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Research Note:  TRON  RECALLS 

Tron Øgrim (1947–2007) was, during the 1960s and 1970s, the International 

Secretary and political ideologue of the Norwegian AKP(m-l), Arbeidernes 

Kommunistparti (marxist-leninistene). He left the organisation in 1984. 

BEWARE these rough working notes are digests of internet postings & email 
musings, “was there, remember some of it. [This] only very rapid jottings of the 
type I would never publish – more like talking in the bus…” 

So not fair to attribute this as a source to Tron, not a quote but more or less what 
he said as it is an edited version of what Tron was understood to be saying, and he 
can’t be held responsible for any misinterpretation and the linguistic tiding up. 
Links and Italics are added working notes otherwise the rest derives from my man 
in the north. Postings were largely date from 2003/4 and gathered here as notes 
on  

Maoism and the world communist movement  

The first anti-revisionists were often older members of the Communist parties 

who were in favour of maintaining the orthodox politics of class struggle and 

against the anti-Stalin criticisms. So when the PLA & CPC expressed similar views 

in the early 1960s they supported that criticism that emerged within the ICM 

because it reflected their own political positions.  

The tendency to create ML parties predates the Sino-Soviet split which 

encourage anti-revisionists to organise and unite:  Set Persson SKA (1956), Marty 

split in French CP (1952) and PLM in the USA (1962). [EROL U.S. Anti-Revisionism 

First Wave, 1946-1958 ] 

The adoption of pro-China line from 1960 by communist dissidents within CPs 

saw the emergence of small anti-revisionist organisations. 

In the initial break, the focus was on parties in power as the Chinese positions 

were not without sympathy in the international communist movement. There 

https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/1946-1956/index.htm#postwar
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/1946-1956/index.htm#postwar
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were parties not in power – Brazil, Indonesia, Japan – that …….Of the CPs in 

power, only Albania was a firm ally. The Korean, Vietnamese and Romanian 

parties were treated as fraternal or friendly parties. Only in Poland (amongst the 

“socialist countries”) was another new ML party recognised, that led by Kazimierz 

Mijal ….. New Zealand provided the only western based party where the majority 

leadership sided with the anti-revisionist camp. In neighbouring Australia, Ted Hill 

led a sizable minority to form the CPA (ML).[ In Britain the small dissents that 

established the CDRCU openly opposed the Party leadership, while the Forum group 

operated within the Party as a clandestine opposition that was soon neutralised.] 

These were mainly cadre groupings which were small in numbers, politically 

isolated and sectarian in their focus on the existing pro-Moscow parties. The 

European experience was for these groups to multiplying in number, competing 

to form alternatives parties eventually recognised by the PLA and CPC where the 

old CPs allegiance remained with varying degrees of submission to the 

ideological lead of the CPSU.  

1963 

From 1963 onwards there was clear expression of CPC strategy and a message of 

intention to propagate breakaway ml parties like the PCdoBrazil (1962) 

(favourable commented on by Mao), the Grippa-led Belgian dissidents and the 

early Progressive Labour in the USA. : Genuine Marxist-Leninists should make 

new ML organisations all over the world. They were the real communist 

movement and, however small and should be supported against any old 

revisionist CP, even if influential (like the Italians and French), as a part of the 

genuine international (anti-revisionist) communist movement. 

Support was signalled by recognition in republishing statements from even quite 

small “ten member” organisations like Gotifred Appel insignificant Danish KAK. 

https://digitalarchive.wilsoncenter.org/document/117972
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The Chinese published these documents under the rubric of the international 

communist movement and by proxy included those radicals at the time, like Fidel 

Castro and Che Guerva. Tron observed: 

“in the same way, the CPC, continued to publish (at least where there was no 

alternative) quite insignificant and even invisible groups (like the 

MLPOsterreich [Marxistisch-Leninistische Partei Österreichs, MLPÖ founded in 

1967) or the mystic MLPNetherlands) [founded 1970],  Somewhat like the 

RIMs publication of groupings in Europe, saying 

(a) Look, we are a world movement 

(b) Our comrades with the correct line are the REAL commies, 

whatever other alleged (=FALSE) commie orgs exist.” 

In retrospect, questions has arisen about the seriousness given to the 

consideration of a “Maoist International” by the CPC and whether the idea was 

more a fantasy amongst campus Maoists and a few radicals in the ministries 

during the Cultural Revolution. 

