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APPENDIX:
CHARACTERISTIC FEATURES OF "LEFT" AND RIGHT OPPORTUNISM

] Marxist-Leninist literature is filled with references to
particular deviations being right or ultra-left, but the only
authoritative article we know of which takes up the question
of recognizing errors as "left" or right in a fairly broad way
is Foto Cami's "The Objective and Subjective Factors in the
Revolution," Albania Today #1 (8), 1973, pp. - , which
we strongly recommend for further study. We also found the
mimeographed pamphlet What are "Left" and Right Errors? and
the relevant portions of the P.U.L.'s 2, 3 Many Parties of a
New Type? valuable both for their content and for pointing out
many of the readings we used in our own study. The latter was
instrumental in freeing us from some of the myths current in
the U.S. communist movement about how to tell "leftism" from
rightism.*

We had to go "back to the basics" to try to correct our
own understanding of "left" and right opportunism, and there is
scarcely a statement in the body of this appendix that is not
based directly on a reliable Marxist-Leninist source. We have
meticulously noted these sources to enable readers to do further
study on any particular points we state--or to check up on us
where they think we are wrong.®®

Some comrades have paid little attention to learning how
to recognize "left" errors, believing that most guestions are
answered when they have grasped that modern revisionism has been
the main worldwide danger to the revolutionary movement for
some time. The P.U.L. explains in detail why the problems
afflicting one coug&gxéﬁfg unist movement, in a giv?n
period, cannot be y such a generalization.l Here
we will only state that dialectics_identifies both the typical 7
phenomena of a period, which are primary and determine the
overall character of events, and the atypical, secondary phe-
nomena, and requires us to examine each concrete problem so
that we can know which category it falls into. (For example,
Lenin pointed out-that one writer's attempt to deduce the im-
perialist character of any particular war from the fact that

*yhile we disaqree with a number of the P.U.L.'s particular conclusions
about what is "left" or correct in current conditions, in the main we
agree with their general statements about the characteristic features of
rightism and "leftism" and think that comrades who remain unclear on this
subject should consult their bcok, especially pp. ©/= 765 ako us-9b .
Readers who simply cannot accept what they and we say about anarcho-syndi-

alist forms of "leftism" should read Anarchism & Anarcho~Synuicali
feu Worla Paperbacks collection of 8d moarchisn & fparcho-synoicasien, @
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it was taking place during the _era’ of imperialism was "to
abuse the very concept 'era.'"2 Such deductions from a
general, worldwide main danger are no more permissible.)

There is also the question of identifying a "main danger"

‘not in the sense of relative prevalence, but as simply having

more potential for harm if it dominates the line of the com-
munists. Mao points out that ultra-lefts, being revolutionaries,
consciously prefer to err on the side of the revolutionary ex-
cesses of "leftism," rather than to risk reformism, which they
consider more harmful. But they are absolutely wrong; Lenin,
Stalin, and Mao all found that both klnds of deviations have
equal potential to cripple the work.3' Here we give somewhat
more attention to "leftism," as_it is less well known and seems
to have moreforms (the familiar "left" dogmatism, plus the 7
less familiar anarchist and syndicalist tendencies) than right
opportunism.

Several factors complicate the problem of distinguishing
"left" and right errors from each other. One is the serious
misconceptions on the subject prevalent in our movement, mis-
conceptions that almost invariably permit "leftism" to be iden- “«6
tified as rightist. Furthermore, no checklist of positions /jgg&g
on different questlons solves the problem,yboth because rights lqﬁwhﬂ
and "lefts" often arrive at nearly identical positions by dif-
ferent routes,4'land because on some issues one or the other (
deviation can appear in several different forms. Finally, wates o
opportunism is not all that consistent. Some forces combine Hils.)
elements of rightism and "leftism" at the same time. Moreover,
petty-bourgeois revolutionists, lacking stable principles, will
often "flip-flop" between "left" adventurism and right conser-
vatism, as they experience the failure of each one-sided ap~
proach.

Most of the text below deals with typical ways "lefts"
and rights handle various problems facing the revolution.
These problems are deeply interconnected, leading unavoidably
to a certain amount of arbitrary division in trying to consider
them one at a time, as well as to some redundancy. We begin,
therefore, with a .summary overview of each type of deviation,
to help ground the reader in overall conceptions of them. It
should be kept in mind that, while we state fairly extreme,
clear-cut forms of the deviations, in practice opportunism
often shows up in less developed tendencies in the same direc-
tions.

In an attempt to limit the length of this appendix, we
do little to contrast our analysis with others current among 4 @“gm,g
communists, and we have provided almost no concrete examples.! heet(R
Readers will have to consciously compare the principles out-
lined here to their own conceptions of rightism and "leftism,"
as well as to try to concretize the generalizations with exam-
Ples from forces in our movement.




116

An Overview

Right opportunists are toopatient and cautious, fearing
any revolutionary initiative. They oppose conscious interven-
tion in the spontaneous development of the working-class move-
ment, exaggerate our weakness relative to the class enemy, fear
sharp class struggle, accept reforms as steps towards social-
ism, and will give up anything to avoid alienating those--1like
the liberal bourgeoisie--whom they erroneously judge to be
consistently important allies. They are submerged in the gen-
eral level of the mass movement or even seek to put a brake on
its militant development. Not being serious about revolution,
they are content with loose forms of organization, instead of
consciously building a disciplined party and powerful mass
organizations.

Either they ignore politics altogether, sticking safely
to trade-unionism, or they engage in bourgeois reformist poli-
tics and act as if socialism can be achieved by electing social-
ists to office and wheeling and dealing in a parliament or
Congress. They see no need to teach the workers scientific
socialism, instead waiting for them to arrive at the necessary
level of understanding solely through their own struggles.
They minimize the need for theory, since they do not plan to
use it to educate the proletariat or to guide their own work
by a conscious plan. They fear that airing theoretical dif-
ferences will lead to unnecessary splits. Their conciliation
to bourgeois and petty-bourgeois interests leads them to sup-
port “their own”bourgeoisies in imperialist wars and to accept
the nationalism of whatever people they are working with. If
they do support demands for equality of nationalities, they
will do so timidly and in a reformist manner. Within the
trade unions, they tend to oppose bringing in political issues
or struggling for the unions to align themselves with the com-
munist party. In reactionary unions, those controlled by
agents of the bourgeoisie, they will seek to persuade the
leadership to move to the left.

Ultra-lefts are petty-bourgeois revolutionists, impatient
and voluntarist, but they are right in essence because they
objective%¥ hold back the revolution, too. They recognize no
objective,pgnditions for the revolutionary battles they seek
. to wage, either believing that the only variable is the people’s
(or their own) will to struggle, or subjectively assessing con-
ditions as being more favorable than they are. Often they have
an "eve-of-the-revolution" mentality, believing that the masses
are on the point of imminent rebellion. They view each strug-
gle as decisive, which objectively makes them militant reform-
ists (since they fight a particular bourgeois attack as if
victory there would really change the overall situation, in-
stead of connecting it to a longer and more basic struggle to
overthrow capitalism). Or they refuse to struggle for reforms
and concessions at all, seeing them as only bourgeois illusions.
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Or they substitute more "revolutionary" demands like "work-
ers' control," again objectively promoting the ;eformlst 7
idea that such control can be won under capitalism. i

They are ever on the offensive tactically and see retreat
and acceptance of compromise as treachery. Their impetuosity
"and subjective optimism blind them to the need for allies, and
they refuse to make the concessions needed to actually build
alliances. 1In a similar way, they end up way out in front of
the masses, for whom they have little real patience. "Left"
dogmatists may isolate themselves by overrating the people's
ability to learn from pure propaganda, while those with anar-
chist leanings can go it alone either because they despair of
"the mob's" ever taking real action, or because they expect
their own heroics to unleash the rebellion that simmers beneath
the surface. They will not do serious work in reactionary
trade unions--where the people are--preferring to set up new,
pure, "revolutionary workers' unions." They are also unwilling
to unite with other communists with whom they have differences,
seeking to magnify the differences rather than to overcome
them. Overall, relative isolation is a hallmark of ultra-
leftists, while rightists go with the flow of the masses (and
bourgeois allies) and are only isolated if they try to impose
such conservative tactics that the people become disgusted
with them. l

