.

f) Therefore, imperialism has been weakened, dilu..
Europe, but not yet in Asia, Africa and Latin America.

To analyze this mosgt dmportant question, we must
draw some historical lessons.
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LENIN'S THEORY OF PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE

It Was"Lenin who formulated and proposed the idea that
the §0c1allst gstates should follow the policy of ﬁeécefﬁl
coexistence towards countries with different social systems
He‘understood that during certain periods sociaiist coun; ’
Frles would exist side by side with pre—capitaliét
ist, and imperdialist countries. . ’

However, Lenin was clear that imperialism by its ver
n?ture was aggressive and committed to a policy of dominz—
tion and expansionism in order for it to survive.r
he taught that imperialists would do everythin?'possible t
oppose and destroy the socialist state, even F . :

to pursue a policy of peaceful coexisgtence., (Discussing the

basgis for peace with the imperialist countries, he said:)
tLet the U.S8. capitalisgts refrain from touching us
The obstacle to such a peace? From our side Eheré.ig
none. From the side of the American (and all,other) t
cgpl?alista, it 1s dmperialism."
(Lenin, "Reply to Questions by the Correspondent of the

1 ¢ » N . -~ -
Amervican Newspaper, New York Evening Journal')
. Whllc gttemptlng to pursue a policy of peaceful coexis-
:ncc, Len%n had no illusgions about the imperialists and
stressed time and time again that the socialist states must

maintain constant vigilance against these bloodsuckers.

Tt ig
L.enin

important to be clear on the context within which
i spoke about peaceful coexistence. He advanced this
pol;cy as onhe to be followed by the proletariat in powe; to-
wards countries with different social systems. HE NEVEE
MADE ?T THE SUM TOTAL OF A SOCIALIST COUNTRY'S FOREIGN
gEiNgingani ?gai?, Lenin made it clear that the FU&DAMENTAL
PLE of the i lic v PROLET ) B '
RN 1¢ foreign policy was PROLETARIAN INTERNA-

"Soviet Russia considers
the workers of the whole
gtruggle for the overthrow of capitalism."

{Lenin, quoted in Peaceful Coexistence, Two diametric-
ally opposed policies, Peking, 1963) .

it her greatest pride to help
vorld in their difficult

capital~

Therefore,

if it attempted

]

POLI- |

by "

Finally, Lenin made it absolutely clear that it was im-
ossible for the oppressed classes and nations to coexist
peacefully with the oppressor classes and nations.

", ..the bourgeoisie, even the most educated and demo-
ératic, now no longe?“hesitates to resort to any fraud
or crime, to massacre millions of workers and peasants
in order to save the priyate ownership of the means of
production...the very thought of peacefully subordina-
ting the capitalists to the will of the majority of the
exploited, of the peaceful reformist transition to
Socialism is not only extreme philistine stupidity,
but also downright deception of the workers, the em-
bellishment of capitalist wage slavery, concealment of
the truth."

(Lenin, Selected Works, Vol. 10, p.164)

In the Constitution of the People's Republic of China,
the principles put forward by Lenin became the guiding prin-
ciptes of Chinese foreign policy. The Five Principles of
Peaceful Coexistence are: mutual ;respect for territorial
integrity and sovereignty, mutual non-aggression, non-
interference in each other's internal affairs, equality and
mutual benefit, and peaceful,coexis%ence.

Upholding firmly the Leninist line, the People's Re-
public of China also stated clearly the proletarian inter-
nationalist responsibility of socialist countries:

CWhile perseveliug Lo peaceful coexistence with countris
having ditferent fal sysiems, wWe answervingly per-
form our proletarian ijnrernationalist duty. We actively
support the national liberation movements of Asia, Afri-
ca and Latin America, the waorking-class movements of
Western Europe, North America, and Australia, the peo-
ple's revolutionary struggles and the people's strug-
gles against the imperialist policies of aggression and
war and for world peace.