 

During the pre- 1965-67 stage what was at stake was clearly very much greater 

than “some students”. The CPC tried to come out of the brothers war in the world 

communist movement congresses with an alternative and more important and 

revolutionary REAL communist movement than the (according to the CPC views 

at the time) pro-Soviet fake – having thrown out Marxism-Leninism and 

capitulated to the US -  pro-Moscow “communist movement”. 

The idea here was collecting the “real socialist countries of China, Korea, 

Vietnam, Albania and Cuba, in addition to the biggest Asian CPs, and a minority 

of old parties and a rapidly growing number of new parties all over the world. 
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“Student maoist revolutionaries” were invisible at that time (and certainly not 

important on the Chinese agenda). The earliest campus Maoists may have 

been around the Clarte newspaper in Sweden, France and the old party 

nucleus forming the PLM in the US, and not very many other places, but they 

certainly played no visible role for the formation of the new pro-Chinese ML 

communist movement before 1965. 

The main impetus came from the CPC and Chinese propaganda – Hsinhua 

and Peking Review, communists going to and fro from Beijing as well as 

factions and groups in the old parties (or to some extent those having left the 

old parties during the 1950s). Not from student revolutionaries. 

“The typical “foreign maoist” in the west at the time wasn’t a young student at 

all, but an old man (occasional woman) like E.F.Hill (1915-1988), Grippa (1913-

1990), V.G.Wilcox (1912–1989), Milton Rosen (1926-2011) , Nils Holmberg 

(1902-1981), Gotfried Appel (1924-1992) etc. 

 

AFTER 1965    

The whole Chinese scenario altered in the period 1965-70 

 Most of the “socialist states” distanced themselves from the CPC world 

communist movement. 

 Cuba and Vietnam openly supported the 1968 invasion of Czechoslovakia 

(Opposed by Albania, Romania and Korea?) 

 The Chinese developed bad relations with Cuba and stop describing it as a 

socialist state 

 Relations with VWP – Vietnamese Workers Party – were kept but they 

carefully concentrated on the issue of the war against the US (where 
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substantial Soviet military support had come in at this time) however on 

questions in the international communist movement the VWP in the main 

moved over to the CPSU position. 

 Relations with Koreans were tense for a time. Like VWP kept their distance 

while having party relations with both side however more equidistant on 

political and foreign policy questions. 

 Albania remained as the only strong “ideological ally” actively promoting 

the m-l style world communist movement. 

 Romania was described as a socialist state by the Chinese and party 

relations were better (while broken with every other pro-Soviet “socialist 

country” except Vietnam). The Albanians had relations too – possibly even 

formal party relations – but were privately very contemptuous of Nicolae 

Ceausescu and his party. 

 The Indonesian CP was smashed in the genocidal Indonesian coup, 

depriving the CPC of a main ally 

 The Japanese CP broke with CPC, I believe over Liu ShaoChi and the 

sharper criticism of the Soviet Union as capitalist and imperialistic. About 

1966 the Chinese started supporting pro-Mao left-wing splits (as well as 

keeping party to party relations with the Japanese Socialist Party if I 

remember correctly) 

 Over the Naxalite breakout from the CPM in India, the CPC came out 

strongly in their support. This broke off the contact with the last “big old” 

Asian communist party. 

Concluding that during 1965-1970, the CPCs dominance in the Asian area of old 

communist parties, its main strength against CPSU hegemony in the world 

communist movement before 1965, collapsed and disappeared. 

https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/indonesia/index.htm


6 | P a g e  
 

 

Constructing the real world communist movement by China was often regarded 

by people who didn’t study this in detail to be a mere continuation of the CPSU 

line. It wasn’t – it was something different as the Chinese had both serious 

criticism of the CPSU line including Stalin, and different priorities. 

The soviet practice was very much more interventionist, hands on, and used 

much greater resources. The CPSU tried to keep a much stricter discipline, 

intervened to micromanage “fraternal parties” (like the NKP, [Norges 

Kommunistiske Parti] who during the 1970s sent a delegate to a local country 

congress. CPSU protested against this prearranged plans to dissolve the NKP into 

the SV Socialist Left party and injected more finance to maintain the party. 

