WHAT ARE "LEF T AND RIGHT

ERRORS ?

Note: This is a xerox copy of a pamphlet that was written in the spring of
1975 and distributed in mimeographed form in a limited number of copies. The
introduction was rewritten in the summer of 1976, and the pamphlet distributed
again,

The major weakness of the pamphlet is probably its treatment of Centrism.
The pamphlet was written before the question of centrism (e.g. the Guardian's
centrism on the nature of the Soviet Union) became a topical one in the movement,
and the failure of the pamphlet to adequately take up centrism reflects a lack
of depth in the theoretical treatment of deviations. (The pamphlet does mention

centrism but only in passing.)



WHAT ARE "LEFT" AND RIGHT ERRORS?

i

A small but vital anti-revisionist communist movement is
rapidly developing in the U.S. today. This movement consists
of members of party-like organizations, of communist collectives,
and of individuals not affiliated with any group. The movement
still has several important theoretical and practical tasks to
accomplish before the formation of a genuine communist party,
but there has been considerable progress towards this goal over
the last three years--in theoretical study and struggle, in co-
operation among communists of different nationalitles, in begin-
ning to link up with the working class, and in establighing or-
ganizations functioning under democratic centralism.

The movement as a whole and the party-like organizations in
particular have arisen in response to the failures of earlier or-
ganizations like the Provisional Organizing Committee (POC) and
the Progressive Labor Party (PL) to break with revisionism, spec-
ifically the revisionism of the so-called Communist Party U.S.A.
(CPUSA). Some of the successors to PL have also fallen by the way-
side, such as Venceremos (which collapsed), the Communist League
(now called the Communist Labor Party-U.S.N.A.), and the Revolu-
tionary Union (now calling itself the Revolutionary Communist Party).
The political lines that CL and RU have put forward are not based
on concrete analyses of concrete conditions or on a real under-
standing of Marxism-Leninism. Accordingly, the new communist move-
ment has exposed and isolated both groups.

In addition to CL and RU, there are other groups which con-
sider themselves to be in the anti-revisionist Marxist-Leninist
camp~-groups like Workers Viewpoint and the New Voice. But these
groups also are consolidated or consolidating around mistaken lines
and around approaches which are not Marxist-Leninist. For example,
WV's scholastic, sectarian, idealist approach towards combatting
revisionism and the New Voice's line on the Black national question,
vhich liquidates the national factor.

The errors and fallures of these groups testify to the great
difficulty of building a genuine anti-revisionist party in the U.S.
And not only in the U.S. In Portugal and other countries we find
half a dozen or more organizations claiming to be the genuine up~
holders of Marxism-Leninism.

One main source of the ideological confusion is the existence
of revisionism in the first socialist state; the U.S.S.R., and in
revisionist parties (including the CPUSA) throughout the world,



This has brought about a situation of great ideological complexity
as all shades of opportunism--from social-democrats, Trotskyists,
and revisionist "communists" to anarchists and terrorists--use
socialist and communist ideas and phrases to mask their reformist
or adventurist counter-revolutionary deeds.

A second source of our ideological difficulty is that we are
trying to build an anti-revisionist party in one of the main home
bases of the capitalist class and bourgeois ideology. And we are
trying to do this among a people known historically for our energy,
jdealism, practicality, efficiency, and organization, but also known
for our lack of interest in theoretical matters, a grave weakness
under today's conditions and one which must be overcome if we are to
seriously threaten bourgeois rule in the U.S.

The groups which have been trying to overcome these difficulties,
that is, the main organized forces in the new communist movement, have
included the October League (OL), I Wor Kuen (IWK), the August Twenty-
Ninth Movement (ATM), the Guardian newspaper, the Philadelphia Workers
Organizing Committee (PWOCY, Puerto Rican Revolutionary Workers Organi-
zation (PRRWO), Congress of Afrikan People (CAP), Revolutionary Workers
League (RWL), Bay Area Communist Union (BACU), Workers Congress (we),
Revolutionary Workers Congress (RWC), Marxist-Leninist Organizing
Committee (MLOC), and the Revolutionary Bloc--these last four growing
out of the recently dissolved Black Workers Congress. There are also
strong Marxist-Leninist tendencies within other organizations such as
the African Liberation Support Committee (ALSC), Prairie Fire Organ-
izing Committee, and the Revolutionary Communist Party. And then
there are the many study groups and communist collectives which also
make up the movement. For example, the Communist Workers Group, which
has written one of the most incisive, accurate, and detailed polemics
to appear in our movement: "Our Tasks on the National Question.

The above forces are far from unified. In fact they are quite
divided on many major questions of political line, including the way
to build a new party. The October League, for example, has decided
to follow in RU's footsteps and found "its own" communist party in
1976, based on its own skimpy analyses of conditions in the U.S.
Other forces in the movement have given indications of also wanting
to build parties.

But no genuine Marxist-Leninist party can be built until the
ma jor ideological and political questions facing the movement are
further resolved. We need concrete analyses of the class structure
that has developed under U.S. monopoly capital, the nature of the op-
pression of minorities within the U.S. (the national question), the
basis of the oppression of women, the international situation, the
trade union question, etc. PFurther, we need to formulate our program
and tactics--our perspective and how we are going to attack work in



each of these areas. And we need a plan to move from our present
state to the formation of a Marxist-Leninist party.

Until recently the overwhelming tendency has been for communist
groups to put out newspapers and to neglect our theoretical tasks:
that is, to sum up practice, make an analysis of conditions, and make
these summations generally available. This "tide" of journalism is
still very strong. Only a few forces have fought it: IWK, which
publishes a theoretical journal; the polemic "Our Tasks on the Nation-
al Question®"j the pamphlet "Class Analysis--U.S. in the 1970's"; and
some of the publications of PRRWO and ATM. Martin Nicholaus also
made a contribution with his series on the restoration of capitalism
in the USSR.

Yet in spite of the general absence of concrete analyses on major
questions, there has been no lack of polemics among the groups, with
accugations of dogmatism, Right opportunism, sectarianism, and economism
being frequently hurled. In many cases the charges are accurate and
provable, as the superrevolutionary dogmatism of CL's line on the Black
national question, RU's organizational sectarianism in the National
Interim Committee and elsewhere, and RU's and OL's economist teundencies
in trade union work.

Indeed, there has been no shortage of blunders, of gross misappli-
cations of Marxist-Leninist principles in the would-be anti-revisionist
movement. We have only to think of PL's "All nationalism is reactionary"
of a few years back, CL's "wooden" pseudo-Hegelian dialectics, RU's
"nation of a new type," Third Period, and WV's "anti-revisionist pre-
mises." The sharp polemics which have attacked these deviations have
indicated the rising level of theoretical understanding in the movement.

But with all the charges made there has been a tacit assumption
that "everybody" knows what ultra-"left" and Rightist errors are. It
seems that many of us independents relatively new to the communist move-
nent--and many inside the larger groups as well--have been stumbling
around trying to sort out "dogmatists"™ from "Right opportunists" without
really having studied that much about the history and nature of Right
and "Left" errors. OnlLy the Black Workers Congress has printed anything
outright on the theaoretical bases of the two main kinds of errors.

That was in the second issue of the Communist, where they gave a "Defi-
nition of Terms," many of which dealt with the question. However, this
list was very short, and even according to BWC cadre inadequate as
written.

The group which has done the most to apply the idea of "'Left' in
form, Right in essence™ to the current situation is the October League,
with their series on the RU in the Call. OL tries to show how that de-
scription fits RU's line, but they assume readers know how to differ-



entiate mistakes that are "Left" in form from ones that are Right
in form. This assumption doesn't fit the facts.

The other publication dealing with "'Left' in form, Right in
essence” was Carl Davidson's series on Trotsky for the Guardian.
This series (now in pamphlet form) is very helpful in understanding
Trotskyism, but it also takes knowledge of "Left" and Right errors
for granted for the most part and is also somewhat diffuse and in-
complete in its assessment of the "Left" and Right aspects of Trot-
skyism, despite its title ("Laft in Form, Right in Essence: A
Critique of Contemporary Trotskyism").

Other sections of the movement have generally not used the
"'Left! in form, Right in essence" terminology. But it is not just
a question of terminology. The phrase "'Left' in form, Right in
essence" is used to refer to "Leftism," to ultra-"left" errors.
These are different expressions to describe the same phenomena. No,
mention of "Left" errors, study of "Left" errors has been downplayed
because the majority of groups have put forward the view that Rightism
is the main danger in the world and in the U.S. communist movement as
well, Thus we have heard a lot about fighting economism, Right oppor-
tunism, and revisionism (as if revisionism took only Rightist formsi).

OL and the Guardian have argued that while Rightism is the main
danger internationally, ultra-"leftism" is the main danger in the new
comunist movement. OL has recently modified its position, pointing to
what they believe is the rise of a centrist trend (referring to the
Guardian)and others). Similarly, ATM and PRRWO have characterized RU

as Right deviationist, while OL and the Guardian have focussed
on RU's "Leftism." : -

But while applying these branding irons, none of these groups
have writtén very much at all about telling the two kinds of errors
apart. Nor have they devoted much effort to analyzing our concrete
conditions to provide a standard by which to judge the deviations.

ii

Our movement has a lot of practical experience behind it (ac-
quired though before most of us became Marxist-oriented), but we are
VBE% weak theoretically for several historical reasons. Yet knowledge
o eory and the development of correct theories about U.S. conditions
are essential forerunners to the development of a correct political
line. As the Chinese Communist Party, which has more than fifty years
of experience, emphasizes: %the correctness or incorrectness of the
ideological and political line decides everything." (Tenth National
Congress of the Communist Party of China: Documents, p. 17). When
the political line put forward is correct, the revolution advances;



when it is incorrect, the revolution suffers setbacks. The Chinese
people have learned this basic historical lesson paid for in blood,
in the lives of millions of human beings.¥#

One essential part of arriving at and putting forward a correct
line is being able to distinguish what is "Left" from what is Rightist,
to know what it means to call something "Leftist" or Right opportunist.
(Another essential part is to make concrete analyses--cur movement has
slighted both tasks.)

It is important to know the history of Rightist and "Leftist"
deviations in the communist movement and how communist parties have
dealt with these deviations. At bottom "Left" and Right tendencies
are rooted in the class struggle and have a basis in the dialectical
nature of the world. There are aspects of the two kinds of deviations
that are common to specific errors made in specific concrete corditions
by specific people. Otherwise, how could there be such agreement among
Marxist-Leninists in describing errors as "Left" and Right? We should
make it our "business" to know what these common characteristics are
and how these deviations have been fought.

iii

Some comrades have argued that, aside from this historical and
theoretical understanding of the two kinds of deviations, you can't
talk about these errors at all, the errors of our movement, without
knowing what the concrete conditions are and what the correct line
on an igsue is.