P R

Dogmatic ultra-lefts=-the only kind many of us know about--
may concoct inflexible plans, try to teach the workers revolu- bstudica
tionary theory at a level at which they cannot comprehend it, hasadsa
believe that book-learning divorced from practice is knowledge,pc.:
and see antagonism in every theoretical difference. But at doquisbcs
least as significant historically are those with anarchist a5l i
or syndicalist leanings. They, like the rights, bow to spon- ko
taneity, but in different ways. They base their tactics on
their own spontaneous feelings of indignation, and they glori-
fy any spontaneous, militant mass upsurge, such as riots.
They want actiop, not clear programs and plans. They want to ¢ Cosrs
keep the workers "keyed up," as Lenin put it, and--like the o RCP ga
rights--do not bother trying to build real organization amonNg (g o o4
the masses. Such revolutionaries have little respect for the © f
people and focus on rousing the workers, not trying to educate
them as to the course of social development. They, too, tend
to leave the wo rs' attention focused on economic struggles,
since they dis 53n£53f1tical struggles (except for terrorism
or rioting) and use of the parliamentary platform as reformist.
(True syndicalism even replaces insurrection with the general
strike, since it focuses on the trade unions as the sole revo-
lutionary organizations.) These people, valuing only militant
action, have no more interest in theory than the rightists.
They, too, often demand unity (unity with their petty-bourgeois
revolutionism, that is) at the expense of struggle over theo-
retical differences.

While "lefts" can find super-revolutionary ways of "sup-
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porting" internationalism, many also have as disgusting a
history of social-chauvinism as rightists. , (g )

In sum, the differences between right and "left" are &L&L'stné?
~ those between conservatism and caution,on the one hand, and

swaggering militance and impetuosity, on the other; between

fatalism and voluntarism; betﬁeen fo o n the masses, or

even trying to hold them back, Gaﬁé‘afﬁ c1ally trying to

stir them up in the most prlmltlve ways; between reliance on

bourgeois political and trade-union institutions, and aban-

doning thoie arenas for organizations controlled by the revo-
lutionariesf g§v1ng up independence to allies,and not knowing

how to make alllances at all--these are what dlstlngulsh
rights and "lefts" from each other. Some of the alleged Yes smec.
hallmarks of right opportunism, such as focus on economic ~ ~ —
struggles at the expense of political ones, bowing to spon-
taneity (in different forms), disdain for theory, and social-

chauvinism,! are common to both forms of opportunism. Bt weare " comwenn o

R"S‘-’% P Nﬁwsu. .

The rest of the appendix considers these and related topics
in detail.
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Pace of the Revolution

Rights

. . . the philosophy of spontaneity, .assivity, of obszr-
vation that overestimates the Eole or"] objective condi-
tions and waits with fclded arms until all the factors of
the revolution are ripe.?

These pecple fail to see that the struggle of opposites
has already pushed the objective process forward vhile their
knowledge has stopped at the old stage. o » .[?]hey cannot
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 direction.

Right opportunists are overly patient, willing to wait. At
the extreme, they would simply let social development take

its course, holding that there is little that we can do to

affect the situation.

However, it is a mistake to identify every failure to
keep up with events as rightist. "Lefts" can fail to recog-
nize the transition from a more fagorable or revolutionary
situation to a more difficult one.

"Lefts"

Some comrades, disregarding the subjective and objective con-
ditions, suffer from the malady of revolutionary impetuosity. . .ob

. o .[élome ")eft” elements deny the necessity of the "back
work", of the struggle for the economic, social and political
demands of the working people, of legal work and of work in
the organizations of the masses, . . .they are partisans of
the immediate revolution, of the struggle for the seizure of
state power and the establishment of socialism at one stroke.

,/’\\‘¥ . ", uéR iddled with illusions, [they] want only to do
TMV big things.p°&lack any historical sense of the revolution,

appraising every struggle as decisive’ and operating from a
subjective "eve-of-the-revolution point of view."

On the other hand, "Jefts" sometimes correctly recognize
that they are not in a revolutionary situation but then make
a different error. Still declaring themselves only "in fa-
vor of direct action when the time came, and not of dilatory
and roundabout actions,"9 their "tactics amount to waiting for
'great days' along with an jnability to muster the forces
which create great events."10
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Role of Economic Development

Rights

Relying on spontaneous economic development to bring the
transition to socialism,ll claim that it is resolving the con-
tradictions of capitalism,l2 or falsely hold that economic
development has not sufficiently heightened class contradic-
tions to permit communist mass work. Each of these errors
justifies passivity.

"Lefts"

Oblivious to the role of capitalist development in cre-
ating the necessary conditions for socialist revolution: )
"The will, not economic conditions, is the basis of his [the
anarchist Bakunin's] social revolution."13 This is further
developed below, under "Stages."

Stages of the Revolution

Rights

Fail to move from one stage to the next, e.g., not mov-
ing immediately towards the socialist revolution after vic-
tory of the bourgeois democratic revolution.l4

(Note: the question of stages in this context should

not be confused with the "opportunist theory of stages" which
: Lenin opposed in What is to be Done?. That theory held that
135w g1 i _on po was appropriate only at a

"stage" which had to be prepared for by a lengthy period of
trade-unionist economic agitation.l5) .

"Lefts"

Insist on the "pure" proletarian socialist revolution
in all circumstances, failing to grasp the intermediate stage
of struggling for the proletarian-led bourgeois-democratic
revolution where power is held by pre-capitalist absolutists,
foreign imperialists, or fascists. Failing to see that the
bourgeois-democratic revolution creates the conditions for
the socialist revolution, they objectively sabotage both by
splitting the clﬁss forces that could unite to carry through
the first stage. 6

On a less historic scale, ultra-leftists tend to skip
stages in the development of the mass movement, e.g., set-
ting up a "revolutionary workers' union" instead of struggling
to win over the masses within the reactionary trade unions,
as if the masses of workers were already revolutionary.l7
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Reforms

Rights

"The revisionists. . . regard reforms as a partial real-
ization of socialism,"1l8 rather than as "a by-product of the
revolutionary class struggle of the proletariat."l9 They
believe that socialism can be won "by extending bourgeois
democracy and its institutions, by gradually occupying im-
portant economic and political positions in order to later
seize the whole power and ensure the transition to socialism.
By failing to teach the need for revolution while participat-
ing in struggles for reforms, rightists objectively adapt
their work to what is acceptable to the bourgeoisie.?2

w20

"Lefts"

". . .[Slome 'left' elements deny the necessity of the
'back work' of the struggle for the economic, social and
political demands of the people. . .."22 Justifying such
a policy by a reluctance to "promote illusions" about the
capacity of the system to be changed through reform, they
forget that struggles for partial demands usually are the
arenas in which we can organize and train the workers, can
win concessions that strengthen the proletariat's fighting
capacity or broaden its freedom of action, and provide the
context for proving that the contradictions facing the work-
ers under capitalism cannot be fundamentally or permanently
resolved through reforming that system.

In a variation on this, Trotskyites and other "lefts"
sometimes promote "transitional" demands which are supposedly
more revolutionary than demands for concessions and reforms.
For example, they call for "workers' control" in the manage-
ment of individual factories in their agitation during strikes.
While this seems much more "left" than struggling for better
wages, hours, and working conditions under capitalist manage-
ment, in essence it is no different from the "structural re-
forms" which revisionists demand. Both give the impression--
if the workers believe such utopias--that the proletariat
can acquire enough power through piece-meal struggles under
capitalism to make the system meet their needs.?2

A comparable "left" error is throwing all into the strug-
gle ggainst a particular capitalist-perpetrated outrage, for-
getting that our task is the mustering of forces to overthrow

gapitalism itself. This, too, turns out to be militant reform-
ism.