[n the parliamentary elections of 1973, the party participated in an electoral alliance 

with the Socialist People's Party and other left-wing groups, known as the Socialist 

Electoral League, and had its leader, Reidar Larsen, elected into parliament. In 1975, 

the Socialist Electoral League became the Socialist Left Party, which is today 

Norway's largest left-wing party to the left of the Norwegian Labour Party. The 

Communist Party took part in the process of transforming the electoral league to a 

new party, but in the end decided to remain a separate party after all. At the party 

congress in 1975 113 delegates voted to keep the party as an independent party, 

whereas 30 voted for merging it into SV. Larsen did not stand for re-election, 

and Martin Gunnar Knutsen was elected as the new party chairman.[23] After the 

congress, Larsen and others left NKP to join the Socialist Left Party. Source Wikipedia] 

“The Chinese were much more hands off and laid back. Outside of relatively 

few (but important) international questions they didn’t react to domestic 

policies of “fraternal parties” and had contact with parties with mutually 

antagonistic policies. They support some organisations financially but on 

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/1973_Norwegian_parliamentary_election
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socialist_People%27s_Party_(Norway)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socialist_Electoral_League
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socialist_Electoral_League
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Reidar_Larsen
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Socialist_Left_Party_(Norway)
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Left-wing
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Norwegian_Labour_Party
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Martin_Gunnar_Knutsen
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Communist_Party_of_Norway#cite_note-23
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most “m-l parties” in the world I believe they didn’t use a single dollar 

(exaggeration to make the point)” 

Ideologically the CPSU to the end stated it was the “leading party” in the world. 

The CPC criticised this and formally insisted that they were not the leading party 

but that all parties were equal and independent. [But for a brief period during the 

Cultural Revolution it was not the CPC but Mao Zedong Thoughts that were 

promoted in Peking Review as the indispensable leading light of the world’s 

proletariat and oppressed people] 

To what degree they sometimes intervened anyway, tried to steer the movement 

etc is another question. However this was their always repeated official mantra: 

all parties are equal and independent. 

“I have mentioned before...how the Chinese ambassador in Oslo intervened 

in the anti-EU struggle in 1971 saying that he hoped Norway should enter the 

EU and we criticised this in the party organ Klassekampen, something that 

led to a de facto freeze in party to party relations 1971 to about 1974 (when 

the Chinese invited us and even excused themselves, sorta)…. However 

neither we nor the Chinese mentioned it externally.” 

As far as I know in the CPSU the foreign parties were handled at a higher level in 

the CC and with more priority. 

In the CPC, Mao was interested in the foreign communist movement in a sort of 

Olympian way, and in some special parties (like the CPAustralia (ML) of E.F.Hill 

seemingly. However in general, the international parties were a task of a lower 

level of the apparatus under the CC, and with considerably smaller resources, 

reflecting a lower priority. [Foreign communists were the responsibility of the 
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International Liaison department, and during the Cultural Revolution “left ideology” 

seriously affected and interfered in the Party’s international work] 

 

 [Tron visited China in 1970 and 1979, and met Chinese embassy officials throughout 

the decade. It is said that Mao himself tried to forge an association of world 

communists, which can be said to be another international, but different in form.] 

“As I sat in meetings with the representatives of the Chinese Central 

Committee and discussed with them, I know very well what they thought in 

the time of Mao.” 

They were in favour of a WORLD COMMUNIST MOVEMENT, but based on 

INDEPENDENT PARTIES IN EACH COUNTRY, where NO PARTY WAS LEADING 

and ALL PARTIES HAD THE SAME RIGHT AND DUTY TO FULLY 

INDEPENDENTLY DECIDE ON THEIR OWN LINE. 

The CPC at that time was in favour of CONTACTS, DISCUSSIONS and reciprocal 

PROLETARIAN INTERNATIONALIST SUPPORT between CPs, but against any 

CENTRE, “internationalist discipline” or similar. 

The CPC when I discussed with them were anti-COMINTERN in principle. They 

thought the Comintern was in the main a wrong idea, and stated that they DID 

NOT want a new Comintern (this was stated in a number of times by Mao and at 

least once by Chou Enlai – discussions that are available on the internet now). I 

believe they said that they were in general sceptical/ against multi-lateral 

meetings of communist parties. [Albanian criticism was that it was because it was 

easier for the CPC to influence bi-lateral relations!] However the Norwegians 

ignored their views and organised the Nordic International Communist 
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Conference [THE FIRST JOINT MEETING OF NORDIC MARXIST-LENINISTS 

January, 1975] 

 

The deeper reason for this stance in Beijing was as they saw it, that the correct 

line for victory of revolutions in the present epoch can only be created through 

revolutionary practice in the country where those revolutionaries are, and cannot 

be imported, exported or led from a foreign centre. 

To try to do so (which is the essence of the Comintern model) will not help, but 

hinder revolution. This they regarded as the historical lesson of the Chinese and 

other successful revolutions. (At the time when the Chinese defended the Cuban 

revolution as a successful revolution – up to about 1966 -  they used to point out 

that NO COMMUNIST PARTY under the leadership of the Comintern or Moscow 

had succeeded in making revolution in Latin America, and it was because Fidel 

and Co were not dependent on Moscow that they managed to make revolution.) 

