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= WetMn -a-few. years, thousands have deft the 211
C\ommumst Party ; together with: other: tens: of -mn

- thousands, if not hundreds of thousands

- pathizers and friends, they seem to have melted

. Away.-as.a political force Ieavmg the. cP 1tse,lf
" pothing but: a sectarian shell dominated by the
Stalinist-minded ‘Fosterites -and allies.’ ‘What,

fmeanwhlle, ‘has happened to - the e;{-Commu-.

nists?.And what is their state of mind? It is
;mposmble to make any generahzatlon with: as-

surance but a clue to their evolution can be. dls-,

-covered in-the-Mareh issue of*The Progre.é-swe
a-special issue on “The. Russians and Ou' 21y,
-which 1ncludes eontrlbutxons by How:rd Fast
and John Gates. '

‘Fast’s comments are.a reprint of his TV mtervxew:- '
qulth Martin Agronsky shortly after his break with the -

CP and" consequently add nothmg essentlalty new ' to

- .what he -has already written in hi§ “book and “in, his.

articlés. In & personalized acesunt of how he broke. thh
the party, Fast expresses a deep . revulsxon at. the dlc-
tatorship .in Russia. and underlines his own’ dethcatlon
to democracy ‘and socialism. Beyond-that, 1mportant as
it is, he does not enter into the discussion of, the future

- of socialism 'in the United States and perspectlves for
ex-Communists. Doubtless, there are many who share
his view but who have neither the inelination nor the
possibility of expressing it in public. ’I’hey, we ¢an_as-
sume, have no idea of what to do in any organlzed
" fashion but are determined to stand for deniocracy.

A PLACE FOR EX-CPERS

. :John Gates, in.his article. “The Failure of Commu-'

b4

nism in America,” recounts his own past in the party
and at the same time looks toward the future of secial-
ism in the United States, without presuming to outline
any elaborate perspective for himself or for others. He
is concerned with one question in defail, and here he
pursues the same objective as he did in his series in the
New York Post: He is anxious to find, or to claim, a

place for the ex-Communist within the hberal radlcal ‘

democratxc and socialist movements and tendencres of
our time. It is a perfectly understandable; and ]egltl
mate, objective. Apart from the political line of the cPp
" and of its role as an organization, the tens of thousands
who joined it were attracted because they sought’ de-

‘mocracy and socialism however dlstorted thelr image

became and ‘however devious the path’ seemed to ‘them

i was .a paradox and a tragedy that fhey sould be.
led to support and sustain a ferrible anti-socialist dic-_

intpnlup -But_at last, they were driven out of the CP

becuuse they realized, in the end, that it llcd beirdyed\
#he véry ideals they sought within it. It.is nof neqessquly’

lrue of all; some have doubﬂess abandoned all |decls’ o

"and shatfering evenis to convince ﬂ\em thcf ‘#he road to
socialism was not through the CP or fhrougll ioidlliarmn'
dictatorship.

But so it happened. And now, those who have broken

. ove all;" somalism mgst be_propgg}y g
radxcal movements;'Ther._“ 3Te,,

Amerman scene these afe the radlcals thh 8 mass
fo‘llowmg '

“WHAT DO WE DO NOW?

:Perhaps - Gates is rlght that a new. radlcal movement_'

ment wﬂl have to ﬁnd 1ts proper place w1th1n in.. So al-
1sm must not be separated from any mass. radlcal move-

-th posltxon of every soc1a11st tendency and. the. rela-r
tions  among them. And, in this, where do the ex- Com-
mumsts stand and where do they belong" ’

, ates was one of the, fop Ieaders of. the, QP his- res;g-
nation was a bng blow I'o it and a polmcal act of the

: gredfesf ugmﬁcance. coming as it did gfter a dispute that

necessurlly raised issues of the most: basic consequence to
‘sogialism, : Durmg ﬂ:e ﬁghi inside the ;2?. he and his fol-

“lowers . spoke ;up. with -s0me passion, ‘In the. fPfog{esswe -

article he reviews the struggle in the CP, and” some of
ihe issves and . ideas around which it revolved. -

