RESPONSES TO THE RECTIFICATIONIST CRiTIQUE OF THE PATIOﬁAL MINCRITY
MARXIST-LENINIST CONFERENCE

Introduection to the Sonthern California Local Center Packet

Cn March 1 a group of local Rectificationists held a tendency-wide forum +to
1t critique of certain facets of the National Minority Marxist-Leninist

ence, and to offer "some irmitial opinions on how to begin to forge a2 correct
ntation towards the gquestion of race relations in our movement.¥ The main

tations at this forum were made by two Rectificationists from the Third World
Alliance in the Bay Area, During the discussion portion of this forum, a
r of us from the Southern California Local Center of the OCIC participated in
and raised some criticisms of both the forum in particular, and of the mamner
1 Pectification comrades have approached the National Minority Marxist-Leninist
e (MMLLC) in general, This packet contains some summaries of points that
SCALC attempted to make,
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rpose of this packet is neither to offer a2 full summation of the forum and
s presented there; nor to present a thorough evaluation of the relationsghip

en the Rectification Cirele and the NMM-LC, Cur current resources and limitations
iuds our attempting either of the latter at this point, And we do not intend to
our evaluation of the conclusions and resulis of the MMM-LC itself: the weaknsss
reporting on the NM.LC and the contirming absense of the Planming Committeets
cion meke this impossible, Thus our aims are fairly limited, Essentially we want
out swmaries of The views that we raised at the forum in writing, so that they

e congideration from other comrades in the OC, and thereby make some contrilu-
the ideoclogical struggle arcund the NYM-LC, In this regard two things should be
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1) at this stage we feel that it 'is correct to ask thait this packet be
to OC members (we plan to offer fuller discussion of these and related

he tendency in the near future): 3ii) while there was some collective preparalion
ram, the views surmarized here sre the individual views of the OC comrade

U}

o llo 7] J
ER
4
5 g 1
2
o
b
i

M by e

e

<

et

J4b]

. @
5]

For over a yea» now a sharp, though intermittant,; struggle has ragsd in the LA
tendsncy between the Rectif

= tion party-building line and the developing OCIC lins.
The most important and ant form that this struggle has taken has been sontention

over the NM.LC,

The first phase of the struggle around the NMY-LC was initiated by the Rectification-
ists just fwo weeks before the NL-LC took place last Juns, The thrust of the Rectific-
ation approach during this vhase was to charge that the MM-LC was Ygectarian, was
splitting the natlonal winority comrades in the tendency, and was objectively racist
vecause it was only open to those without consolidated opposition to the 18 points
and the struggle to build a single ideological center (ie, it excluded natiopal
rinority comrades who held the Rectification lins), The Rectifiecationists aleo raised
criticisnms of organizational sloppiness, and bad communicaticns by the Planning
il
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of The I-LC, although they saw these criticisms as simply more evidence
=]

n @

of ths essentially sectarian nature of the MIM-LC, Initially the Rectification atiack
on the HIL.LC was extremely harsh: CCIC forees in our local were blitzed with phons
calls demanding an immedisate meeting, at that meeting we were baraged with sometimes
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ctory accounts of the Iil.LC and ils process of organization, and we were

IR s
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vressed to unite immediately with the charge of Vsectarisnism® and to inter vene
by calling the Planning Cormittee and demandiay thal they cancel the Conferencs,
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Introduction/2

responss, we rejected the Rectificationist demand that we unite in

a r with their charge of sectarianism, and we refused to atiempt to
his: LC.=th 1en just a few days away--called off, We pointed out that the Planning
Ocr the N3 .LC was autoncmous from the OCIC, and thait we from the OC were not
ins? 7 Pacecunta D'! e” ﬁb“ everybh_mc' that the Plamning Committes did, sz the Rectific.
aticists claimed we were, Mogt importantly we made a self-criticism 'tqa'«:, despite the
faet tnat the CC was com ued to supporting the NMM.LC process, the National Steering
Cor— £122..CCIC had not kept us fully informed of developments in this m‘oces_,, and we
o1 had taken 1little initiative to find ocut about it., We committed ourselves to
Srrestizating the HLWLC, to considering seriously the Rectificationist criticisms of
ity and To holding i‘f:-.rbner meetings with the Rectificationist comrades around these

1]

3

S:bsequently, on the basis of the knowledge we gainsed through an investigation of
the Zerzlopment of the NIILWLC, we came to support the Planning Committee®s conception
of =15 Conference (thouzh we st:L"'L had teo 1little information to take positions on the
reg:lis of the NMMLLC), Ve therefore rejected the Rectificationist eriticism that ths
mxicirz eoneeniion of the NMM-LC was intrinsically sectarian. We came to understand
that ths Pectificationist position that qucn a Conference should have only a raclal basis

sl e and should not reguire a ceru level of political (in this case, party-building
15n= urity, Was a prgf nnd err or, Ne Qld, ho‘wever, dﬂvnlop certain
eriticigns of weak organizational practices and poor leadership on the part of both

the Plzwming Cczmittee, ard the National Steering Committee of the OCLU (in its rolse
of lezding the OCi's & pozrb of the NMM.LC)s these criticisms were commuicated to both
bodles verbzlly a: writing, and both bodies united with them, Alsc, we deepened

ur v self.c n b;* nalvz:'_nr' our error of not taking sufficient initiative to
kzaz sbreast of lopment of the MMM-LC as objectively racist: we failed +to
drplensnl adequ commitment to support the MMM.LC and thereby vndercut this .
irncriznt gten trugele asgainet racism, Minally we raissd eriticisms of the
iceczl Resctidet ’ss for the sectarian and L:*co*r:‘rsdw_y character of their

attzecx on ths gerrefals and of their approach to struggle with us around this
guestion in particulsr, Cur position on the IMM-LC, and cur various criticisms and self-
exilidisms Were ccr‘:::auud ara discussed with Rectificaltion comrades as we had |
pro~ised (we even zzvs z copy of our written summation of these questions to cne of
the?» reprezentatives,. It is important to note that they have never to our' knowledge
volmtzrily zelmowliedzsd these discussions and comminications publically. Rather they
he7s chzrzeterized us zs refusing Yto struggle” arcund the NM-LC,