The Chinese even took this position so far as to NOT take sides between the 

several m-l type communist parties which competed in the same country, based 

on the viewpoint that foreigners weren’t competent to do that – this would have 

to be decided by the political and class struggle inside each country. 

(Today [writing in 2005], of course the CPC has no principles at all in contacts with 

other parties, but is guided mainly by Chinese state interests.) 

To say one is in favour of a communist MOVEMENT is to be in favour of a SORT 

OF COMINTERN is therefore a total misunderstanding. 

The first is to be in favour of the spreading of ideas and voluntarily solidarity 

based on proletarian internationalism. The second is to be in favour of a 

disciplined organisation with a centre and state sections. 

https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/norway/first-nordic.pdf
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/norway/first-nordic.pdf
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Obviously there was a difference approach to this by the Albanian authorities. 

Two obvious differences: 

1. The Albanians had contacts with only one party in every country. Mainly these 

were parties that were the main CPC contact as well. But occasionally they were 

not. Privately the PLA thought the CPC practice was wrong even during the times 

of their good relations. 

2. The PLA invited foreign delegations to their Congresses. The CPC didn’t. In 

1971 I remember when Enver collected the foreign comrades to tell them that the 

CPC wasn’t coming to the PLA 6th Congress (for the first time…) the Albanians 

were surprised, and it seems somewhat shocked. [In retrospect, at the 6th 

Congress Hoxha indirectly criticized recent Chinese foreign policy moves by declaring 

that, "As long as American imperialism and the Soviet revisionist imperialism are two 

imperialist superpowers and come out with a common counter-revolutionary 

strategy, it is impossible for the struggle of the peoples against them not to merge into 

a single current. You cannot rely on the one imperialism to oppose the other.” There 

was a whole catalogue of foreign policy initiatives that would be questionable to 

purists; recognition of Allende’s Chile and of course, the normalisation of state 

relations between Albania and Greece happened during the time of the fascist junta] 

The Albanians were much more opinionated about local politics, union politics etc 

and discussed this much more than the Chinese. In general in Norway we liked 

this as we saw their ideas as much more concrete and in the main good (on union 

for instance, whereas the Chinese had contacts with some (for us totally crazy) 

anti-union parties.)  

“During the early 1970s I met the PCP(ML) chair [party name of Eduíno Vilar] 

at the PLA Congress in Tirana 1971, where he was a secret guest [and a 
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Sudanese Maoist too] – not on the podium, and the PLA didn’t publish that 

he was there, as they found him “doubtful” and they broke with him soon 

after. I discussed with him and found his views totally unacceptable. He 

claimed that his pro-NATO line was in accordance with the CPC views. 

THEN the CPC contacts with this party continued for a number of years 

AFTER this.” 

“So I find the division between when Mao was alive and after Mao’s death 

ON THIS QUESTION [3 worlds theory] artificial. This wasn’t how we 

experienced at the time…I might add that we were at all times very much 

against NATO, programmatically and in our work.” 

 

Advice from the Albanians we didn’t like we opposed with no problem as far as I 

remember (i.e. don’t allow priests into the party). 

On these question, the Albanians and Hoxha MAY have been in silent 

disagreement with them already then, as the “Hoxhaite” international communist 

movement that were mainly pro-China and “Maoist” parties that did away with 

their pro-mao stands after 1977 (Bill Bland, Hari Kumar and comrades are here a 

definite historic anomaly) rapidly developed what seems to be a much more new 

Comintern perspective. 

Neither are the RIMists in historic perspectives “Maoists” when it comes to this 

question. (I’m not discussing whether they’re right or wrong on wanting a new 

communist international, only stating that if they had said this to the CPC or Mao 

before 1976, the Chinese would have said that they disagreed with them. 

“The CPC wasn’t in favour of an “international” but of a de facto, but 

formally unorganised and uncentralised NEW COMMUNIST 
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MOVEMENT….In fact, the Chinese didn’t like all the splits in Italy, France, 

the US. Wherever, they thought the Maoists oughta unite and create 

something with clout. That we (Norwegians) weren’t split they dug too.” 

 

Some features of Western European Maoism  

What makes it difficult to generalise about Maoism in Europe is that the 

European environment had diversity in population, languages, and socio-

economic factors , diversified and varied political labour history with strong 

socialist, communist and revolutionary traditions. Interest in Maoism in Eastern 

Europe was present at most times with the best known the underground Polish 

party of Kazimierz Mijal [1910 - 2010]. Even in the West, there were many large 

social democratic and communist membership parties, antifascist guerrilla in 

more than ten countries  and in 1960 this experience was only 15 years back, (in 

Greece, even less). 

