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MARXISM-LENINISM vs. CLASS COLLABORATION

To reconstitute a genuine vanguard
comnunist party, Marxist-Leninists
must unite on the basis of the correct
ideological and political line. Forg-
ing unity on the basis of political
line is the immediate task at hand.

Our political line must mark out
the steps to proletarian revolution in
the United States. The foundation for
laying out this course, the basis for
drawing clear lines of demarcation be-

tween the true revolutionary path and
the path of counter-revolution and

reaction, is Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Tsetung Thought as our theoretical
guide to action. 2

We .seek 'to build a party that is
"bold enough-to lead the proletarians
in the struggle for power, experienced
enough to find its bearings amidst the
complex conditions of a revolutionary
situation, and flexible enough to
steer clear of all submerged rocks in
the path of its goal”, (Stalin, FOUN-
DATIONS OF LENINISM. FLP, 1970, pp.
102-103). Without the most advanced
theory as a reliable guide to action,
there can be no revolutionary party,
nor a revolutionary movement. In
order to oppose opportunism, the ideo-
logy of the bourgeoisie within the
revolutionary movement, and overthrow
the bourgeoisie itself, communists
must be armed with the most advanced
theory.

Theoretical clarity, which comes
out of a scientific study of the ob-
jective processes in their develop-
ment and decline, is the only basis
upon which the aim of the movement can
be defined, the general route and
direction of the movement laid out,
and the ways of concentrating forces
on the side of the revolution in their
correct fighting positions determined.

" In order to concentrate a superion
force to defeat our enemies- both im-
perialism and opportunism- we must
concentrate a substantial fighting
force on the theoretical front. Unity

amongst Marxist-Leninists requires that

we mobilize our forces and wage a pro-
tracted, national campaign to defeat
opportunism on the theoretical front.
In this context, as Chairman Mao has
pointed out, "historical experience
merits attention”. '
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Theoretical Journal of the

To wage a vigorous struggle on the
theoretical front we must examine the
underlying historical connection be-
tween imperialism and opportunism,
between the present day chieftains of
opportunism and their historical pre-
decessors. '"Present day struggles are
a continuation and development of
those in the past. ALl anti-Marxist
trends of thought that appear in so-
ciety today have their historical or-
igins. To discern them, it is nec-
essary to link present day struggles
with those in the past and trace the
'stream'’ to its 'fountain head', so
as to study how they go back to their

'predecessors' and how they inh&rit
those viewpoints that have already
been overcome and put on a new farce
of counter revolutionary restoration
by invoking the dead souls of -
history!" (PEKING REVIEW, 2/28/75,
p. 18). i

History has proven, and life today
confirms, that new demons and monsters
will inevitably appear to block the
road to revolution. These current
day dead souls must be opposed. At
the same time, Marxist-Leninists rea-
lize that those who fail to struggle
against opportunism, themselves eas-
ily degenerate into opportunists.
There is no middle ground.

Our road is clear. We must smash
opportunism on all fronts, lest we
ourselves, as the revolution takes an
unexpected turn, wind up on the side
of imperialism, rather than revolu-
tion.

. As a contribution to laying a gran-
ite theoretical foundation, to build-
ing unity on the basis of political
line- so that Marxist-Leninists may
reconstitute a vanguard communist
party in order to lead the proletar-
iat in its conquest of state power

and the establishment of the dicta-
torship of the proletariat, the MLOC
is publishing COMMUNIST LINE.

The theory of proletarian revolu-
tion in the United States must be
based upon an honest, scientific
summation of historical practice, and
our revolutionary practice, on honest,
scientific theory. This is the dia-

lectical, historical materialist ap-
proach to revolution, the unity of

theory and practice. "Marzism-Lenin-
ism is a science and science means
honest, solid knowledge; there is no
room for playing tricks. Let us then,
be honest."

Today it is time to grasp firmly
the best efforts that the most ad-
vanced proletarians and revolutionary
fighters have historically put for-
ward to defeat opportunism within our
midst. COMMUNIST LINE is, therefore,
publishing materials which will as-
sist comrades in grasping the under-
kying historical connection between
present day opportunism and its his-
torical predecessors. This is impor-
tant in order to 1) develop the cor-
rect strategy and tactics for defeat-
ing the bourgeois forces within our
ranks, and 2? rally genuine Marxist-
Leninists into a unified fighting
force for the battle ahead.

Historical experience merits atten-
tion, and it is an integral.aspect of
correct practice. It is the ground

" upon which the correct viewpoint and

method are built. From this histor-
ical analysis we must derive a clear
understanding of the relationship of
forces in the revolution, and deter-
mine who are our friends and who are
our enemies.

For this purpose, in order to
launch a protracted campaign to build
up a superior theoretical force and
defeat opportunism on the theoretical
front, we must study the history of
this struggle in the past which for
so long has been suppressed by the
opportunists.

COMMUNIST LINE will be published
on the basis of the concrete needs
of our struggle. The first two is-
sues, which appear together for study ,
include:

Issue No. 1 of COMMUNIST LINE:

(A) a brief preliminary analysis of
the historical experience and lessons
of the international communist movement
and the communist movement in the
United States;

(B) ‘a preliminary chronology of the
workers' and communist movement from
the early 1800's to the present, as
reference in guiding the study and in-
vestigation of the historical experi-
encg of the proletariat; (Cont. p. 31)

IR

Marxist-Leninist Organizing Committee



| g

|

Page 2

i“The Communist

The following selections are fr

om various articles and documents of the Communist

Political Assoclation, formed in 1944 with the dissolution of the Communist Party of

the U.S.A.

We are reprinting these selections so that comrades can eval
visionist political line put forward by the first modern revisionists.

uate the re-
The dissolu-

tion of the C.P.U.S.A. was accomplished 1n under twelve minutes., Earl Browder, gen-

eral secretary of the C.P., stepped to t
Communist Party of America be and hereby is dissolved,
discussion and the C.P. conventloned adjourned.
practice had finally bore their polsonous fruit.

{Thie {ssue of The Communist {8
{n {ts major part devoted to the pro-
ceedings of the plenary meeting of
the Natlonal Commlttee, Commu-
nist Party U.S.A, held in New York
on January 7, 8 and 9, 1944. Included
are the National Committee State-
ment {s~ued to the press; the sum-
mation speech of the General Secre-
tary, Earl Browder; exrcerpts from
the speeches of Comrades Dennis,
Minor, Williamson, Hudeon, and
Green; and the unanimously
adopted decisions of the National
Committee, The report glven by
Comrade Browder, in behalf of the
Political Committee, was published
in full tn the Worker of January
16, 1944, and i now also available
in pamphlet form, under the title
Teheran and America, published by
Workers Library Publishers, New

York. This report reviews, in the
tight of the Moscow-Cairo-Teheran
Agreements, the role and obligation
of our nation and its working class,
{n the win~ing of the war and in
the establishment of an orderly and
peaceful post-war world, Close
study, full understanding and wide
popularization of the report, and the
National Committee Plenum discus-
‘slon and decisions, based thereom,
are essential for the strengthening
of national unity, for a win-the-war
victory in the 1944 elections, and in
meeting the many complex war-
time and post-war problems of the
U.S.A. The March tssue will con-
tatn further speeches by Communist
leaders at the National Committee
meeting, including the addresses of
Comrades Jaines W. Ford and Rose
Wortis.—The Editers.] -

STATEMENT TO THE PRESS BY THE
NATIONAL COMMITTEE OF THE
COMMUNIST PARTY *

N UNPRECEDENTED situation
in the world and within our

country has been created by the
tavorable course of the military ac-
{ion and by the international agree-
ments of the United Natlons coall-
tlon which assure victory in the
war and the outlook for a long pe-
rlod of world peace and orderly
post-war teconstructlon.

1t is beyond question that the
post=war reconstruction, like pro-
duction for the war at present, will
be carried out under the mystem
of free enterprise.

The Communist Party commits it-
gelf in full good falth to wotk with
the overwhelming majority of our
natlon for the most successful real-
{zatlon of our enormous nativnal
task of war and post-war construe-
{ion on this basis. -

It 1a equally evident that the po-
iitieal issues of this time will be
decided within the form of the two-
patty system traditional in our
country, In this framework can be
fought out and won the necessary
struggle of the American people to
safeguard our country's victory and
the preservation of Its institutions
through such measures as the res<
toration of universal suffrage: to the
Southern people, the elimination of
anti<Negro and all other undemo-
eratic restrictions in the primary
electlons, and & total removal of all
antl-labor laws and racial diserimi«
nation.

The Communist Party's contribue
tlon in the election will be to ald
the struggle for the unity of the

people in support of the natlon’s
war policles, without partisan or
class advantages.

The win-the-war policies of the

nation are under challenge in this
election. A rejection by the people
of all defeatist attacks on the Presi-
dent's and the nation’s war polley
is an inseparable part of the suc-
cessful and speedy victorious con-
clusion of the war. The natipnal
election of 1944 is as much a test of
the people's support of the wer B
was the election of 1864.
“The war is not yet won. The
really decisive Aghting lles ahead.
The Communist Party places ahead
of all other considerations the econ-
solidation of our national unity to
guarantee the speedlest victorious
conclusion of the war in Europe and
Asia, uninterrupted and full war
production, and the consolidation of
the peace and collaboration between
nations which the agreemenis have
made possible,

The National Committee calls &
National Convention of the Commu=
nist Party to meet in May, the day
and place to be fixed by the Politl=
eal Committee by February 1. Be-
fore this Convention the National
Committee will place a number of
proposals, among which will be that
the Communist organization cease
to carry the word 'Party” In its
nume, and, instead, adopt a name
mote exactly representing its role as
a part of a larger unily In the na=
tion, not seeking any partisan ad-
vancement—a name, for example,
ike "“American Communist Politl-
enl Association.”

he podium stating, "I hereby move that the
" the motion carried without

Ten years of opportunist theory and

PREAMBLE TO THE CONSTITUTION OF THE
COMMUNIST POLITICAL ASSOCIATION

(Adopted by the National Convention, May 21, 1944)

HE Communlst Polltical Asso-
clation is a non-party organiza-
tion of Americans which, basing

itself upon the worklng class, car-.

ries forward the traditions of Wash-
ington, Jefferson, Paine, Jackson
and Lincoln, under the changed
conditions of modern industrial so-
clety.

It seeks effeclive application of
democratic principles to the solu-
tion of the problems of today, as an
advanced sector of the democratic
majority of the Amerlcan people.

It upholds the Declaration of In-
dependence, the Unlted States Con-
stitution and its Bill of Rights, and
the achievements of American de-
mocracy, agajnst all the enemies of
popular lbertles. :

It is shaped by the needs of the
nation at war, being formed in the
midst of the greatest struggle of all
history; it recognlzes that victory
for the free peoples over fasclem
will open up new and more favor-
able conditions for progress; It
looks to the family of free nations,
led by the great coalitlon of dema=-
cratic capitalist and socialist states,

to Inaugurate an era of world peace,
expanding production and economic
well-being, and the liberation and
equality of all peoples regardless
of race, creed or color.

It adhe;g to the principles of sci-
entific socialism, Marxism, the
heritage of the best thought of hu-
manity and of a hundred years 2x-
perience of the labor movement,
principles which have proved to be
indispensable to the national exist-
ence and Independence of every na-
tion; it looks forward to a future
in which, by democratic choice of
the American people, our own
country will solve the problems
arlsing out of the contradiction be-
tween the social cheracter of pro-
ductlon eand its private ownership.
incorporating the lessons of the
most fruitful achievements of all
mankind in a form and manner
connistent with American tradition
and character.

For the advancement of these
alms, the Communist Political As-
goclation eatablighes the basic laws
of ita organization in the following
Constitution.

» THAT AMERICANS MAY THINK
TOGETHER, ACT TOGETHER

(Concluding Remurks al the Closing Session of the National Convention
of the Communist Political Association, May 22, 1944)

BY FARL BROWDER

ELLOW Delegates, Ladies and
Gentlemen: )

We have had a fruitful Conven-
tion. We have met in one of the
most critlcal moments In the his-
tory of our country and of the
world. We have faced unprece-
dented problems. We have avolded
every temptation to fall into the

pattern of copylng the answers .

from the past; we have worked out
pew policles to meet an entirely
new and unprecedented moment in
our history. =
The only people we are really
concerned with and profoundly
anxious to psatisfy, are those we
want to convince that, though our
{deas may differ somewhat from
theirs, we have the same Interests.
They are the people we want to
convince that they and we have to
fight shoulder to shoulder together
for these interests. We want to con-
vince themn that the very fact that
we think In certain respects differ.
ently from them may make our co-
operation with them even more

valuable than if we were simple
yes-men cooperating. 'The people
that we really want to convince are
the great mass of the Amerlcan
people, the alert and intelligent
workers, as well as the farmers, of
America, the business and profes-
sional people who are honestly try-
ing to think through the problems
of today and who are earnestly at-
tached to the welfare of thelir coun:
try as thelr first conaideration. Yes,
we want even o convince that large
number and great body of pro-
fessors and doctors of philosophy
who are badly represented. by Dr.
Counts and Dr. Childs, We want to
convince the capltalists of America
that we are serlous and earnest in
our proposals for a national unity
broad enough to include capital and
labor. We want to convince every
honest man and woman who under-
stands the great orisis through
which our country and the world
{8 now  lving, the greatest crisis
of all history,
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COMMUNISTS AND NATIONAL
UNITY

An Interview of PM with Earl Browder

This contains the ‘text of an interview
given by Earl Browder to Harold Lavine, assistant to the
managing editor of the New York newspaper PM,

March 15, 1944. :

Earl Browder

UESTION: We bave been following your speeches and
Robert Minor’s'“Questions and Answers” and various
editorials in the Daily Worker the past month or two and we
have several questions that arose in our minds. We wanted to
find the answers. )

The first question we wondered about was: What do you
feel mow distinguishes Communists from other elements in
our society which in your own mind are progressive, pro-war,
pro-world cooperation and the general progressive New Deal
elements? Or, another way of stating that: Why does the
Commaunist Party still feel it necessary to have a separate
organization within other New Deal groups? '

ANSWER: It is quite true that, as far as the current issues of
the day are concerned, we have more points of similarity than
of difference with other progressive groups, and it is our
policy to stress the points of agreement rather than the points
of difference. We think, however, that the very existence of
our organization helps to bolster up the -other progressive
groups. We feel we have a distinct contribution to make in
the fields of political orientation, theory and organization
which would be lost if we were to dissolve ourselves. We do
not, of course, exist as a separate organization within other
progressive groups. ‘ -

We find that progressive elements in America are very
badly organized, although America generally has a reputa-
tion of being first-class in the field of organization. On the
other hand, we pride ourselves as having some mastery of the
art of organization and we think we have in this field a dis-
tinct contribution to make to the general progressive camp,
a contribution which would immediately be lost if we were

to dissolve. We would not be strengthening the progressive

movement by that act but would be weakening it.

what does a Communist do?

(From "THE COMMUNIST POLITICAL
ASSOCIATION," a CPA handbook
by David Goldway, 1945.)

William Z. Foster

That seems to us sufficient reason, rather than to disperse
our organization, to attempt to make it even stronger while
making all necessary organizational adjustments to enable us
to contribute to the maximum to the common tasks.

QUESTION: Another thing we wondered about is this: Yox
state You are cooperating with other elements in our society
Y0 achieve relative prosperity after the war under the present
free enterprise system. On the other hand, you resist liberal
criticism of monopolies and cartels, and in fact denounce
liberdls for attempting to prevent the growth of monopolies
and cartels. To us that seems something like a contradiction
because, by their very definition, monopolies and cartels are
combinations in restraint of trade; they are organized for the
specific purpose of regulating production, keeping up prices,
regulating technological development; in short, organized
almost to produce scarcity. To us it does seem that while on
the one band you talk about prosperity under free enterprise,
on the other hand, you are fighting or deriding the liberals
who are attempting to achieve just that. :

ANSWER: [ think that in the liberal circles there is a cerrain
misconception of this whole problem, a.dangerous misconcep-
tion, because, unless it is clarified, the progressive program
will be weakened. The liberals look at monopolies and cartels
and see only their negative and parasitic mianifestations; but
that is only one side of the picture. Monopolies and cartels
ate inevitable forms.of capitalist economy in its higher stage
of development. It is impossible for an economy like Amer-
ica’s to go back to the pre-monopoly stage. If you are going
to try to make the present system work, you can only do it
on the basis of its main features; the only alternative would
be a new social system.

On the job, preferably a war  Tdkes part in union meei-  Goes to CP.A Club meeting,
job, works for allout pro-  ings, working for labor unity  usually twice a month—
duction for Victory.

and against discrimination, takes part in its activities.

Goes to the movies. Liked Reads The Daily Worker, Writes to his Congressman  Buys War Bonds and gives ~When shopping, checks Dinner al home. Romps with
Dragon Seed, Tomorrow the  The Worker, and occasional frequently, for or against to {Var Relief Funds. Gives golnu and ceiling prices.  the kids. Listen to _news
World, Fighting Lady. CPA pamphlets. bills on vital issues, blood to the Red Cross, too. upports price control. hroudcasts on the radio,

e
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(Slightly Edited)

Many readers of Cahiers du Com-
nunisme have asked us for clarification
n the dissolution of the Communist
Party of the U.S.A. and the creation of
the Communist Political Association.

We have received some information
on this very important political event,
and thus we can in full freedom give
our opinion on the political considera-
tions which were advanced to. justify
the dissolution of the Communist Party.

The reasons for dissolution of the
Communist Party in the U.S.A. and for
the “new course” in the activity of
American Communists are set forth in
official documents of the Party and in
a certain number of speeches of its
former secretary, Earl Browder.

In his speech devoted to the results
of the Teheran Conference and the poli-
tical situation \in the United States,
delivered December 12, 1943, in Bridge-
port and published in the Communist
magazine in January, 1944, Earl Brow-
der for the first time discussed the neces-
sity of changing the course of the
CPUSA.

The Teheran Conference scrved as
Browder’s point of departure from
which to develop his conceptions fa-

vorable to a change of course of the -

American CP. However, while justly
stressing the importance of the Teheran
Conference for victory in the war
against fascist Germany, Earl Browder

drew from the Confcerence dectsions er-.
roneous conclusions in no wise flowing :
from a Marxist analysis of the situation.

Earl Browder made himself the pro-
tagonist of a false concepr of the ways
of social evolution in gencrai, and in
the first place, the sacial evolution of the
United States.

Earl Browder declared, in effect, _that‘

at Teheran capitalism and socialism had
begun to find the mecans of peaceful
co-existence and collaboration in the
framework of one and the same world;
he added that the Teheran accords re-
garding common policy similarly pre-
supposed common efforts with a view
to reducing- to a minimum or com-
pletely suppressing methods of strug-
gle and opposition of force to force in
the solution of internal problems of
cach country.

That (the Techeran Declaration)
is the only hope of a continuance of
civilization in our time. That is why
I can accept and support and believe
in the Declaration at Tcheran and
make it the starting point for all my
thinking about the problems of our
country and the world. (Address at
Bridgeport, Conn., Dec. 12, 1943.)

Starting from the deccisions of the
Teheran Conference, Earl Browder
drew political conclusions regarding

the problems of the world, and above
all the internal situation in the United
States. Some of these conclusions claim
that the principal problems of internal
politics of the United States must in
the future be solved exclusively by
means of reforms, for the “expectation
of unlimited inner conflict threatens
also the perspective of international
unity held forth at Teheran.” (Teheran

and America, pp. 16-17.)

. The Techeran agreements mean to
Earl Browder that the greatest pant
of Europe, west of the Soviet Union,
will probably be reconstituted on 2
bourgeois-democratic basis and not on
a fascistcapitalist or Soviet basis.

But it will be a capitalist basis
which is conditioned by the principle
of complete democratic self-determi-
nation for each nation, allowing full
expression within each nation of all
progressive and constructive forces
and setting up no obstacles to the
development of democracy and social

progress in accordance with the .

varying desites of the pcoples. It,
means a perspective for Europe mini-
mizing, and to a great extent elimi-
nating altogether, the threat of civil
war after the international war.
(Bridgeport speech, The Communist,
January, 1944, p. 7.) :

ON THE DISSOLUTION OF THE
COMMUNIST PARTY OF THE USA.

By JACQUES DUCLOS

Reprinted from the April, 1945, issue of CAHIERs DU COMMUNISME,
theoretical organ of the Communist Party of France.

And Earl Browder adds:

Whatever may be the situation in
other lands, in the United. States
this means a perspective in the im-
mediate postwar period of expanded
production and employment and the
strengthening of democracy within
the framework of the present system
—and not a perspective of the transi-
tion to socialism.

We can set our goa] as the realiza-

tion of the Teheran policy, or we'

can set oursclves the task of pushing
the United States immediately into
socialism. Clearly, however, we can-
not choose both. ER
The first policy, with all fts dif-
ficulties, is definitely within the realm
of possible achievement. The second
would be dubious, indeed, especially
when we femember that even the
most progressive section of the ‘labor
movement is committed to capital-
ism, is not even as vaguely socialistic
as the British Labor Party.
Thercfore, the policy for Marxists
in ‘the United States is to face with
all its consequences the perspective
of a capitalist postwar reconstruction
in the United States, to evaluate all
plans on that basis, and to collaborate
actively with the most democratic
and progressive majority in the coun-
in a national unity sufficiently
broad and cflective to realize the
policies of Teheran. (Tekheran
and America, p. 20.)

To put the Teheran policy into prac-
tice, Earl Browder considers that it is
necessary to reconstruct the entire po-
litical and social life of the United
States.

Every class, every group, every in-
dividual, every political party in
America will have to readjust itself
to this great issue embodied in the
policy given to us by Roosevelt, Stalin
and Churchill. The country is only
beginning to face it so far. Everyone
must begin to draw the conclusion
from it and adjust himself to the
nevs world that is created by it Oid

_ formulas and old prejudices are go-

ing to be of no use whatever tc us
as guidles to find.our wiy in this
new world, We are going to have

to draw together all men and all
groups with the intelligence enough
to sec the overwhelming importance
of this issue, to understand that upon
its correct solution depends the fate
of our country and the fate of civili-
zation throughout the world.

We shall have to be prépared to
break with anyone that refuses to
support and fight for the realization
of the Teheran Agreement and the

~ Anglo- Soviet - American  Coalition.
We must be prepared to give the
hand of <ooperation and fellowship
to. everyone who fights for the real-
iza-tion of this coaliton, If-J. P.
Morgan supports, this coalition and
gocs down the line for it, I as a
Communist am prepared to clasp his
hand on that and join with him to
realize it. Class divisions or political
groupings have no significance now
except as they reflect one side or the
other of this issue. (Bridgeport
speech, Januvary, 1944, The Com-
munist, p. 8.) :

Browder’s remark regarding Morgan
provoked quite violent objections from
members of the American C. P. Ex-
plaining this idea to the plenary session
of the central committee, Browder said:

. .. I was not making a verbal
abolition of class differences, but that
I was rejecting the political slogan of
class against class” as our guide to
political alignments in ‘the next
period. I spoke of Mr. Morgan sym-
bolically as the representative of a
class, and not as an individual—in
which capacity I know him not at
all. (Teheran and America, p. 24.)

"As Browder indicates, creation of
a vast national unity in the U. S, pré-
supposes that the Communists would

be a part of this..Thus, the Communist
organization must conclude a long-
term alliance with far more important
forces. From these considerations, Brow-
der drew the conclusion that the Com-
munist organization in the U. S. should
change its name, reject the word
“party” and take ancther name more
exactly reflecting its role, 2 name more
in conformity, according to him, with
the political traditions of America.

Earl Browder proposed to name . the
new organization “Communist Political
Association,” which, in the traditional
American two-party system, will not
intervene as a “party,” that is, it will
not. propose candidates in the elections,
will neither enter the Democratic or
Republican Party, but will work to as-
semble 2 broad progressive and’ demo-
cratic movement within all parties.

In his rcport 1o the plenary session
of the central committee of the CP.,
U.S.A., Browder spoke in detail of the
economic problems of U. S. postwar
national economy, and their solution
on the basis of collaboration and unity
of different classes. Browder indi-
cated that American business men, in-
dustrialists, financiers and even reaction-
ary - organizations do not admit the
possibility of a new economic crisis in
the U. S. after the war. On the con-
trary, all think that U. S. national
cconomy after the war can preserve
and maintain the same level of produc-
tion as during the war.

However, the problem is in the diffi-
culties of transition from wartime eco-
nomic activity to peacetime production,
and in the absorptien by home and for-
eign markets of $50 billions in- supple-
mentary merchandise which the Amer-
ican government is now buying for
war needs. In this regard, Eacl Brow-
der claims that the Teheran Conference
decisions make possible the overcom-
ing of Anglo-American rivalry in the
struggle for forcign outlets, and that
the government of the United States,
in agreement with its .great ‘Allics,
and with the participation of govern-
ments of interested states, can create

. a series of giant economic associa- .

tions for development of backward
regions and war-devastated regions in
Europe, Africa, Asia and Latin Amer-
ica.
As to extension of the home market,
to permit absorption of a part of the
$90,000,000,000 worth of merchandise,
Browder suggests doubling the purchas-
ing power of the average consumer,
potably by wage increases.

Marxists will not help the reaction-
arics, by opposing the slogan of “Free
Enterprise” with any form of counter-
slogan. If anyone wishes to describe
the existing system of capitalism in

the United States as “free enterprise,”

that is all right with us, and we frank-
ly declare that we are ready to co-
operate in making this capitalism
work cfectively in the postwar period
with the least possible burdens upon
the people. (1bid., p. 21.)

Further, Browder claims that national

unity could no more be obtained by fol-

lowing a policy based on slogans aimed
at the monopolies and big capital.

Today, to speak seriously of drastic
curbs on monopoly capital, leading
woward the breaking of its power,
and imposed upon mopopoly capi-
tal aganst its will, is merely another
form of proposing the immediate
transition. to socialism. (I4id., p. 23.)

In his closing speech to the plen-
ary session of the C.P. Central Com-

© mitwee in January, 1944, Browder tried

to base himself on “theoretical” argu-
‘ments to justify the change of course
of the American CP. Also he ex-

pressed his concept of Marxism and
its application under present conditions.

Browder thinks that by pronounc-:

ing the dissolution of the C. P. and
creating the CP.A., the American Com-
munists are following a correct path,
resolving problems which have no par-
allel in history and demonstrating how
Marxist theory should be applied in

practice.

Marxism never was a series of dog-
mas and formulas; it never was a
catalogue of prohibitions listing the

* things we must not do irrespective
of new developments and new situa-
tions; it docs not tell us that things
cannot be done; it tells us how 20 do
the things that have to be done, the
things that history has posed as
necessary and indispensable tasks.
Marxism is a theory of deeds, not of
dont’s. Marxism is therefore a posi-
tive, dynamic, creative force, and it
is such a great social power precisely
because, as a scientihic outlook and
method, it takes living realities as
its starting point. It has always re-
garded the scientific knowledge of
the past as a basis for meeting the
new and unprecedented problems of -
the present and the future. And the
largest problems today are new in a
very basic sense.

We have more than ever the task
to refresh ourselves in the great tra-
dition of Marxism, completely free-
ing ourselves from the last remnants
of the dogmatic and schematic ap-
proach. ...

True, according to all of the text-
books of the past, we are departing
.from orthodoxy, because none of 6ur
textbooks foresaw or predicted a long
period of peaceful relations in the
world before the gencral advent of
socialism. (1bid., pp. 43-45-)

The new political course outlined by
Browder found but few adversaries
among the leading militants of the
C.P.US.A. At the enlarged session of
the political bureau of the Party, those
wha spoke up violently against Brow-
der were William Foster, president of
the C.P.US.A,, and Darcy, member of
the central committee and secretary of
the Eastern Pennsylvania- distriet. -

Foster expounded his differences with
Browder in two documents—in a letter
to the national ¢ommittee of the
CP.USA. and in his intreductory
specch to the extraordinary session of
the National Committee, Feb. 8, 1944.

In these two documents, Foster criti-
cizes Browder’s theoretical theses re- -
garding the change in the character of
monopoly capital in the US.A, the
perspectives of postwar economic de-
velopment as well as Browder’s position
on the question of the Presidential clec-

‘ tions.

In his Feb. 8 speech Foster also at-
tacks those who, on the basis of Brow-
der’s theses; suggested that strikes be
renounced in the postwar period.

Buz in neither one of these docu-
ments did Foster openly take a stand
against the dissolution of the Com-
munist Party.

In his report Comrade Browder,
in attempting to apply the Teheran
decisions to the United States, drew
a perspective of a smoothly working
national unity, including the decisive
sections of American finance capital,
not only during the war but also in
the postwar; a unity which (with
him quoting approvingly from Vic-

tory and After), would lead to “a
rapid healing of the terrible wounds
of the war” and would extend on
indefinitely, in an all<lass peaceful
_collaboration, for a “long term of
years.” In this picture, American im-
perialism virtually disappears, there
remains hardly a trace of the class
struggle, and Socialism plays practi-
cally no role whatever. (Foster Letter
to Members of N. C.) -

Foster violently criticized Browder
because the _latter, while outlining a
new course in the activity of the Ameri-
can C.P., had lost sight of several of
the most fundamental principles of
Marxism-Leninism. '

It seems to me that Comrade
Browder’s rather rosy outlook for
capitalism is based upon two errors.
The first of these is an underestima-
ticn of the deepening of the crisis of
world canitalism caosed by the war

(Cont. p. 5)



When questioned directly in Political
Bureau discussion, Comrade Brow=
der agreed that capitalism has been
seriously weakened by the war, but
his report would tend to give the
opposite implication. The impression
is lcft that capitalism has somechow
been rejuvenated and is now enter-
ing into a new period of expansion
and growth. (I5id.)

According to Foster, world capitalism
can surely count on a certain postwar
boom, but it would be wrong to think
that capitalism, even American capital-
ism, could maintain itsclf at the pro-
duction level attained in wartime, and
resolve, in a measure more or less satis-
factory to the working class, the com-
plex problems arising after the war.

Without diminishing the impartance
of the Tcheran conference, Foster con-
sidered, nevertheless, that it would. be
an extremely dangercus illusion to
think that Teheran had in any way
changed the class nature of capitalism,

~that the Teheran, conference had liqui-

dated the class struggle, as it appears
from Browder’s speech. The fact that
capitalism has learned to live in peace
and in alliance with socialism is far
from meaning that American monopoly
capitalism has become progressive and
that it can henceforth be unreservedly
included in national unity in the strug-

gle for the realization of the Teheran,

conference decisions. =

The class nature of imperialistic
capitalism, Foster asserted, is reac-
tionary. That is why national unity
with it is impossible. The furious
attack of these circles against the
democratic Roosevelt government—
does this not supply a convincihg
proof? Can one doubt, after that,
that the moncpolist sections in the
U. S: are enemies and not friends
of the Teheran decistons as Earl
Browder thinks?

The danger in this whole point of
view is that, in our eagerness to
secure support for Teheran, we may
walk into tie trap of trying to ‘co-
operate with the encmies of Teheran,
or even of falling under their influ-
ence. Trailing after the big bour-
geoisie is the historic error of social-
democracy, and we must be vigilantly
on guard against it. (I4id.)

Foster also criticized Browder for
his attitude toward the National Asso-
ciation of Manufacturers, which is; in
his opinion, one of the most reactionary
organizations of monopoly capital in
the U. S. However, Browder thought
he had to approve a_certain number of
the économic measures of this associa-
tion. He accepts its central slogan, that

of “free private enterprise,” which is
in reality basically reactionary and con-
trary to the Roosevelt policy. What is
more, Browder, counting on seeing
workers’ wages increased 100 per cent
after the war, invites U. S. monopolists
to share his good intentions and says
to them: “[You] must find the solution
in order to keep their plants in opera-
tion.”

Citing these words of Browder’s,
Foster declared:

In my opinion, it would be a
catastrophe for the labor movement
if it accepted such 2 plan or such an
idea, even if only provisionally. Start-
ing from a notoriously erroneous
conception, that U, S. monopoly capi-
talism can play a progressive role
Comrade Browder looks askance at
all suggestions tending to subdue the
monopolies, whereas the C.P. can
accept only one policy, that of tend-
ing to master these big capitalists
now and after the war. In calling
for the collaboration of classes, Brow-
der sows wrong illusions of tailism
in the minds of trade union mem-
bers. Whereas the job of the trade
unions is to elaborate their policy and
dictate it to the big employers.

As to the problems of postwar or-
ganizations, Foster repudiated all illu-
sions regarding the selfstyled progres-
sive role of monopoly capital. America,
Foster declared, will emerge from the
war as a powerful state in the world,
the industrial magnates will be rather
inclined to dictatorial acts than to com-
promises, and it is hardly likely, he
added. that we can expect a progressive
program from them.

So far as the bulk of finance capi-

tal is concerned, starting -out with 2
prewar record of appeasement, it bas,

all through the war, followed a course

of rank profiteering and often out-

right sabotage of both the domestic
and forcign phases of the nation’s
war program, especially the former.

While these elements obviously do

not want the United States to lose

the war, they are certainly very poor
defenders of the policy of uncondi-
tional surrender. In the main, their
idea of a satisfactory outcome of the
war would be some sort of a nego-
tiated peace with German reactionary

forces, and generally to achieve a

sitnation that would put a wet

blanket on all democratic govern-
ments in Europe. (1bid.)

Foster thinks that Browder is right
when he says that the question of
socialism is not the issue of the present
war and that to pose this question
would only result in restricting the
framework of national unity. But con-
sidering the fact that the successes of
the USS.R. will increase the interest
of the masses in socialism, the Com-
munists must explain to the workers
the importance of the socialist develop-
ment of our epoch and the way in
which it concerns the U. S., for other-
wise the Social Democrats could repre-
sent themselves as a part of socialism.

The enforcement of the Teheran
decisions, both in their national and
international aspects, demands the
broadest possible national unity, and
in this national unity there must be
workers, farmers, professionals, small
businessmen and all of the capitalist
elements who will loyally support
the program. (I4id.)

Foster’s letter to the National Com-
mittee and his speech at the extra-
ordinary session of the National Com-
mittee on Feb. 8, 1944, against Brow-
der’s line, provoked violent criticism
from those in attendance. Most speak-

" ers rejected Foster's arguments and

supported the “new course” of the
C.P.US.A. outlined Ly Browder.

Speaking during the mecting against
Browder, Darcy said that in his opinion
Foster’s speech was not aimed at di-
minishing Browder’s authority. Like
Forster, Darcy violently criticized the
interpretation given by Browder of the
Teheran decisions and asserted that the
political agreement of the big three
powers who constitute the Teheran
conference should not be considered
as an agreement on the principal post-
war economic problems.

Afterwards Darcy was expelled from
the Party by the Congress on the
proposal of a commission named
the Central Committee and headed by
Foster, because, as the decision says,
by sending to Party members a letter
containing slanderous declarations on
Party leaders, he attempted to create
a fraction within the Party, and be-
cause he submitted the letter in ques
tion to the bourgeois press.

After the extraordinary session of
the National Committes, a discussion
on Browder’s report to the plenary
assembly of the Central Committee was

" opened in the basic organizations of

the Party, in regional congresses and
the Party press.

According to information published
in the Daily Worker, after the discus-
sion the organizations and regional
congresses of the Party unanimously
accepted Browder's proposals. As to
Foster, he declared at the extraordinary
session of the National Committee that
he did not intend to make known his
differences with Browder outside the
Party Central Committee,

The Congress of the CP.US.A.
(held May 20, 1944) heard Browder’s
report in which he expressed his opin-
ions regarding the political situation
in the U. S. and he proposed adoptiog
of a new course in the policy of Com-
munists of the U. S.

Proposing a resolution on the dis
solution of the C.P.US.A. Browder
declared:

On Jan. 11 the National Commit-
tec of the Communist Party in the
interest of national unity and to en-
able the Communists to function
most cffectively in the changed po-
litical conditions and to make still
greater contributions -toward win-
ning the war and securing a durable

peace, recommended that the Ameri-

can Communists should renounce the

aim of partisan advantage and the
rty form of organization. . . .
With th~r nurnose T oronoce in

the name ot tne ivational Commuitiee

and in consultation with the most
important dclegations in this Con-
vention, the adoption of the follow-
ing motion:

I hereby move that the Communist
Party of America be and hereby is
dissolved. . . . (Proceedings, p. 11.)

After having accepted the resolution
on dissolution of the C.P., the Congress
of the C.P.US.A. proclaimed itsclf the
Constituent Congress of the Commu-
nist Political Association of the United
States and adopted a programmatic
introduction to the Association’s stat-
utes. In this introduction it is said:

The Communist Political Associa-
tion is a non-party organization of
Americans which, basing itself upon
the working class, carries forward the
traditions of Washington, Jefferson,

Paine, Jackson and Lincoln, under
the changed conditions of modern
industrial society.

It secks effective application of
democratic principles to the solution
of the problems of today, as an ad-
vanced sector of the democratic ma-
jority of the American

It upholds the Declaration of Inde-
pendence, the United States Consti-
tution and its Bill of Rights, and the
achievements of American democracy
against all the enemies of popular
liberties. -t

It is shaped by the nceds of the
nation at war, being formed in the
midst of the greatest struggle of all
history; it recognizes that victory
for the free peoples over fascism will
open up new and more favorable
conditions for ; it looks to
the family of free nations, led by the
great coalition of democratic capital-
ist and socialist states, to inaugurate
an era of world peace, ﬂndiﬂg
production and economic -being,
and the liberation and equality of all
peoples regardless of race, creed or
color.

It adheres to the principles of sci-
entific socialism, Marxism, the herit-
age of the best thought of humanity
and of a hundred years’ experience
of the labor movement, principles
which have proved to be indispens-
able to the national existence and
independence of every nation: it
looks forward to a future in which,
by democratic choice of the American
people, our own country will solve
the problems arising out of the con-
tradiction between the social char-
acter of production and its private
ownership, incorporating the lessons
of the most fruitful achievements of
all mankind in a form and ‘manner

consistent with American traditions
and character. . . . (Prcamble, Pro-

ceedings, pp. 47-48.)

The Constituent Congress of the
CP.A. adopted a main political reso-
lution, “National Unity for Victory,
Security and a Durable Peace.” -

The resolution points out the ex-
ceptional importance of the Teheran
conference decisions for victory over
the aggressor and establishment of a

lasting peace. It calls for reinforcement °

ol national unity as the necessary con-
ditions for their application.

By national unity is meant union
of all patriotic forces from Commu-
nists, Laborites to adherents of the
Democratic and Republican parties. All
ideological, religious and political dif-
ferences must be subordinated to this
unity. The resolution stresses the ex-
ceptional importance of the 1944 elec-
tions on whose results depend the
country's unity and destiny. It recog-
nizes the increasingly important role
of the working class in national unity,
its growing activity and its political
influence,
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The resolution then says that the
majority of the American people are
not yet convinced of the nced fos
a-mmee radical solution to social and
cconomic problems with the aid of
nationalization of. big industry or by
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means of establishing socialism.
That is why, the immediate task con-

sits in obtaining a higher level

of production in the framework of

the existing capitalist regime. With

this, private employers must receive all
possibilitics to solve the _problem of
production and employment of labor.
Solution of these problems is likewise,
in the first place, linked to the maxi-
mum increase in the American people’s
purchasing power and extension of
foreign commerce. If private industry
cannot solve these tasks, the govern-
ment must assume the responsibility.

The resolution expresses itself against
anti-Semitism, anti Negro discrimina-
tion, calls for the outlawing of the
“fifth column” and for the banning of
calls by the latter for a negotiated
peace with the aggressor,

The resolution concludes:

For the camp of national unity,
which is composed of the patriotic
forces of all classes, from the work-
ing people to the capitalists, rests

and depends upon the working class,

the backbone and driving force of
the nation and its win-the-war coali-
tion. . . . It requires the extension
of labor’s united action of the A. F.
of L., the C.1.O. and Railroad Broth-
erhoods. It requires the most resolute
development of labor’s political ini-
tiative and influence, with abor’s
full and adequate participation in
the government, . . . .

. we Communists, as patriotic
Americans, renew our sacred pledge
to the nation to subordinate every-
thing to win the war and to destroy
fascism. . . . (Resolutions, p. 7.)

In additicn to the resolution on
“Natioral Unity,” the C.P.A. Congress
passed a scrics of other décisions: on
transition fiom war to peacetime pro-
duction; on interrational trade union
unity; on the C.P.As wage policy;
on political life as it regards demo-

bilized veterans; on work among wo-

men; on farmers; on the situation in
the southern states; on suppressing the

poll tax; on the fight against anti-Semit-
ism; on unity among countries of the
western hemisphere and on the 25th an-

niversary of the Communist move-

ment in the U. S.

The congress unanimously elected
Browder president of the CP.A.

The CP.A. Congress addressed a
message to Comrade Stalin and the
Red Army saying especially:

In every American city and village,

" every factory and farm of our great
land, men and women ard children

of all classes speak with wonder and
deep graditude of the heroic achieve-
ments of the Sovict Union and its
valiant Red Army. Every day since
the brutal and treacherous common
Fascist enemy violated your borders
on June 22, 1911, more of the Ameri-
can people have come to know and
love your leaders and your people.

The political and military leader-
ship of the U.S.S.R. and its mighty
Red Army is applauded not only by
our great political and military lead-
ers, but by our weorkers, farmers,
businessmen, professional people, art-
ists, sclentists and vouth. The ap-
peasers of the Hitlerites and the ene-
mies of our common victory, who
have been trying to frighten us with
Hitler’s “Soviet bogey,” have mnot
“succeeded in blinding our people to
the realities. Your deeds daily speak
with an authority that drowns their
poisonous words.

As the relentless offensives of your
mighty forces drive the Nazis from
your soil, bringing nearer the day of
your common and final victory over
the Fascist enemy, we grow ever
more conscious of our enormous debt

to you, the leaders and fighters and
peoples of the great Soviet land. The
names of your liberated towns and
villages are daily on our lips, the
name of Stalin and the names of
your countless heroes enshrined in
our hearts.

Daily more and more of our peo--

ple understand why it is that yours,
the world’s first Socialist state, has
given the world such an unparalleled
example of unity, heroism, individual
initiative and a new discipline in the
art and science of warfare
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All patriotic Americans are deter-'’
mined to strengthen still further the
concerted action of the United Na-
tions, and its leading coalition of our
country, the Soviet Union and Eng-
land on which our assurance of vic-
tory rests. They are determined to
continue and deepen this coalition
in the peace to come and to extend
the friendship among our peoples
which will cement the alliance of

our two powerful nations as the

mainstay of victory, national freedom
and an enduring peace.” (Message to
Stalin, Procecdings, pp. 13-14.)

Afier the Constituent Congress, the
leadership of the C.P.A. waged a
campaign of explanation on the aims
and tasks of the Association.

In one of his speeches Browder said:

. . . That is why we dissolved the
Communist Party, renounced all aims
of partisan advancement, and re-
grouped ourselves into the non-parti-
san Communist Political Association.
That is why we are ready and willing
to work with any and all Americans
who place victory in the war as the
first law, and who move toward such
a minimum program as we have out-
lined for the solution of our postwar
problems. This is why we do not asso-
ciate ourselves with any other politi-
cal party, but rather with the most
forward-looking :men in all parties.
(“The War and the Elections,”
Daily Worker, June 18, 1944.)

Explaining the function; of the
CP.A, its organizational secretary,
Williamson, declared:

As regards the functioning of the
Association, we emphasize that this
means manifold increase and im-
provement~in every aspect of po-
litical-educational activity, on a na-
tional, state and lozal club basis. We
must become known as an organi-
zation whose grasp of Marxism pro-
vides us with correct answers to the
complex political problems confront-
ing the people. While the members
belong to, and are active in, every
type of =ass organization—political,
economic, cultural, fraternal, etc—
the Association in its own name will
speak out boldly and waui ool
on all issues and policies.” (William-
son, Proceedings, pp. 55-56.)

The practical activity of the C.P.A.
since the Congress was subordinated
to the principal task of the hour: active
participation of the C.P.A. in the 1944
clection campaign.

The national C.P.A. Congress unani-
mously backed Mr. Roosevelt’s Presi-
dential candidacy. In their speeches,
Browder and the other leaders of the
CPA. in the name of the CP.A.
supported Mr. Roosevelt’s election to a
fourth term. The regional-state or-
ganizations of the C.P.A. and local
clubs carried on an active propaganda
campaign in favor of Mr. Roosevelt
and congressional candidates favorable
to Mr. Roosevelt.

On Sept. 25, 1944, during a meeting
called by the New York CP.A. on the
25th aniversary of the Communist
movement in the U. S., Browder said:

. .. every group, however small,
just as every individual has the same
supreme duty to make its complete
and unconditional contribution to
victory. We must give not only our
lives, but we must be ready also to

“ sacrifice our prejudices, our ideolo-
gies, and our special interests. We
American Communists have ‘applied
this rule first of all to ourselves.

We know that Hitler and the Mi-
kado calculated to split the United
Nations on the issue of Communism
and anti-Communism; we know that
the enemy calculated to split America
on this issue in the current elections,
and thus prepare our country for
withdrawal from the war and a com-
promise peace. We therefore set our-
sclves, as our special supreme task,
*= zemove the Communists and Com-
munism from this election campaign
as in any way an issue, directly or
indirectly.

To this end we unhesitatingly sac-
rificed our electoral rights in this'
campaign, by refraining from putting

forward our own candidates; we
went to the length of dissolving the
Communist Party itself for an indefi-
nite period in the future; we declared
our readiness to loyally support the
existing system of private enterprise
which is accepted by the overwhelm-
ing majority of Americans, and to
raise no proposals for any funda-
mental changes which could in any
way endanger the national unity;
we went out into the trade unions
and the masses of the people, straight-
forwardly and frankly using all our

influence to firmly establish this pol-
icy of national unity; we helped
with all our strength to restrain all
impulses toward strike movements
among the workers, and to prepare
the workers for a continuation of na-
tional unity after the war. . . .

' As spokesman for American Com-
munists | can say for our small group
that we completcly identify ourselves
with our nation, its interests and the
majority of its people, in this support
for Roosevelt and Truman for Presi-
dent and Vice-President.

We know quite well that the Amer-
ica that Roosevelt leads is a capitalist
America, and that it is the mission of
Roosevelt, among other things, to
keep it so. We know that only great
disasters for our country could change
this perspective of our country from
that of capitalism to that of socialism,
in the foreseeable future. Only failure
to carry through the war to victory
or a botching of the peace and failure
to organize it, or the plunging of our
country into another economic catas-
wophe like that of the Hoover era,
could turn the American people to
socialism.

We do not want disaster for Amer-
ica, cven though it results in sccial-
ism. If we did, we would support
Dewey and Hoover and Bricker and
their company.: We want victory in
the war, with the Axis powers and
all their friends eliminated from the
world. We want a world organized
for generations of peace.

We want our country's economy
fully- at work, supplying a greatly
multiplied world market to heal the
wounds of the world, a greatly ex-
panded home market reflecting rising
standards of living here, and an or-
derly, cooperative and  democratic

working out of our domestic and class
relationships, within a continuing na-
tional unity that will reduce and
cventually climinate large domestic
struggles. . . .

That is why American Commu-
nists, even as our great Communist
forebears in 1860 and 1864 supported
Abraham Lincoln, will in 1944 sup-
port Franklin Delano Roosevelt for
President of the United States. . . .