_-he sscond ph of the local struggle around the M.LC emergad bj degrees

in I2ts 1679 and clsarly corresponded to a shift in tacties by the national Reetif..
iez*ion czmp In Iis cirele offensive against the OCIC, Whereas the initial overall
eprreoach of The Reetification grouping was to jam the OCIC hard on as many fronts

es vessible-wilus sowing c onfusion and suspicion of the OC process in the tendency ard
rz:mrs roen for the contimed eirele existence of the ?7"’#'0 ification camp—-the new
azzrezch was fand is) to flip to an articulated position thatPumity" in the tendency
shoulZ preveil over conte ntion, to ela L.«D'i“a'tﬂ & w:"'el,hora of Minitiatives” that the

EE *:A:': :;9._1:5 up 'lrmediately in the interests of the "whole trend" s and to chide the

CC fer putiing itsMorganizational” interests first when it doesn®t rapidly reorganige
itzslT To the dictates of the Rectification Program., (A fundamental feature of this
new artorozch 1s to cbsfuscate the faet that the Vhole OC process calls for an overall.
sr3tarzation of the ideclogical struggle for the whole tendency, rather than the
*_::"_'?:e—*eaf"_ development of c¢m.ona+1c ties between cirecles for f'irrs‘t this, then that
":*:H*:':'i:_l nreiect, as the Qecl,l“‘lcaulonlst are doing). Concretely, the national
fec;}:‘*:ca:ie:z shift was manifest loeally in the etv-u"gle around the NMI.LC by the
:.e:::__:"ica"':io_n oroposal of a joint forum with us in the OC around the MH4.LC and its
Begilis

L

ard oy the adoption of a more comradely style toward us,
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onse to the proposal of a joint forum was nol in any way to reject it
~=actually we tended to feel it was a geod idea, Qur position was and is,
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this Conference had to await the publication of
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Cormittee surmatloﬂ,_L it was to deal with the Conference
ard informed manner,
eches
he PC summation is still not complete and in circulation.
ur position

It is certainly correct to be critical of the

were let?lﬁubed so long after the Conference, and of

is that ne scientific assessment of the NM-LC...gnd

But o

7 its results and conclusions--is conceivable without rnoTlng what occured
ately the Rectificationists decided to go shead with a forum (They  commented
Ie thing had drazeed on too long and they wanted to be done with it),

informed two weeks azhsad of time that it was schedulad for March 1. Bscause
zed the stnmatic end because of the extremsly short notice given, there

te on the forun program. However because our feeling was
to the MM-LC indicated that the forum would functinm
the Rectification cirele than te advance principled

ard becauss tne advance materials for the ¢0run qndlcated that
deal of distortion of the NMMM-LC process ,some’ of

rred out essentially as we had suspected: it did not

J-LC, and subordinated advancement of the ideclogical
i Our comments during the forum, reviewsd

to shﬁw how and why this was the case, Bul,

5 ion camp, the struggle around the Nh;nLC

fmmm»@1nth=%HmeCﬂlmﬂnaLoal

1 s of the NMI-LL strengthen the tendency

hout ighoring or obﬂcurlﬁg any of the errors

n the longer term we ﬂll organize a tengency_

1rposs af the conclusions and
led manrer, In the shorter term, though, this
sommitnent,
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Steering Committee
Southnern California Local Center
ocic

comﬂont made during the discussion period at the

3t 4s written up in the packet,

al 1 Jed to make a short prepared statement on the

n to it at the begimning of the discussion, and the

oo.l-ooaeoc-oaeeaooeonsoo.aoenepages I"—?
comrade at the forum were also mich the same
e had pr paved a written text....pages 8-10

a close paraphrase of those made at the Torum,

4
es----c;asoototwnouﬂnenooooeo-o-eoabeao-ucoonenstapages 1}-"""“12

- -~ ¢
v paraphrase,

partly written as spoken. In laze part t%aqg

EHE TN e e evsavenanssnsnsensasnense PaEES 13-nil

gummary of comments mads at the forum, plus an attempt

se comments qomv..................,.naqu 15--17

of Particular Tasks of Mardet-Leninists®--TF..

of an ongoing study of the CPUSA in general,
anism and racism in that orgenization

ﬁﬂenarabWOﬂq for the forum, and is being

useion around the guestion of particular tasks

i Anpendix
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Comments et Rectification Forces' Forum on the National Minorities

Marxist-Leninist Conference IM from OCIC So. Cal. Local Center

i'd like to try to clarify the purpose and intent of the
Naticnal Minorities Marxist-Leninist Conference, and to explain
our relaiti8nship as UCIC forces to it. The comrades who presented

this discussion tonight have obscured the purpose of the conference
and misrepresented its content. Never in the letter they sént out,

r in their presentation tonight, did they mke clear that the primary
purpose of this conference was to introduce a perspective on party
buiiding. & perspective that puts forward the need for a single
ideological center for our tendency, the primacy of theory in this
period of party building, the 18 points as the correct demarcation
for the anti-fevisionist, anti-left opportunist teddency, and the
understanding that left opportunism is the main danger in the anti-
revisionist movement. : ' :

Although the National Minorities M-L Conference addressed the
quesziions of racism and sexism, it addressed them in the context of
partyv buildipng as the central task of all Marxist-Leninists. - The
comredes who organized tonight's discussion would have us believe
that the conference did not see party building as the central task

of minority Marxis-Leninists! As far as I know they did not include

e

the main opening speech of the conference in their preparation pucked
for tonighty 2ithough they did include the speeches on sexism and
particular taszks. That key note speech was on party building!
¥ithout ithis speech and the resolutions that follow from it, the
other two speeches are incomplete and can be distorted. It is
available on our literature table. I hope you'll get it. In my
opinion it’'s zn excellent presentation. By the way, this speech
addresses ihe guestion of why many minority M-L's remain outside
of the pariy building movement—-~-—a point that Linda raised this
evening, and challenged the P.C. and other OC forces for not taking
up fully. The speech points to the errors of the CPUSA regarding
both theoretical positions and leadership of the mass movements}
to the lef:t opportunism of many anti-revisionist forces in the

o

party building and mass movements; as well as racism among white
communisis, as key obstacles for the participation of minority
comradess : ) )