“Many of the first generation ML leaders were former antifascist partisans. 

Twice I met men who had been small boys when the Nazis shot either all 

men or every second man in their villages.” 

The maoist movement in absolute numbers were much bigger than say in the 

USA. A rough estimate that even in small Norway population barely 4 million, the 

people who have been through the ML movement before 1980 to be around 

20,000. 

[Tron suggests a thematic approach, on the basis of periods and regions] 
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1960s   

Typical anti-revisionist were former CP cadre, often led by somebody who were 

at least regional known. Very small, quite sectarian, few young people, often 

about following China because CPC defended Stalin against Khrushchev AND 

against the peaceful road. 

Most important party before the mid-1960s was the Belgian party led by Jacques 

Grippa (1913-1990). He was an important WW” resistance CP leader, chair of 

Brussels CP and had the majority of Brussels CP with him. 

Grippa went on to support Liu Shao Chi at the beginning of the Cultural 

Revolution, the party split and became very small. 

Denmark ~ “Kommunistisk Arbejdskreds”, (KAK) was one of the first new western 

Maoist movements recognised by the Chinese, formed in 1963, [Communist 

Workers Circle) around Gotifred Appel (1924-1992) former boss of the DKP 

publishing house? Socially insignificant group of old DKP’s members. Broke with 

China in 1968 when Appel declared that May 1968 (the Chinese described as a 

heroic working class and peoples’ revolutionary mass movement) was a 

reactionary movement to fight for higher wages by workers in the west as the 

western working class was “bought off” as a whole. His theory was called 

“Appelianism” [the KAK developed its “theory of the parasite state”].  

“I discussed “the bought off” theory and specifically Appel with CPC 

representatives during the 1060s and 1970s. They agreed with us, it was 

totally contrary to what we regarded as Marxism Leninism and Mao Zedong 

Thought.” 

Benito Scocozza, organiser and leader of the largest Danish ML group the KAP, 

was briefly a member of KAK. Former members (labelled the Blekingegade 

https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/denmark/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/denmark/index.htm
Blekingegade%20Gang
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Gang) formed a secret group that robbed banks and gave the money to the 

Popular Front for the Liberation of Palestine (PFLP). 

Sweden ~ Set Persson formed the Swedish group SKA [In 1956 the Communist 

Labour League of Sweden (Sveriges Kommunistiska Arbetarförbund). 

Published Revolt. At most it had around 100 members.]  It criticised Khrushchev and 

praised Mao. The group had no significance and had one delegate/guest at the 

foundation of the KFML in June 1967 – the (old communists) VPK’s youth league, 

Democratic Union DU broke with its mother party to form a new organisation. 

During the 1970s the MLK (Marxist-Leninist Struggle League) called their bookstore 

in Stockholm “Bokandein Set Persson”. Other bookstores were set up in 

Gotenburg, Trollhättan, Sundsvall and Kiruna.  

First socially significant group was set up by SKP (old) members and youth by the 

veteran communist writer and journalist Nils Holmberg (former sailor and 

unionist, Comintern worker and vice mayor of Gotenberg) around the magazine 

Marxist Forum in 1965. In 1967 he started the later SKP (Maoist) organisation 

Gnistan (the Spark). Together with the communist party-orientated student 

league Clarte, that went into Maoist hands supported by SKF ideologist, 

academic Bo Gusgavsson (later KFMLs first chair, later social democratic 

ideologist) and supported by a rapidly growing number of young people based in 

Western Europe’s most successful Vietnam Solidarity movement DFFG, this 

group transformed itself into the main Swedish Maoist party of the 1970s KFML – 

from 1973 SKP. Famous writer Jan Myrdal was a guest at the KFML’s founding 

meeting in 1967. 

The still existing KFMLr started as a split from the KFML, its main leader Frank 

Bunde was briefly a KFML leader. The only important split amongst the 

Scandinavians was the KFMLr breakout, and later the VPK youth League split 

Blekingegade%20Gang
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Communist_Labour_League_of_Sweden
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Communist_Labour_League_of_Sweden
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Marxist-Leninist_Struggle_League
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gothenburg
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Trollh%C3%A4ttan
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Sundsvall
https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Kiruna
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(now the V party, the Left Party) who went from being called Demokratisk 

Ungdosm to MLK Marxist-leninist Kampforbunmdet [Marxist-Leninist Struggle 

League. In 1981 MLK unified itself with Röd Ungdom, the youth organization of SKP. 