I disagree with the thrust of this approach, though there is a
valid point at the root of it.

# Some people say, 'We're making the American revolution, we shouldn't
quote the Chinese (or Marx or Lenin) so much. America isn't China.'
They definitely have a point. We should avoid becoming, in appearance
or in actuality, dependents or "flunkeys" of the Chinese or any other
party or force. We have the lopsided relationship of the CPUSA to the
Soviet party and Comintern as a sufficient bad example. The CPUSA was
never able to set its own bearings correctly, though it did do much
useful work. But we should never allow considerations of this sort to
prevent us from utilizing the invaluable historical lessons the Chinese
and others have learned through much struggle and suffering. And on
this question in particular, the question of "Left" and Right errors,
it is the Chinese comrades who have contributed most to our understanding.
Accordingly there will be a lot of quotes from and references to the
writings of the Chinese in this paper.



We can and should identify certain lines as deviations, as
Rightist or "Leftist" even before we have a sufficiently clear
grasp of the concrete conditions to put forward a correct line of
our own. For example, the line t hat there is a "Negro Nation":in
the Black Belt South which is a colony "just as Ireland is a colony."
CL's line on this question is super-revolutionary, dogmatic, mech-
anical, ultra-"Left," as is evident from even a little study of
the national question or Marxist dialectics.

In other words, it has been correct for the movement to under-
take polemics, to try to identify deviations, to isolate wrong ten-
dencies even in the early stages of our knowledge of the concrete
conditions in U.S. society. It would have been wrong for the move-
ment to abstain from polemics on the grounds that all the evidence
isn't in on, say, the Black Belt South. Such a view is one form of
the incorrect line several g roups have been running for some time
(CL and BWC among them): that our ideological tasks are inthe fore-
front, that therefore we must study, study, study, and then wé will
come up with correct lines that we can take to the people. The correct
line~ will emerge in the course of theoretical and practical struggles,
not from intense closeted study which belittles or excludes concrete
investigation and participation in practical struggles.

What is valid in the argument first mentioned, though, is that
you can't fully sum up the line of an organization without knowing
the concrete conditions, without being well on your way towards a
correct line. Once again we touch on a great weakness of our move-
ment, the scarcity of detailed concrete analyses on the major ques-
tions.

If we examine Mao, Lenin, and Stalin's handling of deviations
during the Russian and Chinese revolutions, we can see that they al-
ways analyze a person or group's ideological, political, military,
organizational, etc. mistakes against the background of that person
or group's wrong views about the nature of the revolution, the stage
or period the revolution is in, and the concrete conditions in speci-
fic situations. They contrast these views with the correct ones.

In analyzing the errors of our movement we must also gain a
deeper understanding of the nature of our revolution and the period
we're in. It's not enough to say, "Well, of course, it's a prole-
tarian revolution and we're in the party-building period." For one
thing, we need a more concrete class analysis, so that we can give
concrete meaning to the easy generalizations about the bourgeoisie,
petty-bourgeoisie, and the working class that pass for analysis today.
If we don't have clearer lines on these essentials of the "background,"
we won't know whereabouts on the political spectrum our entire "Left"-
Right analysis lies,



iv

In sum, this paper attempts to take a fairly systematic look
at what Mao, Lenin, Stalin, the Albanian comrades and others have
concluded about "Left" and Right errors, and it contains references
from some of the more readily available editions of their works.
The paper has been written primarily in the hope that it may be use=-
ful to those who are now studying or whowant to study "Left" and
Right errors in our movement. I feel that this paper (or something
like it) has been needed, b ecause our understanding of the errors of
our movement has been at a low level and no summation or reference
source on the problem of "Left" and Right deviations has been avail-
able to help us improve our understanding.

The format in the paper is a question-response one, t 0 lessen
the danger of running things together or leawving important aspects
out, A summary of conclusions is given after the questions and
responses. The content is based as much as possible on the writings
of Lenin, Stalin, Mao, other Chinese comrades, and the Albanian com-
rades, but I may have introduced distortions even in the arrangement
of material. I think we have all been finding out--with notable ex-
ceptions--how easy it is to make mistakes, to slip into idealism.
For Marxism is a science. For these reasons especially criticisms
and c omments on the paper are welcome,

One final point is that in listing examples of "Left" and Right
mistakes, brief mention is made of some errors from the U.S. today.
I think this may be useful, even if there isn't space to go into the
detail which would be necessary in some cases to justify the char-
acterizations,



Questions and Responses

1. What is an incorrect political line or pol'i.cy?.'L

2.

Any line or policy that is not the correct line.

"History tells us that correct political and military
lines do not emerge and develop spontaneously and tran-
quilly, but only in the course of struggle. These lines
must combat 'Left' opportunism on the one hand and Right
opportunism on the other."2

What kinds of incorrect lines are there?

Basically two, "Left" in form and Right in form.

A line which is "lLeft" in form is Right in essence, just as
an openly Right line 13.3

A person or group putting out an incorrect line will not
usuaily stay consistently "Left" or Right. If the source running
the bad line doesn't learn Marxism~Leninism over a period of time,
both kinds of mistakes will be made.

Liu Shao-chi, for example, is said to have Migtruggled des~
perately' against Chairman Mao's proletarian revolutionary line
from the Right, or from the 'Left' in form but Right in essence.“h

leon Trotsky, too, was constantly doing flip-flops:

"As is well known, Trotsky played a most despigable role
in connection with the Treaty of Brest-Litovsk”’ as well

as in the entire history of the Russian revolution and

of Soviet construction. He opposed Lenin and Leninism

on all the main problems. He denied that the socialist
revolution and socialist construction could triumph first
in one country. He lacked all principle on the question
of revolutionary strategy and tactics, and this manifested
itself nog in 'Left!' adventurism, now in Right capitula-

tionism."

The Trotskyite movement as a whole retains these features,



characteristic of its petty-bourgeois class base:
"The unprincipled vacillations to the 'left' and Right,
unity at one time with the extreme Right opportunists
and at another with the most extremist and adventurist
tleftist' elements, is also a characteristic featu
of the concepts and attitudes of the Trotskyites."
On the other hand, Lin Piao and his line are again and again
referred to as ultra-Rightist, even Multra-Rightist pure and sim-
'ple . "8
3., What is a correct line, a genuinely Left (without quotes) line?

As Yu Fan points out in Peking Review, "Marxism holds that

one who promotes the development of the objective world according
to its inherent laws is Left and revolutionary."9 Speaking of
the "line that guides our socialist revolution forward from vic-
tory to victory," Yu continues, " we are truly Left when we con-
scientiously carry out Chairman Mao's revolutionary line."
Lo What terms are used to describe the main kinds of "Left" and Right
errors?
Adventurism, dogmatism, and sectarianism are almost always
associated with "Left" tendencies. But there can be Right dogma-
tism and Right sectarianism.lo
Revisionism, reformism, and tailism are associated with Righly
tendencies, with errors that are Right in form. Those making these
errors frequently try to disguise their Rightism. As the Albanians
put it, speaking of the modern social-democrats, "thelr programs,
11

as a rule, are more leftist than their actsg."

Opportunism may take either Right or "Left" forms, but the
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term is more frequently asdociated with Right errors.

The terms just mentioned need to be used carefully, since
scme of the current confusion about who or what is Right or "Left"
comes from loose use of these words. Some brief definitions fol-
low:

adventurism: "Tremendous leaps™ in the sphere of policy
(Stalin).l2 "Empty clamour and reckless action.” (Mao)13 w1f
we tgied to go . on the offensive when the masses are not yet
avakened, that would be adventurism." (Mao)Ll

dogmatism: Stubborn clinging to a set of beliefs, to sup-
posedly eternal principles of Marxism. "It is dogmatism to ap-
proach Marxism from a metaphysical point of view and to regard it
as something rigid." (Mao)ls

sectarianism: Policy or actions which tend to isolate a group

or party from its allies. Based on the view that 'I am the cen’oer.'16
Right errors:
reformism: In this era, working for "corrective" actions with-
out seeing the inability of capitalism to resolve its contradictions.
Trying to prop up capitalist society through "realistic" activity,
through refbrms.17
revisionism:
"It is revisionism to negate the basic principles of
Marxism and to negate its universal truth. Revisionism
is one form of bourgeois ideology. The revisionists
deny the differences between socialism and capitalism,
between the dictatorship of the proletariat and the
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie. What they advocate

is in {gct not the socialist line but the capitalist
line."
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tgilism: In What Is To Be Done? Lenin used the term to refer

to the Economists, who followed or tailed or bowed to the spontan=-
eity of the working class movement, minimizing the role of theory
and organizationsl9
Opportunism may be "Left" or Right:
"In the practice of our days too, life confirms great
Lenin's conclusion that the roots, the ideological
sources of opportunism, both right and left, reside
in advggating spontaneity in the revolutionary move-
ment."
Lenin described opportunism as "sacrificing the basic inter-
ests of the working class for some temporary advantage" and "adapt-
ing the labor movement to the interests of the bourgeoisie." This
refers to the bribery of the M"labor arlstocrats™ with the profits
of colonial exploitation: "this stratum of the labor aristocracy
or of workers who have become bourgeois, who have become quite
petty-bourgeois in their mode of life, in their earnings, and in
their outlook . . . they are the real agents of the bourgeoisie in
the labor movement, the labor lieutentants of the capitalist class,
channels of reformism and chauvinism."2l
5. Why is it important to be able to diatinguish the two kindsr of errors?
Suspecting that a line is incorrect, that 'something is wrong,!
is not enough. If you serve some hot rolls from the oven and they
look all right but no one will eat them, you have to know if they're
on the raw side or on the burned side if you want to make the next
batch better. Only it's a lot more serious than that.

The Chinese Party suffered disaster before the Long March be-
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12

cause it failed to correct a "Left" line., It believed a line which
in reality was "Left" was "Rightist," so in trying to correct the
mistakes of that line moved even further "Left."
The Chinese Party considers the Li Li-san line, which in the
late 1920's proposed "immediate armed insurrections in all parts
of the country," a "Left" adventurist policy. Yet shortly after
Li Li-san had been defeated, others criticized Li Li-san's line
as "Rightist"! Their views won out for several years, as a result
of which the Party lost ninety percent of its memters.22
The need to be able to distinguish genuine Leftism from Rightism
of both forms has increased with the growth of revisionism following
Khrushchev's "revelations™ in 1956. The nevisionists have tried to
confuse people by clothing their abandonment of Marxism-Leninism in
Left terms and calling those who uphold Marxism#Léninism ultra-"Left-
ists." They further try to conceal their return to capitalist ideo-
logy by sometimes criticizing "revisionism" and "Rightism," but when
they do so they are only trying to direct attention away from their
OWn errors.
What are some examples of "Left" and Right errors?

