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By Langston Hughes
I am the poor white, fooled and pushed apart,

I am the Negro bearing slavery’s scars.

I am the red man driven from the land,

I am the immigrant clutching the hope I seek 

And finding only the same old stupid plan,

Of dog eat dog, of mighty crush the weak.

O, let America be America again

The land that never has been yet

And yet must be the land where every man is free.

The land that’s mine, the poor man’s, Indian’s, Negro’s, ME 

Who made America,

Whose sweat and blood, whose faith and pain,

Whose hand at the foundry, whose plough in the rain,

Must bring back our mighty dream again.

O, yes,

I say it plain,

America never was America to me,

And yet I swear this oath 

America will be!

Introduction

By Daniel Vila
This past June, a conference was held in New York City titled “The Continued Relevance of Marxism-Leninism Today”. The four written speeches presented at the conference are contained in this pamphlet. We are not yet a democratic centralist organization, so each speech is the responsibility of the presenter.
The speakers as well as those present agreed that currently in the United States there is not a revolutionary communist party which represents the interests of the working class. The reasons why we do not have such a party and what are some of the elements necessary for the creation of such a party were some of the questions considered by the speakers.
All the participants in the conference are active in the labor, immigrant rights, antiwar, and community struggles. The majority of the participants were Latino, African American, Caribbean and Asian.

A second conference is scheduled for this fall to consider the conditions of the US working class, its composition and what needs to be done to advance the fight for a revolutionary party of the working class.
Revisionism

By George Greene
What is revisionism? It is the abandonment of the principles of Marxism-Leninism by a socialist party or country. With the temporary downfall of socialism in the Soviet Union and all countries of Eastern Europe, and the abandonment of ML principles by the Communist Party of China, this question must be taken up in depth. (And don’t expect this brief talk to provide all the answers.)

One of the cardinal principles of socialism is the dictatorship of the proletariat. Some left organizations steer clear of this scientific term because of the harsh sounding term “dictatorship.” But all class societies are the dictatorship of one class or another. The U.S. today, despite the remaining forms, is a dictatorship of the capitalist class. This means that the capitalists use the power of the state to suppress the workers and their allies. Look at how the cops and courts are used to suppress strikes, how the cops are used to suppress protests such as those by Occupy Wall Street. The army has several times been called out to suppress revolts of the Afro-American people. Look at how the “war on terror” is used, against Muslims, against supporters of national liberation movements in Colombia and Palestine. Look at how our remaining democratic rights are being stripped away, through Bush’s “PATRIOT ACT” and Obama’s National Defense Authorization Act. This is the dictatorship of the bourgeoisie, of the capitalist class, in action.

For the reverse, socialism is the dictatorship of the proletariat, of the working class. Unlike the anarchists, even the most well-meaning ones, we know that a socialist revolution cannot immediately bring about a society of peace and harmony for all. A socialist society would have to establish its own armed forces, its own state power to defend the new workers’ society. This is what the Soviet Union did when it built up the workers’ and peasants’ Red Army to defeat the reactionary capitalists and landowners, and the invasion of 14 capitalist powers, including the U.S., during their civil war. This is what the Soviet Union did to defend new socialist industry against sabotage, and to carry through the collectivization of agriculture against the rich peasants, the kulaks. It was the workers’ state power that broke the back of Nazi Germany during the Second World War.

It is no coincidence that, after Stalin’s death, at the same Soviet Party Congress in 1956 that Khrushchev used to attack Stalin, he also announced that there was no longer a need for the dictatorship of the proletariat in the Soviet Union, that the country was now a “state of the whole people.” This was a signal, both to the imperialist abroad and the pro-capitalist elements at home, that the country was reversing its socialist course. It was shortly after this that the Soviet Union changed the prime indicator of how a factory or industry was doing from how well it was carrying out production to meet the constantly rising material and cultural needs of the population, to how much profit it was making. This was the introduction of the principle of “market socialism” and commodity production.

I cannot go into more detail on this question here, but we can and will reprint more material on this question.

Revisionism is also a problem for a communist party that is not in power. Look, for example, at the Communist Party USA. This party, when it was revolutionary party, put forward the question of socialism in the USA. It played an important revolutionary role in the movements of the working class and the oppressed nationalities, from workers’ strikes in Gastonia, North Carolina in 1929, to the building of the CIO in auto, steel and rubber plants in the 1930s, from the fight to save the Scottsboro youths, the organization of the Sharecroppers Union, the organization of volunteers to the International Brigades in Spain, the support to Ethiopia against the Italian fascist invasion to the fight of tenants against eviction from Harlem to the Bronx. In these fights, for the most part, the CP tried to connect the day-to-day struggles with the need for socialism. 

