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Near Comrades,

The following report covers several related areas: the Organizing
Comrittee for an Ideological Center (OC); the Philadelphia Workers Organizing
Committee (P'0C); relations between the PWOC and the SWP here in Philadelphia;
and some supppstlons for a national approach to this current,

The OC was formed out of meetings between several local egroups from
different parts of the countrv in February of 1978, The leading groups
in developing the 0C, which includes around 20 local affiliates, are
the TUOC; the lew York City-based, predominantly Puerto Rican £l Comite/MINP;
the ”aehlnpton D.C. based Potomac Socialist Organization; the Socialist
Union of Baltimore; and the Dayton Marxist-Leninist Crganization.

Fnclosed are the 18 "Principles of Unity" of the 0OC.

The 0OC current, or '"trend,'" as it calls itself, represents a breakaway
both orranizationally and politically from the Muardian, and reflects
the deenening, general crisis of the Maoist movement,

Rriefly put, here's what I think is happen1n¢ in that overall milieu,
an understandlng of which is helpful in assessing the 0OC,

The Communist Party(M-L) continues to consolidate itself as the
officially designated exponents of Chinese regime, and is in the process
of absorbine the Chicano August 29th Movement and Asian I “or Kuen group,
both based on the west coast, along with other, smaller groups. Sooner
or later it will dawn on elements of the Revolutionary Workers Headquarters
group that thev must answer the question of questions--merger with the CP(M-L)
if thev want to be in the good graces of Hua. Contrarywise, the Revolutionary
Communist party appears headed in Albania's direction (an apnrcoriate meeting
of minds) and towards the small world of contention for Fnver Hoxa's nod
of approval.

What this means, over time, is that the main elements of the Maoist
"reeroupment' which grew out of the demise of SDS and the ex-Maoist
Procressive Labor party express themselves in hardened, Mao-Stalinist
forms, each linked to a bureaucratic caste ideologically, and, in the
case of the toadies of Peking, materially.

"The softest component of that regrounment process adhered to the
Cuardian, which, to its ecredit, broke with China over the ''three worlds
theorv, v’ be01nn1ng w1th its counterrevolutlonarv anplication in Africa.



With the deepening of the Guardian's break came China's decision to boot the
Guardian out of the Maoist family. At the same time, however, the Guardian
was not, and has not been able to build an orranization, something which 1ts
more activist supporters began to realize was chronic to the paper.

: The ''mew communist movement,'" of which the Cuardian was part, along with
the progenitors of the CP(M-L), the RCP and the RWHq, among others, also
called itself the '"anti-revisionist" current, the Moscow loyal Communist

partv beirc the revisionists,

The Fuardian's political evolution reflects a split in the movement
which it hélped launch. The Guardian and the OC consider themselves part
of the "anti-dopmatist, anti-revisionist' movement, the dogmatists being
the hard Mao-Stalinist groups and sects.

The OC has enmerged out of a series of disagreements with the Cuardian,
the most public of which are its disputes on the tempo and character of the
"partv-building'" process, Of larger importance, I believe, is the fact
that the OC has taken c¢reater political distance from China, Mao Tse-tung
"thourht" and all of its bagpage. While the Guardian retains such trappings,
the OC is far less encumbered by them.
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It's interesting to note that in the OC's "Princinles of Unitv," there's

no mention of China.

T™he Cuardian in laying out its criticisms of the 0OC's line, states the
followine:

"Our independent Marxist-Leninist tendency heralds

a new era wherein have been born the revolutionary

Torces capable of carrying through the strupgle

against revisionism to the end by simultaneously

waging political combat against the dogmatist

deviations of the third tendency (hard Mao-Stalinists-.JH)

and the Trotskyism (SWP-JH) of the second." (mv emphasis)
Tis "new movement,'" a '"fourth tendency,' is "antirevisionist, anti-
Trotskyist and antidogmatist.'" Trotskyism is represented '"principally
by the Socialist Workers party." Despite the centrality of opposing Trotskyism,
the Cuardian notes paranthetically that, '"...an analysis of recent developments
in the Trotskvist movement is long overdue and should be the subject of further
discussion in a more appropriate document."

In other words, anti-Trotskyism is an article of faith troubling the flock,

Aside from the utter pomposity ("heralds a new era") of the Guardian's
characterization of the meaning of its development, or perhaps because of
such an attempt to puff up the sails of a rudderless ship, what's clear is
the emerrence of a developing centrist current, a current in crisis.