ﬂLeftlI

a. The refusal of the "Lefts" in the Bolshevik party to partici-
pate in a reactionary parliamentary body in 1908, a period in which
the Russian revolution was in retreat following the defeat of the
1905 revolution.2>

b. The position of the "Lefts" in the Bolshevik party against com-

promise (a forced compromise) with Germany in 1918, a period in which



13

Germany was daily gobbling up more and more Russian territory
and the Russian forces could not hope to win militarily.zw'

c. The refusal of the "Lefts" in Germany to work in reactionary
trade unions.zg
d. Referring to China in the 1930's (that is, during a protracted
bourgeois-democratic revolution), Mao mentions the attempts to eco-
nomically eliminate the capitalist class and the rich peasants, mono-
polizing by Communists of the organs of political power, the policy

of attacking big cities and denying the role of guerrilla warfare,
attacks on Party comrades through the abuse of disciplinary measures,
belief that the Kuomintang's fifth "encirclement and suppression®
campaign, and the Party's counter-campaign, constituted the decisive
battle between counter-revolution and revolution.26

e. In the U.S. recently: Communist League's position on party-
building (its dogmatism and sectarianism, especially in the National
Continuations Committee); SLA's kidnapping of Patricia Hearst; PL's
line on nationalism ("All nationalism is reactionary"); RU's posi-
tion on trade union work ("Jamming"the unions; building !pure! ine
dependent, workers organizations; policy of all struggle, no alliance
with reform leaders like Arnold Miller of UMW); RU's position on the
Boston crisis (denying racism of some white workers; supporting marches
and actions led by white racist forces; call to "Smash Boston Busing
Plan"™; denial of support to the Black community, both working class

and petty-bourgeois); neglect or slighting by BWC and ATM of united
front work on the Puerto Rican Solidarity Day committees (definitely

in the Bay Area, probably elsewhere as well).



Right |

a. In the Soviét Union, the position of Bukharin and others in

the late 1920's that the class struggle would subside, that the

rich peasants would peacably grow into socialism.27

b. In China, Chen Tu-hsiu's views which stressed cooperation with
the Kuomintang and ignored the peasants, which accommodated the
proletariat to the bourgeoisie, giving up the Party's leadership

of the armed forces, and also of the peasant masses, the urban petty
bourgeoisie and middle bourgeoisie.?8

ce In the U.S.A., Earl Browder's revisionism, culminating in the
dissolving of the CPUSA in 19hh.29

de The lines of many of the Euxopgan parties, from Bernstein to
Togliatti to today's leaders, centered around the supposed "elec-
toral road to socialism,® the cqmipg to power of socialism without
the disintegration of the bourgeois state and military power.30

e. Many policies of the Socialist Party and the Communist Party in
Chile, 1970-1973, during the Popular Unity government under Salvadore
Allendg, centered on the "electoral road to socialism.“31
f. The social-chauvinism (socialism in words, chauvinism in deeds )
of Kautsky and other "socialists" of the Second International, es-
pecially during the first imperialist world waroBZ

g. The social-imperialism (socialism in words, imperialism in deeds)
of Khrushchev, Brezhnev, Kosygin and the Soviet bureaucracy on many

questions, including the conscious development of capitalist relations

of production, leading to the all-around reét¢ration of capitalism.
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The revisionists stresgdprofit (rate of return on investment), in-

terest payments by enterprise to the state, material incentives
(including bonuses and profit-sharing), speed-up, labor-management
relations, value of commodities sold, etc.33
he In the U.S. recently: CPUSA's anti-monopoly coalition strategy
of two-stage peaceful revolution; New American Movement's position
on building a mass organization, one without ideoclogical unity;
Black Panther Party's "aelectoral road" to power in Oakland; dominant
aspect of RU's line on party-building from around 1968 to 1973 (not
making party-building the central task; building dmnited front and
not building for a party at all; not developing cadre in Marxism-
Leninism; not bringing socialist ideology to the working class);
MISO's view that you build a "mass intermediate socialist organizae-
tion (a MISO) without development of unity around an ideological
line; the views of a number of nationalist groups which have ig-
nored or downplayed the struggle of the working class of all nation-
alities and held to narrow nationalism; OL'!s lire on Iran, which mag-
nifies Iran's contention with the U.S. and downplays the struggles
of the Iranian people against the Shah.

Some sources which take up further examples of both Right and

"Left" tendencies are listed in the notes.Bh
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7. How can we recognize an incorrect line?

As Yu Fan notes in Peking Review (Nymber k2, 197L), "There

are objective standards and class criteria for Jjudging what is
Left, what is ultra-'Left' and what is Right deviation."

What are these criteria? Yu Fan lists only a few. Following
is a 1list of five basic standards or criteria.

One is whether the analysis of concrete conditions on which
the line is based is accurate.

A second is whether the basic principles of Marxism-Leninism
have been applied in analyzing the concrete conditions and in
formulating the line.

A third criterion is whether the slogans (and other propaganda)
put out in accordance with the line are correct or not.

A fourth cikiterion is how the line wdrks in practice. This
means practice among the people, whether or not the line furthers
the class struggle, enables the communists to expand the advanced
forces, win over the middle, and isolate the die-hards. Mao and
Leninlpay particular attention to the effects of the line in the
social practice of the class struggle.

A fifth criterion is the class origin of those putting out
the line.

These five criteria will be taken up in ordér in questions
8-12. An additiional question (8a) discusses a further aspect of
the analysis of conditions: the evaluation of the objective and
subjective faqtors. The use of the five criteria as a group is

. looked at in question 13, 7 .
8. What sorts of mistakes do "Leftists" and Rightists make in "the

concrete analysis of concrete conditions"?
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As Lenin repeatedly stressed, the "concrete analysis of con-
crete conditions" is the essence of Marxism.3

In coming to analyze a situation we should be thinking of the
problem or problems we're trying to solve:

"What is a problem? A problem is the contradiction in
a thing. Where one has an unresolved contradiction,
there one has a problem. Since there is a problem,
you have to be for one side and against the other, and
you have to pose the problem. To pose the problenm,
you must first make a preliminary investigation and
study of the two basic aspects of the problem or con-
tradiction before you can understand the nature of the
contradiction. This is the process of discovering the
problem,."

Both Right and "Left" errors fail to grasp the two basic as~-
pects in the contradiction in a thing; they commit one-sided mis-

takes:

"In Lenin's words, they (both "Left"™ and Right) ‘con-
stantly exaggerate, elevate to a one-sided theory, to
a one-gided system of tactics, now one and now another
"lesson" of this development . . . But real life, real
history include these different tendencies, just as
life and development in nature include both slog evo-
lution and rapid leaps, breaks in continuity.'“‘7

Whereas Rightists drag behind in their analyses and are con-
servative, "Leftists" often (but not always) skip stages in their
analyses:

"It often happens, however, that thinking lags behind
reality; this is because man's cognition is limited by
numerous social conditions., We are opposed to die-hards
in the revolutionary ranks whose thinking fails to ad-
vance with changing objective circumstances and has mani-
fested itself historically as Right opportunism.

"These people fail to see that the struggle of opposites
has already pushed the objective process forward while
their knowledge has stopped at the old stage. This is
characteristic of the thinking of all die-hards. Their
thinking is divorced from social practice, and they can-
not march ahead to guide the chariot of society; they
simply trail behind, grumbling that it goes too fast and
trying to drag it back or turn it in the opposite direc-
tion. .

"We are also opposed to 'Left! phrase-mongering. The
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thinking of 'Leftists' outstrips a given stage of
development of the objective process; some regard
their fantasies as truth, while others strain to
realize in the present an ideal which can only be
realized in the future. They alienate themselves
from the current practice of the majority of the
people and. from the realities of the day, and show
_themselves adventurist in their actions."38

Lenin put it this way, speaking of a situation when the world
revolution was strongly on the rige, as it is today:

"Right doctrinairism persisted in recognizing only
the old forms, and became utterly bankrupt, for it
did not perceive the new content. Left doctrinaire
ism persists in the unconditional repudiation of
certain old forms (lenin has in mind electoral poli-
tics, trade unions), failing to see that the new
content is forcing its way through all and sundry
forms, that it is our duty as Communists to master
all forms, to learn how, with maximum rapidity, to
supplemetit one form with another, to substitute one
for another, and to adapt our tactics to every such
change called forth not by our class, nor by our ef=-
forts."39

8a. What kinds of mistakes do "Leftists" and Rightists make in eval~

uating the objective and subjective factors?

First of all, what do we mean by the terms "subjective® (when
it's not used as a criticism) and "objective"?

In Marxist philosophy (which is not "philosophy" in the bourgeois
sense), "objective" is used to refer to the real world;ﬁ%objective
reality,” and "gubjective™ to refer to consciousness, thoughthho
EIn this field, on the question of how we know things( also known as
the "theory of knowledge" or epistemology) sense~impressions, experience,
practice are at first and predominantly associated with the'objective
side of things; and concepts, ideas, theories with the subjective side.hl

Genuine knowledge in any field has to be based on the unity of the
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subjective and objective factors, on the unity of theory and prac-
tice j

In political and military work, "objective" refers to the given
conditions, the situation, including the spontaneous movement of the
peopleh2 and the forces of the enemy.43 "Subjective" is used to
refer to the conscious, organized forces for revolution.hh

In reference to society as a whole, "objective" is used to re-
fer to the economic base and "subjective" to the superstructure.