“"1 think it's ironic that the comrades who are tonight

criticizing the conference for not taking up party bUlldlig as
the central task of minoriiy M-L's, are the same peop}g who a
few months ago were criticizing th? conference for taking ?p a
puilding perspective other than thelr own, instead o

pariy b : t X :
focusing solely on racism, The fact tbat_the conferezcthOElﬁ
present the OC perspective on party building, and tha e key

+ 4
note sneech at the conference was on party building has been
well known to these comradese



Given that the purpose of the conference is clear, the
gquestiion is why Jrganlze a sperate confevence on the OCIC parvy
bu1?a1n perspectiive for minority Marxist-Leninists? The answver
to that questisn lies in the history of racism in the communist
movement itself. Throughout that history, with the notable sxcep-
tions irn the CPUSA of the Yokenin trials in the 19 30's and the
campaign against white chauvnism in 1949, the communist movement
has not openly confronted it® own racism. Just as racism remains
a primary obstacle 1o bulldlng unity in the U.S. working class, it
is a central obstacle in building unlty in the party building movement.
Today many minorivy i~L's who are active in the mass movements are
not involved in, or are not in leadership of, the party building
movement because of racism among white communists.

Two parfticularly common forms of this racism have been a
l. +tendency to underestimate the theoretical abilities of minority
M-L's, often relegating them to work in the mass movements
and :
2. & tendency to grettoize minority M-L's by relegating them to work
on the theory of racism, but not on other party building issuese.

The National #inorities M=L Conference was initiated by the
steering committee of the OCIC because of their understanding of
the necessity %o stirengthen the minoriiy composition of our effort
to forge a single idsological centery, for the t*ndpnéy It came
out’ of their recognition that many of the most advanced comrades in
our tendency =2 minorities who remain outside of organized forms
because of the failure of white communists historically and currently
to seriocusly tzke up the struggle ggainst racism.

The steering committee of the OCIC proposed that a committee
of minority M-i's who were united around the OCIC's 18 principles

cf unity and the need for building an ideological center, take up
the task of dbveloping the conference 1ndependent of the steering
committee and the OCIC as a whole., The autonomy of tke planning
committee was proposed because of the genéral weakness of manv

0C forces on the guestion of rac1sm, how to Sirugnienacnlrst ity
and its centirazliiy tc the pariy building movement. The sgeering
commitiee pui & high E-lorlty on the conference and committed the
CIC to supporv the conference politically and financially.

The corrsctness of having an indepnendeni planning committee
of minerity s~L's for the conference kas been borne out in mistakes
made by - 0CIC =~ comrades regarding the conference. Mistakes that
were objectively racist, Examples would be the stdering oommittiee's
failure to develop and direct UC forcds on how they could support
the conference politicallye. Another error was one we made locally
of not seeking out more information on the conference, its nature,
and how we could support and popularize its gainse.

¥e are developing many self-criticisms of our relationship as
OC forces to this conference. Y%e are finding that this method of



iizzwiiving end combatiing our own concfete weaknesses in the struggle /fﬁgin
iz zze izporiant way to consolidate our forces and the tendency as
z ¥.z.¢ zn tha centrality of this struggle in our effort to build a

ize criteria developed by the Planning Committee for attending
<nz zsnizrence was unity with or not conolsdated opposition to——the
1 trizcinles of unity and the need to forge a single ideological
zezler far ithe tenieqcy. We do not think this was sectarisn precisely
Tzfzusze the basis of unity centered around political line firsv, not
rzzz. Inzere was no attempt to ghettoize the conference on’ the° bpsis
=% -zzs——-bdi.rasher on the basis of political perspective.

¥z zre not without criticisms of the Planning Commitiee. We are
vr:=izel of their 1le. lack of a systematic approac h to preparations
J:r 1z conferspce. LSp. & sloppiness in their methods of inviting
=2 trepzring those vwho attended, and informing those who did not.
.r mzror eriticism of the Planning Committee is that they have not
2% zzaZe & wriiten summa tion of the confeence available for the
<eszilgncy. we understand that the summation is coming out this month.
vz —roizk ivs delay has led to a lot of confusion and mlsurderstandlng
z::23 thez conference and has hurt the tendency as a whole. It has
Zz.2 sacs our own ability to learn from the conference and popularize
213 lzsscns for the tendencye

Ncw that we have the written speeches from the conference, and
Zzws nezrd a verbal summation of the conferrnce at our national OCIC
¥irlerenge ~o T make clear what we as OCIU forces unite
L raeg v
2. Tzzt Partr building is the central task of all M-L'S.
Z. ZInzt racisz is a central obstacle to building a multi-national

centrality, struggling against racism is a general
and demands a thorough study of the roots, history,
of rpcism in the U.5. generally and in the party
in particular.
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cause of the history of racism in the U.S., white and
Y=L s have particular tasks$ in pafty-building, as well as
in cemmon. This does not mean that these tasks are
vhites or minorities nor does it mean that they
gL

‘Ueing carried out by whites or minorites. Instead
ific tasks receive a special emphasis by one
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6. We feel that it was correct tc hold the conference, and that

the conference represents a posiiive step forward for the tendency.
The conference has made theoretical contributions to the tendencyo

It has drawn more minority M-L*'s into the effort to create an ideolo~
gical center for our movement.

It has helped OC forces to identify and combat racist errors in our
own rankSe

Although we unite with the above as 0C forces, we do not take
a pesition as a grouping on many of the conclusions put forward at
the conference., For example, although we unite with the formulation

that there are particular tasks for white and minority M-L's
beczuse of the history of racism in the movemeni, we have not
conschkidated a common position on what those specfic tasks are.
Or, although we unite with the understanding that sexism is an
importent cbstacle to building the party, we do not have a common
position that it is the primary contradiction among and between
minority M-L'se.

At this point in time we addfess thess questions as individuals
in the tendnency as many of you do tonight. We receive the resolu-
tiins fron the conferénce as they were offered--—-as working hypoth-
eses for members of the tendency to consddér in an effort to deepen
our understanding of party buildinge 41 our national OCIC conference,
when a member oP the Planning Committee was summing up the NMMLC,
he said that 2 Blanning Committee had put these questions befele

Lu.-

the movement for their consideration. That new this theory had to
be struggled over and deepensd., If the Planning Committee is proven
wrong, we will also have gained something, because then we'll know
better what's right.

