
Page 4 REVOLUTION

B/lensheviks Teach bv Negative Example

RCP Coalfield YtwW
Advances in Struggle

The recent two line struggle in the Revolutionary
Communist Party against the revisionist, reformist
line consolidated in the Jarvis-Bergman Menshevik
headquarters was clearly reflected in the Party's work
in the coalfields. The struggle waged against the Men
shevik line in this area was significant not because of
the influence of the handful (or more closely, a finger-
ful) of Mensheviks themselves in the work. Their ac
tual role was negligible. It is significant and merits
review because the line that was crystallized in the one
or two Menshevik followers there did reflect certain er
roneous tendencies in the work as a whole. And it was

as the Party's revolutionary leadership intensified its
efforts to combat and root out these tendencies in the
work overall and as they were being corrected in the
work in the coalfields that the Mensheviks were forced

to jump out more openly to oppose the Party and its
revolutionary line.

In a certain sense, the two line struggle against the
Menshevik line came out so clearly in the coalfields
because the level of struggle of the miners themselves
posed some very sharp questions about the road for
ward and brought into sharp focus the different lines
being put forward by the conscious forces. Time and
again, in literally thousands of wildcat strikes, and
most recently in the '11-IZ contract fight, miners have
waged a determined and militant struggle against the
profit drives of the capitalists. They have stood up
against cops, courts, injunctions, and to a large extent
have rolled over union hacks who have tried to block

their way. At the same time, communists have played a
growing role, linking up with this mass upsurge of
struggle, building rank and file organization and help
ing to give leadership to these battles, while openly
targeting the capitalist system itself as the enemy and
pointing to proletarian revolution as the goal of the
workers' struggle.
But despite the overall strength of the Party's work

and the advance for the class represented by the fact
that communists and other conscious forces were play
ing an active role in the miners'struggle, there has been
a tendency to get swept up in the pull of the spon
taneous upsurge. This went along with a tendency in
the Party as a whole to get bogged down in the day-to-
day economic struggle.
The two line struggle began to come to a head at the

Second Plenary Session of the First Central Commit
tee in 1976, which issued the report: "Revolutionary
Work in a Non-Revolutionary Situation." For the ma
jority of RCP cadre and other conscious forces work
ing in the coalfields, the '76 Central Committee Report
was a breath of fresh air. Struggle to understand and
deepen the line it represented was taken up en
thusiastically, and people got a better understanding
that it was not the task of communists to be simply the
"best fighters around," to go from wildcat to wildcat
being the best organizers of pickets or-rallies.
As Lenin stressed, left to themselves the day-to-day

struggles lead to the rudimentary class understanding
that workers need to unite and fight back against their
immediate employers. This understanding, while it in
some ways may represent an advance, is not in itself a
break with the outlook of the capitalist system. And
therefore spontaneous struggles like this "naturally"
develop as struggles over the terms of the sale of labor

power, not in opposition to the whole wage slave
setup. Certainly the working class has to wage the day-
to-day economic battles against the capitalists to keep
from being driven down to a "mass of broken wret
ches," as Marx put it. But as Marx says, workers
"ought not to forget that they are fighting with ef
fects, but not the causes of these effects"—the whole
capitalist system.

In direct opposition to the advances represented by
the CC Report were the errand boys for the developing
Menshevik headquarters in the Party who called for a
retreat. Their fundamental orientation was to pimp off
the massive militant struggle of the miners and they
saw the Report as a threat and obstacle to their line
and their careers. They consciously tried to sabotage
its implementation in the work on a daily basis and
claim^ that the CC Report had "two different lines in
it." One "correct" line promoting linking up with the'
day-to-day struggles, and one "left idealist" line pro
moting theory 'over practice—standing on the side and
preaching to the masses.
As far as these Mensheviks were concerned, putting

forward a revolutionary political line meant that they
would be "isolated from the masses." In opposition to
the line of the Party they promoted
pragmatism—whatever works is what's correct, judge
everything by the immediate results. For these people,
the masses can learn all they need to know through
their particular, economic struggles. Advanced ideas
were the exclusive properly of a few "hotshots" and
"organizers" destined to lead the masses to salvation.
Underlying all this was their firm belief that the work
ing class is just too backward to grasp advanced ideas,
let alone to make revolution.

In the past year the struggle against this countercur-
rent to the overall advances of the Party's work in the
coalfields grew sharper, as it reared its ugly head in
every major development of the miners' struggle.

Mensheviks "Prepare" for
Contract Fight

Over a year ago, the Miners Right to Strike Commit
tee, in which Party members have played an active and
leading role, began building for the contract battle.
Party members united with other members of the
Committee around the significance of this battle, why
it was important to the capitalists and why it was im
portant to the whole working class. Committee
members united around what demands would be

stressed, particularly the right to strike, and what
forms of agitation would be used,
There was considerable discussion and unity around

why the main demands of the rank and file put for
ward by the Committee were key. But from the begin
ning of the work around the contract battle—even"
before the first national rank and file contract meeting
was called by the Miners Right to Strike Committee in
March of 1977, those who eventually landed with both
feet in the Menshevik swamp actively tried to sabotage
the thrust of the Committee's work.

In building for this national meeting the Committee
put out a call in its publication. Rank and File Unity,
which laid out its line on the contract fight. To the
Mensheviks, even using a publication with the Miners

IVorkers demonstrate at the State Capitol in Indianapolis, organized by the italionai United Workers Organiza
tion in support of the miners strike. The A'17If O chapters had to fight and break the Mensheviks' opportunist
obstructionism in huiiding class-wide support for the miners.
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Right to Strike Committee's name on it—let alone
with its line—was said to be "too advanced" for the
masses in their home UMWA district. They thought
the Committee's reputation was too hot and wouldn't
unite the biggest number of workers possible. They
couldn't see the essence of the controversy around the
Miners Right to Strike Committee; that in the last four
years it has been the one rank and file organization
consistently fighting in the interests of rank and file
miners; that it was "hot" exactly because it had a
reputation of consistently building the fight against the
companies; because it raised the larger questions fac
ing miners and all workers; and because some of its
members were communists. So instead of using Rank
and File Unity, these guys published a rag called The
Miner.