SO

In all this we have but one objective in view, that is,
with the socialist camp and the international proleta-
riat as the nucleus, to unite all the forces that can ..
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be united in order to form a broad united front against L5
U.S. imperialism and its lackeys." B
(?eaceful Coexistence-—-Two Diametrically Opposed Poli-

cies, Peking, 1963) 4

92, Imperialism hae become wilid
soaxistence, (Sae Krushchav’ s snoacl

19603 .
i
| 3, Peaceful coexistence i3 Liana ol foreign
. l_ _ policy of the Soviet Union and ol v of the soci-
i alist camp." (Khrushchev's speach, July 5, L9l
PO ] L
ﬁﬁ@%ﬁ 4 4. Peaceful coexistence is ihe prerveguisite ¥or vieltory
‘%* in the people’s revolutionary struggles, They said that
y | the victories won by the people of different countriaesg have
been achieved under "conditiecns of peaceful conxistence be-
tween states with different socdal systems."” dee Pravda,

Teb. 8, 1961)

5. Peaceful coexistence is "the bast way of helping the
revolutionary labour movement achieve It

]

international

% O
gy ) ¥ ' g s Rk . " ; -
18,/ Q?'!f ﬂé =“25§¢$¥ basic class aims," They declared that under peaceful coex-
; / 'JE‘@?%“‘%‘% fﬂ' 'Y: (" | istence the possibility of a peaceful transition to
4 Il 1 W ; i b S A ] g T " ) N - y S o q
; %ﬂb&‘ (f‘& Al &@{',“ & 1 socialism in capiralist countries has grown. (See Upen Letlev
) 4 9 . g , . N . .,
g% \’% gﬁ{\ \ A ‘of the CPSU ko Party Organizatlions and ALL Communists [u
LA BN\ |! 'N N {. the Soviet Union, July 14, 1963).
. {n’.
{1-—3— | (A1l the above statements atre guoted in Poagceful Coex-
istence-~ Two Diametrically Opposed Policies, Peking, 1963).
I
{ These views have nothing in common with Lenin's policy

GENERAL LINE OF "PEACEFUL COEXISTENCE" OF THE CPSU AND CPUSA
| of peaceful coexistence. The Soviet revisionists have one-

At the 20th Congress of the CPSU, this party abandoned | sidedly reduced the general line of the foreign policy of
the tradition of Lenin and Stalin and said that: S ‘socialist countries to peaceful coexistence-~ excluding from

: | this policy thew proletarian internationalist task of helping
| © the revolutionary struggles of the oppressed peoples and

nations.

1. Peaceful coexistence is the overriding and supreme
principle for solving contemporary problems. They said:
They ‘deny the nature of imperialism by saying that imper-

"peaceful coexistence alone is the best and the sole NS

acceptable way to solve the vitally important pro- t ijalism has already admitted the necessity of peaceful co~

blems confronting society." i existence.

(A. Rumyantsev, "Our Common Ideological Weapon', Pro-

blems of Peace and Socialism, No. 1, 1962) . The CPSU describes peaceful coexistence as the supreme
%< principle governing the life of modern gsociety. Genuine

Marxist-Leninists hold that only after victory in the revo-
ot lution is it possible and necessary for the proletariat to

pursue the policy of peaceful coexistence. As for oppressed

peoples and nations, their task is to strive for their own
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Nations want LIBERATION , Countries waril HPENDENCE 1People want REVOLUTION!




18 . These facts uphold Lenin's thesis that:

("]
fevatisn thecugh the armed overthrow of the fmper | "ehe characteristic feature of imperialism is precisely
vheie lackeys, 'lhey should not practice psucéfuﬁ % ithat it strives td”aﬁnex‘not-only agrar%an,tﬁrrltorles,
nen with fhe dwperialists and thein-lackaeys, wol ! . but even most highly industrialized regions. ' '
cibie for them to do so. : ' (Lenin, Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism)
H FARCE OF "DETENTE" , . ! Further, .the struggle for hegemony in the Middle East,
e * for control of that area's oil supply is directly based in
Today, the revisionists are pushing their bankrupt poli- . the superpower's competition for hegemony in'Europe. Europe
oy sader the disguise of "detente". They call on all "peace- and Japan import 80% of their oil from the Middle East.
‘oving peopla" to fight for a "lessening of tensions be-
tween the U.S. and the U.8.S.R." $o while talking "detente' the Lwo SUperpowers compete
' to redivide the world and cooperate to crush the puopl?'s
They try to cover up the real nature of imperialism and ' revolutionary struggles for‘liberation. Their CO?paratlon'
social-imperialism and negate Lenin's revolutionary teaching (collusion) is relative and temporary, while their competi
that: tion (contention) is absolute because of the basic contra-
A 1 dictions inherent in imperialism. Imperialists Qgigﬂhggg
An essential feature of imperialism is the rivalry colonies im order to survive. The Soviet Union tries to
betwren great powers in striving for hegemony." - cover its sliminess under the cloak of "socialist aid"--
(Le?é;; Imperialisu, the Highest Stage of Capitalism, but in reality this aid is just another form of gaining
p. LU .