We units with this persPectlve on the NMMLC. And we see this
as a very different attitude than the one from our comradesz in the
Thiréd World Wwemen's Alliance who view tne%gggﬁgm?nce as a Sserious
setback for the »~L movement. We consider " Tan incorrect attitude
towards ideclogical struggle and consolidatione

I want to make c¢lear the responsibility and commitment that
O0CIC forces have to consolidate around the gains of the conference,
and to crii lvr%§ﬂ;;ne its resolutions. We will not indefinitely
continue #% relationship to the conference. In the
next pericd, we'll enter a process of internal consclidation around
the content of the conference. We don'l see ourselves instantly
unifyings with o ejecting these resolutions. Instead we see taking
up a process of studv, struggle, and discussion around them.

¥e will alsoc organize a public presentation and discussion of
the conference which will iake up 1) A summation of the conference
2) the content of the presentations 3) and self-cfiticisms and

criticisms of ourselves, the Steering Committee and OCIC at large,

the Flanning Committee, and the Rectification forces,

we hope to have a member of the Planning Committee present for
the discussion. ‘
we'd lihe you to& sign our mailing list on the literature table so
we cani.contatt you with information about this public discussicn. '

Thank you

T M - 3/1/80
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comrades,

sz &4
Lol 001G, She

W

Ders

1.
v

rom the TWWA

soma time.
own knowl

o (D

TR S P ol

3

said th
offered her support to us for doing so.
re finally taking up a criticism of the
mment from an OC comrade
was said and not the

7AS unawar
, since the organizers
I am distressed
edge of these criticisms
am confused about one
e retus

a member of the panel from
she was plrasad that we had expressed

! this as a
She stated that

13t she

made.
text of

was

actual the

of the existence
of this forum
that the

G =

statement

struggle around

- 2

ad to

ted our criticisms of the PC and of the
25 in both a verbal form in me etiqgs as

form. These criticisms are certainiy
. At a recent meeting between &

comrades,

n

reiterated our

:hz summation of the NMMLC, our criticisms
s to our le as CC members in promoting

sm in not fcllowling
ation comrades
sure that these

LHF confmre

isitors) were not m
varpal and written form,
VA stated that we
we are surprised that

failed to inform you
and discuss the NMMLC

ication comrades

nce. At a later point

asked to g2t together to discuss their
ically informad me on that cccasion
nt i to unite with their (Rectificationist's)
ta nzcause it presented only the party building
< wz rasponded that ws would not unite with
nfon that it was unnecessary for us te get tocgether.
nt to meet with the Rectification forces
have refused to do is meet on their (R/R's)
= to comz here and hear our role depicted
cur efforts to carry con rrincipled
jistrassed that the local Rectification forces
orootten’ to inform you that such a characterization
forca:s here.
r addition, I want t- ressond to a comment from the chair of this u_CL¢nC.
thet ti 5 ; led ( speech
. i ;
s prised
chnowledgs
earliier this




17

s situation is that we in the CCIC
lectification comrades hearing out their

it presented the party building perspective
=)

= raising a critigue of the NIMMLC for not
= criticism has to be cone way or the

that I have heard here tonight and am
the CCIC play makes any difference at
have heard here tonight is not an accurate
cisms from the local Rectification comrades

cormrade, a leading mernber of the lcocal

t he was unaware orf any paper from us

:he DC and reiterated the view that the
around the IIMMLC. There was not
nd others, then moved the topic
the justification that it was not

ng
o

n. 1r
confronted a member of the Ractification
dn't have the paper. Sha responded
remark was in errcr and that he should have
in a2ll the meetinags at which it was

t read it, nor had she
1d been delegated to do).

the forum, and passed




UWd - Public Comments at Rectification Forum
on the Natinnal Minorities iMarxist-Leninist
conference, held in Los Anzeles, 1 March 1930

I don't know how good I can do on this question of content here., I
urite with the fact that io some dezgres there are some formilations that
ars noT oo clear in these spseeches and that there are some things that are
treated rathsr matter of faetly without being proven., But then the guestion
G=comes o me not can we Fefute them on the grounds that they have not been
proven oul 1T we're going to refute them first let's develop them. In other
words seome of the concents in here everyone admits aren't fully developed.
Well, before you'rs zoing to be able to refute them you're going to have to
refute them on their stronz points and not on its weak points or points that
haven®i o =1

sloppy methodology on your part so far in the

par
resolution on gexism is just stated rather matter
Well, I azree with that. It'égot proven., Buat it's

1 L3 A T » - -
1 irprder to refute well, you almost have to

of mati ni
spezen inp
you lesve 17 out
easier to mazxce T ¢!
I don't fag nd the particular tasks is real well
devsloped. I un t there are particular tasks for white
ini s ¥ist-Lendnists., And I think that the weak-
that it doesn't bring out the historical
the partichlar lasks as well as an insuff-
ons within the party building movement for

etter that you put out caliing for this

meeting pay lip service to the contributions of
the Conf sire to deal with its weaknesses and not
to ooint too much of that going on. You're approaching
it 2 1it relates to the zontent,
For 21l say you din't get the party building speech from us.
5 hes on sexism and particular tasks from you all. We
i z Committee for being sloppy. That's an example of it,

“rhe pariy-tuilding speech, so what you get more sloppy than

= L3

that is sloppier. Up until 2 days ago I was reading your

sexism and\his week I got the version from the Nabional

L's not ersion that I had been studing.
had } th
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=
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o
=
i
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i
ct
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he materizl casis

fanily. That wa n

a counle ni days azo. I don't knew which
he sloopy theoretical work of trying to



refute the conclusions of this €onference before the Planning Committee
has fully taken up iis r=svonsibilities puts you 211 in a fairly
difficul® dilemma, 2s well as us. But if you rush into it, I think

7ou end up with some of the contradiclticons we are seeing tonite.