Not only did this publication turn its yellow back on
the Miners Right to Strike Committee, it turned its
back on the overall correct political line the Committee
represents. The Miner put forward the upcoming con
tract fight as just another battle. "Well, it's contract
time again,. they said. The demands of the rank
and file were put forward as a hodge-podge wish list
and the key importance of the Miners Right to Strike
Committee, of which they were allegedly a part, was
not stressed at all. It was just another ho-hum fight on
the endless treadmill.

After sharp struggle went on around the publication
of this rag and what it stood for, the Mensheviks final
ly agreed to use Rank and File Unity, but their line
was far from smashed.

The Fight Against
Health and Welfare Fund Cut

The 40% cutback in miners' medical coverage which
came down in July 1977 was a major attack on miners
and their families, pensioners and widows. The UM
WA Health and Welfare-Funds' trustees blamed these
outrageous cuts on "losses in coal production due to
wildcats." The anger of the rank and file over this at
tack exploded into a powerful wildcat of over 90,000
miners. The Miners Right to Strike Committee played
an important role, not only in building the strike, but
in getting out the truth about the fund cuts. It exposed
the lies of the capitalists that the miners were to blame.
Committee members got out the facts that the con

tract negotiated by the union and the companies did
not come close to guaranteeing royalties to cover the
skyrocketing cost of medical care and the increased
number of beneficiaries—that bankruptcy was written
into the funds from the start. But even more impor
tant, the Miners Right to Strike Committee, and the
Party members within it, exposed the fact that the real
aim of the cuts was not simply an attack on miners'
rights to health care, but was an attack on their rank
and file movement, and their very ability to fight
back. The capitalists were using the funds to blackmail
miners into knuckling under to the companies' efforts
to stop the wildcats and increase productivity at any
cost.

Again, the Mensheviks found this analysis just too
controversial. They claimed they needed a "local sup
plement" to Rank and File Unity to pass out in
districts near them because the Unity didn't deal with

enough "particulars," a favorite Menshevik term for
narrowing the scope of the struggle. Now the Commit
tee members didn't think there was anything wrong
with members from different districts using a local
supplement, but these guys ended up not passing out
Unity at all, only using their "supplement" which
didn't put out the Miners Right to Strike Committee's
analysis of the cuts. They said the cuts were simply an
attack on health care—going right along with other
"cutbacks in social services." Nothing about the
blackmail that the cuts really represented.

-  The fact is that these were controversial questions.
The bourgeoisie in general—and especially during the
health benefits strike—worked overtime to spread
their summation of the wildcats: that miners only hurt
themselves by these strikes. These ideas are bound to
get over with a sizable number of miners, which is ex
actly why it's crucial for conscious forces to get out as
boldly as possible with a correct analysis of the situa
tion, to arm the masses so they can combat these
capitalists' lies. But that was just too hard for these
Menshevik cowards.

The sickening ending to this one episode of Men
shevik betrayal of the working class came when their
chief follower in the coalfields arrogantly responded to
what he had to admit were correct criticisms of their
line by saying: "When you work with workers,
sometimes you have to sacrifice line." In other words,
to this so-called Marxist, you can't struggle politically
with workers to grasp anything but the narrowest
outlook. To top it off, it later came out that it was this
creep himself who had written the "supplement" and
that'he was trying to blame his own backwardness on
the masses.

Menshevik Line on

Building (he NUWO

In the work to form the National United Workers
Organization (NUWO) the Menshevik headquarters in
the Party jumped out further to oppose the revolu
tionary line of the RCP. All along the leading Men
sheviks in the Party, who styled themselves heavy
working class organizers, opposed the formation of
the NUWO. They claimed it was "too early," that

Continued on page 5
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Oeft) May Day demonstration in Cincinnati, (right) Felix Ayson, a veteran class fighter and activist in the International Hotel struggle at May Day march in
Oakland, Calif. May Day this year was characterized by a clear revolutionary thrust, sharpened in the struggle against revisionism.

May Day Charts Revolutionary Course
Workers gathered in dozens of cities across the

country to celebrate May Day, 1978, International
Workers Day- The celebrations brought together
workers from the front ranks of many of the key bat
tles against the capitalist enemy. In Madison, West
Virginia, 50 people, including miners who had been in
the forefront of the recent four month miners' strike,
attended a rally. In the San Francisco Bay Area,
fighters active in the long battle around the Interna
tional Hotel (including one 80 year old tenant who was
very sick, but refused to miss May Day) came forward
to participate along with 400 others in the march and
rally.
But as important as the linking together of the

various fights of the workers and oppressed is, May
Day has always meant something more. It represents
the workers uniting as a ciass, taking into account their
shared position in society and their common history.
Most importantly, it means looking to the future of

their struggle, not only over the next immediate period
for which the working class maps out its battle plan,
but beyond to the revolutionary struggle to smash the
rule of capital and remake the world.

It was this clarity of purpose that stood out most
sharply at this year's May Day events. This was a
direct result of the victory won by the Revolutionary
Communist Party over the Jarvis-Bergman,revisionist
clique which tried to capture the Party and turn it
away from its revolutionary course. And at the rallies
Party speakers reported to the workers about this
struggle and the victorious Second Party Congress.
The political line of the revisionists was to narrow

the scope of the workers' horizons to what is im
mediately in front of their noses. Thus it is no surprise
that they dropped the slogan "Workers Unite to Lead
the Fight Against All Oppression" from their own

Coalfields...
there was no basis for it, that workers couldn't
possibly be united around such an advanced organiza
tion.