While the CGuardian has made the characterization, the OC lives up best
to Trotskv's definition of centrism--'the sum of all positions between



Marxism and reformism.' Irwin Silber's resignation from the Cuardian
executive editorship symbolizes the crisis in this hardy current,

Silber believes the left is 'consumed with practical tasks.," He
believes the modest little step of Guardian clubs is too much organizationally,
and poses a formal split with the OC, He holds the notion that what the
"fourth tendency' should occupy itself with for the next two vears is
study designed to ''rectifv" the errors of the '"dogmatists."

The CGuardian maijorityv, propelled by the initiative of forces once
in its orbit to move independently of it, seeks to rejuvenate the hardlv
bubbline club structure,

The Guardian considers the OC soft on the Soviet "nion, anti-intellectual
because of its effort to put forward activity--as opposed to heavv studv--
as a key area of work, and, I think, soft on Trotskyism--a potentially
"right opportunist" srouping.

The PWOC, which is central to the 0OC's structure and oreanization
and politics, bears scrutiny in this regard. It really isn't helpful to
set a hold of the dvnamic this whole current is caught un in if we try
to use the discussions within it as our primarv guage. Rather than wade
through and translate such obscure debate and discussion, I'd like to state
crudely what I think the differences between the Guardian and the NC, through
an estimate of the PWOC are, and what this holds for us,

The 0OC wants to start really moving on building a varty; it (notwithstand-
ing great internal heteroseneity) rejects Mao-Stalinism; manv of its components
are getting into industry; elements of it are open to Trotskyism, despite
the ritual disclaimer in its unity principles: "Trotskyism shares with modern
revisionism and 'left'opportunism' a petty bourgeois essence...it is a viewpoint
which objectively coincides with the interests of the bourgeoisie."”

The OC lacks the vintage cynicism of the Guardian, a product of its
30 years of tailing popular currents, particulaTrly of Stalinist origin, and
its historic inability to produce anything more than a paper.

The PWOC's Organizer has characterized aspects of Mao's '"thought" as
"idealist"; noted tﬁat Trotsky was the '"energetic leader of the Petrograd
soviet"; and printed an excerpt from Teamster Rebellion.

For the past half a year or so, we've tried to define a formal sort
of relationship with the PWOC, after having periodic contact with members
of the organization in Africa solidarity work prior to such efforts. We'd
bump into a PWOC member here or there, but our worlds didn't really overlap.

Six months ago, on mv request, there was a meeting arranged between
the PWOC and the SWP, The PWOC sent someone who I think was assigned to
function as an emissary of the leadership. We had a fairly nondescript
conversation, an exchange of information, and waited for them to follow
things up. Nothing, of course, happened. A month or so later, in the
Organizer the excerpt from Teamster Rebellion appeared, with an introduction
we didn't think was very good, and we sent a reply to it in mid-July., Our
reply arpeared, unedited, with the PWOC's rejoinder, in the October/November




issue of the Organizer which came out a couple of days ago.

Prior to that, on Oct., 23, I spent three hours with Clavy Newlin,
the central leader of the PWOC, We'd met and chatted at a couple of picket
lines and were on friendly terms, Newlin had recently completed a series
of debates with Irwin Silber over the earlv spring and early fall in
New VYork, San Francisco and Los Angeles, respectively, which had drawn 1200
or so neonle,

Nur conversation was frank and friendlv. We exchanred views on our
versnectives for partyv building, he taking notes while I talked. He found
it interestinz when I mentioned to him that we thought any current had to
define itself in relation to the three major currents in the worlers
movement internationallv, that there was no future for a '"fourth tendency"
over tire.

T told him that notwithstanding that the differences between the SVP
and the P"NC outweirh our areas of agreement, that we saw some important
areas of '"rourh converecence,'" These include: a similar apnroximation o*
Cuba's role in Africa and the revolution in the Horn; a belief that the
USC® ig a worlkers state (we of course disagree what went wrong and why);
rejection of China's counterrevolutionary foreign nolicy; support for the
FRA (the ™IC mobilized its members for .Tulv 9 but did not build it, which
I mentioned to l'ewlin as a different approach to the women's movement);
supnort for school desesregation and mandatory busing; and related areas,

The T™J0C's history reflects its general isolation from the mass
movement. It develoned out of workerist currents in SDS and the ONuaker
pacifist milieu here and was influenced by the CP a bit, Newlin explained
that as far as he understood things, he disagrees with us on the questions
of the united front (Trotskv's 'class against class'line in Spain was
"ultraleft'"); socialism in one country (although he is attempting to piece
together the relationship between the Soviet CP and the degeneration of the
Cormunist International) and two stage theory of revolution in the colonial
countries,.