But the CP succumbed to revisionism not once, but twice. The first time was during World War II when, under the leadership of General Secretary Earl Browder, it adopted the view that the necessary, temporary, tactical line of unity with the bourgeoisie against the fascist powers  would lead to a long-term period of peace with monopoly capital after the war. In 1944, Browder even dissolved the Party into a “Communist Political Association.” The CP was re-established organizationally in 1945 with the help of communists internationally and revolutionaries within the organization. But it soon succumbed permanently in the 1950s, after revisionists took over the leadership of the CPUSA after the death of Stalin. For decades the revisionists have abandoned the goal of socialism, at best raising it as a “pie-in-the sky” aim that had no practical consequence for the immediate struggles. They have mainly worked to keep the working class tied to the Democratic Party and the trade union bureaucrats. The ultra-revisionists now in the leadership want to liquidate that party, which is now just a shell, by dropping even the name “communist.” This has shaken some of the progressive forces remaining in the CP out of their lethargy and taking up the battle for Marxism-Leninism once again.

To understand some of the reasons for the rise of revisionism, both in the U.S. and in the Soviet Union and Eastern Europe, one must look at the objective situation at that time. In the years immediately following World War II, there was a massive strike wave, including general strikes in several cities, as workers tried to make up for stagnant real wages during the war. But the U.S. bourgeoisie, now the leading imperialist power, needed a quiet home front as it fought to preserve and expand its empire abroad. In doing this it carried out a two-pronged policy. Best-known is the McCarthyite repression, particularly against the Communist Party and the militant unions that refused to purge Communists and other leftists from their membership. But the ruling class also pursued a policy of bribery, mostly through the trade-union bureaucrats, for example by guaranteeing housing loans for union-built low-income housing, and the GI Bill, which provided low-cost mortgages, loans to start small business and scholarships for veterans to finish school or college. For a country that was absorbing most of the empires of its former rivals (Germany, Italy and Japan) as well as of its “allies” (Britain and France), it could use a small portion of the super-profits it obtained from the super-exploitation of the colonial peoples for this purpose. By the time of the U.S. war against Korea, which began in 1950, that the protests against this war were relatively mild. 

Internationally, a somewhat similar policy was taking place. The U.S. developed the Marshall Plan, which was a means to tie the Western European capitalist countries to the U.S. as subordinates. But the Plan was also a way to try to attract the Eastern European countries and the Soviet Union itself to conciliate with U.S. imperialism. Already in 1925, Stalin had stated “… the danger of nationalism must be regarded as springing from the growth of bourgeois influence on the Party in the sphere of foreign policy, in the sphere of the struggle that the capitalist states are waging against the state of the proletarian dictatorship. There can scarcely be any doubt that the pressure of the capitalist states on our state is enormous, that the people who are handling our foreign policy do not always succeed in resisting this pressure, that the danger of complications often gives rise to the temptation to take the path of least resistance, the path of nationalism... and that the path of least resistance and of nationalism in foreign policy is the path of isolation and decay of the first country to be victorious.” (“Questions and Answers,” Stalin’s Works, Vol. 7.) Tito in Yugoslavia was won over to the side of imperialism. But it seems that the polemics against Titoism were insufficient. For shortly after Stalin’s death, the Soviet Union and all Eastern European countries, except Albania, took the side of Tito and apologized for their former positions. (More study is needed on this question.)

The lack of a revolutionary party has held back the class struggle and limited the gains that could have been won. Look at the Civil Rights movement, that produced such revolutionaries as Malcolm X, or the Black Power movement, that produced such revolutionary organizations as the Black Panther Party. Look at the largely student-led movement against the war in Indochina, the movement among anti-war GIs, the movements of the oppressed nationalities in the 1960s and early 1970s. There were attempts to form a new anti-revisionist party in this period, but ultimately these failed. This is not to say that there are no progressive forces, even parties that play an anti-imperialist role. But none of these can really be called Marxist-Leninist, they are not vanguard parties of the working class, and most of them do not even understand what that means. They do not center their work in the working class or for the most part understand the need for this, and generally do not understand the difference between socialism and the “fight back.” Some do not even have a program that would explain to the workers what socialism is and how to get to it.