But when it was clear that there was momentum

developing behind building the NUWO and that it
would grow despite their opposition, it was an easy flip
for them to jump on and try to lead the bandwagon,
especially when they saw there was the potential to
grab up some good positions to build their own per
sonal careers. Above all they jumped on to make sure
the NUWO would not be an advance for the working
class. They even tried to use the NUWO to liquidate
the Miners Right to Strike Committee, arguing that it
should be known Just as the miners' section of the
NUWO, thus hoping to get around and bury the
Miners Right to Strike Committee and its "loo hot"
reputation.

Their line on what the NUWO should be boiled

down to making it a more militant AFL-CIO instead
of an organized center uniting active fighters among
the workers who see the need to take up the battle
against the capitalists on all the major questions in
society.
On the speaking tour to build for the NUWO in the

East before the founding convention, this line came
out clearly in relation to the miners' struggle. The
Mensheviks promoted the miners' struggle as impor
tant mainly because the miners are "tough fighters"
who turn over trucks and use guns. The Miners Right
to Strike Committee was given importance not because
of the political line it fights for and the leadership it
represents, but mainly because it had led a lot of tough
fighters. Speakers on the tour from the Committee
were told by these Menshevik hotshois to "talk more
about small forces leading big battles," and "tell more
gun stories"!
The militance of the miners is something which is

and should be an example and inspiration to other
workers and the stories of their militancy should be

May Day celebrations.
It was the struggle to repudiate this revisionist line

which made it possible to build the May Day celebra
tions on such a revolutionary footing. Not only has the
Party grown stronger in the course of the two line
struggle, but the other sponsoring organizations of
May Day such as the Unemployed Workers Organiz
ing Committee, the National United Workers
Organization and Vietnam Veterans Against the War
have also accumulated valuable understanding and ex
perience in the recent months in the course of beating
back the wild efforts of the revisionists to seize these
mass organizations and turn them into weapons in the
service of their anti-working class line.

Indeed, this year's May Day celebrations reflected
the spirit of ciass conscious workers seeing their role in
taking up the fight against the various manifestations
of the capitalist system and the many ways it grinds
down and hammers at the'great majority in society. In
Houston, for example, the importance of the Joe Tor
res case and the struggle against police repression was
stressed. The workers at the celebrations see the need
not only to support or participate in these different
battles, but are becoming increasingly aware of why
their class alone is capable of leading these fights for
ward as part of the revolutionary struggle against the
bourgeoisie.

It was with this understanding of the need for the
working class to take its rightful place at the front lines
of the people's resistance to capitalism, and in so do
ing become conscious of its role as capitalism's
gravedigger, that May Day was revived as a working
class holiday in the U.S. in the San Francisco Bay Area
in 1971. That demonstration,which was initiated by
the Revolutionary Union (an organization that played
the key role in forming the RCP), was also a direct

told. But that is not the essence of the significance of
the miners' struggle. What holds important lessons for
the rest of the working class is the extent to which the
miners' struggle has broken through the limits the
bourgeoisie tries to place on the workers' struggle, in
cluding the fact that a rank and file mass organization
which has the aim of uniting miners to take up the
fight against all opression is playing an important role
in these battles.

In addition, it is significant that the Party is playing
a leading role in these battles and in the course of them
raising the class consciousness of the rank and file and
pointing out the historic mission of the working class.
Workers assembled at the founding convention of

the NUWO voted to make building support for the up
coming miners' contract battle one of the new
organization's first major campaigns. But as soon as
the convention was over, a couple of the.Menshevik
opportunists who held important positions within the
leadership of the NUWO tried as best they could to
sabotage actually taking up this campaign.
At the National Steering Committee meeting of the

NUWO in November 1977, representatives from the
Miners Right to Strike Committee made a report fur
ther developing the reasons why the miners' contract
battle which was shaping up was crucial for the whole
class and why broad numbers of workers should be
mobilized to stand with the miners. But to the Men

sheviks, this was just more "left idealism."
The flip side of their line that the miners' struggle is

significant because the miners are "ba-a-ad" led to
their arrogant position that if the members of the
Miners Right to Strike Committee could not guarantee
that there would be a strike and that it would be "big
and militant," the NUWO couldn't promise to put out
a lot of effort into it! If the miners can't deliver, to hell
with them. The self-appointed NUWO president warn
ed against the "idealism" that the miners strike would
"automatically" be a major battle for the working
cla?s. "We can't set up the NUWO (and my career, of
course] for a failure by agreeing to make a campaign
out of this battle before we know for sure that it will

Coniinued on page 15

result of a major two line struggle in the ranks of com
munists.
That celebration came on the heels of the struggle

against the "left" adventurist line represented by
Bruce Franklin, an early leader of the RU. May Day
was a direct refutation of the Franklin line which held
that the working class was not the truly revolutionary
class, and that to find the force that could be the
backbone of the revolutionary movement, communists
would have to look elsewhere—to the lumpen-
proletariat (criminal elements), the permanently
unemployed, radicalized students and so forth."
That first revolutionary working class May Day

demonstration in decades was attended by only ISO
people and took place in only one city in the U.S. But
it represented, in embryo, the growth of a class con
scious and revolutionary section of the working class
and the commitment of communists to play their
vanguard role in leading the working class in a revolu
tionary direction.