So far the words "objective" and "subjective" have been used
neutrally, for description, not implying any blame or praise. But
the words can also be used in this way. To be calf?"objective" is
to be praised. To be called "subjective" is to be criticized. 1f
someone says, 'You thought it was sugar, but it's salt. You made
an objective mistake,' he or she means you didn't fully take the
objective conditions into account. Marxists refer to such anerror
as a subjective one; its roots lie in a one-sided, subjective view
in which the subjective factor (your idea: sugar) failed to corres-
pond with the objective reality (salt).hs

Mao points out how in approaching study a person may take a dog-
matic or empiricist approach; both are forms of subjectivism:

"There are two kinds of incomplete knowledge, one is
ready-made knowledge found in books and the other is
knowledge that is mostly perceptual and partial; both
are one-sided. Only an integration of the two can yield
knowledre that is sound and relatively complete . . .
"It follows that to combat subjectivism we must enable
people of each of these two types to develop in which-
ever direction they are deficient and to merge with the
other type. Those with book-learning must develop in

the direction of practice; it is only in this way that
they will stop being content with books and avoid com-
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mitting dogmatist errors. Those experienced in work
must take up the study of theory and must read serious-
ly; only then will they be able to systematize and syn-
thesize their experience and raise it to the level of
theory, only then will they not mistake their partial ex-
perience for universal truth and not commit empiricist
errors., Dogmatism and empiricism alike ﬁre subjectivism,
each originating from an opposite pole." 6 -
This does not mean that "theoreticians" will always tend to
make "left" errors when putting forward political lines. Buk-
harin is an example of a theoretician who made serious Right er-
rors. But it is true that dogmatists generally do tend toward
"Left" errors. The same goes, im reverse, for empiricists. Those
over-relying on their experience, their practice, tend to make

Right, not "Left" errors. To repeat, both are forms of subjectivism.

In connection with the concrete analysis of conditions, an
additional criterion is sometimes used: Does the political line

or policy rest on an over- or underestimation of some of the sub-

Jjective or objective factors?
This goes back at least to Lenin, who accused the Economists
of "bowing to spontaneity," to overestimating the spontaneous working

class movement (in What Is To Be Done?). The other side of Economisnm

was to "belittle socialist ideology," to underrate the conscious ele-
ment. The Economists underestimated the subjective forces and over=-
estimated an objective factor.

Stalin, Mao and others have also used these criteria. Ye can
see from the examples they give that the criteria must be used with
great care.

It is true that frequently "Left™ errors stem from underrating

the enemy forces (part of the objective conditions) and overrating
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the subjective forces, while Right errors tend to make the op=-
posite appraisals,

"There are many instance of setbhcks which were due to
being terrified of the emnemy.

"As against those who underestimated him, some people
greatly overestimated him and also greatly underestimated
our own strength, as a result of which they adopted an
unwarranted policy of retreat and likewise disarmed them-
selves mentally in the manner of defence. This resulted
in the defeat of some guerrilla units, or the failure of
certain Red Army campaigns, or the loss of base areas.

"The most striking example of the loss of a base area

was that of the Central Base Area in Kiangsi during the
fifth counter-campaign against ‘encirclement and suppres-
sion'. The mistake here arose from a Rightist viewpoint.
The leaders feared the enemy as if here were a tiger, set
up defences everywhere, fought defensive actions at every
step and did not daré to advance to the enemy's rear and
attack him there, which would have been to our advantage,
or boldly to lure the enemy troops in ddep so as to herd
them together and annihilate them. As a result, the
whole base area was lost and the Red Army had to under-
take the Long March of over 12,000 kilometres. However,
this kind of mistake was usually preceded by a 'Left!
error of underestimating the enemy,.®

But sometimes "Lefttists" overestimate the enemy and Rightists
underestimate the enemy. It depends on the concrete conditions.

"What are the characteristics of the openly opportunist
Right deviations in our Party? They consist in the fact
that they underestimate the strength of our enemies, the
capitalists, refuse to see the danger of a re-establish-
ment of capitalism, fail to understand the dynamics of
the class struggle under the conditions of proletarian
dictatorship, and therefore easily agree to make conces-
sions to capitalism e o o

"And in what does the Left, Trotzkylst, deviation in our
country consist? It lies in the fact that the representa-
tives of this deviation over-estimate the forces of our
enemies and the strength of capitalism, that they are blind
to all save the possibility of a restoration of capitalism,
especially blind to the pbséihglity of Socialist consgtruc-
tion on its own merits . . ."
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These examples indicate that we can't make a blanket state-
ment about these criteria as L. Harry Gould does in his Marxist
Glessary, a work reprinted and used by the Communist League group
(now the C.L.P.-U.S.N.A.). Gould writes:

"Left Deviatién (Left Sectarianism): An over-
estimation of the power of the capitalists . . .

Right Deviation (Right Opportunism): An under-
estimation of the power of the capitalists . . .

W19

Not only has Gould overreached himself with a false generaliza=-

tion, but also he mistakes the general trend. It is "Left" devia-
tions that more frequently underestimate the enemy, not Right devia-
tipns. CL's incredibly dogmatic line is fully in keeping with Gould's
Idealist: ;1 approach?pgis failure to make distinctions,

One reason these criteria are hard to use correctly is that
they focus on attitude, on the subjective factor itself. Reliance
on the subjective aspects, at the expense of the firmly rooted ob-
jective aspects (the concrete conditions, practice) can easily lead
to hot air, error.

A second point is that you have to be precise about just what
is being estimated. For example, it's true to say, as Foto Cami
does, that Rightists generally "overestimate the objective condi-
tions." But you could also say correctly that Rightists generally
underestimate the development of objective conditions.

Overall, the criteria are useful ones, and today theré are
some important international trends relating to these criteria

which the Albanians have particularly brought out. These will be

taken up in the next question.
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What kinds of mistakes do Rightists and "Leftists" make in ap-

plying Marxist principles to the analysis of conditions?

A correct line is formulated only as a result of accurately
applying the universal truths of Marxism to the concrete conditions

of a given country:

"Being Marxists, Communists are internationalists, but

we can put Marxism into practice only when it is inte-
grated with the specific characteristics of our country
and acquires a definite national form. The great strength
of Marxism=Leninism lies precisely in its integration gith
the concrete revolutionary practice of all countries." 0

This integration rests first and foremost on the mebhod of
class analysis, which is the "fundamental viewpoint of Marxism".sl

"To ensure sound and frultful work for the communist
educationof the working people, it (is) necessary to
make better use of the method of class analysis, look-
ing at various social phenomena from a class angle.

To view phenomena from a class angle means to see them
with a political eye, placing above all else the in-
terests of the class of the proletariat, of the people,
of socialism, viewing things with the eye of one who
seeks to discover the m ture of events and viewpoints
by defining who benefits from them. This method helps
to distinguish the truth even whan anti-Marxist, anti-
socialist and reactionary viewpoints are cloaked with
a pseudo-Marxist phraseology, as the points of view of
the modern revisionists are presented."

Both "Rightists and "Leftists" misuse or misunderstand the
method of class analysis. For example, as Mao points out, "the
masses in any given place are generally composed of three parts,
the relatively active, the intermediate and the re¥atively back-
53

ward." But the "Lefts" in China around 1930 denied "the existence

of a middle camp or third force." Instead, they lay "particular
Sk

stress on struggle against the rich peasants." This seems to be

typical of "Left" errors--denying the existence of or downplaying
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the importance of intermediate strata, middle forces, third forces.

A contrasting example is Lin Piao's "When two sides fight, they
become enemies; when two sides live in harmony, they become friends.“55
Following the no-struggle views of Confucius.and revealing his own
ultra-Right nature, Lin denied the existence of class struggle under
socialism. We can generalize from this example and others and say
that Right errors try to blend two opposing classes or sides into
one; Rightists tend to view classes and strata as one unified or
unifiable mass.

A second important aspect of the integration of the universal
truths of Marxism with the concrete conditions involves the uniting
of theory and practice. As was mentioned earlier, those who start
from book-learning and rely on it are likely to be dogmatists and
are likely to make "Left" errors. Those who over-rely on experience,
downplaying theory are empiricists and are likely to make Right er-
rors. Both fail to take their opposite into account and so predutes
distorted theories or views. But their views may very well dovetail
at times since, "in spite of their different
points of departure, (they) are essentially at one in their mode of
thought.“56 As Mao sums up the relationship between empiricists and
dogmatists in the Chinese revolution in its early stages:

"With only limited and fragmentary experience, most em-
piricists often lacked independent, clear and compre-
hensive views on questions concerning a situation taken
as a whole, and thus generally played second fiddle in
their association with doctrinaires; but as the history
of our Party proves, there would have been little chance

for the rot of doctrinairism to spread throughout the
Party, but for the collaboration of empiricism, which,
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stacle to the development of Marxism-Leninism in the
Pa?ty: _Hence we mgst overcome ?o?h'subjgﬁtivist doc=
trinairism and subjectivist empiricism."

The remainder of this response will take a look at some major
theoretical distortions of Marxism, in the world communist movement
and in the U.S. as well. In approaching these distortions we should
not think that those able to cite Marxist classics will therefore be
"Left" dogmatists. Marxism has been discarded in what was formerly
a large section of the international communist movement, and the
revisionists are constantly parading quotes from Marx and Engels,
Jjust as theif revisionist teacher Kautsky did.

Enver ‘Hoxha, Foto Cami, and other Albanian Marxist-Leninists
have noted two international trends in the distortion of Harxist
principles: the revisionists on the Right and another grouping on
the "Left."

The revisionists are particularly dangerous because they wear
themantle of socialist state power and so sometimes hold to Marxism

in words.

"Each (communist) party . . . works out for itself its
general line based upon the Marxist-Leninist principles
and in conformity with the special features and concrete
conditions of its country and time. DEven the modern re-
visionists have these correct Marxist principles on the
tip of their tongues, but while they are for independence
in words, in reality theywant all the other parties to be
dependent on them and under their direction; while they
are for proletarian internationalism, in words, in reality
they atrive to prevent the “arxists from uniting, from up-
holding a common line “formulated on the basis of a profound,
principled, objective Marxist-Leninist class analysis."

But there is no doubt they have alsorevised Marxist principles

themselves:



26

"Under the false slogans of the 'struggle against
dogmatism' and of the 'creative development of
Marxism under the new conditions' they actually de-
clared Marxism-Leninism to be outdated, negated its
fundamental principles, deprived it of its revolu-
tionary spirit, turned it into a doctrine which is
not only harmless but even helpful to the bourgeoisie.
The revisionists replaced materialism with idealism,
dialectics with metaphysics, accepted the reactionary
philosophy of pragmatism. They rejected the class
struggle, the socialist revolution and the prolet-
arian dictatorship, and replaced them with bourgeois
and opportunist theories of class conciliation, so-
cial reform, peaceful transition, and liberal bour-
geols democracy. There is no field of Marxist-
Leninist theory where the revisionists have not in-
troduced bourgeois social-democrgtic jdeology, which
is their spiritual nourishment." 9

"They (the revisionists) have reduced the entire theory
and practice of revolution to reforms within the capi-~
talist order, and are trying to persuade the workers
that in our days the boundary between revolution and
reform has allegedly been wiped out altogether. They
loudly propagate that the working class has the poss-
ibility of bringing about radical transfifrmations in
the economic basis of capitalism, of occupying impore
tant positions, of seizing all power and realizing
socialism without violehb revolution, without smash-
ing the bourgeois state machine and without'egtab-
lishing the dictatorship of the proletariat." 0

Overall the revisionists' errors lead them toward reconciliation
with social-democratic ideqls. This constitutes their Rightist
movement: they are abandoning class struggle and making conces~
sions to the capitalists,
The Albanians also identify a "Leftist" deviation that is now

widespread:

"Some other ideologists (that is, in addition to the

revisionists) from among the ranks of the 'New Left!

in Latin America and in Western Europe go even fur-

ther., They rise against the necessity of introducing

socialist consciousness into the working class and
the labouring masses; they say that the vanguard role
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can also be played by an 'active minority' which

emerge as a ferment of revolution, that conscious-

ness and organization are spontaneously acquired in

the process of the struggle, theg are opposed to the

necessity of the Marxist party."Ol
This trend includes, to one degree or another, followers of the
"foco" guerrilla theory in Latin America, the Baader-Meinhof group
in West Germany, the "situationalists" in France in 1968, and in

the ULS., YJeatherman, the S.L.A., and the 3lack Liberation Army.