.control over the economy and political development of the

i1 1 . : underdeveloped countries.
Like the CPUSA, PSP holds that tensiouns have been lessen-—

2d in Euvope. A little investigation would prove the bank- ' THE REVISIONISM OF PSP

cuptey of this Line. "While talking detente"” and supposedly = Tl

taking measures to reduce tensions in Europe, Returning to PSP's analysis of the international situ-

| ation, we can see clearly how their line is almost an ex-

"the Soviel imperialists make more war preparations and act duplication of the revisionist, counter-revolutionary
are expanding militarily in that area. As of late 1973, line of the CPSU and the CPUSA.
the Soviets had increased their troops by 50Z. The mili- . . 1 N
tary budget for European war zomnes was 10,000 million 1. They negate the nature of U.S. 1@per1al%sm i clg;v
dollars (statistics from Peking Review #51, 1973). Over , that it has "softened" its line-- whgn in reallty, U-S: s
3/4 of their air force, 3/5 of their ground forces are perialism, a doomed monster, caught 1in a world-wide crisis.
in Eastern Europe. Three-fourths of Soviet medium-range has. intensified its counter-revolutionary struggle for sur
missiles are directed at Western Europe. 75% of their l
major sea-borne vessels and 1/2 of its attack subma- = vival. They are trying to convince the people that eventua!
rines and nuclear subs are deployed in waters around the monopoly capitalists will peacefully give up their
Europe... "evil ways'.
At present the U.S. has only about 289,000 troops and - P
about 800 aircraft stationed in Europe. But the U.S. has 4 .
more capital invested in Europe and Canada than in the
whole of the Third World." f w

(PRRWO pamphlet) :



2. They raise "peaceful coexistence" as one of the main
roads leading to the -international victory of socialism, but -~
they fail to clarify that peaceful coexistence is one aspect
of the foreign policy of only socialist countries towards
countries with different social systems. They fail to men-
tion the FUNDAMENTAL PRINCIPLE of proletarian internation-=
alism-- concretely aiding the oppressed peoples and nations
to overthrow their oppressors. : ) |

Here the PSP position reads like that of the CPSU, who
said:

"In conditions of peaceful coexistence, new important
viectories have been scored in recent years in the
class struggle of the proletariat and in the struggle
of the peoples for national freedom."

(Open Letter of the Central Committee of the CPS5U,
July 4, 1963)

In summing up this position, the CPC said:

"They also say that the national liberation movement
is developing under conditions of peaceful coexistence
between countries with different social systems and of
economic competition between the two opposing social
systems and that peaceful coexistence and peaceful
compatition "assist the unfolding of a process of
1iberation on the part of peoples fighting to free
blhmmanTann Fram +Ta annannminen Arminatrinn nf foreion
wonopolies  , and can deliver a crushing biow” to
Mihe enlbire system of capitalist relationship'.
(Apologists of Noeo-Colonialism, Peking, 1963).

This position denies the indisputable fact that tne vic-
tories of the national liberation struggles are due prima-
rily to the revolutionary struggle of the masses.

"A11 socialist countries should practice the Leninist
policy of peaceful coexistence between countries with
different social systems. But peaceful coexistence and
peaceful competition cannot replace the revolutionary |
struggles of the people. The victory of the national <
liberation of all colonies and dependent countries must

PN

be won primarily through the revolutionary struggles

of their own masses, which can never be replaced by

that of any other -countries.”

(Tbid.)

i

. o+
3, They say imperialism has been weakened in Europe o'

tengions have been

lessened there; although this

happened in Asia, Africa and Latin America. Following
argument, the oppressed peoples of these areas

practice "peaceful

relax tensions, there too-= S$0O that they can embark on

coexistence", until the USSR

"peaceful road to socialism."