He rélates that the successes in Russia had “blinded

us ‘to its:erfors and crimes.” And:at a meeting of the
party national committee, ‘“Thi§ Soviet intervention in
" Hungary,-I found myself saying, is a crime, a crime it
will :take us years to overcome, I cried out; ‘For the
Airst time in -all my years in.the Party, I feel ashamed
of the name Communist.”” He is ready to be “critical

‘of the:failure: of these [Commumst] countries to achieve
‘political democracy” and he sees now that “Political
Democracy does not come automatically with the t¥ans-
fer of production from private to public ownership—a
fact 'which T:and many others were late in appreciating.
Power can be abused; tyrannies can arise in planned

societies; and eternal vigilance is the price of liberty

for soc1ahsm too.” (Like others who -have left the CP
he ‘has not yet faced up to this questron how, where

there is tyranny can you speak of “public™” ownershxp"

Is socialism impossible without democracy?)

He assesses his stand inside the CP and its 1956 pro-
gram as follows: “The changes were so fundamentaI
that if carrred out the Commiunist Party would no Tong-
ér be a Communist Party in the traditional sense but

- something altogether different.” It is fair then to say

v

thh the CP because they want to work for démocracy,

peace "and’ socmhsm must seek an outlet for their ideals-
without ‘the: undxgmﬁed recantatlons and . humlhatln'

éonfessmns that they- remember so ‘well from ‘Stalinism.

Se- far, we. “have no. reason to lock for a quarrel vnth
Gates

Gates writes prmc1pally of- the CP but he comments

Wlth the socxahst movements. They all requlre a' good ‘

-look - at ‘themselves, their theories’ and: programs “and
need to make big changes to help ’ormg' :abgiit a mass_.l\

Amerxca‘n socialist movenient.” And, as.one “tentatlve .

© idea” he suggests, “America needs-a ‘mass. radical move-‘

ment -1. mse-the .term “‘radical’- advxsedly——ﬁrst because'

Cowe need ‘to. pet closer to the root of matters; secondly,

because radicalism- is -a .more . embracmg concept than |-

soclahsm ‘Few Americans as-yet believé in-soctalism,

but -.many are mterested in fundamental re:forms ’that ‘+

Surely, everyone has made mlstakes On that we- re-
“safe:ground. The nature of thesg- tmstakes atid-

the degr e t0* which. ‘they contnbuted to-the failures of

~

ese_questlons wﬂl be: debated and dxscussed-' q--

_that Gates is truly an ex-Communist; he stands for

“solnethmg altogether different.” But the guestion then -

;arises for him and those who thmk hke‘hlm how do you
--distinguish yourself from the various soctahst O‘roups
and tendencies that already exist?

mrusn CRITICISM o

dégmatlc adherence to the Communist Party, 1 do not
" profess to have the answers. I feel the need to thmg, to
study, fo listen to others, to discuss and debate I am
in no haste to join or form something new.” But Gates

does offer an implied cr1t1c1sm of various- sociglist:
groups; “and it is here that we get an mklmg of hls own

- views: . LA

7\ revrl'allxed socuallsf movement rnusf not enly clqﬂfy
. ifs relcﬂons with the brouder ‘movements of the’ workérs :
. 'I'he vil

- and- o'l'llers 1t must also reexcumne its relctlons wi
Communlsf—led counirles 1f Amerlcun c;ommunlsis hdve
been bllnded by qdmlrahon. oiher socialists huve bee&
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gnoups have been’ “blir ded” by'hate
host*hty.", .while G i

doubted‘ly shared by many- ‘
‘that Socxahsts are “ant}-Sovr‘ '

bulldmg the soclahst moyement and for that ;to examme -

. America. ‘But at’ 'I'Ile'scme 'hme. it -is our:ol deﬁ

- what “Gates and his’ supporters said then*

. so:mhst moverqeni.

g where—-capxtahst or. Commumst and because.as

|- erats. There has been evaluation and Teevaluati
: werhave done our share of exammmg the pastm