As to Browder’s attitude toward the
Soviet Union, he highly appreciates
the USS.R.’s role in the United Na-
tions system and in the work of finally
crushing Hitlerite Germany and es-
tablishing a lasting peace after the war.
Browder stressed more than once that
the Soviet state built by Lenin and
Stalin constitutes the irreplaceable force
which saved the world from fascist
slavery and he called for it to be made
known to all Americans all the wisdom
of Leninist-Stalinist theory that made
the Soviet Union great and powerful.

From an organizational point of
view, the CP.A. structure is as fol-
lows: the basic organizational cell is
the territorial club whose general meet-
ing 1is calied once a month. Between
zeneral membershin meetings all the
work planned by the club is carried out
by its committee, made up of the most
active members. The clubs are sub-
ordinated to regional C.P.A. councils.
The leading organization of the C.P.A.
is the National Committee elected for
two years at the Association Congress.
The Association’s president and 11 vice-
presidents elected by the Congress
comprise the permanent leading organ-
ization of the Association,

The C.P.A. Congress set forth main-
tenance of the principle of democratic
centralism as the structural basis of the
Association. Williamson, C.P.A. or-
ganizational secretary, explained to the
Congress in these terms the applica--

tion of the democratic centralism prin-

ciple of the CPA.:

. - - While maintaining a structure

and minimum organizational re-
quirements compatible with the char-
acter of a Marxist political educa-
tional association, we must grant
greater autonomy to the lower organi-

zations, emphasize that democracy is -

a two-way street from top to bottom
and bottom to top, and eliminate all
rigidity of organization. (William-
son, Proceedings, p. 58.)

The National Congress of the Politi-
cal Association adopted the C.P.A.
constitution in which it said that every-
one who wishes ¢ +belong to the C.P.A.
accepts its program and its line.

Explaining who can belong to the
Association, the Daily Worker wrote:

We can ask of new applicants to
membership in the Party only loyalty
to the principles that are already com-
prehensive to all workers, devotion to
the most basic duties of action today;
plus a willingness and ecagerness to
study the program and history and
the theory which will make them
thorough Communists. And above all
a willingness to fight, to sacrifice in
the war of mankind against Nazi en-
slavement is the first requirement
for entering the Communist Party.
(Minor, Dasly Worker, Feb., 1944.)

At the time of its dissolution the
Communist Party of the United States,
according to Browder's declaration, had
0,000 members without counting the
10,000 Party members in the army.
According to the Congress decisions all

members of the CP.US.A. are mem-
bers of the C.P.A. and must register
before July 4, 1944. As the Daily Work-
er announced up to July 16, 1944, hard-
ly 45,000 persons had been registered.

Without analyzing in detail Brow-
der’s full position on the dissolution
of the CP.US.A. and creation of the
Communist Political Association, and
without making a developed critique
of this position, one can nevertheless de-
duce from it the following conclusions:

1. The course applied under Brow-
der’s leadership ended in practice in
liquidation of the independent political
party of the working class in the U. S.

2. Despite declarations regarding
recognition of the principles of Marx-
ism, one is witnessing a notorious revi-
sion of Marxism on the part of Brow-
der and his supporters, a revision which
is expressed in the concept of a long-
term class peace in the United States,
of the possibility of the suppression of
the class struggle in the postwar period
and of establishment of harmony be-
Ewanin st woou Capi

3. By transfon:niné the Teheran

declaration of the Allied governments,

which is a document of a diplomatic
character; into a political platform of
class peace in the United States in the
postwar period, the American Commu-
nists are deforming in a radical way the
meaning of the Tcheran declaration
and are sowing dangerous opportunist
illusions which will exercise a negative
influence on the American labor move-
ment if they are not met with the nec-
essary reply.

4. According to what is known up to
now, the Communist Parties of most
countries have not approved Browder’s
position and several Communist Parties
(for example that of the Union of South
Africa and that of Australia) have come

out openly against this juiation, while
the Communist Parties ul scveral South
American countries (Cuba, Colombia)
regarded the position of the Amcrican
Communists as correct amel in zeneral

followed the same path. E

Such are the facts. Sudh are the ele-
ments of understanding which permit
passing judgment on the dissolution of
the American  Comuunist  Party.
French Communists will not fail to ex-
amine in the light of Muixist-Leninist
critique the arguments lcveloped to
justify the dissolution of the American
Communist Party. One can be sure
that, like the Communists of the Union
of South Africa and of Australia, the
French Communists will not approve
the pO]lC)’ followed by Browder for it
has swerved dangerously from the vic-
torious Marxist-Leninist doctrine whose
rigorously scientific appli.ution could
lead to but one conclusion, not to dis-
solve the American Cominunist Party
but to work to strengthen it under the
banner of stabborn strugple to defeat
Hitler Germany and-destroy cverywhere

the extensions of fascism,

The fact that all the menbers of the
Communist Party of the Upited States
did not sign up automatically in the
Communist Political Associytion shows
that the dissolution of the Darty pro-
voked anxieties, perfectly lepitimate.

* * % * * *

In truth, nothing justifies the disso-
lution of the American Communist
Party, in our opinion. Browder’s analy-
sis of capitalism in the United States
is not distinguished by a judicious ap-
plication of Marxism-Leninism. The pre-
dictions regarding a sort of disappear-
ance of class contradictions in the U. S.
correspond 1n no wise to a Marxist-Len-
inist understanding of the situation.

As to the argument consisting of
a justification of the Party’s dissolution
by the necessity of not taking direct
part in the presidential elections, this
docs not withstand a serious examina-
ticn. Nothing prevents a Communist
Party from adapting its electoral tactics
to the requirements of a given political
situation. It is clear that American

Communists were right in supporting
the candidacy of President Roosevelt
in the last elections, but it was not at

‘2l pecessary for this to dissolve the

Communist Party.

It is beyond doubt that if, instead
of dissolving the Communist Party -of
the United States all had been done to
intensify its activity in the sense of de-
veloping an ardent national and anti-
fascist policy, it could very greatly have
consolidated its position and- consider-
ably extended its political influence. On
the contrary, formation of the Commu-
nist Political Association could not but
trouble the minds ‘and obscure the

" perspectives in the eyes of the working

masses.

In France, under cover of Resistance
unity, ceriain suggestions for the liquid-
ation of the party have been circulated,
with more or less discretion, during the
last months, but none among us has
ever thought of taking such suggestions
seriously. It is not by liquidating ‘the
Party that we would have served na-
tional unity. On the contrary we are
serving it by strengthening our Party.
And as far as the American Commu-
nists are concerned, it is clear that their
desire to serve the unity of their country
and the cause of human progress places
before them tasks which pre-suppose
the existence of a powerful Communist
Party,

After the Teheran decisions came
the Yalta decisions which cxpressed the
will of the Big Three to liquidate fas-
cism in Germany and to help the lib-
erated peoples to liquidate the remnants
of fascism in the different countries.

It is scarcely necessary to recall. that
the material bases for fascism reside in
the trusts, and the great objective of
this war, the annihilation of fascism,
can only be obtained to the extent in

which the forces of democracy and
progress do not shut their eyes to the
cconomic and political circumstances
which engender fascism.

The American Communists have an
especially important role to play in the
struggle taking place between the. pro-
gressive forces of the earth and fascist
barbarism. -

Without any doubt they would have
been in a better position to play this
role in the interests of their country
and human progress if, instead of pro-
ceeding to dissolve their Party, they had
done everything to strengthen it and
make of it one of the elements of the
assembling of the broad democratic
masses of the United States for the final
crushing of fascism, that shame of the
20th century. It would be useless to
hide the fact that fascism has more or
less concealed sympathizers in the U. S,
as it has in France and other countries.

* % % ¥ % %

And it is clear that if Comrade Earl
Browder had seen, as a Marxist-Lenin-
ist, this important aspect of the prob-
lems facing liberty-loving peoples in
this moment in their history, he would
have arrived at a conclusion quite other
than the dissolution of the Communist
Party of the United States.

END ITEM
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The Struggle Against Opportunism
In The Labor Movement -

1. Preface

2.The Economic, Social

and Political Basis
for a Socialist
Uniled States

W base our program for the
polit.cul preparation of the work-
ingclass of the United States for
the ab-iition of the system of
monopeiy  capitalism  (imperial-
ism) and the c:tablishment of a
socialist system of production and
government as (he main, immedi-
ate and central task of Marxists
(Communists and Marxist Social-
ists) and the unification of these
forces for this high purpose, on

‘the following facts and conclu-

sions:

1). All the material resources
for a socialist economy are pres-
ent in our country in abundance
raw materials, industrial plants,
power-producing enterprises, trans-
portation, highly developed agri-
cultural resources.

2). All the productive social
forces are present to-man a sncial-
ist economy and administer so-
cialist government.

3). The workingclass of the
United States (wage earning pop-
ulaticon and its families and de-
pendents) is the greal majority of
our total population. With its close
natura:  allies—the 14 million
doubly oppressed Negro people,
landless and debt-ridden farmers
and city middle class of the lower
cconomic brackets, it is the over-
wheiming majority of our popula-
tion.

4). The monopoly capitalists
(Wall Street banks and insurance
companies, the 60 imperial fam-
iliecs) now own and contrnl the
largest production system in the
world. During World War 11, all
sections of this alrcady huge net-
work of industry expanded enor-
mously. It produced far in excess
of the ‘needs of the arimed forces
of some 12 million without undue
strain. It supplied much of the
needs of the allics. It established
bases all over the world whose
respective productive capacity was
greater than that of many of the
smaller capitalist countries.

This enormous tonnage of raw
and finished goods—whose sun
total has never been even ap-
proached before—was produced
without the normal influx of young
labor reserves into the mass pro-
duction industries but also when
this section of the productive pop-
ulation as well as several million
older trained workers, engineers,
and technicians, were withdrawn
for the armed forces. Their places
were filled by inexperienced wom-
en workers and men of advanced
age.

Labor Power and Production

There is little or no 'exaggera-
tion in saying that if this same
tonnage of raw and finished com-

prodities had bheen used for produc-
tion instead of desteuct’ on—in
terms of industrial plants, mining
machinery, light and power plants,
railways, ete.—it would have been
sufficient to industrialize (and
modernize agricuiture) the more
thickly populated regions of the
earth at least up to the techn’cal
standard of 1914-18 France.

5). The vast majority of our
population live by, or are depend-
ent on, the sale of labor power
to industries and businesses owned
or dominated by monopoly capital.
They own no tools of production.
They own no capitalist property
by ownership of which others must

For A Socialist United States
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work for them. This vast army of
Rcientists, engincers of all cate-
gories, chemists, technicians,
mechanics  and  laborers in  all
trades and occupations, and their
dependents, make up the great
majority of population.

‘Due to highly developed indus-
trial organization and standardized
techniques, the universality of
motorized transport, the mechani-
zation of agriculture, the trans-
formation into industrial werkers
of huge scctions of the agrarian
and white collar workers hy war
demand for labor power, this ma-
jority of the population is the
most technically capable and ef-
ficient in the world.

But its share of the “vast accu-
mulation of commodi.ies” it pro-
duces (wages, nalaries) decreases,
The huge surplus is the property
of a small minority.

f). There Is no olher enpitalist
nation or combination of capital
ist nations capable of seriously
crippling or hampering the de-
velopment .of a socialist system in
our country by armed intervention
and invasion as was and stiil is the
case with the Union of Socialist
Soviet Republics.

7). With all this vast wealth
of natural resources, unmatched
industrial development and huge
army of highly trained productive
workers of all categories, peace
t'me prusperity has been achieved
for brief periods in our country
in the last 23 years only as the
result of markets expanded hy
preparations for two world wars
and the demand created by milj-
tary destruction on a world-wide
scale. Five and one-half years of
this period were devoted to two
world wars.

" The depression of 1913-14 was
replaced by industrial activity re-
sulting from the war demand
previous to and after our entry
into. World War I. The United
States became a creditor patjon
only during and after that war

Monopoly capitalist expansion in -

the U. S. after that war wus the
result of demand for joods and
capital created by destruction of
life and propesty unparalleled up
to that time.

But the hoom period was short-
lived, 1924-29, The gsubsequent
crisis, depression, brief partial re-
covery, renewed depression, last-
ing ten years, was replaced by
industrial activity again resulting
only from preparations for the
outhreak of and our entry into
World War I1.

There has been bloodstained

boom and war prosperity now
since 1940-41.

The truth cannot be hidden. 11
thizs fearful truth is to be found
the reason why our country, un-
damaged by the war which wreck-
ed the cconomy of the rest of the
capitalist world, and severely dam-
aged the rocialist. ecconomy of the
Soviel Union, emerging from the
holoenust  which consumcd  the
material. wealth and millions of
mankind of other warring nutions,
with its industrial and agricultural
capacity greatly increased, pre-
sents a paradox to the eyes and
ears of the world's peoples.

The Great Fear

The spokesmen of monofuiy
capitalism and its government i:.
our country, their press and riui.,
their analysts and commentitor:
present to the world a picture of
the  highest monopoly  capitalist
and  government circles in the
richest country in the world in the
grip of a great fear. Their world-
wide offensive in behalf of “free
enterprise” N in fact a not too
brifliant defense. No one knows
the weakness of the case for “free
enterprise” hetter than the high-
est circles of its beneficiaries.

Two things they know very well
indeed and their fear is justified
because it is based not on danger
from foreign attack—imperialist
or Communist—hut on fear of the
great majority of our people,
workingnmen and women, Negro
and white: ;

The monopoly capitalists and
their advisers know better than
anyone else that: their “free- en-
terprise™ is not free at all. They
know better than anyone else that
its objective is to destroy the last
vestiges of free enterprise remain-
ing from the pre-monopolist, pre-
imperialist era. They know alse
that to the liberty loving peoples
of the rest of the world they ap-

pear as the main support of

feudal, fascist and imperialist re-
action.

The nionopoly capitalists know,
and their fear of the workingelass
is based, and rightly, on the fact
that more of our class are reach-
ing the correct conclusion about
the economic, political and military
history of the last 30 years—in
the lifetime of men and women
still young. .

That correct conclusion is: The
system of monopoly capitalism in
our country has been able to
achicve a precarious stability in
the last three decades by one meth:
od and one method alone. That
method is war on a world scale.

Twice in 27 years the gigantic
accumulation of goods—"moun-
tnins of commodition” have been
destroyed by wars which replace
these mountains of commoditics,
for which there were no -buyers,
with mountains of corpses.

Thq men and women whose

bodies made the mountains of
corpses were the men and women
who had produced the mountains
of commadities. There were such
rreat mountaing of commodities
for which there were no profitable
markets thal it war necessary to
slaughter millions of human bengs
8o there would be fewer buyers.

This is the mmass homic'dal luna-
tic logic of free enterprise (capi-
talist imperialism and its defend-
ers) in our country-—the richest
country in the world, the most
blessed by nature.

The bloody mud of the world-
wide battlefields is not yet dry.
But mountains of commodities are
beginning to accumulate in our
country again. Once more the de-
fenders of free enterprise are pre-
paring the minds of workers, who
produce the ‘“‘mountains of com-
modities” to permit again the con-
version of their bodies into moun-
tains of corpses.

This is our case for a program
for a socialist United States—the
only victorious, sane and final way
to end monopoly capitalism and
the effects of its lunatic economic
logic—mass destruction te main-
tain prosperity. Y

Pre-monopolist  capitalism  pro-
duced small wars. Monopoly capi-
talism produces world wars. World
wars can be postponed but they
cannot be prevented under the sys-
temn of monopoly capitalism. War,
and the preparations for war,
is an inevitable product of this
system and has now become the
normal market outlet for the “vast
accumulations of commodities.”

Dut it.is not inevitable that the
system of monopoly capitalism
continues to exist. The grip of the
monopolists by means of their
ownership -and control of the
means of life, their domination of
government  to maintnin  their
power Lo rob nand rule cnn, must,
~and will be broken.

Take PPower from Them

The natural resources and the
means of production now in their

hands, and which are the source
of their economic and  political
power, must be taken from them—
and become public (social) prop-
erty. Socialist government will
plan aud administer social produc-
tion, Government power now in
the interests of the monopoly ca-
pitalist minorily becomes govern-
ment in the interest of the vast
majority — workingmen and wo-
men.

This is the program of socialism
and this is the only way out of
the murderous maze into which
monopoly capitalism has plunged
our country and the world twice

_-in 27 years.

It will do it agnin unless it is
abolished and a socinalist system
established by a politically con-
Seious  workingeiass, aroused  and
made regolute by full knowledy o of
the truth—that history ha- mude
it possible for the workinzrmen
and women of the United States,
by frecing themselves, to end the
horror of fascism and war forever
- -and liberate the working people
of the whale world.

No  such glorious destiny  and
decisi oo role has ever been given
to the workingelass of any other
country --and to its most advanced
detachnients — Communist  wnd
Marxist Socialists.—WFD,

(Cont. p. 8)
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3. The Present Situation—

‘The Perspective—

The Tasks

By William F. Dunne

The American workingelass s
in a militapt mood. The prepara-
tians for new and more powerful
atlacks on the workingelass and
the organized labor movement are
well advanced in Wall Street and
government circles. Gigantic class
hattles arve in prospect. Labor and
its allies, the fourteen million

. Negro people, the working farm-
ers, scctinns of the professional
and liberal middle class, will fight
do repel the attacks of manopoly
capital, and the fascist shnck troop
detachments it is mobilizing. Every
Communist will wark for unity
and fight “above and beyond the
call of “duty” in these struggles.

Capitalism’s Merciless Logic

The fact that such great and con-
tinuous defensive struggrles must
he engaged in by the workingelass,
in the richest country in the world,
must be  utilized by the Com-
munists to show the mereiless anti-
labor logic of the capitalist system
and the nccessity for abolishing it.

The main, immediate and central
task of Communists today in the
United States is to win our class,
the mighty, militant and well-or-
ganized workingclass, which is an
absolute majority of the popula-
tion, for a socialist program. This
central task is to prepare vur class
for the abolition of Che capitalist-
imperialist system. Withou! gocial-
ism as its goal, the workingclass
—in spite of its resonlute economic
struggles, will fight heroic but
losing hattles. This is the lesson
of all labor histary,

Our main and immediale task
is ta unite our class—not only for
militant struggele for living sland-
ards ‘and against “the daily en-
croachments” of the capitalist class
and its povermment upon hard won
rights—but to unite it for vie-
torious struggle for a socialist
gystem of production in the United
States. The sixty imperial famil-
ies and their mercenaries of press
and radio have na solutinn except
more work for lower real wages,
unemployment, and war.,

Our central task as Communists
is to prepare the workingelass for

the inevitable break with their:

iniperialist rulers and their satel-
lite: fascist and neo-fascist pro-
phets.  We must convince the
working class of onr country that
it is a choice betwern fascism and
freedom, that it is its histerical
duty, and that it has the power,
to pul an end for all time to the
exploitation of man by man in
this, the richest country in the
world—-the last remaining reallv
decisive hase of world capitalism.

U. 8. Workers Decisive

The workingclass in the U.ifed
States is in a decisive position.
Victory for a program of sociui= -
in our country will end forever the
constant threat of a new world
holocaust. The American workin -
class has the power to dissipate
the the -danger of a new imper-
ialist world war in wlich the badies
of tens of millions of people would
again be tendered as hloody burnt
offerings on the dunal altar of
Mammon and Mars—the only
methad by which the monopolists
and their imperialist system now
maintain and restore “prosperity”
in these United States. Only the
workingelass, headed by its ad-
vanced detachments, who have
freed themselves of all defeatist
illusions implanted Ly the pro-
pagandists of their exploiters, can
rally round itself and lcad all cther
anti-capitalist forces in this de-
cisive and inevitable struggle.

The ereation of a conscious
werkingelass committed to a pro-
gram for the abolilion of eapital-
ism and establishment of revolu-
tionary ‘socialiam is the main, im-
mediate and central task of Com-
munists in the United States.

Ready Welcome Sure

Millions of militant working-
men and women in the decisive in-
dustries and occupations in thig
most richly endowed by nature of
all capitalist countries, are wait-

“ing to hear and welcome a pro-

gram to release the wealth of the
country to supply the needs of its
population—instead of using it to
increase the wealth and power of
8 ruthless ruling minority.

If we Communists make Marx-
ifm-Leniniam and its treasury of
knowledge of the laws of motion
of capitalist saciety in this “period
of wars and revolutions”, the pro-
perty of these millions by releasing
it from opportunist classrooms and
the clutch of sectarian pedagogues,
these milliens of our class can be
trusted to make it their guide to
thought and action. They will take
the hard but sure road toward
socialism once they are shown the
way because there is no other
choice except more intensive ex-
ploitation, increasing social de-
gradalion, and war.

Only those who know little and
carc less about the workingclass
of the United States helieve it will
make the latter choice. Only those
who in this way rationalize their
fear of what seem$ to them an
impregnable system of robbing
and ruling by greedy and ‘bloody-
minded men; only those who fear
the anger of an aroused and de-
termined conscious workingclass
as much or even more than they
fear the monopolists and their
mercenaries can make themselves
believe such defeatist slander of
the mighty workingclass of the.
United States.

Great Responsibility

To prepare the working class
for the responsibility of leading
the struggle for its own liberation
and that of all other ecxploited
groups of the population is the
central task of Communists. There
is no other reason for their exis-
tence. -

History has placed this heavy
responsibility upen the Commun-
ists of the United States and upon
the workingeluss of which they
arc the most politically advanced
seclion. To understand the neces-
sity of this task—now made more
than ever urgent by the decline
and decay of the capitalist-im-
perialist system and the geometri-
cally inereasing intensity of the
evils it inflicts upon the penples
of the world— ijs to accept it.

We shall not falter and we shall
not fail provided all defeatist
revigion of Marxist-Leninist theory
and perversion of its sirategy and
tactics are eliminated from our
Janks.

4. . Tacties, Alliances,

Immediate
Demands in Struggle
for Socialist Program

Since. the only reason for the
existence of Marxist-Leninist po-
litical parties (Communist parties,
irrespective of designation) and
of the scicnce of Marxism is to
guide and coordinate the atruggle
to replace capitalism by a social-
ist system—the transition period
outl of which develops the classless
Communist  society,——it  follows
that tactical compromises in the
field of the class struggle by Com-
mun’sts must advance the interest
of the workingclass as the only
class capable of leading other ex-
ploited classes in this direction—
or they are ipso facto defeatist.

This is the key to the question
of tactics — and compromises.
These questions arise every day
because of the immensely complex
nuture of class relationsh'ps in
capilalist society—a complexity it
is hard to resolve into its com-
ponent parts because of the domi-
nation of the channels of infor-
mat‘on by the capitalist class and
their agencies—press, radio, etc,

Delusion of “Practicality”

Tactical compromises are neces-
sary and must be made on the
basis of the concrete situation in
all its aspects—but with no com-
promise on principle. Compromises
which in their practical resylts
substitute- a program of reforms
within capital’st society for the

program of abolition of capitalism
and the establishment of social-
ism are neither compromises nor
practical. They are surrender, poli-
tical and moral suicide. )
Such are the results of oppor-
tunism. S‘nce all Marx'sts agree
that ‘socialism is the only victori-
ous way out for the workingclass
from the continual round of crises,
depressions, unempleyment and
world wars of ever increasing
mass destruction, the substitution
of other goals as the central, main

and immediate task of the most
advanced party of its class con-
slitutes rejection of its reason for
existence and surrender t® encmies
of socialism—including those who
profess belief- in socialism but
deny the decisive role of the work-
ingrelnss and its Marxist party.
The opportunist wreckers in the
leadership of the CI° haive made
this substitution—and defend it
against all criticism to the point
of expelling and denouncing  as
enemics of the workingelass all
Communists who characterize this
substitut’'on as surrender of all
principles—putting this leadersh.p
in the camp of opportunism which
aids in deceiving the workingclass.

Business Boosters

“This projected foreignieconomic
program of the GOP. a logical
counterpart of the HNHoover-Vai.-
denberg-Byrnes ‘met tough with
Russia’ policy, is bouna even n.ore
grievously to imjair friendly and
cooperative relations ainong the
Jig Threr and the other United
Nations. Its effect will be to pro-
mote further distrust and enmity
toward the USA abroad; to lose
for us allies and good neighbors,
including opportunities for expand-
ing peaceful commerce and ex-
change. (Our emphasis).

“o .. It ... hampers the de-
velopment of world trade and res-
tricts the opportunitics of Ameri-
can commerce in the world mar-
kets. (Our emphasis). These fae-
tors are hastening and accelerating
the maturing of the next cyclical
economic crisis. And the likelithood
is that this crisis may break out—
unlcss retarded by a great econo-
mic and political counter-offensive
of the masses of the people—in
1948, or maybe even during the
last half of 1947.” (Page 17—Den-
nis Report, Dec. 3-5, '46—LEmpha-
sis in original).

The ahove eategorical statements
show clearly that this leadership
is in the reformist camp. It is
trying (o 8ave monopoly capitalism
from its contradictions,

This leadership has abandoned
the work Communists are supposcd
to do. This leadership is not made
up of Communists who are agi-
tators, propagandists, organizers
for the workingclass, preparing it
politically for acceptance of and
struggle for soc’alism as the only
viclorious way out of crises, un-
emplosiuent, poverly, and imperial-
ist war,

This leadership is functioning
openly as “statesmen” of a “lib-
eral” capitalist system. It is even
calling upon the merciless laws of

monopoly capitalism to cease work- .

ing—and thereby halt “the next
cyclical economic ecrisis!” It is
compeling with the most expert
demagogs of the capitalist parties
in maintaining and even extend-
ing the illusions concerning the
capitai’st system and its govern-
ment,

Opportunist Cycle

The opporlunist cycle is com-
pleted. To Marxists it is clear
that the revisionists of the Euro-
pean Social-democracy have at last
had thcir. opportunist record bro-
ken to smithereens by these “prac-
Lical” ~ American - advocates of
“unity” without principle.

The cold truth is that this lead-
ership shrinks from the struggele
lo win the workingelass for Marx-
ist socialism. Marxist soc’alism is
the goal mainly of the poor, the
propertlyless, the dispossessed, for
working people in city and coun-
tryside’ who do the hard, dirty, un-
pleasant jobs, and whose lives
know little glamor but are filled
with constant worry and insecur-
ity. Marxist socialism can never
be respectable in capitalist and
upper bracket middle class circies,
Both fear the workingclass because
one robs it directly in production
and the other assists in the process.

Alliances—Why and How?

Are alliances and compromises
with the middle class and their
parties and other organizations
permissible? Of course. But scc-
tions of the middle class enter
into alliance with the workingclass,
with Communists, only when their
own economic, . political and social
interests are threatened by mon-
opoly capital and its government
to the extent that 4t must have
allies to strengthen its defensjve
actions.

Is it necessary in the present
period for Communists and the
workingelasg and its organized la-
bor movement to enter into al-
liances with the middle class? -Of
course it is, provided it is an al-
liance and not a surrender to their
program and leadership; provided
the program and points of agree-
ment allow full freedom for spe-
cial demands of the workingelass
—and for the campaign for social-
ism as the only victorious way out
for the workingclass—the great
‘majority of the population.

This is not the k'nd of tactical
compromise into which this oppor-
tunist lcadership is trying to de-
ceive and drive the CP member-
ship and non-party workers and
intellectuals it hopes to influence.

Opportunist Chicanery

This is surrender of the socialist
objective. It is justified- (Bittel-
man articles in the Daily Worker)
by the vulgar opportunist concep-
tion, harking back to the Sccond
International, that there is and
must be an indefinite period in
which the workingclass does not
try to asume independent political’
leadership but accepts middle class
demands and leadership. For itself
it makes only limited economic
demands so as not to “alienate”
the middle class.

According to this theory, which
also has syndicalist roots, open
ndvocacy of and continuous cam-
paigning to win the workingclass
for a socialist program hampers
the strugple for immediate de-
mands.

The cxacl contrary is true s‘nce
the greater the socialist under-
standing in the ranks of the work-
ingelass, the more resolute and
effective are all struggle for im-
mediate economic and social gains,
the pgreater the unity in these
struggles as a result of the knowl-
edge of the class nature of the
capitalist system and distrust and
hatred of the robber class, its
mereenaries, ils methods and its
class objectives.

Deception is multiplied by the
deliberate cffort to create confu-
sion in regard to “the political
preparation of (he workingclass
for the struggle for rocialism” and
“the immediate struggle for so-
cialism.”

It is a demonstrable fact, a mat-
ter of common knowledge, that the
workingclass in our country is not
now prepared to challenge ca-
pitalist-imperialism as a system;
that it does not, as class, or even
decisive seclions of it, accept the
program of abolition of capitalism
and the establishment of a social-
ikt order as the only way out of
the multiplying evils monopoly
capilalism heaps upon it.

Crime of Confusion

It is this creation of confusion
instead of clarity which consti-
tutes one of the major crimes of
this opportunist leadership. The
limited extent of socialist con-
sciousness in the ranks of the
workingclass—the entire absence
of it for that matier—(although
this is by nao means the case)—
should make it all the more urgent
that Communists in the most ad-
vanced capitalist country in the
world, where the workingclass is
an absolute. majority of the pop-
ulation, should be dedicated to “the
political preparation of the work-
ingclass for socialism.”

This is incontrovertible. The
more intensive that preparation is,
the larger the number of workers
who accept the program for a so-
cialist United States, the easier
and more effective will he such
tactical compromises with other
parties and other social classes,
and therefore temporary alliances
with them against the attacks of
monopoly capital,

(Cont. p. 9)
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It should be clear to even back-
ward children that winning
a million workers for a Marxist
socialist program, by placing this
as the central and immediate task
in all Commmunist activity (an en-
tirely feasible task in a year or
two) would pretty much scitle the
question of Communist participa-
tion in united fronts for a program
of immediate demands together
with middle class groups and work-
ers still under middie class leader-
ship.

If not exactly welcomed with
open arms, Communists would
then obviously be necessary to such
united front struggles in our coun-
try.

Enemies of Communism and so-
cialism would then be compelled to
discuss all such issues on a political
basis—not on the basis of slander,
innuendo and outright ignorance
because there would then be no
doubts as to the Communist nh-
jective—a Socialist United States.

In the political struggle of the
workingclass for its emancipation
opportunist intrigue as a substi-
tute for class power leads only to
denial of ‘the struggle to win the
workingclass for Marxist social-
ism, leads only to dcfeat and dis-
grace. This lcadership in its sur-
render to reformist cwpitalism and
adoption of demagogic deception
of the CP membership and the
workingclass as a policy, replac-
ing political preparation of the
work ngclass for the abaliticn of
capitalism as the present source
of the major ills of mankind, suc-
cumbs to the worst forms of ca-
pitalist parliamentary corruption.

Leninist Goal and Method

It rejects—and slanders and ex-
pels—Communists who insist on
the adoption of Marxist-Leninist
methods and -objectives:

“The Communists in . . . Amer-
ica must learn to create a new,
unusual, non-opportunist, nen-
carcerist parliamentarism; the
Comimunist parties must  issue
their slogans; real proletarians,
with the help of the unorganized
and very poorest people, should
scatter and distribute leaflets, can-
vass the workers’ houses and the
. . . rural proletarians . , .; they
should go into the most common
taverns, penetrate into the unions,
societics and casual . mecetings
where the common people gather,
and talk to the people, not in sci-
entific (and not very parliamen-
tary) language, not in the least
strive to get seats in parliament,
but everywhere to rouse the
thoughts of the masses and draw
them into the struggle, to take the
bourgeoisie at their word, to util-
ize the apparatus they have set
up, the elections they have called
for, the appecal to the country they
have made, and to tell the people
what Communism is in a way that
has not been possible (under bour-
geois rule) outside of election
times (not counting of course
times of big strikes . . .) It is
very ditficult to do this in . . .
America, very, very difficult; but
it can and must be done.” . . . the
tasks of Communists cannot be
fulfilled without effort . . ."” (Le-
nin—Selected .Works—Vol. 10—
Page 142. (Our emphasis)

This was written in 1920—when
the CI’, then only a year old, was
under hcavier attack than any it
has experienced since. Thousands
of its members had been arrested
on a nationwide scale in the Pal-
mer raids; the CP had been com-
pelled to go underground. Its press
was illegal. But Lenin did not sug-
gest that*even under such difficult
conditions the CP abandon its cen-
tral and immediate task and pro-
gram for winning the working-
class and poorer sections of the
population for socialism.

But this is exactly what (his
notorious  revisioniat  leadership
has done—and in a period of the
greatest political freedom and ap-
portunity for agitation, propagan-
da and mass distribution of Marx-
ist literature—in a peviod of gi-
ganlic strikes in basic industries
on a scale never scen before in
our country—involving some 4,-
000,000 workers.

Clarity vs. Confusion

The most urgent nced in the

labor movement today—deluged as
it is with pro-capitalist propa-
ganda, from the founts of the out-
right supporters of monopoly ca-
pitalism and all points of itis
program, through the deception
technique of Wallace—New Re-
public middle class grouping with
its “free enterprise without mon-
opolies or cartels” to the even
more obsolete slogan of the
opportunist leadership of the
Communist Party: ‘“Resurrect the
Roosevelt program”—is a clear un-
derstanding of the pbjectives,
strategy and tactics of the social-
ist class struggle.

The opportunist leadership of
the CP for years has acted and
continues to act as though the
principles of Marxist-Leninism
were a collection of mystic- rubrics
for which they have been selected
as sole guardians. The science of
Marxism is the most precious and
practical heritage of the working-
class of all countries. To seques-
ter this heritage in sectarian clois-
ters from which it is doled out in
adulterated doses is one of those
revisionist crimes against the
workingelass (especially in  the
United States, the most highly de-
veloped and dominant imperialist
country) which, in classical reli-
gious terms would be called a sin
against the Holy Ghost. .

In Old Testament terms (and
Marxist terms as well) it is the

crime of scribes, pharisees and.

philistines.

"~ Utmost clarity on these ques-
tions is imperative. We are in-
cluding  therefore what we are
conv'need is one of the most eon-
cise summations of the hest Marx-
ist thought on these questions. It
combines the history of the de-
velopment and applicalion of
theory and practice from the
earlier period of capitalism -into
this period of imperialism-—"the
final stage of capitalisin”: Study
of this brilliant exposition will do
much to clear up qucstions con-
cerning the main reasons for the
situation today in which the lead-
ership and program of the CP have
placed it: Namely, trailing behind
and cheering on the demagogic
politicians of the two capitalist
partics and thcir pro-capitalist
programs instead of being the lead-
ing force in the preparation of the
workingclass for the political
struggle for a socialist United
States.

Serious study of these basic
rules which govern and make pos-
s'ble the correct application of
Marxist-Leninist thcory, strategy
and tactics, in the light of the
present stage of the class struggle
in our country, leads inescapably
to but one conclusion: The pro-
gram of the CP, cssentially the
same as that of middle class re-
formists and pro-capitalist trade
union bureaucrats, makes ineffec-
tive, in terms of real wages and
living and working conditions, the
trade union struggle against the
“daily encroachments” of mouopoly
capitalism on these economic and
social standards.

Defeatism In All Ficlds

The program is based first of
all on the appeal to the monopoly
capitalists to the effect that the
granting of its economic demands
will stabilize their system and and
stave off a crisis.

Second, the demands are not
based on the needs of the work-
ingclass but on the ability of the
monopolists and their government
to make even greater profits. |

"Third, this program is put for-
ward in the name of “unity”—but
in the CTO and in the AF. of L.
the “unity” for joint struggle for
such demands is achieved by elim-
inating the clementary trade union
and democratic political r'ghis of
the membership—including Com-
munists. (This is dealt with in an-
other sectinn).

FFourth, This non-existent  “un-
ity"” is used to justify the jettison-
ing of the main, major and im-
mediate task of Communists—win-
ning the workingclass for a so-
cialist program.

Opportunist “Unity”

A study of Marxist-Leninist
siritegy and tactics is especially
necessary at this time because of
the intensity and scope of the of-
fensive of monopoly capitalism and
its government; it is especially
necessary because the opportunist

leadership of the CP separates
mass resistance to this powerful
drive on union rights, living stan-
dards, social and political gains,
from the main, immediate and cen-
tral task of using the lessons of
these class conflicts and the right-
eous anger of workers, Negro and
white, for the systemutic political
preparation of the workingclas: for
the strugple for socialism.

The socialist interests of the
workingclass are treated by this
leadership as if they were a men-
ace to labor unity, as if they en-
dangered electoral and other al-
liances with scctions of the middle
class.

It is in the light of the above
facts that we ask serious study
of the following summation of
Marxist strategy and tactics and
consideration of their application
in our country where the work-
ingclass constitutes the great ma-
jority of the population:

We here refer to the speech of
Comrade Manuilsky delivered to
the Seventh Congress of the Com-
munist International, July-August
1935.

Opportunist Distortion

It was this Congress which ‘pre-
pared the way for the organiza-
tion of the Popular Front against
Fascism—the democratic  front
aga'nst fascism  and imperialist
war. Since the congenital oppor-
tunist leaders of the C.I'. of the
United States (Browder simply
being the most influential) took
the tactical line agreed on at the
Tth Congress (1935) as a license
to peddle the independence of the
C.P. and slep by step accomplish
its dissolution (1944), make it an
agent of bourgeois and petty bour-
geois policy in the labor movement,
it is very useful to note where
Manuilsky found the main danger
in carrying through this campaign
for workingelass unity for thai
pre-war period marked by Hitler's
conguest of power two years be-
fore.

Read and Digent \

We give here extended quota-
tions, wh'ch we do not do clse-
where in this document, (wanting
rather that readers should look up
the context for themselves) he-
cause of the decisive imporlance
of this theorctical and tactical
matcerial in relation to the enlire
question of nolorious revisionism,
lead'ng to defeatism and dissolu-
tion, over a whole ten year period
in the life (and living death, un-
der revisionism) of the CPUSA,

Comrade Manuilsky, speaking onh
the 40th anniversary of the death
of Frederick Engels and the les-
sons of his life, work and battles
in conneclion with the tasks and
tactical line that the rise of Fas-
cism placed before the interna-
tional working class and its Com-
munist parties, began by calling
attention to vital tactical questions
and the basic principles which
must govern Conununists in their
decisions upon these matters, i.e.
how action is determined in spe-
cific situations:

“. .. Engels said: ‘We want the
destruction of classes. What are
the means of securing this? The
political dom nation of the prole
tariat . . . The poliey which should
he followed is a workers' policy.
A party must be formed not as an
appendage to some bourgeonis par-
ties, but as an independent parly
with its own aim, its own pol'cy.
(From Engels’ &peech at the Lon-
don Conference of the First liter-
national).

“And it was to these aims that
Engels devoted his half century
of struggle.

“Engels' dislinguishing traits as
a politician of the working class
were distinctly formulated by Le-
nin as follows: . ., . A most pro-
found understanding of the fun-
damental revolutionary aims of the
proletariat, and an unusually [lex-
ible definition of a given problem
of tactics, from the point of view
of these revolutionary aims, an
without the slightest concession to
opportunism  and  revolutionary
phrascology. (Lenin: Marx, kn-
gels, Marxism)"”

“I now want to deal in detail
with Engels as the master of pro-
letarian tactics. . . . . . . the
leaders of our Sect’ons, can learn
something from the brilliant ex-
amples of the art of taclics given
by the great proletarian captain.”

“Of the rich treasury of tactical
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propositions which Engels worked
out and applied in the course of
his practical activities [ will deal
with only a few which directly con-
cern the central task of the Sev-
enth Congress, vis., the task of
preparing and organizing the
workingeiass and all the toilers
for the decisive battles.”

“There were not a few people
in Engels’ time, and there are not
a few today, who conceive of the
proletarian revolution not dialec-
tically but mechanically. They ar-
gued that the class conscious, con-
sistent, ‘pure’ revolutionaries were
in one camp, while the other camp
was one reactionary mass: that
there can be no changes in the
relations of class forces, for all
classes have once and for all
adopted their prescribed positions
in the revelutionary scheme: there
are no vacillaling intermediate
strata, for all have been entered
beforehand in the category of re-
action: there is no vanguard and
rescrves, for all represent one
revolutionary mass; there are no
masses who areé only just ap-
proaching revolution, for all have
been beforehand, included in the
camp of the revolutionary van-
guard; there are no stages in the
development of the revolutionary
struggle, for in some enigmatic
way, the masses have been trans-
ferred to the supreme class ‘of the
last and decisive battle’; the re-
volutionary party need not carry
on everyday work to enlighten and
prepare the masses for the atrug-
gle, for the masses are only wail-
ing for the signal to rush inte
battle under the leadership of Lhe
arch-revolutionary leaders; organ-
izational preparation for the pur-
pose of accelerating growth of the
movement is superfiuous, they say,
because thc =spontancity of the
movement itself is working in our
favor. This is the type of people
Engels had in mind when he ridi-
culed the following scheme of
development of the revolution:

‘All the official parties united
in one lump here, all the So-
cialists in one cotumn there—
great decisive battle. Victory all
along the line at one blow, In
real life things do not happen so
simply. In real life . . . the
revolution begins the other way
round, by the great majority of
the people and also of the of-
ficial parties massing them-
selves together against the gov-
ernment, which is thereby iso-
lated, and overthrowing it; and
it is enly after those of the
official parties whose existence
is still poss’ble have mutually
and successfully accomplished
one another's destruction that
the great division takes place
and with it the prospect of our
rule. If . . . we wanted to start
straight off with the final act
of the revolution, we should be
in a miserably bad way.! (The
Corrvespondence of Karl Marx
and Friedrich Engels.)

“This brilliant proposition of
Engels on the progress and de-
velopinent of the revolution was
still more strikingly and fully de-
veloped by Lenin more than thirty
years later. He wrote: '

‘To imagine that social revolu-
tion is conceivable without re-
volts by small nations in the
colonies and in BEurope, without
the revolutionary outburst of a
section of the petty bourireoisic
with all its prejudices, without
the movement of non-class-con-
scious proletarian and semi-pro-
letarian masses against the
oppression of the landlords, the
church, the monarchy, the for-
eign nations, etc.,—to imagine
that mecans repudiating social-
revolution. Only those who ima-
gine that in one place an army
will lire up and say, ‘We are
for socialism,” and in another
place anotner army will say
‘we are for imperialism,’ and
that this wiil be the social re-
volution . . .

‘Whoever expects a ‘pure’ so-
cial revolution will never live
to see it. Such a person pays lip
service to revolution without
understanding what revoiution
is.” (Lenin, Selected Works, Vol,
V, Page 303.)

“Further on he says:

“I'he socialist  revolution in
EKurope cannot be anything cive

(Cont. p. 10)
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than an outburst of mass strug-
gle on the part of all and
sundry of the oppressed and dis-
contented elements. Sections of
the petty bourgeoisie and of the
backward workers will inevit-
ably participate in it—without
such participation, mass strug-
gle is impossible, without it no
revolution is possible—and just
as inevitably will they bring
into the movement their pre-
judices, their reactionary fan-
.lasies, their weaknesses and er-
rors. But objectively they will
attack capital, and the class-
eonscious vanguard of the re-
volution, the advanced prole-
tariat expressing this objective
truth of a heterogeneous and
discordant, motley and outward-
ly incohesive, mass struggle,
will be able to unite and direct
it' (Lenin: Seclected Works,

Yol. V, Page 304)

“These remarkably profound
words of Enpcls and Lenin con-
tain the fundamental elements of
the reply to the question of how
we today ean successfully fight

ngainst the offensive of capital, -

of fascism, and the menace of war.
(Our emphasis) They indicate the
necessity of the proletarian party
having a correct policy towards
the masses of its own class and
towards its allics and they in-
dicate the task of ereating a broad
people’s front of struggle, the nced
for and the ability to take ad-
vantage of international antagon-
isms for the purpose of strength-
ening (he position of the prole-
tariat. All our experiences have
more than once confirmed the fact
that the party which starts out
with vulgarized and naive concep-
tions of revolution is incapable of
playing the part of organizer and
leader of the revolution. There is
nothing more dangerous for a live
and fighting party than a ready
made, invented and lifeless for-
mula, for it conceals all the living
and motley variety of the condi-
tions and forms of struggle.

Preserve Class Character

“IL is wrong te think that the
revolution will develnp along a
straight line like the flight of an
arrow, that no hilches or inter-
ruplions, and retreats for the pur-
pose of leaping further forward
will occur in the maturing re-
volutionary process. It is wrong
to think that the tactics of the
revolutionary party should be
hased not on the relation of class
forces that exist, but on relations
as we would like them to he. It
is wrong to think that in the pro-
cess of preparing for revolution
as well as in the proress of ils
developiment it is sufficient for
the proletarian parly to rely en-
tirely upon the forces of the van-
guard and that there is nol need
to rely on the majority of the
working class. It is wrong to think
that by ignoring other class forces
and by refraining from irying (o
win over the vacillaling classes to
the side of the revolution, at Jeast
temporarily, the proletarian par-
ty can create the clear situation of
‘class agninst class. It is wWrong
to think that it is possible to
prepare for the revolulion and to
bring it about without taking ad-
vaniage of the antagonisms within
the camp of the enemy, without
temporary, partial compromises
with other classes and groups
which are becoming revolutionary,
and their political organizations,
(Our emphasis)

Rasic Premise

“In 1889, in a lectter to the
Danish Socialist Trier, Engels Tec-
ommends that other parties be
utilized in the inferests of the
working class, that,

. .. Other parties and meas-
ures should be temporarily sup-
ported which are either of direct
advantage to the proletariat, or
which represent a step forward
in the direction of economic de-
velopment or of political lib-
b e

‘But,’ Engels adds, ‘I am in
favor of this only if the ad-
vantage acceruing direclly for us,
or for the historical develop-
ment of the country along the
path of economic and political
revolulion, is unguestionable and
is worthy-while striving after.
Another obligalory condition is

that the proletarian ‘class char-
acter of the Party shall not
thereby be hrought into ques-
tion. That for me is the ab-
solute limit.”

“Strengthening the class char-
acter of the party, raising the
class-consciousness of the prole-
tariat, raising its fighting capac-

ity, slrengthening ifs posilions,
weakening the position of the claxs

enemy—such are the criteria
which Engels regarded ns essen-
tiol in deciding the question of
whether this or that compromise
was permissible. (Our emphasis)

“These tactics are profoundly
hostile to the policy of class coop-
eralion belween (he proletariat
and (he bourgeaisic pursued by
international  Sociul  Demoeracy,
for that policy robbed the party
of its class characler, it sirength-
ened the position of the bour-
gevisie and weakened and  de-
moralized the prolefariat. These
revolulionary taclics have noth-
ing in common with the policy of
the “lesser evil,” with veling for
Hindenburg, with forming a bloe
with Bruening; for, in pursuing
the policy of the “leaser evil.” So.
cial-Democracy surrendered to the
bourgeoisie one proletarian posi-
tion alter the other, it paved the
way for fascism, and prepared for
the defeat of the proleturiat. (Our
emphasis).

“Thirty years later, Lenin en-
larged on this idea of Engels on
the basis of the experence of the
three Russian revolutions, and
taught the yourg Communist Par-
ties flexible and mobile tactics
that would enable them to over-
come their “left-wing” sickness
and to take up the strugple for
the overthrow of the bourgeoisie
in a really Bolshevik manner, He
wrote:

‘To carry on a war for the
overthrow of the international
bourgeoisie, wh'ch is a hundred
times more- difficult, prolonged
and complicated than the most
stubborn of ordinary wars be-
tween states, and to refuse be-
forehand to mancuver, to utilize
the conflict of interests (even
though temporary) among one's
encmies, to refuse to temporize
and compromise with. possible
(even though transient, unstable,
vacillating and cond tional) al-
lics—is not th’s ridiculous in the
extreme? . . . It is possible to
conquer this most powerful oanp-
emy only by exerling our efforls
ta the utmost and hy necessarily
thoroughiy, carefuily, attentive-
Iy and skilfully taking advan-
tage of every ‘fissurn,' however
small, in the ranks of our en-
emies, of every antagon’sm of
interests among the hourgenisie
of the various eountries, among
the various groups or types of
hourgesisie in the various coun-
tries; by taking advantage of
every  opportunity, however
small, of gaining an ally among
the masses, even though this
ally be temporary, vacillating,
unstable, unrel’able, and condi-
tional. Those who do not under-
stand this do nol undersiand
even a perain of Marxisim and of
seicatific  modern  socialism  in
general.’ (Lenin, ‘Left Wing'
Communism, an Infantile Dis-
order).

Tested Tactics

“Comrades, if you ponder over
these words of Engels and Len'n
as applied to our epoch, to the
policy which our Congress is now .
indicating for the ensuing perod,
you will understand that {hese
tactics, tested by the expericnce
of the whole of the world labor
mavement during many  decades,
now create Y * * pgreat oppor-
tunitins for emerging out of the
agitalional-propaganda pericd of
our development and for becom-
ing mighty factors in the who'e
of contemparary political life in
the various countries and thronph-
out the world. But it is precisely
because we . are now entering the
broad road of great mass policy,
because we are preparing to count.
not in hundreds of thousands, bu:
in millions, because we are begin-

_ ning to bring under our influence

those strata which only yvesterday
were in the ranks of Social-
Democracy, or else were outside of
politics altogether, because of this,
(we) must be particularly alert o
pussible Right and epporiunist dis-
tortions: af our mass policy, dis-
tortions  which will retard {he

growth of our influence among the
masses and the growth of the
fichting capacity of the prole-
tarini., and (hereby relard the
maturing of the conditions for the
proletarian revolution. (Our em-
phasis) And here we must once
again turn to our teacher Engels
and recall the struggle he waged
against opportunism, the ruthless,
untameable astruggle to which he
devoled half a century of his life
as a political fighter.

. “Engels saw right t(hrough the
petly bhourpreois who in scores of
different dispuises (ried to en-
trench himself in the labor move-
ment, weakening it and disorgan-
izing it. With unerring aim and
inimitable sarcasm, Marx and En-
gels tore the mask from the face
of ' this philistine; they exposed
the philistine grimaces beneath
the mask of free and easy genial-
ity. This philistine has the right
{o commit any despicable act be-
causc he considers himself to be
‘honestly’ despicable. Engels
wrole:

‘Even stupidity becomes a vir-
tue because it is the irrefutable
evidence of firmness of convie--
tion. Every hidden motive is
supported by the conviction of’
.intrins’c honesty, and the more
determinedly he plots some kind
of deception or petty meanness,
the more simple and frank does
he appear to be.’

“This philistine is a

‘. ¢ . drainpipe in which all the
contradictions of philosophy,
democracy and every description -
of phrasemongering are mixed up
in a monstrous manner.” (Marx
and Engels Archive, Book V).

“While upholding revolution-
ary Marxism, Engels fiercely at-
tacked German reformists, the
French Possibilists, the British
Fabians and the Ultra-Lefts. At
the same time, with exceptional
firmness and patience, he eriticiz-
ed and corrected the opportunist
mistakes of the leaders of the
proletarian parties such as Wil-
helm Liebknecht and DBebel, La-
fargue and Guesde.

This fireless struggle against
opportunism, and particularly
apgainst  conciliation with oppor-
tunism, caused some of the lead-
ers whom he attacked to dub In-
gels ‘Lhe rudest man in Europe.’
All of us should learn from Engels
how to bhe passionalely ‘rude’ in
the interests of the party, in Lhe
interests of the revolution. (Our
emphasis).

“No one was so eager to unite
the vanguard of the working class
in the ranks of a united workers’
party as Engels was. He wanted
to do that as iuch as we want to
do it today. But he knew and saw
that unily not based on principles
would weaken the working class,
OF what use would a mass party
be for the proletariat if it served
as a lasse, dragging it into coop-
eration with the bourgeoisie? (QOur
emphasis). In 1882 he weleoned
*he split in the workers’ party in
France from Mallone and Bruse
who had abandoned ‘the class
struggle, had sacrificed the prole-
tarian class character of the move-
ment and had made a rupture in-
evitable. o7

‘All  the better, he said,
‘Unity is an excelient thing as
long as it is possible, but there
are things that are more im-
bortant than unity.” (Original
emphasis). :

“I think it is necessary to recall
these words of Engels precisely at
the present time when here at this
Congress we are holding aloft the
banner of the political unity of
the international working class.
(Our emphasis.)

“Through the medium of Com-
rade Dimitroff's report, the Con-
gress has very strongly empha-
sized its will to fight for a united
workers’ party in every country,
for a united workers' world unity
of principles and not on the basis
of a putrid bloc between petty
bourgeois and proletarian eleiments
after the model of the Second In-
ternational. We would remind the
thousands, tens and hundreds of
thousands of Soecial Democratic
workers who regard themselves as
followers and disciples of Marx
and Engels that we and they would
be commitling a crime apainst our
class if we recreated that ficti-
tious ‘unity’ which led to the
catustrophe of August 4, 1914, to
the bloc between a section of the

5. “Notorious

working class and the bourgeoisie,
(Our emphasis) and which, in the
last analysis, facilitated the vic-
tory of fascism. The working class
docs not need unity of this kind!
We want the unily for which our
teacher Friedrich Engels fought
all his life; we shall exert every
effort to achieve this unity and
we shall achieve it.

The “Historical Moment”

“But this unity can be achieved
only by a party which by its in-
creasing activities wins the con-
fidence of the masses, by a party
which overcomes schematism and
vulgarization in its approach to
the mass movement. It is for such
a party that Engels fought. He
ruthlessly scourged passivity and
inactivity as-among the most per-
nicious forms of opportunism. In

__his correspondence with the work-
ers’ leaders he tirelessly repeated:
the Party must act under all cir-
cumstances. It must participate in
the whole of the political life of
the country and take advantage of
every event in home and foreign
politics for active intervention; it
must be with the masses every-
where and always, at the oppor-
tune moment it must jssue real
fighting slogans that shall ema-
nate from the masses themselves,
and it must issue new ones as the
movenient grows, This is the main
tactical rule for the proletarian
parly upon which Engels insisted.

“***Engels  was  particularly
sharp in his atlacks upon those
partlies who failed to be on the spot
at decisive moments of the mass
struggle. In this connection Engels
quile openly said that the party
which misses such a decisive mo-
ment, which fails to intervene, will
be dead and buried for some time.”
(Our emphasis) Manuilsky: En-
gels In the Struggle for Revolu-
tionary Marxiam.

Revisionism
of ° Marxist-Leninist

Theory, Strategy and
Tactics — Desertion

to Capitalism’s Camp

On the eve of the postwar class
conflicts (1944-45), the C.P. lcad-
ership, not only missed “such a
decisive moment” to “intervene”.
[Engels — Sce previous Sectinn]
and do its best to rally and gnide
the workingelass and its organiza-
tions in struggle against the capi-
talist offensive but it intervention
was in behalf of the inferests of
the imperialist rulers.

To these established faclts—the
denial of the class struggle; the
acceptance of the "“peace” program
of monopoly eapitalism and its
government; the dissolution of the
Communist Party by this leader-
ship and its continued rejection
of the struggle for a socialist pro-
gram in the labor movement, can
be attributed the present Jow poli-
tical level and obscene opportunist
exhibitions which are paraded as
Communist strategy and tactics.

This revisionist leadership can
continue to rend the heavens with
cries of “left seclarianism,” “semi-
Trotskyism” (whatever that
means) and expel Communists who
insist that winning the working-
class of the United States for a
Socialist program is and must be
the main and immediate task of
Communists. Such acts and uiter-
ances solve no problems for Com-
munists and the workingelass, It
is not these expelled comrades who
are responsible for the opportunist
isolation of the Communist Party
from the workingclass today.

That responsibility rests upon
a leadership which deserted Marx-
ist-Leninism, the Communist. Par-
ty, and the workingclass, of which
it was supposed to be the van-
guard, by accepting the following
statement of policy by Browder
and others (and many other state-
ments of similar import and poli-
tical content):

“Marxists will not help the
reactionaries by opposing the
slogan of ‘Free Enterprise’ with
any form of counterslogan. If
any one wishes to describe the
existing aystem of capitalism-in
the United States as ‘free en-
terprise’ that is all right with

(Cont. p. 11)



us, and we frankly declare that
We ‘are ready to cooperate in
making thig capitalism work
effectively in the postwar pe-
riod with the least possible bur-
dens upon the people.” (Teheran

and America, Page 21).

On the basis of the defeatist
analysis and policy stated above,
the dissolution of the Communist
Party was “theoretically” justi-
fied and the Program of elass enl-
laboration and 3 no-strike policy
in the “peacetime” postwar period
urged upon the organized lahor
movement and in some industries
and unions its endorsement was
secured.,

But the majority of the unions
in spite of defeatist efforts to
persuade them to adopt a policy
that could have led only to their
liquidation as fighting organiza-
tions of the working class (as it
did in the case of the C.P.) re-
Jjected this policy, although it did
immense damage by hampering
preparations to meet and counter
the capitalist offensive on the
economic front.

Disgraceful Decisive Fact

For the first time in history a
Communist Party, the C.P. of the
United States, had an official pro-
gram and tactical line which met
with the approval of the monopoly
capitalists. The C.P. was no long-
er in danger of being accused of
“sectarianism” or “advocating re-
volution.” It was no longer isolated
—except from the workingclags,

It is wtill isolated in its "roeon-
stituted” form. It has no program
of its own because its revisionist
leadership refuses to make it the
proletarian party of Socialism and
conduct its work in ‘-a Marxist-
Leninist manner., The lack of faith
of this leadership in the ability of
the workingelass in the United
States o understand, accept and
fight for a socialist program if the
necessity for it is explained to
them in the eourse of all their con-
flicts with nmonopoly capital and
its government, is the main Teason
for isolation and lack of Marxist
socialist influence, )

_Defeatist Opinion

Behind all this is the belief,
current in the C.P,, that Socialism
is neither necessary nor possible
in, the United States because of
"speqial" features of capitalist de-
velopment in thijs country. This ac-
counts for the ease with which
this leadership was able to turn
upside down the united front tactic
developed by Lenin and applied
gt the Seventh Congress for the
Program of pre-war anti-fascist
struggle, and thereby lead the
Party to dissolution and disaster.

is _explains the ease with
which Browder, becoming holder
in 1936-37, was able to hand over
the C.P. to John L. Lewis, with
its press and its cadres of organ-
izers—without a single guarantee
as to program or the political
rights of Communists, and rank
and file members in the unions.
On the contrary, all the guarantees
were given by the C.P. The Party
EToups. were_abolished. ~ The op-
portunist leadership agreed to
make no fight even in Lewis’
United Mine Workers for removal
of the constitutional clause which
lumps Communists with Ku Klux
lanners and Fascists and pro-
hlif?its them from holding member-
ship,

Step by Step Betrayal

Communists were doing -most of
the agitational, Propaganda and
organization work for the ClO
unions but they were no lenger
Party workers. The opportunist
program and leadership made them
into. “pure and simple” trade
unionists. :

The firsi steel workers organi-
zation mecting called by Murray
in Pittsburgh had to be organized
by Communists because no ope
clse had any standing among mili-
tant steel workers, (75,000 had
been organized in the Amaleramal-
ed Assocation of Iron, Steel and
Tin Workers by Communists and
rank and file commitlecs. They
had been expelied by President
“ Green of fhe A.F. of L.)

That first CIO stepl workers
meeling was held-in the Sons of
Ialy hall and Vito Marcantanin

was the main speaker. At that
lime there was not a single basic
industry where the broad founda-
tions of the present CIO unions
had not been laid by Communist.
organizers rank and file commit-
tees when the Party machinery
was handed over lack, stock and
barrel to John L. Lewish in 1935-
36. After that, to hint that Lowis
was Jess than God was to face
expulsion from the C.P. But it had
been the Communists who had kept
the spirit of struggle alive in the
coal fields after Lewis had aban-
doned it from 1924 to 19323,

lHigh and lLow Spots

These are a few of the high, or
low, spots of the process by which
the C.P. was finally Jed to its
dissolution. The Party had lost
its independence tn such an extent
that this leadership was both un-
willing and unable te organize a
mass campaign in the organized
labor movement and other work-
ingclass organizations fo lift the
embargo on shipments of muni-
tions to the Spanish Republican
forces by the Roorevelt adminis-
tration,

No attempt was made to get
unions to charter ships to run the
blockade while members of the ill-
equipped Abraham Lineoln Bat-
talion and the International Bri--
gade and the Spanish people died
by the thousands trying to atop
the Franco-Hitler and Mussolinj
divisions: equipped with the most
modern arms in the world. The
campaign for aid to the Spanish
Republicans was allowed to wax
and wane according to how Roose-
velt was reported (o be feeling,
“We must not embarrass the
President,” said Browder.

Blame for Franco

The Roosevelt administration in
alliance with the Roman Catholic
hierarchy was far more responsihle
for the fascist viclory in Spain
which ret the stage for World
War II than was the British Tory
government, but one will not dis-
cover this in the C.P. literature of
the time. With the Unitad States’
government enforcing the embar-
go while the fascist governments
had a free hand, the defeat of the
Spanish republic was only a mat-
ter of time.

Th's refusal to place such major
issues of the class struggie clearly
before the \\'orkingclass—always a
hallmark of revisionism at its
worst—was carried into the war
period. This resulted in the ac-
ceptance of the “soft underbeily
of the Axis” theory which took
such a deadly toll of American
troops and left the Red Army to
bear the main might of Hitler’s
hordes.

Facts of Record

The  opportunist leadership
choked off protest apa‘nst the
Pétain and Darlan treachery. Tt
raised no outery against the deal
with Bonomi and the 40 davs of
grace given the Nazis in Italy to
reorganize their forces and lnunch
a sweeping offensive against the
Partisans. Both Browder and Sum-
ner* Welles assured the Chinese
Red Armies and the 90,000,000
people back of them that the
United States government was on
their side and that they had noth-
‘ng to fear—but they continued to
b2 slaughtered and hiackaded by
United States-equipped  Kuomin-
tang troops.

No inkling was ever given the
Party membership or the work-
ing class of the two-s’ded char-
acter of the war—a war of libera-
tion for the popular forces in the
capitalist and colanijal countries,
and an imperialist war for the
‘nterests of the ruling class and
their governments—a war waged
by American and British imperial-
ists with the hope and helief that
the Soviet Union and the revolu-
tionary forces of the workingelass
and its allie= in the accupird eoun-
tries would suffer such losses ag
would make: imposs'ble an effoc.
tive struggle against hoth -
perialisms for u long time to come
—perhaps forever.

- Out of this foul but fertile
swamp, the seeds of opportunist
appeasement sown before and
during the war sprouted, grew and
sburgeoned  into  the poisonous
plant whose miasma poisoned the
Party and such sections of the
workingrlass as ecame under its
influence.

‘ New Loy Record

Browder's appeals, publshed in
the New York Timez and the
Herald-Tribune and other organs
of monopoly capitalism, soliciting
their aid in laying the specter
of Communism,” assuring  them
that Communists were willing to
discuss the dissolution of their
Party; his books “Victory and
After”; “Teheran and America”:
his Madison Square Garden speech
in January 1944; his open efforts
to secure the submission of Cam-
munist Parties in other countries
to Wall Street’s postwar program;
hig incentive wage plan; and fi-
nally the d’ssolution of the CP
and the open call to the working-
class to accept the program of
mmonopoly capital; support the im-
perialist_adventures of its govern-
ment and abandon strike struggles
for economic demanids in the post-
Wwar period, were all one pattern—
rejection of the Marxist-Leninist
concept of the historical liberating
role of the workingelass headed
by its Communist vanguard.

“Promotion and Pay™
It is useless for (his present

- Tevisionist leadership, now that

Browder has been removed and
expelled, to say that they were
bemused by this monstrosity of
opportunist  mediocrity they had
created in their own images, and
by his delcatist program. Only
preople who are pelty bourgeois
reformists in method of thinking,
manner of living and social back.
ground, and who set up no safe-
guards in the way of imperialist
corruption, could have accepted
such a program.

Browder “showed them the way
to promotion and pay” in middle
class and capitalist circles and
they poured out on him and his
revisionist maunderings a constant
Mycum  of adulntion that waould
have sickened an Oriental potent-
ate of the Arahian Nights period.
There was literature written dur-
ing that perind by many persons
still in the revisionist leadership
in which Browder is compared to
Lenin and Stalin.

The Nonpareil

This was only the heginning be-
cause superlatives were soon ex-
hausted. Tt was then decided that
Browder could be compared only
with Browder. Any other compari-
son ran the risk of underestimat-
ing the peculiar quality of his
renius.

A carefu) reading of the pur-
posely lengthy quotation from
Manuilsky's reporl on, Engels to
the 7th World Congreds will show
clearly how Browder gnd his revi-
sionist colleagues arr ved at thig
stage by exploiting all the op-
Portunist possibilities in the cor-
rect anti-fascist democratic front
program and ignoring and con-
cealing from the CGP membership
the grave dangers facing it. Conp-
eration with the powerful Ameri-
can capitalist class replaced Gom-
munist independence and vigilance.
Opportunism of a type never be:
fore accepted by Communist lead-
ership poisoned the C.I.

Some repetition will do no harm
here:

“Unity is an excellent thing
as long as it is possihle, bhut
there are things more important
than unity.” (Enpels—original
emphasig).

“I th'nk it is necessary to re-
call these words of Engels pre-
cisely at the present time when
here we are holding aloft the
banner of the political wnity of
the international workingclass,”
Report on Engels in Struggle for
Revolutionary Marx’sm.—See pre-
vious Section.

The prostitution of the Ten‘nist
tactic of the united front and. the
constant utler perversion of the
concept of waorkingelass unity ng
in the recont elections Cospeeially
in New York State where least
three-fourths of the CI* member-
ship is located and where its hend-
quarters are) is proof that the
leadership which calls . itwelf Com.
munist is engaged more actively
than ever before in revisionist at-
tempts to deceive the membership
and the workingelass. Never swere
these attempts excecded in their
fraudulent character by anything
in the same field under the Drow-
der regime,

Recent Revisionist Record

Page 11

Browder rejected the program
for winning the workingelass for
socialism and admitted frankly
that he was against any fight in
the postwar period aguinst mon-
opoly capital. The present leader-
ghip has merged the CI' with the
demagogs of “free enterprisc"_g-ml
rejects as its main and, immediate
task the struggle for a Socialist
program under the guise of fight-
ing the monopolies.

Their opportunist acts and ut-
terances  prove (he eontention
made in other secctions of this
document, sections which were
written before the elections, gome
of the analysis and conclusions
having been written even before
the “campaign” began:

Eirst: By withdrawing the -CP
candidate for governor—the key
office—this revisionist leadership
disfranchised everyone who did
not want to vole either for Dewey
or Mead, all who did not want to
vote for gubernatorial candidates
of either of the twe capitalist
parties.

Second: By withdrawing CP
candidates for governor and sen-
ator, by having ne candidates for
these offices, they betrayed the
inlerests of the Party and the
workingclass,  The CP, with the
slogan of “resurrect the Roosevelt
program,” exerted all jts efforts
to influence the workingclass to
support the major candidates of
the Democratie Parly, the party
of Truman and Byrnes, one of the
two parties of Wall Street im-
perialism.

Elaborate Deeception

It makes not the elightest dif-
ference, except that the deception
is more elaborate, that the Ameri-
can Labor Party was one of the
instruments used to achieve this
result and assist in the betrayal.
Perversion of the struggle to win
the workingclass for a Socialist
Program can go no further when
workers and intellectuals are ask-
ed to join Lhe CP’, to join the ALP,
to vote for outright and acknowl-
edged representatives of one of
the two parties of the capitalist
class and that party the one ear-
rying federal authority in the drive
for world domination.

Third: By withdrawing its ean-
didate for governor, this leadership
prevented the CP from becoming
a legal electoral party in New
York—the key state in the 1948
elections—for another four long
years except hy the avduous aml
uncertain method of polition, (Par-
ties go on the official ballot auto-
matically in New York only by
polling the required percentage for
the office of governor,)

Fourth: The cleetion  returns
proved that “unity” Jike charity
was used to cover this multitude
of sins, Withdrawing its candi-
date for rovernor was explained
to the CP membership as necos.
sary to pregerve the “domoeratic

_ coalition"; nothing must be done

tu jeopardize Mead's chances of
election. Two months before Nov-
ember 5th, it was cloar that Dewey
would carry New York by at least
350,000 votes. Traman amnd Byrnes
had made sure of jt. Dewey beat
Mead by 680,000 voles, How could
2 CP pubernatorial candidale
have endangered Mead’s election
chances ? Not only was the “hroad-
est possible democratic coalition”
defeated but the CP geclion of it
was diseredited and disgraced be-
fore the eyes of class cunscious
workers of the state and nation,
‘he combination of opportunism
and contempt for the intelligence
of working people took a cruel toll.

Fifth: This “reconverted' lead-
ership, in an effort to quell the
anger of the membership and non-
party supporters is using the same
type of politieal forgery used at
the “special” convenlion to con-
vince the membership that jts
revisionist treacheries were no
worse than alleged “mistakes”
made by Stalin and the entire lead-
ership of the CP of the Soviet
Union, i.e., the method of political
forgery. (see later section.)

The election statement of the
National Board of the CP signed
by Foster and Dennis makes the
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claim that the campaign “made
clear the itsues, promoted the
unity of labor and the people and
doubled our Party vote.”

None of these statements is true
but here we deal only with the
third and last: Ben Davis, Negro,
Communist Party candidate for
Atlorney General,  polled 095,000
votes out of a tota] of some 5,000, -
000 ballots. In the last elections
to the New York City Council, to
which he was elected, he and
Cacchione, Communist Councilman,
polled 123,000 first choice Yotes
(proportional representation) in
only two boroughs of Manhattan
and Brooklyn,

Fraud as 2 Policy

In 1938 the Communist eandi-
date for Con;.:rcssman-at—l.arge
polled 105,000 voteg, The “doubled
vote” is a plain fraud. It ;s given
some plausihility only by takingr
the CI’ vote for Rovernor in 1942,
2 war year, when the CP could
Wuster unly 42,000 votes amd fail-
ed o qutify for an official place
on the ballot,

Sixth: Noth'ng is more certain
than the final Socialist victory af
the workingclass, that had the CpP
in this campaign ran a cand'date
for governor like Ben Davig and
thrown its full resources into such
a campaign with a progzram of Son-
cialism as the final way aut of the
cumulative horrors of capitalism,
and the only way to end war for-
ever, as its central propazanda
slogan, that it could have secured
a minimum of 250,000 votes, Com-
munist influence would *have been
inereased dccisi\'oly;- the working-
class and the Negro people would
now have another popular politi-
cal leader of national calibre.

But this kind of campaign would
have laid the basis for the CP
becoming a mass party with de-
cisive influence in future popular
election coalitions, This is exactly
what this revisionist leadership
does not want. This would have
necessitated the organization of
the stiuggie to win the working-
class for a socialist program. To
this, these ‘opportunists are op-
posed because they do not believe
in the advisability of such a strug-
gle. They try to conceal this de-
featist conviction by saying that
the workingclass is not “ready”

for it and that it would “salate”
the Conununists,

What does this revisionist lead-
ership have to say now followine
the disgraceful def at te which it
led the P and those workers who
followed it ?

IL does not indiet clearly aned
mercilessly the Democralic Party
as one of the two parties of f -
nance-capital, although Mead, ard
Lehman, Demoerat candidates for
governor and senator, pledged full
support “te the forthright forcign
policy”  of Presidert  Truman.
These spokcsmen of the capitalist
clasy  were also (he Communixt
Party candidates, They were also
the American Lahor I'arty candi-
dates, This is what Fouter and
Dennis and the National Bonrd or
the CI' deseribe in the off ¢iul
statement in The Worker, Novem-
ber 10, 1946, as “welding an all-
inclusive unity from FDR Demo-
crats to Communists.”

Defeatist Demlagogy

This is the way these defeatict
demagogues of revision descrilie
the maneuver by which they pul
the CP in the camp of the cliss
enemies of the workingelass, gave
aid and comfort to react'on and
by this demagogic creation of can-
fusion and demoralization in the
ranks' of the workingclass con-
tributed (o the victory of the Ie-
publican Party—another wing of
the imperialist war forces.

Does this revision'st leadershi;
niake any attempt to oxplain the
election resuits in terms of clas.
forces and class alignments? It
does not. It “puts the biame on
Mame.” Truman is the villain. In
the best style of the peity bour-
Eeois. apologists of the capitalist
two-party system, Dennis and Fos.
ter avoid any reference to th.
Democrat Party as an imperialis;
party( to which the CP has been
nothing but an appendage for a
decade), and accuse Truman of
surrendering “to the GOP instead
of meeting ity attack.”

False Assumption

Such a statement is based on
the assumption that Truman as
Democrat Party President of the
United States owes allegiance to
the workingclass and the “com-
mon - people” Renerally. This of
courne s not  the epge and if
Marsist theory had not bheen dis-
carded long ago by this revision-
ist leadership it would not even
be necessary to labor the point,
Truman has not betraved anyono—
least of all the menopoly capitaliyg
MASters of the Domoerat Party,
Truman Kimply earviedd out the
instructions  given him by the
spokesmen of the.mmmpo!y capi-
talists who own and run the Demo-
crat party, And who feel that
middle class® New Dealers and
trade union officialdom can do a
better job of maintaining illusions
concerning the two-party system
as spokesmen for the epposition.

Deception of the workingelass
and its allies, and more especially
of the doubly oppressed Negro
people who, from bitter expericnce,
understand the class character of
the Democrat Party and the Tru-
man  administration far better
than do Foster and Dennis, con-
sists ip utter'ng the following
falsehond, designed (o coneeal from
CP members and the workingelass
the oulright imperialist character
of the Democrat, Party:

“Instead of defending  the
FDR policy of American Soviet
friendship, the rack of Roose-
velt  foreign policy, Truman
betrayed this by letting Senator
Vandenberg, Roosevelt's chief
enemy in foreign policy, impose
the menopolies’ “lough line' an
the country, Instead of fighting
for prien controls and orderly
return fto peace time production,
Truman turned the country over
to Taflt inflationary profiteering
affer a few futile gestures.”

“Thus, Truman broke the
FDR—Iabor-progrossive coalition

which had defeated Hooverism
for more than a decade. He
openced the gales (o it by his
appeasement of and surrender to
it. This is the first major reason
for the present GOP elcetoral
victory which could have been
avoided hy g hold slruggle
against the Mooveriten along the
linex of the FDR platform and
‘on the harin of [he FDR-1aboe-
progresiive coalition.” (Our cm-
phasis). .

This statement is a lie from
start to finish. It is opporiunist
demagopy at its worsl heeange it

does nol give QP memhers  and
non-parly  workers the frue reg-
sons for the political situation in
the United States. It does, how-
ever, give ( inadvertently) the true

Teason for the eaxe with which the

governnmient circles of the 60 fam-
ilies were able to change their
domestic and foreign tactical | 'ne
since the end of major military
aperations: The reason is that the
Communist Party revisionist lead-
ership and those reformist middle
class intellectuals and tratde upion
bureaucrats who welcome and ap-
plaud this demagogy have been
poisoning the labor movemen! and
the entire working class with -this
and similar social-demacratic dis-
tillations for over len jears—
seven of these years being the
period of blood-stained war pros-
perity with blurring of class lines
and destruct’on of political and
moral standards,

Not “Errors” but Policy

This is the “main major” reason
why the CP has become a party
of reformist capitalism and this
is the “main major"” reason the
organized lahor movemnent pali-
tically is still in (he camp of ity
exploiters—this is the “man ma-
Jjor" reason why so many of the
14,000,000 Negro people are still
in the camp of their oppressors,

Elsewhere in this document we
explain in some detail the mechan-
ics of the treachery to Marxist-
Leninism—and the class struggle
without which no socialist victury
is possible. It js enough to ray
here, to avoid repetition, that the
“Roosevelt program” wWas a pro-
Rram to salvage, strengthen and
advance the intorests of the 60
imperialist familios—the rulers of
the United States, -

Purpose of Concesions
It was necessary to engage in

an claborate program of conces-
giong to the workingelass and itg
allies, 1o divert the rising socialist
consciousness during the crisis
and depression of 1929-39 and
keep the rapidly growing organ-
ized labor movement on the side of
“free enterprige” and the capital-
ist imperialist system. In most of
this, the program was successful.

Roosevelt himself may or may
not have been more farsighted
than other capitalist parly leaders.
But in one ‘thing he was indis-
putably more clever than any of
his predecessors—and probably
more than any of his Successors,
He saw that the most skillful and
unserupulous apologists for and
defenders of capitalist imperialist
interests are the social democrats
of one variety or another, the
careerist middle class intelligent-
sia and trade union bureauerats,

With their aid he was able to
enlist even the services of the
leadership of the Communist Par-
ty—an unexpected but welcome
addition to the reformist-capitalist
forces. He' understond and acted
on the basic fact, with an almost
cynical pragmatism, that capital-
Ism in the U.S, could afford re-
form—that reforms are cheaper
than revolution, if you can afford
them.

The Real Rulers

The political -specialists  who
speak for the National City Bank,
the Chase National Bank, General
Motors, the Duponts, the Associa-
tion of American Railroads, Gen-
eral Electrie, Ford, Big Steel and
Little Steel, American Telephone
and Telegraph, the giant light and
power holding companies, Stand-
ard Oil and the House of Morgan,
ele. are econvineced by reason of
the dominant position the mono-
polists and their gaovernment  of
the U.S. have secured  through
the crushing of the Axis powers,
that they no longer noed the Roos-
evelt program,

What they want and will try
to secure by every means, includ-
ing another world war, is expan-
sion. . Without vast new markets,
conquest of gigantic new fields
for profitahle capital investinent,
new sources of cheap raw ma.
terials, menopoly eapilal in the
United Statex is doomed, in spite
of its apparent stability and
power. There is not (he slightest
posgibility of monspoly capitalism
in 1ihis counlry solving for any
long period its majoer contradic-
tion—astrononiical postwar pro-
ductive capacity and the shrink-
ing: domestic and world market—
by any program which will leave
the system intact.

These are the forces whose ef-
forts to Mmaintain their domination
over the workingelass produce a
Hoover, a Roosevelt, a Truman or
a Dewey—and the canditions which
leave no way out for the working-
class except Socalism or submis-
sion and slavery.

What does this opportunist lead-
ership of the CP propose? DNoes
it at all times tel| the CP mem-
bership and the workingelass that
Socialism is the only final and
victorious Way out of the bloody
military shambles into which the
60 families and their government
are trying to drive them? That is
the “main major” task of Com-
munists. Do they make the poli-
tical preparation of the workine-
class for socialist struggle their
main task?

Political Perfidy -

They do not. They give the
workingclass no inspiring gaal
beyond the ceaseless, bitter and
exhausting struggle for economic
reforms whose henefits are can-
celled out by the system of com-
modity produetion. Consequently

. they do not tell the workingelass

of the life and death necessity for
a socialist system—how to achieve
Socialism.

Neither do they indict the Demo-
crat Party of monopoly capital by
50 much as one word in the state-
ment signed by Fogter and Dennis
for the CPP Nationa] Board. Tru-
man js the traitor, they say, He
i8 not a traitor ‘except in the
minds of disappointed middle. elass
carecrists, professional office hold-
ers, revisionists—and workingmen
and women who have been de-
ceived by these demagogs. But
this does not excuse the continua-
tion of such vicious deception,
Truman has tried to follow the

advice given him by the. adviso
of the capitalist class who b
him and their Democrat Party. }
is an enemy of the workingelas
We must look elsewhere for t}
evidence of political treason,

1t is to be found in unmistal
able form in almost every par:
graph of the Foster-Dennis-prc
grammatic election statement, by
one or Lwo quotations are enoug
to show that the “main major
task of this revisionist leadershi;
is to keep the CP and the Ameri
can labor movement in tow
#ppeasers of monopoly eapitalism
This does not involve any contra.
diction between such  purposely
vVague formulations gg “a new
political alignment lending 10 g
new peoples’ mass party.” “Thig»
they say, “will require labor'’s
leadership,” This is chicanery, It
is like the well-known riddle about
the elephant and the canary—it jg
stuck into thig election statement
to muke it harder for the work-
ingelass o understand. As they
53y themselves:

“The political forces which
emerged in the lagt stages of
the elections — the Wallace
forces, the Chicago Conference
of Progressives, the LaGuardia-

Newhold  Morris Republicans,
and particularly the CIO, PAC,
and other independent BEroups—
have the platform on which to
begin the organization work that
will guarantee the running of a
pProgressive pro-Roosevelt ¢an.
didate for President in 1948.”
(Our emphasis),

Where is “labor’s leaderghip” in
this reformist-capitalist set-up ?
Where is the independent program
of the CP? Where is the program
for winning the work’ngelass for
the socialist way out?

One More Low Record

The concluding sentence of the
CI' National Boxrd slatement un-
doubtedly establishos a new low
record for nostalgie revisionisin by
Persons posing as Marxist-Lenin-
ists:

“The forces and  program
exist now which, if united and

applied, can restore the political
life of America to the Roose-
velt path”

The political and organizational
essence of thig last sentence and
all that goes before it can be
condensed into one slogan which
expresses it concisely: “Tumn your
face foward the past and your
pratt toward the encmy.”

The Foster-Dennis statement
puts the CP at the tail of footloose
middle ¢lass and disruntled bour-
Reois  politicians, mainly Demo-
crals with a scattering of Repub-
licans. Tt accepls their program.
It diseards the independent roie of
the CI’. The Dennis-Foster gate-
ment does not even. call on work-
ingmen and women to join the
Communist Party.

There is little more to be said
except to fix responsibility and
draw a final conclusion:

Dennis and other close associates
in the conspiracy to wreck the CI’
did their best to spread political
corruption in the CP and prepare
the way for itg dissolution,

During the whole period under
consideration, concrete instances
of political corruption mulliplied:
Out of this and as part of it, came
the most notorious informer and
provocateur in the history of the
workingelass mevement  in gur
country—J. R, MA'I"NH'}WS,, for-
mer chief investigator of the Dies
Committee,

He was brought into the center
of the CP work by this leader-
ship. He was the white-haired boy
of Browder and his clique. To cast
doubt on him was to be branded
as a disrupter, The -assets he had
to =ell to the Dios Committee and
its labor-bailing backers were ac-
quired as a privieged comrade
and co-worker of the opportunist
Political Commiltee of the Com-
munist Party, U.S.A,

Louis Budenz was another prized
acquisilion of this wrecking crew,
In partibus infidelium, inter spem
el metum, Christo et Ecclesiae
et imperium in imperio, he labored
ten yéars for the hounds of God,
while keeping his Trotksyite con-
nections. Elevated to the manag-
ing editorship of the Daily Work-
er, he was part of the parade of

(Cont. p. 13)



shady. figures which marched
through the editorial staff during
a whole decade. To express doubt
of Budenz’s devotion -was to court
expuision. There was: Casey, (Gla-
zier) of odoriferous memory, an-
.other Daily Worker Managing Edi-
tor, recruited from the lower so-
cial-democratic depths of the New
York Times; Rushmore and llon‘g
from the anti-labor incubators of
the Hearst Press—and others.

These persons, living symbols of
moral and political corruption,
were brought in, built-up and pro-
moted for one main purpose, i.e.,
to combat the Communist forces
in the I'"arty who would not accept
opportunisim, step by step revision
of Marxist-Leninism, énd the poli-
tical dissolut‘on of the CP into an
appendage of the John L. Lewis
bureaucracy and demagogic ca-
reerist politicians of the two
capitalist parties.

Now we are witnessing the

. political dissolution of the “recon-

stituted” Communist Party. This
is a matter of the utmost serious-
ness for the workingclass, all anti-
imperialist forces of the United
States, and of all countries.

Far more serious is the fact that
this is the sign manual of sur-
render to enemy class forees who
are trying to extinguish Marxist
thinking in the labor movement.
These anti-social forces are trying
to deprive the workingclass of
Marxist-thcory and leadership and
prevent the credtion of a work-
ingclags committed to a socialist
program.

Jt is part of a deliberate and
well-organized attempt to compel
the majority of the population of
our country, the workingclass and
its allies, to foreswear their so-
cialist destiny—in a country where
the natural resources, the produc-
tive capacity and the social forces
necded to reach this goal of libera-
tion are present in the greatest
abundance.

6. Opportunism and Defeatism in Excelsis — Denial

of Class Struggle — Political Dissolution
of “Re-Constituted” CP

A New Reformist Party

But the - expulsion of Con-,

munists for “leftism” contisiues—
it appcars to be the only answer
of these confirmed opportunists
to the growing demand for a su-
cialist program and .placing the
work of winning the working-
class for that program in its pro-
per place—as the main, major and
immediate task of Communista in
our country.

The weport of Kugene Donais,
General Secretary of the U.S.
Communist Party to ‘the July 16-
18, 1946 meeting of the: CPPUSA
National Committee, furnished the
best basis for a picture of the
development of the devastating
effects of the opportunist policy
within the U.S. Communist Party
itself and in the organized labor
.movement and working class
generally so far as CI’USA in-
fluence extends.

This report—unanimously adopt-
ed by the National Committee—
furnished a basis for such an

estitmate because the analysis and -

program that are devecloped in it
are in turn devcloped from the
program adopted unanimously. by
the so-called special convention
of July, 1945, ‘at which the op-
portunist leadership of CPUSA
“reconstituted” itself.

The step by step—but neverthe-
less rapid—political dissolution of
the: Communist ’arty of the Unit-
‘ed States by its defeatist leader-
ship and program of appeasement
which we have dealt with in ma-
terial prepared earlier, is now
shown with ummistakable clarity.

The following quotation from
official slatenients of its goneral
secretary at the recent meeting of
the National Committee should
remove any remaining doubts in
the minds of the mewmbership as
_to where the CP has landed. It
is now nothing but a caricature
of a Communist Party. [Its poli-
tical independence is a 'nyth.

“What is required is the or-
ganization, in every ward and
township, in every city and on
a Congressional district basis,
of some form of independent,
political, legislative member-
ship organization, as - well as
united front committies. Local
coordinating centers ‘comparable.
to and allied with the Conferen-
ce of Progressives are import-
ant, but they are not enough.
Independent united progressive
contnittes for the city clections
are extremcly important also .
and must be promoted. But
something else is nceded, some-
thing which w’ll result in build-
ing down below, everywhere, a.
grass rools mass membership
political action organization.”
(Dennis, Political Affairs, Spe-
cial Plenum Issue, January
1947, page 11. Our emphasis—
last lines.)

The “united front” pretense has
been dropped. The CP membership
is now ordered to organize another
political party.

V4

Continuous Process

Dennis’ reports are also the best
basis_ for an estimate of the.de-
featist role played by these re-
visionists in the organized trade
union movement and in the broad-
er activities of the labor move-

ment on the electoral and legis- -

lative fronts. It will be seen that
the attempt in the recent elections
to herd the CPUSA membership.
cluss-congcious workers and anti-
capilalist forces into the PDemo-
cratic Party in support of the can-
didntes of ono of the two parties
of U.S. monopoly capitallsm; the
shameless unity with a block of
‘Trotskyites, right wing Social
Democrais, Association of Cath-
olic Trade Union leaders and
Christian Fronters at the receant
CIO convention against the demo-
cratic trade union ‘and  political
rights of the Communists and
tha CIO membership generally
was already planned, prepared,
and justified in the programmatic
report of the “notorious revision-
ist” National Committece, July 16-
18, 1946.

I

The programmatic report by
Eugene Dennis to the meeling of
the National Committce of the
U.S. Communist DP’arty and un-
animously adopted July 16-18,
1946, setting forth the policy,
program and tactical line of this
leadership, is anti-Marxist-Lenin-
ist. . 4

There is only apology for crass
‘revisionism and rejection of the
independent role of the T.I’. The
cantral slogan is “resurrection of
the Roosevelt program.” ’

This justification of the sur-
render of the independent role of
the CPUSA to capitalist party
demagogues and reformist trade
union leaders has become the cen-
tral task of Communist Party
leadership today.

This leadership ‘not only does
not desire any “unfriendly ecriti-
cism” of these, our allies, but will
“declare war” on such “left wing-
ers’, as do indulge in such criti-
cism,

This CPUSA leadership has re-
jected the revolutionary essence of
Marxism by postponing it to the
distant futere where, for all prac-
tical purposes, it is out of sight
It proposes onlty such measures as

meet the approval of the sup °

porters of “free enterprise.” These

CP’USA leadera attempt o “‘con-
vince and influence” {lie represen-
tatives of the capitalist ¢lass when,
by straining credulity to the bhreak-
Ingr  point, sympathy with and
supporl of even their 'most reac-
tionary efforts for so-called “up-
lifting the working class” can be
justified. (In this connection, the
defeatist meaning of CPUSA’s
“resurrection” of Roosevelt policy
will be analyzed below.)

erx‘ on “Postponement”

The political position of tha pre-
sent parly pragram and leadership
in relation to the genuine struggle

for a socialist program, is best ex-
prereed by Marx:.

“The programme is not to be
given up but ouly postponed—
to an indefinite period. One ac-
cepis it, though not really for
oneself and one’s own lifetime
but posthumously as an heirl-
loom to be handed down to one’s
children and grandchildren, - In
the meantime one devotes one's
‘whole strength and energy’ to -
all sorts of petty rubbish and
the patching up of the capitalist
order of nociety in order at least
to produce the appearance of
something happening without at
the same time searing the bour-
geoise . . .. Instead of decided
political  opposition, general
compromise; instcad of the
struggle against the government
and the bourgeoisie, an attempt
to win and to persuade . . .”
(Karl Marx, SELECTED
WORKS, Vol. II, Pg. 629-31—
our emphasis.)

This vulgar revisionist political
method is illustrated by the gen-
eral sacretary of the CPUSA, who
declares:

“Furthermore . . . the militant
workers 'nust enlist the aid-of
certain -~ political figures and
groups who also happen to sup-
port various features of the ad-
ministration’s imperialist for-
eign policy.” (Dennis Report,
Political Affairs, Sept., 1946,
Pag. 796;—our emphas’s.)

Communists are thus put in the
pésition of soliciting aid of im-
perialist demagogues who mouth
deceptive “democratic” phrases in
order té muaintain in the working
class illusions as to the classless
nature of this government of the
Monopoly Capitalists. This
leadership has surrendered the
majer weapon of Coanmunists—
the revolutionary struggle to win
the working class for a socialist
program—as its main, central
and immediate task and, by de-
magogic perversion of the united
front tactic, is trying to lead the
party membership into the re-
formist capitalist camp..

This was the program of unity
with and support (with no guar-
antees for the party and for the
working class) of the candidates
of the Democratic P'arty in New
York (the ~government party
of U.S. Imperialism). These re-
ports blasted the last hopes of
many Communists — hopes that
notorious revisionism and appease-
ment of the capitalist class and
its middle class apologists woere
being rooled out of the CP. This
is not the case. It has now ap-
peared in a more dangerous form.

The reports attempt to conceal
the abject desertion by this lea-
dership of the revolutionary strug-
gle to win the working class
for a socialist program. It tries
to do this by sprinkling pseudo-
Marxist phrases over a program
for continuing the U.S. Com-
munist Party as a tail to-the kite
of capitalist and middle-class
parties, mainly in the current
government party (Deamocratic),
but also.in any other party where
these incurable appeasers can
make a ‘“deal.”

The program therefore is mere-
ly the continuation of the dissolu-
tion of the CPUSA as the revolu-
tionary political party of the
working class, under (he guise of
“re-constitution” . and “wnity.” .

The Dennis reports, wordy with
that irrelevant detail typical of
the worst type of eclecticism,
center around the proposal for
“the return to the Roorevelt
policien.” This is the heart of the
new revisionism. It has not even
the crudely false factunal and

thooretical justification with which ]

the older ‘Browder  revisionism
tried to justify its betrayal, j.e.
that U.S. capitalism had ceased
to be imperialistic; that ‘it had
hecome a benevolent patron and
protector of the exploited and op-
pressed throughout the world: that
it stood ready to extend a helping
hand to the working class and
colonial peoples, provided the
Communists and the labor move-
ment of our country dropped their
economic demands and rejected
pelitical struggle for a socialist
program.
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The outbreak of the class strug-
gle involving millions of workers
in the greatest strike wave m the
history of our country (coincid-
ing with the surrender of Japan)
in answer (o the new capitalist of-
fensive against the working eclass,
marked the beginning of the post-
war crisis, It was no. longer
possible for the revistionist leader-
ship to continue its decéption with
a program which openly had
called for surrender of the strike
weapon, class collaboration and
submission to the fmperialist rul-
ing class.

Since revisionism is deception of
the working class and since it
attempts to deliver its Marxist- -
Leninist Party to the petty-bour-
geois appeasers of capitalism, new
methods to carry out such a pro-
gram had to be devised. They
were:

“When Marxism is adulterated
to. become opportunism, the sub-
stitution of eclecticism for dial-
eclics i8 the best method of
deceiving the masses; it gives
an illusory  satisfaction; it
seems to take into account alt
sides of the process, all the ten-
dencies of daveloprnent, all the
contradictory factors and so
forth, whereas in reality it of-
fers no consistent and revolu-
tionary view of the process of
social development at all.”
(Lenin, State and Revolution,
Pg. 19)

Roth the rubstance and the
numher of urgent calls for the
“restoration of the Roosevelt
poliey” make this the core of the
revisionist program and thz key
to the understanding of the re-

visionist mecthod of deceptinn.
This is the major proposal of the
“leadership” of the CI'USA a year
after the end of the war which
crushed the fascist Axis powers
and changed the relationship of
class forces throughout the world
in favor of the weorking class and
its allies.

We are in a new historical
perind. DBut thes~ revisionists
would reverse history,

Change Mn Rclationship True
For United States

This estimate of the ¢hange in

“the relationship of class forces

holds true for the United States
in spite of the fact that a revie
sionist lcadership for some 15
years Hhas carried on ne mass
campaigns to explain in a Marx-
ist-Leninist manner the basic
economic causes inherent in capi-

.talism and multiplied in this post-

war imperialist period—of sky-
rockeling cost of living, appalling
lack of housing, the rapid dete-
rioration .of public health, shrink-
ing educational facilities and cs-
pecially the horrors of the new
wave of terror against the Negro
people, crises, war and sharpening
class struggle. This estimate
iwolds true in spite of the fact

that for twenty years there has
been no systematic and patient

effort- made to win the working
class for a Marxist program of
socialism,

This petty-bourgenis revisionist
leadership claims that “now” they
have a Marxist-Leainist program.
But even this claim is made in
the hushed, conciliatory tone used
by @ borrower asking a bianker to
extend an overdue note. The claim -
is '‘nade only to quell the qualms
of sincere Communist Party mem-
herg and class conscious non-Party
workers, ;

Page T84 of the printed Dennis
report is devoled mainly td re-
peating a series of demands that
the Roaseve't policy “be rostored”;
that it “be resuriected”; that
“labor and the prbgrossivos must
fight ot only  resolutely “but
flexibly (?) for the restoration of
the_ FDR policy.” In . fourtecn
other comnt~d instances (and this
by no means exhausts the list)
this revisionist pregrammatic re-
port calls for the “revivai”, the
“restoration” and/or the “resur-
rection” of the “Ronsavelt policy”
in hoth domestic and foreign af-
fairs. -

(Cont. p. 14)
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An Attempt To Reshuffle History

This is an attept to reshuffle
history as a mountebank does a
deck of cards, to call for annther
new deal from a marked deck, tn

“resurrect’ (unwittingly an. apt

word is used) a program’ of thn
government party of the ruling
class adopted as a result of great
mass sfruggles in a clearly defined
historical period of crisis and de-
pression and which was designed
to:

(1) Protect the interests of ni-
nopoly eap'tal and restore and ex-
tend its power after the crash,
crisis and acute and chronic de-
pression beginning in 1929, and
lasting a whole-decada up to tho
beginning of war prosperity based
on the outbreak of war in Europe
and the continuation of it in Asia
in 1939,

This program was designed to
overcome the effects of the un-
precedented industrial and finan-
cial erisis in the USA which, oc-
curring in the period of the chronic
world erisis following World War
1, had shaken world capitalism to
its. foundations; had reduced
Aumerican  monopoly capitalism’s
prestigze 1o shreds and latters; had
ended the dream of millions in the
United States and of middle class,
feudal and monopolist circles
throughout the world, that Amer-
ican monopoly capitalism had solv-
ed the basic problem of jts system
(the problem of markets deriving
out. of the system of social pro-
duction of goods on a vast scale
and private ownership) —had at
last produced the wmiracle of “per-
manent prosperity.”

(2) To shunt off the torrent of
working-class militancy, the ris-
ing class consciousness and the
great mass struggles of unemploy-
ed and employed which were over-
flowing the narrow limitations of
capitalist-democratic legality, into
channels least harmful to the eco-
nomic interests of the moneopoly
capitalists and least dangcrous to
their political power.

(a) To prevent thz rise of a
powerful Conrmunist Party in the
U.S.—to sidetrack the struggle
for socialism—to keep the rap-
idly  growing and increasingly
militant labor movement in the
basic industries in the camp of
monopoly ‘capitalism and its two-
party system of bourgeois-dem-
ocracy.

(3) Tn prepare and perfoct the

alignments secessary to protect
the fundamental interests of U.S.
imperialism in a2 world in which
war was already on the order of
the day, at a time when the fascist
Axis Powers seemed to be well on
the road to world cquality with
or supremacy over U.S. imperial-
ism,
a) To accomplish the ahove
tasks in such a way as to pul the
main burden of the war upon the
socialist Soviet ally with the eon-
sequent maximwm damage to ils
socialist economy; also, o conduct
the war against the Axis powers
in such a way as to reduce, after
the war, the British impeorialist
rival to a subordinate level com-
patible with its survival as a satel-
lite instrument and wseful Wit-
pon_agninat the Soviel Union, the
working class population of the
liberated countries, the colonial
and semi-colonial peaples,

Program of Deception

In the light of Marxist-Leninist
method, this revisionist program
submitted by Dennis eommits the
worst of all deception: It substi-
tutes formal “democratjc” pro-
nouncements of the “Roosevelt
program™ for the dynamics of the
class struggle,—the clash of op-
posing social forces. =

The Rooseveit program was
designed solely to pull ecapitalism
out of the worst economic crisis
in its history with the least pos-
sible damage to its system. This
program was applied by the current
Democratic Party - government of
menopoly capital headed by Roo-
sevelt. It was never a program for
the working class; the working
class received in various forms

those immediate demands which its
level of class consciousness and
its organized power forced mo-
nopoly capital to concede—and
only through the medium of na-
tionwide mass battles.

Bureaucratic trade union of-
ficials, middle class intellectuals
and other supporters of vapitalism,
now giva Ronsevelt and the Demo-
cratic Party—and the two-party
system of monopoly capitalism—
all the credit for the reform
measures of that period. The facts
are otherwise. That these dan-
gerous illusions still persist in the
labor movement proves nothing
except that a CPUSA leadership
already succumbing o revisionism
did nothing to explain what had
happened in terms of class rela-
tionships and the dire nceds of
U.S. monopaly capital, originating
in its crisis.weakened domestic
and world poesition; did not point
out pationtly and effectively that
concessions 'nade to the working
class, to the Negro people, to the
middle class “brain trusters”,
during that eritical period precod-
ing World War 1I, were tactical
necessities for alfaining a major
atrategic ruling class goal: resto-
ration of its prestige and revival
of confidence in its economic wys-
tem and bourgeois-democratic
form of government.

Major Objectives of Roosevelt
Program

This had {o be done before U.
S. monopoly capital could resume
its drive for world domination—
for which it had high hopes before

“ the crash in 1929—and which it

has now resumed and intensified.

Wall - Street i#nperialism has
taken this course not because
Roosevelt died and the Democratic
Party has changed its allegiaace
from the ‘“people” to “Wall
Strect.” The Democratic DParty
has been the operative war party
of finance-capital in twe world
wars. It is still one of the two
capitalist war parties—and it still
has the exccutive branch of the
government machinery. The Roo-
sevelt program made it possible
for U.S. imperialism to secure its
present premier position ‘in the
postwar capitalist world.

These were the major objectives
of the “Roosevelt program.” The
concessions and reforms were of
a minimum charaeter. Most of
them, such as old age pensions,
unemployment insurance, collec-
tive bargaining, etc., had been in
force in England and Germany
before the first World War. Those
concrete aspeets of the program
which coincided in some pespects
to the immediate nceds of the
working class  were forced into
the program by the nationwide
campaign of and for the unem-
ployed; by the hunger marches;
by the mass struggle for unem-
ployment insurance; the drive for
industrial unionism and the grow-
ing wnion strength in the basic in-
dustries. (1929-38), for -the legali-
zalion of collective bargaining.
Recognition of and, later in the
war period, material aid to the
Soviet Union were in preparation
for and conduct of a world war
in which U.S. imperialist necd for
powerful military allies determin-
ed policy. Wall Street imperialism
and its government aow feel they
ne longer need such a program.

L.

. On Page 783 of “Political Af-
fairs” for September, 1946—as if
nothing had happencd rince 1936
—Dennis appears as a champion
of “American national interests”!
However, Vandenberg, Farle, Bul-
litt, Byrnes and Dulles, “must be
condemned for what they are—
enemies of the United Nations
cooperation, enemices of America’s
national interests.”  (our em-
phasis.) ”

" Now, what are these politicians
of the Republican and Demucratic
Parlies? They are the more out-
‘spoken representatives and pro-
pagandists for the procram of the
government of the Sixty Families
who are the class enemies of the
working class. They are not en-
emies of the United Nations “coop-
eration."” They are the organizers
of reaction in the United Nations
under the domination of U, S. im-
perialiats.

They try to use U.N. as an in-
strument of U.S. imperialist policy
to force the “cooperation” - of
weaker states; to mobilize the full
forces of world reaction represent-
ed in the United Nations against
the great majoriti{ of the ?apuh-
tion of such stmtegically located
nations as Greece and Spain—
against ‘the Sovieb Union.

This is the reality. The Dennis
conception is typically anti-Marx-
ist-Leninist. 1t tries to substitute
for the class struggle inside each
capitalist ‘nation, and struggle for
national ruling class intcrests be-
tween nations, the formal expres-
sion of this struggle—the echoes
of the wide upsurge of anti-im-
perialist battles on various levels
in debates of diplomats in the
assembly of the United Nations.

The main enemy of the U.S.
working class, the enemy of whose
determination to cling to economic
and political power, the organized
labor movement and the fourteen
million pcople of the Negro na-
tional minority have had irrefut-
able evidence in this postwar
period is not a foreign power as
the fascist Axis was. The enemy of
the U.S. working class is a part
of the nation. It is the ruling class,
In the U.N, its spokesmen voice
its imperialist interests. The de-
feat of its program in our country
means, not nafional, but class
struggle. TPetty-bourgeois prattle
about the United Nations as an
instrement of peace is a ecrime
against the working class as long

as UN is dominated by U.S. im- -

perialism and its British minions.

Ruling Class Is The Enemy

The enemy of the U.S. working
class is that class which by “chi-

canery and fraud” and by force’

has secured control of the banks,

_ the mnatural resources and raw

\

materials, transportation, the de-
cisive industries, bringing into its
orbit all production. It owns or
controls the press, moving pic-
tures, the radio. Its government
is the national government. For
Marxists, this is elementary —
A B C. But continued emphasis
on this fact is a funda'nental need

of the CP membership and the'

wotking class of the U.S., where
cfealisy,  opgortunst deceplion

hias concealed the elass yole «f ca-
pitalist govérament for more than
12 years in this imperialist cpoch.

More than ever is this continued
emphasis indispensable when the
capitalist - class of the U.S. tries
by the mobilization - of all its
powerful forces; and with an inten-
sity mnever before seen, Lo enlist
the workingelass in  its drive
for destruction by corruplion and
war of all governments and ‘peo-
Ples who oppose its imperialist ag-
gressions,

- This progranrmatic, revisionist

report conscquently is based on

the most' misleading and dan-
gerous conceptions in the whole
arsenal of rotten liberalism! It
is the false conception that tLis
government — the _ capitalist-
democratic form of imperialist
government — a  government
operating solely in the interests
of finance capital, has somehow
betrayed the American people

_“us.ll

But this is not a government
of or in the interests of the
people of the U.S., if by “peo-
ple” we mean the working popu-
lation as against the minority of
monopolist exploiters and op-
pressors. ‘The government of
monopoly does not “betray” the
people; it déceives, robs, and
suppresses in the interests of
the capitalist class. Tt could not
exist without these methods. It
is the instrument by which the
capitalist class and its allies
preserve and try to extend their
class rule for profit at home and
‘super-profit abroad. Its “main
function” is to maintain ijts
class rule at home.

“Betrayal” is rather the crime
that is committed by the leaders
of working class parties who try
to conceal this all-important fact
from their class—by covering it
up with reformist phrases and
deceptive description of the ever
cruder reality.

Nen-Marxist Conception

On Page 784 of the Dennis re-

Jport appears this.same habitual,
non-Marxist conception of the
class relationships in the U.S. and
throughout the world; the same
attenipt is made to replace the
class objectives of the labor move-
ment and its allies—the economic
gains, the strengthening of tho
organizations of labor against
their class eneny, the end to im-
perialist aggression, and support
for the stiugples of the working
class and nll peoples oppressed o
threatened by U.S. imperialism
and its puppets—by Lhe phrase,
“our national security,”

The report says: “American-
Soviet friendship—the key to Big
Three unity and peace—must be
fought for in a new and more
forceful way, as the most vital
Prerequisite ‘for protecting our na-
tional security and for ensuring
the peaceful collaboration of the
United Nations.” (our emphasis.)

This is exactly what the chief
spokesmen of U.S. imperialism
say they are doing. This is the
way they describe their objeclives.
They are all for “peace”—on’ the
basis of the program of U.S. mo-
nopoly capital. Few people will
disagree with the statement that
Lippman voices the policy of the
two-party government of monop-
oly capital, called by the unin- -
formed and the unduly courteous,
-“the Truman Administration.”

In the Herald Tribune of Sept-
ember 7, 1946, Lippman wrote:

“That point is manifestly in
the Eastern Mediterranean in
the direction of the Black Sea.
For at that point American sea
and air power can be brought
within reach of the vital center
of Russia, and can, therefore,
most surely counteract the strik-
ing . power of the Red Army.
There it would be feasible for
the United States, employing
the kind of force for which we

are best equipped, to redress the
halunce of power which has

been radically upset by the de-
roh lisation of (he western land
armies, by the enfechlement of
Europe, by the disunily of
China, and by the reorganiza-
tion of the Liritish empire . . .
For it will tuke a long time to
rustore Europe, unify Chiaa and
reorganize the British Empire.

“Our object in checking the
expangion of the Soviet power ju

. Lo give Europe, China, and the
British Empire the Lime, the
freedom from interferen-e, and
the opportunity, to solve (heir
enormously complicated prob-
lems. * * * The real nced, how-
ever, is to check the Soviet ex-
pansion in order that their prob-
lems* which  jnvite expansion
miay be settled peaceably,

“ ... We must not, however,
confuse our interest it conperat-
ing with free men to construct
a free world with the immediate
and urgent problem of world
politics which is to halt the ex-
pansion of the Soviet empire
and to bring about a negotiated
selllement of the conflict of
power.” (Our emphasis.)

What are the “enormously com-
plicated  problems” of the coun-
tries Lippman lists?

They are th: problems of new
class relationships, the prubiems
of the class struggle, of the social
Tevolulion at varying stages of
development, which have arisen
since the crushing of the main
menace, the Fascist powers.

Lippman is calling for the res-
foration of class relationships
throughout the world as nearly as
possible on the basis existing be. .
fore the defeat of the IFascist
powers changed that relationship
in favor of the working class and
its allies. He, like Dennis, tries to
set the clock back. But he bases
his program on the relationship
of class forces, mot on chatter
about the petty-bourgeois delusion
that “peace” can be achieved on
some other basis than that of class
power, ie. the “I'ax Romana"—
the “peace” of living death—or a
new life for the world's toilers,
peace enforced hy the power. of
the popular forees,

World Situation 1Jas Changed

Lippman is also, it will he noted,
in favor of the “revival” of (he
“Rovsevell policy”  of  “direct

(Cont. p. 15)



diplematic rolations” and “nego-
tinted settioment” with: the Boviet
Unlon.

But the world asituation han
changed in terms of class power,
The fascist Axis has been destroy-
ed, and so Lippman, instead of the
veiled threat of withholding
munitions and military - support
(the Becond nt) implicit at
all times in the, Roosevelt policy
but meaningless in the light of the
world situation, ealls for U.8. oc-
cupation of the Eastern Mediter-
rancun—and for war, waged not
by a fascist Axis but by the
“democracy” of the US., if a
‘negotiated sottlement” is not
achieved,

It is not neeessary any longer
to argue as to whether Lippman
spoaks from firat-hand knowlodge,
The sinister and ironical answer to
the unreserved endorsement of the
Roosevelt program for saving and
strangthening monopoly capital-
ism, was the presonce in the Fast-
ern Mediterranean, “in the diree-
I.i.nn of the Black Sea,” of the
giant mircraft carrier, the Frank-
lin Delano Ronsevelt, and numer-
ous other units of U, 8. Naval
power, Rent there by Truman,
Rooscvelt's choice as his aucceanor,
to preserve “peace.”

U, 8, Imperinlism Threatens
World's Peoples—Domination
of Capitalist World by
One Power

U.S. Imperialiam stands at the
ernssroads of the ancient sca high-
way of the Old World, (Standard
Oil of New Jersey, Standard
Soenny—Vacuum in {“lh"(! Iast,
Persian and  Arvabian tribal-feu-
dalism in the serviea of petroleum
doemoeraey.) -On the ane hand, it
threatens Lho Soviet Unlon with
war, with alomie attack. On the
other  hand, it threatons  with
baycott, blockade, and war the
working clnss and peasratry of
the Eurapean countries who have
dwvlared i all tha eloctionn and
violent clags eonflicts their In-
tontion tn froe themselves from
the monapoly capltalist, feudal
landlord systems which forced
farcism, "subjugation and slavery
upon them,

Freed from U8, Imperialint
pressure, bribes and bombs In
support of the surviving imperial-
ist powers, wnilitarists, fascist and
feudal-clerical forces, the work-
ing class of Furope will continue
to liharate itself with a minimum
of violence and blondshed,

Th'a also holds true for the
workers and peasants of China,
India and Indonesia and Africa.

The main enemy of the progress
of the milliong of the world's peo-
ples toward oconomic, political and
social liboration and higher cul-
tural nachievoments in the im.
perlaling rulers of the U.R., thelr
government, and its program (or
warld domination hy all methods,
Including war,

This fact seta for Communists
in our country and the working
class and-ite allies, ita historic
tark: Lo organize to defeat, by
the use of cvery possihle ex-
ercise of mass power, the pro-
gram of thelr own imperialist
rulers, and, by thair struggle
at home to win the working
class for a Marxist program of
socialian and fraternal fighting
relations with the working class
and oppresped peoples of all
enuntries, to consolidate and
load these anti-imperialist forces
to victory, which Marxiat-Lenin-
int theory, atrategy, and tnctics
will make certain,

v,

This is what Comaunist leader-
fhip must tell the U.8, working
clage day In and day eut, Dut
Dennig and hia Cellow mvirionista,
hent on appeasing hoth the widdle
elomw and the monapolists and with
that lack of confidence in the
working cluss that in the hallmark
of defeatint liberalinmm, do not and
will ot tell them!

Tha altomativa in submiasion of
the working class and its main
allien (the doubly eppreasoit Negro
people, the exploited farmers) to
tha Imporialists and thelr swilitnee

fstn. Thomo are hard truths, but
thoy munst be stnted and explained

.without . stuttering and without

weunel phrases in termim overy
working man end woman- cpn
undorstand,

No one In his right mind, cer-
tainly no Communist, belkeves that
the Sixty Familiea and that see-
tion of the population living on
thelr bounty—hoth the upper and
lower-depths, the parasitic middle-
clans mobsters, oponly and covertly
In the serv'ce of monopnly eapital
und jts government, and tha da-
clasned slum and gangstor elo-
ments (le, the suborners and the
shock troops of fascist forees) will
evor urder thelr relationships with
tho Upion of Socialist Soviet Re-
publica on the bansls of ‘*friond-
ship.” .
he indisputable evidenca of
this is the 7,000,000 Jtussian war
dend; tho 25 milllon homoless, und
the devastated cities, towns, and
villapes from Leningvad to Stalin-
grad, from the Dolish-Rumanian
frontiers to the Volga and the
Caucasus, This was the price pald
for vesisting and defeating four-
fiffths of Hitler's armed foives,
while the Second Front was pro-
mised and postponed but nover
organized for three long years—
when formal “frlendship” between
the Boviet government and the
U.8, government, headed by Roo-
sevelt, wan at its zenith, The
unilmf fromt of the working clisn
of the V.S, and ils allics in the
force that will decide thin iswue
of “friendsrhip.”

Onca '"more the- revigionist fash-
fon which gets the pattern for tha
progrmam  deliberntely  confures
diplomaltic agreements mnde by
the Soviet govermmenat with imi-
porinlist  govoraments —- and  con-
fuses  attompts to  reach wuch

-tpreenisntn with the actual poli-

tical situation ereated by the con-
tinued oxisteore and growth of the
Socialirt Soviet ftate and the mipud
rike of powerful wnti-feudal, anti-
imperialist nuss movements in the
lihernted countries amd in great
nutions and among greal peoples,
m In Chinn, Fadin, and Jodoneri,

The Deqanis  report  talks  in
terms framed to spread wod per-
petuate in this critical period the
mast dangerous [lugions, i.c., that
appeasement of the middle claws
and outright represenlatives of
monopoly capital in the Republican
Party and in the Demacratic
Party mow in* control of the
federal  government 'machinery,
will rasult fn the formation of
somw kind of as yet undefined
“progressive” electoral block hased
on the ‘resurrection of the Rouse-
velt program” and that this ap--
peagement is the main task of
the CI%

Deception of Working Class

This “progivssive” electoral bl

—or, n8 another phrage In the re- .

port hag it, “the brondest passible
democratie eonlition”—is supposed
to exert enough parlinmontary
presaure to force monopoly capitul,
itk state and war departiments, to
abandon its drive for world domi-
nation,

The campaign for and the elee-
tion of “progressive” candidates
of the two partics of monopoly
capital. on & program of ‘ivsur-

-vection” of “the Roosevelt pro-

gram” or the Willkie program as
an effective method of stopping
§ el e woNrg
cass, I waald be wo more deerp-
tive—and infinitely less dangerous
—to tell the labor movement that
the only way out of the system of

wew & Favertlon

maonopolistic robbery I8 a returp -

to  handicraft  industry and the
horse-and-buggy era.

War on the Soviel Union, on the
people of China and the Mediter-
rwnean, the open use of armed
forcen, backod financially and di-
plomatieally hy Wall Street and
ith government (Standard Oll in
the Middle Fast, Chinn and Indo-
nesin) agninst other peoplea, will
ba preveated enly by the united
WAk action of the working elags
of our country and i's allles in
every field of struggle of which
clectoral rtruggle v but one and
that mainly of a preparatory

character, Ta hund the leadership,

of this decirlve atruggle over tn
petly-hourgools politicians i o
crimo against our elasd.

The Dennia report never men-
tions onco that, with thelr de-
pendonts the “wage-earning popu-
lation” makes up the great major.
ity of the Inhabitants of our ¢oun-
try. This fnet has a spocially
decisive moaning in the U.8., with
its “democratic” traditions, and s
worth repoating over and over
again to a parlty membership
which hap been ateeped in rovi-
sionint iliusions for so long.

Many, If not mnat, of them be-
liave that “isolation” and “sectar-
janiem” memn fallure to win mid-
dle-class and even capitalist eloss
approval, Hers wo discover the

" touchstone which opens the secret
- vault, from whose hoard of revi-

sionist goms aelected speciments
were displayed at the July, 1046
meoting of the National Commit-
tee of the CPUSA!

Major Task Distorted and
Dismisned

Nowhore in the ontire report is
tho strugglo to win the U8, work-
ing clamn for & noclnlist program
cited 8s 2 immedivie. major tass.

On Paga 797, this oentral tack
i8 doseribed as * , . . to hring
forward its fundamental program
for tho aventual gocialist reor-
ganization of society.” 1t would
indeed have to be a rahid red-
haitar who would ohject to this
fine bit of Fabianism,

The second reference is on Page
800, It rays the CI'USA must
“Infuso all its work wilh its long
range perspective of socialinm.”
This will surely make the tyrants
tremhle! It {8 onur considerod he-
lief that even Harold Laski, the
ancinl-demaocralic leader of the
Dritish Labor Parly, would gag
at such a formulation,

The only ofher reference to
winning the workingclass for mn-
cialism is on page 807, at the end
of a parsaga where comfusion is
the only perceplible poliey. Tt re-
fers, in passing, to “our ultimate
rocinlist program.”

Heve we have again in our party
that phenomenon inseparahle from
“hotorious revisionism,” (e ma-
thod ealled, when the Marxist-
Leninist opposition was fighting
to save the party from the Pepper-
Lovestone wreckers, “tipping your
hat to soclalism.”

“Eventual socialict reorganiza-
tlon of socinty,” “long range per-
apective of gocialism,” "“ultimate
socialist program'-~here is the
new revisioniam in excelnis. These
are the only references to a wo-
cialist program in the entire
eclectie, vulgarly opportunist re-
port accepted unanimously as the
party line hy this raevisionist
loadership—oparating in a country
whore the workingclass is the
'‘majority of the population.

Rourgeonis.Democratic Deception

What the entira leadership of
the CI'USA han adopted in this
roport fa n revival, in w now guise,
of the wholo progmm of bour-
geols-democratie doception of the
U.8, working clnss, 1t I8 the' pro-
gram which made it possible for
“our owm" ponopolists and their
govemment in the linmediate post-
wiar period, (San  I'ranciseo UN
meetingw) without arganized poli-
tical opposltion from Lhe CI'USA
mid the lnbor movement, (o be-
come both the hankers and tha
military  backers of imperialist,
farcist and foudal veaction and/or
comhinations of ail three in eon-
feript service in it drive for the
rulership of the world iy one im-
perialisb  govornment—"our own"
—wilhout offectiva working ¢lasn
resistance,

“, . .in order tn relieve the

hourgeninie of the Inst (race of
anxioty it must be eclearly and
eonvineingly  proved te them
that tha Red bagey is really only
a bogey, and does Mot exist, Iut
what is tho seerel of the Red
bhoge: if it im wot the bour-
ganidio’s dread of the inevitahle
life and denth struggle between
it and the proletarlat? Dread of
the inevitable decision of the
madern elass struggle? Do away
with the class struggle and tha
bourgenisie and ‘sl dependent
preople’ will ‘not he afeaid (o o
hawd in hand with the prola-
tarint’ And tho ones tn he
chented will ha pmacisely  the
prolalariat,  (Kar! Marx,

SFELECTED WORKS, Vol, 11, p.
f90

Page 18

Dennis does precisely this,

The timorous redundaney by
which he tries to avold such fun-
damental issues as ‘'nelhods of
struggle againat imperialist wor;
the character of the present world
crisis; the relationship of class
forces in the U.S8.; the central,
soclalist task of a Communist Mar-
ty; hin vague and contradictory
reforences to “independent polis
tical mction,” “third party,” “im-
portant, though limited, forms of
independent political action,” “pro-
Roosevelt peace forees,” “a new
people’s party,” “a third, a peo-
ple's partv.,” “a new progressive
party aligwment,” “mulliply their
independent  pro-Roosavelt  netiv-
ity,” ate., ate., ad nauvsenio—all
there prove, without the wealth
of ndditionn] evidenco, that this is
elenrly nnother trensonahle, revi-
slonist program,

United Struggle Jmperative

The ‘manopoly capltalists  and
their government have made our
country (and it in our country,
although it is in the hands of
tho class enemy) fnta the [inwa-
cinl eenter and arsenal of warld
counter-revolution: lmperinlist po-
action at howme, imperialist inter-
vention and war alioad, Only in
& united mars struggle of the
working clars to smash this pro-
gram of wlaughter and slavery
does o popular peace and work-
ing elass freadom lie: And only
8 program for the aholition of ca-
pitalism can rally the decisive
warking claas detuchments who
alone can organize and lead such
8 struggle.

This is what Communists must
tall American woikers, and con.
vince them of it in the course
of onr netivity in all the day-to-
day &truggles for immediate Necds,

There ir nn olher alterantive ex-
cept Lo aid the petty hourgenis
and bourgea’s apnlogists; ta per-
petuate the false and defentisl
iMtugions hy which thay try to keop
tha workiog clans attached to the
capitalist parties and prograins—
to koep woarking class stpugyles
within the navrow limits €t hy
them and by which the working
clare is fonled year after year intn
placing mpovernment power in the
hands of henchinen of the class
which openly advocates throttiing
the lahor movement, more pind:c-
tion but a smaller ghare in wages
—and war as the way out of ever
more frequent economle erigis,

V.

Both contempt for and lack of
Marxist theory and methad shaw
in almost overy sentence and pa-
vasrapn of the Dennis reports,

In every soetion in which he at-
Lzupts (o go bheyond eertuin fne-
tual matervial, vevisionist wording
rather than exact Marxist termx
are usod; Instend of sharply nt-
tacking the enpitalist systom, he
complaing and  appeals, regrels.
and deplores. He never goes he-
yond workers' present understnnd-
ing of the class atrugyle, It is
the duty of Communists to develop
that underatanding to a higher
level, by usmg union militaney
and expericnee ag  the stavting
point for furlther Marxist agita-
tion, propaganda, edueation and
arganization, Tha vast knowledga
and experience that the working
elags  has  oegquived  through  its
evanonle slrogples must bo  ex.
plained i tormw of Marsint-Lenly-
8t theory,

Frederick Kngels, In his prefaco
to the fivst  Fnglinh edition of
Marx's "Capital,” wrole;

" vy o It is, however, self-
evident thut a theory which
views madern enpitalist produes
tion as o mere passing slage in
tha ecommnie history of man-
kind, must make use of termn
different from those habitual (o
writers who look upon that form
a4 imperishable and final.” (Oup
emphasis,)

Ileformism and Monopolies

The continued, decoptive, re-
formist omphasls In the Dennin
report on the possibility nf “curbs
ing" and "reatricting” the power
of the gigantic monopolist cor-
porations by  bourgeois - demeo-

(Cont. p. 18)
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"In spite of enormous difficulties, the
Workers (Commmist) Party of America
has achieved considerabile successes in
the sphere of mass work. It has led a
rumber of strikes, has made first
attempts to organize the unorganized.
It has penetrated into the Miners'
Union. The weak sides of the Party
8till remain its inadequate influence
among the real American workers and
its organizational defects. The work
of the Party in various spheres - for
exanple, work among the Negroes, among
women, etc., is 8till not well organized
and the carrmying out of the decisions
of previous enlarged Plenums with re-
gard to the establishment of a broad
Left wing in the trade unions has also
been inadequate” ("Thesis on the Inter-
national Situation and the Tasks of the
Communist International,” cited in THE
COMMUNIST, May 1927, p. 1u48).

"It has become evident during the
course of the discussion that both
groups [/ the majority or Lovestone-
Gitlow-Pepper faction and the minority
or Foster-Bittelman-Cannon faction -
ed. / are guilty of the fundamental
error of emaggerating the specific
features of American capitalism. You
know that this exaggeration lies at

the root of every opportunist ervor
committed by both the majority and

the minority group. It would be wrong
to ignore the specific peculiarvities
of American capitalism. The Commmist
Party in its work must take them into
account. But it would be still more
wrong to base the activities of the
Communist Party on these specific
features, since the foundation of the
activities of every Commmnist Party, on
which it must base itself, must be the
general features of capitalism, which
are the same for all cowntries, and not
its specific features in any given
country. It'is on this that the inter-
nationalism of the Commnist Party is
founded ... The error of both groups is
that they exaggerate the significance
of the specific features of American
capitalism and thereby overlook the ba-
sic features of American capitalism
which are characteristic of world capi-
talism as a whole. Therefore, when the
leaders of the majority and the minovri-
ty accuse each other of elements of a
Right deviation, it is obvious ly not
without some measure of truth " (Speech
delivered in the American Commission of

‘rades.

IR
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draft dissociate itself both from the
errors of the majority and from the
errors of the minority. And for the
very reason that it must dissociate it-
self from both, it must not propose to
turn over the leadership to the minori-
ty. Hence the proposal of Comrade
Foster with all its implications, auto-
matically falls to the ground" (Ibid.).
"Did not Comrade Foster know that he
should have held aloof from the con-
cealed Trotskyites that were in his
group? Why, in spite of repeated
warnings, did he not repudiate them

at the time? Because he behaved first
and foremost as a factionalist. Be-
caquse in the factional fight against
the Lovestone group even concealed
Trotekyites might be useful to him.
Because the blindness of factionalism
dulls the Party sense in people and
makes them indiseriminating as to the
means they employ" (First Speech de-
livered in the Presidium of the E.C.C.I
on the American Question, by Joseph
Stalin, May 14, 1929), i

"...both factions of the Ameriean
Communist Party and particularly the
majority faction, have, beginning with
1925, systematically violated the
Fundamental decisions of the Con-
gresses of the Comintern regarding the
liquidation of factionalism and the
establishment of wnity" (Ibid.).
"Finally, a few words as to the fate
of the American Commmnist Party in
connection with the decision adopted
by the Presidium of the E.C.C.I. The
comrades of the American delegation re-
gard the matter too tragically. They
declare that with the adoption of the
draft of the Commission the American
Communist Party will either perish, or
in any case, will totter on the brivk
of a precipice. That is not so, com-
More than that, it is absolu-
tely ludicrous. The American Commun-
ist Party lives and will continue to
live in spite of the prophecies of the
comrades of the American delegation”
(Second Speech delivered at the Pre—
sidium of the E.C.C.I. on the Ameri-
can Question, May 14, 1929),

m il e ,
the Presidium of the Executive Committee 1h€ Small Commmnist Party of America
of the Communist International by Joseph Z? faced today with the very responsi-

Stalin on May 6, 1929).

"What did Comrade Foster talk to me
about? He complained of the factional-
iem and unprincipledness of Comrade
Lovestone's group. What did I answer
him? I admitted these sins on the part
of the Lovestone group, but at the same

e task of giving leadership to a
mass movement that is growing by leaps
and bounds ... The party as yet has
not properly estimated the magnitude
of the new problems and is not gs yet
clear on the methods of solving them.
It has found one of those important

time added that the same sins were char- methods, the reeruiting into the Party

acteristic of the Foster group. On the
basis of this Comrade Foster arrives at
the singular conclusion that I sympa-
thize with the minority group. Where
is the foundation, one asks? On what
grounds is Foster pleased to think that
I fail to see the defects of the minor-
ity grouwp and even sympathize with that
group? 1Is it not obvious that with
Comrade Foster the wish is father to
the thought? What did Comrade Love-
stone talk about? Of the worthlessness
of the Foster-Bittelman group. What
did I answer? I answered that both
groups were suffering from serious de-
fects and advised him to take measures
to liquidate factionalism. That was
all ... I think the Commission of the
Presidium of the E.C.C.I. should in its

of thousands of workers, and along this
line it has already achieved notable
success. But the Party is not ready as
yet to lead the rising revolutionary
upsurge in the country. There cannot be
any tllusions on this point. And the
Party cannot accomplish the task with-
out a determined break, a sharp turm
about in the methods of work, of devel-
oping and eonsolidating the revolution-
ary trade unions. The March 6 demo-
strations that are an expression of a
mighty spontaneous upheaval of the
masses should not deceive the Party as
to its own organizational weakness and
absence of much firmer contacts with

the wide masses. Only basing itself on
the revolutionary trade wnions, on the
Trade Union Unity League, will the Party

be able to accomplish succees fully the
task of assuming leadership in the
struggles of the working class. But
the situation in the TUUL is as yet
exceedingly tragic. In every way,
organizationally, politically and from
the point of view of cadres the TUUL is
particularly weak and wholly wiprepared
to cope with ites tasks" ("The Crisis in
the United States and the Problems of
the Communist Party", by S. Mingulin of
the Communist International, reprinted
in THE COMMUNIST, June 1830, p. 510).
"The things which hindered the English
and American sections most of all in
obtaining the leadership of mass acti-
vity was their sectarian approach to
the masses, their over-estimation of
the influence of the Social-Fasciste
and trade wnion bureaucrats among the
workers, and hence their efforts to
remain only in the opposition. Then
there is the completely insufficient
initigtive of the lower Party organi-
zations and the Red Trade Untong, and
also the R.T.U.0., and finally, the
weakness of our cadres ... Sectarianism
te explained here by the fact that, wp
to the present, the majority of the
members, and especially the leading

cadres of the Party, have not been
native-born American workers, and aq
constiderable proportion of the cadres

THE AMERICAN COMMUNIST |
COMMUNIST PARTIES IN THE
HAS LAID TASKS OF A DEC]
POINT OF VIEW OF THE WOB

come from small industry, while q con—
siderable number of them are of petty
bourgeois origin. The real nature of
this sectarianism consists in a right
opportunist lagging behind the mase
movement. In distinction to the Brit-
1eh Commumnist Party, the Commmist
Party of the U.S.A. had several big
strikes to its credit, which it led
independently. This experience shows
that our Parties and Red Trade Unions
have wide possibilities of leading
independent economic fights. But this
possibility is used without any defé-
nite and consistently applied plan, in
a partisan manner, from time to time,
and case to case. Therefore, it is not
surpriging that the strikes which ave
successfully led by us do not leave any
trace on our Parties and our trade
unions. Remember the famous strike of
the textile workers in Gastonia, which
obtained the sympathy of the workers
of the South for us, and which gave us
the possibility of building up our
Party organization there. ind what
have we now in Gastonia? Not a single
Party member. Take last year's strike
in Pennsylvania and Ohio. After the
strike, our wnion did not grow stronger
there, but weakened" ("The End of Capi-
talist Stabilization and the Basic
Tasks of the British and American
Sections of the Communist Interna-
tional", by T. Gusev (Speech at the
Twelfth Plenum of the E.C.C.I.) in
THE COMMUNIST, January 1933, pp. 40-
41).

"The American comrades are afraid of
political discussion; they have not
organized any discussion for the study
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of .the decisions of the 13th Plenum,
and are not organizing any discussioms
for the study of the decisions of the
14th Plenum now. In the cells only
organizational and techniecal questions
are discussed, and the collection of
money 18 the chief work" (Ibid., p.
46) .

"Over 70 per cent of the population of
Pittsburgh consiste of steel smelters
and metal workers. Our organization
had 66 members, of whom only two were
workers in the steel industyy" (Ibid.,-
p. 46).

"Is it possible for a Party which
suffers from big defects in the sphere
of inmner-Party democracy, such as the
absence of political life in the cells,
a formal and buregueratie attitude to
the question of securing new members
for the Party, absolutely insufficient
collective work in the leading organs,
an impermissible attitude to mass
organizations, an anti-democratic fi-
nancial policy - is it possible for a
Party with such defects to cope with
the tasks which face it at the present
time - the task of firmly attaching

to itself those broad masses who are
being aroused to the struggle by the
erisis, and securing them for the
Commmnist Party? No, it is tmpossible"
(Ibid., p. u7).

=)

the Party was, at the time of the Con-
ference, not bigger, but rvather slight-
Ly less, than at the end of 1932. It
shows that the fluctuation of the mem-
bership is still tremendous. The
Party easily gets new membere, but
cannot keep them. The great magjority
of the Party members are unenp loyed,
which again shows that the Party has
not determinedly adhered to the fized
course of getting new members from the
big factories - and building factory
eells” (Ibid., p. 656).

"The tasks indicated, and the methods
of work put forward in the Open Letter
do not differ essentially from those
of the Fourteenth Plenum Resolution.
In the Open Letter there <is, however,
a very important additional point;
this is the warning given the Party
of the possibility of going off its
proletarian base if it does not
strengthen it among the decisive
strata of the American workers (es-
pectally in the big factories of the
most important industries) much morve
rapidly than hitherto." (Ibid, p. 653).
"One of the weakest points of the

work of the rvevolutionary wnions is
the insufficient work among Negroes,
which in such industries as steel
means the penetration of the biggest
ond most important plants" ("The
Eighth Congress of the Communist
Party of the U.S.A. and some conclu-
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the factiomal struggle” ("The Extra-
ordinary Conference of the (C.P. of the
U.S.A." in THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL,
vol, x, No. 19, October 15 1933, p.
652).

"It should be particularly noted that
the mass language organizations wnder
the influence of the Party, to which

a mass of workers from the basic
branches of industry belong, are not
mobilized for trade union work. This
18 the case also with the press of
these organizations. For example, in
the Cleveland district, in one steel
center, the International Workers Order
has 600-700 menbers, the overwhelming
majority of whom work in steel enter-
prises. However, this organization
does nothing to draw these workers

into trade wnion work. In several
locglities there is not a single worker
in this or any other mass organization

" who belongs to a trade wnion" ("The

Current Problems of the Communist Party
of the U.S.A.," I. Mingulin, in THE
COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL, vol. xii, No.
14, July 20, 1935, p. 884).

"The fact that the trade wiion work of
the Party has not been suffietently
reorganized is particularly clearly re-
vealed on the question of the approach
to work in the reformist trade unions,
in the tendency to limit this work, to
reduce it to a narrow opposition move-
ment, as noted in the resolutions of
the Plenum. This is, without doubt,
the decisive question in the trade
unton policy of the Party” (Ibid., p.
885).

"The faet that certain leaders of the

CPUSA are so eager to prettify U.S.
imperialism and so eager to affierm
their loyalty to the ruling class of
the United States veealls to mind

Y IS ONE OF THOSE FEW
ORLD UPON WHICH HISTORY
VE CHARACTER FROM THE

sions", B, Sherman, in THE COMMUNIST

- INTERNATIONAL, vol. xi, No. 12, June
20, 1934, p. 393).
"Although there has been some improve-

REVOLUTIONARY MOVEMENT. [75%

"It must be rvemembered that the basic
cadres of the English and Americon Com-
nmunist Parties have not changed for
several years. These cadres grew wp in

the sectarian period of the existence of

the Parties. Many of these comrades
cannot get rid of their sectarian ten-
dencies. It is precisely this part of
the cadres which forms the chief hind-
rance to eliminating sectarianism,

With regard to the U.S.A., I should add

that a certain part of the cadres grew
up in conditions of unprincipled fae-
tional struggle, in other words, that
this part of the cadres did not come
Jforward because they were completely
suitable for responsible political and
organizational work” (Ibid., p. 48).
"Comrade Stachel states in the July
Party Organizer that the tuymover of
the Party membership for the year re-
mains about 100% (Also cites a unit
with a 300% turnover - ed.)" ("A Re-
view of the American 'Party Organizer'"
in THE COMMUNIST INTERNATIUNAL, vol.
xi, No. 24, December 20, 1934, p. 891).

"As to how wedkly the Party is still
rooted among the Atmerican proletariat,
the national composition of the Party
membership offers striking evidence.
According to the report on the organi-
sational situation in the Party, 70
percent of the party members ave still
foreign-born. The proportion, of
course, should be the opposite. Fi-
gures presented to the Conference

show that the Party increased its
membership during the year 1932. Sep-
ergl thousand new members were also
recruited during the first siz monthe
of 1933. But the actual menbership of

ment in the shop work of the Party and
inereased attention to the Central
Committee and Distriet and section
Leadership to give concrete guidance
to the concentration points, we cannot
be at all satisfied with the present
situation ... on the whole and parti-
cularly in the concentration districts
(Pittsburgh, Cleveland, Detroit and
Chicago) there is as yet no decisive
inprovement in the Party's work in the
factories ... The majority of our
shop units are in small shops and
Light industries and 80% of our wnits
are still street units. The shop
units have a poor political life,
often functioning only as a trade
wiion fraction, they react very
slowly to shop issues and political
questions. Only 47 shop units out of
338 issue shop papers.

(Ibid., pp. 393-394).

“The building up and consolida-
tion of the Communist Party in the
United States tock place amidst great
diffieulties. Born out of hetero-
geneous, theoretically weakly develop-
ed groups and having tts main organisa-
tional strength in the small enter-
prises of light industry, with their
narrow craft ideology, and a big per-
centage of the immigrant elements iso-
lated from the masses, the Party be-
came, from its very beginming, the cen-
tre for protracted factional fights
which hampered the development of the
revolutionary mass work and the root-
ing of the Party among the decisive
strata of the American working class.
Only in 1929 was the Party dble, with
the direct help of the Commmist Inter-
national, to purge itself of the Love-
stone rernegades and this put an end to

Browder's revisionism, which existed
in the CPUSA for some time. This
renegade from the working elass,
Browder, denied Lenin's basic thesis
that inperialism is parasitic, decay-
ing and mortbund capitalism, and de-
nied that U.S. capitalism is imperial-
ist in iis nature, maintaining that it
"retains some of the characteristics
of a young capitalism” and would play
a progressive role and be a force for
world peace for a long time. Why don't
these leaders of the CPUSA stop and
consider: What is the difference be-
tween your present embellishment of
U.S. inperialism and Browder's revi-
stonism?"

"It is no accident that cevtain leaders
of the CPUSA have attacked the (hinese
Commmist Party on the question of the
Caribbean crisis. This action 8 a
reflection of their completely wrong
understanding of U.S. imperialism and
their completely incorrect class stand.
In their reports and statements over g
considerable period, certain leaders
of the CPUSA have been doing their wi-
most to pretiify U.S. imperialism, #o
prettify Kemnedy, the U.S. imperialist
chieftain, and to affirm their Loyalty
to the U.S. ruling class" ("A Comment
on the Statement of the Communist Party
of the U.S.A." in "Renmin Ribao"
(People's Daily) Editorial, March 8,
1963, in WHENCE THE DIFFERENCES
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cratic parliamentary methods,
strengthens the monopolies by
developing and maintaining erip-
pling illusions within the working
class as to the classlesaness of
capitalist government; as to gov-
ernment abeve clusses rather then
the reality, which Is government
by & class,

The working class and its or-
ganisations is tha only class force
capable of Initiating, organizing
md emducting united mngs come
paie and surtained struggles to
renist and at times administer
wevere defeatn Lo the prograwm of
special extortions and {yranniies
of monapoly capital, The mididle
vlass Joaders whine at high prices
and cull for prosecution of monop-
olirts by a government of monop-
olists, but the working claas
atrikea.

Middle Class and Monopolists

The middle class ladems then
turn on the working cluss. They
blame higher prices on the higher
wages won by the unions. They
join in the demd of the pro-
pagandints of the ginul corpora-
tiong  for mare production  and
cheaper  praduction.

“In_the long run, workers ¢an
earn moare only. hy lowering
coila of production.” Footnotes
to the Lubor Crisis, I'N, Nov,
24, '48,)

They, politely, of course, threa-
.ten Lthe working clars wilh rup-
pression: :

“In many industries, especivl-
ly those wilh small and mar-
ginnl operators, to prews far-
reaching changes in witges and
working conditions witheut rome
program for enabling industry
to meet the bill iy mercly to
push many husinesses into hank-
ruptecy and the middle class to-
ward (ascism.” (Ibid.)

What  lovely leaders of the
working class! Thoy Llama, not the
wonopolisis and their government,

]
they help to exploit.

Communints Should Expose
These Facts

These are the facts available tn
everyone who can read U.S, his-
:zry. It is the Communist task

“ ... expose the utter falsity

of its. pramises , , . unmasking,

Instead of admitting, (he il-

lusiun-breeding  demand  that

this government, a government

of capitalints, coase being im-

perialistic.”  Lenin, THI TASK

OI* THE PROLETARIAT, Page

1)

But Dennls  encourages  these
bowrgenis  illuslons  within  the
CI'USA and the warking class by
his lack of and oppositlion to o
class =conseions  ideology,  He
Apeiks  of  “peaple,” of “demn-
eracy," of "“the nation,” without
making elass distinotions, This is
vicious nonsense from the Marxisi-
Leninist point of view, This form
of government woperates for the
benefit of the ecapitalists. It, and
the illusions ereuled on Lhis sub-
jeet by purveyors of teception- -
rang'ng from revisionists of Marx-
ism-Leninism to the chiel fpnkes-
men of the two big capitalist par-
ties—are what keep capitalism in
the saddle, This has te he made
clear by Communists at all times,

oo o wo must do the work
of erilicism . , . and free the
preletarint from (he spell of the
‘common’ petly bourgevis delu-
sions.” (Lenin, TASK OF THHK
PROLETARIAT, I'age &)

VI,

As a state form, modern par-
Hamentary governmont grew out
of the necessily which forced the
rising capitalist class to break
through the restrictions of the
feudal system based on agricul-
ture and serfdom, with its heredi-
tary landed wnnbility, clerical-mo-
narchist state form, hampering its
ulwn development as the ruling
class,

This new state furn, with its
wider popular base, enahled {he
developing capitalist ¢lass to en-
list the aid of the new property-

less wage-earning class in this
struggle. At the same time, the
increasing techmical ability need-
ed for manufacture and commerce,
especially in factory production
and the eperation of power-drviven
mauchinery, compelled an increase
in literacy and in the general edu-
enlional, technieal: and  eultural
levol ameng the working clnss,
With the aid of the working clars
the rising capitalist class hecame
the rullng class, Thess, in the
nain, are the economic and politi-
cal factorn on which the tradition
of bourgeois domnocricy is based,

In the U, 8, the absenve of an
nhoriginal  population that eould
be conquered and turned intn chat-
tel slaves or wage-earner;, com-
pelled the ruling claks to resort
to the importation of the one com-
modity lacking in this otherwise
rich country for the creation of
an independent capitalist economy
—labor power, The abulition of
Negru ehattel slavery did not solve
this problem for the v'etorious
capitalist class. Mass immigration
war encouraged and even organ-
ized,

The relalive shortage of labor
power and, at times, an absolute
shortage, has heen a major factor
in the development of capitalist
demogriey in our country, not the
“benevolence” of the ecapitalist
clagg. Yet property quanification
for manhood suffrage wasz not
abolishad until somne 50 years after
the Revolution—and then only by
great strugeles of the young labhor
movement, Free édlementary edu-
cation was won the kame way.
Woman suffrage was seeurad only
by the mast strenvous ard suk-
tained canfiiet,

The disfrarchisetnent arnd ter-
raristic suppres=ion of Negroez in
the South cantintes tu this day,
with  bul  minor  improvement.
Great numbers of the: working
clasg and agrarian popa'ation are
ulko digfrunchised throughout the
U.S. by arhitrary and compi‘eated
regulations; the widespread illu-
sion that the ‘“‘primary” system
makes it possible for tho “ecommon

people” to “capture” one or the

_.other of the Lwo.parties of im-
perialism, makes even the exerclse
of the full rvights of franchise for
the working eclass and its allics
maore diffieult in the U.S. than in
any other country where the rul-
ing class  governs through its
hourgeois damorgracy in its classic
form.

To speak of "democraey” in the
U.S, as this revisionist leadership
docs—without regard to these de-
cisive factR—is to aid in the de-
ception of the working class.

Dangerous IMNusions Must RBe
Corrected

The fact that all Marxist-Lenin-
ists know that tha capitallgt-de-
mocratic form of govermiment af-
fords the most favorable setting
for the working class in its de-
fensive battles and for the de-
velopmenlt of its rovelulionary
struggle for socialism, does not
mitigate the deceplion practiced
by these revisionists, On the con-
trary, precisely becauso Commun-
ists are the most vigilant and
vigarous defenders of bhourgenis-
democrafic righis of the working
class and all exploited and op-
pressed seclions of (he papulation,
and fight resolutely for their ex-
tension, it in all the more neces-
sary, clearly and patiently, to con-
vinee our class of the danger in
the illusion spread by ecapitalist
propagandists, petty-hourgeois ca-
reerists and corruplionists, to the
effect that capitalist democracy
hy itself affords the opportunity
and the machinery to end the ex-
ploitation- and oppression of a
working class in the majority by
capitalists in the minority,

This illusion is one of the most
affectiva weapons in the arsenal
of capitalism,

It has heen strengthened among
CPUSA membership and, to the
extent of it influence in the lahor
movement, by the vulgar “Ameri-

canization” of the CPUSA begun -

by Browder in the early '30s, and
now continued by this revisionist
leadership

This method conaists, in the

main, of glamorizing petiy-boue-
groin politiclang, vrban and arra.
rian, of {he pre-imperialist opoch
and present perled, and of piny-

ing down the labor movomont and
fta  militant and revolutionary
leaders. The false theorstical val.
uea of this method have leen ex-
ploited to the limit, and great
harm has been done to the revelu-
tionary struggle to convince the
working class of its own. irresist-
ible strength and historical Jib-
erating role-—and the need to be

~ canseclous of {t,

Is This Beclarianiam?

The revisionist lendership which,
by unanimous vote, foisted the
Dennis reports and their anti-
Marxist-Leninist program on 1he
Party membership, will say that
the views expressed above are
“sectarinn” or “Ieflist-rectarian,”
that they represont “eancerous
leftism,” that ‘isnlation” of the
Communists from the Iahor move-
ment and the working class would
result from such forthright Marx-
iat definition of the eentral insues
of the clasa atruggle in the United
States at this time.

As for irolation—although this
is mot the place to go into the
matter -in great detail—it must be
naid here that one muat go hack
20 years to find a time when the
CPUSA had less influence, less
membership, and when its press
had less circulation; one must go
back tn the Lovestone-Pepper
period of the late '20s, when a
similar defealist: program and a
politically pretentious but bank-
rupt opportunist leadership was as
dertructive of working class and
Party morale as it is today.

" We are Marxist-Leninistsa. We
are revolutionists, We are Com-
munists.

Duty to Workingelass

We are trying to raise the level
of understanding of our class of
the decisive, revolutionary role of
liberation which capitalism, by
ereating the work'ng class, has

placed upon it “The proletariat is’

the gravedigger of capitaliam.”
Wa appeal Lo its strength, nol to
its weaknesg, .

1t ia seomly, therefore, to con-
clide this exposure of the anti-
working elnrs nAnd  anti-Marxiast-
Leninisl deception in tha Denn's
programmatic  report,  adopled
unanimously by this  rovisionist
“leaderahip” of the CI'USA, with
o flatement on (his practice ag it
affrcte the mavement towafd lih-
eration of the working class; an
estimate of the origin and result
of this criminal deception of the
working class written hy one whe
rates with Marx, Engels and le-
nin, ag one of the greatest teach-
ers and strategisls of the lihera-
tion struggle of Lhe internalional
working class and its ailies, the
doubly oppressed national minoy:-
ties, the colanial .and semi-celonial
peoples:

“The chief endeavor of (he
honrgenisie of all countries and
b elenattist hangvis on is 'p
Kill in the working cliss faith
in ity own strength, faith in the
posgibility and inevitability of
its viclory, and thus (o perpe-
tnale eapitalist slavery, For the
bourgeoisie knows Chat ¥ capi-
talism has not yet been over
thrown and still' continues to
exist, it owes it not to its own
morits but to the fact that the
proletarint has still not faith
ennugh in the possibility of ita
viclory. It cannot be ra’'d that
the efforts nf the bourgeaisie
in this vespcet have been alto-.
gether unsuccessful. [t must he
confossed that the hourgenisie
and ils agenls among the wark-
ing class have to some extent
succeeded in poisening the minds
of the working class with the
venom of doubt and skepticism,
If the suceerses of the working
clars of aur eountry, if 18 fight
and victory serve 1o rouse the
Apirit of the working eluga in
the capitalist countries and to
trenglhen its faith in itk own
power mikl in its victory, then
onur party may gay that its work
hag not been in vain, And there
need be no doult that this wil)
be the ense” (Stalin, LININ-
ISM, Page 47R.)

Decinive Change

The change in clars rlation.
ships throughout the world jn fa-
vor of the working clais and its
alliea has developed as a result of
the crushing of (he Faseist Axig,
the vietory of (he Boviet Union

and the vise of powerful demon-
erallc revolutionary forcea, These
facts, coupled with the brazenly
aggreanive i1ole of the 'mperial-
ists of the U. 8. ar the bankers,
munitions makers and mllitariats
for roaction and counter-revolu.
tion everywhere, puts on the first
enler of the day fir Ceerinies
the revelutionary task of diapells
ing the bhourgenir Hlugions of
which Stalin speaks; of dentroy'ng -
the defeatint influenca of the
“voformist hangers-on.”

Our main and immediate tunk
in the winning of the working

- class for 8 socialist program as

the only victorious way nut
for the working class aml
all oxploited sections nf the pop-
ulation; of eorganizing and con-
ducting -Communist work in the
dafly struggles in full ncenrd with
our immediate major ohjective and
Marxist-Leuinist theory, sirategy
and tactics—the speediest possible
political preparation of our class
for its historic tark, at the head
of all other exploited classas, of
establishing a socinlist systam in
our country.

7. Opportunist “Practicality”

in Unions — Surrender

to Suppression of Democratic

Riglliﬁ of Workers

The united front of Iabor against
the blackmail and banditry pro-
gram  and  anti-upion  dvive of
maonopoly capital was broken at the
"Cl10 Convention, November, 1044,

The first battle in the campaign
apainst wages, living standards
and the freedom of unions a2l
political rights in the U, 8, was
won by the monopoly capitalists
who used infiltration tactics at the
-Allantic City ennvention of the
ClIO—won by the Wall Styec!
banks, industrial corporations, and
their two-party, anti labor govern-
ment.

The Declaration of DPolicy on
Communism, jointly drated and
unanimously adopted by the bloe
of CIO officials—led by rimh'-winj
sncial  demecrats, Trotskyiles,
Christian Fronters and Coughlin-
itos, titular leaders of the Assn-
ciation of Catholic Trade Unlonists
and oppartunist lendors of the Ca=-
munist  Party—unites all  this
matley burenucracy for suppres-
sion of the pnlitical {rade union
demacratic rights of the militan®,
rank-nnd«file membership, Hones!
delegates were confused by Lhe
deluge of demagogy and (he fail-
ure of CP leaders (o expase and
oppose this representntive pol'ey.
“Unity™ at the expense of clnwn-
conseinug  warkers and Commun-
iste, “unity™ at tha expense of tha
demacratic rights of all workers
as the way out of crises and war
-~this “unity” is tho way to disas-
tor,

Under the guike of “unity",
thesa reformist defonders of the
eapitalist svslem and the outright
agents of the corpnrations within
tha CI0 have rueccended in initiat-
ing the typical aplitting tactie:
orgnanization of the leadership
agninut the memhernhip,

The Inadership has becoma “pog-
pectable,” The next slep that is
inevitahle in this backward diree-
tion is for this union leadership
to guarantee a new high level of
produetion per manhour, and this
is already in force in many CIO
shops and plants.

The 1ast section of the regolution
emhodying the surrender ta the
most rabid exponents of the poliey
of monepaly eapital (Hearst, the
Chicagge Tribune, the Daily News,
Seripps-Howard papers, ete,) reads
a8 allows:

"In pursuit of the prineiples
st 'forth herein and adopted by
tha CI10 Exeeutive Hoard, we, tha
delegates tn the Kighth Cunsti-
tutional Convention of the Cone
gress  of  Industrinl  Organizn
tions RESENT AND REJTCT
EFFORTS OF THE COMMUN-
IST PARTY O OTHER P'OLI-
TICAL PARTIES AND THEIR
ADHERENTS TO INTERFERE
IN THE AFFAIRS OF THE
Cl0, THIS CONVENTION
SERVES NOTICE THAT WE

(Cont. p. 19)



WILL NO'i‘ TOLERATE SUCH

- INTERFERENCE.” (PM—Nov.
~ 18—our emphasis) -

Politically, this declarat’on puts
the CIO back to where the Ameri-
can Federation of Lahor was in
1923. -

Forbids Independent Action

It prohibits, by the phrase,
“political partics and (heir ad--
herents.” any activity in the CIO'
in behalf of independent pol‘tical
action by the membership.

The only political action men-
tioned in the declaration (in the
second paragraph) -is the ‘non-
partisan,” ineffective kind of ac-
tivity—ineffective 2nd consequent-
ly inoffensive to the monopolist
overlords—described as:

*. . . encouraged its member-
ship to exercise its rights and
obligations "as citizens of the
community by supporting pro-
gressive legislation affecting

Lheir economic and social well
being.”

This, in connection with the re-
pudiation of all independent politi-
cal action, is a reversion to com-
plete acceptance of the tweo capi-
talist parties, Democrat and Re-
publican, as the. only vehicles of
political action for workers and
their unions. This is what is meant
by the phrase “within the frame-
work of American political de-
mocracy.”

But the political slogan raised
in this declaration of CIO policy
is “social justice!” (Second line of
fourth paragraph of text as print-
ed in PM, Nov. 18, 1946.)

“Social justice” is the slogan of
the Coughlinites (it is the name
of the official Coughlinite organ)
and Christian Fronters. It is the
meaningless, demagogic slogan of
all these anti-Semites, Negro-bait-
ers. and clerical-fascists—enemies
of gocialism and of the Soviet
Union. It is the sign manual of
reaction throughout the world; it
is the shouted shibboleth with
which they try to conceal their
belief in the corporative, fascist
stale form of working-class sup-
pression and their support of coun-
ter-revolution.

No CP Opposition!

The revisionist leaders of the
U. S. Communist Party, the Na-
tional Board, in agrecement with
the revisionist Icaders of CP who
are also officials  of CIO upions,
accepted this slogan unanimously!
Not a single Communist leader
spoke in opposition! Not a single
CP dclegate spoke against this
open expression of reaction or op-
posed the obvious preparations to
destroy what trade-union democ-
racy still survives in CIO!

Not a single CP member—er
anyone else—rose to tell the con-
vention, to tell the U. S. working
clags, or to tell the millions of
working men and women through-
out the world who are fighting re-
action backed by Wall Street im-

perialirm, that this dvclamtinn»

was not one of independence from,
but rather- one of surrender o,
labor's most vicious enemies,

What ean the millions of season-
ed workingclass, anti-fascist figzht-

ers—united with millions of Com-
munist workers in the Soviet
Un‘on, China, .Spain and the ljb-
erated countriex of Western Fu-
rope (the front that saved us from
fascist invasion)—think of this
particular sentence in the CIO
declaration?

"“The Cl0, as an American in-
stitution, has ne interest apart
from the ‘interest of our peaple
and our country.” (Tenth line,
fifth paragraph, in I'M text
cited earlier.)

But- in this one sentence this
“league of frightened men” cato-
gorically repudiated the interna-
tional ties and obligations of labor
organizations herelofore univer-

sally acknowledged, the ties called

by Abraham Lincoln “the slrong-
est bond uniting mankind.. ,
In this one senlence these be-

trayers of the most sacred of ali -

labor's traditions insulted and de-
serted in the face of the class en-
emy attack those millions of mem-
bers of the World Federation of
Trades Unions to which it is ai-
filiated.

Strikes at Basic Right of All
Workers

By so doing, they sabotaged tie
efforts of the WFTU to secure
the right to speak for world labor
in the name of its 70,000,000 mem-
bers before the UNO and at the
very time when this struggle was
at a crucial stage!

The content of this CIO decla-
ration is of a character no Com-
munist, class-conscious working
man or militant trade unionist ean
accept. :

It strikes, in the weasel lan-
guage of enemy propagandists, at
the democratic rights and conse-
quently at the morale of the rank-
and-file membership. 1t is intend-
ed to justify a tighter, burcaucra-
tic clamp on the rights of work-
ers in the basic and heavy indus-
tries, where the majority of CIO
membership works and which are
the main preserves of menopoly
capital. This move can work only

" in favor of the corporations, This

is the key to this whole appease-
ment policy. And these officials
who accepted this policy cannot be
trusted to orgaiize and lead the
struggle against the anti-labor
offensivas, o

It is the policy of the bent knee
and bowed head to capitalism and
1ts mercenaries; ridicule, slander,
abuse and the gag for the ex-
ploited, dues-paying membership.
What have the CP leaders who are
also CIO.officials been doing dur-

. ing the ten years and more that

they have held these influential
positions ? :

1t is the duty of every Commun-
ist to expose and oppose such a
policy when directed against an
section of union membership ex-
cept fascist spies and spokesmen.
To fail to do su is cowardice. To
justify support of this demagogic
reaction i the name of an or-
ganizational “unity” that is not
and was “not threatened, in the
name of political “unity” that can
vnly aid  monopoly capital, is
treachery.

Th's is what these revjrionist
Cl leaders have done and are do-
ing. By so doing, these refugecs
from the social revolution that is
yet in the womb of time here in
the U.S. have dragged the Com-
munists—and their goal, socialism
—and the class struggle on the
political plane which is their meth-
od, in the mire of class collabora-
tion for the second time in two
years. ;

What A Contrast!

There was a Communist named
Dimitroff who stood manacled in
a2 Nazi court while the Hitlerite
mobs howled for his blood. Ile
used that Nazi court as a forum
from which to warn the working
elass and the whole world of the
true meaning of fascism, of what
fascism meant for working men
and women, for the Jews, for eolo-
nial peoples, small watiens and
national minorities,

But the CIO declaration of pol-
icy on communism has the sole
purpose of appeasing lhese Rame
anti-labor forces in (he .. 8,
forces thal appeased the fascist
rulers, and kept them in power
until they thought all popular re-
sistance had heen crushed. The
world labor movement wailed in
vain for even one Communist
Party voice raised in warning at the
CIO Convention in Atlantic City.

These revisionist CI’ leaders not
only Ffailed to oppose but actually
supported this appeasement—and
net only at the CIO Convention
but in the Daily Worker. They call
it “unity”—but it is this kind of
“unity” that brings fascism into
power. These revisionist dema-
gogues probably will even have
the gall to quole Dimitroff in an
attempt to justify their own op-
portunist cowardice.

. History repeats itself, said Marx

~—once as a tragedy, and then as

a farce! -

The performance by these ref-
ugees from the class struggle is
farce-tragedy, if one can use such
a term: tragedy, beeause it marks
the open and absolute desertion
of a great and militant tridition
in the organized labor movement;
farce, because in spite of the de-
magogy. and the red herring of
“interference” by political parties,
the sickly cowardice and politically
backward character of the “resolu-

tion on Communist policy™ is ap-
parent. The CIO leadership (Mur-
ray-Carey) is solidly in the official
ranks of the Democrat party, Only
faint vestiges are left of the so-
called independent groupings which
never got beyond the stage of ap-
pendages of the Deinocrat party.

Twenty-three years ago, in Port-
land, Oregom; une lone Communist
delegate told I’hilip Murray, Wil-
liam Green, John L. Lewis and

Matthew Woll, at the 43rd Annual

A.F. of L. Convention, where their
anti-Communist policy, their “ef-
ficiency” unionism, and their
appeasement of the employers,
would lead the unions, including
the United Mine Workers,

By 1929-30, the wreckage of the
UMWA—i.e,, what was left of a
once powerful union—wag being
rescued by Communists in a dozen
hard-fought battles from Illinois
and western Pennsylvania through
Ohio and West Virginia to Harlan
and Pine counties in Kentucky.

It Happened Before

The defentist policy of ap-
peasing the mine operators at the
expense of the mine workers had
reduced the mighty UMWA to a
skeleton and resultant impotence,
The AFL itself had likewise been
reduced to a skeleton—perhaps
2,030,090 dues-paying members in
all its unions—by the same policy.

By reorganizing old unions, by
organizing industrially in so-called
federal labor un’ons, by organiz-
ing independent industrial unions,
by organizing the unemployed and
by eliminating strike-breaking
during the worst period of the
crisis and depression, the Com-
munists by 1935 had built new
broad foundations for industrial
unionism in all the heavy indus-
tries. The' Communists brought
militant industrial unionism to the
South.

And it wag to- Lewis and Mur-
ray, in 1935-36, that was presented
a nationwide network of growing
industrial unions, unions built by
the Communists and by thousands
of other unpaid, volunteer organ-
izers, speakers and tacticians—
and the most courageous and com-
petent staff of organizers this or
any other country ever developed
in the industrial union field.

It was after this that Earl
Browder and his corps of revision-
ists began to liqu'date CI' gronps
in the unions, Jdropped the fight
for democratic union rights, and
made Lewjs a gift of the CP, its
press, and its organizers.

Murray’s first meeting in Pitts-
burgh as head of the Steel Work-
ers’ Organizing Comimn’tlee was or-
ganized by Communists. They
were the only ones who could com-
bat effectively the tight control
exercised by Mussolini's consulates
over Italian steel workers and that

exercisced by clerical-fascists
among both the Nalians and the
Poles.
A l,-t-m«m From 1923

History vepeata itseif: 10 was
Philip Murray whe, in 1923, at the
Portland, Orc., A.F. of L. Conven-
tion, made the motion to unseat

the lone Communist delerute men-
tioned above. The delegate was
unseated—and the press from
coast to coast haiicd this as a
great victory for “deniocracy.”

But before this delegate was un-

seated he said (there was more
democracy then in the AFL than
there is now in the CIQ): -

“Speaking as a Commwunist,
since the issue hus been raised,
although I came here as a trade
unionist and not iz oo Comniun-
ist, 1 understand ithe real Tea-
sons for the effort you are now
making.

“YOU WANT TO PROVE TO
THE EMPLOYERS THAT YOU
ARE MORE CONSERVATIVE
THAN THEY ARE, THAT YOU
LOVE THE WAGF SYSTEM
LEVEN MORLE  ARDENTLY
THAN THEY DO. You lLave
succeeded in gaining a great
deal of immunity for yourselves,

LUT THIS IMMUNITY DOES -

NOT EXTEND TO THE OR-
GANIZATIONS YOU ARE
SUPPOSED TO REPRESENT.
In that the employers and we
Communists think alike. They,
too, make a distinction between
a high-salaried official and the
working class.
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“. . . THESE SAME PAPERS
THAT ARE NOW LAUDING
YOU FOR YOUR DETERMIN-
ED EFFORTS TO CAST THE
COMMUNISTS INTO THE
OUTER DARKNESS WILL BE
DENOUNCING YOUR ORGAN-
IZATIONS JUST AS BITTER-
LY AS YOU NOW DENOUNCE
ME. Seeking to placate the em-
ployers, you have bored from
within their organizations, but
you have.captured nething bhut
jewel-studded lodge  charins,
YOU MAY SAVE YOUR-
SELVES, BUT YOU CANNOT
SAVE THE UNIONS UNLESS
YOU CHANGE YOUR FPOL-
ICIES . .. .

‘It is here we see the diverg-
ence of interest between the
membership and officialdom . . .
of the pleasure and profit of
peddling your influence for the
benefit of one or the other of
the parties of the employers.

“You - seem to believe that
capitalism ig in its heyday; we
do not; we say that this is the
twilight of capitalism and that
unicss the lahor nfovement
changes ils policics and tactics it
is going to be caught and drag-
ger down in the gencral chaos
that capitalism is bringing in
the train of iis collapse . . .
WE ARE ABOUT TO ENTER
ANOTHER PERIOD OF DE-
PRESSION . .. WHAT OF THE
LABOR. MOVEMENT? HAS IT
RECOVERED THE LOSSES IT
SUSTAINED? YOU KNOW
IT HAS NOT. IT WILL FACE
ANOTHER OPEN SHOP
DRIVE WITH LESS CONFI-
DENCE . .. WHAT IS YOUR
ANSWER TO THIS? A WAR
UPON THE ‘RADICALS' IN
COOPERATION WITH THE
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE,
AN APPEAL FOR AID FROM
THE EMPLOYERS IN THIS
HOLY CAUSE ., »

(From speech by William F.
Dunne on motion by Philip Mur-
ray to unseat NDunne.)-

Appeasers Never Learn

The same creeping paralysis
which set in among the unions as
a result of the anti-Communist
crusade and policy of  cooperation
with the corpnrations will not now
overtake the labor movement as a
whole in spite of this surrender by
scctions of CIO leadership to the
propaganda campaign of the mon-
opolists and the efforts of the
leaders to turn back the clack,
For hypocrisy does not turn the
trick quite the way it used to in’
the old days! The working class
has learned much in the last 16
years—but appeasers never learn'

Millions of workers have learn-
ed now to look behind such fer-
vent expressions of devation to the
“four freedoms” as nceur in the
CIO Declaration of Policy on Com-
munism—which includes “freedom
of specech for everyone-every-
where,” This is advertised us a
very “subtle” slap at the Soviet
Union and at the alleged “jron
curtain.” But it can be seon (hat
“everywhere” obviously does not
include "the ClO itself; otherwise
there would be no excuse for the
main Policy declaration. This is the
sort of cheap chicanery with which
an offic’aldom engaged in “eman-
cipating the working class one at
a time” (beginning with themselves
of course) tries to evade issues
which under slightly changed con-
ditions tan mean life or death to
the labor movement.

They have muade the same kind
of mistake made in 1923.

They thought then they were
dealing with just ene Communist,
not with living issues affecting the
lives of milions.

They think now that the class
struggle policy will disappear from
the discussions and struggles in
and of the CIO unions, just be-
cause these leaders have abandoned
the task of winning the working
class for a socialist program.

The bureaucracy is welcome in
thexe CPI* leaders. They belong in
that camp—and the sooner Lhe
working class membership of the

(Cont. p. 20)
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‘CP understands this, exposes these
leadera and the National Roard
and  National Commitice that
placed ita fmpvimutur upon their
desortion — of  Marxiut-Lenlnist
theory, their rojection of the Rtrug-
gle for the socialist goal of the
working class—dcfeats and ousts
them, then the soconer can the
grave injury done to the CIO and

the struggle for a united front .

against the capitalist offensive be
overcome.

Betrayal By Leaders

It was betrayal when working
clase CP members and class con.
scious workers, who did not want
to aid rither Dewey and the war-
mongering anti-labor Republican
Party or Mead and the war-mon-
ger'ng Anti-labor Democratic Par-
ty of Ttuman and Byrnes, were
herded intn the latter party
against their will by Machiavellian
intrigues. By withdrawing the CP
candidate for governor the CP is
left off the ballot for fonr. more
years. This piece of skulduggery
has now been followed by a de-
nunciation of the Communist Par-
ty itself (communism and soeial-
ism) arranged and agreed to in
the highest official circles of fhe
CP and of the CIO—by (hese same
revisionist Communist Parly lead-
ers,

If the policy expressed in this
CIO declaration- is allowed to
stand, if these revisonist desert-
ers of the social revolution and
apostles of appeasement are al-
lowed to continue to pose as Com-
munists and militant leaders of

unions, then the results might well
be disastrous in this present period
of the gathering offerisive by mon-
opoly capital and its government.

This shall not happen.

Proletarian members of the CP
will now begin open political strug-
gle against these defeatists.

Communists who have been.
. driven out of the CIPUSA for ox-

posing the anti-Marxist and anti-
working class nature of the pro-
gram of these CP and union
wreckers will close ranks and rai-
Iy workers around n program of
elusn mvuggle and the Immedinte
atganization of the campnlgn Lo
win the =upport of the mighty
working class of the U.S. for a
Bocialist program.

Struggle I Necessary

The struggle against revisionist
program and against defeatist
leadership in the CP; the work of
rallying the rank-and-file Marxist-
Lennist forces in the organized
labor movement and among all
sections of the working class,
among the Negro people and work-
ing farmers, can and will be jn-
tegrated. :

The left wing of the labor move-
ment will now reject opportunism
and appeasement as a policy and
will recrganize and strengthen its
lines.

By making the theory and prac-
tice of Marxist-T.eninism—the laws
of motion of capitalist society in
this imperialist period and how {n

- use thrin to advance the cause of

the working elass—avajlable Lo
and the weapon of the entire labar
movement and the working class,
we will nieel and defeal the of-
fensive of monopoly capital and
its shock-troops against our living

standards, political rights, our
unions and political parties. Noth-
ing said here-is intended to prave
that the CIO leadership is to the
right of the A.F. of L.

' The main difference consists in.
the fact thal the greater part of
the membership of the major CI0
unions work in giant mass produc-
tion industries and marine trans-
port which are the domain of the
magnates who rule the union of
bank and industrial capital, the
particular form of monopoly capi-
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Here, in these industrial net-

works, hundreds of thousands of
workers have learned the utter :
futility of isolated protest and
combat against the economic and
political might of these corpora-
tions and government agencies.

Membership Makes Difference
The great strugplés which

brought many of these CIO unions
into being are still fresh in the
memorics of ‘great sections of
these workingmen and women,
They are more conscious of their
class power and of their relations
with workers in other industries
and other countrics. This, in the
mnin, accountx for the more ad-
vanced political views and class
solidarity of the CIO membership,

It is all the more regrettable
that this great bloc of organized

workers should have had the anti-
democratic and defeatist resolution

of “Declaration of Policy on Com-
munism” foisted upon them by

the action of bureaucrats animated

by fear of monopolists, their
propagandists and government—

and hatred and fear of independ-

ent political workingclass anti-
capitalist struggle.

Politi;ll Righta

It is now more than ever neces-
sary to.open and continue a cam-

SPLLT LNONL e ranik vt Gle of

both the C10 and A.F. of L. unions.
to restore, ‘defend and extend
bagic trade union political rights.
This reaolution is an unmistakable
signal for the need of such a cam-
paign—to show to them that en-
trenched and high salaried offi-
cinls can and do have economic
and social interests which are not
those of the on-the-job member-
ship.

Under no circumstances must
such a campaign, essential as it is
to the question of clags relation-
ships in the struggle to win the
main body of the working class for
the socialist solution, be allowed to
become erely an anti-leadership
movement. This would defeat its
purpose. “I{.is the anarchint meth-
ad,” Lenin wrote, “to work alynyu
from below and never from above.’

The necesrary distinctions must
always be made between those
leaders and officials - of various
categories who mcrely make mis-

‘takes—and those who are, as the

- clerical phrase goes—"confirmed

in sin.” Class loyalty is-the de-
sisive test. Which class do their
programs, policies, acts and ut-
terances serve in the long run—
the workingclass or the exploiting,
employing class? This is decisive.

8. Fascist Imperialism and “Democratic” Imperialism—

Opportunist, Sectarian Deception Ai(is Main Enem'f'— Monopoly Capitalism

iate—or it ig not.

hopelessness and surrender.

" 9.The Theory and Practice

of Deception of CP
Membership and
Wo.rkingc]a'ss

L The program and leader-
ship of tha Conrmunist Party of
the United States make of it to-
day a Communist Parly in hame
only, The program with its cen-
tral slogan: “Resurrect the Roose-
velt policy” in‘ various versions,
has no basis in reality and does
not express the immediate meeds
of the labor movement and the
working: class in thig period. of
the offensive of. monopoly capi-
tal, its 100 Wall Street corpora-
tions and their government against
the working class and their liv-
ing and social standards, wagzes,
working conditions, politieal lib-
erties. Such a slogan by focus-
sing attention on the past in-
stead of the present and future,
minimizes the deepening econom-
ic and social contradictions of this
post war period and hampers the
organization of the basic work-
ing class forces against the vast
military ppogram and the mili-
tarist anmd fascist menace insep-
arable Irom' American imperial-
ism's drive fop expansion and
woarld domination. ‘

In a0 way does this central

homesick opportunist slogan ex- -

The menhee of fascism in our
country is either real and immed-

If it is is, then the proposal of
2 mere electoral and parliamenta-
ry alliance to meot and defeat it
is in itself acknowledgement of

If it ix net, then what is the
reason for the rejection of a pro-
gram for winning the working-
class, the political preparation of
the workingelass, for Socialism as
‘the only victorious way to end the
subordination of the majority of
the workingelass to the minority
of the capitalists—the aposties of
profit, crises, unemployment, fas-

cism and war as their only solu-
tion? :

The answer that Communists
are loyal citizens of the US.A;
that they are militant trade union-
ists; that they are friends of the
Soviet Uwnion: that they are for
housing, Jlower " priecs, higher
wages; against anti-Negro terror;
for peace und against miperialist
war, against Franco and faseism,
anti-Semitism, ete. is no answer
at all.

A Searching Questjon

It is mo answer at all because
millions of workingnien and wo-
‘men will ask ligically: “Why do
You need a Communist ’arty to
believe in and work and fight for
or against these demands aud is-
sues?” We believe in all or jost

press the world change in class
relationships in favor of the dem-
ocralic working class and social-
ist forces in general resulting
frem the crushing of the fascist
Axis powers in Europe and Afri-
ca in World War II.

This  slogan  in  jts various
guises is therefore the key to a
policy and program which is in-
tended to and does hand over the
leadership of the struggles of the
workingeclass {o. the demagogic
middle class: leaders and capital-
ist class politicians and their “ma'n
peace time social props”—bureau-
cratic union officialdom, Their

class  role is (o sugarcoat and

thereby make palatable the bitter

pills of speedup, poverty and mili-

tarist rule for domestic and for-
eign plunder and war which the
monopoly capitalists and their
government are trying to force
upon American working'nen and
women, Negro and white. This
slogan places  the Communist
I'arty in the camp of “liberal”
imperialism and objectively aids
monapoly capital, militarism, la-
bor repression and imperialist
war,

2. This program und the lead:
ership, which has forced it upon
te Communist Party, are anti-
Marxist-Leninist and  therefore
anti-workingclass. In adopting
this program of surrender to “lib-
eral” imperialism, this leadership
has betrayed the basic imterests

of these things but we do not seu
whv that makes vou a Com-
munist.”

That is a correct queslivn and a

basic and unanswerable criticism.

The bald and unpleasinz (ruts,

is that by rejecting strugele for
a socialist program in the labor
movement. CI* leaders appear as
opportunists anxious merely for
official positions and power. Iled-
ba’ting cannot be exposed and de-
feated by this opportunist ap-
peasement.

Communists in our country must

rid themselves of the opportunist
poison and corruption shich has
been accumulating for vears as a
result of the failure to realize its
always present danger in this do-
*ninant imperialist country, with
its relatively high economic ana
technical standards. with the con-

of the workingelass, Hoth  the
program of the “spacial” conven-

tion, July 1945, and that of the

enlarged meeting of tie su-called
“National Committee”, July 1946,
calegorically reject the revolu-
tionary task ef winning the Ame-
rican workingclass for 3 socialist
Program as a major and imme-
diate task of the Communist Par-
ty. These are acts of connected
and continuous desertion of the
theory and practice of Marxist-
Leninism, and thus constitute be-
trayal of the Tevolutionary class
struggle and it major objective
—Sucialism,

3. The leadership which spon-
- sors this crass opportunist pro-
kram differs in no fundamental
way from that which cheered and
followed Browder into open _ ac-
ceptance of the domestic and finr-
eign program of our imperiaist
rulers in 1944-45, They differ in
Mo essentlal because in hoth pe-
riods the Communist Party has
been wrecked by a policy of “no-
torious revisionism” which puts
the party in the eapitalint camp,
mnkes of il a reformist party which
joins with parties having similar
aims—to gRave capitalist imperial-
ism, instead of politically prepar-
ing the workingelass 1o abolish it
and establish the socialist system
of production for common use in-
stead of for profit and power of a
small _minority.
4. We declare that the “recon-
stitution” of the Conmunist Par-

tinual infiltration of hourgeois
inflluenice and elements into their
ranks; if Communists are able to
say to the workingelass that they
are of its flesh and blood; that
they are members of a Marxist-
Leninist political party because
their class must have such a party
(just as other classes must have
their parties for their class pur-
poses) to teach, organize and lead
it in the inevitalle strugple tn Ii-
berate itself by abolighing eaptal-
ism and classes and thereby liber-
ate mankind; if Communists in our

-country are able to de this soon

—and without opportunist equivo-
calion—the way will be opened for
the speedy entry of the American
workingelass into the world arena
as the decisive force for the so-
cialist victory of the democratic
workingclass  forces throughout
the world.

ty in July 1945 was carried out
following the impact of the Duc-
los letter in such a way as to nul-

~-lify the purposes of that docu.-

ment, i e’ by the same leader-
ship which had peddled the Com-
munist Party to the capitalist par-
ties and dissolved it to please
them. - They first expelled Sam
Darey, (the only member of the
National Committee at the time
who had fought consistently the
Browder surrender policy) to pre-
vent as far as possible the ex-

posure. of their apportunist anti-
C. P. and appeasement CONSpiracy
at the coming rump convention
and before the outraged memibser-
ship. They continue this war on
all members who reject opporiu-
nism and fight it.

Their campaign of slander and
expulsion on a3 nationwide scale
is the expression of the policy
of appeascment of the capitalist
and middle class enemies of so-
cialism

a). A rump convention of 94
delegates (all with mimor exvep-
tions guilty of betrayal of Marx.
ist-Leninism and dissolution of
the C. P. to appease the class
enemies), then elected some 71 of
their mumber to national leader-
ship after fundamental discussion
in the party press and stafte con-
vention had been delihe rately con-
fused, censoréd and suppressed.
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b). The “special” convention
was held at a time when some
10,000 parly members in the armed
forces or absent on war work
were excluded from the C. %
after all forcign-born  =memlwrs
had been dropped arbitrarily froun
membership; after the C. I’ in
the South had been dissolved,
dropping both Negro and white
membership from  the olls. It
was heid after the C. P, had bern
further de-proletarianized by the
deliberate destruction of the in-
dustrial branches, Al this was
done in the name of “National
Unity"—to appease  enemics of
the revolutionary forces of work-
ing class liberation and their he-
roic strugles within the frame-
work of the war against the fas-
cist Axis imperialist powers.

5). This “reconstituted” leader-
ship eiected itsalr by deceiving
the party members present at the
“special” convention into believ-
ing that the entire leadership of
the Central Committee of the
Communist Party of the Soviet
Union had made more serious “er-
rors” than. had (hese defeatixt
leaders of the €. P, of fthe Uniled
States—who had “mercly” adapted
a policy of class collaboration,
called upon the unions fo abandon
the strike weapon in peacelime,
assured (he workingelass of the
1. S. and all other counlries that
American  imperialism was no
threal to their interesls, and who
had then, believing it had served
its purpose of ensuring an end
lo the open class struggle in the
li. S, dissolved the . P, (1944-
45).

This treacherous deceit was ac-
compiished by:

a). Focusing attention of the
convention and {he Party mom-
bers  on  unspecified “nistakes”
made by the leadership of the So-
viet Union during the prosecution
of lhe war—and net even men-
tioning the unparalled achieve-
ments of Lhe Soviet peoples, the
Red Army and (heir leadership,
or expressing gralitude in a 6500
word report. “Damn with faint
praise, assent with civil leer, and
without sneering, teach the rest
to sneer,”

~ b). It was accomplished by un-
precedented slander based on po-
litieal forgary, omission, and dis-
tortion of Stalin’s speech on “Mas-
tering Bolshevism.” By suppress-
ing the directives for the fight
against Trotskyism—issued by the
CPSU and quoted by Stalin at
length, these revisionists “con-
victed” the entire leadership of
the CPSU of failing to understand,
expose and fight Trotskyism. This
slander based on forgery was the
decisive section of the part of
the convention report dealing with
the question of “mistakes” and
“leadership.” On -this basis of
slander in turn based on political
forgery, the conclusion was drawn
for the Party menbership that
the entire CPSU leadership had
made a “very” serious error; that
“our™ error was merely a “serious”
one.

¢). This deception of the mem-
bership wus accomplished by re-
ducing the glorious victory of the
Soviet linion, its peoples, Red
Army and ils Communist Parly
over fascism Uo a series of “many
KeTIOUS errors”; having by politi-
cal forgery and slander vilablished
that the €CI'su leiulership, i, o,
its Central Commnittee, including:
Stalin, was guilty of mere serious
“errors” than Amevican revision-
ist lendership which had deserted
Marxist-Leninism and then Tiqui-
dated the Communist Party, af-
ter haviag urged the organized
labor movement to follow its ex-
ample and sucrender to the mono.
polists.

Let the Amoricnn workingelass
and the Communists among them
be the judges: 50,000 copies of
this treacherous slander based on
forgery have been published and
distributed to C.P. members and '
non-Parly people. It is to be
found i “Political Affairs™ for
September, 1945 and on Page 72
of “Marxism-Leninism vs. Revi-
sionism” (Save the Mark!) re-
published February 1946.*

d). Deception was carried out
by assuring, the l'arly members

that these same leaders, who had
committed these erimes against
the theory and practice of Marx-
ist-Leninism, who had dragged
the name of the Communist Par-
ty through the mire of class col-
laboration as a substitutz for the
class struggle before the eyes of
the revolutionary and labor move-
ments of the world, on the eve
of the postwar crisis, that these
leaders were not a  “hardboiled
group of incurable revisionists.”

The fact is therefore: The first
gun in the camipaign to minimize
in this postwar period the tre-
'‘nendous feats of arms of the So-
viet Union and its leadership when
it bore four-fifths of the military
weight of Nazi Germany, and to
focus attention on its “mistakes”,
was fired, not by the open pro-
pagandists of imperialism but by
this “reconstifuted” leadership of
the C.DP.

The fact is therefore: The firat
gun in the postwar campaign to
creale distrust among workingmen
and women of the leadership of
the CI’SUi, to create doubt about
its ability and integrity among
Communists was fired by this “re-
constituted” leadership of the C. P,
This is wrecking, under the guise
of ‘“reconstituting” the Commu-
nist Party.. This is, in practice,
the theory that all corruptionists,
i. e. those leaders whose program
and actions lead to disaster and
disgrace, should be given power
again to wavoid “decimation” of
leadership, ‘because, after all, in
spite of the wreckage in their
train, they are leaders, Strange
fruit, indecd!

6.) These persons whao call them.
selves the “National Committee”
of the C.P. have no mandate from
anyone except themselves, On the
basis of their proven record of
wrecking and their continued at-
tempts to wreck the Communist
Parly of the United States, they
are operating with counterfeit cre-
dentials. They are charlatans and
traducers of Marxist-Leninist
theory and practice. They ave
enemies of the struggle for a so-
cialist United States.

Their writ no lenger runs with
class  conscious workers, with
Communists, inside and/or outside
the C.P. -

This crew of “hardboiled in-
curable revisionists” are not Com-
munists by any Marxist-Leninist
standand, .

7.) But cven this self-clected
“Nationn) Commiltes”, componed
in-the wnain of wreckers and de-
featists, is not the controlling
force in the “reconstituted” " C.p.
The actual control is in the hands
of careerist lawyers with upper
bracket incomes; all kinds of
parasitic persons who salve their
consciences and carve out well-
paying careers by “supporting”
the struggles of the workers
and peasants in other countries
providing this can he Jone
“respectably”; persons in  vari-
ous institutions whose high liv-
ing standards are little affécled
by the ebb and flow of economic
tides; union officials whose per-
sonal carecers and incomes take
precedence over all other jssues
and who have never uttered the
words “Communism”, “Socialism”,
and/or “class strugglc” for more
than ten years; persous who sneer

at the iden of Socialism in the.

United States when all goes well,
but who issue desperate calls for
assistance {o the fow rank and
file Communist Party =wembers of
their unions when they meet op-
position; carcerist politicians in
various other patties who get
elected—or hope to, with C.J. aid,
cte.

8.) This leadership and jts pro-
gram which surrenders the ..
to the middle class and capitalist
class parties has re-converted the
Communist 'urty of the U.S. into
a brake on the sucialist develup-
ment of the workingeluss and jno
a force acting against the achicve.
ment of its deliny as the only
class whose socialist vietory wil}
liberate all oppressed aad explait-
ed peoples—because of the decisive
world position uow held by the
monopoly capitalist class of our
country and its “cxecutive compit-
tee"—its govermment,

Not Workingclass

The rank and file C.1". nyember-
ghip in wniows is 3 mere hanedlul,
The C.IN wus never more isolatil
from the workingelass Lhan il i
today. Never has it had less in-
fluence, in spite of the glorivus
achievements of the Soviet Unicu
and the tremendous _growth in
membership and great increase in
influence of Communist parties in
practically every country in tht
world; in spite of the change of
class relationships throughout the
world in favor of the workingclass
and its allies as a result of the
crushing of the fascist Axis
powers; in spite of the great na-
tional liberation struggles i India,
China and Indonesia; in spite of
the militant "mood and nation-wide
strikes in the U.S. of millions of
workers in basic industry.

Its *‘coalitions” are merely the
surrender of and by revisionist

: careerists to the demagogues of the

middle class and capilalist elass.
Class conscious workers do not and
will not join the C.I>. to be re-
converted into reformists. “Op-
portunism drives the masses away
from the Party. Sectarianism
takes the Party away from the
masses.” These ‘‘notorious re-
visionist” lcaders have 'nade a
synthesis of the two which has
wiecked the C.PP. and discredited
Comimunist theory and practice in
our couniry nmorc than have the
enemy attacks.

Not Communist Party

The Communist Parly is sub-
merged in the parlies and move-
ments of the middle class and sec-
tions of ‘he capitalist class, It has
been drowned by surrender of its
independent revolutionary role and
deninl of its  central  lask—win-
ning  the working class of (he
United States for the Marxist pro-
letariaa way out of exploitation
and imperialist war—Socialisn ad-
‘ninistered by a workingelass . gov-
ernment in the interests of the
entire working population.

9.) What of the immediate is-
sues? When and where has-this
“reconstituted , National Commit-
tee” called:upon the working class
of the U.S. to exert its mighty
organized economic power in a
- political mauner to stop the pre-
paration for a third World War?
Where and when has it told the
workingclass that it has the power
to upset the war plans of the im-
perialists ?

10.) The parasitic monopolios
and their government are plunder-
ing and impoverishing the work-
ing class and lower sections of the
middle class mercilessly—hy infla:
tion, speculation, taxalion and
militarism. Their instruments are
the Democeatic Party (in power)
and the Republican P'arty—two-
party sharing of capitalist gov-
erament. What did this “recon-
stituted” leadership propose in
19467 “Wire your Congressman
or Senator (Democrat or Repub-
lican)!”"  “Resurrect the New
Deal!” “Flect the candidates of
the Democratic Party (Mead and
Lehman) eote. — the imperialist
party of Byrnes and Truman.”

4,000,000  families, veteraas,
workess of all categories, Negro
and white, need housing—in the
richest couniry in the world—a
country where no single building
was damaged by enemy  action.
What is the proposal? Wire yuur
‘Democratic or  Republican  con-
gressman! Eleel the candidates of
the capitalist party now in power
—the Demoeratic Party. !

“The health of th2 workingclass
is at a new low level. At least 25
percent of the population need
medical altention and/or hospitali-
zation. All medical centers are
jammed. Ther: are mo effective
plans for general socialized me-
dical relief—in the richest country
in the world.

_Opportunist Surrender

Wire your Democrat or Repub-
lican_ congressman. Vote for the
candidates of the Doemocratic or
Republican Parties of capitalism!

Vote for the candidates of the
war parties to stop war!
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Vote for the candidates of the
parties of the class responsible for
want in the vichest country in the
worlil—to put an eand to want,

Vole for the eamdidates of the
parties of the eapilalista who sa-
botage housing wntil its monopoly
fixed price salisfies their gread—
to get housing. :

Vote for the candidates of the
parties of the 'monopoly capitalista
whose profits can be made and
maintained only by creatling pov-
erfy—to end poverly.

Vote for Democratic and/or
Republican candidates to gel equal
rights for 14 million Negro people,
when the Wall Street monopolists
whe own these parties, and run
them for their own interests, make
superprofils every day by double
oppression and robbery of the
masses of Negro people,

Vole for Demoeratic and Repub-
lican candidates to aid the Chinese
workers and peasants when the
conquest of the Chinese pedple hy
gangsters puppets of Wall Street
financercapital to make more ex-
tended plunder possible, is a
major plank in the foreign policy
of the imperialists who own and
control both parties.

Such was the program urged
upon the American labor move-
ment and the entire American
working class in the vear 1946—
by the “National Committee” of
the C.P.

For 1948 these Strategisls of
confusion, defeatism and surrender
in the ranks of the working class
propose a “third party”, a peoples
party, a “progressive party”, a
“labor  progressive party”, a
“labor party”, ecte, ete.—anything
and everything but a Marxist-
Leninist Party of the working-
class, working and fighting to win
its class for a program of Sacial-
ism as the only victorious way out
of mass robbery and imperialist
war.

This whole program is a denial
of the validity of Marxist-Lenin.
ism. It is a denial and rejoction
of the theery of Communisi
Parties ns the leadership of the
workingelnss --- the only  revoln-
tionary ¢lasa. The worganiza-
tion of wmiddle class parties oy
parties with the leadership in the
hands of middle and capitalist
class forces i3 not a major iask
of Communists. Their task is to
win the working class forces in
and around such partios and unite
them for effective struggln agniast
capitalism—{for the socialist solu-
tion.

The class role of such praartios
is essentially to confuse and divide
the political strugples of the
workingelass and thereby aid in
maintaining capitalism. With such
parties, Communists can and win
mike clection and other unitd
front agreoments, but never al the
price of principle or at fhe cx-
pense of the working class and its
proletarian party of Socialixm.

Any unprincipled agreement or
arrangement (such as was obvious
in the practice of the C.I. in the
New York eloctions 1946 and has
been for ten years of “notorious
revisionism”)  which strengihens
and adds te the illusions concern-
ing the “classless” or “benevolent”
role of capitalist and reformist
partics and capitalist govermment,
is desertion of the workingclass
and its immediate interest—and tg
Sovialist objeetive.

This is not the way the irresist-
ible forces. of the workivoelass of
our country can be naited and guar-
anteed the knowledge of eoffective
strategy and facties and resolute
leadership for victorious strugple
on all fronts against the fascist
forces of ‘nonopoly capitalism and
its feudal allies—and the system
of monopoly capitalism. To try
to =separate - these struggles, to
create a theory of artificial “pe-
riods,” o reject Rystemat'e pol*-
tical preparation of the working-
class for socialism as inimical to
unity against faseist forces, is to
leave the major ohjective of the
workingelass and its strategy and
tactics to the defenders of monop-
oly capitalism.

This way lies defeat—not vic-
tory. i



=

_-are identical, too:
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R must be underscored that a
re:ecuon. oomplete and even sincere, of
Browderism, is decidedly nof equwalalt
to a certificate of absolution from revi-
sionism in othcr forms. Still more, the
basic policy of the Party, or Party Pro-
gram, as laid down by tlie National
Convention, is one thing. How it is ap-
plied, mnsapphed. or wholly ignored and
violated, is quite anothetr thing.

Comrade Foster, when he talked with
(or rather to) me in San Francisco
(first, on August 20, and again oa
August 24, 1946), seemed eager when
first we met to “explain” to me how
it happened that, when the storm of
membership indignation at the whole
leadership following the Duclos article

had cleared away, the net result, minus

Browder, was but some slight shifting
of chairs among the leadership. “Ordi-
narily,” he said, “when such a thing
thpens. the faction which was in op-

position would take over the leadershlp

But there was no faction. . . .”°

Very well, there was, indeed, no fac-
tion. But that does NOT say that there
was no opposition on the part of scores

and hundreds of comrades (nmot in the

then leadership) to the Browder line,
before the Duclos exposure of that
leadership. Nor does such “explanation”
absolve Comrade Foster from com-
plicity with the conciliation of a faction
which mushroomed among Browder's
close assistants directly after the Duclos-
article, and has been given by Comrade
Foster carte blanche to hound out of
the Party, on any and every pretext,
every articulate and especially any out-
standing comrade who is so unfortunate
as to have been a .“premature anti-
Browderite"—hence a menace only to

_those remaining in the leadership who

arc bent on continuing revisionism un-
der new and more subtle forms than
Browder’s open and unconcealed social-
imperialism,

Comrade Duclos did not “accidentally”
or for no purpose, put into his article
the fact that Darcy, as well as Foster,
opposed Browder’s liquidationist, Right
scctarian and revisionist line, and the fur-
ther fact that Foster helped Browder
expel Darcy from the Party for trying
to warn the membership against this re-
visionism, at a time when Foster himself
lacked the Bolshevik courage to fight
for his own beliefs.’

How much Yike the old songs that
Browder used to sing, are the tunes in-
toned by the present leaders of our Party,
including Comrade Foster, The titles
*Factionalism” —
“alien elements” — “semi-Trotskyists"” —
“Left-sectarians” — “an.archo-syndicalist
adventurists . . .”

Such .calling of names is easy. But
where is the proof that they apply?
Firstly, Trotskyism is not true Leftism,
but is really Right Opportunism disguised
with leftist phrases, a Right deviation
which developed into outright class
treachery and service to fascism. True
leftism is epitomized in anarchism,
which all the theoretical authorities of
Marxism - Leninism have described as
originating, objectively, in those periods
when the bourgeoisie adopts ruthless
force in the class struggle (as differing
from those periods when the bourgeoisie
adopts a policy of concessions and re-
forms designed to split the proletariat
by corrupting - its leaders with Right
Opportunism) ; and originating subjec-
tively within the proletariat, as a revul-
sion of honest revolutionaries against the
reformist treachery -of - Right Opportun-
ism.

Such true Leftism tends to over-esti-
mate the degree of class consciousness of
the masses, belittles the necessity of the
preparation of the masses through daily
struggle for immediate, partial demands,
rejects the revolutionary use of parlia-
ment and elections in such preparation of
the masses, tends to romantic, idealist
concepts of waiting for “great days” and
neglecting the “petty tasks” of prepara-
tion; disregards the necessity for the
proletariat to obtain allies, regards the

peasantry—as one, undifferentiated class -

—with hostility, runs ahead of the masses
and thus becomes sectarian, resorting to
phrase-mongering as a substitute for
mass action, and, when impelled to act,
tends to adventurism and “putschism.”
But where is the proof that any of
these attributes of real Leitism belong to

the persons described as “Leftists” and -

expelled as “Leftists” at the time they
twere expelled? The National Board has
not produced such proof. Instead, it
uses empty name-calling, without proof.

For a close-up view of how this situa-
tion came about, as seen and experienced

by myself, althdugh apparently duplicated -

elsewhere and hidden or glossed over by
the Ieadcrshlp I take you to the State of
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THE CHARACTER OF THE CRISIS

IN THE CPUSA

THE BIRTH OF OPPORTUNIST FACTIONALISNM AS BUREAUCRACY

“The first and most fundamental demand of scientific research in general,
and of Marxian dialectics in particular, is that a writer should examine the
comicction existing between the present struggle of tendencies within Sodial-
ism—the current that cries of treason and sounds the alarm bell, and the one
that sces no treason at all—and the struggle that preceded it for whole

decadcs.”

Library, Vdl. 2, p. 35.)
Uu\'D}iR DATE OF AUGUST 13,

1945, at the request of the Northern
California Committce on Leadership of
the (then) Communist Political Asso-
ciation, elected by the first (July 15) ses-
sion of the State Convention, I sub-
mitted a letter to the said Committee in
reply to its letter of August 8.

Because of the connection with develop-
ments since then, I quote the opening
paragraphs of my letter:

“The character of our revisionist er-
rors is RIGHT OPPORTUNISM. This
was so, due, firstly, to our growing ad-
herence for 12 years to the bourgeois re-
iormism of the Roosevelt Era. Secondly,
and more basically, our Right Opportun-

. ism grew in the soil of the corruption,

historically. of considerable sections of
the United States proletariat by im-
perialist super-profits,

- “Right Opportunism, therefore, has
been and continues. to be. the main dan-

ger. While the Party fought only the

Left in the past long period, and in the

time of its rankest revisionism ascribed

Trotskyism even to correct Communist
policies, Right Opportunism not only

_ flourished, but took control of the Party

from top to bottom.

“Politically, the persons who comprised
the active leadership, as a rule, became
habituated to Right revisionist thinking,
in which their acceptance of the Party’s
Teheran line was but a climactic incident.
Organizationally, they became, as a rule,
an encrusted and entrenched bureaucracy,
with a subjectively liquidationist, and an
objectively sectarian line. This does not
deny the many praiseworthy exceptions
to the rule, nor the possibility- of these
comrades so badly infected with Right
Opportunism from redeeming themselves
with the aid of the membership. But
this must be proven by deeds, and not by
words alone.

“The Party must fight on fwo fronts
now, as it did not do before. But the
main danger is still the Right, since it is

“At the repeated insistence of Ed Lee,
tommittee member, now expelled, that | be
called, Comrade . Committee Secretary,
wrote me on August 8: “You are requested

. to submit a letter dealing with your

‘opinions on press and leadership and on the

character of our revisionist errors. We
would have liked to have had you appear
Lefore the comimittee but time limitation
mekes this impossible.” - The Committee had
heen elected en July 15; this was on August
2. “Trime bmitstien™!

(Lenin in The War and the Second Intcrnaiional, Little Lenin

so dceply rooted in what Comrade Foster
describes as ‘a whole system of revision-
ist thinking' on the political plane, and
in our leading cadres on the organiza-
tional plane.

“If we deal firmly with the Right, the
Left danger will not constitute a difficult
problem, for the Left has ever been ‘the
<hadow of the Right'! If we do not“so
deal with the Right, then the Left can, in-
dved. become a most serious danger. Both
can have scctarian results. Therefore,.
merely to present the problem as one of
puarding against sectarianism, as is at
present the fashion, is to resort to mean-
ingless generahzanon And if it 1s im-
plicd as meaning only the Left, then it
apens the door to the Right to maintain
its past line in open, or what is more
likely at present, concealed forms. . . .

“To estimate the situation otherwise,

i5 to ignore the lessons given us by the.

past history of our own Party, as well
as the history of every brother Party.
It would be to ignore the historical fact
that no opportunism ever became deeply
rooted for so long a time in any party,
without struggling persistently, in open or
disguised manner, to maintain its domi-
nance. Particularly does it strive to
cling to organizationa! control as it
feels its ideological control slipping with
any relcase of Party democracy. An in-
stance in point is Comrade Browder.®

“In my opinion, it is naive, and dan-
gerous to our Party, to imagine that other
Right Opportunist revisionists have given
up their opposition in more than outward
form. We were not given the Hi:t%ry
of the CPSU to ignore, but to learn from,
and apply in our own Party. And, if
it teaches us anything, it teaches us to
be extremely skeptical of mercly verbal
rccantations of “habitual opportunists. It
is a foremost task of our whole Party
now, to deal with this problem politically.
It is your Committee’s especial task to

*Browder, at the National’ Board meeting
of June 2. 1945, demanded the Board vote
to expel from itself those whom he called
“Trotskyists and semi-Trotskyists,” and
when this was rejected, he told the National
Committee on June 18, that: ¢| failed to
foresee such a crisis of leadership and there-
fore failed to make any adequate preparation
(') against it.” This oversight is, however,
being taken care of currently by Browder's

. successors. as we have seen.

deal wnth it orgamuuonally at this jme-

_ture,”™

Now, then, what has ‘been the result
of ignoring the warning given by Aistory
(and merely called attcntion to by me in
August, 1943), that “if we do not deal
firmly with the Right, then the Left can,
indeed, become a most segious danger”?

The result has been that we now
“officially” have a serious “Left danger.”
Already, in his July, 1946, Report to the
National Committee, Comrade Dennis
spoke of this “increasing menace,” and,
curiously enough, spoke in' the same
breath of “right opportunist hangovers”
(as much if not more obvious in his own
report than elsewhere), while the situa-
tion in California has been given no-
toriety, though not dignity or truthful
treatment, by Oleta Yates's article in the
December, 1946, Political Affairs.

More, and more apropos to the unprin-
cipled character of the Schneiderman
faction in the California party, a._‘“‘Party
Bulletin” was issued on December 11,
1946, containing, in libelous juxtapositon
to a dishonest diatribe against “leftism”
in general by the State Board, a state-
ment by myself concerning a single case
of genuine leftism given to the State
Security and Review Commlssuon six
months before.

Why do I say the use made of that
statement is libelous? :

Because it is taken out of its historical
setting, and put into another and a dif-
ferent setting.

Because it was not accompanied with
another statement, given the State Sec-
retariat on May 18, 1946, wherein [ pre-
sented facts (which nobody has since
then even attempted to dispute), proving
that there was, and is, a Right Oppor-
tunist (and “sectarian”) faction within

°ln the light of sub t devel t:
it is necessary to outhne briefly the furtlnt
contents of that letter and the strange mis-
fortunes it fell upon. Aside from the para-
graphs quoted, it contained:

1. Facts showing that a bureaucratic con-
trol of the People's World by Comrade
Schneiderman had supplanted collective di-
rection by the Editorial Board (consisting
“officially” of myself as Editor-in-Chtef,
Vern Smith ss Foreign Editor, and John
Pittman as: Managing Editor): that with
Pittman's assistance ,and strategic control
over what was, and what was not, printed,
an effective ban ageinst anything not com-
forming to Schnejderman’s opportunist out-
look was effectéd; that such bureaucracy

- destroyed the editorial authority of Comrade

Smith and myself, and with it any respon-
sibility for the policy being voiced by the
paper. Collective Party guidance is one
thing; one man dictation ia quite another.

2. Facts showing that, despite this, a con-
certed attack upon Smith and myself, by the
entive Schneiderman leadership, began di-
rectly following the first session of the Stats
(CPA) convention on July 15, 1945, under
the quaint excuse that, although Smith and
I “had not swallowed the Teheran policy,”
we were, neverthel resp ible” b
we ‘*had not given guid " (our freq
attempts were always haughtily rejected!)
and thus “had not lived up to our respon-
sibilities.”

3. Facts proving that this attack was ob-
viously “factional,” es my letter charged;
facts proving Schneiderman’s double-dealing
in asking the National Office to supply =
new Editor-in-Chief because of my health,
while ir Californin he continually repre-
sented the replacement as due to my politi-
cal delinquencies. It must be noted that this
factiona)l activity was a direct violation of
the National Convention Resolution (Part
11, Section-9) against “all tendencies toward
factionalism.” although Comrade Schneider-
man had, ae delegate to that convention,
currently voted for that Resolution. Deeds
belie words!

What happened to my letter to the Lead-
ership Committee equally illumines subse-
quent events. | personally delivered it at
the reception desk of the State Office early
on August 14 (1945), But it “got lost"” for
four days, finally “arriving by mail” at that
same office on August 18, a few hours be-
fore the second, and final, session of the
State Convention was to open. On the con-
vention floor, delegate James Kiernan, mem.
ber of the Committee (now expelled), pro-
tested that the Commiittee had not.given my.
letter consideration—and no .one denied his
charge. Later, | learned the Committee had
read the Jetter in Schneid n's Ppr
listened to his denunciation of me as a
“dampned leftist,”” and taken no other action.

Since the convention, as well as the
Committee, in the absence of any opposition
caucus, was dominated by an organized
Schneiderman faction, | could only hope that
a “Press Committee,” to be chosen by the
‘“new” State Board from nominations made
by the convention, might consider at least
that part of my letter dealing with the pa-
per. [ took the floor and so proposed (as o
matter of personal privilege, since | was not
a delegate) the removal of my letter to the
future ‘“Press Committee.”

I felt that *‘unity” in the convention re-
cuired this. Also, since 1 had sent & copy
to Comrade Foster arid the National Secre-
tariat, some sort of remedial action was
“paturally” to be expected to restrain the
factionalism of the Schneiderman leadership.

However, while getting a brush-off from
that quarter (See Part VIIl), the State
Board dallied for months on choosing the
personnel of the Press Committee. When it
finally met, my letter was never even read.
And, by e strange coincidence, Smith and
myself, the majority of the Editorial Board,
were excluded from the Preas Committee by
the “new’’ State Board (virtuslly the same
us the *old"” Board), though both of us were
nominated by the convention. This is the
" way the Nationat Convention decison “against
“all tendencies toward factionzlism” is ‘‘ob-
served” in Californis. s~ . nn Y




the Party which bends Party policy to
its will, and does so with complete im-
punity.

Because six short articles ‘against the

ideological position of the “left” opposi--

tion to the Jume 15, 1946, Committee for
Maritime Unity settlement with the ship-
owners, articles requested of me by the
Security and Review Commission at the
same time this July 1 statement was also
requested, were refused publication in
the People’s World by direct order from
Comrade Schneiderman. Yet without
these articles, the statement loses its real
significance, since only these articles
made clear that my criticism of the “Jeft™
was one of principle, and hence to be dis-
iinguished from the merely denunciatory

- atiacks made by the Schneiderman lead-

ership.

What is to be said of a State lcader-
ship which wails about “the left danger,”
which officially accuses you of being “a
center of leftist opposition” (unanimous
vote of State’ Board on Dec. 15, 19435),
yet which—after requesting you to write

against the only leftist tendency visible .

to you—refuses to publish it? This, al-
though Foster told me the articles were
“excellent,” and no one gives me the
slightest explanation why those articles
were suppressed.

What, still more, can be said of a na-
tional leadership, also purportedly con-
cerned about the “left menace,” to which
these articles (dirccted solely against the
“left,” remember!) were sent for publi-
cation in the “theoretical” organ, Polit-
ical Affairs, but which also suppressed
them, and becomes accomplice to and
protector of the opportunist Schneider-
man faction dominating the California
leadership of the CPUSA by publishing
instead, the factional, untruthful and po-
litically illiterate article by Oleta Yates,
which could only incite “leftism” where
none existed?*

Obviously, incitations against- eritics of
its own Rightist practices, a diversion of
membership attention from the fact that
the elected leadership is not carrying out
the program of the Party laid down for
it by the National Convention, but is de-
viating to the Right from that program,
and not any elimination of “leftist” ten-
dencies by the only way they can be
eliminated—an ideological campaign—is
the purpose of such otherwise inexplica-
ble behavior. If no “left danger" existed,
it would be necessary for the opportunist
leadership to invent ome, to justify a
regime of repressions and reprisals
against ever freshly arising membership
criticisms and doubts.

It required considerable audacity, after

suppressing the articles that I was re-
quested to write in July, 1946, to “prc-
pose” again to me on October 21, 1946.
that I write some articles “dealing with
the position of Vern Smith, particularly
with regard to his opposition to our
election coalition policy.” But Comrade
Schneiderman, assured of national lead-
ership protection, is nothing if not auda-
cious. However, in spite of overwhelm-
ing physical handicaps, I agreed, as I
intend to “serve the Party,” though not to
serve Comrade Schneiderman. And I
shall “deal with” Vern Smith's position.
But I shall not deal with it now as I
dealt with the distinctly separate situation
;hatg gﬂailed 4n San Francisco on July
, 1946,

Then, there was a real “Left” danger
to the Party program (Part I, Section
3. National Convention Resolution, re-
ferring to “maximam, unity of action” of
all labor; also Section 4, referring to
“labor’s joint and parzallel action lo-
cally”), which the Jocal leadership was
upholding in the Maritime dispute, al-
though the same leadership had violated
these same sections grossly in the Ma-
chimst strike.

Then, there was the danger of blind,
and hence unprincipled, opposition, aris-
ing from a factional feeling of many com-
rades who had correctly fought for the

*it must be emphasized that a party
leadership can also function as & “faction,”
that factions and factionalism are not lim-
ited to oppositions to leaderships. This was
true, for example, of the Lovestone leader-
ship prior to 1929; it was profoundly true of
the Browder leadership: it was _true of the
leadership of the French Communist Party
in 1929 (see Political Affairs, August, 1945,
page 711, second column, in an article by
Maurice Thorez). In such cases. however,
official factionalism functions in the “legal”
form of a bureaucracy, stifling party de-
mocracy and membership criticism under
charges of “disruption,” and, of course,
“factionalism.” Since it ia obviously un.
necessary for any leadership which pursues
3 policy conforming to the interests of revo-
lutionary workers to suppress such workers’®

questioning and criticiam. it hss become .

axiomatic that “Bureaucracy always shel-

“ters a wrong line.”

Party program against the local Party
leadership in the 194546 Machinist
strike in the San Francisco Bay area
(and who had been driven by bureau-
cratic persecution into group resentment),
accepting this: “leftist” opposition- to the
CMU settiement to be as justifiable as
their own.

Then, too, the revisionist errors of the
leadership had not, as yet, clearly de-
veloped into a revisionist line.

Then, moreover, and becanse of this
still remaining doubt as to the develop-
ing line of the leadership, there was still
some faint hope that the national leader-
ship might intervene against the Schneid-
erman opportunist faction (or bureau-.
cracy, as you will) ; and -the- “leftism™ .
arising: locally over the June 15, 1946, set-
tlement of the Committee for Maritime
Unity, helped prejudice such an outcome.

Time and experience since July 1;
1946, has proven that hope vain, in that
the national leadership has, since then,
fully identified itself with the opportun-
ism and factional burcaucracy of the
California Jeadership; has demonstrated a
line, itself, of increasing departure from:
the program of the Party, laid down for
the leadership, as well as the membership,
to. follow, by the National Convention of
July, 1945; by its organizational repris-
als and repressions against all criticism.

Through these actions, and by its vol-
untary surrender to Rightist influences
within it, the national leadership has
made necessary, and hence legitimatized,
a discussion before the whole Party of
present tendencies, and made imperative
that, again, “the alarm bell” be sounded
against treason and Right Opportunism
as the main danger..

Revisionism & the
Woman Question

‘Browder's former National Educational
Director, A. Landy, came to the rescue of

the same thing.
Now, it is obvious that, only after the
duction of the commodity, labor-power,

McKenney's “theory.” first in The C
nist for September, 1941, then in an official
Party pamphlet. Marxism and the Woman
Question, in 1943, in the ascendancy of
Browder revisionism. in the development of
which Landy played a big role generally -
and on this question, most particularly.
Falsely purporting to “answer” Mary
Inman's book. Woman-Power, a slashing ex-

P
in which the average proletarian housewife
in the average proletarian family is pres-
ently engaged, has been not only partially,
but fully socislized and removed from the
home, and the housewife concurrently

- transformed fully into an industrial worker

with no home-labor to perform, can the
worker's family cease, in reality, to be a
!

posure of the McKenney-Landy revisi

on the woman question, Landy's pamphler
is, iteelf, @ prize example of revisionism, ar
well as of misrepresentation, double-talk
and obscurantist economics. Pursuing »
Teheranist line a few months before Brow
der's official discovery that the Teheran
Pact outlawed revolution and made social-
ism unnecessary, Landy set about furnishing
a “theoretical basis” for the forthcoming
Browder claim that bourgeois democracy
funder monopolist-Imperialist rule!) had
been transformed by the anti-Hitler war
into something “just as good” as socialism,
even for women.

Imitating Kautsky's class-betraying “phi-
losophy™ during World War I. Landy said
that World War Il was already “under-
mining the entire material foundstion of
woman's inequality . . . in the only way
such a fundamental advance can genuinely
come—by way of industry” {p. 5). And,
again: (p. 39) “The road to woman's equal-
ity and freedom is the road . . . which
ieads to the complete defent of Hitlerism.”

The overthrowal of capitalism thus being
held unnecessary, there was no need to in-
volve the feminine half of the Americar
proletariat in struggle for that aim. And
this theory was put into practice. The de-
velopment of the Landy-McKenney theory
from 1941 to 1943 was sccompanied by
the Party's liquidation of women's organiza-
tions and suspension of women's publica-
tions. Women (like the Negro people)
were to be “integrated" into industrial i
and the general working class movement,
on the excuse that there was no longer any
economic basis for their separate organiza.
tions and that they had no problems apart
from the rest of the proletariat. In short,
that there is no such thing as & “womasg
qQuestion.*

To lend this rome pretense of justification
in economics, Landy sdopted as his basic
line, permeating his whole pamphlet, the
anti-Marxist-Leninist theory invented by the
Soviet revisionist, Nicolsi Bukharin, already
thot in 1937 as a counter-revolutionary
traitor to the Soviet Government.

Bukharin held (H storical Materialism,
by N. 1. Bukharin, p. 156) that the work-
er's family had b a ption unit.
only.” Landy's pamphlet repeatedly (ca
pages 34, 57 and 58, for example) saye
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P tion unit, And it is equally obvioue
that this can come nbout only after the
overthrowal of capitalism.

Engels says as much in his Origin of the
Family (see Kerr edition, pages 90, 9} and
124), in declaring that, until this happens,
the worker's family is *‘an economic unit"
or *“industrial unit” of society. *With the
iransfer of the means of production inte
common ownership, the single family ceases
to be the economic unit of society.” say:
Engels on page 66 (International Publishers
edition, 1942), adding: *“Private housekeep
ing is transformed into a social industry.’

Basically, Landy contends (despite much
evasive double-talk) that this has already
taken place, under capitalism, and that the
family at present only ‘*‘consumes” as »
“blood and sex unit.” On page 34 of hir
pamphlet he describes . . | the characte:
of the family ss a blood snd sex unit,’
wherein “the housewife is engaged in help
ing to consume the wages brought home b
her husband” (p. 58). Again, on page 57,
he says that “her only connection” wit}
production “is through the consumption o
its products,”

Just as the present critics of revisionism
are nccused by the bureaucracy of vat.
tacking the Party” because they attack re.
visionism in the Party, so also, already in
1943, was Mary Inman (author of In Wom.-
an’s Defense) charged with “‘attacking the
Party” and using *psuedo-Marziam," Ne
more absurd distortion of facts into thels
complete opposite could be conceived than
the further solemn warning given by Landy
—who was already proudly championing
Browder's notorious Right opportunist revi-
sionism~—that those who agreed with Inman
and who disputed his “Marxism"” were
(p. 42) taking “the road to Right opportu-
nist mistakes.” .

This Landy libel on Marxism is still cir-
culated as the official Party position on the
woman question. And, indirectly, | learn
that Ruth McKenney still insists that her
original position, which the Landy pamphlet
supports, was and vemains “Marxist.” Thua,
while she remains in agreement with the re.
visionists on the woman question, she joined
with her husband in denouncing the revi-
sionism of Dennis and, with Minton. sulfered
expulsion ss & “leftist.”

THE SEVENTH CONGRESS OF THE

COMMUNIST INTERNATIONAL

.IIOW DENNIS & COMPANY “AMENDS” COMRADE DIMITROFE

“There are some people. and Comrade Dimitroff has aptly called them ‘politi-
cal hens,” who have got the idea that the Communists have allegedly given up
their principles or are modifying them. These fanciful ideas can only give rise
to laughter! . . . If there is anything at 2l that we are altering, it is only the
methods and forms by means of which we can, i the conditions of & changed
situation, spread our basic principles still deeper among the masses and establish
united working class action so as fo defeat our class enemics and pass over to
an offensive against them. And Messrs. the capitalists will very likely soon feel
this on their own necks."—From the report of K. Gottwald of Czechoslovakia
(now Premier), to the Seventh Congress of the Communist International, 1935.

TEE———

|
‘TN THE PRESENT CONTRO-

VERSY within the CPUSA, the idea
that the Seventh Congress of the CI re-
voked the previous program of the Com-
munist parties to struggle for Socialism
and the proletarian revolution, has been
given furtive circulation by the “political
hens,” who are hatching some revisionist
CEES.

The implications made have been plain
enough that we, and all other Communist
Parties, were so directed by the Seventh
Congress as to confine ourselves to the one
pim, solely and exclusively, of saving bour-.
geois democracy, and to refrain from
even propaganda for the overthrowal of
capitalism.

In his statement (which he did not de-
liver) to the House Committee on Un-

American Activities, as published in the
People’s I orld of March 31, 1947, Com-
ade Dennis made mention of the Seventh
ongress, and in a way to nourish this
vth of its having “given up” or “modi-
ed” Communist principles. I quote below
11 that he said on the subject:
“We were at particular pains to publi-
ize as widely as possible the decisions of
¢ Seventh Congress of the Communist
nternational in 1935.
“The- Seventh Congress of the CI, to
thich we American Communists made
mportant contributions, prepared the way
or the dissolution of the Communist In-
ternational. It registered the fact that
the Communist Parties of the world were
independent organizations, each of native
origin, and making their own decisions.”™
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“It corrected some mistakes by young
Marxists who were just beginning tc
learn that Marxism is a scientific guide to
action: and not a dogma,” continued

“It called on the Communist Parties of
the world to check and defeat the fascists
in every land by studying (by “studying,”

- sic! —HG) the concrete conditions and the

special methods of fascism in each coun-
try. It called on them to rally and mobil-
ize the workers and people of every nation
for united action against fascism and war.”

Now then, unless Comrade Dennis could
have been trying to correct the “leftism”
of Congressmen Rankin, Thomas, et al.,
his words could only give the impression
to Party members (virtually the only ones
who received them, thanks to the strange
behavior of Comrade Dennis before the
Committee), that the Seventh Congress
met, gave up all idea of struggle to over-
throw capitalism, decided that all Com-
munist Parties must limit their aims to
defeating fascism and war—without touch-
ing a hair of capitalism’s venerable head
—and, finally, and apparently as the result
of “contributions” made by our Party,
the Seventh Congress “prepared” to dis-
solve the Communist International: to
quit, to call off the proletarian revolution-
ary struggle as too “dogmatic.”

.We learn from Comrade Dennis’s state-
ment one more thing, namely, that our
Party took “particular pains” to publicize
the decisions of the Seventh Congress
“in 1935.7

Yes, in 1935, our Party did that. But
what have we done since 19357 Why do
we no:w, in 1947, conceal, and not publi-
cize the decisions of the Seventh Con-
gress, if they are important enough now
to refer to? Why do we not moy pub-
licize Dimitroff's report there if it was
worth mentioning in Comrade Dennis's
statement ? He said:

“The heroic Bulgarian, Georgi Dimit-
roff, presided over that historic Con-
gress. Even the members of this Com-
mittee must admit that Dimitroff was
well qualified by first-hand experience to
lead a discussion on the subject of how
to fight fascism.” '

The rcason why our Party does not
now publicize either the Seventh Congress
decisions, or the report there made by-
Comrade Dimitroff, might be found in the
fact that this would show the Seventh
Congress to be not precisely as Comrade
Dennis represents it to have been, as
might be seen in the very closing words of
Dimitroff’s report, where he called upon
the Communist Parties to lead the toiling
masses into struggle—*to sweep fascism
off the face of the earth, and together
with it, capitalism]”

Comrade Dimitroff and the Seventh
Congress did, most assuredly, correct the
mistakes of Marxists, and not only the
“young” ones. And not only “left sec-
tarian” mistakes (which were the main
danger at that time in the International),
but also the Seventh Congress pointed out
the grave dangers of Right Opportunism,
as well.

It is correct to say, and even to repeat,
that “Marxism is a scientific guide to ac-
tion, and not a dogma.” It is a good ax-
iom. But when Comrade Dennis says it,
notw, we remember that he said it before,
and in chorus with Browder, using it to
impose upon our Party the vile revision-
ism of social-imperialism. And, this be-
ing true, his present yse of it stands in
suspicion of another mjis-use of it. In-

=it is false to assert that the Seventh
Congress ‘“prepared the way,” in 1933, for
the dissolution of the CI In 1943, any more
than the First Congress “prepared the way,”
or that Monday ‘‘prepares the way” for
Friday. The Resoclution of the Executive
Committee dissolving the organization de-
clared that the movement had outgrown
the forms of organization originally pro-
vided, and the latter had, therefors, be-
come anachronistic. As to being “iInde-
pendent' organizations ‘“making their ewn
decisions,” the Seventh Congress resolu-
tions say nothing more than the following:

“Taking into account the constantly grow-
ing importance and responsibllity of the
Cceamunist Parties which are called to
head the movement of the masses in the
process of revolutionization, taking into cen-
sideration the ity of trating

- operative (my emphasis — HG) leadership
wibin the Sections themselves, the Seventh
Confress of the Communist International
instructs the Executive Committee of the

“While shifting the main stress of its
activity to elaboration of fundamental polit-
fcal and tactical lines of the world labor
movement, to proceed in deciding any ques-
tion from the concrete situstion and spe-
cific conditions obtaining in each particular
country and as a rule to avoid direct Ia-
terventon in internal organisational mat-
ters of the Communist Parties.” (All em-
phaeis mine—HC,)

(Cont. p. 24)
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deed, 2s we shall see, Comrade Dennis
transforms this axiom against dogmas,
into an argument for dogmas, the dogmas
of revisionism,

Without in the least minimizing the
necessity to guard, today, against “left”
sectarian mistakes which the Seventh
Congress (particularly in the report of
Wilhelm Pieck) pointed out as the main
danger at that time, it is necessary, at this
time, to indicate the Right Opportunist
dangers which Comrade Dimitroff and
others spoke of at the Seventh Congress.
To do this, we must recall some of its
basic postulates.

Inherent in al] the leading speeches at
the Seventh Congress was the conscious-
ness of the over-shadowing fact of the
general—the historical—crisis of world
capitalism, its epochal decline to its his-
toric (but not “automnatic™) doom; and
that this crisis confronted the Seventh
Congress with “the approaching second
round of wars and revolutions” (Man-
uilsky).

More than one speaker (Pieck and
Thorez, for example) emphasized Stalin’s
words at the 17th Congress of the CPSU,
that, as a consequence of the deepening
of the general erisis, “tx, idea of storm-
ing eapitalism is maturing in the minds of
the masses”—and that in varying degrees,
this was taking place in “all” capitalist

+ countries. Thorez went on from that to

quote Stalin as follows -

“This, as a matter of fact, explains the
fact that the ruling classes in the capitalist
countries are zealously destroying, or nul-
lifying, the last vestiges of parliamentar-
sm and bourzeois democracy, which might
be used by the working class in its strug-
gle against the bourgeoisie.”

This over-shadowin_g fact of capitalism
marching to its doom, was set forth by
Dimitroff in the very opening of his re-
port, where he spoke of the “sharp ac-
centuation of the general crisis of capi-
talism and the revolutionization of the
toiling masses” as the reason why “im-
perialist circles need fascism?” in order to
“prevent revolution.”

Did the Seventh Congress, therefore,
“give up” the world Communist strategic
aim of proletarian revolution, and revert
to a reformist aim? Did it limit jts per-

_ spective to the “defense of bourgeois

demecracy™in the period for which it set
forth the policy of the united proletarian
iront and the people’s front? Jy did no
such thing!

On the contrary, basing its policy on the
historic change in the foiling masses, in
the “growth of their revolutionary con-
sciousness” (Manuilsky), the Seventh
Congress launched the factic of the united
proletarian front and the people’s front,
as the means of mobilizing and preparing
the masses, not merely to defend bour-
geois democracy, although this was the
central factical aim, but to carry over
these masses in their developing revolu-
tionization, to the struggle for the final
and sirategic aim of the proletarian revo-
lution. Here, for example, is the closing
paragraph of the Seventh Congress reso-
lution on Dimitroff’s report :

“The establishment of the united front
of the working class is the decisive link
in the preparation of the tojlers for the
forthcoming great battles of the second
round of proletarian revolution. Only the
welding of the proletariat into a single
mass palitical army will ensure its victory
in the struggle against fascism and the
power of capital, for the dictatorship of
the proletariat “and the power of the
Soviets.”

The Seventh Congress recognized that,
while the masses were changing, “This
change is not taking Place at a dizzying
speed, it does not imply that the masses
are at one stroke coming over to the posi-
tion of the revolutionary struggle for the
proletarian dictatorship, it is not proceed-
ing smoothly everywhere, it encounters
the resistance of counter-acting fo
but it is proceeding. . . ” (Manuilsky.)
And the united proletarian front and the
people’s front were the forms by which
to guide the masses onward, changing
them further in struggle, against fascism
end capitalism,

“Ours has been a Congress of a new
lactical orientation for the Communist In-
ternational,” said Dimitroff in his sum-
mary. And, again: “Our Congress has
reshaped the factical lines of the Com-
munist International.” But—there was no
giving up of the strategic aim for prole-
tarian revolution. On the contrary, the
change in toctical lines was fully ex-

plained as facilitating and hastening the -

attainment of the strategic aim: which s,
of course, the role of tactics in relation
to strategy.

What is the coneept of the Right Op-
portunist tendency toward this whole his-
torical perspective of the impending end

of capitalism throughout the world?- The
-concept of the Right Opportunist. iten-
dency, though rarely if ever expressed
‘frankly in words, is one of fundamenial
disbelief. Here in America, the fabulous
and mighty America, the “strongest” im-
perialist country on earth, those who
mever were Marxists-Leninists, or who
have forgotten Marxism-Leninism, look
around them at the vast panoply of im-
perialist power, and shrink back in disbe-
lief that: “This, too, shall pass.”

But the perspective itself was not new
at the Seventh Congress. The Sixth Con-
gress in 1928 had already set it forth in
its very comprehensive Program:

“The capitalist system as a whole is ap-
proaching its final collapse. The dictator-
ship of finance capital is perishing to give
way to the dictatorship of the proletariat
- 19). - . :

“Expeditions against the colonies, a
new world war, a campaign against
the USSR, are matters which now
figure prominently in all the politics of
imperialism. This must lead to the release
of all the forces of international revolu-
tion and the inevitable doom of capital-
ism" (p. 29).

But the comrades who were with our
Party in those vears will remember that
the Right Opportunist tendency in the
CPUSA, then led by Jay Lovestone, al-
though it “accented” the program of the
Sixth Congress in tords, did not accept it
in reality. World capitalism is decadent,
Laovestone admitted, “but not i the United
States,” Here, he held, was an “excep-
tion.” And he received strong support
from the Bukharin “Rightist” group in
our brother Soviet Communist Party;
Bukharin writing in 1929 that “American
imperialism is rosy-cheeked.” The Love-
stone leadership shaped all practical poli-
cies of the CPUSA according to this op-
portunist conception. And old comrades in
our party will also remember that <o ten-
aciously did the Lovestone leadership
cling to this.concept and steep the mem-
bership in the idea that all opposition to
it was “Trotskyism,” and so factionally
did Lovestone conduct the leadership as a
burcaucracy, that the Communist Interna-
tional had to intervene, not only to end
factionalism of both leadership and oppo-
sition, but to correct the Party line,

Again, the Seventh Congress, empha-
siring that the post-World War I partial
and temporary stabilization of capitalism
was collapsing, and that the world was
confronted with a “second round” of
wars and revolutions, reshaped the facss
cal lines of the Communist movement to
make the most of the intensif ying general
crisis of world capitalism,

And Browder, who had been one of the
chief opponents of Lovestone’s “Ameri-
can exceptionalism,” a more consistent one
than Foster, “accepted” the Seventh Con-
gress program in words. But he began,
already in 1937, as we have seen, to reject
it in deeds. Browder became fascinated
by the “success” of Franklin D. Roose-
velt's bourgeois reformism. Roosevelt, as
he frequently and plainly said, pursued
this factical policy of reformism for the
strategic aim of preventing proletarian
revolution in this country in the interest
of imperialist capital; whereas the same
strategic aim was sought in other coun-
tries by the tactical policy of fasclsm,

There was, of course, a certain elasticity
in the economy of American imperialism
which aided Roosevelt, but only for a
brief period, in giving his tactical policy
of preventing revolution by reforms a
fleeting appearance of success. But we
also know, and the Seventh Congress
pointed it out, that American imperialism

was headed for disaster, and everyone =

who is a Marxist-Leninist should know
that the “solution” of the crisis which
World War II brought to American econ-
omy only made more certain and more
disastrous the crisis we now confront,

But Browder, who already in 1937, had

Bin his Imperialism (Chapter VI), Lenin
in comparing Plekhanov to the British Im.
perialist, Cecil Rhodes, gives a quotation
from Rhodes, made in 1895, which" might
well. transferred to the American scene of
19;:;. have been uttered by Browder. Rhodes
emid:

“l] was in the East End Yesterday and
sttended an ‘unemployed’ meeting. | listened
to the wild speeches, which were just a cry
for ‘bread, ‘bread,’ and on my way home
I pondered over the scene and [ became
more than ever convinced of the importance
of imperialism. My cherished idea pro-
vides a solution for the social problem. In
order to save the 40,000,000 inhabitants
of the United Kingdom from a bleody civil
war, we colonial statesmen must acquire
uew lands for settling the surplus popula-
tion of this country, to provide new mar-
kets for the goods produced in our factor-
ies and mines. The Empire, as | have al.
ways said, is a bread and butter question.
If you want to avoid civil war, you must
become an imperialist.”

Browder wanted ta “avoid civil war,” of
course “for the benefit of the working
clags.” Sp he became an Imperialist, “for
the benefit of the working clags,”

revoked the people’s front tactic in order
to “go with Roosevelt,” and had remained
unshaken even by the break in his cher-
ished “coalition” when Roosevelt in 1939-
40 became openly anti-Soviet (Finnish
war period) and sent Browder himself to
prison (perhaps even becanse of this),
still was impressed by the “power” of
American imperialism, and still disbe-
lieved in tlee perspective of proletarian
revolution. :

The outbreak of World War IT came
providentially for Browder, and under
the spell of the anti-Aris coalition
(which was not an anti-fascist coalition
on the part of American imperialism for
which Roosevelt was the leader), Brow-
der went onward from the concept of
disbelief in capitalism’s doom to efforts
fo prove his disbelief was true by “mak-
ing capitalism work.” and the consequent
rendering of revolution unnecessary.
Browder became a salesman for Ameri-
can imperialism: in Marxist-Leninist
terminology, a social-imperialist or s0-
cial-chauvinist™ = -

Browder began to discover the virtues
of “American exceptionalism,” which, in
Lovestone, he had condemned. This
thought, neatly tucked in the phrase—
“whatever may be the situation in other
lands,” etc., became the basis of his out-
look. The continuing and intensifying
“revolutionization of the toiling masses,”
as seen by the Seventh Congress of the
CIL. Browder became wunable to see at all.
By January, 1944, introducing his “Te-
heran” policy, he said:

“It is my considered judgment that the
American people (sic! people, not toilers
—HG) are so ill-prepared, subjectively,
for any deep-going change in the direction
of Socialism, that post-war plans with
such an aim would not unite the nation
(sic! the ‘nation’ of warring classes|—
HG), but would further divide it.”

Which, it can be seen, is not only a
foreswearing of any perspective for So-
cialism whatever, but a typical chauvinist
alarm that the “unity of the nation” be
disturbed by class struggle. This tender
and bourgeois regard for “national unity,”
which naturally escaped rebuke during the
anti-Axis war, but which became a putrid
thing the morhent the end of the war put
an end, also, to the transient coalition be-
tween American imperialism and the
American proletariat, is still being used
by Comrade Dennis, although with the sly
precaution of inserting the word “pro-
rressive” or “democratic” in front of the
words “national unity,”™

The same anti-class struggle ideclogy
applies to Comrade Dennis's passion for
“order,” “orderly change,” and “orderly
methods,” on the part of the proletariat,
found in all his writings preceding the
publication of the Duclos criticism, and
to some extent later. But this Chamber
of Commerce term, he has, by reason of
gigantic developments of “disorder,” been
forced to use less and Jess. However, this
typical social-democratic hostility to the
symptomatic outbreaks of accumulated
mass indignation against capitalism. has
gone down to the bottom of our Party.
In my meeting with the California State
Security and Review Commission on Tune
28, 1946, Comrade Harry Glickson plain-
tively asked me:

“Do you think it was right to call for
a general strike and disrupt industry in
San ’Erancisco and all around the Bay

Came the Duclos article, and our Na-
tional Convention wrote a Resolution
which, although far from perfect, did pro-
vide the elements for reconstructing Par-
ty policy on 2 Marxist-Leninist line™

MAnother and more brazen attempt to
rmuggle this anti-class struggle “national
unity” jdea into our Party, was made by
Comrade John Pittman (People’s World,
April 8, 1947), and under a shameless pre-
tense that Comrade Dimitroff was urging
this idea upon us. Completely unsupported
by a single word actually quoted from
Dimitroff in what Pittman, writing from
Bulgaria, called “an exclusive interview,"
Pittman himself anserted that 8 “national
front” was desirable in America, but as-
serted it in such a way that he implied
that Dimitroff had used that term. Now,
Bulgaria is not an imperialistic country.
On the contrary it has been made the
victim of imperialism, and still stands in
danger of losing its national independence
by imperialist aggression, Therefore, a “na-
tional front.,” a policy of “national unity,”
i3 right and proper for the Communists
of Bulgaria. . But in the United States, a
country which is the wvery prototype of
an imperialistic nation, a country whose
national independence is threatened by no-
body, but, on the contrary, an imperialistic
nation obviously aggressively threstening
the national independence of every nation
on earth, & “national front” or an ideclogy
of “nationsl unity™ no matter how neatly
d d-up in “d ratic” phrases, can
only be & “national unity” agsinst class
struggle, & “national unity” for American
imperialism.

] cannot believe that those comrades
who were sincerely trying to get our Party
back on a correct line can defend some

. dund v of

The National Convention Resolution
rediscovered the “general crisis of capital-
ism" and its “fundamental contradictions”
(Part II, Section 6). It at least half-way
recognized the growing radicalization of
the American proletariat by (Part I, Sec-
tion 4) “taking cognizance of the Erow-
ing interest of the American people and
its working class in the historic exper-
iences of the Soviet people in the building
of a2 new socialist society.” And it def-
nitely provided that, while “helping the
American working class” fight for and
“realize” a program of immediate de-
mands, “we Communists” would “sys-
tematically explain to the people™ that
“Secialism alone” can give a permanent
solution to their problems,

Now, the “general crisis of capitalism”
is a sworld crisis, as both Lovestone
and Browder found out. Its “funda-
mental contradictions” which are taking
world capitalism towards its historic
doom, as the Seventh Congress pointed
out, is taking American capitalism. too,
along with it. Also, it is obvious that, as
an integral part of this development, as
the very meat of these “fundamental
contradictions,” the American working
class is, also,.along with the world pro-
letariat, even if not at equal tempo, be-
ing “revolutionized,” as the Seventh Con-
gress put it, and as dimly acknowleged
by the “growing interest” which our Na-
tional Convention Resolution found to
exist in American workers for the coun-
trv of Socialism.

We have seen how Lovestone “ac-
cepted” the concepts of the Sixth Con-
gress of the CI, but immediately at-
tempted to revise them for America,
because America was “different.” We
have also seen how Browder “accepted”
the Seventh Congress line, but- directly
afterward began to revise, and finally to
dump it completely, as “not applying” to
America. Both were opportunists, Yet
no axiom is more worth memorizing than
the one which says that mo opportunist
wears o brand upon his forehead for all
to read thereon: “I am an opportunist.”
No opportunist ever arises and declares:
“I am now going to make an opportunist
proposal.”  Such things never happen.
Instead, like Lovestone and Browder, the

obvious absurdities in the Resolution. For
instance, Part I, Section 3. states in part:
“It is essential to weld together and
consolidate the broadest coalition of all
anti-fascist and democratic forces, as well
az all other supporters of Roosevelt's anti-
Axis policies.” '
Aside from the typical dennisesque re-
lidating" something al-
ready “welded together.” one might ask
just who are these “other" supporters.
over and above “all” of the “anti-fascist
and democratic” forces? Are there, some-
where, some pro-fascist and anti-demo-
cratic elements who supported “Roose-
velt's anti-Axis policies’? Undoubtedly
there are such elements. But do we Com-
munists want them in a “democratie’ coali-
tion which is to fight against fasciem?
Again. it strains the intelligence over-
much, for the Resolution, in Part 11, Sec-
tion 5, to declare that we American Com-
munists are distinguished by—‘our ad-
herence to the scientific principles of Marx-
fam-Leninism.” when it is admitted in Sec-
tion 6, that we had mot adhared to thosa
principies in sbout every particular possi-
ble to enumerate. in fact, confessing to a
“revision™ of Marxist-Leninist principles.

Again, in the Resclution's opening para-
wreph, & prize example of putting the cart
before the horse is given by the statement
that: “It (the military defeat of Nazl Ger-
many) has already brought forth a new
anti-fascist unity of the peoples in Europe.”
It seems evident that it was rather the
“anti-fascist unity of the peoples of Eurepe
which “brought forth” the military defeat
of Nari Germany, and not the other way
round.

Once more, and more seriously, we have
the horse behind the cart in Part 1, Sec-
tion 3, where it is recommended that:

“. . . Iabor should co-operate with those
capitalist groupings and elements who, for
one or another reason, obiectively at times,
promote democratic aims. ™

Here it ia held that labor should co-oper-
ste with certain capitalists, rather than
that these capitalsts “should” co-operate
with labor for democratic aims. Apparently,
labor should pot lead. More obscurantist
is the phrase ‘Tor one or another reason.”
This outricht concealine of class interests
- is obviously the work of Comrade Dennis,
tince the same phrace “for one or anather
reason" occurs in his pre-convention re-
ports and also in his post-convention
speeches. But, unless we are deliberately
trying to deceive the workers, why could
we mnot speak plainly, and say that cer-
tain capitalists “promote democratic aims,”
temporarily, at least, because they think
that is the best way to maintsin capital.-
fsm end prevent revolution; that there's
no harm in having such allies, but there's
harm in having illusions about them. OFf
course, such a clear explanation might well
nullify Comrade Dennis's desire that labor
should turn the most reverent and ob.
sequious visage to such “democratic” capi-
talists—and instead of the labor move-
ment tailing after such capitalists, if they
want “for one or another reason" to march
for democracy, to march under Laber's
command.

(Cont. p. 25)



opportunist advances his proposals while
veritably dripping with assertions that
such proposals are “Marxist-Leninist,”
and supports them with quotations (usu-
ally subtly mis-applied) from everyone
from Marx to Dimitroff.

And so, now comes Comrade Dennis
(with plenty of company, as had Love-
stone and Browder), “accepting” in 1945
the new line of the Party, which ex-
pressed, even if somewhat lamely, the
concepts of both the Sixth and the Sev-
enth Congresses of the Communist In-
ternational, and certainly expressed the
general viewpoint of our Party. More,
Comrade Dennis comes out now, in
March, 1947, in the role of a valiant
champion of the Seventh Congress of the
Cl, its leading reporver, Comrade Dimit-
roff, and the whole line of the Seventh
Congress.

But is Comrade Dennis (and those in
his political company) ecarrying out the
guiding line of the Seventh Congress ?

On the contrary, he is violating its

every precept. Is he then, perhaps, car-
rying out the National Convention Reso-
lution? No, he is violating that, too, dis-
torting to the Right its fundamental
line in practice and interpretation, and
defending this departure from its policy
by wviolating, also, its categoric condem-
nation of bureaucracy.

True. Comrade Dennis does mention on
rare occasions, that there is a “general
crisis” of capitalism. But that this gen-
eral crisis is carrying capitalism all over
the world, including the United States,
to its historic doom, is a thought evi-
dently too horrible for him to entertain,
much less to utter. That there could .not
possibly be a general crisis of world
capitalism, intensifying (with certain
spotty interludés of ephemeral “stabiliza-
tion”) through the vears since World
War 1, without affecting the toiling
masses of America with some measure
of what Dimitroff called “revolutioniza-
tion” and what Stalin described as “the
idea of storming capitalism,” is a fact
that escapes Comrade Dennis completely.

Therefore. we find the Dennis leader-
ship adopting an outlook of “American
exceptionalism.” ‘to the effect that the
American proletariat is not affected at
all, or m a degres not worth mention, by
the stimuli which have affected the rest
of the world proletariat; and that the
American working class is not only rela-
tively, but absolutely “backward” polit-
ically, so much so that, instead of leading
the “democratic coalition,” and from the
“very first phases of its development”
(Bittelman), such leadership must be
given over to the liberal bourgeoisie.

From this viewpoint of “American ex-
ceptionalism,” it naturally follows that to
call for a Farmer-Labor Party is a piece
of rank “Leftism.” So we, ourselves,
left the workers with the sale choice of
voting for one of the two capitalist par-
ties, and no chance to vote against cap-
italism. And when, we having insisted
that one capitalist party was better than
the other capitalist party, the workers
ignored our advice, we came out with
solemn declarations about the workers®
“backwacdness.” Thus, in the editorial on
the election of 1946, in the December
Political Affairs, we find this slander
against the working class:

“Important sections of the working
class were misled, especially because of
the low level of class consciousness
among the workers. It (the Republican
Party) was able to secure the votes of
workers who only yesterday expressed
their militant demands for better condi-
tions on the picket lines in struggle” (p.
1061).

This nonsense is put forward as pro-
found “Communist analysis.” and its out-
richt foundation upon “American excep-
tionalism™ is given on the previous page
(1060), where it is declared that “the
basic reason” for the Republican victory
“ .. must be found in the factors that
are pecliar to the United States, and that
distinguich it from the countries in which
the masses voted in increasing numbers
for the parties of the Left” Here we
have, under new auspices, the hardy
perennial of Lovestone-Browder “Amer-
ican exceptionalism” in full flower. And
a left-handed assertion that the Demo-
cratic Party is a “party of the left.”

This at a time when Boris Vronski,
cited by the Associated Press from Mos-
cow on Nov. 5, 1946, as “one of Russia’s
foremost political scientists,” was quoted
by Red Star (the Red Army's daily
paper), as saving that the difference be-
tween Democrats and Republicans “was
never so insignificant as now,” and that
“Democrats as well as Republicans are
waging with equal determination an of-
fensive against the vital interests of the

American popular masses.”

It is not surprising, therefore, to find,
if we read carefully what Comrade Den-
nis wrote in his March, 1947, statement
to the House Committee on Un-Ameri-
can Activities, boldly advanced behind a
seeming “agreement” with the Seventh
Congress of the CI, a studied rejection
by the CPUSA of any positive guidance
by international principles and policies.

The main thing which Dennis sees to
admire in the Communist International
was its dissolution. Secondly, the Seventh
Congress’ supposed “registering of the
fact” that the various Communist Parties
were in no way bound to any guiding
general principles and policies of the
world movement, because we “have
changed our views on many questions of
theory" (The W orker, March 30, 1947).
Which is Dennis’s way of saying’ what
Bob Minor said during the “Teheran pe-
riod.” that we “couldn’t find the answers
in t.ha dusty old books” of Marx and

1.

Certainly, not only the Seventh Con.
gress, but all.CI Congresses, and all Com.
munist teachers, back to Marx, urged :
“study of concrete conditions” in cact
country as a basis for formulating policy
for the Communists of that country, Al
have remarked that the law of uncqua
development and the consequent differ
ences in conditions prevailing in varion.
countries must be taken into account
that there must be no “mechanical” ap
plication of tactical policies found goo
in one country, to another country; am
Dimitroff, at the Seventh Congress, de
clared war on “cut-and-dried schemes
which “doctrinaires” might wish to appl
to any and all cases and countries.

But, with all these qualifications,
neither Marx, nor Lenin, nor any CI
Congress, in urging that the differcnces
between countries be taken into account,
ignored the similorities existing in the
class struggle of all capitalist countries ;
and they urged the reckoning of the
differences only in the application of.a
general and wniform program for prole-
garian revolution to overthrow capital-
ism.

Comrade Dimitroff correctly condemned
“cut-and-dried schemes.” But it would
he a travesty on Dimitroff as a theoreti-
cian, to say that he had no “scheme” at
all; to imply that at the Seventh Con-
gress he told us to throw away the com-
pass, blindfold the pilot and set to sea
without the chart of Marxism-Leninism
to guide us. Comrade Dennis has, him-
self, a “cut-and-dried scheme,” 2 scheme
“cut” by Lovestone and “dried” by Brow-
ger."a scheme of “American exceptional-
ism.

And what Comrade Stalin says about
such attempts to impose any national
“exceptionalism” upon any Communist
party, with tricky chatter about “study-
ing concrete conditions,” is stated in his
Foundations of Leninism (Chapter I1I,
Section 3), as iollows: )

“Formerly, it was customary to talk
of the existence or absence of objective
conditions for the proletarian revolution
in individual countries or, to be more
exact, in this or that advanced country.
This point of view is now inadequate,
It is now necessary to take into account
the existence of the objective conditions
for the revolution throughout the whole
system of imperialist world economy
which forms an intcgral umit, for the
existence within this system of some
countries that are not sufficiently devel-
oped from the industrial point of view
cannot form an insurmountable obstacle
1o the revolution, if the system as a whole
has become, or to come nearer the
truth, bezause the system as a whole has
alrcady become, ripe for Socialism.

“Formerly, again, the proletarian revo-
lution in this or that advanced country
was regarded as a separate and self-
contained unit, facing a separate and
distinct national capitalist front, as its
opposite pole. Today, this point of view
is inadeguate. Today it is necessary to
speak of proletarian world revolution,
for the separate national fronts of capi-
tal have become links in a single chain
called the world front of imperialism,
to which should be opposed the united
front of the revolutionary movement in
all countries.

“Formerly, the proletarian revolution
was. regarded-as the consequence of an
exclusively internal development in 2 giv-
en country. At the present time this
point of view is inadequate. Today it is
necessary to regard the proletarian revo-
lution above all as the result of the de-
velopment of the contradictions within
the world-system of imperialism.”

Comrade Dennis i$ familiar with all
this, no doubt. But Comrade Foster
(July Plenum, 1946), reminded us that
Comrade Dennis “worked for many years
as a highly responsible leader”—helping

Browder—in the Party's national center.
He was, indeed, “highly responsible” for
imposing revisionism on our Party. And
his attempt to perpetuate “American ex-
ceptionalism™ is a necessary part of his
attempt to perpetuate revisionism.

But not in the identical form, not in
the visible and shameless form of “Brow-
derism,” of outright social-imperialism.
That has proved to be self-defeating as
it is too easily discerned for what it is.
But rather in the more subtle and de-
ceitful form of social-reformism, which
makes use of a psuedo-Marxism, which
“deceives the workers,” as Lenin said,
with “the repetition of commonplaces
about capitalism,” which gains the con-
fidence of the workers by seeming to
“fight” for their elementary demands,
but only to betray them by holding back,
demoralizing and demobilizing the prole-
tarian army (the subjective factor),
when every objective condition, spoken
of by Stalin in the above quotation, is
favorable for the proletariat and its allies
to “storm capitalism.”

It is quits correct that “the immediate
economic and political interests of the
working class, the defense ‘of the latter
against fascism, must be the starting
point and form the main content of the
workers' united front in all capitalist
countries” (Seventh Congress resolu-
tion). But it is incorrect when we stop
at the “starting point,” and limit our
propaganda to ‘‘repetitions of common-
places about capitalism”

(Cenin pointed out, in his State end
Revolution, p. 30, that . “commonplaces
about capitalism” and “acceptance of
class struggle” is not enough. Denying
that “the class struggle is the main point”
in Marxist teaching, Lenin added: “Out
of this error, here and there, springs an
opportunist distortion of Marxism, such
2 ialsification of it as to make it accept-
able to the bourgeocisie. The theory of
class struggle was nof created by Marx,
but by the bourgeoisie before Marx and
is, generaly speaking, acceptable to the
bourgeoisie. He who recognizes only the
class struggle is not yet a Marxist; he
may be found not to have gone beyond
the boundaries of bourgeois reasoning
and politics. To limit Marxism to the
teaching of the class struggle means to
curtail Marxism—to distort it, to re-
duce it to something which is acceptable
to the bourgeoisie. A Marxist is one
who erxicnds the acceptance of class
struggle to the acceptance of the dictator-
ship of the proletariai. Herein lies the
deepest diffcrence between a Marxist and
an ordinary petty or big bourgeois. On
this touchstone it is necessary to test a
rcal understanding and acceptance of
Marxism.”) :

Our press, quite rightly, is filled with
accounts oi “Jabor disputes,” of the daily
contests betwcen “progress” and “reac-
tion," with the “commonplaces” about
capitalism. But, missing from this, is the
“systematic explanation” called for by
the National Convention Resolution
(1943). informing the workers that ‘only
when they fight for and win Socialism.
can these problems be solved and their

demands permanently secured. To do so, .

our leadership says, would be “sectar-
ian,” since our leadership holds that the
workers are so very “backward” that
they would be frightened away from us.
Which is opportunist nionsense.

The workers must “learn from their
own experiences,” we are told. Which is
true enough. But, unless our own Party
introduces Socialist concepts into the
minds of the workers, as a part oi their
“experiences,” and simultaneously with
their struggles for their immediate de-
mands, the workers learn nothing. This
has been repeated and emphasized by all
Communist theoreticians, in their strug-
gle against “the theory of spontaneity”:
the theory that workers acquire 2 So-
cialist political outlook Spontaneously
through participation in economic strug-
gles for immediate demands™

®iThe ‘theory’ of spontaneity is the the-
ory of opportunism. It ia the theory of
deference to the spontaneity of the labor
movement, the theory that actually denies
to the party of the working class §ts lead-
ing role of vanguard of that working class.
- « < It iz opposed to the movement which
followa the line of struggle against the
foundations of capitalism, and is in faver
of the movement which follows exclusively
the line of ‘possible’ demands. . . . The
theory of pontaneity z P s the ideol-
ogy of trade unionism. , . . the ideclogy
of ‘dragging at the tail' the logical basis
of all “opportunism.”"—Stalin. in Founda-
tions of Leninism (Chapter IlI, Section 2).

The reader can take note how this theory
of spontancity has been given official ap-
proval in practice by our Party leadership
in its sanction of the CIO Resolution, spon-
sored by Murray, against Communist Party
“interference.” Compromises on the quens
tien of trade i “independ " are
sometimes permissible for the Party: com-
Promises are gometimes forced upon us,
but in such cases the Party must take its
case to the widest rank and file masses.
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Carried into life, this theory of spon-
taneity leads to a major crime of oppor-
tunism, the separation of theory and
practice. It destroys the dialectical con-
nection between the class . struggle's
strategic aim and its tactical aims, and
nullifies not only the former, but the
latter as well. For unless the labor
movement is given the vision and viril-
ity of a revolutionary ultimate aim, the
reforms it wins, or has granted it, are
casily revoked and swept away. It is the
duty of Communists to bring up the
consciousness of the masses to the level
of the consciousness of the Party, to
get them to understand what we already
should understand, that “the main thing
is revolutionary work and not reforms,
for reforms are mere by-products of
the revolution” (Stalin, Foundations of
Leninism, Chapter VII, Section 6).

As with the economic phase, so also
does the social-reformist, the social-

. democrat in practice, no matter if calling

himself a “Communist,” tear apart the
tactical aim of defeating fascism and war,
from the stralegic aim of putting an
end to capitalist imperialism which is the
source of fascism_ and war.

Because fascism and war deeply in-
jure all intermediate strata between the
bourgeoisie and the proletariat; and be-
cause, for that reason, the proletariat can
mobilize and lead these middle strata for
anti-fascist and anti-war aims that are
comprehensible to them, the social-re-
formist insists that neither the proletariat
nor its vanguard party shall have aims
further than these, that no Communist
dare entertain (or, if he does entertain,
he not disclose to his fellow workers)
any concept of a revolutionary perspec-
tive beyond the "“defcat of fascism and
war.” Because, forsooth, the ‘“demo-
cratic coalition,” or the "majority of
the people,” cannot be expected to enter-
tain any such perspective or have any
such strategic aim.

Thus rejecting the strategic aim of
revolution, not merely for the platform
of the coalition (which is correct), but
for the program of the Communist Party
(which is incorrect), the social-reformist,
whatever his occasional “tipping of the
hat” to Socialism, ends his perspective
of the historical process with the sav-
ing of -bourgeois democracy. Period.
Then, the monopolists will be “curbed.”
Which is, of course, not Browderism.
And, under the joint auspices of the
proletariat and the petty bourgeoisie, cap-
italism is to continue indefinitely, with
the Communists loyally striving to “make
it work.” Not, of course, as Browder
conceived it, but, let us say, as Henry
Wallace conceives it should work.

‘True, Comrade Dennis has confessed
having a vision of Socialism, which he
“keeps ever bright before him.” But so
did Browder—after “many generations.”
But neither of them aliows such vision-
ary matters to interfere with the practi-
cal task of ‘“making capitalism work.”

Does this agree with the perspective
outlined by the Seventh Congress for the
guidance of all Communist Parties? It
does not.

The Seventh Congress, and Comrade
Dimitrofi's report there, gave general
indications of the line to be followed by
Communists when, the “united proletar-
ian front,” or “the pcople’s front,” hav-
ing gained strength, and enough strength
to defeat fascism, the movement might
face the contingency of forming a gov-
ernment. Let us see what Dimitroff said:

Firstly, he said he referred to a gov-
ernment possible to form “on the eve of
and before the victory of the Soviet
revolution.” But that only “specific pre-
requisites” make its formation politically
necessary, however. These are, said
Dimitroft

“First, the state apparatus of the bour-
geoisie must already be sufficiently dis~
orgonised and paralyced, so that the
bourgeoisic cannot prevent she forma-
tion of a government of struggle against
reaction and fascism;

“Second, the broadest masses of toilers,

rticularly the mass trade unions, must
and explain the role of the Party in rela-
tion to the trade unions. But this CIO
Resolution was not a compromise, but a
complete surrender to the Murray policy
of luding C ist prog da and
Communist policy from the CIO. Nor was
any adequate effort made to reach the
ClO workers with enlightenment as to the

ity of a C ist Party to thair
intezeste, only an exercise in semantics on

the definition of the word ‘*interference.’
The results speak for themaselves.

(Cont. p. 26)
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I:inariolaumteofmo&cydntfn-
cism ond reaction, though mot ready to
rise in insurrection fo fight snder Com-
munist Party leadcrship for the achieve-
ment of Soviet power;
“Third, the differentiation and Left-
ward movement in the ranks of Social-
cy and other parties participa-
ting in the united front must already
have reached the point where a consid-
erable proportion of them demand ruth-
less measures against the fascists and the
other reactionaries, struggle together
with the Communists against fascism,

= md openly come out against that reac-

Uonary scction of their own party which
is hostile to Communism.”

Dimitroff went on to explain that, in
1922 and 1924, the Fourth and Fifth
Congresses dealt with the analogous
question of a “workers'” or a “workers’
and peasants’ government.” Certain mis-
takes were made then:

“The first series of mistakes was de-
termined . precisely by the circumstance
that the question of a workers’ govern-
ment was not clearly and firmly inter-
linked with the existence of a political
crisis. Owing to this, the Right Oppor.
tunists were able to interpret matters as
though we should strive for the forma-
tion of a workers’ government, supported
by Communists, in any, so to speak,
‘mormal’ situation, The ultra-‘Lefts" on
the other hand, recognized only such a
government as could be formed excly-
sively by armed insurrection, after the
overthrow of the bourgeoisie. Both views
were wrong.

“The second series of errors was de-
termined by the circumstance that the
question of a workers’ government was
not interlinked with the development of

" the militant mass wnited fromt movement

of the prolptoriat. Thus the Right Op-
portumists were enabled to distort the
question, reducing it to the unprincipled
tactics of forming blocs with Social-
Democratic parties on the basis of purely
parliamentary arrangements. The slira-
‘Lefts’ on-the other hand, shouted: ‘No
coalitions with the counter-revolutionary
Social-Demeocrats!” regarding all Social-

Democrats as counter-revolutionists at
bottom.

“Both were wrong, and we now em-
phasize, on the one hand, that we are
not in the least anxious for such a "work-
ers’ govermment' as would be nothing
more or less than an enlarged social-
Democratic government. We even pre-
fer to waive calling it a ‘workers’ gov-
ernment,” and speak of a wusited front
government which in political character
is something absolutely different, differ-
ent in principle, from all the Social-
Democratic governments which usually
call themselves ‘workers’ (or Labor)
governments." While the Social-Demo-
cratic government is an instrument of
class collaboration with the bourgeoisie
in the interest of the preservation of
the capitalist order, a united front gov-
ernment is an instrument of collabora-
tion between the revolutionary vanguard
of the proletariat and other anti-fascist
parties in the interest of the entire toil-
ing population, a government of struggle
against fascism and reaction.”

Comrade Dimitroff then explained at
length that there were “two different
camps of Social-Democracy,” one re-
actionary, rejecting the united front be-
cause it “undermines their policy of com-
promise with the bourgeoisie,” and the
other, a “growing camp of workers who
are becoming revolutionary,” who favor
the united front, and how, “the better

. this mass movement will be organized

from below . . . the greater will be the
Buarantee against a possible degenera-
tion of the policy of the united front
government.” Proceeding, Dimitroff said -

“The third series of mistaken views
which came to light during our former
debates touched precisely on the practi-
cal policy of the ‘workers’ government.'
The Right Opportunists considered that
a ‘workers’ government” ought to keep
‘within the framework of bourgeois
democracy,” and consequently ought not
to take any steps going beyond this
framework. The ultro-"Lefts’ on  the
other hand, actually refused to make any
attempt to form a united front govern-
ment.”

Comrade Dimitroff then cited the 1923
case of the “workers’ government” in
Saxony and Thuringia (Germany),
where—in a revolutionary  situation —
Rightist Communists, Brandler and Thal-
heimer, pursued an opportunist policy ;
and although they correctly entered the
government with Left Social-Democrats,
they refused to “use their positions to
arm the proletariat,” doing “nothing to
organize the revolutionary mass move-

ment ;f tliill:e workers,” and “behaver
generally ordin liamen
ministers within the f;"z:ew:::k of bc:lz
geois i

“Comrades,” he stated, “we demand
c:f every united front government an en-
tirely different policy. We demand that
such a government carry out definite and
fundamental revolutionary demands re-
quired by the situation. For in
control of production, control of the
banks, disbanding of the police, its re-
p!ag.emeut by an armed workers’ militia,
etc.

Then Comrade Dimitroff went into a
phase of Leninism most upsetting not
only to ultra-“Lefts,” but to the concepts
guiding .the Rightist Dennis leadership,
if, indeed, ‘any concepts can be deter-
mined from what this leadership has to
say. He said:

“Fifteen years ago Lenin called upon
us to focus all our attention on ‘search-
ing out forms of fransition or approach
to the proletarian revolution.” It may
be that in a number of countries the
united front govcrnment will prove to
be one of the most important transitional
forms. The ‘'Left’ doctrinaires always
evaded this precept -of Lenin's. Like
the limited propagandists that ‘they were,
they spoke only’ of ‘aims,” without ever
worrying about ‘forms of transition.’ The
Right Opportunists, on the other hand,
tried to establish a special ‘democratic
ntermediate siage’ lying between the
dictatorship of the bourgeoisie and the
dictatorship of the proletariat, for the
purpose of instilling into the workers the
illusion of a peaceful parliamentary pro-
cession irom the one dictatorship to the
other. This fictitious ‘intermediate stage’
they also called the ‘transitional form,'
and even quoted Lenin on the subject !
But this piece of swindling was not dif-
ficult to expose; for Lenin spoke of the
form of transition and approach to the

- ‘proletarian revolation, i, e., to the over-

throw of the bourgeois dictatorship, and
not of some transitional form between
the bourgeois and the proletarian dicta-
torship.”

This bit of Dimitroff is absolutely
fatal to the Dennis vision of Socialism
as “but an extension of this (!) demo-
cratic process.” And to his evident con-
cept of the defeat of fascism and the
consequent saving of bourgeois democracy
as the end of the social struggle.”™

Comrade Dimitroff continued, in his
report, to show the- absolute necessity
for both “transitional slogans and special
‘forms of transition or approach to the
proletarian revolution,'” in order to help
the masses develop a consciousness of
what path to take; which party to fol-
low:

“Otherwise, the great mass of the
people, a prey to peity-bourgeois demo-
cratic illusions and traditions, may waver
even when there is a revolutionary situ-
ation, may precrastinate and stray, with-
out finding the road to revolution and
then come under the axe of the fascist

exccutioners.”

This doesn’t look like the present
CPUSA leadership’'s obvious alarm lest
somebody point out to the masses that
beyond the transitional slogans and
forms lies “the road to revolution.” In-
deed, Dimitroff made this difference em-
phatic when he added:

“That is why we indicate the possibil-
ity of forming a government of the anti-
fascist front in the conditions of a polit-
ical crisis. In so far as such a govern-
ment will really prosecute the struggle
against the enemies of the people, and
give a free hand to the working class
and the Communist Party, we Commu-
nists shall accord it our unstinted sup-
port, and as soldiers of the revolution
shall take our place in the first line of
fire. ‘But we state frankly to the masses :

“Final salzation this government cam-
#nof bring. It is not in a position to over-
throw the class rule of the exploiters,
and for this reason cannot finally elimi-
nate the danger of fascist counter-revo-
lution. Conseguently, it is necessary fo
prepare for the Socialist revolution! So-
viet power and only Soviet power can
bring such salvation!”

Does the present leadership of the
CPUSA czer “state frankly to the
masses” this Communist concept? Never!
That the united front or the anti-fascist
people’s front program is by common
agreement limited to demands for re-

¥l say it js Dennis's “evident” concept
because, firstly, every positive statement
of his is so formulated as to imply such
2 concept: and, secondly, because he gives
no other concept whatever. If he has any
other than the social-reformist concept visi-
ble in all he says why cannot he be =s
frank ms Dimitroff: ms clear as Lenin, In
voicing it? Whom does he think hs is
fooling? The imperialist bourgeoisie? He
cannot fool them. And he should mot fool
the proletariat.

forms and ‘the defeat of fascism and
Wa., and rightly so limited, is undeniable.
But that we, the Communists, limit owr
vam program to the same aims, is utterly
ilupermissible, and inexcusable by the
€xusc given—that to do so would be
“sectarian,” that we cannot support the
limited program of the united front
without giving up our own program of
propagandizing the masses within the
united front to raise their level of class
consciousness and prepare them, ideologi-
cally, 1o carry the struggle further, to
the Secialist: revolution. -

Yet that is exactly the sum total of
such “theories” as are voiced by Com-
rade Bittelman in the Daily ¥ orker, in

" a series of articles whose complicated

sophistries can be summed up in the
thought that, while it is all right to “be-
lieve" in Socialism, it is “left opportun-
ism" to propagandize and work for So-
cialism among the masses; and a per-
fidious allegation that any Communist
who wants to do su, is ipso facto, an

* “agent” of reaction, a “renegade,” and

so forth and so on, who is trying to
“isolate labor from its allies,” ctc., an
allegation based on the falseliood that
propaganda for Socialism among the
masses who support the “democratic
coalition™ is identical with trying to force
into some yet non-existent written com-
pact of the coalition the demand for a
“direct” fight for “immediate” Social-
1sm on the part of our allies.

This sort of thing is exactly what Com-
rade Dimitroff warned against at the
Seventh Congress, when he said;

“While fighting most resolutely to over-
come and exterminate the last remnants
of self-satisfied sectarianism, we must
increase to a maximum our vigilance. in
regard to and the struggle against Right
Opportunism and against every one of
its concrete manifestations, bearing in
mind that the danger of Right Oppor-
tunism will increase in proportion as the
wide united front develops more and
more.

“Already therc are tendencies to re-
duce the role of the Communist Party
in the ranks of the united front and fo
cffect a reconciliation with Social-Dem-
ocratic ideology. Nor must the fact be
lost sight of that the tactics of the united
front are 2 method of convincing the
Social-Democratic workers by object les-
son of the correctness of the Communist
policy and the incorrectness of the re-
formist policy, and that they are not a
reconciliation  with  Social-Demacratic
idcology and practice. A successful strug-
gle for the establishment of the united

- iront, demands constant struggle in our

ranks against tendencies to depreciair
the role of the Party, against legnlist
illusions, against reliance on spontaneity
and automatism, both in liquidating fas-
cism and in conducting the united front
against the slighicst vacillation at the
moment of determined action”

" And toward what end is the “deter-
mined action,” which Comrade Dimitroff
spoke of, directed? Is this great move-
ment of the masses going some place af-
ter fulfilling the official aim of the
“coalition” itself to “liquidate fascism™?
Evidently. In the course of discussion
at the Scventh Congress, concerning
united front governments, Comrade Di-
mitroff (See the magazine The Commu-

nist International, September 20, 1935, p.

1235) said, in arguing against “any hard-
and-fast rules”: '

“It would be wrong to imagine that
the united front government is an in-
dispensable stage on the road to the estab-
hishment of the proletarian dictatorship.
That is just as wrong as the former as-
sertion that there will be no intermediary
stages in the fascist countries and that
the fascist dictatorship is cerfain to be
rmmcediately superseded by proletarian
dictatorship.

“The whole question boils down to
this: will the proletariat itself be pre-
pared at the decisive moment for the
direct overthrow of the bourgeoisie and
the establishment of its own power, and
will it be able in that event to secure the
support of its allies? Or will the move-
ment of the united proletarian front and
the anti-fascist people’s front at the
particular stage be in a- position only to
suppress or overthrow fascism, without
directly proceeding to aholish the bour-
geois dictatorship?” '

Nor was Dimitroff alone in this con-
ception that there is no Chinese wall be-
tween the defeat of fascism and the prole-
tarian revolution, beyond which wall no
Communist dare look on pain of expul-
sion from the CPUSA. Comrade Wil-
helm Pieck, in concluding his report, as-
scried that:

. . . the indignation of the masses at
the -capitalist regime will continue to
grow, the revolutionary crisis to mature
and the idea of storming the citade! of
capitalism to mature in the minds of

ever larger masses of proletarians, . . .

“Our task is to organize the toiling
masses who are rising against capitalism
into a solid revolutionary army of the
proletariat and to lead them to storm
capitalism."

Comrade Maurice Thorez, speaking at
the Seventh Congress, before the forma-
tion in France of the first (1936) Peo-
ple’s Front government, headed by Leon
Blum, spoke of how such a government
would have to fight off “an attack of
reaction and fascism even more cruel
and persistent” than before.

“But,” he said, “the people’s front and
the Communist Party would occupy new
positions which we should have to make
use of in preparation for the sefting up
of Soviet power, of the dictatorship of
the proletariat.”

And in his explanation of the charac-
ter of the French Communist Party,
American comrades can see the contrast-
ing character of the present CPUSA.
He said:

“Qur party can realize such 2 policy.
It no longer risks losing stself in other
parties or being confused with them . . .
We acquired this independence especially
thanks to the adoption of the tactics of
‘class against class,’ tactics by force of
which the face of our Party was shown
to be absolutely different from all other
parties, including alse the Socialist Par-
ty.” i ,

Is the CPUSA in danger of “lesing
itself in other parties”? To answer that
question, one has only to look at what
is being proposed by our leadership.
Firstly, basically, the factic of "class
against class” is completely ouflawed.

ldeologically, in our actual practical
work among the masses, we are com-
manded nof to propagandize for Social-
ism, since this would “isolate™ us from
those terribly “backward” workers among
our allies; and, in effect, to limit our
propaganda to the need for defeating
fascism-and war, without injecting any
conception that this can be done, finally
and effectively, only by struggle of “class
2gainst class” to overthrow capitalist
rule.

By this practice, the Communist Party
emphasizes to the masses the likeness in
its program to that of other “progres-
sive” political groups, and the Demo-
cratic Party particularly in respect to its
socalled “pro-Roosevelt” section; and,
by this practice, the difference in our
Communist program from these other
groups and parties become obscured to
the masses—and, finally, to ourselves.

Who are the Communists in the cio,
and what are they doing there? The an-
swer by our National Trade Union Secre-
tary, John Williamson (published by the
Waterfront Section of the Communist
Party, undated, but early in 1947), re-
veals that Communists differ from other
CIO members only in being extraordi-
narily good union men “Hghting self-
lessly for the progressive policies of the
CIO and for its unity around its elected
leader, Philip Murray.”

Who are the Commumists who are
messing around the Demiocratic Party,
and what do they mean by it?

The answer to this question can be
found in any Dennis report or Schneid-
erman speech : these Communists are only
extraordinarily passionate defenders of
(bourgeois) democracy, and they are
only trying to get the Democratic Party
to remain true to the (bourgeois) re-
formism of Franklin D. Roosevelt.

Obviously. it is this sort of thing, this
hiding of the face of our Party, and
not of bold assertion of our identhty gs
Contmaists, with a  Communist pro-
gram of distinct aims going beyond the
aims of Philip Murray and of Jimmie
Roosevelt, which inzifes red-baiting and
destroxys, rather than builds, any real
“coalition” on the basis of a commonly
agreed upon fight against fascism and
war,

The anti-Communist resolution of Phil-
ip Murray is virtvally asked for; and
Jimmie Roosevelt, Chairman of the Dem-
ocratic Party in California, is practically
forced 1o do the job of differentiation
that we don’t do, by exclaiming: “We
must make clear that we Democrats are
not Communists™ (UP press report, De-
ccmber, 1946),

That is the sort of Right Opportunist
practice which Comrade Dimitrof was
warning against at the Seventh Con-
gress of the CI. More, it is precisely
what our 1945 National Convention
Resolution condemned in Part II, Sec-
tion 6, as follows:

“We Communists began to carry on
the historic struggle against fascism, for
democracy and national freedom, in a
way that was not always clearly dis-
tinguishable from that of bourgeois dem-
ocrats and bourgeois nationalists.”

(Cont. p. 27)



So much for the current practice of
liquidating the CPUSA ideologically.

Organizationally, and proceeding under
this banner of identifying ourselves only
as defenders of bourgeois democracy, we
are commanded by Comrade Demnis (De-
cember, 1946, Plenum “Remarks,” pub-
lished in Political Affairs, January, 1947,
pp. 11-12) to go forth, each and every
Communist Party member, and Jose our-
selves in another political party, by re-
cruiting individuals (regardless of class,
too!) into something which Comrade
Dennis cagily calls “a grass roots mass
membership political action organization ™
Here is what he says: v

“What is required is the organization,
in every ward and township, in every dty
and on a Congressional district basis, of
some form of independent, political,
legislative mcmbership organization. . . .
building down below, everywhere, a grass
roots mass membership political action
organization.”

Observe that this is not a united front
of proletarian organizations united in a
delegate council; ncither is it a people’s
front alliance of parties and organiza-
tions, each of them retaining its inde-
pendent identity, and federating together,
as in a Farmer-Labor Party, on a pro-
gram common to all, but infringing on
none of their separate programs. No,
this is a “mass membership” “organiza-

tion.

And who is going to do the actual
work of organizing it? The Commu-
nists, of course. Yet not as Communists,
because we have already foresworn any
propaganda of Communist ideology and
aims; and, having organized such a
“political action organization,” we Com-
munists, but not as Communists, must
assume the main if not all the burden

of its activities. All of which, as anybody
of experience can see, will certainly re-
sult in liquidating the independent activ-
ities of the Communist Party as a Com-
munist Party. It will do the job of
liquidation just as surely and even more
effectively than did Browder's “Teheran™
policy of liquidation in 1944, :

And, to top off all this Right Opportun-
ist liquidation of our Party in fact, with-
out doing it “officially” as Browder did,
Comrade Dennis, directly after instruct-
ing us so to-do, says he “stresses” that:

“All this activity must be connected
with a determined and greatly expanded
effort to help unite and activate the pro-
Roosevelt forces in and around the Dem-
ocratic Party.”

So, if the members of the Communist
Party want to know where they may be
found after losing themselves in this
anonymous ‘“political action organiza-
tion,” the answer is: together with that
organization, “in and around the Demo-
cratic Party.”

Browder could do no better. In fact,
he couldn’t serve the imperialist bour-
geoisie half so well as does Comrade
Dennis.

But the Seventh Congress of the Com-
munist International, which Comrade
Dennis so professes to admire, mever
provided him with any decision to jus-
tify that. Neither did the CPUSA Na-
tional Convention of 1945,

“Liquidationism,” said Lenin, in his
Sclected Works, Vol. IV, “is the at-
tempt of a certain section of the party
intelligentsia to liquidate (i.e., to dis-
solve, destroy, abolish, close down) the
existing organization of the Party, and
substitute for it an amorphous associa-
tion within the limits of legality, even
if this is attained at the price of an open
renunciation of the program, tactics and
traditions, i.e., the past experience of the

Party.”

PART 1X. PRINCIPLES OF PARTY CLEANSING
FROM BELOW

AGAINST FACTIONALISM ; FOR A REVOLUTIONARY PARTY

“Real democracy means that it is the Party membership that acts in the
Party organization, that the Party membership decides Party questions and
general practical questions as well. that the Party membership passes its oum
resolutions, and obliges its organization to put these resolutions into effect. . . .
What we are referring to is democracy in action, whereby the Party member-
ship decides questions itself, and acts itself. And we must say that this is just
the kind of democracy that must be fundamental in our organization.” (Stalin,
June 1906, in New Life, a Bolshevik paper then published in Tiflis; quoted m

The Communist International, June, 1940, p. 400.)

OW TO STRENGTHEN THE
PARTY PROGRAM POLITI-

CALLY by the adoption of a new Na-

tiona] Convention Resolution, which will
arm the Party memberchip for unrelent-
ing struggle against both Right Oppor-
tunism and “leftism,” has been indicated
in previous chapters. Already, as a result
of our Right Opportunism, there is a
“left” danger arising, not inside our Par-
ty, nor in any important way among the
expelled comrades, but ontside the Party,
where some syndicalist trends (helped by
clerical leadership) are appearing in the
CIO. and where, as a result of our Right
Opportunist sectarianism, strong anarch-
ist currents are hound to appecar in the
labor movement. The wide and growing
distrust among workers of “all politics™
and “all parties,” arising from their see-
ing in our Party no differcnce from the
bourgeois parties’ in representing their
class interests, is the mass basis for this
anarchism, which fascism can make great
use of in its demagogy.

But as to leadership to apply Party
Program, it is evident that, as a rule,
the present leadership cannot be trusted
to carry out a revolutionary line, no mag
ter how carefully our National Conven-
tion may write one into its resolutions.
From top to bottom, this corrupt and in-
corrigibly opportunist leadership must be
swept’ away, and replaced by fresh and
proletarian leadership from the depths of
the Party.

1t is said, and not without some grain
of truth, that even the Party ranks,
especially those who came to the Party
in the years of reformist domination,
coming in, all too often, on the basis of
an acceptance of a reformist outlook as
fmal and sufficient to meet their approval,
have had their ideological development
“irozen” at that level, and are incapable
of generating a new and revolutionary
leadership.

This is, no doubt, a factor. And that
it exists as a problem in other countries
—the problem of development and use of
those who have come to the Commu-
nist movement in the period of legality
and when it was “easy” to be a Com-
munist Party member—is testified to by
Dimitroff’'s remarks on that subject in
his speech of February 27, 1946, con-
cerning the Bulgarian Communist (Work-
ers’) Party. (Political Affairs, August,
1946.) k 10 £

If it is a problem for such a strong
and Bolshevized party as that of Bul-
gana, it is trebly a problem for our. Par-
ty. Our opportunist leadership is living,
and apparently expects to continue liv-
ing, on the enthusiastic new people who
come to believe in our Party, not so
much from anything our Party itself
offers or teaches. them, but from what
they cannot help but see and learn from
the successes of the Soviet Union and
the Communist- parties of Europe and
Asia.

These people are raw material. But

~they are not developed. They are not
taught that independent thinking and a
critical attitude are indispensable equip-
ment of every rcal Communist, and are
also the foundation of true Party disci-
pline based upon conviction. Instead, they
are taught a one-sided conception of dis-
cipline, that they are to believe what the
leadership tells them, regardless of
whether or not they are convinced by it
after independent thinking and a criti-
cal objectivity in approach to it; and to
disbelieve anybody who voices™ criticism
of the leadership. In short they are taught
hero worship and the fetishism of lead-
ership infallibility.

Hence this matter of the ideological
level of the present membership s a
problem, within the larger problem of
the Bolshevization of the CPUSA. But
it is not a dominant factor. For these
comrades wwant to be good Communists.
And the coming gigantic struggles, where-
in their vital interests as proletarians are
bound to come into conflict with gigan-
tic treacheries of the Party leadership,
will, in spite of that leadership's pres-
ent reckoning on losing them and get-
ting a2 “new crop” of recruits on which
to live, keep the Party in continual crisis.

More, it can be written down as in-
evitable, that the American proletariat
is bound to have its revolutionary politi-
cal party of Communism, no matter how
desperately any clique of opportunists
tries to maintain a monopoly of the hon-
ored name—the Communist Party.

One would have to be wholly un-
realistic to “set a date” for such a devel-
opment, to express a “leftist” impa-
tience with the laggard unfoldment of
events, or an over-estimation of what can
be done, once what is wrong and what
to do about it. has been stated. Action
does not follow so.quickly the realiza-

tion of error. And, still more, bureau-
cratic censorship and double-talk can
play a hindering role. Besidcs, the fact
is that our Party membership, no less
than- thc masses, has to lcarn from its
own experiences, sometimes tragic ones.
. The long and formless struggle in the
old Socialist Party, which first climaxed
in 1912, by taking form in the expulsion
oi Bill Haywood, and the burcaucratic
suppression of “the Reds” by “the Yel-
lows,” did not end matters. Although
tens of thousands of revolutionary work-
ers lett the old Socialist Party, this set-
tled nothing. The rival I.\W.W. was not
built up in like numbers, neither was the
Party “wrecked” by this mere desertion,
as the makers of empty phrases fondly
imagined, nor was that party isolated
from the masses as an organization at-
tractive to the proletariat, by such futile
tactics. In that very year of 1912, it got
over a million votes. Only four years
later did it markedly fall off from that
figure.

Indeed, by 1917 the Socialist Party
regained a large measure of its attrac-
tive power. On the eve of America’s
entry into World War I, the Party's na-
tional convention at St. Louis adopted
a “militant” (though hardly a Leninist)
anti-war resolution. Then came the Feb-
ruary revolution overthrowing the Rus-
sian Tsar. Both these events attracted
new masses to the old Socialist Party.
But that very fact was the ultimate un-
doing of the revisionist leadership.

With the entry of the United States
into the war, and the passage of re-
strictive laws, such as the ‘‘Espionage
Act,” the cowardly Party leadership,
clinging to the fetish of “legality,”
ignored the “anti-war” resolution of the
national convention. No, it did not re-
pudiate it, but neither did it implement
it. The leadership sabotaged the Party
program, much as our prescnt leadership
has sabotaged our 1945 National Con-
vention Resolution, weakened as it was
by their own writing of it in the first
place.

When scores and hundreds of individ-
uvals and local Party organizations, es-
pecially the Young People’'s Socialist
League, used their own initiative in var-
jous anti-war actions, and clashed head-
on with imperialist policy, the leadership
deserted them. Then, with the October
Revolution, the leadership began increas-
ingly to exhibit its Menshevism. Espe-
cially after the arrest of the five national
leaders, who managed by ‘deals” post-
poning their prosecution finally to es-
cape penaity, did the leadership feel forced
to becoine more openly the lackeys of
imperialism.

While hundreds of Party members
were jailed and some tarred and feath-
ered, several obscure workers being killed
by frenzied “patriots”; while Debs and
.Ruthenberg and Kate O'Hare were sent
to prison for “overt acts” — speeches
against the war, the top leadership “mag-
ically” avoided any personal discomfort.
The anti-war “Green Corn Rebellion” of
Oklahoma farmers got no Party support,
the LW.W_, against which was thrown
the full force of chauvinistic mass ter-
ror, was officially shunned as outside
the pale. And, more and more the So-
cialist Party leadership took, visibly, the
anti-Soviet path, defending the imperial-
ist lackeys of the Second International
and the Russian Mensheviks.

All this developed on an increasing
scale, a sharp cleavage between the mem-
bership and the leadership, which grew
swiftly and took shape in a powerful
Left Wing after Lenin's official appeal
in March, 1919, for the formation of the
Third (Communist) International. Local
party organizations everywhere began
adopting resolutions demanding that the
Party afhliate to the Third International.
Papers and pamphlets began anpearing.
sponsored by rebellious Left-Wing or-
ganizations, openly challenging the Right-
Wing officialdom, and voicing the Left-
Wing Program, drafted by delegate con-
ferences of the rebel party organizations.

Fighting for control of the Party, the
Left Wing won 12 out of 15 seats on
the National Executive Committee in the
party clection (where national officials
were elected by referendum). The Right-
Wing leadership refused to yield, offi-

cially declaring the election null and void.

They “suspended”—virtually expelled—
seven language federations and the whole
Michigan state party, which were pledged
to the Left-Wing Program. And. when
the national convention met in Chicago
in August, 1919, the old Party leader-
ship refused to seat the Left-Wing dele-
gates, finally calling in the Chicago police
to eject them from the hall.

“ But all this made the issue clear, and
also proved that the Left Wing repre-
sented the big majority of the member-
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ship. Therefore, being ejected from the
“regular” convention, the largest group
of Left-Wing delegates met separately
and formed the Communist Labor Party.
Another group of Left-Wing delegates,
who had refused even to attend the “reg-
ular” convention, or even have any deal-
ings with those Left-Wing delegates who
tried to attend, declaring themselves
against so doing as a matter of “princi-
ple.” met in a third hall and formed the

. Communist Party. It is worth note that
two years passed before, in December,
1921, these two Left-Wing parties solved
their guarrel and merged in one party.
Meanwhile, on November 7, 1919, the
repressive “Palmer Red Raids” began,
and both Communist parties were driven
underground.

However, the persistence of social-
democracy's attractive power is worth
mention. In 1920 (of course, with both
Communist parties outlawed). the So-
cialist Party won nearly a million votes,
with Dcbs, a convicted “disloval sedi-
tionist,” remaining throughout the cam-
paign. behind bars in the Atlanta Peni-
tentiary. i

And Debs, although he had exclaimed
to the world: “From the top of my head
to the soles of my feet, I am a Bolshe-
vik I"—nevertheless was not Bolshevik
enough ever to break with the opportun-
jst leadership of the Socialist Party and
go with the Left-Wing majority into
the Communist Party. Like Foster to-
day, Dehs served as a fig-leaf for an
incorrigible reformist bureaucracy. and
his verbal “leftism” was tolerated by
that bureaucracy, in similar fashion as
‘Foster's “léftism” in- words is today tol-
erated by the Dennis bureaucracy, for
that service. Because Debs attracted to
and held within the old reformist Social-
ist Party, thousands of revolutionary
workers who would, otherwise, have been
attracted to the new Communist Party.

This illustrates the difficulties, the time,
the objective developments, and the sub-
jective determination, and the organiza-
tional labor, necessary to bring forth a
revolutionary party, out of a situation
where the leadership of the existing
party is monopolized by an opportunist
bureaucracy. These difficulties were, no
doubt, uppermost in Comrade Foster’s
mind when he declared, with complete
but mistaken assurance, in his August,
1946, talks with me in San Francisco,
that expelled comrades “had no place to
go but to the Trotskyite organization.”

For these difficulties were overcome by
those who formed our present Commu-
nist Party. That success illustrates that
the renovation of 2 party can be done,
in one form or another, by the birth
of a new organization if need be, given
the time and necessary development of
both objective and subjective require-
ments. And these requirements can ma-
ture, after sometime slow beginnings, at
hghfening speed. Only six months after
Lenin’s appeal for a new international
in March, 1919, the new Communist Par-
ty emerged from the battle which had
been slowiy approaching for seven years,
Both Lovestone and Browder smugly
prided themselves on a great majority
support in our Party, but lost that ma-
jority overnight. In the imperialist epoch,
opportunism has a short life.

But the history of the birth of our
Party likewise has a lesson for those
impatient ones who imagine that they can,
like some magician, pull a “new party”
out of their hats, without considering
the party which the past has brought
forth, and without the time and labor
to overcome the difficulties in building
the future out of the present, working
with the material at hand,

Writing in the midst of imperialist -
war (1915), Lenin said that, with that

-war, the socialist movement had “en-
tered a stage of revolutionary action,
and a complete break with opportunism,
the expulsion of the opportunists from
the labor parties, has become imperative.”
Clearly, a similar “imperative” has come
with the ending of the recent anti-Axis
war and the inevitable dissolution of the
wartime “‘coalition” and “national unity"
n this impcrialist conntry.

But, Lenin added, “This outline of the
tasks . . . does not indicate directly how
fast and in what definite forms the proc-
ess of separation of the workers' revo-
lutionar)'_ parties from petty-bourgeois
opportunist parties will take place.” (The
War and the Sccond International, p. 48.)

At the same time he wrote: “The gi-
gantic power of the opportunists and
chauvinists comes from their alliance
with the bourgeoisie” (ibid., p. 43). And

(Cont. p. 28)
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although he wrote (ibid., p. 53.) that:
“The imperialist epoch cannot tolerate
the existence in one party of an ad-
vance guard of the revolutionary prole-
tariat on the one hand, and of the semi,
petty bourgeois aristocracy of the work-
ing class . . . on the other,” he also said
(sbid., p. 37) as regards the German
movement: “As for the creation of a
new organization, time is required; deter-
mination to throw out the old, rotten,
obsolete organization, is required.”
History proved Lenin was right, and
not only about the German movement.
Time was rcquired, and determination,

. too, for years of struggle inside the

parties of the Second International, be-
fore Communist parties of importance
cmerged. Today, of course, objective de-
velopments rush upon us with greater
speed. And today the subjective factor
of determination to “throw out” the olda
the rotten and the obsolete, is the laggard
factor, the principal requirement in at-
taining a truly revolutionary party of the
United States proletariat. In the face of
onrushing crises, the interests of the
workers of the United States demand
that the membership of the CPUSA
sweep away, at once, the old corrupted
leadership, completely.

- And it is not Bolshevism, but Menshe-
vism, which contends that opportunists
must be kept in office because they are
vexperienced.” They are experienced
traitors, experienced bureaucrats.

Neither must there be tolerated the
present widely prevalent use of func-
tionaries who “deteriorate into unprin-
cipled plodders, who blindly and mechan-
ically follow instructions issued higher
up"—(“Democracy in the CPSU,” from
The Communist International, June, 1940),
and become mere time-servers out of
mental laziness and the desire to retain
a comfortable post. Such people prosti-
tute their intellects as apologists and
ideological “night watchmen” for any
and every four-Busher bureaucrat who
climbs mto authority, and must be driv-
en out of their cozy positions with whips
of steel A

Neither, also, does the Party need, in
its leadership, “trade unionists” who are
only trade unionists, but are not thor-
oughbred Communists. ‘Trade-union of-
ficials are, indeed, one of the most dan-
gerous sources of opportunism. More,
the Party has had enough of “leaders”
brought into the top leadership directly,
' and without the tough probation an ordi-
nary worker is supposed to unmdergo,
merely because they are “big names.”
All too often in the past this has been
done with persons whase chief claim to
“fame” was that gained by fighting -the
Party. Budenz stands out as an exam-
ple, but there are others, and from now
on no beautified biography must permit
such people attaining posts of authority
which they by no means deserve.®

#Bob Minor attained fame as a cartoon-
fst. But he was a leading ansrchist who
fought the revolutionary ideclogical con-
cept of the dictatorship of the proletariat
before he came to our Party after “chang-
ing his mind a little” (his own words).
But that it was only “a little” change waa
shown when he threw himself so wholly
into the building of the Lovestone faction
that he was rewarded by being made a top
leader by Lovestone, whom he dropped.
however, to retain his own prestige when
Lovestone was discred'ted. His even greater
promi as ideclogical policeman - for
Browder is too well-known to need com-
ment. But, he is still presented by our
leadership as one of them, and as one to
be honored by the membership.

Elizabeth Curley Flynn has = biography
which should disqualily her as material for
our Nationa)l Board. As agitator for the
I.LW.W. in its and her earlier years, she
served the working class well. For a time.
But in 1916, when s frame-up was engi-
neered (the Masonovitch murder case)
sgainst some iron minera in the Mesaba
Iron Range atrike, Involving three LW.W.
organizers, an well as three humble miners,
a “deal” was arranged secretly between
crooked lawyers and the capitalist court
in Duluth, Minneaota, whereby these Slavic
miners were induced to plead guilty, and
in exchange, the three |.W.W. organizers,
Sam Scarlett, Joe Schmidt and Carlo Tresea,
went free. The humble miners went to
prison. And upon the indignant protest of
Scarlett and Schmidt, “Big Bill" Haywood,
who was incensed at the fact that any
L.LW.W. should ever plead gullty to any-
thing. at the following session of the Gen-
eral Executive Board, took steps to exclude
Flynn from any future activity in the
L.W.W,. for her part in this shameless
wdeal.” (This is all a matter of record. be-
ing told of in Bill Haywood's Book, Inter-
nati;nal Publishers, New York, 1929, pp.
290-2.)

The next year, 1917, when all LW. W,
leaders were ipdicted for t‘geditious con-
spiracy”’—and lster sent to prison—Flynn
and o few other LW.W, “intellectuals™ i
New York., instead of making common
cause with the persecuted, retained their
own attorneys, made separate pless, and,
again, a “deal” was arranged and they did
not even come to trial, while Haywood end
the rest of us were sentenced to Leaven-
worth Penitentiary. v

Granted that old leaders must go, and
that new leaders are needed, the question
remains: how can this be done in the
face of a factional bureaucracy deter-
mined by hock or by crook to cling to
organizational control?

There is a right way and a wrong way
to attain these ends. And, although fac-
tionalism in opposition appears to be most
appealing to many comrades, it is the
wrong answer,

The right snswer is mass criticism
from below; mass control from below.

Mass ecriticism from below should be
encouraged by the topmost leadership.
But even if that is entirely lacking in
this case, or there is only a partial ges-
ture from that quarter, mass criticism
from below, accompanied by mass con-
trol by the Party membership from be-
low, still can be effective against any
opportunist bureaucracy.

Comrade Stalin, who is an inveterate
foe of factions, has many times urged
mass cniticisn and wmass control from
below as the cure for burcaucracy. In
his Tasks of the Youth (Little Lenin
Library, Vol. 27, pp. 23-26), he had the
following to say, in part:

“The Communist bureaucrat is the
most dangerous type of burecaucrat. Why?
Because his bureaucracy is masked by
the title of Party member. And, un-
fortunately, we have quite a number of
such Communist hureaucrats.” (He cites
some examples and then continues.).
“How are we to explain these disgrace-
ful instances of corrurition ‘and moral de- ‘
terioration? By the fact that the monop-
oly of the Party has been carried to ab-
surd lengths, the voice of the rank and
file has been stifled, internal Party democ-
racy destroyed and bureaucracy implanted.

“How is this evil to-be combated? I
think that there is not, nor can there
be, any other way of combating this evil
than by organizing control by the Party
masses from below, and implanting in-
ner-Party democracy. What objection
can there be to rousing the fury of the
Party masses against the corrupt ele-
ments and allowing them to throw these
clements out? There can scarcely be any
objection to that. (My emphasis—HG.)

“] know that in arousing the fury of
the millions against bureaucratic abuses
in our organizations it may sometimes
be necessary to punish some of our com-
rades who have past services to their
credit, but who now suffer from the
malady of bureaucracy. But can this be
allowed to stop our work of organizing
control from below? I think it cannot
and ought not. We must sincerely honor
past services, but for present mistakes
and bureaucracy, it would he well to-give
them a little jolt in the back. How else?
Why not do this, if the good of the
cause demands it? . . .

“Only by shifting the focus of criti-
cism from below can we rely upon bureau-
cracy being successfully combated and
eradicated.

“Hence it is the immediate task of the
Party to wage a relentless war on bureau-
cracy, to oraomize miass criticism from
belowe, to take heed of this criticism when
adopting practical decisions .for the cor-
rection of our shortcomings.” (May 16,
1928.)

Again, in his Mastering Bolshevism,

For years Flynn was passive;

{Il. Then she became one of the directors
of the American Civil Liberties Union, dur-
ing the years when one of its chief “activ-
ities”” was attacking the Soviet Unien for
jts supposed “persecution of political pris-
orers”—that fs, counter-revolutionists of
both Right and “Left,” including Trotsky.
True, she broke with the ACLU in 1937,
over the issue of the defense of Cominunists
in the United States, and in 1938, amid the
fanfare of trumpets, she was brought by

Browder directly into the National Commit-

tee. Yet it iz obvious that anybody like

Flynn, who had saiready in 1910 or earlier,

professed to be a revolutionist, but who took
twenty years—from 1917 teo 1937 —to “dis-
cover” the political value to the working
class of the Bolshevik revolution and the
establishment and role of the Soviet gov-
ernment, is hardly to be acclaimed as &
revolutionist of great vision. Yet she was
not only on Browder's National Board, but
she was retained on the 1945 National Board
in spite of—or perhaps. because—she frank-
Iy confessed that she knows nothing about
theory.

But there §s no such thing as a theoreti-
cal vacuum. If a Party leader does mot
have a Bolshevik theory., he or she has a
theory that is anti-Bolshevik. And Flynn,
as head of the National Women's Depart-
ment, has followed a line of sabotage of
genuine Ce ist work €
adopting as her own the revisionist ‘theory”
of A. Landy, warmed over from Bukhar-
in's original cookery. snd still eponsored
by the Party. Obviously, such persons do
not belong in the Party leadership, if, in-
deed, they belong at all in the Party.

This whole practice of a proletarian par-
ty being so ‘thrilled” every time some
bourgeofs intellectual, “progressive” politi-
cian or former enemy of Communism
speaks 8 kind word for. us, or protests
that we should not be hung but only shot,
that we must rush, in our admiration, to
beg of him or her to please be our leader—
this rotten liberalism must be done away
with—and forever.

Comrade Stalin Has the following to say:

“Some comrades think that people can
only be checked up on from above, when
the leaders check up on subordinates,
on the results of their work. This is
not true. Check-up from above is neces-
sary, of course, as one of the effective
measures for verifying people and check-
ing up the fulfillment of tasks. But veri-
fication from above does not exhaust by
far the whole business of verification.
There is still another kind of verifica-
tion, the check-up from below, in which
the masses, the subordinates, verify the
leaders, point out their mistakes, and
show the way of correcting them. This
kind of verification is one of thé¢ most
effective methods of checking up on peo-
o’ (p. 36).

Factionalism is something entirely dif-
ferent. Once before, when our Party
was led_by the Right Opportunist fac-
tion of Lovestone, and there was an op-
position faction, Comrade Stalin gave
our Party, in his Specches on the Amer-
ican Communist Party, a lecture on the
evils of factionalism. In part, he said:

= “Factionalism weakens the Party spir-

it, it dulls the revolutionary sense and
blinds the Party workers to such an ex-
tent that, in the factional passion, they
are obliged to place the interests of the
faction above the interests of the Party,
above the interests of the working class.

“Factionalism not infrequently brings
matters to such a pass that the Party
workers, blinded by the factional strug-

gle, are inclined fo gauge alt-facts;~all’

events in the life of the Party, not from
the point of view of the interests of the
Party and the working class, but from.
the point of view of the narrow interests
of their own faction, from the point of

. view of their own factional kitchen.

“Factionalism interferes with the train-
ing of the Party in the spirit of a policy
of principles; it prevents the training of
cadres in an honest, proletarian, incor-
ruptible revolutionary spirit; free from
rotten diplomacy and unprincipled in-
trigue. Leninism declares that a policy
based on principles is the only correct
policy. Factionali on . the contrary,
believes that the omly correct policy is
one of factional diplomacy and unprin-
cipled factional intrigue. That is why
an atmosphere of factional struggle cul-
tivates not politicians of principle, but
adroit factionalist manipulators, expers
ienced rascals and Mensheviks, smart in

fooling -the ‘enemy’ and covering up’

traces,

“It is true that such ‘educational’ work
of the factionalists is contrary to the
fundamental interests of the party and
the working class. But the factionalists
do not give a rap for that—all they care
about is theéir own factional diplomatic
kitchen, their own group interests.

“It is, therefore, mot surprising that
politicions of principle and honest prole-
tarian rcvolutionaries, gel mo sympathy
from the factionclists. On the other
hand, factional tricksters and manipula-
tors, unprincipled intriguers and back-
stage wire-pullers and masters in the
formation of unprincipled blocs are held
by them in high homor. . . .

“Weeks and months are wasted lying
in ambush for the factional enemy, try-
ing to entrap him, trying to dig up some-
thing in the personal life of the factional
enemy, or, if nothing can be found, in-
venting some fiction about him. It is
obvious that positive work must suffer
in such an atmosphere, the life of the
Party becomes petty, the authority of
the Party declines and the workers, the
best, the revolutionary-minded workers,
who want action and not scandalmonges-
ing, are forced to leave the Party.”

No, factionalism, the organization of
permanent groups in centers and clubs
outside the Party centérs and clubs, in
duplication of the Party apparatus, with
a program opposed to the Party pro-
gram as basically laid down by the na-
tional convention, with functionaries apart
from the Party functionaries, and the
giving of directives apart from and op-
posed to the directives of the Party or-
gahizations conforming with the Party
Constitution and Party program—in bfief,
the formation of a “party within the
party.” is not the enstoer to the problem
of the purification of e Party leader-
ship ifaced today by the membership of
the CPUSA.

Mass criticism from below, made ef-
fective organizationally by mass control
from belowr, which is the only real an-
swer, is, however, something new for our
Party, somcthing never truly and fully
practiced, even in periods of pre-conven-
tion discussion. Always there have been
some Pecksniffian “rules” imposed, um-
der one excuse or another, to rob it of
its democratic vitality and blunt its or-
ganizational effect, to make the worker,
with his rough but expressive language of
the workshop, feel embarrassed and un-

welcome to speak and speak freely.

Even less are members encouraged to
propose organizational changes among
the Jeadership. Should any individual
member have the temerity to propose that
this or that Party official be sent back
to the work-bench for some outrageous
incompetence, both he and his proposal
are looked upon with indignant horror,
as “anarchistic.” The mutual protection
of a bureaucratic cligue “takes care of”
any incompetent, who, though sometimes
“removed” from a position, turns up in
another, and often a better one, the work
of which be can ruin and sabotage, in
turn. He can repeat this performance
endlessly, without ever being thrown out,
unceremoniously, by the action of the
membership. exercising the right which
belongs to it of control from below.

It is this paralysis of membership ini-
tiative which Comrade Zhdanov was
striking at, when he sharply attacked,
in the 18th Congress of the CPSU—
“the practice of seiting official discipline
up against and higher than Party -disci-
pline, thus demoralizing honest Party
members.”

Party officials are subordinate to “Par-
ty discipline.” They have no right to vio-
late the Constitution or the Party Pro-
gram written basically into the resolu-
tions of the National Conventios. When
they do so violate these, and attempt to
fzapeze their policy. their revisicnist line,
upon the Party, by “setting official dis-
cipline up against and higher than Party
discipline,” it is the right and duty of
every member not only to insist .that
Party Program is higher than official
policy, but that “Party discipline,” en-
forced by “mass control - from below,”
displace such officials.

\What has occasionally been asserted as
an empty abstraction, that Party posi-
tions are the property of the Party, and
not of persons occupying such positions,
must become a living practice. More,
divisions in the Party membership, based
upon class categories, where a socially
elite circle of members whose wealth,

“professional or bourgeois standing, or

leading position in trade unions, sets them
above “ordinary” working-class members
in the esteem of Party officials, and cor-
rupts those Party officials by absorbing
them into such circles, must come to an
end.

There must be no “second class citi-
zens” in our Party, whose opinions, and’
whose right to voice them, are held in-
ferior to those of other individuals be-
canse the latter are lawyers, professors,
union leaders or Party functionaries. If
a worker has something to say, he must
say it. But it must be his own opinion, .
based mpon his own thinking, not the
instructions of 2 faction, neither a sub-
servient parroting of some individual
feader. By thus making “Every tub stand
on its own bottom,” factionalism and
cliqueism is prevented, and a true meas-
ure of every comrade is attained. If a
comrade “has no opinion,” then he lacks
something of being a Communist. As
Maurice Thorez_(Political Affairs, Aug-
ust, 1945, p. 711) said about the Com-
munist Party of France:

“In 1929, fighting a sectarian group
which stifled all political life in the Party
and cut us off from the masses, we car-
ried on, as the old comrades remcmber,
a public campaign under the slogans:
‘Let the mouths be opened! No manne-
quins jn the Pasty!"

There must be an end to obstructing
“rules” put forth under the false ex-
cuse that the bourgeoisie might benefit
{from public and free self-criticism, or
that moldy hobble on criticism that de-

it be “constructive”—meaning in-
oficnsive to the pride and position of
some bureaucrat. Let the workers take
over, and make their own rules on the
spol. Who has a better right, and who
better judgment of what is “construc-
tive”? Remember that Lenin said:

“A revolt is an excellent thing when

- it is the advanced elements that revolt

against the reactionary elements. It is
a good thing when the revolutionary wing
revolts against the opportunist wing. But
it is a bad thing when the opportunist
wing revolts against the revolutionary
wing."—Little Lenin Library, Vol. 29,
p. 42. F

Our Party has already had enough of
that “bad thing.” The “good thing,”
which, in some measure, was started by
the Duclos article in 1945, was aborted
by the chicane of a faction of opportun-
ists who, in effect, successfully revolted
against the revolutionary elements of our
Party. The aborted revolt of the revo-
lutionary elements must now be carried
through, and not only a revolutionary
policy re-established, but its_putting into
practice must be guaranteed by a thor-

(Cont. p. 29)



ough house-cleaning. Comrade Stalin's
words mean exactly what they say. There
must be:

1. A rousing of “the fury of the Party
masscs, against the corrupt elements.”

2. Mass - eriticism from below., ex-
pressed in unrestricted terms, and re-
gardless of the “past services” of some
of those criticized. i
"~ 3. The “organizing of control by the
Party masses from below.” This may, as
precedents have shown, take the form
of temporary “control committees” elccted
by the membership; traditional, when
occasion warranted them, in the CPSU,
and in the German Communist Party
when in the early 1920's the membership
helped clean the Brandler-Thalheimer op-
portunists out of the, Party.® ]

Those political “lawyers”™ who try to
bring in some *'writ of injunction” against
the mass revolt of the membership, must
be shown the door. :

As to objections that such “control
committees” are “illegal,” and wrongly
supplant the “legitimate” so-called “Se-
curity and Review Commissions,” the
answer is plain. The functions of these
commissions have been subverted and
already supplanted by the functioning
of a faction. :

We have already seen how the Cali-
fornia Security and Review Commission
pursued a factional line. The National
Review Commission is evidently no bet-
ter. In The Worker of Deec, 2, 1945,
page 2, there was published the report
of Comrade Saul Wellman for that Com-
mission, which, under the guise of claim-
ing that the Party “needs the experience

and ability” of those pre-Duclos officials.

whom the membership refused to re-elect
in the 1945 convention period, urged that

"these ‘rejected bureaucrats be “placed in

work.” The result was to nullify what
little organizational effect the revolt
against opportunist bureaucrats had at-
tained

One of the basic organizational prin-
ciples of the Party (Article VI, Section
6, Party Constitution) that “All officers
and leading committees . . . shall be
elected,” is thus flouted. And these re-
jected bureaucrats and opportunists have.

heen re-imposed upon the membership.

by co-option. No, the existing Party or-
gans, including the Security and Review

Commissions, are clearly too corrupted
to serve as purifying organs, and are

rather obstacles to be overcome by “con-

trol by the Party masses from below.”

The revolutionary elements in the
CPUSA must feel that they stand in
the foreshadow of such events as de-
mand that they speak NOW and act
NOW, or bear forever the shame and
responsibility of being accessories to
mass starvation, fascism and atomic war,
not to speak of their own personal im-
poverishment, enslavement, torture and
death.

History is a cruel task-master, as we
may learn from the German proletariat,

whose sons and daughters died miser- -

ably, not only in Hitler’s slaughter pens,
but also under Soviet artillery fire, be-
cause their parents found the illusions of
revisionistn comfortable to live with, and
supported actively or passively, those
leaders who, from 1918 to 1933, claimed
they had a painless, easy way to social-
ism, and who howled down as “enemies
of the working class” the Leninists who
called on Germany's workers to drive
out the reformist agents of the bour-
geoisie from their Social-Democratic
Party. These workers, of course, “be-
lieved in” socialism. But they did not
summon up “the determination” to fight
for it, first of all by overthrowing a party
leadership of traitors to their class. The
end we saw in May, 1945. ]

(Postscript: As Lenin wrote in 1915,
so again today, no one can say “how
fast or in what definite forms” the proc-
ess of attaining a. really revolutionary
party in the United States may proceed.
History and its dialectics point to the
inevitability, as well as the necessity, of
struggle within the existing CPUSA,
as the key for such attainment.

-~ “No doubt this wm be attacked as
pressing an " “anarchistic’ ant

_theory. But unless Comrade Stalin is an
*anarchist,” it is no such thing. Criticism
from above, and the purging of corruption
from above is. necessary, too. But when it
docs not serve the Attainment of the de:
sired end, it is not enough. And when it
is absent or the top leadership itself is
corrupt, @ll the more reason for vigorous
and effective control from below. Stalin,
in the speech quoted, spoke of control from
above, of the role of the Central Committee,
and the famous “Workers’ and Peasants’
Inspection,” as both being “very good.™
Nevertheless, he added: “But it is by ne
means enough. Furthermore, it is not the
main thing just mow.” And he added that
to think otherwiss is to “think that only
the leaders possess sxperience in construe.
tive work.”

derahiph-

(The. membership, acting through its
regular Party organizations, fights for
unity on the basis of the Party Ptog'fam.
adopted by the 1945 National Converition
in its convention Resolution and approved
by membership vote, while fully conscious
of the weaknesses of that Resolution as
revealed by time and experience, and
fully determined that a mew comventios
must take account of the niced of strength-
ening the Party Program in a netr reso-
lution. The membership does not fight

to split the Party, but on the contrary, to

keep all members in the existing Party
Clubs and Units, in which “the member-
ship decides questioms itself, and acts
itself.” ;

“(The leadership, which has already in-
troduced the beginnings of a Party split
by expelling those who protested the
leadership’s violation of both the Party
Program and Party Constitution, is

pressing its splitting policy by sending.
. its supporters, organized as a faction,’

into Clubs and Units and committees to

fight those who want umity upon prin-’

ciple and conformity with Party pro-
gram. The leadership claims to defend
“party unity,” but only if the member-
ship accepts the leadership's current prac-
tice of violating Party Program and
Party Constitution. The leadership backs
up its factional supporters with expul-

/ sions against those who insist upon inner-

Party democracy of the kind advocated
and piracticed by Lenin and Stalin.

(One can only conjecture “how fast”
the process unfolds, and in what forms.
Already, it has gone through what, rough-
ly speaking, might be called two inter-
linking phases.

(The first phase, of course with its
background of dialectic development, be-
gan with the January, 1944, adoption of
the “Teheran line” of the Browder-Den-
nis leadership. Membership opposition to
this was marked, passively, by, firstly,
18 per cent of the members “failing”
to enroll in the Communist Political As-
sociation. Secondly, as Comrade Wil-
liamson reported in June, 1945, by the
first five months of 1945, the true indi-
cator of membership, dues payments, had
fallen to a national average of 58 per
cent; in industrial districts, a8 low as 32

per cent. Also, there were some individ-

ual expulsions in this phase, which, again
roughly speakng, ended with the Duclos
exposure. Generally speaking, this could
be compared with the 1912 to 1917 per-
iod in the old Socialist Party, starting
with the expulsion of Haywood and the
mass desertion of members that fol-
lowed.

(The second phase of the inner-Party
struggle, beginning roughly with the 1945
National Convention, exhibited compli-
cations, when the leadership, as a unit,
dumped Browder but clung to official
positions in order to carry on in a more
concealed form, a revisionist line. As
this deceit, at first successful, began to
wear thin, this phase of the struggle
was marked by ‘individual expulsions of
“premature anti-Browderites,” then mass
expulsions, the “reorganization” of many
Clubs and the expulsion of some, with an
increasingly intolerable bureaucratic sup-
presson of Party democracy, as member-
s!np opposition passed over from a pas-
sive to an active form.

(A third phase of the struggle within
the Party, again roughly speaking, opened
with the National Committee meeting of
June, 1947, violating the Constitution by
abolishing the National Convention—un-
der the excuse of “postponing” it—thus
?surping authority by refusal to submit
its mandate to the membership for re-
newal or rejection

(Evidently, the suspension of party
democracy for individuals, and the ex-
pulsion of such individuals as insist upon
it, no longer avails; the leadership thus
suspends the right to party democracy

for all the membership, without excep- \

ﬁon._ Of “democratic centralism,” there
remains only centralism. Under this rigid

‘centralism, the factional bureaucracy may,

or ‘may not, prepare a factional carica-
ture of a “convention,” which would
rubber-stamp its violations of Constitu-
tion and Program and lend false color
to its usurped authority.

(If so, the membership will be:able
to recognize the fraud. Because, in any
case, with or without such a “conven-
tion,” the logic. of its development car-
ries the leadership ever deeper into the
swamp of class collaboration, chauvinist
anti-internationalism, of actual if not
official liquidation-of the Party, in brief,
of lackeydom to imperialism s dceds [of
omission as well as of commission], and
hence into ever sharper conflict with the
proletarian membership, against which
repressive measures must increase. ,

(Objective development may greatly
speed up the ultimate climax of this
struggle, whatever form such climax
may assume. Economic crisis, war, and

—not the least—the inevitable clarify-
ing function of the international Com-
munist Burcau established recently at
Belgrade, can be among these objective
factors. g

(But the development of the subjec-

 tive factor, the determination of the Par-

ty membership to carry through a Party
cleansing from below must be the de-

* cisive element. The Party Clubs, as “the

basic organizations of the Party” [Arti-
cle VI, Party Constitution], have the
power, under the proper functioming of
democratic centralism [summarized *“Je-
gally” in Article IV of the Party Con-
stitution, and elaborated by Lenin, Stalin
and other authorities quoted in this The-
sis] to serve the membership in Earrying
through such Party cleansing. There is
no need for factionalism. But only the
aggressive initiative of the membership,
expressed through its Clubs and such del-
cgate .bodies as they elect, can prevent
the bureaucratic leadership from splitting
the Party with its factional insistence
on rule or ruin to perpetuate revision-
ism. The Party is not growing, but stag-
nating, after two years of this leader-
ship.

(Two facts seem self-evident. The
members of the “old” party are not go-
ing to rush from the “old” bureaucracy
to any “new" bureaucracy merely out of
boredom with the “old” one. Likewise,
the first and faintest atiempts to carry on
“practical work” without paying “any at-
tention” to the “old” party, will run
head-on into the insoluble contradiction
of (1) either falling into step with the
members and sympathizers of the “old”
‘party in the carrying through of revi-
sionist policies, or (2) conducting a ter-
rific struggle for leadership of the masses
as against such members and sympathiz-
ers of the “old” party; members and sym-
pathizers whom these unrealistic tacti-
cians have imagined they could “ignore,”
and thus left under revisionist ideological
control. D]

(It is also ohvious that such an at-
tempt to “skip over” the difficulties of
struggle inside the “old™ party, merely
transfers the struggle from the field
where ideological clarification prinrily
belongs, to the trade unions and other
non-party organizations, where factional
struggle without the necessary prelim-
inary and legitimate struggle inside the
Party, can ensue, and with harmful con-
sequence ‘to proletarian unity and prole--
tarian ingerests, - g

(Dogmatic and sectarian rigidity is
thus out of place, as always.- And this,
of course equally applies to any con-
trary theory. For it is obvious that, in
the latter phases of the struggle, if and
when mass expulsions of Clubs and other

subordinate bodies as well as of individ- '

uals, can possibly force the formation of
more than embryonic, but still minority,
opposition organizations, flexibility in or-
Ranizational questions is imperative,

(But whatever organizational forms
thus result from the insistent splitting
policy of the bureaucratic leadership, they
must remain for a period as clearly
provisional bodies, dedicated primarily
to winning to their side the majority
of the membership and unifyving the Par-
ty membership against the revisionist
elements. - Events then take their logical
course. But only after the basic issues
have been thoroughly clarified for all
members, when it is clear to all that the
“new” organization offers revolutionary
workers what the “old” one rejects, and
gives them the democracy in choosing
leadership and program denied to them
in the “old" organization, can any final
organization be constituted. And even
then, its policy must include friendly ap-
peals to the proletarian elements remain-

ing in the “old” party, for united action .

in common struggle. Not one single hon-
est worker must be left under revisionist
leadership.)

Let every single Party member stand
on his or her two feet and speak frank-
ly and fearlessly what he or she thinks.
This is mass criticism from below.

“What is there wrong,” said Stalin, in
his 1929 fight azainst the Right Danger
in the CPSU, “about district meetings of
active members of the Moscow organiza-
tion demanding that an end be put to
the mistakes and vacillations? Is not our
work governed by the slogan—self-crit-
icism from below ?” (Leninism, p. 86).

This “revolt of the revolutionary cle-
ments” is nol against Party program,
but a revolt against the lcadership which
has sabotaged Party program and re-
iused to carry out the plain and written
resolutions of the National Convention.
No comrade can be allowed to sit silent
and “abstain” from “taking sides.” Neither
can the excuse be accepted that they are
“intimidated.” In the Party, there are
Communists, not cowards: Communists
who have enlisted in the struggle to
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overthrow capitalism. And shall they,
then, shrink in fear from the much easier
task of “overthrowing” a miserable petty
bureaucrat? Tomorrow, these Commu-
nists will lead the masses in clashes with
the capitalist police on the picket line.
Shall it be said, then, that today, how-
cver, they are to cringe in fear before the
frown of a Club organizer? -

Such a ‘“revolt of the revolutionary .
elements” will be, naturally, looked. upon
with utter horror by the bureaucratic
opportunists against whom it is directed,
and who, until this revolt occurs, have
everything very "orderly.” Like the Ger-
man revisonists who cried at Liebknecht,
and the Mensheviks who screamed -at
Lenin, they will howl—“Anarchists!” -

Let them howl. Remember that this is
a struggle to throw the ideology of the
bourgeoisie, and those who act as its
agents, out of the Party of the proleta-
riat. That it is, theréfore, a part of the
class war which must go on until a “revo-
lutionary order” is established, with the
proletariat ruling not only its own Party,
but all society. Not without reason- did
Marx say:

“You will have to go through fifteen,
twenty or even fifty vears of civil and
international war, not only to change
relationships, but also to change your own
selves, to render yourselves fit to assume
the political reins.”

Nor must thé crafty words of the
opportunist elcments be allowed to argue
that those who have already deceived
and misled. the Party twice, be given
“another chance” on the theory that, by
“ideological efforts” theév can live down
their mistakes. This is Foster's “theory”
of conciliation with the Right. Stalin, in
his Foundations of Lcninism (Chapter
VIII, Section 6), warns us against this:

“The theory of ‘overcoming’ these op-
portunist elements by ideological efforts
within the Party; the theory of ‘living
down’ these elements within the con-
fines of a single Party, are bad and
dangeérous theories that threaten to re-
duce the Party to paralysiQ and chronic
infirmity, that threaten to abandon the
Party to the corrosive influence of op-
portunism, that threaten to leave the pro-.
letariat without a revolutionary, Party,
that threaten to deprive the proletariat
of its stoutest weapon in the fight against
imperialism.” TTo8

No, every single one of the opportun-
ist bureaucrats must be-kicked out of our
Party, and the conciliators. thrown after
them. Because, what Comrade Stalin told
our Party in 1929, when he urged us to
“set about cleaning the Communist Party
of Right and conciliator elements, who
objectively represent the agency of So-
cial-Democracy within the ranks of the
Communist Party,” is more true and
more urgent than at that time:

“And we must set about this matter, .
not at the usual pace, but at-an accel-
erated pace, for, I repcat, time does mot
wait, and we must not allow events to
catch us unawares” (Speeches om the
American Communist Party, p. 34).

Already, the year before that, in 1928,
and during his fight against the Bu-
kharin-Rykov “Right” group in the
CPSU, Comrade Stalin had said:

“Under capitalist conditions, the Right

Deviation in Communism . . . is a ten-
dency on the part of a section of Com-
munists to depart from the revolutionary
line of Marxism in the direction of So-
cial Democracy. . . .
. “A victory of the Right Deviation in
the Communist Parties in capitalist coun-
tries would mean the ideological collapse
of the Communist Parties and an enor-
mous -accession 'of strength to Social-
Demoeratism. And what does an enot-
mous accession of strength to Social-
Democratism mean? It means the
strengthening and consolidation of capi-
talism, for Social-Democracy is the main
prop of capitalism in the working class.
Hence a victory of the Right Deviation
in the Communist Parties in capitalist
countries would add to the conditions nec-
essary for the prescrvation of capital-
ism” (Leninism, pp. 78-79).

Therefore, the necessity to clean the
CPUSA of “Right and conciliatory ele-
ments,” thoroughly and finally, if our
Party is to lead the American proletariat
to the ultimate goal of 2 Socialist
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I.

PREFACE

Class Struggle Abandoned

The basic cause of the revision-
ism that so terribly infects the
Communist movement today is the
-same as it has always been. It is
the inability of the reformists to
think in terms of “for what class.”
In short, the policy of the Com-
munist Party is not due to the
weakness of one or another of its
leaders but to their abandonment
of the very starting point is of
Marxism itself, namely, the class
struggle.

Every action of the Communist
Party reflects this. The Party
tails after Henry Wallace, Philip
Murray, the late Sidney Hillman,
Roosevelt, or any other spokesman
of the liberal and petty bourgeoisie
because it has no Marxist policy of
its own and no orientation. The
present leadership of the Com-
munist Party, for this reason,
fears nothing more than discussion
based on any of the revolutionary
classics of Marxism. Their attempt
to hide the Marxist classics from
the membership of the Party and
the working class; their contempt
for theory generally; the failure
of the Daily Worker, in spite of
repeated requests, to publish
analyses based on Marxism; the
most shameful political forgeries
in which Lenin, the leader of the
proletarian revolution, is portray-
ed as the “Russian Roosevelt”;
the portrayal of the alliance be-
tween the proletariat and the poor
peasantry of Russia as the same
as the coalition with the bour-
geoisie that took place under Roo-
sevelt and Browder—all these are
additional evidence that the rene-
gade leaders of the Communist
Party of the U.S. have forgotten
what the simple Russian peasant-
soldier in, “The Ten Days That
Shook The World”, knew:

“The soldier scratched his head.
‘T can’t account for it at all,” he

his intellectual processes. ‘To me
it seems perfectly simple—but
then, I'm not well educated. It
seems like there are only two
classes, the proletariat and the
bourgeoisie . . .’

“‘There you go again ‘with your
silly formula! cried the student.

“¢...only two classes,” went on
the ‘soldier, doggedly. ‘And who-
ever isn’t on one side is on the
other . . .’”

This simple truth—‘“only two
classes and whoever isn't on one
side is on the other” —was too
much for the clever reformists of
the Second International and it is
again today too much for the
clever reformists of the U.S. Com-
munist Party.

I 1L Spontanelty —-

Root of Opportunism,

As one studies the whole period
through which the Party has just
come, one question looms larger
‘and larger. How did we, with. the.
‘exception of Comrade Foster, ac-

‘kism? How was it possible for the

said, grimacing with the pain of -
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thousand of members  who had
read the Marxist classics to ac- (Kautsky—quoted ibid.—p. 40)

cept a theory which was in direct

opopsition to every Marxist-Lenin-
ist precept? -How could a Party
which only fifteen years ago had
defeated and repudiated Love-
stoneism accept its twin brother
so easily? How did our National
Committee, all of whom had stu-
died Marxism deeply, all choose
Browderism over Marxism when.
offered the choice by Foster at the
January 1944 Plenum?

“Talism” or Economism -

Stalin gives the key to the an-

swer in “Foundations of Lenin-
ism”: “The theory of spontaneity
is the theory of behtt]mg the role
of the class conscious element in
the movement, the ideology of
'dlaggmg at the tail,’ of ‘khovost-
ism’ the logical basis of all op-
portunism.” (Leninism, Vol. 1, p.
29.) Lenin in his famous and un-
fortunately little read work,
“What is to Be Done,” gives a full
analysns of spontaneity or econom-
ism. The workers and the people
generally are forced to enter into
struggles with the capitalists to
protect their immediate interests.
These struggles are struggles of a
trade union nature for wages,
hours, conditions, etc. These strug-
gles are spontaneous struggles be-
cause, in the words of Lenin, “the
‘workers were not, nor could they
be conscious of -the jrreconcilable
glr_xt_am of their interests to
the whole of the modern political
and social system, i.e., it was not yet
Social-Democratic consciousness. . .
This consciousness could only be
brought m_without.”
(What is to Be Done—p. 32.) Fur-
ther, “modern Socialist conscious-
ness can arise only on the basis of
profound scientific knowledge. The
vehicles of science are not the pro-
letariat but the bourgeois intel-
ligentsia . . . the task of Social-

Democracy is to imbu e-
tariat with the consciousness
its ition and the sciousness

of its tasks. There would be no
need for this if consciousness source
emerged from the class struggle.”

cept Browder’s notorious revision-

From this Lenin goes on to draw
the conclusions. ‘“Then the only
choice is either bourgeois or so-
cialist ideology. Hence to belittle
socialist ideology in any way, to
deviate from it the slightest
degree means strengthening bour-
geois ideology.” (ibid, p. 40)
“Hence our task, the task of So-
cial-Democracy is to combat Spon-
taneity, to divert the labor move-

ment within its spontaneous trade

unionist _striving from unde e

wing of the bourgeoisie and to
bring it under the wing o u-
tiona - (ibid,
p. 41)

In the balance of my thesis I
will quote more extensively from
“What is to Be Done.” Now, how-
ever, I wish to include from His-
tory of the CPSU the estimate of
this great work. “The historic
significance of this celebrated book
lies in-the fact that in it Lenin:

“1, For the first time in the his-
tory of Marxist thought laid bare

the ideoloeical -

ism, showing that they prmmpally

consisted in worshipping the spon-

tancous workine elass-movement

and belittline the role of Socialist

consciousness in the working-class

movement

“2. Brought out the great impor-
tance of theory, of consciousness,,
and,of ‘the Party as a revolutioniz-
ing and guiding force of the spon-
tanous working-class movement ;

“3. Brilliahtly substantiated the
fundamental Marxist theory that a
Marxist Party is a union of the
working-class movement with So-
cialism:

“4. Gave a brilliant exposition of
the ideological foundations of a
Marxist Party.

“The theoretical theses expound-
ed in ‘What is to Be Done’, later
became the foundation of the ideol-
ogv of the Bolshevik Party.”
(CPSU—p. 38)

American Trade Union History
Confirms Lenin

. The history of the. American

working-class movement gives

convincing proof of the principles

Marxist idgology.

outlined by Lenin. The spontane-
ous struggles of the American
workers agamst the capitalists
(trade union struggles) have been
more bitter and bloody than in any
country except Tsarist Russia.
Haymarket, Molly McGuire, Hom-
stead, Pullman,' Ludlow, Memorial
Day massacre, the Western Fede-
ration of Miners struggles, the
Great Steel Strike, the Auto Sit-
downs, are but a few of the many
great atruggles wage by the work-
ers against their bosses and the
government. The struggle for the
eight hour day, which was begun
in America served as one of the
main slogans upon which the Bdl-
sheviks won Socialism in Russia.
Yet with all this background of
miiltant trade union strugg_le, the
American working class is the
least class conscious, the least so-
cialist conscious in the world. If
there were any doubt that the
spontaneous struggles of the work-
ers cannot lead them to Socialist
consciousness, then the history of
the American Labor movement
should give a final answer.

Tailism in CPUSA

~ Is the thesis that spontaneity
is logical basis of all opportunism
confirmed by the facts in Brow-
ders revisionism? Let us examine
our Party’s role in the past. :
The Communist Party of the
United States has participated in
many great struggles. Let us list
some. We participated and played
a leading role in the textile, mari-
time, garment, fur, electrical, auto,
steel, coal, and many other union
struggles. We led the great un--
employed struggles in the 30’s. We
organized and pioneered the fight
for Negro rights. We led the fight
for collective security and against
fascism. We can justly be proud
of our role in defending the day-
today interests of the working
class and the people against ca-
pitalism. This is true. Did we,
however, in these struggles make
the workers conscious of the “ir-
reconcilable antagonism of their
interests to the whole of the mo-
dern political and social system”
or not? Did not these struggles
become ends in themselves rather
than levers to make the working
class socialist conscious? Did we
not participate in the workers
struggles as champions of trade
unionism (economism) rather than
as champions of socialism? A few
examples will sufflce The lack
of class consciousness of workers
even in the: Furrier’s Union is a
good illustration. The struggle
for a new contract (which is im-
portant) became an end in itself.
The secondary role of the Party
branch whose members ‘became, in
Communist-led unions, simply ac-
tives for the leadership is another
example. The promotion of the
best forces of the Party to union
work rather than the best union
forces to Party work was another
illustration of the economist role
played by our Party. It was this
absorption in the practical day-to-
day trade unionist tasks which was
the basis for the acceptance of
Browderism in the Party. The
ideology of trade-unionism, bour-
geois ideology, conquered Socialist-

END ITEM
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. available

Cont. from p. 1

(C) an initial summation of the
CPUSA's historical development of po-
litical line on three major questions
facing the communist movement :

i) Trade union work - factory
nuclei and trade union fractions;
ii) Black National Question -
Marxism-Leninism versus revision-
ism;
4ii) United Front - right opport-
uniism, the path to social-democracy.

(D) Suggested bibliography of im-
portant readings from the internation-
al and U.8, communist movements.

Issue No.2 of COMMUNIST LINE pre~
sents for study and investigation sev-
eral historical documents which have
long been suppressed. These can give
comrades a beginning grasp of the na-
ture of the struggles we face today,
how they are part of the whole history

~ of the struggle for socialism in the

U.S., and how the revisionist forces
who are "getting togethep" today also
have a long standing place in history.
The documents we are producing ave:

(A) Selections from various articles
from the Communist Political Associa-
tion, formed in May 1944 as a "politi-
cal-educational association' to meet
the needs of the "new" conditions of
post-war U.5. imperialism.

(B) "On the Dissolution of the Com-
munist Party of the U,S.A." by Jacques
Duclos (selections), an investi-
gation carried out by the Communist
Party of France as to the reasons for
the dissolution of the CPUSA; publish-
ed in the New York WORKER on 5/27/45,
only after the CPA learned that, if
they did not publish it, the NEW YORK
TIMES intended to publish it in their
columns ,

_(C) "The Struggle Against Opportun-
18 1n the Labor Movement — fouv.a
Socfalist United States" by William

F. Dunne (selections), a founding and
charter member of the Party and a
candidate member of the Executive
Committee of the Communist Interna-
tional.

(D) "The Crisis in the CiP.U.B.AM
by Harrison George (selections), who
served as editor-in-chief of the
DAILY WORKER for several years and
was a founding and charter membep of
the Party. with great. tenacity
Harrison George carried out the
struggle upholding Marxism-Leninism
in the face of expulsion and the sort
of character assassination used by
opportunists to squelch principled
attacks ~ even during the last years
of his life when a painful heapt
condition only allowed him to work
for short periods of time,

(E) "The Fight Against Revisionism
in the U.S. Communist Party" by Burt
Sutta,(selections) a member of the

New York section of the Party, also ex-

pelled for struggling against the un-
principled reconstitution of the Party.

(F) Selected statements and analysis
of the CPUSA from the Communist Intep-
national , Comrade Stalin, and the
Chinese Communist Party.

While we wished to republish the
George, Sutta and Dunne articles in
thelr entirety, the combined length
made it prohibitive to supply-them to
the movement in an inexpensive form
(however, we will make zerox copiles
at cost plus mailing to any
who request it), therefore, we had to
select those passages which seemed to
give the clearest view of the nature
of the struggle that took place, It
is important to note that these arti-
cles were all written after Browder
had been expelled from the Party, the
CPA dissolved, and the CPUSA reconsti-
tuted,

In September of 1946 the National
Board of the Communist Party expelled
Vern Smith, Ruth McKenny, Bruce Minton
and William F, Dunne for "left-sectap-
ianism"; subsequently, Harrison George,
Burt Sutta and many others were also
expelled on the same basis. Essen-
tially, this "leftism" was the unwill-
ingness to white-wash the reconstitu=
tion of the CPUSA on the very same
foundation as its dissolution 14
months earlier, for in fact only
Earl Browder, William Browder and A,
Heller were expelled from the CPUSA in
1946 for their "revisionist factional-
iﬂm"o

There were actually only two mem-
bers of the Central Commlttee who
openly opposed the revisionists!' po-
licies, and only one who principly
opposed the call for the dissolution
of the party. That Marxist-Leninist
was not William Z, Foster, but Sam
Darcy, a long-time Communist from
Pennsylvania who had waged a battle
against opportunism in the CPUSA,
and against Browder's clique, from
as early as 1934; Foster was the only
other member who spoke up at this time
but his opposition was a mixture of
luke-warm conciliationism and innep-
circle factionalism. 1In fact, it was
Foster who led the drive and headed
the committee which expelled Darcy
for his principled opposition to the
liquidation of the Cummunist Party.
Foster withdrew his stand against the
revisionists' political line when
threatened with expulsion, But, as
the Duclos letter points out, not
once in his letter of January 20, 1944,
did Foster oppose the liquidation of
the Communist Party.

Thirty years ago Marxist-Leninists
in the CPUSA took up the struggle
against modern revisionism which had
consolidated its control of the
Communist Party, had dissolved the
Party on clearly opportunist political
and theoretical justifications and
had abandoned the international work-
ing class to the whims of U.S. imper-
ialism, '

It is no accident that modern
revisionism arose in the United
States, the heartland of imperialism,
where a small stratum of the working
class has been byibed with the super-
profits resulting from imperialist
plunder. Communists in the U:B,
have a special responsibility and
duty to struggle resolutely against
opportunism and to smash modern pe-
visionism. All genuine Marxist-
Leninists must grasp the profound
importance of Lenin's statement that,
"the fight against imperialism is a
sham and humbug unless it 1e ingep~
arably bound up with the fight againet
opportuniem” (IMPERTALISM, THE HIGH-
EST STAGE OF CAPITALISM, FLP, 1969,
p. 153), ;

Marxist-Leninists must wage a
vigorous struggle against modern re-
visionism, the ideology and political
line of the bourgeoisie in the com-
munist movement. In order to unite
on the basis of correct proletarian
ideology and political line to take
up the task of reconstituting a gen-
uine vanguard party of the proletariat
this struggle must be waged. In ordepr
to lead the proletariat and all ex-
ploited and oppressed peoples of this
country in proletarian revolution and
the establishment of the dictatorship
of the proletariat, this struggle
must be won,

Guided by Marxism-Leninism-Mao
Taetung Thought, we can wage a suc-
cessful and effective campaign against
modern revisionism. The history of
the two-line struggle in the U.S,
communist movement teaches us that
there is nothing "new" about modern
revisionism, nor is thepe anything
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"new" about the communist movement .,
Throughout the history of the revolu-
tionary struggle, Marxist-Leninists
have had to wage an unrelenting cam-
paign against opportunism of all hues

and shades.
Thirty years hawve elapsed since

the great victory over fascism, a
victory shared by many countries and
peoples of Europe, Asia, Africa,
Oceania and America, And thirty
years have elapsed since modern pe-
visionism emerged openly in the inter-
national communist movement with the
dissolution of the Communist Party
of the U,S.A. in May, 1944, The
dissolution of the CPUSA came about
by the development and consolidation
of class collaborationist policies and
activities, These policies and agcti-
vities stemmed from an opportunistic
application of the United Front
strategy, a distortion of Dimitrov's
line at the Seventh Congress of the
Communist International which in no
sense called for an alliance with
the bourgeoisie for the communist
movement in the United States, as

was put forward by the CPUSA,

When extended into the post-war
period, without the recognition of
either the Incorrectness of this line
or the fact of the defeat of fascism,
these policies and activities amount-

.ed to nothing less than the re-emep-
gence of social-democracy in a new
form,

Today modern revisionism is
social-democracy in the revisionist
parties in the capitalist countpries
and is social-faseism and social-
imperialism where it has seized state
power. Parties like the CPUSA, which
uphold modern revisionism, assist the
policies and activities of the
Brezhnev-led revisionist clique in
the USSR and around the world,

All genuine Marxist-leninists must
take up the study and investigation
of the nature and historical roots
of modern revisionism, so that it
may be smashed in the forms in which
it appears today,

In order that comrades may better
struggle against opportunism on the
theoretical front, it is necessary
to study struggles waged by our
comrades in the past against the
same enemies we face today. We must
analyze the history of how modern re-
visionism arose, what stages it has
gone through in its development and ,
from this knowledge, examine the forms
of modern revisionism we are strugg-
ling against today.

Lenin stated clearly that only on
"a granite foundation of theory" can
a vanguard party of a new type be
built which will lead the proletariat
in "the seizure of political power
by revolutionary violence to over-
throw the dictatorship of the
bourgeoieie and establish the die«
tatorship of the proletariat so as
to achieve communiem",

This means making a systematic and
thorough study of the situation
around usj study the history of the
proletariat in all levels of exis-
tence and study the practical pro-
blems of oupr revolution using the
basic principles of

SMASH OPPORTUNISM!

UPHOLD MARXISM-LEN a
THOUGHT ! INISM-MAO TSETUNG

GACRGETICALLY STUDY, INVESTIGATE AN
PPLY THE THEORY oF 'maxxsm-f?m?sg-
MAO TSETUNG THOUGHT TO THE CONCRETE

PRACTICE OF REY
STATES | OLUTION IN THE UNITED
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