Although they
policy statement o

over, in their documents,

a possible necessi

means of defeating
Leninism:

ag stated in t
..... 4) the 11
people of Puer

" we reaffirm the rights of the Puert

should

and the
thet

has not

L}‘lr i
Wil

us

sometimes deny this, where in their ma}:
f Oct. 27th do they say differently. Mc¥

PSP has reduced armed struggle 1

ty, a defengive measure, not the only
imperialism. Compare PSP and Marxism-

he General Deciaration of PSP

. These
ght of the workers and all the patrioti.
to Rico to utilize all available mesns

agains

of struggle, including revolutionary violence,
violence of the system, in order Lo
exercise the basic rights enumerated above."

=Rl

the repressive
(Desde Las Ent

”The‘proletafi
forcible destr

rafias, PSP, USA, Second Fart,

Do

2)

o Rican peoplc

ari

an revolution is impossible without the
uction of the bourgeols state machine

and the substitution for it of a new one...
oletarian Revolution and the Renegade

(Lenin, the Pr
Kautsky)

"According to

ig the chief component of state power.
seize and retain state power 1

Experience in

is the only by the power O

class and the

bourgeoisie and landlords...

(Mao Tse-Tung,

the Marxist theory of the state,
Whoever wants

the

arm,

ust have a strong army.

the class struggle teaches us that 1t

f the gun that the working

1abouring masses can defeat the armed

T

Problems of War and Strategy
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OCT.

27TH AND RIGHT OPPORTUNISTS WITHIN THE COMMUNIST MOVEMENT

L)

Regarding Oct. 27th, the Guardian "wisely" proclaims:
"Make no mistake. Revisionism remains the chief danger
within the working class movement. But we should not
overestimate its strength. When confronted in the course
of genuine struggle, it can be disolated and exposed.”
(Irwin Silber, "Fan the Flames", Guardian, Nov. 20, '

1974, p. 9)

From this, you might expect Silber to address himself to
the chief danger and expose revisionism; and there were many
manifestations of revisionism at the Oct. 27th rally. But no,
instead he levels his criticism only at organizations who
united with the activity but fulfilled their Marxist-Lenin-
ist responsibility by continuing to struggle vigorously
against revisionism.

Silber criticizes E1 Comite for their correct analysis
of the "revisionist-liberal perspective'" that dominated
the speakers on the 27th. While adding that the slogan "a
Bicentennial Without Colounies" is "concededly reformist',

Silber criticizes El Comite for making such a fuss about it..
In this he only exposes his own opportunism--~ all unity,

and no struggle.

"Bicentennial Without Colonies'" is a revisionist slogan.
It depicts imperialism as a policy chosen by the bourgeoisie.
It covers up the essential fact that imperialism is the
highest stage of capitalism; imperialism cannot survive with-
out colonies. The slogan creates illusions of a peaceful
resolving of the colonial question.

Raising the masses to cover

their opportunism, the Guar-
dian points to the thousands of

revolutionary-minded peo~

ple who attended the vally. And it is undeniably true that
thousands of honest people, committed te the national liber~
ation of Puerto Rico, were there. This makes it all the

revisionist and liberal lincs
that were presented there; and to commend the genuine re-
volutionary speakers, such as Jerry Tung of the Asian Coali-
tion and Owusu Sadauki, former chairman of the African
Liberation Support Committee, for fulfilling their prole-

more important to expose the

L 2

tarian internationalist re hy educ~ting the
masses in the spicrit of Mavrxism-Teunianism-Mao Tse-Tung Thous

Silber criticizes Jerry Tung of the Asian Coalition Ffor
"{aft-gsectarianism”. What was this comrade's Yerror", sccor
ding to Silber? Tung criticized Soviet gsocial~impericiism
in an activity coordinated by supporters of Soviet revigion
the CPUSA and the PSP. Bon't take us wrong, Silber
gays, you can criticize Soviet social-imperialism-- but do
it "risht", Silber comments that when '"it became clecr thet
this (thz main revigionisgm—=~ @,
was the main point of his speech, ity of the audi:
saw his actions as divisiﬁ_ve." What he failg o point cut
rhat the booing and chants of "Unidad" were led by PSP
the CP and that he Sither was also beoed wher he attempltocd
to raise the issue of Soviet sccial-imperial.sm.

igme—

and

1f people saw Jerry Tuwg's presentation as divisive,
they were iuncorrect. It is the responsibility of Mar=ist -
Leninists to educate the masses as to how we can build urit
in the struggle. against imperialism and social-impevialiem
We muet raise that it is a shaw and a humbue to falk aboun?
fighting imperialism without a struggle zgaimnst opportunisr

of all forms. We must rais> that we cannot defeat U.S8. dwmr-
ialism by uniting with Sovier social!~imperialism. We wust
raise that unity can only be based on the political line
If a political line takes the proletariat down the wrong
path, it must be exposed anrd defeated. As Lenin said, 1t
is only through sharp class struggle against opportunism,
that we can draw the lines of demarcsation and determine wii

whom we can unite and with whom we can't.