We need to have an understanding of the dialectical relationship between the objective and subjective factor. What does this mean? For the first time since shortly after World War II, the objective conditions for a socialist revolution in the U.S. have been maturing. The slow decline of U.S. imperialism since its defeat in Indochina has been speeding up. The 1960s, when the U.S. could carry out war abroad with “Great Society” at home, are long over. The U.S. can only promise more wars together with declining wages, increasing foreclosures and high unemployment. There was a rally at City Hall a few years ago, in which a member of the Firefighters Union, one of the more privileged sectors of the working class, said: “we used to feel that we had it better than our fathers, and our sons would have it better than we do, but this isn’t true anymore.” He was waking up from the “American Dream” to discover the reality of the capitalist nightmare. Since the crisis that began in 2008 and is still continuing, this awakening is spreading and deepening.

In the 1960s and ‘70s, the working class as a whole was still largely asleep. That is why the heroic revolutionary struggles were generally those of the oppressed nations and nationalities: Afro-Americans, Chicanos/Mexicanos, Puerto Ricans, Chinese, Native Americans and others;. While these groups were always an important part of the working class, now, especially in a city like New York, they form the largest part of the working class, and the class as a whole, including the white workers, is waking up. Even this year’s united May Day of trade unionists, immigrants and others is a sign that the U.S. can catch up with the countries in Western Europe, which have all seen at least large general strikes, and where the working class is again beginning to take up the struggle for socialism. This is why we think that the time for building a genuine revolutionary party (the subjective factor) is once again a possibility.

We know that there are other groups and individuals around the country who also understand the need for a new party. We see this conference as a small but important step in the fight for such a party. To the extent that we are able to develop our groups politically, ideologically and organizationally, root ourselves in the working class and combine the day-to-day struggle with the fight for socialism, we will be able to form a new Communist Party of the Working Class in the U.S.A.

Socialist Voices in the Black Liberation Movement

By Ruth Jackson
The Manifesto of the Communist Party published by Karl Marx and Frederick Engels in 1848 continues to provide the foundation for 21st century revolutionary class struggle of workers against monopoly capitalism in all of its manifestations. Marx and Engels analyzed the history of all existing society as the history of class struggle, the exploitation of one class by another defined by their relationships to the means of production. It is the inevitable incompatibility and contradictions of these relationships that will lead to the collapse of capitalism: “The bourgeoisie cannot exist without constantly revolutionizing the instruments of production, and thereby the relations of production, and with them the whole relations of society…. The need of a constantly expanding market for its products chases the bourgeoisie over the entire surface of the globe. It must nestle everywhere, settle everywhere, establish connections everywhere.” This “march of history” development is inevitable because of the inherent instability of capitalism. A reformist approach is not a solution: only revolution.

Lenin’s 1916 pamphlet, Imperialism: The Highest State of Capitalism, establishes imperialism in its economic essence as monopoly capitalism with four basic manifestations: (1) monopoly over production; (2) monopoly of raw materials worldwide; (3) monopoly of banks and finance capital; (4) monopoly over nation states through colonial rule. We can see today what Lenin pointed out nearly a century ago, “Monopolies, oligarchy, the striving for domination instead of striving for liberty, the exploitation of an increasing number of small or weak nations by a handful of the richest or most powerful nations – all these have given birth to those distinctive characteristics of imperialism which compel us to define it as parasitic or decaying capitalism”. The rapaciousness of US capitalists’ greed in regard to production has resulted in deindustrialization and the complete monopoly of Finance, Insurance and Real Estate (FIRE) as the exclusive growth engines for the country’s economy. Profits without production rule the day while there is a system-wide collapse of production: productivity declines, industries die out, unemployment skyrockets, and infrastructures disintegrate. Such is the state of affairs today in the US. In the meantime the monopoly capitalists in control of the seat of government bail out banks to the tune of $16.1 trillion, nearly interest-free public dollars, surpassing the $15 trillion national debt and the 2010 GDP that was only $14.58 trillion. Banks receive a “free lunch” in the face of an austerity program of cuts in every vital sector affecting the poor and working class.

Significant voices in the Black progressives and revolutionary Black nationalist and cultural nationalist movements are loath to accept Marxism and Leninism as legitimate political tenets for revolutionary Black liberation. It is an old heated discussion, pretty much reduced to a Eurocentric paradigm absent analysis, some of it premised on misogynistic reactionary anti-socialism, anti-communism. Marx, Engel and Lenin are dismissed as radical European thinker with little or no race consciousness, their world view Eurocentric. 

Utilizing Marxist, psychoanalytic and sociological analysis Franz Fanon in The Wretched of the Earth (published in 1961) argued that only a socialist revolution carried out by the proletariat can break the shackles of racist colonialism and imperialist domination. In his elucidation Fanon emphasized the physical and psychological dimensions of colonization, “for not only must the black man be black; he must be black in relation to the white man... his inferiority comes into being through the other.” The white mask donned by the Black man Fanon contends does not mitigate his daily experience of racism because he will always be treated as the inferior of the white. And as Fanon noted it is the colonizer who also takes on a white mask as a mean of identifying with the colonized. The US ruling class wasted little time before promulgating a post racial America paradigm when it successfully selected and elected the first US Black President, Barack Obama. 

Nearly six decades before Fanon’s seminal body of work, the great W.E.B. DuBois in The Soul of Black Folks (1903) predicted “the problem of the Twentieth Century is the problem of the color-line.” DuBois delved into the consciousness of Black folks, life behind the racial veil that that produced “double consciousness, this sense of always looking into one’s self through the eyes of others.” DuBois contended the lack of Black clarity, the inability to independently view the world outside what “white” people project as especially problematic since its roots stemmed from slavery. Unable to descend into the “double consciousness” world DuBois said: “Then it dawned upon me with a certain suddenness that I was different from the others; or like in heart and life and longing, but shut out from their world by a vast veil. I had thereafter no desire to tear down that veil, to creep through.” The veil concept adopted by whites induced a pathology that rendered Blacks as not legitimate beings. DuBois recognized the “interconnections between class, race and racism. The election of Obama as the country’s first Black president has induced a double consciousness for Black America that survey after survey has documented its progressive views leaning toward socialism more than any other ethnic group. But Black nationalism has trumped that trajectory of progressive politics.

Ample evidence substantiates Malcolm X’s move from Black nationalism to socialism. From June 1964 to his death in February of 1965 Malcolm X increasingly embraced an anti-capitalist, anti-imperialist and pro-socialist line. It was this natural evolution toward socialism that led to him to observe that the struggle for liberation in the US was not “a racial conflict of black against white, or... a purely American problem. Rather, we are today seeing a global rebellion of the oppressed against the oppressor, the exploited against the exploiter”. He added, “I believe that there will ultimately be a clash between the oppressed and those who do the oppressing... but I don’t think it will be based upon the color of the skin, as Black Muslim leader Elijah Muhammad had taught it.” Malcolm understood the nature and history of what he described as “vulturistic” profits that needed racism to sustain itself. 

A Glimpse Into the Materialist Conception of History

By Frank dJ
Greetings comrades and friends,

The committee to organize this conference on the relevance of Marxism Leninism would like to share with you our concern on the subject that is: the complete overturn of society as we know it so that we can make room for what is, ironically, already actually in existence. 

The people of the world are becoming interconnected or, if you will “socialized”. Socialized in the sense that we are increasingly dependent economically and politically on each other for the production of our needs... 

We call Marxism-Leninism a science for the study of society and humanity. 

Marxist philosophy borrows from the yin yang and ancient Greek dialectics the theory of contradictions of all things in motion including its unity and conflict. Marxists also believe in the materiality of the universe or, that is, of what is in existence (whether we can see it now or not) and believe that all knowledge is derived from it. We leave room to believe that what we may not now know, but yet may nevertheless exist independent of us [and can effect other things] is indeed knowable. Therefore, we base our conceptions on not only what we can prove, but also on what the material world can become, despite us, in accordance with natural laws which we already know, or don’t know, to be real. 

If this concept sounds spooky to you or even a bit transcendental, Marx and Engels faced the same convictions during their days. They were called metaphysicians by many idealists then.

Now, many may say, “Oh you communists think that you can impose your society on mankind; it’ll never work”. But we say that like all successful scientific theories that have ultimately proven correct in practice, we’re quite confident that our theories have already proven to be quite probable.

Many Marxist-Leninists declare communism to be inevitable: it cannot be averted; a suspicion which I believe the bourgeoisie may know only too well, although ironically the proletariat may not; a consciousness that to be keenly conceived should be studied like any other science. Marxists believe that the proletariat eventually formulates this consciousness intuitively via the struggle for survival and production, and expressed by way of their conflict with the capitalists and the State. How so, you may ask? Well, If it didn’t, then we’d truly be imposing ideas on society, wouldn’t we? We’d be saying that communism is merely an act of subjective will, an accident on humanity; a notion without a concrete foundation. Communists don’t believe that. 

“The existence of revolutionary ideas in a particular age presupposes the existence of a revolutionary class.” (Marx: The German Ideology)

The problem that we face, involved in the class struggle, is that communist ideas, intuitive or scientific, must contend with the dominant capitalist ideology that taunts and kindles bourgeois prejudices into the soul of our being causing havoc among the class and between the class and its allies.

We believe that communism is a stage in the maturity of economic relations of humankind by way of the never-ending innovations of the productive forces, and the subsequent strivings, by the proletariat, towards the pursuit of life, liberty and happiness. Remember man that thou was communist and unto communism thou shalt return…

If I may explain, let’s go back in time by way of the Materialist Conception of History, which is what Marx and Engels themselves called their philosophy. And it goes like this: 

In the beginning and after the dinosaurs, man wandered the earth cracking stones, making tools, hunting, gathering, herding, planting, thinking, laughing, loving and caring. The tools became more sophisticated: made out of bronze and other metals. And so the brain expanded. The families multiplied, and man and woman invented and were ingenious. Some people dwelled by the rivers and plains, others in the mountains and highlands. People began to settle, others began to roam. The tribes multiplied. Human kind related to each other communistically, in this stage of organization.

Human kind continued to create; and evolved from primitive communalism and savagery, or, that is, from Arawak, Amazonian, aboriginal... to the Norsemen, Huns, Mongols and barbarism; now with the strong command of metals, tools and weapons; still a predominant communal society nevertheless. Slavery has not yet taken hold of man’s relation with each other, but was already being introduced.

Slavery eventually came, first within dominant tribes who conquered and utilized the labor of the captives. But these captives became integrated within the family and even let go free. It took a more organized and “civilized” relationship, as historians call it, to introduce slavery as a major means of production, and that phenomenon occurred within societies like that of the biblical Egyptians, the Mayans, Rome, Greece, and many more all over the world, in places like China and Africa. [Those were the Spartacus days; way before the European slave trades of later years]. The people became divided into classes and castes; they fought and struggled and demanded freedom; and the slaves transformed into serfs; and humanity built villages, and castles, and took over pieces of lands and engaged in cultivation and husbandry.

Landlords and serfs were attached to the lands and had no incentive to innovate. Semi- slave serfs would rather own small pieces of land while others abandoned the lord’s land altogether. Landlords were forced to rather pay the peasants a wage. Peasant went to work in the guilds; Mercantilism (that is Marco Polo and Columbus) had accumulated enough riches to invest in small manufacturing. Society moved from the dark ages into the age of enlightenment. Science and philosophy began to win the battle of ideas. Inventions abound! New classes were emerging, the bourgeoisie became the new heroes; the feudal lords, with all of their backwardness, restrictions, and anti trading laws were overthrown! Enter the proletariat!

Capitalism converted the most backward of societies into modern civilizations. Now that the masses were enlightened, they would accept nothing short of equality. “No man is better than another!”, was their cry. 

We wouldn’t say that primitive man could have attained, in their time, even an iota of the skills needed to construct an Egyptian pyramid in 2500 BC or certainly the computers of today. That a slave can own a piece of land and become a serf was progress. Yet humanity was not free. The feudal means of production remained distinct or detached from each other. In China you had warring clans fighting for centuries on end. Europe was not so different, and Nation states, while in formation, had not yet concluded itself.

Capitalism triumphed when it did because the material conditions for its existence had emerged from the old feudal period and so all progressive people and productive instruments contributed to its superiority. Capitalism itself cannot remain unchanging and indeed transformed into financial speculation and the manipulation of prices and the engulfing and binding of the world’s markets – all dependent on each other and affecting its growth or impediment; and so we watch the financial collapse in Europe and the failure of the housing bubble in America and the subsequent bailouts of the banks, and trusts and hedgers and speculators forced upon the people so that the capitalists may gather themselves anew and proceed again along the path that only they can follow: to the depths of their moribundity.

Why do Leninists brand Imperialism as moribund i.e. “the highest stage of capitalism”? Lenin went so far as to declare it the “Eve of Socialist Revolution”. 