Similarly this year's May Day demonstrations were
generally small, reflecting both the fact that the class
conscious section of the U.S. working class is still
small and, especially in a few areas, the temporary
disruption in the revolutionary ranks caused by the
Jarvis-Bergman clique.
But just as the revival of May Day in 1971 was a

watershed in that it was based on the recognition of the
working class as the revolutionary class in society, so
too this year's May Day celebrations reflected a great
advance on the part of the Party and other class con
scious workers—the defeat of those who would

separate off the current workers' struggle from the
goal of revolution. May Day reflected the deeper
understanding that- the working class-must and will br
ing forward a whole new world through revolution.

In the New York-New Jersey area, stronghold of the
Menshevik clique, 60 celebrated May Day in unity with
their class brothers and sisters from Boston to Hawaii.

They ran a red flag up the flag pole of Research Cot-
treil Inc., the capitalists responsible for the recent
death of 51 construction workers in West Virginia.
This was an act of defiance" not only of the
bourgeoisie, but also of those deserters from the
revolutionary ranks who would have trampled the red
flag into the dirt.

It is in this light that two of the common features of
this year's May Day celebrations take on particular
significance:-the honoring of the revolutionary battles
of the working class in the past, and the emphasis
given to the fact that May Day is an international holi
day of the working class.

In Chicago, 100 workers went on a car caravan to
Haymarket Square, where a few days after the May
First strike in 1886 for the 8 hour day began, workers
were gunned down by the police. This resulted in the
frame-up and hanging of the leaders of the 8 hour day
movement.

In Detroit, 100 marched to the grave site of four
workers who were killed in the hunger march of 1932,
and in Gastonia, North Carolina, workers caravanned
to the old Loray Mill, site of the bitterly fought
Gastonia Textile Strike of 1929. These and similar ac
tions in other cities brought home the fact that the
working class has a long and proud history of class
warfare against the U.S. capitalist class.
The other outstanding feature of the rallic.s was the

solidarity expressed between the workers in this coun
try and the exploited and oppressed around the world.
At several of the rallies representatives of the Iranian
Students Association spoke and brought with them the
revolutionary spirit of the ma.ss rebellions presently
battering the reactionary regime of the Shah. In many
cities speakers told of the growing revolutionary strug
gles in Africa amidst the turmoil of the contention be
tween the (WO imperialist superpowers and their grow
ing preparations for world war.
As the strains of the hilernalionale concluded the

May Day rallies from coast to coast, workers left more
determined to fight for the revolutionary future that
May Day represents. ■
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Coalfields...
Continued from page S
spin"—meaning, will we be able to make a big splash
with this campaign.
Even in advance of a strike—and in the absence of

any "guarantee" that the miners would succeed in
waging one—it was important for the NUWO to take
up the contract battle, build it as strongly as possible
and sum up developments for the broadest number of
workers. But even while these Mensheviks were slip-
sliding around like a bunch of street corner hustlers
waiting to see if the strike was going to "spin," it was
clear that the miners would strike and that it would be
an important battle for the working class.
The Mensheviks failed to see what was at stake for

the working class in this battle. What they did not
grasp was that the aim of the bourgeoisie was to break
the resistance of the miners—both in order to increase
their profits and productivity in the coalfields, and to
make an example of them to the whole working class.
What they ignored or distorted was that the major

questions facing the'miners are the same ones that
workers all over are coming up against—and will even
more sharply in the future. "Can you fight such a
powerful enemy? Can the workers unite their ranks?
Can we win? Can we break through the chains of
sellout union leadership? Can't we just make peace
with the capitalists? What is the road forward for our
struggle?''
Given their outlook, it is not surprising that for

almost two months after the NUWO steering commit
tee meeting the Mensheviks blocked any nationally
organized work around the miners contract battle.
Some local chapters of the NUWO did break through
this and took the initiative, but nationally the work
was pretty well sabotaged while a couple of hotshots
watched for indications that things were "spinning" in
the coalfields.

Building "Support" on
Trade Unionist Basis

When the strike did develop into something the
Mensheviks could term "big and bad"—something
they thought they could pimp off—they did take up
building support for it among other workers. But their
idea of "support" was to timidly go out to the work
ing class on the narrowest, trade union basis. One
glowing example of this was in a leaflet they put out to
steel workers. The leaflet said they should support the
miners because the UMWA donated 51,000,000 to
help the United Steel Workers of America organize
back in the '40s and therefore steel workers "owe it to

the miners."

The miners' fight for the right to strike was impor
tant, according to these opportunists, not because the
struggle and victory on this issue would strengthen the
whole working class in its ongoing battles with the
capitalists, but because if miners got it, it would be
easier for the steel workers to get it. Of'course they
couldn't believe that workers would come forward to

support the miners on the basis of their broad class in
terests, they had to be appealed to on the basis of their
narrowest self-interest. Hey, listen up, George Meany,
you've got some faithful pupils here!
As the strike started, the Menshevik followers in the

coalfields always tried to take the line of least
resistance to the capitalists. They began by deciding in
advance that the miners weren't going to get out there
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and do anything, and that it was too risky for the
Miners Right to Strike Committee to take any advanc
ed actions—tike a picket line or rally.