B R v
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One of the main points the Albanians make is that both Right. L ek
and "Left" deviations how in the same direction, give support to
the enemy in the same way:

While the Rightists more or less openly "overestimate the

ob jective conditions"62‘and underestimate the subjective forces:

"A characteristic of the present-day revisionists,
Just as of all the right opportunists, is the phil-
osophy of spontaneity, passivity, of observation
that overestimates the objective conditions and
waits with folded arms until all the factors of

the revolution are ripe. These not only fail to
show any concern for preparing the subjective con-
ditions, but, with their betrayal they have caused
great ideological and political confusion."

And the Leftists "are characterized by the overestimation

and the absolutization of the role of 'subjective activity' in
the transformation of reality and by the negation of the role of
the objective conditions, of the real possibilities of the gitua-
tion,“63
6L
Both in fact "stand on a position of advocating spontaneity.*
Both downplay the need for theory, programs, for a conscious, organized

Marxist-Leninist party. The Rightists do so more or less openly;
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the "Leftists" seemingly overestimate the subjective factor, but
they conceive of the subjective factor too narrowly and overesti-
mate only an aspect of it: their own subjective activity.

"In the practice of our days too, life confirms great

Lenin's conclusion that the roots, the ideological

sources of opportunism, both right and left, reside

in advocating spontaneity in the revolutionary move-

ment,."
What kinds of slogans do Rightists and "Leftists" put forward?66

As Enver Hoxha has said:

"The various anti-Marxist trends of the Trotskyites

and anarchists have been activated as never before.

o o o Although they frequently come out with ultra-

revolutionary and abti-revisionist slogans, in fact

they are playing the revisionists! game, and they 6

are undermining the cause of revolution together,." 7
This is in keeping with Stglin's warning that we shouldn't go by
someone's "slogans and resolutions (which cannot be trusted), but
by their deeds, by their actions."68

Still, we should be aware of slogans and study them, because

they are sometimes in fact concentrated expressions of a wrong politi-
cal line or outlook. Also, as a situation changes, whether local or
extensive, the slogans and propaganda of various parties may serve
as weathervanes of various "Left" and Right 111 winds, so to speak.
Lenin develops this theme (without the weathervane image) in Two

Tactics of Social-Democracy in the Democratic Revolution. He in-

dicates how the slogan "Revolution" became inadequate as the revolu-
tionary process developed, as more and more forces to the Right of
the Bolsheviks took over that slogan. In order to lead the revolu-
tion, the Bolsheviks had to put forward a slogan that would express

the "very content of the revolution." At that time (1905) it was
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"for the revolutionary-democratic dictatorship of the proletariat
and the peasantry."69

In any given situation, "Left" slogans will appear super-
revolutionary, super-militant, because "Leftists" don't pay enough
attention to all the concrete conditions and in particular to the
readimess (or unreadiness) of the masses to move. They may also
neglect the distinction between two kinds of slogans, "basic poli-
tical slogans that accord with the course of historical develop-
ment" and "slogans of action for each stage of development and each
ma jor turn of events.“70

The following are some examples of "Left" slogans. In many,
their "Leftism" can be seen in their all-or-nothing character.

"Don't give up an inch of territoryl“71 "Merciless blows"
in inner-party struggle. "No participation in bourgeois electionsiM
"No participation in reactionary trade unionsi™ "For a Soviet Al=-
bania!"™ (in 1941, when the Albanians were trying to unite for a war
of national liberation against the Nazis)72

"All nationalism is reactionaryi"™ (PL) "Free the Negro Nationi"
(According to CL, the Black Belt South is a colony no different from
Puerto Rico, Ireland, etc.) 'Workers Powerl" (used by the Trotskyites,
the Independent Socialists in particular, the slogan takes no account
of periods in the revolution, belittles allies of the working class,
and implies a unified communist party is not needed) "Out of South-
east Asia Nowi" (used by the Trotskyites, the Socialist Workers
Party in particular, to combat the views of the Vietnamese themselves,
who asked friends to "Support the Seven Pointsi" in the peace negotia-

tions) "Workers United Will Never Be Defeated!" (not a "Left" slo-
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gan as used by some forces, but employed in a "Leftist" way by
RU to conceal existing differences in the working class)

Rightists, on the other hand, may downplay use of slogans in
comparison with the "Leftists." When Rightists do put slogans for-
ward, they tend to be fuzzy and not oriented toward struggle.

Some examples are "Impeach the Capitalists!" (an example of
the CPUSA's electoral road to socialism and also its sense of humor,
so=-called) "Unity, unity, unity" (honest! This was the CPUSA'sg
"rally cry" at a demonstration by the National Alliance Against Racist
and Political Repression) "A Bi-Centennial Without Colonies" (vague
and abstract .slogan of the Puerto Rican Socialist Party; "U.S. Out
of Puerto Rico" or "Independence for Puerto Rico" would be more to
the point) "Detente Can Be Won" (CPUSA slogan on US-USSR relations,
based on the viewggzgerialism has changed and will submit meekly to
its defeat; also, that the USSR is not imperialist) "“For a Mass
Party of the People" (put forward by various social-democratic forces,
such as the National Interim Comittee for a Mass Party of the Pemle)
"End “ar, Racism, Repression" (another CPUSA slogan. Sure, but who's
the enemy? How do we fight them? What's the connection?)

‘ Other examples could be given from presidential politics, like
"Part of the Yay with LBJ" and "Impeach Nixon." Genuine communists
shouldn't tail slogans, like the latter, which even the bourgeocizie--
and bourpeois communists (CPUSA) publicize. They should put out their
own independent slogans when taking part in work which is essentially
reformist, such as impeaching Nixon, and they have to maintain "inde-
pendence and initiative™ while putting the struggle in perspective for
those still taken in by the accumulations of more than two hundred years

of bourgeois propaganda and nearly 100 years of U.S. imperialist "democracy ."
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11. What are the characteristic effects in practice of "Left" aﬁd

Right errors?

This criterion is of the greatest importance, as the Chinese
and Albanian comrades stress. The main reason is that practice
provides the only true test of the class analysis formulated as
a2 result of applying Marxist-Leninist principles to the concrete
conditions. This is the test of class struggle, one of the three
branches of social practice from which stem all of our knowledge.

Class strugzle in this era focusses on two classes:

"Of all the classes that stand face to face with the
bourgeoisie today, the proletariat alone is a really
revolutionary class. The other classes decay and
finally disappear in the face of Modern Industry; the
proletariat is its special and essential product." 73

It is the "“two great classes," the proletariat and the bour-
geoisie, which provide us with the basis for distinguishing among
Left, "Left," and Right. What is Left really serves the cause
of the working class. What is "Left" or Right aids the bourgeoisie.

The existence of middle forces, of allies and reserves of
the working class and of the ruling class, complicates class
analysis and the formulation of programs, policies, and tactics.
As Mao Tse-tung notes:

"In all mass movements we must make a basic investi=-
gation and analysis of the number of active supporters,
opponents and neutrals and must not decide problems
subjectively and without basis." Th

Corresponding to this view, Mao put forward this principle

for work among the people:

"With regard to the alignment of the various classes
within the country, our basic policy is to dévelop
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the progressive forces, win over the middle forces
and isolate the anti-Communist diehard forces."75

Expressed in different words:

"Our tactics are guided by one and the same prin-
ciple: to make use of contradictions, win over
the many, oppogse the few, and crush our enemies
one by one." 7

Such a principle involves both struggle and alliance with
all possible allies, even if they are "temporary, vacillating,
unstable, unreliable, and conditional," as Lenin put it.‘77
Both Rightists and "Leftists" find this too complicated. For
them it's all of nothing:

"These ultra-Left policies were manifestations of the
error of 'Left' opportunism, or exactly the reverse of
the Right opportunism of Chen Tu-hstu in the latter
period of the First Great Revolution. It was all al-
liance and no struggle in the latter period of the
Firgt Great Revolution, and all struggle and no al-
liance (except with the basic sections of the peasan-
try) in the latter period of the Agrarian Revolution
-=truly striking demonstrations of the two extremist
policies. Both extremist policies caused great losses
to the Party and the revolution.

"Today our Anti-Japanese National United Front policy

is neither all alliance and no struggle nor all strugegle
and no alliance, but combines alliance and struggle."78

Both kinds of errors prevent the communists from uniting
with the people:

"The reason why such evils as dogmatism, empiricism,
commandism 79tailism, sectarianism, bureaucracy and
an arrogant attitude of work are definitely harmful
and intolerable . . . is that they alienate us from
the masses." 80

"Leftists,ﬁ hammering away at "struggle above all," tend

to igolate the vanguard81 relatively quickly. They drive the



33

middle forces to the side of the enemyszand destroy the basis
for United Front work. Because the adventurist acts and super-
revolutionary slogans and other propaganda of a "Left" policy
will generally not be followed by many people, "Leftists" will
generally find themselves off in a cormer pretty quickly. The
reduction in the remaining genuinely Left forces objectively
strengthens the hand of the reactionaries, which is the basis
for saying that "Leftism" is Right in essence.
Rightists seek unity everywhere, at least outwardly:

"The renegade and traitor Lin Plao preached:

When two sides fight, they become enemies;

when two sides live in harmony, they become

friends'; but that was only for the purpose

of covering up his life-and-death struggle

against the proletariat." 83

Rightists make concessions to the bourgeoisie and give up

the leadership of the masses.Olt They abandon class struggle.
Speaking of the Right deviators in the late 1920's, Stalin said:

"They think that the rural districts can be trans-

ferred to the lines of Socialism on the quiet, in

the process of drift, without class struggle . . .

for they are convinced the kulaks will grow into

Socialism . . .The chief evil of Right opportunism

is that it breaks away from the Leninist conception

of the class struggle and is slipping tnto the view-
point of petty-bourgeois liberalism." 8

While Rightist errors also isolate the communists from the
people, they tend to do this more slowly than "Left" errors, as
it may take more time to expose the passivity and absence of
leadership in those following Rightist policies. In fact, the
party may even increase greatly in membership, as happened in

the CPUSA during World War 2 prior to its dissolution by Browder
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and also in Indonesia under the Aidit leadership during the
period 1951-1959. But, growth or not, Right errors tend to
strengthen the hand of the bourgeoisie directly and set back
the revolution sooner or later. As in Indonesia and Chile,
they can invite a massacre. As in the U.S., they can invite
the repressing and crushing of the party (what was left of it
after Browder was through). Right errors have the same class
effects as "Left" errors-~-they sabotage the class struggle and
strengthen the enemy--only they are openly Right in form, they
more or less openly lean toward the capitalists.