1. ;m a ’short while under the 1mpact of sttumurg- ren

- And it is not necessary, of ‘course, that: theiriviews: g

. come completely con51sl:ent Iet alone that they omcrd R
f

m 2 renewed democratrc soerahst movemen Byt

\"‘ c \Eﬂehﬁun ] :

It is painifal to read 1t—and ter):xbly dxsa.ppomtmg
.—but there it .is,- Presumably, the virious  soc
nd: “obsessed’

A the- Lrberal ‘Party;- the. ARL- 41

-'IO Everythmg; is- relatwe and in the .context, of the ! exceptc perhaps arnong candx d a‘tes for a"m entaf Astit u_ |

_tion::Does it apply*to” £hosé “who might dall fer: :
" on.Russia? . Who suggests that? There remain only thoSé .
“whowotld: adiust their own' policy in- every:réspect to
- U8, foreign pohcy, seeing in;the. mﬂltary wight. of
-Amemca the  only”bulwark :against -Russia.  Fhere jaré =3
-some who hold: such views lmt only 4 small and. dwuu'

dling circle. E
_‘Gc!es‘reulues_ ‘H\ui "iyronn:es cqn u_rise in: pkmn ‘

orousl¥ e

Hhe .

conqentrate in the main on the ﬁght for’ democeuy gn‘t
-sacialism bere and devote themselves to the problé

speak .out agdinst |n|ushce evevywhere, in the e
States and.in Algiers:as well as in Russia. The quesho

Cis- does g yigorous ‘and- public ‘opposition to mﬁdhfrshl}»

alist "anh-Sovréf B "blmded’by}lfdfe
7 Fd

m‘lhssm make & soci
‘obsessed by hostility"?
When he was still in the Communist Party, Gates

found it pos51ble 1o crltlcrze Russmn pollcy as eri 1l

without ‘helping to ‘sustain the cold‘war, even in ‘thefade:: ,(

of :Fosterite charges thdt his friends were helpmg the -
wit¢hhunt, And, presumably, he is able to do the“sa ne’
outside the pa¥ty. Are we entltled to say pub 1 v

party‘? Or, do we somehow become “antr-Sowét’
Consider it from another angle. At one time in rec
hxstory, Soclahsts denounced the Moscow ‘I‘nals as
rionstrous: frameups they protested agamst the exéct- -
tion of the Bundlsts, Elirlieh and Altér; they cried out
agamst ‘Stalinist “terror; they tried to arouse world ;
opinion aga}nst the extermmatlon ‘of whole nationalities.
There were few Commumsts who believed at the ;
that these charges were anythmg more than hes

It is understandable then, that they must have as-

‘sumed that Soc1ahsts were nothing but fanatlcal, even,\ o

perverted “anti- Sovret” elements, obsessed by hostili
But thase times are gone. Now, we kriow that even thé.
w;ldest charges of Stalin’s enemies fell far short 0! ‘the. :
awful truth: it is that knowledge which has destroyé?i

. the American Communist Party and drivén ‘the vast

'maJorlty of its membership toward democracy. It was
nothing more than the same knowledge acquired .earlief,
not bling hatred, that turned most Socialists into vocaI; v
opponents of the Russian ruling regime. v

au FOR DEMQGRACY. NOW.

‘We are all for democmcy now ‘and that isa good ihmq. .

o But will it come in Communist countries as a dispensa»
- Gates- does not pretend to reply, “After 27 years of -
“‘come fhrough an internal evolution of the regimes theme

'hon from the rulers above fo the masses belcw. will it

selves toward dreedom, a litfle more with gach passing:
year?’ Gafes is not quite ready to say; in any case; b
essdys no clenr statement .in- the Prqgress've But. we
think it fmr to say that such are. his leaning

. shares a- view cccepied by many others in ﬂle worlﬁ

" Or, will democracy come through the struggle of,the—v
people - -against their regimes? Such is our own view.
This has nothing to do with being “anti- Sovret

nothmg to’ do with stimulating the cold war or ‘pr yok--‘ v

ing. antagomsms among the nations. Only a madman

would waht a new war. But this is what we believe be- .

cause we have no conﬁdence in the rulmg classes an

ists we look toward the workers, the stude;}ts, th

'fey g
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