While there was some confusion within the Miners
Right to Strike Committee on how to begin organizing
rank and file struggle at the beginning of the strike,
and while the idea that a contract fight should be wag
ed by the union leadership in Washington had some
currency among the masses, it was clear what was
needed—and that was not to tip-toe behind the hacks.
But for the Mensheviks it was too dangerous (political
ly and to their careers) to do anything unless they had
the guarantee in advance of big turnouts and broad
support. Consistent with their line, in the course of the
fight and afterwards, they gave a big play to district
and local union officials who they credited with pro
viding leadership for the strike. How much more
respectable and "legrtimate" they think they must
seem by being able to praise officials!
As the strike went on and the struggle inside the

RCP came to a head, the narrowness and pragmatism
of the Mensheviks in the coalfields degenerated into
outright crimes against the masses, in a desperate ef
fort to build their own puny clique. Their "big gun"
(actually he was more like a toy pistol) misap
propriated Committee funds, dishonestly tried to raise
money in the name of the Committee (putting a dif
ferent address out as that of the Committee), tried to
build actions in direct opposition to events and actions
that had been democratically decided on and planned
for by the Miners Right to Strike Committee as a
whole, and backed off and tried to change the Com
mittee's stand on the main demands of the rank and

file as soon as he saw that it meant a real fight.
He was finally expelled from the Committee when

all of his outrageous nonsense came out after the
strike. As the resolution of the Committee on kicking
him out summed up his role: "It adds up to a real at
tempt by a self-seeking misleader to take a fighting
rank and file organization and turn it to the purpose of
building his own self and his little group of sidekicks.
The working class, the rank and file miners, and the
Miners Right to Strike Committee have no use for this
kind of low-life. And it's on this basis that we expel
him. Good riddance!"

Key Importance of Line

Since the RCP was formed the revisionists emerging
inside the Party complained and whined about how the
revolutionary communists in the RCP were "too con
cerned about line." One of their biggest criticisms of
the Party's work in the Miners Right to Strike Com
mittee was that it suffered from what they panned as
"correct-Iinism," their term for the struggle to grasp
and put forward a line which represents the fullest in
terests of the proletariat, rather than their own nar
row, self-serving drivel.
Soon after its formation the Party's revolutionary

leadership unfolded struggle and education aimed at
combatting the economist and pragmatist trend—par
ticularly through a series of articles and campaign
around the mass line—stressing that the mass line is
not a mirror to reflect the masses' spontaneous
understandings but a weapon based on revolutionary
science and the underlying laws of class society. Tak
ing up the struggle to grasp Marxist-Leninist theory
and repudiate opportunism is a key element in enabl
ing the Party to develop the correct political line and
lead the masses forward.

But, for the Mensheviks, taking up the theoretical
struggle was merely a "diversion." They couldn't

Party Press...
Writing a few months later in an internal document

in an area under the grip of these revisionists, a glib-
tongued, empty-headed hack in their clique wrote the
following about the "progress" on their local
WoRKKR. which he headed up: "In the [1976] CC
Report, it says we are not good enough at exposure,
and that our low theoretical level holds us back. This is
true. But the gaining of theory can't be separated from
fighting idealism and metaphysics. The paper had to
root itself in the real world, the objective contradic
tions and struggles. Only by doing this could the ques
tion of theoretical level be raised in a- real and not
abstract way." (emphasis-added) That was one big
"but." This hackneyed honcho wa.s openly opposing
the line of the Central Committee, and expressing this
clique's characteristic haired for the theoretical strug
gle. Any form of rational knowledge is just "abstract"
to them, and ideas—at least correct ones—are
"idealism."

For this reason this clique never seriously took up
the theoretical struggle in general, nor did they take a
revolutionary approach to the theoretical jour
nal—though they would occasionally dabble in it.
Their social base was an unholy alliance of pragmatists
plus a few dilettante intellectuals who would flit about,
gathering a smattering of knowledge and isolated facts
to impress others with their "expertise" and produce
an incredible mishmash of various schools of
bourgeois thought with a "Marxist" coloration. Jarvis
and Bergman personally combined and concentrated
both pragmatism and dilettantism. As Marx said of
Proudhon. "he seeks to be the synthesis, he is a com
posite error,"
The Party's press is a potentially powerful weapon

in all arenas of the class struggle. Further developing
this role goes hand in hand with further strenthening
the Party as the revolutionary vanguard-of the work
ing class. Now that our Party has won an important
victory in smashing the Jarvis-Bergman clique we can
continue to learn from their negative e.xample, root
out similar tendencies in our own understanding, and
move forward in this important task.

In the book The History of the Communist Party of
the .Sov/er Union. Stalin said, "A whole generation of
the revolutionary proletariat was reared by Pravda [a
ma.ss working class paper of their party]." (p. 153)
While this dpes not describe today's situation in our
country, the future holds vast potential. With the vic
tory against this Menshevik clique and its petty refor
mist and thoroughly revisionist line, through deepen-

, ing our grasp of the correct line and revolutionary
work based on it, and with the further development of
the objective situation, we can make big strides. On
this question—no doubt earning again the label of
"idealists," a label we proudly wear when pinned on
U-S by revisionists for fulfilling our responsibilities as
the proletariat's revolutionary vanguard—we would
like to quote Lenin:
"We should dream... 'There are rifts and rifts... My

dream may run ahead of the natural march of events or
may fly off at a tangent in a direction in which no
natural march of events will ever proceed. In the first
case my dream will not cause any harm; it may even
support and augment the energy of the working
men.. .The rift between dreams and reality causes no
harm if only the person dreaming believes seriously in
his dream, if he attentively observes life, compares his
observation with his castles in the air, and if generally
speaking, he works conscientiously for the achievement
of his fantasies. If there is some connection between
dreams and life then ail i.s well.' Of this kind of dreant-
ing there is unfortunately too little in our movement."
(What h To Be Done?. Chapter 5, Section B)B
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understand the '76 CC Report when it said, "The role
of theory in building the revolutionary movement of
the working class is crucial... Because capitalism can
not be overthrown and abolished with spontaneity, by
the working class on its own, without theory to guide
it, and the Party cannot lead the working class in
achieving this without waging the theoretical struggle,
together with the economic and political." Without
this understanding, the "linking up with struggle" that
the Mensheviks yell about can only mean tailing along
with their eyes glued firmly to the backs of the masses.
The article "Miners' Struggle at a Crossroads," in

the December. 1977 issue of Revolution, particularly
incensed them. This article was a real contribution to
the work of communists and other conscious forces
because it was an accurate summation and concentra
tion of the key problems and questions that had arisen
out of the struggles of the miners themselves and of the
work of Party members to develop the struggle of the
miners as part of a class conscious and revolutionary
movement of the working class. The Mensheviks in the
coalfields would have been too exposed at that point to
oppose the article altogether.