Tron suggests that on the word of the Norwegians, ”the CPC kept the KFMLr at 

arms-length distance unlike other groups of similar size, where they would have 

some kind of contact.]  

The Swedes were the big brother until the split in 1970/71 … We sort of modeled 

on the Swedes, the Danes sort of modeled on the Norwegians and Swedes, so did 

the Faroese and Icelandics [Sketch of Icelandic Maoism]. 

In Norway, the Maoist movement was atypical as it did not start from the NKP but 

from the SF (left social democratic pacifistically inclined party) that split from 

DNA in 1961 (with many former NKP members) and from the its start beating the 

NKP in elections and youth recruitment. Maoists existed in the youth leagues SUF 

from 1963, took over the main Oslo branch in 1965 and the national SUF in 1967. 

The majority of the Norwegian Maoists were under 20s.Having taken over the 

only really left youth movement, this meant we had locals more or less in every 

small village of more than 5,000 people in all 19 counties over a distance of 3,000 

km. (The trotskyists never really got in as a political alternative - at their height 

there were maybe a couple of hundred in the 3-5 biggest cities but practically 

nothing outside of that). 

We made big demonstrations, school strikes and led very many factory strikes 

from 1970 onwards. Very much mass work. Practical. Always mass supported 

action. 

GOOD propaganda, could be read by actual people (nothing about learning from 

our great leader and similar zany stuff that drives the non-crazy away. Produced a 

daily newspaper Klassenkampen that still exists (now as an independent Leftist 

https://en.wikipedia.org/w/index.php?title=R%C3%B6d_Ungdom&action=edit&redlink=1
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paper) highly respected in journalistic and political circles and is sold all over the 

country. Good bookshops, music, theatre groups and so on. [Publishing House 

that Tron oversaw at times] 

The electoral Red Front RV has been taking part in national elections for every 

two years since 1973 and has been represented in the national TV debates among 

the main parliamentary parties. Since 1975 it has had lists in all 19 counties every 

four years and since 1981 every two years. Represented in national parliament 

(1993-97), municipal assemblies, at school mock elections and provincial 

parliaments. RV has a very high name recognition in Norway. A majority of the 

politically interested would be able not only to recognise the name but even what 

the party stands for. 

“The Chinese saw we had clout. They had contact with these really crazies, 

like the Bainsites who printed articles copying the style of Xinhua down to 

ending items in their papers – with the telex signal – end item. But I mean 

the Chinese LIKED real PARTIES, meaning something in those countries. So 

we Norwegians were favourite sons in Albania too up to 1977. And the 

Vietnamese collaborated very tightly with us, even if their political pals were 

the social democrats and revisionists. We organised meetings for then in 50 

places with real people. The huge Social Democrats made no mass 

meetings.” 

The Norwegian and the Swedish movements were more atypical of the 1970s 

than the 60s, being from the start dominated by youth types that in many other 

countries at that time went to the “New Left”. 

The KAK and the SKA organisations were more typical of the usual pre-1965 

organisation in Europe. Politically many of these groups were dominated with 

debates about refighting old battles after their defeat in the old parties. 
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Maoism in Europe during the 1960s was small fry when compared to the 1970s. 

1970s  

The general thinking was that Maoist groups appeared in all western countries 

generally dominated by youth and students. Other university educated, 

sometimes and in some countries with workers and unionist participation and 

local strength. 

Their origins were not restricted to the old Communist parties any more – splits 

towards maoism became rarer and rarer in the 1970s being much more typical of 

ten years earlier. 

On the other hand, Maoist organisations came out of national movements 

(Basques in Spain - Organización de Marxistas-Leninistas de España, in Belgium the 

PTB Parti du Travail/Partij van de Arbeit origin lies in a Flemish nationalist (anti-

Belgian French) youth organisations with radical catholic roots and with no 

connections with the old Communist Party of Belgium that was mainly French-

speaking Brussels and Wallon. Christian radical youth movements played a role in 

southern European countries (Spanish ORT Organización Revolucionaria de los 

Trabajadores) and Germany too. 

In Norway, the SUF(ML) (Socialist Youth League (marxist-leninists) name change 

from SUF after split with Socialist People’s Party (SF) in 1969) won over cadres 

and even locals and large bits of district organisation of the social democratic 

youth. 