]
1)

dy had an interest in theory.
= comrades or the Flanning
hs have passed and they haven't
3 -
1

And T wanted togneak to a certain impatience with getting on with
our tasks. It's in this sense here. You say we are paying lip-service
to doingy reticsl work., As 1 read the conclusions to the Conference,
Lhe finzl reselnuition here: "IHAFRE'ORE, be it resolved by this n=a tlanal
conference of naticnal minnrity Marxist-Leninists that 1)we recorniz
the necessity to tzke up thsse special tasks and address the theoretlcal
aspects of each. first, to identify the prineciple contradiction that
imoedes “he achievemesnt of these goals, and second, to enzasze in
theoreiczl study and dsbate to achieve a hisher level of understanding
of these 2uesiions and their resslutions.W

' Lhi ha hqppened in the last 10 months...I don't
en ' it has been very slow. But this is a
o ent. I mean everybody knows for example
B the Guardian existed for a year wilhout any
o a1 uly mlan. wWelly does everybody therefore say
that t s never took theory very serisusly? No, we say
that ir s developing their knovwledge they developed it
deener znd sventuslly Iormed the Natlonal Network of Marxist-Leninist

o] T

£gs

L.

takes longer than that,
owness in summarizing

o
end

e again on the question of particular tasks,
not recall a1l that I said. I azm self-critical
d To speak to this question, but when thqy
icitly deny the existence of particular taks,
itiative point out objectively thej were denying
ar tasks (at least 2 number of the leading

) as were the others by maintaining seme type
rather than standing on their own twmo feet
gitions a$ individuals.

tm

alt.with the historical and theorsticsl basis of
. : 1

ng what 1s contained in the notes I took pre-
Sasically I pointed out that the PC and the
particular tasks up,out there has long been
fernatisnagl communist movement and in the CPUSA
ivisinn of labor belween white and natinnal

I discussed what this division of labor
Haywoond saw Lhe breakdown in the basic

veinz a symptom of the development of revisionism

D
21 foril 80
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corments summarized below built off of several earlier comments, and focused
211y on the theore 2l lmeares nresent in the two Rectification sseeches,
easen for this specific fo 7 t fact that both Rectification speeches

arroentrated 2 fair amount of fire on the allegedly "low theoretical level®™ and
fe-ogretical slompiness? of the MMV _LC, The underlying assumntion of these criticisms
was the thanretical suveriority of the Rectification Cirele-~something that was definitely
not fzmorsiratsd by the spezches themselves, The following summary attempts to deeven
tns commenis that were made at the forum, and to draw out their implications more clearly.

ne first tneoretical weakness cited was that the whole Rectificationist discussion
cnclusions of the M2L.LC separated a couple of the parts from the whole, dealt
E 2 nart% out of the context of ths whole, tut at the same time pretended
ng a Marxist CTZb’Cla of bh@ whole, uO”C”&teLY this was evidenced by
whole forum, including both of the speeches, ignored the centrality
114 to the whole IIT.LC, and attempted to only deal with the aspects
srence that addressed the particular tasks of natwonal.m1norﬂt; farxist-Lleninists
n i the whole MIDLC hadn't been orﬁah“zeﬁ Lo strengthen the participation
v M=Ls in party tuilding, as if the keynote speech and primary
d that party tuildinz is the ﬁr1ﬂ01ua* task for all M-Ls, including
ne whole erphasis on party building didn®t underlay and condition
he NI-LC, During the forum, when a mumber of OC comrades pointed
ilordists were ignoring the party building emphasis of the MIM-LC
was to the effect that, CK you pointed that ocut (no
tut let's get dovm to discussing the two parts of the N4
response on their part simply compounded the error,
e that the va%lou rts of the H2.LC could be separated
E T total misunderstanding of each part,
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The & 85 critidzed by this comment surrounded the way
that the Be concept "orincipdé contradiction® in their
criticisn o esolution on sexism, The NMM.LC position 1n this
rezard was ¢ the vrincivZé contradiction smong minorit (h'
Jermigtelent Pectificationists it sesms, there can only be
cre princinods say—ne that the Drlncﬁﬁ&é contradicion among
na rin arily means that minority comminists faced a
dife A an Anglo commun;stq (the latter being, according
to Tne Rect of a party'). Moreover the second Rectificationist
sosech soms LC position on qulqm among national minority ¥M-Ls
meant that rity males were more sexist than white males
(also glear 1 in the N72M.LC spsech). The error here is that the
Jeotifeati s he coneent "princindé contradiction' in an extremely
mechaneical and er, Varxism vosits that in any process containing mors
thzn one contra e one of the se contradictions rust be the princip@d one: the
- inaach that in the complex and comtradictory process of relations between

l=h icdke, Tarther,farxist philosophy proposes that
be minber of smaller processes, each of the latter
13 tut the orincindd contradiction of the larger
he ineipdéd contradiction of any one of the smaller
th LC speech, while argsuing that qexlam ia the
on r" process of relztions among minority 1-Ls,

nos = the princivdd contradiction in the'larger"

ns armonzg ail li-Ls, nor does it argue that m 1norltv M-Ls when considered
"larcer'process of relations among all ¥-Ls face a different
on than the others in that "larger" proceas., In fact, the
C was that party building is the main task of all communists

ormrmarndists, which, if we shift terminolosy, seems vretity similar
9 9 BN =



gl

to tne Jectificationists own position that lack of a party is the prineipdd contradicton
for 211 corrmnists (is this another example of the Ructlflcatlonlsu tendency to

: s
frantically find differences were there are none?). Finally, dialecticalematerialist
lozZe¢ in no way implies that the character of the principdt conmtradiction in one
¥

process tells us anything ebout the character of a gimilar contradiction in another

