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C orrections to  issue #2
The following correction sheet to issue #2 appeared in issue #3 on pages 12-13 (some of these
corrections had already appeared in an insert to issue #2, but were repeated here)

Corrections to our last issue

Unfortunately, our last issue, Communist Voice #2 (June
1, 1995), seems to have found itself at war with its word
processing program, and it lost several battles. Thus several
entire passages were accidentally deleted from CV #2.

Page 42:   

Lenin on land reform

On page 42, column 1, line 9, half of a passage in the
extract from Lenin’s “The Agrarian Program of the Liberals”
(Collected Works, vol. 8, pp. 315-322, April 1905) is omitted
at the garbled word “staéew”. The passage concerned, with
the omitted section in italics, is as follows: 

The transfer of the land to the peasants would not at all
do away with the predominance of the capitalist mode of
production in Russia; it would, on the contrary, provide a
broader base for its development; it would bring this
development from the type approximating the Italian closer
to the American. The property distinctions among the
peasants, which are already tremendous, but relatively not
very noticeable chiefly on account of the general oppression
under the absolutist serf-owning system, would not in any
way case cease to exist. The expansion of the home market,
the development of exchange and commodity production on
a new scale, the rapid growth of industry and of cities—all
these inevitable effects of a substantial improvement in the
condition of the peasants would unavoidably increase
property distinctions. The more illusions on that score are
widespread among us, the more energetically must the
Social-Democrats combat them, if they really want to
represent the interests of the working-class movement as a
whole, and not merely of one of its stages.

Until there has been a complete socialist revolution, not
even the most radical and most revolutionary measures for
agrarian reform will eliminate the class of agricultural
wage-workers. The dream of making all people petty-
bourgeois is a reactionary platitude. For this reason we
should start working now to develop the class-consciousness
of the rural wage-workers and to rally them into an
independent class organization....We must see to it that the
rising tide of the proletarian movement creates a specifically
proletarian mood and proletarian methods of struggle
among the farm-hands and day-laborers. [p.319]

The petty-bourgeois stratum of the population, the

peasantry in the strict and narrow sense of the word, cannot
help being revolutionary at certain periods in history. Its
present revolutionary attitude is an inevitable product of the
conditions of the “old order”, and we must vigorously
support and develop it. But it will follow just as inevitably
from the conditions of the new order, of the new, free,
capitalist Russia, that part of the rural petty bourgeoisie will
side with “order”; and the more land the peasants take away
from the landlords now, the sooner this will come about. In
the countryside, too, only the rural proletariat can be a truly
revolutionary class, a class that, under all circumstances, is
revolutionary until the end. The conversion of the wretched,
downtrodden muzhik into a free, energetic European farmer
will be a tremendous democratic gain; but we socialists shall
not forget for a moment that this gain will be of no real use
to the cause of mankind’s complete emancipation from all
oppression unless and insofar as the farmer is confronted by
a class-conscious, free, and organized rural proletariat.” [p.
320]

Page 51:   

Last years of the MLP

An entire half page was left out of page 51. This deletion
occurs in Joseph Green’s article “What really happened in
the last years of the MLP?/On complacency (part two)”. The
problem occurs halfway into the passage under the subhead
“The environment and socialism”, where a number of odd-
looking accented letters appear and in fact a good deal of text
and two other subheads are left out. So please replace the
entire passage under the subhead “The environment and
socialism” on page 51 with the following:

The environment and socialism

This pattern continued.
Comrade Steve from LA started a debate with Earth

First!’s Don Smith over the population bomb, the
environment, and socialism. (See the 20 Dec. 1992 issue of
the Supplement.) Fred (Seattle) however opposed Peterson’s
talk about socialism as “barren rhetoric.” (See the
Supplement of 20 May 1993, p. 14, col. 2) This was the first
time someone was condemned in the party press for
advocating socialism.

Who rang the alarm? Did Rene jump in on Steve’s side?
Did the Chicago comrades, ever-vigilant about the smallest
detail in the Workers’ Advocate, rush into the fray?

No, it was left to me (in the Supplement of 1 July 1993)
and Steve (in the Supplement of 10 August 1993) to deal
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with the issue.

The reorganization of the Seattle branch

But Fred not only opposed Steve’s talk of socialism, but
directly flouted the resolution on the party crisis of the
Fourth Congress. He spearheaded the reorganization of the
Seattle Branch along liquidationist lines. He wrote about this
in Information Bulletin #81 “On May Day issue and
reorientation of the Study Group” (June 15, 1993)

Did Rene sound the alarm that something was rotten in
this reorganization? Did the Chicago comrades take up the
cudgels on this issue?

No, it was left to me to oppose Fred’s liquidationism in
my article “On the proposal to reorganize the work in
Seattle” in IB #82, August 10, 1993.

The Chicago comrades may have said this or that among
themselves on this and other issues, such as that of socialism
and the environment. But they stood aside. Neither Rene nor
Oleg nor any other Chicago comrade stood up and pointed
out to the party what was going on. They didn’t keep up a
struggle, pointing out each and every dangerous
manifestation of liquidationism. They had toured the country
to discuss their criticisms of the Workers’ Advocate, and that
was that. They were passive or sectarian on these other
struggles against liquidationism.