In not fulfilling this responsibility, Silber is objee-
tively tailiug, not leading the masses~=- ar1 objecitively
supporting these who led by the CP and PSP chanted "Unidad”
everytime criticism of the Soviet revisiounists was laid o
This is an error of right opportunism, all unity and no
struggle. For an honest person, not yect clear on the f each
ery of the Soviet revisionists or new to the movement, we
can understand this error. But for Irwin Silber, a "Marxiw:
Leninist", it has to be called for what it is, straighi-up
opportunism.

1
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i Silber's opportunism takes him right into thg arms of
 &he revisionist CPUSA whose line he echoes on this point.
$They say:

"A gharply dissident note was imposed on the mee?ing
by the speech of. Jerry Tung, speaking for t?e A51§n
Cosalition. Tung's remarks attacking the Soviet Union
as a 'social-imperialist power' were drowned out by
a swelling chant of "unidad" (unity) which swept
through the Garden."

(Daily World, Tuesday, Oct. 29, 1974, p. 11)

Thus by not struggling sharply against opportunism, Silbex
has united with them. To gilber and the Guardian, we ask?
I1f revisionism is the main danger in the movement, why dg
you direct your main fire at those who strugg%e‘against 1€,
Why did you not criticize the revisionist positions of the
PSP that were presented at the rally?

THE "STRAIGHT REPORTING" OF OL AND RU

The OL and RU in their article on Oct. 27th gave us

some "straight bourgeois reporting'-- except for 4 f?w
minor points. They both made believe Jerry Tung didn 't _
speak at all-- not even listing his name as a participant.

Obviously, they hoped by not mentioning that he spoke, they
wouldn't have to take a side either for or against the con-
tent of his presentation.

The RU article (Revnlution,.November) inc}uded no .
critical political analysis, excgpt a few wor@s_about the
booing of revisionist Angela Davis. .It was similar toO
the coverage provided by the bourgeois press.

1"
The OL summed up the activity as a“"great success’ agd
raised no criticism of any political line, althﬂugh at;the
end of their article, they threw in the slogan "Down Wi

o (gall, Nov. 1974, p. 4). To not

the two superpowers. \ ,
struggle against the lines raised by.PoP and others atvthf
rally and then to raise this slogan 1s pure phrase-monger

ing.

Both the RU and Ol here provide further examples of
right opportunisu, characterized in this instance by all
wnity and no struggle-- regarding Oct. 27th. By not strug-
gling, all these organizations objectively aid the revi-
sionists and do a disservice to the national liberation of
Puerto Pico, proletarian revoluticn in the U.S8. and a dis-
service to the thousands of brothers and sisters who attend-
ed Oct. 27th.

CONCLUSION

"The revolutionary movement in the U.S. has grown and
continues to move to higher levels of understanding and
struggle.

"foday, the communist movement is engaged in sharp strug-
gle over many burning questions facing the proletariat
and oppressed masses who are surging forward like a mighty

~gtorm against imperialism. Among these questions are: the

international situation, the objective gituation within
the U.S., the central task of communists--party building,
strategy and tactics for the American revolution, the na-
tional and colonial question.

“The correct Marxist-Leninist resolution of these ques-
tions are at the very heart of an armed seizure of state
power to ‘establish the dictatorship of the  proletariat."
(PRRWO pamphlet) :

Unity must be reached among communists. And this unity
must be based on political line and its application. Thus
unbreakable unity 1is being and will continue to be forged
in the heat of class struggle against all shades of oppor-
tunism.