Instead they criticized it by saying, "It's OK as far
as it goes, but it doesn't give enough particular
guidance on building the struggle." Their "criticism"
exactly missed the point of the "Cfossroads" article,
that the crucial thing that miners and the whole work
ing class have to grasp is not just that you have to fight
the effects of exploitation, but that the fight must
become increasingly a class conscious fight against the
whole capitalist system, that under the leadership of
communists the struggle must become a struggle
against all oppression and the system of wage slavery
itself.

The article spoke directly to many of the questions
miners were raising about what the hell they were ac
complishing by their constant guerrilla war with the
coal bosses. It explained the vital importance of these
day-to-day battles thalThe working class must fight to
keep from being driven down to the level of a "mass of
broken wretches." It made clear that it is not enough
to "build the struggle, build the struggle." "It is exact
ly in the tremendous upsurge of struggle that it
becomes clear again that building the day-to-day strug
gle as an end in itself is a dead-end. The problems of
workers everywhere are not solved by one piecemeal
reform after the other, but by building an increasingly
revolutionary workers movement that recognizes the
face of its enemy, recognizes and struggles against all
oppression and aims at the overthrow of the system
itself."

The Mensheviks complained that this was Just more
"left idealism," that the "Crossroads" article did not
give enough "particular guidance" for the work and
merely left the cadre demoralized and thinking they
should not be involved in the day-to-day struggles of
the working class. Bull! They knew what the Party's
revolutionary leadership was calling for—and they op
posed it.

Their line was to keep the workers riveted to the
day-to-day economic battles. They opposed the slogan
"Workers Unite to Lead the Fight Against All Oppres
sion" and in fact dropped it as soon as they left the
Party. They opposed any real effort to point to the
system of capitalism as the chain around the necks of
the workers.

In a rag they fraudulently call the "Worker" the
Menshevik headquarters did not even mention the
capitalist system in their so-called "sum-up" of the
contract strike. The significance of this strike is sum
med up as being simply that the miners fought hard
and resisted the bosses' attacks. Then they run out
their gem on what the lessons of this strike are for the
miners: "What the strike pointed out was the need to
fight in an organized, unified way...The need for
rank and file mine-to-mine organization has never
been clearer. The need to strengthen the union, roll
over the bloated toads at the top and fight in the
miners' interests remains." Certainly true, but left
there how is this summation any different from mili
tant trade unionism?

Finally, they conclude that the miners strike was a
"glimpse of the future." What was this future they en
visioned for the working class? A future of endless,
bigger and badder trade union struggles. Not one word
which would assist in building these struggles in a way
that will lead to the smashing of the treadmill of
capitalism and the overthrow of the capitalist class.
The irony of the Mensheviks' line of "build the

struggle, build the struggle" is that their contempt for
the masses—their unshaken conviction that the masses
can't grasp revolution—leads them to backing off
from the struggle altogether. These misfits never did
do any work in their home UMWA district. In the face
of heat from the union hacks and the bourgeoisie,
their response was to run off. often hundreds of miles
away, under the pretext of "leading the struggle."

Unity of Opportunists

Not surprisingly, these Mensheviks have a great deal
of unity with other opportunists and agents of the
bourgeoisie masquerading as "communists"—in par
ticular the revisionist Communist Party (ML), but also
the older revisionist CP and something called the
Communist Labor Party (formerly CL). Not only dO'
they unite with the CP and the CP(ML) in slandering
the Miners Right to Strike Committee and the work of
the Party, they do It from the very same basis.

Continued on page 18
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King...
Continued from page 13

his idea ihat Black people should meet oppression and
terror with disobedience of "unjust laws"—although
King failed to add that he only considered local laws
unjust and never went against federal law—and non
violence and "love" for the cops, courts, segrega
tionist bigshots, etc. "Forgiveness" and "self-
discipline" would bring Blacks freedom—and they
always had to prove themselves "better" than those
who were tormenting them. He denounced Blacks who
fought with the cops, denounced Black violence
against the oppressor as equally bad as the oppressor's
violence.

But it was the fact that Birmingham gave rise to one
of the "worst riots" in Southern history—a great
rebellion—that gave the struggle in that city its impact.
Earlier that year JFK had told King that he just
couldn't sponsor a Civil Rights Act that year, sup
posedly because Congress would never agree. But in
the wake of Birmingham, Kennedy quickly changed
his tune. He introduced the Civil Rights Act shortly
after, and Congress agreed to it a year later.

March on Washington

Also in l%3. King played a major role in the
famous March on Washington. For several years there
had been a growing sentiment among Black people for
a mass demonstration in Washington, an action which
would go beyond hitting at local authorities to hitting
at the whole government by picketing the White
House, siiting-in in the hails of Congress and so on.

Despite this mass sentiment—and despite the fact
that hundreds of thousands of Black and white people
came to Washington, not knowing what kind of at
tacks they might face but determined to fight for
justice—the March on Washington that took place had
no fight in it at all. It was more of a stroll than a
march. Under the leadership of A. Phillip Randolph,
Bayard Rustin, the NAACP and Martin Luther King,
the whole thing was turned into a lukewarm pep rally
for JFK's Civil Rights Act.
When JFK at first opposed the idea of this action,

Randolph replied. "The Negroes are already in the
streets. It is very likely impossible to. get them off. If
they are bound to be in the streets in any case, is it not
better that they be led by organizations dedicated to
civil rights and disciplined by struggle rather than to
leave them to other leaders who care neither about civil

rights nor nonviolence?" In other words, since Black
people were determined to fight for their freedom and
couldn't be stopped, these "moderate" paid hacks like
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Randolph and demagogues like King had to pretend to
stand with the movement and to take pan in it in order
to hold it back—or else it might run over King, Ken
nedy and all the rest.