‘From all that has been said in this book on the economic essence of imperialism, it follows that we must define it as capitalism in transition, or, more precisely, as moribund capitalism. It is very instructive in this respect to note that bourgeois economists, in describing modern capitalism, frequently employ catchwords and phrases like “interlocking”, “absence of isolation”, etc.; “in conformity with their functions and course of development”, banks are “not purely private business enterprises: they are more and more outgrowing the sphere of purely private business regulation”. And this very Riesser, whose words I have just quoted, declares with all seriousness that the “prophecy” of the Marxists concerning “socialisation” has “not come true”!’ (Lenin: Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism. Chapter X. The Place of Imperialism In History)

Imperialism has catapulted capitalism to its limits. It has introduced speculative capital, divorced from the actual production itself; robotics, that has rendered large sectors of the industrial working class practically superfluous and severely alienated from the means of production; and war and destruction, a cursed abomination upon the inhabitants of the planet. 

But all is not murky and miserable. The condition for a communist society is that the productive forces be ready to provide the highest standard of satisfaction to the people without the exploitation of man by man. Now, can we do that? We surely have that capability nowadays despite imperialism. The theory and practice of Marxism-Leninism has revealed to us that no social relation is immutable; circumstances exist to dump the 1% into the trash bin of history. 

“But underlying this interlocking, its very base, are the changing social relations of production. When a big enterprise assumes gigantic proportions, and, on the basis of an exact computation of mass data, organises according to plan the supply of primary raw materials to the extent of two-thirds, or three-fourths, of all that is necessary for tens of millions of people; when the raw materials are transported in a systematic and organised manner to the most suitable places of production, sometimes situated hundreds or thousands of miles from each other; when a single centre directs all the consecutive stages of processing the material right up to the manufacture of numerous varieties of finished articles; when these products are distributed according to a single plan among tens and hundreds of millions of consumers (the marketing of oil in America and Germany by the American oil trust)—then it becomes evident that we have socialisation of production…” (Lenin: Imperialism, the Highest Stage of Capitalism, Chapter X. The Place of Imperialism in History.)
Everywhere where the proletariat has embarked along the path of revolution, the social ownership of health care, education, and major means of production like oil and other natural resources, has resolved, to whatever degree, some of the assault imposed by imperialism. It can now be realized, that the social ownership of major means of production and services is indeed along the path of emancipation from the shackles that private ownership imposes on society. 

“The materialist conception of history starts from the proposition that the production and, next to production, the exchange of things produced, is the basis of all social structure; that in every society that has appeared in history, the manner in which wealth is distributed and society divided into classes or estates is dependent upon what is produced, how it is produced, and how the products are exchanged.

“From this point of view the final causes of all social changes and political revolutions are to be sought, not in men’s brains, not in man’s better insight into eternal truth and justice, but in changes in the modes of production and exchange. They are to be sought, not in the philosophy, but in the economics of each particular epoch.

“The growing perception that existing social institutions are unreasonable and unjust, that reason has become unreason, and right wrong, is only proof that in the modes of production and exchange changes have silently taken place with which the [current] social order… is no longer in keeping.

“From this it also follows that the means of getting rid of the incongruities that have been brought to light must also be present, in a more or less developed condition, within the changed modes of production themselves. These means are not to be invented, spun out of the head, but discovered with the aid of the head in the existing material facts of production.” (Engels, Anti-Dühring, part 3, chapter 2, 1877)

Capitalism is becoming obsolete and an obstruction to the proper use of the advancing productive forces in the interest of the people. Furthermore, Socialist revolutions have been conducted by the proletariat, led by its communist parties, in the USSR, China, Cuba, Vietnam, DPRK; as well as efforts by democratic and progressive forces that undermine the menace of imperialism as in Venezuela, Bolivia, Tunisia and wherever the proletariat rises demanding authority over the socialization of the means of production and the overthrow of the tyranny of capitalism. 

Socialism is here to stay; and as long as communist parties in power maintain the socialization of the banks and the related means of production that it may serve the people, communism can be assured. It is at the highest stage of capitalism, that is, imperialism, where we communist should look at for the clue; for it is here at this very stage where communists in power should be banking (pun intended). 

The contradiction between labor and capital remains focal in the world arena today, that is if we focus our attention to Europe and even South America; but circumstances can change and defeating imperialist intervention can become urgent. These embroilments cause much destruction and misery, provoking a straying from the class struggle for socialism towards battles for national liberation and independence; and define the abomination that imperialism is. We’ve witnessed this most recently in Iraq, Afghanistan, Libya, and now Iran and Syria. Nevertheless, the people’s initial squabble is against capitalism and backwardness, which has aroused the righteous revolutions in Egypt and Tunisia, for example, albeit in their democratic stages.

“Contrary to metaphysics, dialectics holds that nature is not a state of rest and immobility, stagnation and immutability, but a state of continuous movement and change, of continuous renewal and development, where something is always arising and developing, and something always disintegrating and dying away.