The Objective Situation and Our Power to Change It

Rights

Before the victorious proletarian revolution, generally
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justify their fear of advancing and taking revolutionary ini-
tiative by assessing the balance of class fo;ces as lesg ?a'
vorable to the proletariat than it actually is, while mini-
mizing the ability of conscious activity of the vangua;d.to

. change the situation. Thus they underrate the favorablllty
of objective conditions and overrate the role of such condi-
tions in determining the course ognagents.25 However, after
the revolution the rights tend to Rstimate the strength
of the class enemy and the necessity for determiped measures
against it, as well as the need to gove rapidly in the social-
ist transformation of the economy.2

"Lefts"

Fail to see the importance of a sober assessment of =
concrete conditions (e.g., strength of the enemy, preparation
of the class vanguard and of the proletariat generally, who
the middle forces are and the degree of their support or op-
position), or base their impetuosity in an over-optimistic
appraisal of these factors and a belief that contradictions
have developed further than they actually have.?2 Furthermore,

These "left" trends see the will of the revolutionaries for
action, their determination to throw themselves into struggle
irrespective of the conditions and situation, as the only de-
termining factor,.#28

However, after the revolution in Russia, ultra-lefts overesti-

*Some comrades express this (or other, concepts in the shorthand ex-
pression, "“overrating the subjective tactor."” This leads to endless con-
fusion because of the different meanings of the words in the expression.
First, the subjective factor can mean either the ccnscious <eucluticnagy
revolutionary forces, or it can mean the state of preparedness of the
masses--in terms of their morale or understanding. Ultra-lefts tend to
gssess both as more favorable than they actually ars (while underrating

the importance of W sub jective factor in the second
senss.) But in thi “3 nse they algo "overrate" the objective factor--

the favorability of the basic conditions the proletariat or its vanguard
is faced with. Moreover, it can also mean (correctly) that they overrate
the gignificance of the subjective factor and minimize the need for a so-
ber assessment of the objective alignment of forces. Thus the way they
"underrate” the objective factor--the catch-phrase that accompanies the
statement that "lefts" overrate the subjsctive factorg=~is by underesti-
mating its significance.
Similarly, when these expraessions are turned around, people say
that rights overestimate objective conditions and underestimate the sub-
jective factor. The statement is true if one means that they overestimate
the relative gignificance of obstacles posed by objective conditions and
underrate our ability to change those congitions, but false if one means
gw“ that they overestimate the favorability of objective conditions orZhini-
mize the significance of the subjective state of preparedness of the massasij
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mated the strength of internal enemies and the danger of ca-
pitalist restoration, basically despairing of building social-
ism through patient work in one country, Yet_calling for a
"fantastic plan of super-industrialization." They can also
rely on despair and pessimism to justify adventurism instead
of retreat and compromise, feeling that all is lost anyway,

so there is no point in accepting a painful compromise. 30

Tactics*
=qactics

Rights

Overly frightened of the class enemy, insist on defen-
sive tactics even when bold initiatives are needed.31
"Even when revolutionary situations arise, they do their ut-
most to curb the revolutionary movement of the masses, they
pPrevent them from dealing the decisive blow to the ruling
classes."32 They actually fear the revolution, and they are

voke retaliation from the bourgeoisie or alienate bourgeois
liberal allies.33 at the extreme, they are opposed to violent
revolution altogether. 34 After the revolution, they oppose
continuing the struggle against the class enemies, generally
arguing that this is no longer necessary.3

"Lefts"

. Adventurist, ready to throw all forces into the struggle
regardless of the actual alignment of forces. 37 They have
"[bllind_faith in the miracle-working power. of all direct
action."38 pRather than keeping a strategic overview of a
protracted struggle, they evaluate each battle as decisive

(thus justifying their willingness to stake everything on it) .39
To them, talk of retreats and defense in order to gather

If reality makes it impossible to justify this bX overestimating
our own strength relative to that of the enemy, 41 confirmed
ultra-lefts can insist on adventurist tactics out of despair,

as noted above. All is lost whatever we do, they reason, so

why be so conservative?42

"Lefts" oppose compromise as fervently as they do re-
treats, being unwilling to accept humiliating terms from the
enemy, even when necessary. They "renounce in advance any
change of tack, or any utilisation of a conflict of inter-
ests (even if temporary) among one's enemies, or any concilia-
tion or compromise with Possible allies (even if they are tem-
porary, unstable, vacillating or conditional allies)., ., .."43

*See also "Unity and Struggle," "Work in the Trade Unions," and "Polji-
tical Struggle," below. .
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Unity and Struggle with Potential Allies

Rights
Overrating the difficulties facing us, they unneces- /

sarily subordinate!the independence of the proletariat (to *
avoid antagonizing ‘non-proletarian allies), while over—
rating the revolutionary or progressive potential of those
allies. Thus in the problem of unity and struggle within
a_nn%;ed_fxgnt, the right tends towards all unity, no strug-
gle.44 1n practice, they neglect "to protect the complete
ideological, political, and organizational independence of
the Party in the Democratic Front."45 (The correct princi-
Ple, generally speaking, is to unite around common interests;
struggle against policies and ideas which harm the interests
of the proletariat, within the limits required to maintain a
necessary alliance. The problem comes in judging these limits,
as well as the importance of the alliance relative t what
is being compromised.) Rightists often tend to conciate
with the interests and outlook of the petty bourgeoisie.46
At the extreme, they even regard the liberal bourgeoisie as
potentiallg consistent allies who need only to be pushed to
the left.4 This can reach the point of foregoing unity
with more consistently revolutionary forces to avoid an-
tagonizing more_reactionary forces that for the moment are
more powerful.

Applying this all-unity, no-struggle policy to the com-
munist party can lead to the position that "the party should
be an unprincipled union of all the factions or trends which
Proclaim themselves socialist or communist."49 Not that this
means that rights automatically subordinate themselves to
the discipline of the party: they are entirely capable of
holding on to the circle spirit and engaging in factional
activity to promote implementation of their line.

"Lefts"

Fail to "pay attention to winning over all the allies that
should be won over," in accordance with their overestimation
of our strength and underestimation of the strength of the
opponent.3l This is also tied to the skipping of stages,
since by demanding the proletarian-socialist revolution in
colonial or semi-colonial countries, ultra-leftists narrow
the social basis of the national liberation movement.>2
Differences with potential allies are handled_according to
the policy of "all struggle and no alliance."53 fThere is a
refusal to recognize that genuine compromises must be offered
to win over necessary allies;54 instead, "ét]he forces of the
revolution must be pure, absolutely pure."55

When it comes to uniting with the masses, they perpe-
trate

cases of the confusing of the people with the enemies, of
the assessment of non-antagonistic contradictions among
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the people as antagonistic, of lack of the patience to
work with those who are politically unclear, etc.96

"Lefts" think we should refuse to work with other so-
cialists or leaders of progressive proletarian movements,
even when we have little influence among the workers and po-
pular acceptance of the opportunist doctrines would be a
step forward from complete enslavement to bourgeois ideology
and politics.57 They also reject the tactic of concluding
alliances with the reactionary leaders of organizations that
have a genuine mass base and certain common aims, failing to
recognize that under many circumstances this is precisely
the means to gain access to the progressive members and win
them away from their opportunist leaders.

Though ultra-lefts typically seek to deprive the prole-
tariat of its allies, some are definitely partial towards
students and intellectuals or other revolutionary petty bour-
geois strata. Sometimes this reaches the point of denying
the unique importance of fui}ng socialism with the proletar-
iat, the vanguard class, or, foisting petty-bourgeois so-
cialism on the workers.>9

The “"left," sectarian attitude towards alliance and com-~
promise, when applied to other communists, leads to unprin-
cipled splitting or refusals to unite, elevating all differ-
ences--including tactical ones that must be tolerated within
a single party--to a level of principle, and undue harshness
in dealing with comrades who have made mistakes.60 They re-
‘duce the struggle against opportunism to seizing on every
opportunist error as a chance to "expose" honest comrades
who make such errors, rather than patiently correcting the
comrades. 61

Like many rightists,62 some Trotskyites even make the
freedom to form factions a goint of principle, viewing unity
and discipline as abnormal.®3 Despite?their usual sectarian-
ism, they are also capable of forming unprincipled blocs to
oppose a consistent Marxist-Leninist trend, 64 or of accepting
all, regardless of outlook, into their "party of action."

Relationship to the Masses

Righté

Rather than providing leadership, tail the mass move-
ment, afraid to intervene in its spontaneous development.
They are unwilling to advance when the people are ready to
advance. They may justify their low assessment of the peo-
ples' consciousness by focusing their attention on the more
backward forces.66 This tailing may lead to overemphasizing
economic struggles at the expense of political ones and to

-
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failure to provide workers with a scientific understanding
of the society they live in; but "lefts" can make the same
mistake, as we explain below. The 'distinguishing character-
istic” of rights is their failure to lead the class because
they submerge themselves in it or drag at its tail, as opposed
to "lefts'" inability to lead because their petty-bourgeois
revolutionist line isolates them from the people.