He believes Trotsky's criticism of the CP's German policy during
Hitler's rise was correct; that Trotsky played a principal in organizing
and leading the Russian revolution--this is, Newlin said, ''the truth"
and should be told and explained. He thinks the distortions by Stalinism
and its falsifications need to be cut through. He told me the PWOC is
particularly concerned with how to explain the relationship between socialism
and democracy, the fight for democratic rights, how to relate to the
democratic aspirations of the American workers, The PWOC doesn't read Mao
or Stalin much, relies heavily on Lenin, and, to a lesser extent, framsci and
Amilcar Cabral,

The PYNC holds that while the Democratic party is a capitalist party,
it's a tactical question for revolutionaries on whether or not to support
Democratic party candidates, particularly Black candidates, including people
like Conyers.



Newlin noted that for the SWP and the PWOC to "set tosether" that
"one of us would have to change," to which I apgreed. I explaind that our
purpose in such a meeting was to define a relationship whereby we could
deliberatelv find areas of apreement to arrive at points for common
nolitical work, that both of our orcanizations, because such areas do
exist, and are not insubstanial--narticularly Africa--had a responsibility
to ensure such a process unfold, so as best to advance and oreanize
the class strnecle. T said we could set an examnle for nrincinled debate
and united front tyne initiarives.

Mewlir said the PYWOC favored debate and discussion particularlv where
it could lead to unitv in action; that it wasn't interested ir an
exchange where divercences appeared so far reaching (historv of the CP)
that there would be no nractical accomplishment, He said, however, that
there might be occasion where such an exchange could be useful, as well,

e also debated a bit the charter change issue, and are planning to
send a fairlv suhstantial critique of their stand to the P'INC's executive
committee--this document is still in the works, and explains our concent
of indenendent nolitical action, among other things, He said he be interested ir
it, nerhans nrintine an exchange.

'ewvlin, and other PWOC leaders, have read some Trotsky, and, from
the rejoinder to our criticism of their introduction to Teamster Rebellion
excerpts, Cannon, Dobbs and probably other SWP leaders.

e had a ecood discussion in the executive committee and the branch
about this all, The followineg are the main points of the report I eave.

e see the PIIOC as a centrist group, zigzagsging between reformist
and revolutionary noles (i.e., positions on the Democratic party and the
revolutionary upsurce in the Horn), inherently unstable and subject to
flux. Our main task is to find areas for common activity to best exnlain
to the leadershin and membership of the PWOC our ideas and perspectives.,
Ve want to develon a leadership to leadership relationship as well--
exemplified by the circulation of our views on their errors and our
stand in the charter change fight. As an opponent of the S'IP, the PY0OC
rivals us for recruits and influence, and therefore an obstacle in
the orocess of the construction of a mass, revolutionary party. But our
approach to them is based up the dynamic of the centrism of the group and
its current, which gropes for answers, which is faced with big, sharp
questions of theory and practice for which only we have answers, Most
importantly, it appears, for now, the PWOC leadership is willing to
enrare in the leadership relationship which can systematically favor
discussion, exchange, debate and unity in action.

e are presently involved in participation in the United People's
Campaign Against Apartheid and Racism (UPCAAR), in which the PWOC plays
a leading role. And we want to think out what's the most appropriate
form for united activity, Most importantly, we want to think such
initiatives out carefully and patiently.

The PWOC's response to us in their paper--the last paragraph
of their replv--is quite positive, I think.



That do all these develooments nose for our movement?

I think we need to find a way, nationallv and locallv, to
intervene in the discussioéons of this milieu, seek its varied commonents
out ‘or united-front tvpe initiatives, while explainine our stratesy
for nartv-building and our concents of genuine Leninist methods of
strurcle arnd oreanrization.

This is an important development--not, as the Cuardian
lamelv hoasts, a 'mew era'--in the disinterration of Maoism. The
certrist current includes many potential Trotskvists, who'll be won
to us--as indviduals, sroups, parts of groups, etc.--in the course
and evolutior of the class struggle, and the battle of ideas on
how to effectivelv orranize the fishts which define it. There is
a ferment in this milieu, and we can help direct the most heelthy
exnressions of it towards revolutionary Marxism.

™e development and crisis of the centrist current--and
"Mac-centrist" Cuardian--reflect the same process that moved the
Pevolutinrarv “arxist Committee towards us, and breathed a bit of
life into the moribund Socialist Labor partv. 1t's what challenges
erouns lile the Sojurner Truth Oreanization, which has evolved fror
hard Man-Stalinism to a noint at which Trotskvisn is considered a
revolutionarv current., That's the process of class struprle, and its
imract on different peonle and egrouns as thev seel: answers to
the most nressine questions o< socialist revolution

One thine the RMC experience did for us, among many others,
is that it made clear we could not afford to write any one off, Seeing
the STO at Oberlin confirmed that: Noel Ignatin trained Illonsly, had
been a Stalinist and a Maoist for nearly 20 vears, and now (or at
least at Oberlin) thinks himself neither a Trotskyist nor an anti-Trotsky-
ist (I recently heard that the STO just split, losine all its Black
members and about a third of its white members, over the question of
the riecht of autonony in develonine Black worl bv Rlack members).

ot onlv can we not write people off, we have to acressively
oo after such individuals and their ecrouns--in an intellirent wav,
to be sure.