Spontaneous groups and Maoist groups emerged from various mass movements 

and rebellions were also common (i.e. in Britain, Revolutionary Marxist-Leninist 

League (RMLL)). 
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All in all, the origins of the nucleus became less important as many groups rapidly 

recruited new people with no organisational background and often no communist 

or left family background. A number of these organisations were very extreme 

(ultra-left) and / or utopian. The rate of winning and losing members was high. 

Most of these exploded and collapsed after 1976-78. 

 

France was a different exception; there wasn’t another country where well-known 

intellectuals played the same role as Althusser (and his students) and his role in 

the pre-1968 UJCML and post-68 GP, supported by others, Sartre, and the basis 

for the now mainstream daily Liberation. France was a one off. “I don’t see any 

country where FAMOUS intellectuals played such a role in the MLs as France. 

[Despite the second wave recruitment of university-educated, European Maoism 

doesn’t pose a greater intellectual cast than Maoism elsewhere in the western world 

too often displaying an anti-intellectual tenor and theoretical poverty in practice.] 

 

Oversight by region:  

The Maoist movements gained their largest relative and absolute numerical 

strength in the fascist countries of western Europe’s  south just at the end of, and 

briefly after the fall of fascism : Spain, Portugal, Greece (and with reservations 

Turkey, and Kurdistan is another question). 

In the Latin South and Greece, the importance of breaks from the old communist 

parties were much greater than in “Germanic” northern Europe. 

In Italy some Maoist groups had factory penetration, to a lesser degree in France. 
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A peculiar example is Finland, where neither Trotskyism nor Maoism really made 

it. The strong tradition from the 1918 civil war made it possible (quite unlikely any 

other place in the west) for the militant youth breznevites to take the lead in the 

youth movement, in opposition to the rightest liberal (anti-invasion of 

Czechoslovakia) CP leadership. This political milieu was so alien to both maoist 

and Trotskyist movements, both ideologically dependent on strong criticisms of 

the CPSU, that they had no chance in a time, in a country where the basis of 

youth radicalism and rebellion was stronger support for the CPSU. 

On the British Isle (including Ireland) the Maoists were at all times very weak. In 

England there were well established Trotskyist groups when the youth upturn 

began during the 1960s.  [ DW~The real advantage over the Maoists there was a 

rather consistent, albeit eclectic, approach to the Labour movement, both unions and 

Labour Party, that the Trotskyists maintained since WW2. They had a ‘big base’ with 

hundreds of supporters going into the 1950s, with two groups, one inside the LP and 

other outside. I think it was from this base that gave them an advantage over the 

newcomers to the scene in Britain Also, the failure, it seems, of a serious anti-

revisionist group to arise after the 20th Party Congress.]   

“In England, the one western European country where there was a strong 

trot presence during the early 60s, the Maoists never really made it. 

On the other side, in Sweden, Norway and Germany, where the maoist 

movement developed early and became relatively strong (at least in relation 

to the total far left in those countries) the trots couldn’t develop very much 

at all until the Maoists more or less collapsed (and in Norway, not very much 

at all.) In the same way, the greatest growth of the French Trotskyists was 

achieved after the collapse of French maoism after the 1970s.” 
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In Ireland people who might in other countries been drawn to Maoism would be 

strongly attracted to the IRA and other parts of the patriotic republican left. 

In Germany the Maoist K-groups had at one time a great number of members but 

were almost entirely university based. 

“Basically, the MLPD, the KFMLr and the PTB are all organisations that have 

had problems breaking out of their local strongholds: the MLPD in the Ruhr, 

the KPMLr are irrelevant outside of the district around Gothenburg and the 

PTB outside some spots on the coast and in Limburg.” 

Scandinavia was something else (observed the man from the north).Typical of the 

Nordic movements were that they were relatively Unitarian (Sweden being the 

biggest exception). Especially the Norwegian and Swedish parties had for a time 

great influence among leftist writers, intellectuals, musicians etc. The Norwegian 

movement, being without visible competition, was the relatively and socially 

strongest Maoist party in Western Europe apart from the fascist countries. 

My thesis is that there was a worldwide collapse of student and youth activity at 

the time. As a secondary impulse, I agree that the death of Mao and the 

China/Albania split helped set off the collapse for some maoist parties. In Europe 

– and I believe North America – most student radical movements collapsed 

during this period in the second half of the 1970s. We in Norway lost very much of 

our university support but so did at the same time the SV who were on the “other 

side” and the rightwing student movement. 