“The dialectical method therefore requires that phenomena should be considered not only from the standpoint of their interconnection and interdependence, but also from the standpoint of their movement, their change, their development, their coming into being and going out of being. 

“The dialectical method regards as important primarily not that which at the given moment seems to be durable and yet is already beginning to die away, but that which is arising and developing, even though at the given moment it may appear to be not durable, for the dialectical method considers invincible only that which is arising and developing.” (Stalin, Dialectical and Historical Materialism)
There is no lower stage capitalism that is not connected to imperialism, but imperialism does not command the political-economy of every nation in the world.
Marx in his genius and focused foresight envisioned where machinery would command the means of production; and labor of the mind would replace labor of the hands. We see Robots replacing man and we also witness its consequences under capitalism: unemployment, destitution and crisis. Capitalism hangs itself, for machines are an expense and cannot create profit. Robotics is the future because it is here and coming. The contradiction remains that these capitalist inventions become a fetter against society in the hands of these very same capitalists and so it becomes the destiny of the proletariat to save capitalism from itself, that is, rid it of its misery. 

“While machinery is the most appropriate form of the use value of fixed capital, it does not at all follow that therefore subsumption [absorbing, Frank] under the social relation of capital is the most appropriate and ultimate social relation of production for the application of machinery. [or it doesn’t follow that under capitalism can society best utilize machinery [and we can see the mess that it has caused – Frank].
“To the degree that labour time – the mere quantity of labour – is posited [placed, Frank] by capital as the sole determinant element, to that degree does direct labour and its quantity disappear as the determinant principle of production -- of the creation of use values – and is reduced both quantitatively, to a smaller proportion, and qualitatively, as an, of course, indispensable but subordinate moment, compared to general scientific labour, technological application of natural sciences, on one side, and to the general productive force arising from social combination [Gliederung] in total production on the other side – a combination which appears as a natural fruit of social labour (although it is a historic product). Capital thus works towards its own dissolution as the form dominating production.” (The Fragment on Machines, Karl Marx – from The Grundrisse.)
Robotics becomes the embodiment of all previous intellect and labor and thus the ultimate socialization of production not fit to serve capitalism even in the short run, but an evil which they cannot constrain.

The material seeds of socialism have already been planted by humanity themselves during our era, and we the proletariat must safeguard it. The proletariat is engaged in a long battle with imperialism and if we learn to see properly, using the lens that Marxism-Leninism is, we can see that we are winning the war. 

“According to the materialist conception of history, the ultimately determining element in history is the production and reproduction of real life.

“More than this neither Marx nor I have ever asserted.

“Hence, if somebody twists this into saying that the economic element is the only determining one, he transforms that proposition into a meaningless, abstract, senseless phrase.

“The economic situation is the basis, but the various elements of the superstructure: political forms of the class struggle and its results, to wit: constitutions established by the victorious class after a successful battle, etc., juridical [legal, Frank] forms, and then even the reflexes of all these actual struggles in the brains of the participants, political, juristic, philosophical theories, religious views [; Frank] and their further development into systems of dogma, also exercise their influence upon the course of the historical struggles, and, in many cases, preponderate [be most important, Frank] in determining their form.” (Engels, letter to Joseph Bloch, Sept. 21-22, 1890)
Well, there you have it: “the production and reproduction of real life” as the “ultimately determining element in history”. And then “the reflexes of all these actual struggles in the brains of the participants” that is… the proletariat and the masses; and includes theories, dogmas and the like. Engels didn’t say which theories or what views we reflect, but we have learnt from the courageous proletarian revolutions and from what these great fighters have achieved. 

I’ll close now with this bit of insight from Marx:

“Men make their own history, but they do not make it as they please; they do not make it under self-selected circumstances, but under circumstances existing already, given and transmitted from the past.” (Karl Marx, The Eighteenth Brumaire of Louis Bonaparte)
Seize the time!

The vanguard of the proletariat lives!! 
The Importance of the Study of Marxism-Leninism
By Luis Reyes
Good afternoon comrades,

First of all I would like to give a warm greeting to all the participants at this important meeting and to thank the group that organized this event for allowing me present some ideas on the need to build a genuine Marxist-Leninist party in the United States.

There is no doubt that the lack of a communist party is the greatest debt that the revolutionary movement in the United States has with the U.S. proletariat and the people.

In spite of the continuous and deep crisis that affects capitalism, the truth is that the system will not fall by itself. An organized detachment of the workers is needed.