I at is, the Rectificationists were in outer space (or at least outside of
lhe regln of Marxist logic) when they claimed that the NiM-LC position on sexism among
mineorit o'

s necessarily implied that minority males were more sexist than Anglo males.,
echarfical handling of the concept "principié contradiction” in particular,

and of diaiecties in general, by “the I Rectificationists at the forum scems to contirme
the tradition of the ultra-leftists who are famous for their heroic debates cver
the "principdé contradiction¥and for their failure to c;eavly specify what process
Was teinz discussed, the relationship of that Process and its contradictions to other
procasses, whe relationshiv of principdd contradetions to secondary contradictions,
Like the uitraz-lefis, the Rectificationists were maling a dogmatist error in this ragard,
“he third thsoretical weakness criticized in this comment was the way that the
Zectificaticnists handled the concept of "particular tasks,' The argument here is
sirilar to the one nade zround the second wealness above, The Rectlf-cqtlonlqtq felt
that the “”*-13, fs¥a n%ocﬁq*nv UE“LlcQLa% vasks for winority lMN-Ls, was therefore proposing
that ihsse wars the ﬂ?:r"”z sks of minority lM-Ls, and that the effect of this was
to Vzhettolze" and separate the acbﬁJ:qy of mznomluy wLs from Anglo M-Ls, Since the
21T elearl not vrovose this, for, again, the cornerstone of the whole Conference
was T v ing was prinary for all I’.Ls, something else is operating hes,
ind L e’ is a theorstical confusion on the Rectificationists? part
¢ pa 'h primary tasks, But this confusion goes a step further: there
was an underions forur,that has been more clearly articulated by some loesal
Rsctificationists on other oceas ‘an, that if the primary ﬁaa"q are the game Tor all
Zals, it is incorrect ncentrate 2% 211l on the particular tasks of some M-Ls (it is
alrost as Thd oarbLlea_ tacks undermines our shi iltj to ecarry cut the
primers tasks), such a position, if carried 1o its logical extenqlon,
would crevent a £ responaibilty within the commmirnist movement (we 211
have the same p ks and the particular tasks are unimportant), Theoretically
sich o2 vosition be a reprcduction of the old ultra-leftist approach of
seeing the s, and forgetting the secon 1pry (nafulcu1aW) tasks, of
conesnirat irary contradietion, and Iigquidating the secondary ones,
nanig st approach to dialectics is one philosophic deviatio
3 hould te o 1 fyd

The Aas!
stiemie—and thisz was main theme cf he second forum speech-~to force evnry roa'.l
or irazined @Xffsrence that Dectificationsists have with those fri ndly to the CC line
into the reld <7 The Zrzat Debate Retween Rectification and Fusion, The patt r™m is
Enf gl o Sectificationisls desceribe the real or imagined difference; they then ASSERT
thas ¢ aracteristic of the fusion line; which they then ASSERT is the guiding
line ¥ CCIC (or in this case, the IPM-LC), Further: Ehej @HA,-.. on almost every
cecasion, that these differences are just more Mevidence™ of the bankruptey of the
fusio 2-=2 line, they ASSERT, that is ccllapsing (it is always collapsing...for
years it has been collavaing), There is seldom an atbtempt to argue theoretically or LAveéa
erpiricslly the links between these assertion and when such arguments are presented
the ars U 1% re absiract zssertions (pverybody lmows that fusion is Yeconomisa®,..
or ™ rizlism",,,0r...). There are 2 rumber of problems with this Rectifcation.
Ts sroument, the main one being that neither the OC, nor the NMM-LC, is
it bls <ae fugion line, And, again, they have never been able to demostrate, bevond
tns z of asssrtions, that either the CC or the INTL.LC is%fusionist." For example
given “rat the Tectificationists understand fusion to hold that spontaneous immer51on
T, B oractice i1s the orimary task in vparty building, they have never explained how
it can e that the CC sess the theoretic al--ﬁpoloslcaT rrocess of line development
2§ trimar; and in facl dedicates itself to thig task alone, Relatedly, they have



never been able to explain how the OC is an implementation of the princivle of the
Py
2 L

W
e‘-l
i
+
chk
13"
[u]
urt
b

geraration of the centers for the direction of mass practice, and the center for
idscly id theoretical struggle, lor how it is that the OC does not attempt to
Ze actice, The only atiempled Rectificationist explanation of these“apparent!
= L

12ir view of the OC as fusionist (again, using their definition of

the least is of debatable accuracy) is to argue that the fusion
ing adjusted,or even contradicting itself (which, of courss, is
ts process of collavese), What wust be concluded is that Reetificatione
s Wil helieve-~against all logic and evidence-~that Yfusion®

o say The obvious,condiding beforehand what the charachter
laiming that every "fact" supports this conclusion,

the fo 'y the political impulse that corresvonded
1o mof ted (at the forum,however, this
s out we crm of 2 desire on the part of the
ationists to L nerative possible light..to search hard
for any vossible wea MA_LC, then blow these up into
the mogt earthoshald < 5 The rmotive here was quite clearly to
clzin and "demonstral e rity of the Rectificationist line, avproach, and
circle at every turn, The tragedy of this aporoach was that much of the first speech--
Iirda Zutham's——coild have been vosed as an atfemnt (2 somewhat successful ome) to
g f znd deevsn the conclusions of the W.LC, not as an attempt to prove that the
as a step baclwards, This seetarian iroulse of the Rectificationists is familiar
of us in the CC, for we have szen these comrades contirually overemphasize there
-azinasd &ifferences with CC, and contirmally insist on making secondary
%5 with ceriain forees in the OC »rirary., The NSC of the CCIC has quite correctly
! it el growth of the cirecle apirit,
& the vrinary smphasis on consolidating
hegsnony over the tendency,
rate our bert theoretical resources
st cirele thrust, And, as evidenced
impulse causes them to commit and

AS b/1L/80



Some Thouzhts on The Question of
Particular Tasks of Marxist-i.eninists

-

n no country have racist theories played such a hegeomic role as in the
3tztes., For this reason wa can say that the United States is the idenl-
al cent:zr Jor the propagatiocn of racist theories. The deep roots of racism
fmerican history reflects itself in the ranks of the communists. The history
the CPUSA demonstrates thzt the Party had to consistently fight to free ils
members from the posison of white chauvinism. One of the traditions from the
CrUSA which we do not want to rectify prior to the mid 50's is the tradition

o~

]
4L
ed

[l’

.

o’ services of the GFUSA in its long and relentless fight zgeinst the deadly

tolison and divisive force of white chauvinisnm, ihereas other orgznizszstions
=)

¥

speaxing in the name of the vworking class virtually ignored the question of
wnite chauvinism, the penetrating analysis of white chauvinisa developed by
theC3U3A demsnstrates a vanguard character and stands in the lead of exposing
the full centrality of racism in the U.S.4. HNear the end of life William
Z. Foster crew this conelusicn in ths book the Negro People in American History,
He conhcluded that "the thorouzngoing Marxist-~Leninist analysis of white chauvinism
mzde by Comeminist writers stends in the front ranks of American politicel
writing.