Tron Ogrim 

“of course, the Chinese archives might tell a totally different story about those 

arrogant tall blondes!”  January 2004 
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The Theoretical Weaknesses in Western Maoism  

from The Collapse of Western Maoism and the Crisis in the 

AKP (ML) by Tron Ogrim 

The original Norwegian language edition can be download 

here  http://pdf-arkivet.no/ogrim/maoismen/index.html 

To date, a single extract has been found of an English translation- Section 
5, The Theoretical weaknesses in Western Maoism, from ‘The Collapse of 
Western Maoism and the Crisis in the AKP (ML) May 1982. Oslo: 
Oktober. Translation by the Canadian Marxist-Leninist Caucus. Published 
in ‘Marxist-Leninist Bulletin No.2, July 1983. 

“…interesting book, 234 pages written in six days, so it has a stream of 
consciousness feel to it” 

Den Vestige Maoismens sammenbrudd og krisa i AKP (ML) 

Short list of contents 

 Foreword: What is this really? About what? For whom? 
o PS. Reply to criticism of the book 

 Introduction: AKP (ml) - spring 1982 

 Part I: A theory of the weaknesses of Western Maoism 
o Chapter 1: Theory of parties 

 1.1. What are lots? 
 1.2. Party - and "real party" 
 1.3. Party Organization - "Real Party" 

o Chapter 2: The theory applied to the Comintern parties 
 2.1. The "Euro-Soviet" inner life of the Comintern 
 2.2. The real influence of the Comintern parties 
 2.3. The international limitation of Comintern theories 

o Chapter 3: The International Maoist Movement (ca.) 1960–1980 
 3.1. International Maoism is created 
 3.2. "Inner" history (ca.) 1960–1976 
 3.3. "Inner" crisis after (ca.) 1976 
 3.4. What is Maoist Theory? 
 3.5. The real influence of Maoism (outside China and the West) 

o Chapter 4: Maoism in the West and the Youth and Student Movement 
 4.1. The breakthrough of Maoism in the West 
 4.2. Analysis of the youth and student movement 
 4.3. Relationships between the social foundations of Maoism and political 

weaknesses 
 4.4. The collapse 

o Chapter 5: A Critique of the Theoretical Weaknesses of Western Maoism 
 5.1. mass appeal 
 5.2. "Intellectual Nuts" 
 5.3. The theory that was missing 

o Chapter 6: Conclusion: the strengths and weaknesses of the Maoist world movement 
 6.1. Strengths and weaknesses of Maoism as an international theory 
 6.2. Chinese Maoism as "common denominator" for various movements 
 6.3. Maoism in the West was not "western" enough 

 Part II: A theory of AKP (ml) in Norwegian society 
o Chapter 7: The origins and crisis of the AKP (ml) 

 7.1. AKP (ml) occurs 

https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/norway/tron-weakness.pdf
http://pdf-arkivet.no/ogrim/maoismen/index.html
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 7.2. AKP (ml) s crisis 
o Chapter 8: Class Cooperation State 

 8.1. Economics, technology and class collaboration 
 8.2. The various concrete forms of the partner state 

o Chapter 9: "The Nordic solution" 
 9.1. Social democracy as the "architect of class cooperation" 
 9.2. Labour aristocracy 
 9.3. The "big coalition" in politics 

o Chapter 10: Theories of the "welfare state" future 
 10.1. The "welfare state" is being rigged down? 
 10.2. "Nomenclature" takes over? 

o Chapter 11: The party system in Norway 
 11.1. Parties and "real parties" 
 11.2. DNA 
 11.3. OR 
 11.4. From NKP to "NKP" 

o Chapter 12: AKP (ml) in the Norwegian party system 
 12.1. AKP (ml) 's new location 
 12.2. Strengths and weaknesses of the "new placement" 

  
o Chapter 13: The future of AKP (ml)? 

 13.1. Breakdown? 
 13.2. Growth? 
 13.3. Confusion! 
 13.4. The main error of AKP (ml) ... 
 13.5. ... and two happy solutions 
 13.6. We must fight for a new theoretical breakthrough! 

 

Links to original documentation and commentary 

 Anti-Revisionism in Belgium 

 Anti-Revisionism in Denmark 

 Anti-Revisionism in Greece 

 Anti-Revisionism in Ireland 

 Anti-Revisionism in Italy 

 Anti-Revisionism in Norway 

 Anti-Revisionism in Poland 

 Anti-Revisionism in Portugal 

 Anti-Revisionism in Spain 

 Anti-Revisionism in the United Kingdom 

 

https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/belgium-1st/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/denmark/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/greece/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/ireland/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/italy/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/norway/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/poland/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/portugal/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/spain/index.htm
https://www.marxists.org/history/erol/uk.postww2/index.htm
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