I do not intend to review the historical causes here that they prevented the formation in the U.S. of a communist party that is strong and coherent. These causes run from government repression to the betrayal or degeneration of leaders of the revolutionary movement. I would rather emphasize the positive existence of groups and people throughout the country who feel the need and are in position to form this detachment.

The road to the formation of the Communist Party can begin with a small number of cadres in one area. It could take place by fusing certain dispersed nuclei throughout the area or it could adopt another method.

But whatever the road, there is a decisive element and that is to achieve cohesion with a single thinking by those who decide to undertake this noble task. That single unique thinking can be achieved by studying Marxism-Leninism as a philosophical science that not only shows the inevitable disappearance of capitalism but is also a guide for political action and establishes the organizational principles that govern the activity of the party.

If there is no cohesion and single will, if clear organizational principles are not established one runs the risk of dissension, division which in the end leads to more frustrations in the revolutionary movement and the people in general.

There is an experience I had in my country that I want to tell you; as you know I am from the Dominican Republic.

I was a member of Dominican Popular Movement in the Dominican Republic. It was a big, strong party, with many valiant, heroic, combative people, and even led a guerrilla movement in the city and the countryside. That party, which was very heroic, split periodically, more or less every two years. At one point a group of cadres from that party decided to look for the roots of why that party split if it was a heroic party with much support among the population. The decision was to form a cadre school to study Marxism-Leninism and the rules and philosophical and organizational material.

We stopped all political activity, all of them, and for six months we concentrated on studying in the school. When we set ourselves to study the principles of Marxism-Leninism we realized that we lacked the tools of Marxism-Leninism as a guide for the party. There we unified the political, tactical, philosophical and organizational criteria. Then we founded the Communist Party of Labor with just 19 founding cadres.

This happened more than 40 years ago and the party never split again. Because with the study of Marxism-Leninism we achieved cohesion. I think this is what we really need here in the United States. There are thousands of people interested in Marxism-Leninism, in socialism, in the dictatorship of the proletariat, and there is no cohesion. They have many different abilities but they are not united in one organization. Therefore I think it is of vital importance for this group to make the decision to set to work right now, to work for the formation of the communist party. This should be the vision of all conscious people, of everyone who want to see the working people of the United States free and who also want to help with the freedom of the rest of the world, of all countries.

Therefore my proposal is that we form a school to study Marxism-Leninism here in order to form a union of wills ready to take up the commitment to form a vanguard so that the workers can count on a political instrument that defends them and leads them towards political power.

Furthermore I think that we must hold another meeting that will double the number of participants. The nationality of those who decide to form the party does not matter. In a country of immigrants like the United States, we all have the same duty to form the organized detachment of the workers.

We have many possibilities of achieving our objectives. We are not starting from zero, there is an accumulated political capital; many here are fighters with a lot of experience in the popular movement and the social struggles, others have studied Marxism-Leninism and some have been members in organizations that considered themselves communist.

That political capital allows us to advance rapidly in a task that we must take up immediately, and not leave for the future. Practical sense demands that we set to work and that we take up all the initiatives so that as soon as we finish reaching an agreement on ideological questions, we will move on to give an organizational form to the project of the formation of the Communist Party.

Armed with the theory of Marxism-Leninism we must also set positions with relation to national and international events. It may be that in the beginning we will have some difference in the evaluation of tactical questions, but that is not reason to distance ourselves from those who want to take part in this project. At every political juncture there will always be differences that can be overcome in the light of the Marxist-Leninist principles.

It is necessary to understand that this party must be a detachment of the working class itself and that therefore our work must be to go mainly to the factories.

At the same time we must even establish the relation between the party and the demands of the workers movement and also how to handle the social problems that an unjust system creates for the youth, women and all the oppressed. There are various social demands that we must support.

And, in a country of immigrants, we must set a policy of supporting the immigrants by establishing a correct orientation on the question so that the North American workers understand that it is the imperialist system that imposes a forced immigration.

All these tasks demand serious and sustained work. We need dedicated revolutionaries to form a new society without injustice. We need a vanguard detachment that really sets out the task of seizing political power, to pass from senseless ideological and political discussions to revolutionary action to win the heart and support of the U.S. working class and people.

Comrades, it is our responsibility to unite, armed with the liberating theory of Marxism-Leninism we will fill the North American working class and people with enthusiasm, we will show that it is possible to achieve liberation.

Let us get to work!

Thank you all for listening to this humble message.