While sectarianism towards the masses is routinely used b A e
as a synonym for ultra-leftism,67 it is also possible for J
communists to be so rightist--so conservative in their line _
and tactics--that they "isolate themselves from the revolu- 3”'3$*_
tionary demands of the masses, . . .lose the confidence of  “dauscun?
the masses and . . .[are] tossed to the rear by the revolu-
tionary current."68

"Lefts"

Sectarianism towards the people is so typical that their
form of opportunism is often simply labeled "sectarianism. "69
Most of the errors listed in this appendix cause "lefts" to
divorce themselves from the masses. To their impetuosity
they often add an arrogant and commandist attitude towards
the masses and a lack of patience with those who accept back-
ward ideas (or a tendency to ignore the problem and act as
if people were more developed).”’0 In practice they will ad-
vance when the people will not yet follow them, so they are
objectively adventurists--a small handful engaging in strug-
gles that only the masses could even hope to win.71

Another way that "lefts" isolate the revolutionaries is
by insisting that th program of an awakening mass movement Chock
be doctrinally pure(%? They may also monopolize leading po- s
sitions in mass organizations or political bodies.?’3 Many
ultra-lefts, from Nineteenth-Century anarchists to today's
advocates of guerrilla warfare in the absence of a party and
a mass movement, have taken political adventurism to the
extreme of individual or small-group terrorism. 74 They ty-
pPically either disdain the masses too much to believe that
they will ever take revolutionary action themselves, or be-
lieve that "excitative terror" and "propaganda of the deed"
will unleash popular uprisings. Another variant of "left"
sectarianism towards the people was the "theory of cadres"
of the Albanian Trotskyites, who insisted on educating cadres
and keeping them out of mass work until conditions permitted
decisive proletarian revolutionary action.*75

Isolation from the people is so characteristic of ultra-

*¥This is a good example of ultra-leftism coming full circle to right- Rt i /s
ism. The fear of coming out of hiding and of giving any leadership to  “feft seefsmmin.
the mass movement would be indistinguishable from simple rightism if
one knew nothing else of the line and practice of those who expressed
it.
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leftism that on one occasion, at least, Stalin supported his
opinion that "leftism" was the main danger in one communist
party simply by pointing to that party's inability to win
much influence among the workers, under_conditions in which
_ parties in other countries had done so. 76

Spontaneity and Consciousness

In the practice of our days too, life confirms great Lenin's
conclusion that the roots, the ideological sources of oppor-
tunism, both right and left, regside in advocating spontaneity
in the revolutionary movement.

Rights

Oppose carefully planned leadership and conscious inter-’
vention in the spontaneous working-class struggle with the no-
tions that socialist consciousness develops among the work-
ers spontaneously and that the development of productive forces
is spontaneously moving society towards socialism. /78

"Lefts"

5 s Eﬂggg representatives of the "leftist" forces, irre-
spective of their subjective aims and objectives, also stand
on a position of advocating spontaneity. . . . ﬁjhay oppose
the necessity of working out clear political programmes,
scientific strategy and tactics. According to them the im-
portant thing is to start ano carry out the revolution. . .CZ) Clel
Some believe that "consciousness and organization are spon-

taneously acquired [by the masses] in the process of the

struggle."80 sSpeaking of terrorists, who represent the ex-

treme of "left" adventurism, Lenin explained that they "bow | Mk Lewds
to the spontaneity of the passionate indignation of intellect cuedenzohon
tuals, who lack the ability or opportunity to connect the ret &km'Lés"
volutionary struggle and the working-class movement into an bhuﬁsmw
integral whole." Thus both the right and the "left" formsj tw<s,,

of subservience to spontaneity objectively lead to letting “gu“% £
the workers wage their day-to-day, mainly economic struggles ?g.,G il
leaving the political struggle to others.82 (See also "Poli- s hc
tical Agitation," below.) lebecsbp,

Organization .

Part of the preparation of the working class for revolu-
tion is training it in organized struggle, through the build-
ing of a disciplined party as well as broader organizations.

Rights

Have historically favored broad, loose, undisciplined
organizational forms for the party,83 and, by focusing on
the struggle to reform the old society, stand in the way of
uniting "the workers in big, powerful and properly function-
ing organizations, capable of functioning.well under all cir-
cumstances, permeated with the spirit of the class struggle,
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clearly realizing their aims and trained in the true Marx-
ist world outlook."84

. "Lefts" 2= e
Lack the patience to build such organizations through v

participation in the struggles of non-revolutionary times.85

They favor "anarchistic looseness of the organization" and

"keeping the workers keyed up instead of creating a firm

'stronghold of class organization.'" 6) This can take such = Cleck

forms as believing that mass struggle will spontaneously

build organization,87 that such organization is unnecessary

because the workers can cause the collapse of capitalism by

a general strike, without prior preparation and training, 88

or that the activities of bands of terrorists or "the warfare

of guerillas not based on an organized broad political mass

movement" are sufficient.89

"r,efts" are as capable of both small-circle spirit90
and the substitution of broad, open, and loose organizational clek
forms for the Leninist part as rightists. However, while
opposing the building of“truly organized/mass revolutionary
forms, "lefts" can apply tight, undemocratic discipline 1in
their own sects.

Educating the Proletariat

Rights

In tailing the spontaneous development of the working-
class movement, they oppose actively raising the conscious-
necess of the workers and teaching them socialist conscious-
ness and socialist theory.93 They pay no attention to dis-
tinguishing the more developed workers from more backward
strata and to meeting the intellectual requirements of the
former.94

"Lefts"

First form (dogmatism): Try to teach the broad masses
through doctrinaire preaching of abstract truths which they
are incapable of grasping.9> This form of ultra-leftism,
best exemplified in this country in recent times by the
Revolutionary Wing (PRRWO-RWL), is often considered the only
form by our movement. But from what we have seen in classi-
cal Marxist-Leninist literature, the second form seems his- Bt wdt
torically more prevalent. Nk vniielh”

Second form (anarchism and/or—syndicalism):

They rise against the necessity of introducing socialist con-
sciousness into the working class and the labouring masses;
they say that the vanguard role can also be played by an
"active minority" which emerges as a ferment of revolution,



1.29

that consciousness and organization are spontaneocusly acquired
in the process of the struggle.95

The anarchist Bakunin wrote,

And what are we going to do? Teach the people? That would
be stupid. The people know themselves, and better than we
do, what they need. Our task is not to teach the people
but to rouse them.97

(CE£. the later Russian syndicalists--also ultra-lefts--who

favored "keeping the workers keyed up instead of creating a

firm 'stronghold of organization.'"98 Lenin also character-_

ized the mass work called for by the anti-theoretical, "eve
of-the-revolution" line of a later terrorist as the distri- ()
bution of hundreds of thousands of leaflets "containing _

the summary call, 'Bang them--knock 'em down!'"99 . . .Food &fFf<
for thought for comrades who assume that the RCP's "We're- dewd{ [t
mad-as-hell" agitation must be rightist.) &kcknﬂﬁk‘

Bakunin saw the people as cannon fodder, glorified the
"unleashing of what are today called the evil passions" in
spontaneous rioting, and held that the "revolutionary idea”
was to be monopolized by a tiny party of intellectuals who
would serve as the guiding force of the popular anarchy.l00%
In like manner, the Narodnik terrorists, contemptuous of
"the mob" and denying its ability to do more than "blindly
follow the 'heroes,'" substituted individual terrorism for
the task of educating the workers.l101l

Political Agitation and Political Struggle

Rights

First form: Either openly call for restricting the Tcearomsm
workeTs" struggle to the economic sphere (the trade-union-
ist struggle against employers), and perhaps for protective
legislation, or objectively promote the same restriction
by postponing broader political agitation and the political
struggle until the development of the trade-union struggle
spontaneously turns workers towards politics. The Russian
Economists, by promoting this line before the bourgeois-
democratic revolution, were in effect calling for leaving
politics to the liberal bourgeoisie.