The working out of revisionist and dogmatist errors in the CPUSA, the attempt
at rpestaclishment up through the new communist mevement has meant that we have
n v st

ered end enriched systematically this "thorough-going Marxist-Leninist

Every lyach mob, svery race riot heg disgraced »ur natio: s had

gra !
wnite chauvinism as 1ts ideolog lcal forece, Race hatrad, emong
the toilers by the exploiters, satu égcnern:ent, industries, ¢ Y,
schools, ::eatre59 novies, prass, ra~'\ clevision, and 211 oth st
controlled insitustions. From long tion it zlso subtly permeste r
rnational nzzusge, customs, and habits, 2 chauvinism 1s a cancernus disease
in Americ:zz cultdre. Large seciion of EOFHiF% class, constadntly subjescted to
this flza2 of intellectusl filfth, qore orless afflicted with it. It is
white u_a“?;-lSﬂ that lies behindt endenci s to bar Negro workers from jous,from

iles

ualon msohership and leadership, fraﬁ;rle 17 social relationships,.® Theeffect

r the communis® movement has been such that except for brief periods

d sporziic struzgles white communists have too often allowed themselves to be

eored zwzy from serinus activism on the black liberation front or other minorit;

razgles, Thas it to say that manifestations of white chauvinism inside the
Tan: had as ah zccompaniment a neglect of the struggle against

themasses.

there was 211 too prevalent especlally among white ccmrades

+

2 eral atiitude toward manifestations of chauvinism., In practice
i ion of this is that acts of racism and chauvinism are fimst
raised B not oy the whits comrades but by the national minority comrades. Bven
_aiter tkhese zcis are exposad F"o::} often it has been the natlonal minority comredes
trzt have had to carry ihas burien of the struggle against then. Todoften white
corraies exnoited an acessl‘e concern that individuals crlglclciZei'SéﬂiSciplined
for zcts of chauvinism would e harmed and thereby succumbed to the liberalima
inherent in putting perssgnal concerns ahove poliiical ones, when in fact racist
theavior is poliziczl whell i cours in your private or public life.

vnen we situate t in the history of our attewpts oo bui

unist party in the an gee that passivity on grasping the

I the struzgle agains an important reason why minorities ar

ciently rep;;SERZ;d im uilding movement, Without the centralily
tnis struzzle being gras Carxd Teninust muitinationsl unity will not =

; tﬁ%{ ﬁ& which
1 'lll.:\" tn:j

e want to apoly 2
resmonsibilitles o
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chzuvinism, and the particul=r responsibility of minority communists to strugsle

azainst pattj-uourseo s reformism and narrow nationalism., I¥ is impportant to
understand uh;u xis 1s not somsthing that the maker of this speech, the
Planning Commitees o\rho OCIC is making up. Any true adherent to the conept of
rectification should support this formulation about the particular responsibiliti
of particihiar Harzist-Leninists. If we study the history of the Party we can
Tind this formulation propageted in different words over a long pericd of time.
It is basic Harxist-Leninism as applied to the United States.

The struzgle against white chauvinism is the primary re5po sibi
s Decause they are the main but not exclusive carrier of this p
communist ranks, Just as minoritles are the main carriers of nar
CPUSA ¢ ,hcludud that the eliminstion of white chauvinsism is the duty of
m s, but that 1t is the speclal responsblity of white k
¥ that in principle there could be no particular responsibi
éLenlrlsus of ”;l;efeﬂu races or nab*on~l¢atie: is ¢
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ol ist-Leninist in nc way Liguidates the responsibility of 2l
ag¢lrs+ the szme devistions or erTors, In resl 1ife we ere alway
articular tasks to vardous people % :
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within communist organizati

and think at the wiae division of labor a larze dlelmllﬂEd organization can
offer is y to put our talents to work. Or we sgy that every lHarxist-Leninist
mast pra criticism-self-criticism, but then we zlsdnay that leadership espec
izlly or ticularly must be good at criticimism and seif-criticiem,

In 2

usion I would argue that to deny the need znd velidity of the

cencept zrijuclar tasks for Marxist-Leninists is dogmatism out-znd-out,

To be re lear the legasy we saculd accept liows: {In the process of

Ginning =1 m givision of i hetlween winite communists and

netional zn res inorities was developed. The primary duty of white

communists i zszinsth i inism to the while workers

to actuall; e againstn racial cppressiocn,

For & Tionalties, s’fgight national zloof-
tively iz workers in ths class

wWas Seen as a basic foundation for the multi-nationzl

There can be no prancipled and lesting multi-national unity
t&e struggle against white cheuuvinism or the national minority

nority comrades do not combalt narrow nstionalism,

ce of this historical divisiongf labor wihin the Party is given

{1

Earry Haywood in his autoblography 5laci Eolshevik that ons
conziudes the struggzle azainst white chauvinism in 1949 was
: use hief black rathe ' vhite,
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fals s
Th
‘nztio
i rry came forward as the Ychel prosscutor®of white chauvinists

L.is d sion of tasks, so oss=nfzl to bullding firm unily of the races, was
clearly violated. On the one hzndit a2llowed the lezding white comrades to
zodicate Lthelr responsibilitises in fighthpg chauvinism and rallying white worier
in defense of Slack rizhts; while oan thesther, it left Perry and other leading
zlznHs as ths tdefenders? of Fhacks inst white chouvinists. The dangers of
na~row nationalism wers ignered." (