Nur comrades need to become more attuned to the develonments
in the left--particularlv, I think, amone the centrists and the
Cuardian., We can't afford an attitude that because what these people
sav 1s so off the wall--and much of it is--that it isn't worth the
efort to read and study up on their ideas, learn about them and
find aopropriate approaches to them, We understand the mass revolution-
arv workers partv required to lead the American revolution will be
forced through a whole series of splits, fusions, regroupments, manuevers,
etc., and what is evolving before our eyes are some early signs of
that process, and new ingredients in it,

That's why we have to take up the discussion of the centrists
ard approaches to them, the Guardian, etc., nationally, deenmenine the
education of the whole party in the process.



Paranthetically, it seems to me that we're dealing with a
whole different kettle of fish with this development than with the
SLP, Not in rerard to fusion--to even talk about that is totally
premature--but in reference to the composition, vitality and
overall potential of the milieu,

In the case of the PWOC, it includes serious younger activists,
marv of them in basic industryv--auto in particular--who carry on
work, Blacl activists, serious organizers in different movements,
who want to build a revolutfonarv party, whose political point of

reference anrroximatesours--Lenin.

"e're ~oino to find all sorts of types in this onponent current:
left-social democrats, soft Maoists, hardened anti-Trotskyists, social
work tvnes, semi-anarchists, syndicalists, etc.--a lot of unfinished
thinkine and peonle who will end up in DSOC, the trade union bureaucracy,
the C7, the CP("-L)--and the SWP,

Concretelv, and aside from the leadership discussion which
we need to place on our arenda, a couple of surgestions.

* publication o€ the pertinent items in the exchange between
the PUIOC and the SWP in the Organizer, with an additional
renlv bv us to their rejoinder, in the ISR

* a request to the branches to see if there are anv 0C affiliates
in their areas, getting publications into the center, reports

about them, etc.

* an initiative by the N.O, to set un an exchange of publications
(Militant) with OC and the PUWOC

* particular attention to Tl Comite, perhaps a New York forum
on questions around Puerto Rican liberation, the national
question, etc., (luis Castro, who was the first Fl Comite
member to join another tendency, the SUP in Boston, micht
have some helpful ideas)

* periodic polemics on key questions in the certrist milieu
which they are discussing (the ISR article on the ''mew right{’
was especially pertinent in this regard)

* a meeting between Jack, when he's down here for the Militant
rally, and Newlin, if possible

*

approaches to the Guardian; for instance, solicitation for
greetings by it to our PRDI rally in December and similar
initiatives, however modest (protest letter in behalf of

Leo Harris, Hector) as well as in the mass movement--co-operation
with Guardian clubs, for forum speakers, etc.

The main cuestion which precipvated the break leading to the
developments I've described is the evolution of the Chinese leadership
and its political perspectives, principally the three worlds '"theory."



I think we should turn our howitzers on the Hua leadership--
and its forebearers, Mao and Stalin. While our coverage of the
betrayals by the govermment of Mao's heirs has been adequate, it
has lacked sufficient gravity and dramatic presentation. I think
we've missed some opportunities--which can easily be recouped--
to score some big blows at the expense of our Maoist ovponents,
particularly the CP(M-L) and the RWla, and thereby modified the
most powerful education of our readers and our comrades.

The more boldly we drive home our estimate of what the
Chinese bureaucrats are doing, the more we explain why thev are
compelled to carrv out such policies, the more we describe the
historic roots to such a reality, the more e“fective we are in
posine questions to the centrists that they cannot answer.

The break with Maoism opens Pandora's box, and no admonitions
from the OC or Silber or the Cuardian majority can shove back the
questions which flow out in rivers. We pose to this current the
onlv consistent analysis, the straight line their zipzars, half-
explanations, semi-apologies and demagogy approach--and avoid.

That is, the Stalin-Trotskv debates, But to get there, we should
drive our ideas on China forward with greater wvipor than heretofore.
Since a previous letter noted some of my thinkine on this, it

isn't necessary to repeat it; I think, however, that the more

we maintain the character of coverage thus far in the press--the
content of which I agree with--that is, a less thar sufficient
nrofile, the less we gain, to the point that it becomes a wealiness
and less than what's really necessary.

Enclosed is some material I hope is of use.
Comradely,

=Yl

Jon Hillson
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