King's speech that day spoke movingly about Black
oppression and the dream of equality and an end to
divisions between nationalities, a dream shared by un
counted millions of Blacks and whites as well. Without
his ability to touch these chords. King would have been
nothing. But his speech really had little content beyond
dreams. And in the real world, King stood with the
others in forbidding the head of SNCC to even mildly
criticize Kennedy in his speech. Deleted from the
SNCC speech were the words, "in all good conscience,
we cannot support the Administration's civil rights
bill, for it is too little too late."

In this period King was to hit the top as far as his
standing with the bourgeoisie was concerned—and
begin to slide sharply among the more aroused and
conscious Black masses. After the Harlem "riot" of
1964, one of the first of a growing series. King was
called to New York by the Mayor to quiet things
down. King was jeered and eggs were thrown at him in
the streets, and he quickly left town. A year later, after
the historic Watts rebellion, more or less the same
thing happened. King had as good or even better rela
tions with LBJ as he'd had with Kennedy—but large
sections of the Black masses were no longer so in
terested in King's message.
Many bourgeois authorities have had to take note of

this, saying that it was because the Black struggle was
moving North. But while it's true that the cities of the
North began to explode, the cities of the South explod
ed too. The real problem was that the' nature of the
Black struggle itself was changing, moving more and
more into open confrontation ..with the government,
the ruling class behind it and their system, and this was
true in all parts of the country.

. SNCC

While King was flying around the country making
speeches and raising funds, SNCC Vvas sending
organizers into the most,backward and Klan-ridden
counties to go door to door and farmshack to farm-
shack, drawing in and relying on the masses
themselves instead of gambling everything on making

■national news with the arrest of a famous, larger than
life saint.

Part of this involved Black people trying to register
to vote—and raising hell in large numbers when the
local authorities tried to stop them. Since much of this
was in rural areas of Mississippi and Alabama, in
cluding many places where the sharccropping system
segregation was based upon was still very much alive,
it led to violent confrontations with local exploiters for

Coalfields...
Now the Mensheviks put down the Miners Right to

Strike Committee as a ".small rank and file committee
[the RCP] was backing." In the April 10 issue of the
Cai I. the CP(ML), like the bourgeoisie and the hacks,
try to claim that the Miners Right to Strike Committee
is a small irrelevant handful and try to deny its role
and influence. (Just the sheer number of times and the
virulence with which the hacks and the bourgeoisie
repeal this would make people think the Committee's
rote must be fairly significant.)

Like the Mensheviks, the CP(ML) says that the
Committee is "sectarian," "splittist" and "divisive."
They are a "small but destructive force within the
miners' movement. . .fueling anti-communism among
the miners." The older revisionist CP had about the
same thing to say shortly before the strike began.

What the Mensheviks and their blood brothers mean
is that to raise anything but trade unionism will "cause
trouble and be disruptive." For them it's OK to attack
.some of the hacks, sometimes. But only in the context
of putting themselves forward as the new saviors.

Sure the Miners Right to Strike Committee is the
subject of much controversy in the coalfields and
sharp red-baiting attacks from the capitalists and their
agents in the union. Before and during the strike the
bourgeois media and the union misleaders waged a
frenzied red-baiting attack in the media throughout
the coalfields against the Committee and the Party.
The Committee has not backed off on the fact that
there are RCP cadre in it, nor have Party members
backed off of the question of communism.

Many miners, including members of the Miners
Right to Strike Committee and miners who work with
it. recognize that the basis for the attacks is the fact
that the capitalists see the Committee and the Parly as
a real threat. It's no accident that anyone connected
with the CP(ML) has for the most part stood outside
this controversy, despite their implications to the con
trary.

There is no way that genuine communists or an
organization that has communists in it can escape be
ing controversial. The point is that communists must
take advantage of the opportunities created by this
controversy and turn it into a good thing. (As for the
CPjMLj's own work in the coalfields, their only
whisper of it in their sum-up article on the strike is the
following; "During the recent strike the CP(ML) has
been active in the coalfields. . ." This would come as a
real surprise to virtually all coal miners!)

In fact, the Mensheviks even stand a bit to the right
of the CP(ML)—difficult though that may be. In con

trast to the Mensheviks. the CP(ML) at least talks
about the need to fight the capitalist system—in their
paper. But these opportunists all have a fundamental
unity when it comes to a program of struggle for the
miners and what the road forward for their struggle
actually is.

The way the CP(ML) puts it is "The Labor Move
ment Needs Revolutionary Leadership." What they
mean is that the "Labor Movement" needs them as its
leaders. The problem, say these "revolutionaries,'-' "is
that there is a whole bureaucratic apparatus, a union
hierarchy of which Miller is just the current boss. The
whole apparatus crushing the rank and file must be
smashed, and the agents of the coal operators driven
out of the union. Only then [emphasis added] can the
initiative and leadership of the vast majority of mine
workers be brought into play in running their own'
union organization. . .With a correct and far sighted
leadership [like the members of the CP(ML)), this
movement can educate and rally the majority of min
ers to build a fighting UMW based on a clear program-
of class struggle." The Mensheviks put it only slightly
differently. Their whole riff reeks of "elect me and ['II
do a job for you. Elect the right leaders and everything
will be fine."