Second form: Present correct democratic demands in a FPadewel
reformist manner,l03 or consider participation in bourgeois cehicsiu:

| Brogots plicadpmen
*Albanian "lefts" introduced a comparable focus on educating a few

party members but not the proletariat. History of the PLAy p. 59. Many

present-day Trotskyites actually promote the idea of young intellectuals,

students, as the vanguard. Agim Popa, "Present-Day Revolutionary Move-

ment and Trotskyism," Albania Today #5 (6), 1972, p. /4/.
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parliaments as an end in itself, as if socialism could be won
through parliamentary means.l104

"Lefts"

First form: Carry on political agitation and propa- -
ganda, but keeping it at a'high’level, inaccessible to those |
to whom it is directed, or Waking poorly-documented asser- e vk
tions that are unpersuasive to wrkers beset by bourgeois Deagwotisin
illusions. None of the literature we have reviewed goes into
this form of ultra-leftism, but we have seen plenty of exam-
ples in the practice of U.S. communists in recent years.

Second form: "Left" economism, negating political agi-
tation and the political s ggle just as much as the bet-
ter-known right economism. The reasoning is ultra-left: Cleck.

the struggle for democratic demands is "contradictory" to
socialist revolution because it eates illusions about what

is achievable under capitalism.@0 Rightist fascination Cleal
with political reforms is countered with "revolutionary"
denial of their value or of the training that can be acquired
in the struggle for them. Often the result is syndicalism
--a form of ultra-leftism that envisions workers taking power
through their trade unions, usually via a general strike, and
that negates political struggle.l07 Or the result can

be the terrorist's logic of economic struggle for the workers,
political struggle (through "heroic" acts of terror) for the
revolutionary intellectuals.l108) The effect: "Subordination
of the working class to bourgeois politics in the guise of
negation of politics."10

Cnecke

"Lefts" extend their negation of politics to refusal to
use the platform of parliament or Congress, despite the
excellent opportunity it offers for agitation and propaganda.
They fear compromising their "revolutionary" purity by par-
ticipating in, or "recognizing," reactionary bourgeois insti-
tutions.1l10

Work in the Trade Unions

Rights:

Explicitly narrow communist work to trade-unionismlll
or advocate trade union neutrality (refusal to build a close
relationship between the unions and the proletarian political
party, i.e., insulating the unions from proletarian politiecs).112

In reactionary and reformist unions, rights may substi-
tute attempts to persuade the top leaders to adopt a prole-
tarian stand for the policy of exposing them and driving them

out. ) = | .
Tk 5, trezt emenncs 24 Geloudy - Checke
"Lefts"
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Can disdain work in reactionary trade unions, where the Bk o 6
workers are, in favor of setting up "new and artificial forms ...« 4.
of labour organization." The few most developed workers
are drawn into separate organizations, and the mass of or- ) »
ganized workers are abandoned to their reactionary leaders.ll4 Puwe" ac

relcho

0%, 2vei b e

Another form: Revolutionary syndicalismll5 (see section .
on political struggle, above). b
g,
Combining Open and Secret Forms of Work*

Rights

First form: Fail to prepare for repression, based on
their illusions about liberal bourgeois allies and bourgeois
democracy. ’

Second form: Cower in underground forms to the point
of failing to carry out revolutionary mass work, out of ex-
aggerated fear of the class enemy.

"Lefts"

First form: Unnecessarily confine themselves to conspir-
atorial forms, failing to take advantage of the opportunities
for legal work afforded by bourgeois democracy because of
dogmatically seeing the state as always repressive, and sub-
jectively judging the struggle to be sharper than it is.

Second form: Fail to prepare for repression, based on
adventurist illusions of their invincibility, or overrating
their own political strength.

Revisionism and Dogmatism

Rights

When right opportunism openly denies the fundamental &dj“why'?
truths of Marxism-Leninism, those that show the inevitabilit
of the proletarian revolution and the dictatorship of the
proletariat, it is revisionism. Liberal-bourgeois reformist
positions are cloaked in Marxist phrases, under the false pre-
tense that changed conditions have rendered the old truths
invalid.l1l6

While dogmatism as a consistent pattern of opportunism il
is a form of ultra-leftism (see below), rightists, too, can Jajnuf&4é;
latch on to an old solution to a problem that appears in new

*We rely here on our own understanding of .this problem, having found
no "classical" references to the subject at this time.
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forms, when the older method would tend more towards reformism lvesoct-
or capitulation than the correct approach.f17 'mcfmwmngthwdgh{zguL

"Lefts"

Dogmatism as a consistent political approach is "left. 118/ check
(However, not all "leftists" are dogmatists.) "Lefts" can
justify their unwillingness to make alliances by quoting funda-
mental propositions on the opportunist or treacherous inclin-
ations of the forces in question (ignoring different condi-
tions that can make the alliance correct, as well as the emer-
gence of Earticular forces who are atypical of the general
pattern). They divorce themselves from the mass movement
by using Marxism as a rigid credo, which they would force
on those with whom they should work, rather than as a guide
to action in complex situations.l20 They mechanically apply .
foreign experience¢ and that of previous periods--rather
than analyzing what is required in their own time, place, and
conditions--in a manner that often cuts them off from the
masses and'justifies”adventurism.l121

The current leadership of the Communist Party of China
has introduced some confusion on the relationship between
revisionism and d@gmaglsm. In the course of tying the cam-
paign against -3 : ultra—left line of the So—called
"gang of four " '
to previous struggles against
(rlght) revisionism they began stating that dogmatism is a
form of rev151onlsm. While dogmatlsm "revises" Marxism in
the sense of dlstQItlgg its meaning, Marxists have long
used revisionism to specify rightist removing of the revolu-
tionary essence from Marxism, and dodmatism (in its broad
sense) to mean ultra-left inflexibilityzzgg) Marxist-Leninist  chedl<
writings, including those of Mao Tse-tung, often specifically
contrast revisionism with dogmatism.@23 gt dwdes Mas wews g - Chaecl<
YRS 25 3 ?-"‘"ﬁm .ﬁ Quaaf oo . Tua &

Theory and PraCthE‘HQ\mﬂkp.A%n Bie baa Crorisiiuamen &
Aauan *ﬂv) e vt 1 e Swe (e, pa 2

e Feuert

Rights pax -
". . .[Do] not recognize the mobilizing, organizing andi
transformlng role of advanced theory. . .."l24 Since they

bow to the spontaneous development of the working-class move-
ment, they have no need to guide their practice by the lessons
of history and an understanding of their own society's parti-
cular path of development, nor to introduce such knowledge to
the workers in general.l25 1In minimizing the role of theory,
rights also free themselves for eclecticism and lack of prin-
ciple in their work and seek to evade criticism of their own
line.l26 As noted above ("Unity and Struggle. . ."), they
also tend to avoid the struggle over theoretical differences
within the party or with allies, for fear of splitting those
whom they think should be united.



133

It also seems to us that rights could ﬂagkify inaction | ne, Hise
and a lack of revolutionary initiative by overemphasizing the| ." 4"
need for study and investigation before intervening in the iy
class struggle.*

"Lefts"

First form: Dogmatically disconnect theory from prac-
tice, relying on book=-learning (often only concerning foreign
experience) as complete knowledge and trying to implement
"pure truths" of Marxism-Leninism.l27 Or they may adopt the 0wy te
"theory of cadres," studying Marxism in small circles until e3¢t
social development in a backward country makes conditions @ “L° a Rigut™ 7
ripe for an immediate proletarian revolution.l28 Within
the party they can adopt "the policy of ideological struggle
carried to excess"l29 and deal with theoretical differences
in a splittist way.**

For all their insistence on correct theory, dogmatists are
in reality theoretically weak. They are "lazy-bones" who ‘W*Avf-
rely on general truths instead of studying particular prob- Tortsky, e g
lems.130[I]nsufficient theoretical preparation" is one of the f
conditions that permits dogmatism to take root in the first
place.l31

Second form: Unlike dogmatists, those whose ultra-
leftism tends toward narchism and/or syndicalism ignore
the value of theor%iéﬁﬁ put all their stock in what they see
as revolutionary action.

They negate the necessity of theory, scientific consciousness;
they rise against Lenin's thesis that without revoluticnary
theory there can be no revolutionary movement; they deny the
role of the vanguard armed with the revolutionary theory of
Marxism-Leninism; they oppose the necessity of working out
clear political programmes, scientific strategy and tactics.
Accordiing to them the important thing is to start and carry
out the revolution. . ..132 (Fxds cont ?)