Ona of the polemical weskness Particular Tasks of iiatisnal finority
Vopxisi-Leninist paper and speec it does prove the case sufficiently



e

remants of white chauvinism are rooted out., Every comrade must fight zgzainst
every nmanifestation of enemy ideologzy within the communist ranks t we must
sse that ths lacts of life pose the main tasks differently for 4di ent comrades.
#aat is this bul 2 recognition of a party spirit, of the recognit hat comrades
often hzve zeguired thelr communist convictions by different rozitn: 4 that
T we must develop through an ideclogical center a harmony thr division
of labor, or as Lenin says Ya really harmonious ensenble of 1eadar that
"we need a vast orchestrs; snd we must acquire experiene in oder tdasreeily to
distribule the parts, in order to Emow to whom to assizn the sentimental violin,
Lo wom the gruff double-bass, to whom the conductor's baton...®? (Letter to
iskra, G, vol. 7, 118).  Are those who would €eny the existence of particula
tasks of Marxist-Leninists trying to put together a vast orchestrz or are they
slzply opposing what the OCIC supzorts? The Resniution on Racism aznd Sexism
contains some formulations on particular tasks I do not think I azres with,
oul insofar as the thasis is developed that the poisonous nixture of racism
and sexism is the main reason there are too few nationzl minority women in the
party buildiniuovenment we must recognize as a very ppsitive stateanent. Ve must
recognize we are dealing with mals superiority in additicn to white chauvinism.
iris is an "unacceptable kb cal level® only to thosse who lack the patience
and party spirit to cure 235 to save the patient or who put the polenical
interests of their circle e interests of the cammunist and worker's and
oopressed and national min Vements,
The interestis of ths movement rejuirs 2
regetification campaign, a n
Contrary to the rectificatio comrades in
our tend chould ztiempt to 2 ampsizgn,
and that to the dezrse that this campagin atiszins some suce 1 4n fact
see that izs national minori gamrades will be ir car their
particular zask in the struggle zzainst nationali mo 283,  As
we say the rectification must be two-fold.
One ol the impertant foundati o
Marxist-Lerinists is the vangua : D i,
in his sumnzry for the presecht i n gusd zg t = he
¢ acter of ithe pariy. "iou have to beszr in mind that the Communi
an organization & A hs org 5 h
workinz class s an
e working <l i
i S
tryin 5 B te acl
our g z e American cepitalist system and the estsblishment
here o 1t ers, This is by no means an easy tasl, <-4k Tt 3g
golnz To regnire maen with 1?0%@9termination to carry through this task. #nd,
comrades, Igr reason we cannolhave inside of such zn organization elements
that zre wonbly, that are not ready to take a decisive stand on this question of
it 3 inism

> wnites is
tzar of
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"The age~long oppressich of e>lonigl and w=szk nationalitles by ihe imperialist
»owers has imbused the roilinz mssses of the oppres countries, not ~nly with anger,
it zlso with distrust Toward Lh- oporessingnations in gensral, inciuding ths vrol
= & e e T = B (I 5. \ P
e'arfjé'§2v§”f§§;€§%lg g *éi' iﬁhtg;ffx Eﬁaféig«iealing with onpresszd pesrples
eoznipists must xesp ind L these peoples as a result of centuriss-long
nistorleal experienc r-gxplolitation and oppression, have
ol suspicion and hat hey tend to direct not only against D
clzasses, obut azainst nole oppressor people. Thus what some comrades eall
nztisnzl mhporiitiss' Yover-sensititity® o guestion¥pf racism and white-chsuvinisnm
ig in fact rooted in history. This makes it necessary for Communists £fom the
oppressor nz=tions Lo follow 2 course which is 2z specizl course and which will win
Zor commnists the fullest confidence and co-operation of the oppressed masses,
Tor communists who are white not to struggle against every crass aand subtle Serm
o white chauvinisa is to f2il the test of solidariy and to fail to overcome the
distrust, aoubt and suspicision which exists and zcts as an obstacles to class
-
“hus s=2 thzt over such a questicn zs whsther or not Har®isi-leninists
2lar Tasks lies dt the Very heart of =z correct approach to building a
nzl venzuard party. Any denial that nstional rmirnorities have particulsa:
constitute a fundsmentel obstacie to the elsboration of llerxism-Leninisn
itions. The peper on The Particular tis t
eninists states that the objective exis! cis T
the working class is the main ress
cular tasks, It 2lso states that thers >
enirists have some particular tasks 2)the political efrors of the
ts and J)the curreni composition of the organized party
zins with afqceept ' divisio 1s
£ why the nmove tioneaid
szoarate, a
white chauvini
wvhich szre L
is consiiina a ]
In summary, t our part S
t racism plays in impeding the development o8 =
the U.S.” 1 believe 1% is possible to disagree +ith
ths sveechy, or %o disagres with cne or tvo of its
zard zs a2 very positive presentztion and very insightful.
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up the
In conclusion, as a way of taklngagalna of the National Hinority Marmist
Leninist CJuﬁerence I would suggest 211 Marzist-Leninists should recognize
h pt special taskdand sddress the theoreticnl aspects
3 e principle contradiction that impeded the
second, to enzage in theoretical study ard
of understanding ofthese questions and their
wlll be studying white chauvinism as rart of
heoretical VWork Committes should pay particular
as they do thelr studies and try to zchieve a
-3 the thesretical aspects of thenm, ind,
some 34 ses to question whether they are accurats,
In gddition I would suggest that we have 2 responsibility to defend
end develop thoss particuler tasks which we can strongly stand behind., In
particular the materisls on white chauvinisa contain a weslth of knowledge
acoul the siruzgle zgainst narrow neticnalism, The further centralization
of tris materisl on nzrrow nationslism would be a worthwhile task for some-
one Lo Laxe up durindfhe course of the white chauvinism study.
4 Tirad note of cszution. Nowhers does the paper o—iﬁe Perticular Tasks
of liztional ¥inority Marxist-Leninists say that particular tasks are the
only tasks, the most imporiant hask, or only the tasks of natisnzl minorities,
Any zttempl on the part of Reetificationists sb-u d simply be refuted on the
evel I' these tasks are plac context of party building
i o iing theoretd Las! ecelve primary emphasis,
s ) i f their crif _arulcalvw tasks is
taelr Cownplaying of the speech on pa the context in JQLCH the
spesch 1s given, Therefore incorrect tortions they
we shouli rezll he xgy to thed be thelr dogm
znd % o v to poir ideoleogical soure
their positions eny the particul which she sp
resolutizns zre made, as well as the cziing particular tasks.
Do W,

28 Feb, 1930

ell organized and represents a very ske etchy attempt

which is not yet well developed. I hope it will
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th;a 11 is lhﬁﬁ”banb to keep in mind what is nst

?hﬁ speech and resciutions do not

orities and whites organiz

U days and we should not let
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