PSP also calls for unity--unity of the "North American
left". What are our differences with this? First, their anal-
ysis of the "left" itself. They use this term to lump
together and place on an equal footing genuine Marxist-Lenin-
ists, honest comrades struggling to master the science of
Marxism-Leninism, opportunists within the communist movement,
pacifists, liberals who call themselves "Marxists'" and out-
right agents ot the bourgeolsie Tike the CTUSA and the Trot-
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¢. Everyone is in the "left" according to PSP. Through
yvankrupt position, they attempt to avoid their respon-
+~

o [ - " B
He entless g 2 against opreortunism

RS R Gy OF AL O

]
rv for tha defeat of imp ria m and liberation of

iico and all colonies

lity, PSP's call for "left" unity is a smokescreen
crgdited CPUSA to make some inrcads into the

-3
~ar> of the oppressed masses. PSP cloaks these snakes

nanile of

legitimacy-~ even going so far as te call
ccacherous nep” is "fraternal organization®.
With PSP run-—-
far them, the vavisionists have tried

¥ the political nrisoners movement, setting
siam nationwide coulition and attempting to use this
~ion to hook up local prisoner’s defense committees.

w7avey, che masses are not to be fooled. Revolution
~ main trend in the world today, and it is inevitable
those opportunists who try to disguise themselves as

csit-Tieninists are soon exposged.

3

. regards to the PSP this process iz accelerating

Ly, In the communist movement and within 1ts own

maany questions have been put foward to the leader-
5f the PSP, To clarify our unities and differences,

-7 these comrades 1in putLlng foward thess questions:

. Yhat does PSP believe is the main danger within the
communist movement today?

Why does the PSP reduce the split in the socialist
camp to a "power dispute'?

Why doesn't the PSP prepare its members to struggle
against and expose all forms of opportunism, revi-
sionism and trotskyism?

Why aren't PSP members encouraged to study extemsive-
1y and learn from the teachings of comrades Stalin
and Mao Tse-Tung?

{statement
5y Jose Navarro, member of FPolitical Comaission, PS5P, in
s ﬁfafloﬂ at Hunter College, Nov. 22).

10,

How can PSP say they recognize the need for a comnmu-
nist party in the U.S. if they believe the '"CP"USA
is still a genuine communist party?

Tan't it opportunism to say that imperialism.has been
destroyed in Vietnam (meuwber of PSP Political Commis-
siom,  Claridad, USA, June 23, 1974)-- when that '
struggle continues to vrage today, providing inspira-
tion for the workers and oppressed peoples of the
world and defeats for the imperialists? And then to
use this lie as a basis for saying as Juan Mari .
Brag did on the 27th: ”The struggle for the indepen-
dence of Puerto Rico is today the first and immediate
hattle entrenched against U.S. imperialism.’ Doesu't
PSP mean "Vietnam is over" when they say: "But once
Tmporiallwm had been destroyed in Vietnam 1t was
palistic to place the issue of solidarity with the
1ﬂdependeﬂce of Puerto Rico as a priority on the
agenda of rhe progressive movement."?
Why doesn't PSP ever use the term, multinational U.S8
proletariat? Isu't this just an attempt to separate
the U.S. proletariat according to nationality in oy~
der to justify PSP's bundist position that all Puerto
Ricans should be in a separate party-- the PSP?

Stﬂﬂﬂlﬂ& o' what a nation is? Why do they continue
o revise the ideology they claim to uphold and push
the “DlVlded Nation" theory?

Why doesun’'t PSP adhere to the Marxist-Leninist under -
f
-

Loes the PSP agree that the warming of Soviet-American
relations "has become one of the most important
political phenomenon of our times.'"? ( Pravda, quoted
in the Daily News, Nowv. 25, 1974, p. 21 )

Does PSP believe peaceful coexistence between states
with different social systems is a prerequisite for
victory in the national 1liberation struggles?

Does PSP hold that armed struggle is the only means
for liberation? And if so, why don't they put this
forward? .
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All genuine Marxist-Leninists would welcome PSP's reply
ip these questions and others raised by forces within the .
rommunist movement, and PSP's members and supporters. How-
wver, based on their past practice, we believe PSP will be
svasive and unprincipled, trying to push aside these ques- ]
~ions and accuse their members of attacking "Party line" in-
.tead of putting forward their positions and examining them |
in the light of Marxism-Leninism. All communists are secure
‘n the knowledge that truth will triumph over falsehood, and
sone of us wants to continue to hold incorrect lines that do

not advance the proletarian revolution.