"The anarchist mode of thought" is "[b]lind faith in the

miracle-working power of all action directe; the wrenching
of this 'dlrect action' out of its general social and poli-
tical ¢ ext, without the slightist analysis of the latter

;o ..'133 Entranced by their own heroic actions or the Chek

*¥Cf. the PLA's evaluation of the Trotskyite "theory of cadres" (that
communist work should consist solely of educating party cadres, with no
mass work) "as defeatist and opportunist, for it isolated the communists
from the masses, kept them as a sect trailing behind the masses. . .."
History of the PLA, p. 88. (The authors of this book use opportunism to
refer to rightism only.) However, the line was "left" in form in Albania,
because of the character of the arguments used to justify it and its re-
lationship to the overall "left" line of its promoters. (Cf. Lenin's re-
mark about "waiting for Breat days,'" quoted on p.//§/, above.)

**See "Unity and Struggle Among Potential Allies," above.
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spontaneous mass upsurge which they believe near, they can
show an "infinite disregard for theory," dismiss concern with
theoretical questions as "bookishness," and show "supreme con-
tempt for durable programmes."l34 They utter "general plati-
tudes against exploitation" but lack a scientific understand-
ing of its causes or of the course of social development.135
The anarchist Bakunin actually urged students to forsake the
pursuit of knowledge; Engels ridiculed him for this.

What do "lefts" substitute for real knowledge of history
and concrete conditions? Meaningless phrase-making, ultra-
revolution slogans, and often utopianism and grand, ideal-
ist plans All-sidedness--dialectical analysis of all
aspects of a thing--may strike them as sophistryl38 or make
them fear that we are giving too favorable a picture of some-
thing which the proletariat must be taught to oppose.

Cheek .

v;'”\_ anq,rojlv-s)mo{,’r:(/x'i/ ?"ﬂhr‘v&nw'(’g

Like anti-theoretical rightists, "lefts" ,can oppose
attention to theory so that they may shield tﬁeir own line
from criticism, justify their own theoretical vacillation and
spontaneous drift in their practice, and even to call for
broad unity (with their petty-bourgeois revolutionism) at the
expense of principle.

Proletarian Internationalism

Rights

In their conciliation to the bourgeoisie, have supported
imperialist war as "defense of the fatherland,"1l40 accepted
colonization for its ”civilizing"{influence,l4 and concil-
iated to bourgeois nationalist prejudices among the people.l42
Other right deviations would be the raising of democratic de-
mands for oppressed nationalities in a reformist way, or a
false claim that the development of capitalism is itself end-
ing national oppression,

"Lefts"

Equally capable of national chauvinism. During World
War I, wrote Lenin, "The natural 'appendage' to [right] op-

portunism. . . namely, the anarcho-syndicalist trend, has
been marked by a no less shamefully smug reiteration of the
slogans of chauvinism. . .."143 wIefts" have opposed demand-

ing the right of self-determination for nations as being
reformist, meaningless because politically free nations would
still be dominated economically, and equivalent to chaugipnist
"defense of the fatherland" (for the oppressed nation). 44/ Elals
They can refuse support for wars of national liberation through
their "revolutionary" belief that only proletarian-socialist,

not national, movements are to be supported, or that the only Vv
genuine revolution is the one that will break out worldwide

all at once.l45

They can present the opposite pole of rightist refusal
to struggle against nationalist sentiments among the people
by voluntaristically brushing such sentiments aside, as if
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the problem did not existl{é@ Their tendency to liqﬁidatel
the struggle for reforms can be manifest in a refusal to -~
democratic rights for oppressed nationalities.

They can also make an ultra-left commitment to inter-
nationalism, e.g., through phrase-mongering promises to start
in immediate uprising-if imperialist war breaks out (regard-
less of conditions)ﬁi:b or by demanding support for a non-

existent national revolutionary movement.

ta

ned Check

Check_



136

NOTES TO APPENDIX

1'. P.U.L., pp. £5~6/.
2', "p Caricature of MNarxism and Imperialist Economism," LCW 23: 36-37.

3!', Things are Beqinning to Change, MSW V: 440-41; "Left-Wing" Communism
--An Infantile Disorder, LCW 31: 31-36, 103; The ficht Against Richt and
"Jltra-Left" Deviations, SW 8: 1-4; The Right Danger in the CPSU(B), Su
11: 242; note 6 to Problems of Strateay in China's Revclutionery War, MSU
I: 250-51.

4', "Preface to the Pamphlet by Voinov," LCW 13: 167-68; "The Nascent
Trend of Imperialist Eccnomism," LCWU 23: 13; Once flore on the Social-Demec-
cratic Deviation in Our Darty,géw g: 11-12. Tafa(a

1. Foto Cami, "The Objective and Sub jective Factors in the Revclution,"
Albania Today, Jan.-Feb., 1973, pp. /3-4/. :

2. "On Practice," MSW I: 307. See also "Differences in the Europeen
Labour MNovement," LCW 16: 349.

3. “The Fight Against Right and 'Ultra-Left' Deviations," SU 8: 1-2;
"Against Boycott," LCW 13: 36-44.

4. "On Correcting Mistaken Ideas in the Party," MSW 1: 107.
5. Cami, p. /3/.
6. Mao, loc. cit.

7. Problems of Strateaqy in China's Revolutionary l!lar, MSWI: 220, and
"On rolicy," MSW IT: 441,

8, What is to be Done?, LCW 5: 10.

G, History of the Party of Labor of Albania, p. 54.

10. "Differences in the Europezn Labour Movement," LCY 16: 349, See
also "Speech at a fleeting of the Moscow Soviet," LCW 30: 420. For an exam=-
ple, see History of the PLA, p. 59, and Ch. 1, Parts 3 & 4, passim.

11. Cami, p. /3/.

12. E.g., the theory of "ultra-imperialism" refuted in lmperialism, the
Highest Staqe of Capitalism, LCW 22: 267-76, 252-98.

13. Marx, Comments on Bakunin's Book, Statehood and Anarchy, MESW 2:
a11-12o

14. History of the CPSU(B), pp. 184-89; "On New Democracy," MSY II:
360.

15. What is to be Done?, LCW S5: 402.

16. Agim Popa, "Present-Day Revolutionary Rlovement and Trotskyism,"
Albania Today, #5 (6), 1972, p. /3/; History of the PLA, pp. 50-60; "On
New Democracy," MSW II: 358-60; "On Policy," MSW Il: 441.

17. The Anglo-Russian Unity Committee, SW B: 185-U3.

1B. "Differences in the European Labour Novement," LCW 16: 349,

19, "The Importance of Gold Now and After the Complete Victory of So-
cialism," LCWU 33: 115.

20. Cami, p. /3/; see also p. /2/.



31 820

24,
75-81,

25,

Problens of Strat=ay in China's Revolu:!i

Q9

137

The Yroletarian Hevolution a~: == Ringsaae Koaut shyv, LCY 233

¢
"The Uoomenist Party of Czact;;u:.;x‘h," SE T 57,

«r
.

Cani, z. /3/. Sev =2lsc Steli~, .zc. ci
L]
4
Sae Popa, o. /fu/.

"The latsrnaiional Socialist Lo-zczes i Stuttgarit,™ LLW 93:
-53.

See "R Singla Sperk Can Start z Trozirie Fi oL
'u., 206- 07 Canmi,

p. /4/;

Party

Un Practice, MSW I: 306-07; 0- 3:we Imocrt

]
i
t Problems of the

Present Policy, fi3u 1V: 181,

25,
LA, n.

27.

CPC, A Praopgsal Conesrnina the Gensral _i-:z cf ths Irternaticnal Comrmun

The Righ* Dancer in the CPSU(ZY. IW 11: 264G; MHistary of the

£60; History of tha CPSU(B)p J72-74,

See Mao's writings cited in n. 23/, ab-ve, and Central Ccn~1‘*9
is

tovacont (FLP Peking: 1963), p. 24, srx fzte, p. 2/,

28,

-
]

N

33,
31.
32.

