






































































Anita Bryant is 
no more of an 
angel . .. -

. .• than the homosexuals she attacks. 
They are both signs that this 
society is falling apart. 

From "Anita and the Drag Queens," article in the 
July 1977 issue of the New York-New J ersey 
Worker, affiliated with the Revolutionary Commun­
ist Party 
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groups offers signs that the necessities of 
organizational survival bring with them a 
certain cautionary influence. The Socialist 
Workers Party, for example, has seemed to 
deepen its commitment to parliamentary forms 
in the '70s, taking on some of the aspects of a 
social democratic party despite its Leninist 
forms of internal organization. The Revolu­
tionary Communist Party's consistent stand 
against busing is hard to understand as any­
thing other than an attempt to ease the party's 
acceptance in white working class areas . The 
Communist Party (M-L), formerly the October 
League, has followed its pro-China views to the 
point of taking what can only be called right­
wing positions on issues of American foreign 
policy and military spending. All of the groups, 
to the extent that they have been able to take 
part in coalitions involving any significant 
number of workers, have had to play down 
many aspects of their politics; the International 
Socialists' work in the Teamsters Union is a 
good example of this . 



It would be a grave mistake to view the 
frustrations of left-Leninism in the '70s as 
simply the product of "bad decisions" made by 
the leaders and members of the particular 
groups that have entered the field . The experi­
ence in the U.S. is basically the same as in other 
advanced capitalist countries, only on a smaller 
scale since our left is much less significant than 
elsewhere. Nowhere has a left-Leninist party, 
whether Trotskyist or Maoist or neither, 
threatened seriously to displace a Communist 
party or even to gather most of the left-Leninist 
forces in the country under its wing. What is in 
question is not the continued survival of most 
of the left-Leninist organizations in the U.S., 
nor their ability to make contributions to a 
working class resistance to capitalism. But 
when it comes to the specific organizational 
goals of these groups, the building of a large 
party that will eclipse the Communist Party 
from the left and become a revolutionary 
vanguard for the entire American working 
class, it is a different story. The experience of 
recent years suggests that the goal is a will-of­
the wisp. 
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Postscript 

This article benefitted from a lot of help, not 
all of which is easy to acknowledge. A number 
of present and recent members of the Leninist or­
ganizations described in the article were quite 
helpful in talking to me about their experiences, 
but I haven't felt at liberty to use their names. 

Among the people who made useful criticisms 
and suggestions on an earlier draft of the article 
were Jeremy Brecher, Frank Brodhead, John 
Crawford, Phyllis Ewen, Stu Gedal, Jill Goldstein, 
Allen Hunter, Jim Kaplan, Staughton Lynd, Pete 
Rachleff, and Jim Russell. Their comments came 
from different points of view, and none of them 
has any responsibility for the judgments expressed 
in the article. 

The very supportive attitudes of my co-workers 
at the New England Free Press ( cu"ently Annie 
Butler, Meg Costello, and Richard Stuart) made 
it possible for the article to be written. 

The layout, which is the same in this pamphlet 
as in the original Radical America article, was 
worked out by Nick Thorkelson, who also did 
the cartoon on page 33. 
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