12, What are the class origins of incorrect lines?

Certain class origins may and often do produce certain
kinds of errors. However, it would be wrong to try to mechan-
ically link up class origin with "Left" or Right errors in evéry
case.

Probably the best short account of the class roots of devia-
tions is Stalin's in his "Sources of Contradictions Within the
Party."86 Stalin first notes the pressure of bourgeois ideology
on the proletariat and its party. He points to three strata in
the working class: 1) the main mass of the proletariat, its core,
its permanent part; 2) newcomers from the peasantry, the petty
bourgeoisie, or the intelligentsia, who bring with them their
"waverings and vacillations™ and are the most likely sources of
"anarchist, semi-anarchist, and ‘ultra-Left'" groups;87 3) the
labor aristocracy, those compromsiers with the bourgeoisie who

constitute the most favorable soil for "outright reformists and



opportunists.”

Stalin quotes Lenin on how "Left" and Right opportunists
are simply the reverse side of each other. Théir views fre-
quently coincide. Stalin: "If the 'ultra-Lefts' stand for
revolution only becguse they expect the victory of the revo~

lution the very next day, then obviously they must fall into

despair and be disillusioned in the revolution if the revolu-
tion is delayed, if the revolution is not victorious the very
next day."88

It is the petty-bourgeoisie which is the primary source
of the swings to the "Left"or the Right, a reflection of the
uncertain in-between economic status of the petty-bourgeoisie,
caught between the working class and the bourgeoisie.a9 In
the "Struggle in the Chingkang Mountains," Mao gives some
striking evidence of this vacillation:

"+ o .in the last twelve months manifestations of
opportunism continued to be widdspread. On the
approach of the enemy, some members, lacking the
will to fight, hid in remote hills, which they
called 'lying in ambush.' Other members, though
very active, resorted to blind insurrection. These
were both expressions of petty-bourgeois ideology.

+ + On the approach of the enemy, either reckless
battle or precipitate flight would be proposed. Of-
ten both ideas emanated from the same individual in
the coprse of discussions on what military action to
take." .90

Behind the vacillations lies the fundamental tendency of
petty-bourgeois ideology:

"As comrade Mao Tse-tung says, !petty-bourgeois
ideology has a conservative character, its in-
fluence serves as one of the main sources of op-
portunism and adventurism in the working class
movement.' Tt is a fact that the petty-bourgeois
wave combinad with bureaucracy, and the allround
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pressure of the bourgeois and revisionist ideology,
was one of the main factors that made possible the
process of capitalist degeneration in the Soviet
Union,."91

How do we use these criteria in evaluating a line or policy?

There is no formula or system for evaluating a line or policy;
there is no mechanical way of combining or manipulating the five
criteria taken up. What, then, should be our guide?

As the Albanian comrades put it, in evaluating a political
party:

"The only correct criterion is whether or not it
(a party) defends and upholds the interests of the
working class . . . one should see to whose advan-
tage are the ideology, policy, and all practical
activities of this or that party." 92
Does this contradict the use of the five criteria already men-

tioned? No. Rather, the Albanians are singling out a higher-level

criterion. The Chinese comrades have done the same in Peking Review:

"Chairman Mao has incisively pointed out: 'Prace

tice Marxism, and not revisionism; unite and don't

split; be open and aboveboard, and don't intrigue

and conspire.' This is our criterion for distin-

guishing the correct line from the erroneous line."93
The Chinese and the Albanian comrades are not contradicting each
other--only those hung-up on bourgeois literalism would claim this.
Rather, in their own words they are stating viital criteria of a gen-
eral character which serve as a guide in applying the five criteria
(sub-criteria by comparison) looked at in questions 6-12. The five
criteria, in turn, allow us to see at a more detailed level whether

a political line practices Marxism and upholds the interests of the

working class.

Mao's point about being aboveboard is important. to keep in mind too:
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"In the struggle against deviations, we must give

serious attention to opposing double~faced behavior

e« » o To comply in public but oppose in private, to

say yes and mean no, to say nice things to a person's

face but play tricks behind his back--these are all

forms of double-dealing."9L
The ultra-Rightist Lin Piao, who claimed to struggle against both
"ultra-Left" and Right deviations, was a major recent example of
such two-faced behavior,

How, then, should we sum up the five criteria?

One (slogans) is clearly useful but not totally reliable, as
people don't always mean what they say. The same could be said of
another criterion--class origin. This criterion generally has more
validity when applied to a group or party as a whole than when ap-
plied to an individual. For example, Marxists have often correctly
traced many problems in revolutionary parties to the petty-bourgeois
class base which such parties tend to have, especially in their early
years. But judgment of an individual based primarily on his or her
class background is likely to be inadequate. During periods of revo-
lution revolutionaries who aren't from the working class are striving
to put aside the baggage they bring with them from their class; they
are trying to remould their outlook; and it is their class stance
which is decisive.

The remaining three criteria--analysis of conditions, application
of Marxist-leninist principles, and effect of policies in practice--
are very closely connected. Practice is foremost among them,

The concrete analysis of concrete conditions goes together with

the application of Marxist principles. While investigating concrete

conditions, Marxists don't let their minds go blank but try to apply
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the methods and views of dialectical and historical materialism,
the accumulated knowledge of history of Marxism-Leninism, in both
its theoretical and its practical aspects.
In uniting Marxist principles with the concrete conditions,
an analysis is made, and then, flowing from the analyses of thefaﬁés- '
tions facing the revolution, come a program, policies, and tactics.
The test of the analyses, and of the political lines based on them,
is the c¢class struggle, which involves the "revolutionary practice of

millions of people" ("the only yardstick of truth").95 In the same veins

~ .

"Policy is the starting point of all the practical .
actiong of a revolutionary party and manifests it-
self in the process and the end-result of that par-
ty's actions. A revolutionary party is carrying
out a policy whenever it takes any action. If it
is not carrying out a correct policy, it is carry-
ing out a wrong policy; if it is not carrying out

a given policy consciously, it is doing so blind-
ly. 'Yhat we call experience is the process and the
end-result of carrying out a policy. Only through
the practice of the people, that is through exper-
ience, can we verify vhether a policy is correct or
wrong and determine to what extent it is correct or
wrong." Q

This insistence on practice is in accord with the Marxist-
Leninist theory of knowledge, touched on in the above quote. As
brilliantly summarized in Mao's '"Where Do Correct Ideas Come From",
Marxists hold that Ynowledge involves perception first and then a
leap to rational knowledge. This rational knowledge must then be
tested in practice, refined, and again tested in practice. Often
many trials and errors are necessary to arrive at correct knowledge:
"Practice, knowledge, again practice, and agaln kmowledge," as Mao
says in "On Practice."97

Then the theories, policies, plans, or measures which are for=-
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mulated are tested in practice, in work among the people, which
includes propaganda work (in which slogans play a role). Just as
an individual cannot arrive at correct knowledge without a repeti-
tion of the process, without modifying ideas, theories, plans, and
programs, neither can a political party or group.

Errors may result from a failure in any of the three areas under
discussion (analysis of conditions, application of Marxism-Leninism,
and practice), and we must keep all of them in mind. But, while our
application of Marxist principles to the analysis of conditions may
seem gound, it is the test of these in social practice (particularly,
"revolutionary class struggle and revolutionary national struggle")
vhich is decisive. Social practice provides the only real test of a
line from the Marxist point of view:

"The knowledge which grasps the laws of the world, must

be redirected to the practice of changing the world, must
be applied anew in the practice of production, in the
practice of revolutionary class struggle and revolutionary
national struggle and in the practice of scientific ex-

periment. This is the process of testing and developing

theory, the continuation of the whole process of cognition."98

Thus, practice is foremost in the Marxist theory of knowledges

"The Marxist philosophy of dialectical materialism has
two outstanding characteristics. One is its class na-
ture: it openly avows that dialectical materialism is
in the service of the proletariat. The other is its
practicality: it emphasizes the dependence of theory
on practice, emphasizes that theory is based on practice
and in turn serves practice."90a

While maintaining that practice is the foremost criterion in

evaluating a political line or policy, we must not slight the im-
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portance of Marxist-Leninist theory. Without knowledge of Marxist-
ILeninist theory we can neither correctly evaluate a political line,
nor, as in this period in the U.S., when "practice gropes in the
dark (since) its path is not illumined by revolutionary theory,"9?
formulate comprehensive and correct programs, lines, or tactics.