33.
of Soc

Cami, p. /4/.
Stalin, lac. cit. n. /26/,

(8]
m

..
th
1
J
~J
wn

"Strange anc Monstrous," LCu 27

(11}

Provlens of Strateqy in China =avolutianzcy War, MSY I: 206-07.

igi-Demoggcracy in the Democratic =~

Cami, p. /&/.

"Preface to F. Sorge Corresp::

-z2," LCyw 12: 370-71; Two JToctic
tlutizsn, LCU ©: 107-08; Lnat is

o
e

&2,
&3,

44,

to be Dane?, LCW 5: 392.

The Proletarien Revelution anz :z-z Reneczds Kautsky, LCu 28: 239,

History of the CPSU(B), pp. 27:-%z.

"LeFt—Uinq" Communism--an Infz-~<:..s Disorder, LCW 31: 3G-39,

Cami, p. /1/; "Bellicose Mil:zz-ism," LCY% 15: 195-96,

Lenin, ibid.

Problems of Stratecy. . ., 5. I: 203-0+; On Molicy, MSW IT: z41-4

p
Problens of Stretegv. . ., MS. I: 204-07.

Ibid.

"Strange and flcnstrous,™ LCW 27: 35-75.

77.

-
.
]
o

]

-
(93]
e

-
ru

"L aft-Wina" Ceommupnism. . ., LI.

The Political Tasks af the Ur.. the Pocnlus of the fast,

SW 73 153-54; Ths Role nf the Chinpss Sz=conist Party in the Mationg!l war,
y

Mmsw 11:
imsy I1:

45,
a5,
‘a7,

tI11: 287-88; Lenin, loc. cit. n. 66 a:

G

nese Scciety," MSY I:

208; "introducing The Communis

,* [SY 11: 290-081; On Policy,

&a2,

Histocy «f the ELA,op. 660-67.

Seg, ©.G., "Preface to F. Sorze lcrresucndence,” LCW 1237 371,

Editors' focircte to Teleqrar iz Zomrace Yilliam Z. fFester, I'S%w
- I7C-71.

See, e.¢., eciters' foclnote: - “Anzlysis of tr= Classes in Lni-

13-14, and to "F:zz:iz: en an lnvestigation of the Pea-

sant Movement in Hunan,™ MSW T1: 23-24.



P

eramant, NSV I1l: 25,

138
<t Poupa, p. J5/7.

59. "Te the Peruy," LLi 7: 186-5
ist Perty in thasflationai dar, [BSUY 1i
cited at 4n. f47/, above.

Thg Rels of the Lhinese Commyg o=
Sla=073  FS. aditors' foniooue

H1.  Un Some Important Problems of oz Party's Praseni Delicy, V50 IV:
181-82.

52. Popa, p. /3/; The Pclitical Taz-«s. . ., S< 7: 153-%4.

53. 0On Policy, MSW I1: 442.

56, "Left-tlind Communism. . .y LI_ Z1: 70-73,

P2d T: 180,

55. 0On Tactics Against Jupanesa I-uscialise,
oot owork “closse-door"”

Flac caelled the "left" opposition t: u-ited-
tactics.

af
T

~

5%. Histary of the PLA, pn. 660,

57. *“dreface to F. Sarge Corresp: ~te~za,™ LIV 17 383-68.

58, The Analo-Russian Unity Comm::tzs, S &: 1%:-.202. For more o
the application cof this tactic, see Histcry of thg FLA, pp. 130-38, 145-48
54, "The Hasic Thasis Against the Sccialist-faviluticneries," "ix-
ract fFrom an Artlcle Against the Socilelist-Reveclulicnaries," anc "Cutl-
l'ne of an Article Against the Sccialist~Rwvoluticnzrics,” LOW 6: 271-7u
285-+C, 462-53 (see "Revaluticnary Acveniuris £: 184 vt seda., fc:
the charactarization of the S-R.s as wizirz-1 apa, p. 4/

60, See, o.g., History of the PLA,

i
Camnunist Partv. . ., MSY IT1: 207 (iaentified as “lefi™ cn 20%; On Polin

sy I1: a41.

61. E.qg., "A Caricature c¢f Bolshevis-," LLU 12: 391-97,

62. Sometimes Trotskyites provide gecsa examdles of ultra-lefties,
but their "unprincipled vacilliations o0 wne '"left! anc tight" (Popa, 1.
/3/) mean that ons cannot mechanically take their risizkes as exemples
of the "left." However, we think that it is clegzr :hat facticnalism--tae
topic addressed above--can easily coma froco the soneral ztiitude eof u‘ﬁra-
lefts towards unity and struggle, as uell as tovarcs autnority and disci-

pline.
63. wvopa, pp. /3, 5/.
64. Ibio., p. /2/.

£85. "The Basic Thesis Against the Szcialist-Revsluticnaries,” LCu &3

66. History of the CPSU(B), n. 33;
The Present Situation and Our Tasks, FSu Ivs 175
torial Staff of the Shansi-Suivuan Dallv, SW Jeo

wnat is to be Done?, LCYW 5:
A Talk tc¢ the Edi-
2233  Un Loeliticn Lev-

e we

67. E.g., History of the PLA, 66T, 278-7t; Trog Comrunist Paviy cf
Czechoslovakia, SU 7: 59,

H8. A Proaposal Concerninc the Genzre
munist Movement, (FLP: Peking, 19563),
Yhat Are “Left" and Richt Errors?, p. U.

2! Lina of tne Intarnaticnal Con-
¢ also F.l.Ll., p. &%, and

ﬁ H
*J

[ 944

.

"

[y

9. See n. 67, above; also, Cami, p. /1/.



)

7

7. Hisicoy of the PLA, pp. 600, o5 Thie Anain-Rus: =0 Unity Lome
y P ’ L R S
mittes, Su &: 133; 0o Coalition Gover~-:-3, HSS I11: 206,

Ll
71, "DOn fractice,™ iMSU I 3073 TJTzik =z Shansi-=Suivuan Daily Loitirial

"

72. "Preface to F. Sorge Corresec-zo-ue, ™ LOL 12 363-64.
73. Sau, 2.¢., Un Pc_icv, MSY IT: ao”,

74. Editers' n. 22, LLu 12: 521; Hizzcrcy of the CPSLIB), p;-. 10-71;
Popa, n. /3/; Cemi, p. 4.

75, Historv of the P.t.A., 59, 7.-72, B&.

7u. Tha Ficht Azainst Right and " l:-z-Laft” Dovizticns, SH B: §-7,
77. Cami, p. /4/.

78. leid., zno dHhat is to be Done?, LCu0 5 351-92, 474,

79. Czmi, 5. f4/. Sec e2lse "The fas:z Thesis Azainst the Sccial igt-
Revolutic arl"-," LCu 6: 272-73. .

80. tami, 0. /2/.
81. Lhat is to by Deng?, LCW 5: i,

B2, inig.

85. S=n, 2.5., Cne Step Forunrd, Teoc Srapes 8achk, LUs 7: 381-75; Hist-
z 1 Done?, LCYW 5: 453-£7;

ory of tha CPSU'B), p:. @2, &¢5-30; uhz: is

To the Partv, LCW 7: 45%2-53,

84. "Differances in tne wuropean Latour Fovem=nt," LOL 16&: 349,
85. Ibic.

B6. “Prefece to the Buamphlet by voi-:o. . .," LCY 13: 157-€6. See al-
so "hnarchism and Socialism,"” LCWw S5 32%,

87. Carmi, p. /2/.

86. Wnat is to be Decne?, LCW S: 4£3; *"The tascent Trenc of Imperial-
ist Econcmism,"™ LCW 23: 13 & n. 4.

8. Papa, o. /3/.

90. History of the P.L.A., p. BS.

91. UWhat is to he Done?, LCW 5: &4£0-%7, 493, For an example c¢f the
syndicalist foram of this deviation {i.e., :rat the trad uniens arz tho

higheest Form ¢f ucrking-cless organizztica’, sev HMistorv ol khe CRSU(3),
p. 233,

. PFarx ane Engels, "The Alljyacs f Spcialist Denecrncy ane the In-
ternationzl 'orking Men's Aacociatior," i finarcniss & Anarche-Syaaziczlism
pu. 107, 1i1-20.

93. Histary of the LPSul(B), pp. S3, 37; Ceri. [fio. &/,

94. "A Reirngrade lrenc¢ in Hussiarn Spcial-Demecracy,”™ LLW 4: 285-485
94, “"The Attituce ©f tro WUorkers® MParty to Religion,"™ LC 15: 403-10,
9%, Lami, 0. f2/.