It is clear that these puffed-up penny-ante step
children of John L. Lewis couldn't possibly lead
miners—or the working class as a whole—on the high,
hard road to revolution. They're too busy stuck in
their rut trying to figure out which way the wind is
blowing. A sure sign of opportunists on the make is
the line that only once good leaders are elected can the
struggle be waged. Reality is just the opposite, It is on
ly by building the class 'con.scious understanding of the
rank and file about the nature of the enemy and the
battles that they face that unity and struggle can
develop in a way that will break the stronghold of the
top union officials and in the process fight to turn,
these unions into weapons in the hands of the working
class.

The treason of the John L. Lewises of the labor
movement, who these opportunists sound so strikingly
familiar to, is not principally that they don't fight
militantly for reforms on occasion, but that ihey limit
the struggle of (he working class to those reforms, con
demning the workers to perpetual wage slavery.

The repudiation of the Mensheviks and the struggle
to root out revisionism in the Revolutionary Com
munist Party has been a major victory for the working
class and its vanguard in blowing away yet another
obstacle the bourgeoi.sie would like to place in the path
of the working class struggle to stick to the revolu
tionary course, to build the revolutionary, class con
scious movement of the working class to liberate itself
and all mankind from the slavery of capitalism.■
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whom keeping Black people in chains was an im
mediate matter of economic life and death. In this
campaign SNCC did not preach nonviolence. In fact,
although most civil rights workers went unarmed, the
houses where they slept were often guarded by a car
full of sharecroppers with shotguns. Otherwise, far
more would most likely have been killed.

For the bourgeoisie as a whole, denial of the right to
vote, like other aspects of segregation, was very useful
in terms of preserving the oppression of Black people.
Still, since voting is part of the sham which the
capitalists use to fool the people and maintain their rule,
they could give in on this point without weakening their
power—in fact, it seemed that it would weaken them
more if they didn't make a few concessions.

But militant, mass struggle against injustice of any
kind couldn't be tolerated since there was no telling
where it would lead. So the federal government work
ed quietly and behind the scenes to put a stop to this
movement, even while posing as its best friend. As part
of the terror campaign against Blacks, three civil rights
workers were taken from their car one night in
Philadelphia, Mississippi and murdered by the local
police and the Klan. Although the FBI-had the Klan
riddled with agents and informers, as usual it did
nothing to prevent the murders.

At the end of summer '64, a delegation- of
sharecroppers and other Mississippi Blacks and civil
rights organizers formed the Mississippi Freedom
Democratic Party (MFDP) to go to the Democratic
Convention and demand that they be seated instead of
the avowedly segregationist regular Mississippi
Democratic Party (MDP), Since the MDP was widely
considered at odds with LBJ and the national
Democratic Party anyway, many expected that the
MFDP would be seated. But that would have given too
much encouragement to those who were rocking the
boat.

On LBJ's initiative, Hubert Humphrey arranged a
highly publicized "compromise"—two of the MFDP
delegates would be seated alongside the regular
Mississippi delegation. King, who'd lent his name to
the MFDP and come to the convention as part of the
MFDP delegation, tried hard to get them to accept
Humphrey's offer. But the MFDP delegates turned
their backs and walked out. It was an insult, a slap in
the face, when what they'd been demanding wasn't
really so much after all.

King had been mockingly called "de Lawd" by
many SNCC members ever since Albany because of his
empty demagoguery and really backward role. Now
more and more it seemed as if the smell of the op
pressor had rubbed off on King.

. King's Last Years

There were more years left to King. In Selma in
1965, he did his usual act, conveniently absent the day
that police attacked the head of the march, conve
niently present to use his full weight to get people to
accept a federal injunction against mass marching, and
finally.off in a blaze of glory after leading.a parade of
movie stars, politicians and bigshots—leaving the peo
ple in Selma to figure out how to put back together the
pieces and rebuild.the long-term struggle there. At one
point King's aides had even pulled guns on SNCC
members who had argued against King's tactics. Ap
parently nonviolence was for the masses, not for King.

In Chicago he held endless negotiations with Mayor
Daley, bragged about the formation of a city-wide
tenants union based among Blacks that never really
got organized. When Black people rioted because,
despite Daley's promises, cops still attacked Black kids
for turning on fire hydrants in the summer, King was
ferried around by the police in a squad car to stop it.
He couldn't. Increasingly he devoted himself to speak
ing engagements and overseas junkets.

When he was assassinated, King was in Memphis,
trying to run his routine in a situation where a Black
sanitation workers' strike had led to mass protests and
a federal injunction. As usual, there was a fire and
King was expected to put it out. Many Black people in
volved in the protests either Jeered or ignored King.

His last speeches show a growing despair. If he often
seemed preoccupied by death, it may be that the
likelihood he faced of a slow political death had a lot
to do with it. Or maybe he realized Just how expend
able he'd become? When he died, Time magazine,
which had twice named him "man of the year,"
remarked that "King was dangerously close to slipping
from a prophet to a patsy."

Some people say that King was actually changing,
becoming more revolutionary, during the last year of
his life, taking up Vietnam and "economic issues,"
and that was why he was killed. This is mistaking
changes in what King was tailing after for changes in
King. In taking up "economic issues," King was simp
ly trying to adapt himself to changing conditions in the
struggle and channel it in the most narrow reformism,
LBJ's "War on Poverty" programs and trade
unionism. Such things were the system's phony
answers to a fact obvious to increasing millions: even
with many legal barriers removed, Blacks still face
heavy national oppression on top of the exploitation
the overwhelming majority of Blacks face as part of
the overall U.S. working class.

As for King's opposition to the war, this came only
in the Spring of 1967, when many bourgeois politicians
representing powerful_ruling class interests were also
making speeches against it because of what they saw as

Continued on page 17


	rcp-mensheviks-coal.pdf
	Pages from rev-3-9-5.pdf