As has often been stated lately, but still not heeded enough:

"The creation and advocacy of revolutionary theory
plays the principal and decisive role in those times
of which Lenin said, 'Without revolutionary theory
there can be no revolutionary movement.! When a
task, no matter which, has to be performed, but there
is as yet no guiding line, method, plan or policy,
the principal and decisive thing is to_decide on a
guiding line, method, plan or policy,."100
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li. When do "Left" znd Right errors occur?
In general, "Left" errors occur when there have been some
successes or victories for the revolutionary forces:

"In Combating 'Left' and Right deviations
within the Party, we must decide on our policy
according to specific ecircumstances. For
example, the army must guard against 'Left!
deviations in times of victory and guard a-
gainst Right deviations in times of defeat or
when we are unable to win many battles. 1In
land reform, Right deviations must be combated
vhere the masses have not yet been aroused in
earnest and the struggle has not yet unfolded,
and 'Left' deviations must be guarded against
where the masses have been aroused in earnest
and the struggle has already unfolded."1Ol

To become "dizzy with success" breeds "Leftist" mistakes; to
be "scared of success" leads to Rightist ones,102

For the Chinese, relations with the Kuomintang provided
another touchstone for the occurrence of deviations:

"The history of our Party shows that Right
deviations are likely to occur in periods
when our Party has formed a united front with
the Kuomintang and that 'Left' deviations are
likely to occur in periods when our Party has
broken with the Kuomintang.">

Taking a very general view, Stalin says:

"The transition from a period of strife to

one of tranquility increases by its very

nature the danger of the rightists. If the
period of rise brings about revolutionary
illusions, thus creating the danzer of leftism
as the principal menace, the period of tran-
quility, on the contrary, gives birth to social-
democratic reformist illusions, creating ﬁpe
danger of rightism as the main menaces" 10
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Another guideline is that one kind of error tends to
cover for another. Those trying to correct a previous error
may overcompensate, overreact, or they may not act sufficently
strongly. 105
"Chairman Mao has constantly taught us: It is
imperative to note that one tendency covers ano~
ther. The opposition to Chen Tu-hsiu's Right
opportunism which advocated 'all alliance, no
struggle' covered Wang Ming's 'Left' opportunism,
which advocated 'all struggle, no alliance.' The
rectification of Wang Ming's 'Left' deviation
covered Wang Ming's Right deviation. The struggle
against Liu Shao-chi's revisionism covered Lin
Piao's revisionism."l
15. Why are wrong lines "Left" and Right instead of, say, Center

and Right? How come there are two main kinds of errors in-

stead of three or four?

What should our answers to these questions be in terms
of dialectical (and historical) materialism? Taking the second
question first, at bottom there are two main kinds of errors
because there are only two poles or sides in a contradiction.
In society this polarity expresses itself in the struggle of
the proletariazt with the bourgeoisie, the two major contending
classes. All other classes must ultimately choose between
these two. There is no stable third class for a fundamental
third position to adhere to,

This doesn't mean that in any given situation there can't
be three, four, or five viewpoints, groups, parties, forces, etc,
This is the ridiculous position of CL, which claims there can
be no third force (no Third World) in the international situation.l07
Taking their véewpoint to its logical conclusion, only the earth

and
and the sun exist,/it was impossible for the population to expand
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beyond Adam and Eve.

It does mean that there are only two basic sides in all
processes and things, in all contradictions (and one of these
sides or poles is the principal one).

The following remarks of Mao Tse-tung indicate the polar-
izing outlook of Rightists and "Leftists."

"Two kinds of persons hold views different from

ours. Those with a Rightist way of thinking make

no distinction between ourselves and the enemy and

take the enemy for our own people. They regard as

friends the very persons whom the broad masses re-

gard as enemies. Those with a 'Left' way of think-

ing magnify coutradictions between ourselves and

the enemy to such an extent that they take certain

contradictions among the people for contradictions

with the enemy, and regard as counter-revolutionaries

persons who are not really counter-revolutionaries.

Both these views are wrong."108
Mao is speaking of contradictions within a socialist society,
where the relative strength and aligmment of forces are quite
different than under capitalism., But the basic method and
approach of dialectical and historical materialism don't
change under soclalism, and it is that basic method and ap-
proach that concerns us here.

"Leftists" stand, or tend to stand, with what they believe
to be the revolutionary side or pole. They propose all strug-
gle with the other pole, and in the process they tend to put
those who are in the middle or even those genuinely on the Left
into the camp of the enemy. They want the Left pole or side
to be pure, to be uncontaminated by its opposite.l09 _ .

Rightists make the opposite error of denying the exis-
tence of two poles or sides. They tend to think that every-

one is one big happy family, so they accommodate the bour-



geoisie. They make concessions to the enemy and in the process
tend to liquidate the Left pole or side. In their eyes there
are no real contradictions, so there's no need for struggle.
Rightists want unity without struggle.

The answer to the first part of the question (Why are wrong
lines "Left" and Right instead of Center and Right or some other
pattern?) is closely related to the above.

The two main kinds of wrong lines have a tendency to head.

for one pole or the other. All things are in motion (or
every "thing" is a process), and all motion, however fast or slow,
is in one direction or another relative to certain points. Up-~
holding either "all struggle, no alliance®" or "all alliance, no
struggle,” both "Leftists" and Rightists veer from a corredt course
(which combines struggle and alliance), directing their energies
toward one side or the other.

But the effects of the policies of "Leftists" are of as much
service to the other side, to the bourgeoisie, as are those of the
Rightists. The "Leftists," with their adventurism;,supperrevolu-
tionary rhetoric, headlong analyses, etc., though seemingly headed
toward the genuine lLeft, are really out of touch with the Left and
the middle forces. They are Right in essence, and, as with the
Trotskyites, often end up joining forces with the reactionaries.

In reality, neither side is genuinely involved in struggle.
The Rightiasts pretty much openly disavow struggle, as when people

say: "Don't be sectarian! We've got to work together." (True,
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sectarianism is a huge problem in the new communist movement in the
U.S., but this cry is frequently used as an excuse not to struggle.)

The "Leftists" make wild noises and gestures of all sorts and
claim to be struggling, but it is mock struggle. In actuality they
are not in the arena of struggle either, not contesting the hege=-
mony of the bourgeoisie (to take the situation under capitalism).
Though they proclaim they are fighting capitalism, objectively they
are gserving the enemy, (Objectively, but also consciously sometimes,
since pig agents often find the best cover as "Leftists.")

In contrast with both "Leftists" and Rightists, genuine revo-
lutionaries--while certainly not "Centrists"--are truly in the thick
of the struggle, combining alliance and struggle. They are guided
by "one and the same principle": "to make use of contradictions,
win over the many, oppose the few, and crush our enemies one by one,."1l0

16. What is two-line struggle?
"Inner-party struggle between the two lines is a re-
flection of the class struggle in society. The his-
tory of our Party is one of struggle between the two
lines. The correct proletarian revolutionary line
represented by Chairman Mao has developed in the
course of struggle against erroneous bourgeois re-
actionary lines of all descriptions. Our Party has
waged struggles against the erroneous Right or 'Left!
lines of Chen Tu-<hsiu, Chu Chiu-pai, Li Li-san and
Wang Ming; particularly it has waged repeated, pro-
longed struggles against the bourgeois reactionary
line represented by Liu Shao-chi,."1ll

Two-line struggle is the clash between the bourgeoisie and its

forces and the working class and its forces and takes place
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in every field, from Lenin's disagreement with Bukharin over what

a (drinking) glass is, Stalin's clash with Bukharin and Trotsky

over the agrarian and other questions, down to the two-line struggle
in the international communist movement today between Marxism-Leninism

and revisionismolle

Summary of Main Points

Incorrect political lines may be "Left" in form, Right in es~
sence; openly Rightist; or vacillate between the two, Adventurism,
dogmatism, and sectarianism are associated with ultra-"Leftism," and
revisionism, reformism, and tailism with Rightism. Opportunism and
subjectivism are associated with both.

Criteria for recognizing incorrect lines have to do with the ana-
lysis of concrete conditions, application of Marxist principles, slo-
gans and other propaganda, the effect of the line in practice, and the
class origin of those putting the line forward. Of these five criteria
practice is foremost, but the analysis of conditions and application of
Marxist principles are also of critidal importance. Slogans and class
origin are also useful, but less reliable. In analyzing comditions,
"Left" deviations tend to overestimate the subjective forces or factors
and underestimate the objective forces or factors. Right deviations
tend to make the opposite mistakes.

There are exceptions to these generalizations, but on the whole
"Left" errors can be recognized by:

1l In analyzing conditions: Skipping stages, claiming something has

gone out of existence when it is still present to a significant de-
gree. Overestimating the subjective factors, underestimating the

objective factors.
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In bringing dialectical and historical materialism to bear: In

class analysis: belittling middle or third forces. Stressing
book~learning, downplaying practice. Holding fast to supposedly
eternal "book" truths of Marxism.

In slogans and other propaganda: Adventurist views and slogans.

Super-revolutionary rhetoric.

In practice among the people: Pitting the working class azainst

all other forces. Yords and actions that try to leap ahead of
where people are at. Neglect of alliances, treating friends as the
enemy. Driving middle forces to the side of the enemy, Rapid iso-
lation of communists.
Overall: "All struggle, no alliance."

Right errors can generally be recognized by:

In analyzing conditions: Failure to see that conditions have changed.

Holding fast to an old, outdated analysis. Underestimatifig the sub-
jective factors, overestimating the objective factors.

In bringing dialectical and historical materialism to bear: In class

aralysis: embracing the enemy and all middle forces. Stressing
experience over theory. Revision of fundamental tenets of Marxism-
Leninism. Deliberate or unconscious fuzziness of views.

In slorans and other propaganda: HNon-strugzgle, vague slogans.,

YLiberal" rhetoric,

In practice among the people: Treating the bourgeoisie as being

in the same camp as the working class. Tailing the spontaneous move-
ment in words and actions. Loss of independence of communist forces,

over-reliance on alliances, treating the enemy as friends. Allowing
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bourgeoisie uncontested control of middle forces. Slower isolation
of communists.
Overall: "All alliance, no struggle.,"

Deviations come in basically two forms, ultra-"Left" and Right.
Within everything there are opposites in struggle and unity, and
"Leftists" and Rightists both err in their understanding of genuine
struggle, the genuine unity based on struggle, and the overall re-
lationship between opposites in a process. They fail to draw dis-
tinctions properly and gravitate toward one pole or the other, mis-
taking allies for enemies or enemies for allies,

In revolutionary parties the class base of both "Left" and Right
errors and of the vacillations between the two is usually the petty-
bourgeoisie.

The correct line develops only through two-line struggle with

erroneous views, "Left" and Right.
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Notes

A communist party puts forward lines in many fields. Ideology,
politics, economics, Party organization, the military, and cul-
ture are some of the most important. In their form, errors of
line are "Left" or Right, but the content (the specifics or par-
ticularity of the errors) depends on the field, on the subject
matter. The ideological and political line is the most impor-
tant; it's decisive. Of the two, the political line will be
focussed on in these questions and responses.

Mao Tse-tung, Selected Works, Volume I, p. 194. Or SW 1.19L,

for short.

For some examples of this terminology, see "Three Major Struggles
on China's Philosophical Front," p. L43. This is in pamphlet form.
Also, "Report to the Ninth National Congress of the Communist
Party of China, pages 23, 24.

Reprinted in the pamphlet, "Report to the Second Plenary Session
of the Seventh Central Committee of the Communist Party of China,"
P. 27

Lenin briefly discusses the Brest-Litovsk treaty in "Left"-Win
Communism, An Infantile Disorder, Peking edition, paEEE_E?:QFTE
In tﬁg Chinese polemics in book form, Whence the Differences?,
p. 340,
Agim Popa, "Present~Day Revolutionary Movement and Trotskyism,"
Albania Today, Number 5, 1972.