7. Cuotay in Marx 200 Engels, "Tre Alllzance of Sccialist Lerecracy.



. : H o

e -y e gy e
AT IS G

g8, "Prefag to the Panphlcl by
gt.., what is o by Dope?, LIo 5: T

Farx ana Engels, loc.

Histocy of the CPathWHy, ppre 1.
Yige, " LCuw 5: 328, and What s Lt "=

AN reho-Sea o Lo

2. Historv of
373-408.

104. “Against Beycott," Liw 13: 1&-
of the Extendsd ELditerial Board of fro.

Democrats and Zlechoral Agreemsnts, LC.

Corresnondence, ™ LCW 12: 372-73.

"The Mascent Trend of lmperiall

The,

. Set =zlsu "Anarchism
-7, LL. 5: 415,
, 23, Zz; Uuhazt is to

rconasism,”

"Resciutio
v o {20 15
2 277-7zy "

LLY 23: 1

ns cf the
: G445

8.

Confarunce

108,
109.
110,

What is tn be Done?, LC¢ 5: ZZ

LS.

"Anarchism and Socialism,”
"Left-Uing" Communism. . ., L
111. that is to be Done?, LCW 5: .iC

112. History of the CPSU(B), p. 9-
Conygress in Stuttgart," LCW 13: 87-8%;
nov," LCU 13:

113,

(!

tr

The Ir

105. Twe Tactics of Social-Demccrzz. -- tine Cimacratic Hewvoivtion,
LCE 9: 4413 “The Nezzenat Trenz of Imgsrizlist Econenise," LCUW 233 15 &
n. 4.
10a. Engels, Dn Poiitical Action - 7 +-3 Worki-ng Class, ir Aparci s
& Anarcho-Syndicalisa, pp. 51-52 (sue 2l:: next szlection in the 5C0K )
"Anarchis~ ang Saocialism,™ LCu 5: 328; ""-me MNazzszoat Trenc of leperizlist
fcenomism, ™ LCL 23: 13-18,
107. Na latier to P. LaFaryue, -~ 23archizs & Angrcho-Synoice.lisn,
p. 4b; "The Nh‘; nt Trend of Impariaios: _cwnor;a ," LW 233 13; "EFrie
face to F. Sorge Correspondence,™ LCYW ~1: 3727 " reface to the Pzrpnlel
by Voinuav," LCL 13: 27; ‘“Marxism and “=z..s3ionism," LCW 15: 38 ¢ n. 18,

<zrnational Sociealist

*dreface to the Pamphlet by Voi-

Congress, Communist Interrational), rz:
cutta: 15875), n. 20.

114, "Lefr-tYing"Communism. « ., LIs
Unity Cormmities, SY B8: 1B85-93.

11%. "Prafaze tc F. Sorge Corresi:c-:
fevisionism,™ LCU 15: 34 & n. 18,
116. "Marxism ang Revisiorism,” L.-

arpunisn and its Historical Lassans - ¢

166-567.
See Princinles of Partv Orga~izz:ion (7-uses
ci-teu by iass

12

adepted by
fublicatio

The Annl

Ghircg
ns (Col-

c-Russian

372 "Fe

(In Khrushehov's

Pionay

or.s (FL

Differences

2ng
(Mew Era reprint:
8etuaen Comrade Togliatti and Us,"
Na*ionz) Conference on Propaczsndas Jor -

p. 1; "Leninisn
Bath),

P: Peking,

Mouern Revisionis-" (Hongau: editerial) in
"llare on the Oifferences

1954,

Bihenco the

ning tc Change, MSY V: 440-41;

Acainst fiodarn Revisionism, pp.

cz. 717-98;
iziz., op. 33:1-37; Spceeh at the CAC's
, SU Vs #34-35; Thinces are Begin-
The +z--. of Laczr of Albznia in Battle
300-C2 L:ﬂi, p. /1/



141

" Communivm, o L,

1170 "Rygainst Soyootn,”™  LCY 13: 42-00; Mlefi-Wing
o 31 102-03;  "Our Revoluticn, ™ LCL 27 L75-850,

118. "More oh the Differemces. . .," in Yncnce the Dit7erences?,
pp. 336, 340-425 Tnings Are Becinning Tz Tnang., MSW Vr &44U-4%; Hictooo
of the PLA, pp. 578-79; Cani, =. /1/.

119, 0On Tectics Against Japanese Irsecizlism, [MSY I: 184-8%,

120. "Preface to F. Sorge Corrasponseﬁ:a," LCu 17: 353-65,

12%., MiWore on the Differences. . .," i Whencs the Differences?, opn.
341-42; "Left-king" Communicsm, LCY 31: 127-0¢.

122. The scources cited in notes 115 z-2 118, =above, make this cleaar.

125, Spesch at tha CPC's Naticnal Lonfirence. . ., MSU Ve 434-3%,
"ore on the Differences. . .," in Uherze tne Vifferancas?, \;ifi,,//77
Cani, p. /1. T2 20 fre Bep'any F$oChunr 45 n/ 2 Ffo —“{/)

U

124, hkistory of tha CESL(S), p. 117

125. Ibid., p. 323 MWnhat is to Le Dz0e?, LEOL T 365,

126, Unat is te 2o Dene?, isic., po. Z32-59, 364,

g Parwy's Stylg of ok, IMSu 111: 57-43.  See ola-
n a2nd Dosratism, " stove,

127, Rectify the
"Reovisiconis

128, Historv of the P.L.A, The "trzo
5 and 74-75, but {4 is dirficult to grez
uithaout reading all of Ch, 1.

v of cecres" is cescribag onop.
ts ¢z

anection to a "left" line

129, The Rcle of the Chinese Commu-ist Party in the National Wer, G
Il: 207.

130. On Contradiction, #SW 1: 321,

131. History cf the M.L.h., p. 675,
132, Cemi, p. /4/.

133. “Bellicose Militarism,” LCY 13: 135 (secund emphasis added).

134. Uhat is to be Done?, Lc“ Sdq91 13, & fn. cn 513,

135, "Anarchism and Socialism,” LC. 5: 327-
8nlte, in Anarchism a2nid Anarchc-Syndices.ism, p.
munisc,”™ KSW [1: 293.

] . . .

136, a?ﬁeaﬁflg ngif Sacialist Demcczcrezy. - ., irm Anarchism & Anarcio-
Syndicalisn, p. 113,

137, "'Left-Uing' Childishness ang wne Petth-Sourgecis Lentality,”

LCW 27: 34%; History of tha CF5U(B), =. 365 Pcoza, p. /ol

fiary, lettor to F,

g3
545 "Ientrocucing The fcom-

-

138, M™Anarchism or Socialism," SW *: 308-10.
13, MRevolutiorary Aoventurism,"” LJJ 3: 185-87.

140, "The bar anc Russisn Sccial-Dz-czrany,” LCuw 21: 31-32; The Fro-
lotarian flevilution anc the Henecade Kz=otsk., LCZ 28: 287-&C,

141. “The Internztional Socialist Carcress in Stuttiarey," LCU 13:
75=-77.

1472. Rights ang "Lefts" in the Ngtioral #enullics anc Recions, S¢ 5:
315-17.




-

1.3, "The Yar ane flussian Social-Dasrziza
"Srezor at a Mesiing of tne Mosuow Sevist. .

1ew. "The Mascen: Irunc of Imperialis: I

wp Caricature of Marxise. ang Imperialist t:oo

A4, ~R-53,

13, Vopa, 0. /&/, and see hHistory 2f =0

1L

.

-y, 1 P -, “. -y Y.
sy, " LLo Tir L2 aee aisn
e s e miee e
"Ly 30 u20.

coactisn, " LCW 230 15, dn-in

acmizs, " LCYW 23: 71-73, 30~

g Po.ur., pu. 53-54, anc A

Caricature of Harxism. . .," LCJ 23: 58-£C,

nal Rep_czlics and Ruegions,

143, Cf. Rights anrnd “"Lafts” in the Nz:.c
S 5: 317-13.

1¢7. "The Internationz! Socialist - -irass I- S-.titgert," LLv 13:

79-83, 91-93.