Howevetr, on many occasions, PSP has proved that it does
1ot welcome criticism and does not practice gelf-criticism,
for instance, in reply to criticisms of the Oct. 27th acti-

vity, they said:

there are the left organizations
which were so principled in their criticism that some
even went to the trouble of printing whole books cri-
ticizing the rally. What tremendous solidarity! Time
would be better spent fighting capitalism and imperial~-

ism! It is unfortunate that criticisms, sone valid and
some not so valid, are advanced when unity 1is most
important...the very day of the rally. Luckily the
confusion which this could have caused just did not
take place; people coming out of the rally would
simply laugh at the attacks or ignore them." ,
(Alfredo Lopez, Political Commission, PSP, Claridad,

USA, Nov. 3, 1974, p. 5)
w PSP views the ideological strug-

ment. They fail to understand
ical clarity, against revision~—

"opn the other side,

Here we see clearly ho
gle within the communist move

that ‘the struggle for ideolog
igm is a key part of the struggle against capitalism and

imperialism. They fear that ideological struggle will
"oeonfuse" the masses. They should speak for themselves,

and not belittle the pebpie,”because it is only through in- |
tense ideological struggle that we can draw the lines of
demarcation necessary to expose the charlatans and unite the
4
o
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ii:u1ne'communlst fo?ces. And this is exactly what they faur.
ng Wlth the Guardian, the RU and the OL, they call f o
2ll unity-no struggle, because they know tﬂat thei ‘1' Oi
cannot stand up to the test of gcientific sociaigs;4‘ln6h

mindZEWever, the communists and thousands of revolutionarxy
L, people who attended Oct. 27th and revolutionary pw;\
EéViS_Ve¥ywhere wan? ?ong of this sham unity, unity with-.
1onism and revisionist parties who have betrayed the

;gg;eisegh?ioplss and would take Puerto Rico down th %;;‘
: as Chile. We uphold the teachings of Marx, En eiﬁ\ B
Ezﬁ,bit?i;gédazd1¥39 Tse—Tugg and fight for a unit? th;L]ﬂ
o ) n:j in thg f1¥es of the class struggle

g 8 }mperlalism, social-imperialism and all forms of
opportunism. e ok

n & >

Th? opportunists are bourgeois enemies of the prole

tarian revolution and real - coisic

e ! ; real agents of the bourgeoisie
1e working class movement... ' ﬂ

T?;es§ a determined, ruthless struggle all along the
rlni if cond%cted against oppoertunism, it isg uleer
o talk about sthe struggle against imperialism."”

(Lenin, Imperialism the Highest Stage of Cap;télﬁcm\

LONG LIVE PROLETARTAN REVOLUTION!
LONG LIVE THE DICTATORSHIP OF THE PROLETARIAT!

;hekSectetarigt of the Puerto Rican Revolutionary
orkers Organization for the Central Committee
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STATEMENT OF PRINCIPLES OF THE PRRWO

We are a communist organization. We adhere to the
principles of Marxism-Leninism-Mao Tse Tung Thought and
uphold the revolutionary teachings of Marx, Engels, Lenin,
Stalin and Mao Tse Tung. We function on the basis of

democratic centralism.

We fight for the dictatorship of the proletariat, for
the construction of socialism, towards the abolition of
classes -~ the final aim of communists.

achieve the dictatorship of the
violent overthrow of the

We know we cannot
proletariat without the armed,
bourgeois state.

We know we cannot overthrow the bourgeois state without
a relentless, uncompromising struggle against all forms
of opportunism - revionism and Trotskyism. We believe
the main danger in the world and in the U.S. today is
right opportunism - revisionism - represented most fully
in the international sphere by the U.S.S5.R. and in the
national sphere by the "CP"USA.

We believe the building of the revolutionary proletarian{
party of a new type is the central task of all communists
and has been since the betrayal of the "CP"USA. We call
for and work towards uniting with all genuine Marxist-
Leninists to build our party - the party of the U.S.
multi-national proletariat.

We uphold the right of nationsg to self-determination.
We accept our responsibility to render direct and determined
support to the liberation movements of the oppressed peoples
against the U.S. imperialists, understanding that the path
to the abolition of the poverty, oppression and rape of
the colonies is the unity between the proletariat of the
oppressor nation and the peoples of the oppressed nations.’h
No nation can be free while it oppresses another nation - |
the reserves of the imperialists must be turned into the N3
reserves of the international proletariat.

-

i -

. We uphold the intermaticna
nyorkers of the world, unite." And we, as part of the
international proletariat, take great pride in and learn
from the leading revolutionary examples of the Peoples
Republics of China and Albania.
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~the political positions of the PRRWO H
(Nov. 1974) _ - .
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