Peking Review, Number L2, Oct. 18, 197h, p. 10.

Same issue as above, p. 1ll.

For Right dogmatism, see Lenin, "Left"-Wing Communism, An Infan-
tile Disorder, Peking edition, pages 110-1l. For Right sectarian-
Ism, otalin, "The Right Deviation in the C.P.S.U. (B)," Selected
Works:;, Cardinal Publishers, pages 292-93.

Party of Labor of Albania in Battle with Modern Revisionism, p. 296.
Stalin, "Speech at the Plenum of the Moscow Committee and Moscow
Control Commission of the C.P.S.U.," Oct. 19, 1928.

Mao SW 2.318.

Mao SW L.2L3

Mao, "Speech at the Chinese Communist Party's National Conference
on Propaganda Work," p. 19. Not in the Selected Works but is a
separate pamphlet. See also Mao SW 1.321-2l; and Lenin, What the
"Friends of the People" Are, Progress Publishers, pages 167-08.
Mao SW 1.275, 3.13-L9. Also, E.F. Hill, Australia's Revolution:
On The Struggle For a Marxist-Leninist Communist Party, p. oh.
Tor the reformism of the social-democrats and of the revisionists,
see Party of Labor of Albania in Battle with Modern Revisionism,
pages 209-316.

Mao, "Speech at the Chinese Communist Party's National Conference

on Propaganda Work," p. 19. In addition to Lenin's works on Kautsky
and other revisionists, see also the criticism by the Chinese of the

Russians and their followers in Whence the Differences?, in many
articles in Peking Review, and in pamphlet form. Also, Party of
Labor of Albania in Battle with Modern Revisionism.
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Lenin, What Is To Be Done?, Peking edition, pages L1~53 and
throughout the book. See also, Lenin, One Step Forward, Two
Steps Back, Progress Publishers, p. 182.
Foto Cami, "The Objective and Subjective Factors in the Revo=-
lution," Albania Today, Jan-Feb 1973. Reprinted by CL. This
is a comprehen31ve and important article.
Tenin, quoted in the unreliable Marxist Glossary of L. Harry
Gould. More on this glogsary later. See also Lenin, Imperial-
ism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism, Peklng edition, pages T-
s and "Imperialism and the Split in Socialism.”

Also, Mao SW 1.13-1h4. For the "vagueness, amorphousness, elu-

siveness" of opportunism, Lenin, One Step Forward, Two Steps
Back, Progress Publishers, p. 200,
Mao SW 1.249-50
Lenin, "Left"-¥ling Communism, An Infantile Disorder, Peking
edition, pages 20-21.
Lenin, same work as above, pages 22-23.
Lenin, same work as above, Chapter 6.
Mao SW 2.441-h2. See also SW 4.197, 2.358, and 1.203-OL.
Hlstory of the Communist Party of the Soviet Unlon (Bolshev1ks),
Short Course, pages 293-9L. See also, Stalin, "The Right Devia-
tion in the C.P.5.U. (B)," Selected Works, Cardinal Publishers.
Mao SW L.24, 1.13.
Mao SW 3.287-88., See also W.Z. Foster's History of the Com-
munist Party of the U,S.A.
See the Chinese polemics, Whence the Differences?.
Although they don't take up the question of Rightism and "Left-
ism," NACLA (North American Congress on Latin Amerlca) has some

detailed and valuable material available on the Chilean

events. '
Lenin, The Proletarian Revolution and the Renegade Xautsky,
The State and Revolution, and Imperialism, the Highest Stage

of Capitalism.
See RU's "How Capitalism Has Been Restored in the Soviet Union
and What This Means for the World Struggle" (Red Papers 7).
Also, Martin Nicholaus' 1975 series in the Guardian. Reprints
from Peking Review titled "Soviet Imperialism® and current
articles in the magazine. Also, a book very hard to get a copy
of, "How the Soviet Revisionists Carry Out All-Round Restoration
of Capitalism in the U,S.S.R." published by the Chinese in the
late 1960!s,

Some Chinese sources: Mao SW 1.249-51, 2.205-08, 2.290-96,

2,4h1-h2, " Peking Review, Number 35, 1971, "Unite ! the People,
Defeat the knemy: A Study of 'On Policy'.* Editorial of three
Chinese journals: "Conscientiously Study the History of the
Struggle Between the Two Lines," reprinted in the pamphlet edi-
tion of Mao's "Report to the Second Plenary Session of the Seventh
Central Committee of the Communist Party of China." The Chinese




“Mao SW 3.1, - - :

51

polemics, Whence the Differences?, pages 166-67. Peking Review,
Number 52, 1971, "Bad Things lurned Into Good Things.,

Other sources: History of the C.P.S.U. (B), Short Course, p. 277.
Stalin, "Speech at the Plenum of the Moscow Committee and Moscow
Control Commission of the C.P.S.U.," Oct. 19, 1928. G. Dimitroff,
The United Front Against War and Pascism," Gamma Publishing Co.,
pages 28-29. Ho Chi Minh, Selected Writings, pages 180-81 and 2L2.
History of the Party of Labor of Albania, p. 660, 677=-80.

Lenin, "Communism," an article. See also Mao SW 1.195-96 and
251. Also Lenin, What the "Friends of the People" Are, Progress
Publishers, pages 160-67.

Mao SW 3.6l.

Foto Cami, "The Objective and Subjective Factors in the Revolution,"
Albania Today, Jan-Feb 1973.

Maoc SW 1.306-07. See also SW L.366-69, L.228-29, and 1.203-Ok.
Lenin, "Left"<Wing Communism, An Infantile Disorder, Peking edition,
pages 1lO-ll.

The most extensive work on this is Lenin's Materialism and Empirio-
Criticism.

Mao, Four Essays in Philosophy, "Where Do Correct Ideas Come From?"
Foto Cami, "The Objective and Subjective Factors in the Revolution,"
Albania Today, Jan-Feb 1973. 1In reprint, pages 1 and L.

HMao oW L.187-91.

Mao W 1,128.

Compare Maoc in SW 1.187-91. Also SW 1.215.

Mao SW 3.L1-42.” See also 1.296.

. Mao 5W 1.206, See also SW 1.118-19 and Peking Review, Humber 50,

197k pages 6-10; mostly on Lin Piao's pessimism and Rightism in
military matters,

Stalin, "Speech at the Plenum of the Moscow Committee and Moscow
Control Commission of the C.P.S.U.," Oct 19, 1928. Also Mao SW 2.228.
L. Harry Gould, Marxist Glossary, p. 36. -
Mao SW 2.209.
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History of the Party of Labor of Albania, p. 52k,

Mao SW 3.118. See also SW L.360.

Mao, "Our Study and the Current Situation--Appendix," p. 60.

Peking Review, Number 35, Aug. 30, 197h, p. 1ll.

Mao, "Our Study and the Current Situation--Appendix," p. 9l.

Same work, pages 91-92,
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Same as above,
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Same article as above. In reprint, p. S.
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a line. Because of their shortuess and prominence, only slogans
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Stalin, Foundations of Leninism, Peking edition, p. 1lk.

Lenin, Two Tactics of Social-Democracy in the Democratic Revo-
lution, Peking edition, p. 1L2.

Hao SW 1.27k.
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History of the Party of Labor of Albania, pages 79-80.

Karl Marx and Frederick Engels, Selected Works, Vol. I, p. 117. (Moscow)

Mao S%W 4.380. See also SW 3.118,
Hao SW 2.Lk2. -
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Lenin, "Left"-Wing Communism, An Infantile Disorder, Peking
edition, p. 67.

¥ao SW 2.Lh1-L2. See also SW 3.1lk.

"Commandism is wrong in any type of work, because in overstepping
the level of political consciousness of the masses and violating
the principle of voluntary mass action. it reflects the disease
of impetuosity." Mao SY 3.266.

Mao SW 3.265. -

Sge Stalin, Foundations of Leninism, Peking edition, pages 9L~
95.

Mao SW 1,98.
Peking Review, "The Working Class Rejects the 'Doctrine of the
Mean,? Number 35, August 30, 1974, p. 1ll.
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Stalin, "Political Report of the Central Committee to the 16th
Congress of the CPSH®, June 27, 1930.

Stalin, Selected Works, Cardinal Publishers, pages 212-13.

See also Mao 9% 1.221.

See also, Lenin, "Left"-Wing Communism, an Infantile Disorder,
Peking edition, pages 16-l17.

Mao, "Our Study and the Current Situation--Appendix: Resolutions
on Some Questions in the History of Our Party," Peking 1960, pages
97-99.

Mao SW 1.92-93. See also, "On Correcting Mistaken Ideas in the
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Enver:Hoxha, Report on the Activity of the Central Committee of
the Party of Labor of Albania, 6th Congress, p. 1Ll.
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Mao ﬂ holB?o

Mao, "On the Question of Agricultural Co-operation," p. 9.
HMao gf. h02190

Party of Labor of Albania in Battle with Modern Revisionism,
quoting Stalin, p. 353.

Mao, "Our Study and the Current Situation--Appendix," discusses
how various "Left" lines directly followed one after another.
The basic "Left" perspective, a fundamental misunderstanding
of the nature of the Chinese revolution, was not overcome by
those trying to correct earlier "Left" tendencies.

"The Tenth National Congress of the Communist Party of China:
Documents," pages 18-19,

See for example, People's Tribune, May 197h, "International
Report ."

Mao,"Four Fssays in Philosophy," p. 96. See also SW L.372-73.
For "Left" purism see Mao SW 1.16l. -
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Editorial of three Chinese journals, "Conscientiously Study
the History of the Struggle Between the Two Lines," reprinted
in Mao Tse~tung, "Report to the Second Plenary Seesion of the
Seventh Central Committee of the Communist Party of China,”

P. 22,

This last is discussed in the Chinese pamphlet, "Long Live the
Victory of the Dictatorship of the Proletariati", p. 19.
Methods of conducting two-line struggle are taken up by liao
in S¥ 3.163-65. Two-line struggle in philosophy is discussed
throuzhout Lenin's Materialism and Empirio-Criticism (page 3L
and following in the Peking edition, for example). The his~
tory of two-line struggle in the Chinese revolution is also
gone into in the "Tenth National Congress . . .: Documents,"
rages 15-20; in the pamphlet, "Commemorate the SOth Anniversary
of the Communist Party of China, pages 9-19; and in the "Report
to the Ninth Mational Congress," pages 69-70,