And now Oleg even ignores the existence of these
struggles. According to Oleg, I didn’t speak until the party
was dissolving.

Dave’s criticism of Michael’s report
on the world situation

Comrade Dave of New York wrote a letter critical of
Michael’s report “The State of Global Economic and
Political Power in the Aftermath of the Cold War”.
Michael’s report was prepared as preparatory material for the
Fourth Congress and appeared in IB #70 (24 July 1992).
Dave’s criticism appeared in Information Bulletin #73 (15
Sept. 1992) under the title “On the ‘Report on the status of

global economic and political power’ ”. Many of its points
are quite good, and stand up well with the passage of time.

Apparently, by the time of the 4th Congress in
November, Dave had had second thoughts on his criticism.
The same pattern appeared later. His article of Nov. 9, 1993
in the pre-dissolution discussion (NY #1) rode off in a
number of different directions simultaneously but it had
many sparks of life. Still he supported the “majority”, and
even signed Michael’s Open Letter denouncing the
“minority”.

I regretted at the time of the Fourth Congress that I hadn’t
had the time to write discussing and supporting some of
Dave’s views. The Chicago comrades hadn’t written either.

[The article then continues as on page 51, with the
subhead “The Fourth Congress”.]

Page 51:   

Also omitted on page 51 was an explanatory footnote
added by CV about the discussion at the Fourth Congress on
the revision of  the General Rules of the MLP. It noted that
the GR wasn’t just a document on organizational questions
but included a statement of the party’s basic ideological and
political standpoint. The GR, as discussed and revised by the
Second Congress of Nov. 1983, was almost a decade old by
the Fourth Congress, and way out-of-date.

Also note that all the other footnotes to the article “On
Complacency—part two”, except for number 2, which gives
a page reference to CV #1 and is marked as being by CV, are
from the original version of the article circulated on March 2,
1995. 

Page 14:   

On page 14, three lines from the bottom of the first
column, the word “w222as” should be “was”. �



















































































See Correction Sheet for missing text that should be at "staeew".



















See Correction Sheet for this section and 2 missing ones.

















1 June 1995 / Communist Voice  59

Struggle
A magazine of proletarian revolutionary literature

Struggle is an anti-establishment, revolutionary literary journal oriented to the working-class struggle. We seek to reach

“disgruntled” workers, dissatisfied youth and all the oppressed and abused and inspire them to fight the rich capitalist rulers of the U.S.

and the planet.
Struggle is open to a variety of artistic and literary forms and anti-establishment political and cultural views. We look for works with

artistic power which rebel against some element of the capitalist power structure or against the system itself.

Struggle believes in the initiative of the oppressed themselves and opposes the bureaucratism that turned the Soviet workers’

government away from the socialist  path in the early 1920’s. Until November 1993, Struggle was published by the Detroit Branch of

the Marxist-Leninist Party, USA, and the party gave great creative, political and material support to the magazine. But at the party’s

Fifth Congress in November, a majority, discouraged by the lull in the mass movements, voted to disband the party without proposing

any worked-out revolutionary alternative. The Detroit Marxist-Leninist Study Group and groups in other cities produce the Communist

Voice theoretical journal, continuing in the spirit of the MLP. Struggle is associated with this trend. We will continue, but we need

greater readers’ input, donations, subscriptions and help in distribution.

(Excerpted from the Editorial Policy)

In the Spring 1995 issue, Vol. 11, No. 1:

Editorial: “What is Revolutionary Literature?”

Fiction: “Expelled”
“Voices”
“The Skin off My Knuckle”

Poetry:
“Time and a Half”
“La Chota”
“The Problem with Meditation”
“Follow Orders”
“Dog Spawn Rising (Election Day Gothic 1994)
“A New Christian Ethic” 
“You Said IQ? How Much Need You?”
“A Miscarriage of Justice”
“Son of a Birch”
“Prospect Point”
“Shopping Trip #35 at the Mall”

“Some Things Change the Rest of Your Life” 
“What Do You Do?”
“An Indignant Tomorrow”
“Los Angeles Is Always Burning”
“Anthem”
“Pledge of My Allegiance”
“Red Tide”
“Siren-Barred Bote”
“Oh, Freedom”
“G.O.P.”
“DEM.”  [authors’ names omitted]

Announcement: “New Voice for a Rebirth of Communism”

Struggle’s editor is Tim Hall, an activist and Marxist-Leninist since the 1960’s. Struggle is a non-profit magazine, produced and

distributed by the voluntary labor of a very few people. Struggle welcomes poems, songs, short stories, short plays, line drawings.

Manuscripts will be returned if accompanied by a self-addressed, stamped envelope. It pays its contributors in copies. 

Subscription rates are $2 per issue ($2.50 by mail), $10 for a subscription of four, $12 for four for institutions, $15 for four

overseas, free to prisoners. Bulk discounts and back issues (on anti-racism, against the Persian Gulf War, depicting the postal

workers’ struggle) are available. 

Checks or money orders must be made payable to Tim Hall—Special Account.
Struggle can be reached at P.O. Box 13261, Detroit, MI 48213-0261. �


