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Party

Unity

Can Be Achieved

By PHIL BART

AS THE CONVENTION draws near, there is grow-
ing recognition of a sharpening crisis in our Party. Find-
ing a solution out of this crisis becomes the paramount
isstie before us.  Either we resolve our problems and move
ahead, or come out of the convention split and even fur-

ther weakened. This will require
more than routine measures. It
meany acquainting the whole or-
ganization with the severity: of
the crisis and a struggle for the
unity of the Party.

Our Emhiems grow out of
profound ehanges taking place
in the whole Marxist movement,
Thev are accentuated by the
mistiekes of our own Party over
the past vears.

The Resolution of the XXth

Congress of the Communist Party —

of the Soviet Union has been of
considerable value to our Party.
But that congress, besides exam-
ining national and international
events, also gave an estimate of
the period ot Stalin’s leadership.
More precisely, it revealed a
series of dastardly acts which
have tuken place over two de-
cades. This revelation has had a
diamatic impact on our Party., A
long-standing desive to re-assess
many established ideas and prac-
tices wus accelerated as a result.
°

IMPACT OF TWENTIETH
CONGRESS

We had been trained over
yieurs to accept uncritically every
proposition by Stalin, A Jarge
Bodv of that thought has proven
W be valid. NMuch of it, as indi-
cated at the XXth Congress, was
not. But such a revelation was
bound to have a sharp impact’
on us. It raised the question of
redssessing many prineiples long
unquestioned. It stimulated the
need of developing a scientific
approach o questons  which
heretofore were accepted un-
eriticallv. Without searching for
fucts—without examining them
and testing them in experiences,
the conclusions become sierile,
divoreed from the realities. This
expliins the desire to seriously
rethink many questions which
lieretolore were undisputed,

A generation of Marxists had
been ruised with the belief that
Stalin represented the embodi-
ment of nealy all the thought
and  expevience of Marxism-
Leninism. To question any of
his propositions was to place in
ghestion a large body of scien-
tific theory. That tremendous
achievements were made under
Stalin’s  leadership is already
establislied by the history of the
Jast three decades. But a full and
ohjective  evaluation will only
take place in years to come,

it was under these conditions
that we started our discussion,
It was bound to have a strong
influence on it, although we
must state that many questions
were raised._by us belore the
20th Congress, Chief among
tliem was an effort to develop
a program based on an Ameri-
ean road. to socialism, peaceful
transforination, co-existence as
the roud to peace, etc.

The assessment of the role of
Stalin hus bad a profound effect
on our piganization. Some began
o question the whole body of
Marxist-Leninist theory El.ll(i its
advance to socialism. To most
it has raised the need of a re-
view of much of our past think-
ing. Some raised the need of a
critical reviesy of every phase
ob our movement’s development.
Others have raised, in my opin-
ien correetly, the need of a
eriticad  reevalugtion  which

should lead to some hindamen-
tal changes i our organization
and program. It seems o me
that the overwhelming majority
seek such a reexanmation, to
find new solutions to new prob-
lems, in the present period. Very
few desire to hold ou to the old
without any change. ~

Such “examinations will re-
quire a protracted and sharp ex-
change ol opinjpus. It cannot be
resolved in one swoop. We can-
not resolve all of our problems
by the convention. It will take
time. It requires lesting many
new ideds in life and learning to
make changes as a result ol ex-
perience. It is wrong to throw
out the whole body of old and
tested theory and veplace it with
new. It requires a combination
of both.

The discussion has now pro-
ceeded for nearly a vear. TThe
National Committee has held a
number of meetings and present-
ed its position in wany docu-
ments, Among them the Dennis
report (April), the Diatt Res-
olution (September), the Open
Letter ou Hungary (November),
and ®he dralt constitution (De-
cember). These documents had
majority  support. In  addition
many individual opinions were
expressed by members of the
N.C. However, from time to
time we observed in individual
writings a wide disparity  be-
tween the vole um# opinions
expressed in articles.  This is ex-
pected i a situalion sech as

By JOIIN HELLMAN
BUTTLE, Mont.
Some of our mistakes and
weakneses are the resuit of
failing to understand and
apply concepts of scientific
socialism which are still
very much valid, I would like
diseuss  what [ consider to
be three of these, while com-
menting on past work among
farmers; (1) the need lor furm-
labor unity; (2) the coneept thit
principles can conflict and that
certain principles must take pre-
cedent over others: and (3) the
ebb and flow of the movement
and its effect on our tactics.
Lenin emphasized the family-
type farmer as a main ally of
the working cluss. Neglect of
the farm question has long been
a weakness of our Party’s work.
The present Dralt Resolution
continues this weakness. It cor-
rectly devoles a section to our
bast work in the trade union
ield, and a section to our work
in relation o the strnggles of the
Negro people. But there is no
section on our work among the
farmers, There should be.
LEFT-SECTARIANISM
IN FARM WORK :
A reyiew of our work among
progressive faymers shows that
we encouraged left-scctarian ap-
proaches. Progressive activity
among members of bwo major
farm organizations (Crange and
Farm Bureau) was almost noth-
ing. The historic attitude of Com-
minists and progressives in writ-

About This Bulletin

This bulletin.will appear every
two weeks until the national
conyention in February, We
urge members of the Commu-
nist Party to write articles and
letters giving their views in the
Party discussion. It should be
borne in mind that this phase
ol the pre-convention discussion
is hased on the draft resolution
issued by the National Com-
mittee.

The deadline for articles for
each issue is two weeks beltore
publication date. If at all pos-
sible, ‘manuscripts should- he
typed (double space).

MAXIMUM LENGTH FOR
ARTICLES WILL BE 2,500
WORDS, though the shorter the
better. Every effort will be made
to have each issue present vary-
ing points of view, cover a va-
riety of topics and represent dif-
ferent parts of the country.

Articles must receive some
identification. They must be sent

* through district offices with an

accompanying note from the
district (or from the section in
cases where the sections are far
from the district headquarters).

Copies of resolutions adopt-
ed by clubs, sections, districts,
ete. should be sent in the same
way as articles. Many of these.
will. be printed. Suggested
amendments to the draft resolu-
tion should likewise be sent to
the Discussion Committee. These
too will be printed when of
general interest.

Address all mail and material
to Discussion Commitlee, 101
LW. 16th St., New York 11, N.Y.J

‘we have now.
be otherwise.
What I want to stress is not

It could hardly

" the differences, but the harden-

ing of lines. That is dangerous.
It can lead to factionalism, Such
a situation can be harmful at the
convention—can leave our Parly
sharply split.  Differences of
opinion following the convention
(Continued on Page 5)

FARM ACTIVITY EX

ing off these organizations as
“too reactionary and hopeless”
still continues. But as long as
thousands of working farmers
belong to these organizations,
we must not neglect efforts to
influence them.

Among Farmers Union mem-
bers we supported and tried to
help build a Progressive Party
when a few were for it. We en-
couraged progressives lo fight
for unpopular resolutions on the
Marshall Plan, Point Four, East-
West trade, recognition of Peo-
ples China, the rearmament of
CGermany and Japan, or on the
Korean War. :

The progressive and center
Farmers Union forces were for-
merly dead set on attacking
progressives. They did so lurge-
ly to the extent that progressives
attempted to harness the organi-
zation with a program which
the center forces felt- would
make them vulnerable to the re-
actionary offensive or would re-
sult in a partial loss of mass
base. It is not a simple question
of who was right or wrong on
issues, We were wirong il we
supported tactics that isolated
progressives from the:rank and
file farmers. Fe

When 1:rogressivés suffered
defeat and isolation we con-
soled them with pthe thought
that principled guestions were
invoived and that they were
being principled, But we failed
to see that principles can con-
flict. In advancing one principle,
another can he violated. Oppo-

AMINED

IT SEEMS TO ME

By EUGENE DENNIS
Profound questions con-
front our Communist Party.

They have been generated
by the big changes in the
world, as well as by the re-
pressive blows of the cold war
decade, by our past mistakes,
and by the severe impact of the
Stalin ‘revélations and. the grave
events in Hungary,

It seems to me that we can
find correct answers to the vital
questions which we face onlyicn
l\w. basis of a collective under-
standing of the way things are,
and the direction in which they
are moving,

Nany issues are open to dis-

pute, and many facts are sub-
ject to more than one interpreta-
tion, But it seems to me that
there are al Jeast several basic
truths, some of which are ont-
lined in the Dralt Resolution
and are self-evident. If these are
borne in mind, I helieve they can
provide the framework and a
sound approagh for resolving a
liost of guestions, controversial
and otherwise:
THE STATE OF THE UNION
At this moment over-all pro-
duction, employment and wages
in the U. S. are at an all-time
high. .
BUT—we still have poverty,
unemplovment, and a rising cost
of living in the midst of plenty.
Millions ol Americins, and es-
pecially millions of Negro Amer-
s are ill-fed, ill-clothed aud
ill-hioused; and the factors mak-
ing tor a depression are still at
work. _
Automation and atomic energy
create added material conditions
for a more abundant life for all,
BUT—this staguering technol-
ogical advance does not fove-
shadow a second industrial rev-
olution, nor bring capitalism: o
second blooming, nor resolve the
crisis-breeding contradictions in-

siticn o German  rearmament
is. a principled question but if
activity on this question is car-
ried on in such a way that it iso-
lates progressives from fellow
farmers then a [ar more import-
ant principle has been yiolated—
the principle of maintaining con-
tact and influence with the peo-
ple. Big principles must have
priority. over little principles;
and long-range principles must
never be violated for the sake
of short-range principles. Much
of our membership and leader-
ship failed to understand this.

Clearing up these points on
principle are important because
s0 olten when there was resist-
ance Lo a proposed tactic, some
full-time bureaucrat would twist
an arm with the argument that
“principle s involved.” The
bureaucrat was technically cor-
rect, but failed to see all of the
principles involved and which
was most important,

Two very big and very long-
range principles have been fre-
quertly violated (and still are)
for lesser principles, These are
the principles of maintaining ties
with the masses and of farm
(or labor, or Negro) unity.

People without mass ties are
nothing  politically and cannot
influence the course ol evenls,
How well the class enemy knows
this. Nor does this require an
opportunist avoidance of  hot
questions. But if there is serions
doubt about a lactic it is better
to be cautious. The respect of

(Continued on Page 5)

herent in the profit system,

The' unity, heroism, and or-
ganizational know-how of the
Negro people and their great
libevation movement are elec-

trilying the nation. :
BUT—it will take many gigarn-

tic struggles to abolish segregn-

tion, diserimination, and the en-

EUGENE DENNM:,

tire jimcrow system, to realico
all that the Negro people sirive
for in their inspiring slogai
“I'ree by '63.”

The AFL-CIO merger Las
enormously  increased the
strength and the potential povir
ol American labor,

BUT—two-thirds of Americ.'s
workers have yet to be orcan-
ized especially in the Decp
South. Within labor's new Lo e
sounedl union policies, includ™«
tracdle union democracy and &n
end to wage differentials und (o
racial and political’ diserimin:
tion—must still be fought for and
wor,

The American people hive
demonstrated their deep devo-
tion to the Bill of Rights.

BUT—greater - understanding,
organization, and unity ae
needed to end the witch-hurt,
eradicate Eastlandism and Mc-
Carthyism, and wipe all repres-
sive legislation from the statuie
books. ’

Crowing numbers of pz ce-
loving Americans, heartened by
the Geneva accord, urge a hin
on the testing of nuclear wein-
ons, seek new approaches to tie
problem of universal disarmic-
ment, and hope for an end to tiie
cold war,

BUT—this peace sentimen' ‘s
not yet organized to exert a de-
cisive influence on American for-
eign policy.

Anti-monopoly feeling is Le-
ing stimulated by mass resent-
ment and resistance to corporate
prafiteering, and by labor-farmer
opposition to the Cadillac Cith-
inet and the economic royalisis.

_BUT—the anti-monopoly forc:s
have not yet merged mto an
anti-monopoly coalition capeble
of curbing the monopolists whe,
through their own mergers, are
tightening their grip on the ni-
tion's political and economic life.

1t seems to me that from these
sell-evident truths there flow
some equally self-evident con-
clusions, among them being the
following:

1. Now and in the future, as
in the past, the American peo-
ple can get what they want only
throuzh  resolute and  united
stiuggle.

9. Labor and the people can-
not go forward in “partnership”

with the monopolists, but only.

in alliance against them.

3. An anti-monopoly coalition,
and eventually a new political
and democratic alignment, a
hroad papular mass party led by

labor—will not come about
through spontaneous combus-
tion. .

To my way of thinking, and

I believe for the majority of

( Continuned on Page 6)
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ON MAKING CHANGES

By ALBERT E. BLUMBERG

THE COMING SECTION, state and national con-
ventions will be a turning point not only in our discussion
but in the life of our Party. Having reviewed past errors
and their sources, we shall soon have to act en proposals
for changes in program, policy and organization.

It should therefore be of con-
cern o us all that certain prob-
lems have arisen which endan-
ger the suceess of the conven-
tions. These problems, I feel,
have become more acute in re-
cent weeks,

Vital guestions of changes in
Party perspective and organiza-
tion, I believe, are becoming
confused and distorted. There is
a danger that attitudes may
freeze around these distortions
thus blocking a unified, com-

—_—
- 1

.. _usaT E. BLUMBERG

radely search for answers. Our
discussion is further disoriented
by the fact that, despite the new
needs and epportimnities flowing
from the crises abroad and the
November elections, Party dctiv-
ity has declined on the central
issues of peace, Negro rights and
the economic conditions of the
workers.

It is to this situation that this
discussion article (is addressed.
SERVICE OF DRAFT
RESOLUTION

The Draft Resolution with all
its inadequacies, has performed a
valuable service for our Party.
Together with the articles by
Fuoster, Dennis, Gates, Davis and
others, it has helped bring into
foeus a number OF the issues un-
der debate. It has enabled:us
to avert what otherwise threat-
ened to become an aimless und
endless discussion.

The Draft Resolution, in my
opinion, not only focuses many
issues but provides a generally
sound direction for the working
class struggle for socialism in
our country.
into what is new today at home
and’ abroad. It puts forward the
stro*~7ic concept of a people’s

It begins to look -

anti-monoply coalition and gov-
ernment led by labor. It elabo-
rates the possibility of a peace-
ful, constitutional path to social-
ism in America. It affirms the
perspective of an eventual broad
new socialist regrouping.

Moreover, the Resolution, I
feel, makes a sound estimate of
our errors and their sources. It
calls for an end to dogmatism
and for the creative application
of Mamism to the American
scene; for international working
class amﬁ(lciaﬁst solid&rity based
on an independent, friendly but
eritical democratic determination
of our palicies and activities with
provision for the right of dis-
sent after decisions.

However, the Resolution does
not spell out directly and clearly
a new perspective for our organ-
ization. This is one of the rea-
sons why the discussion on this
question is subject to such con-
fusion.

To this must be added the im-
pact of recent events. The Reso-
lution speaks of the bright new
perspective of peace and social
progress opening up for our
countrv and all nmnEiml. The
crisis in the, Middle East and
FEastern Europe as well as the
outlcome of the elections do not
invalidate this perspective. But
they do prove again, as the Res-
olution states, that this is a per-
spective to be fought for, not'a
reality to be enjoyed.

This perspective will not be
realized without great difficul-
ties and great struggles. It will
not be realized without a great
forward movement by the:Amer-
jcan working-class. in  political
alliance with the Negro people,
the farmers and small business-
men against the policies and
power of the giant monepolies.
Nor can a powerful anti-monop-
oly coalition be built without the
growing contribution and lead-
ership’ of an expanding socialist
current in which advocates of
scientifie socialism play an in-
creasingly influential role.

Thus recent events emphasize
that the decisive question for us
Communists is how to help as-
sure the continuity and growth
of American Marsist organiza-
tion.

That is why we must reject
at the outset of any discussion of
Party perspectives any and all
proposals to dissoive and dis-
perse our Party, the main organ-

i e //

ized Marxist force in our coun-
try.

That is why, even as we' dis-
cuss, we must make a maximum
effort to increase our struggle for
peace, and to concentrate our ac-
tivity in the post- election period
on the decisive domestic issue
of civil rights and the fight
against Easﬁand and the Dixie-
crats, for the amending of Sen-
ate Rule 22, for further steps
towards full equality for the
Negro people and towards a po-
litical realignment led by labor.

That is why we mustcall a
halt to invective and distrust and
seek an atmosphere of principled
discussion combined with an
earnest, patient concern for Party
unity.

These, I believe, are essential
pre-conditions for a fruitful dis-
cussion of proposed changes in
perspective and organization.

BASIS FOR AGREEMENT

In the absence of a clear lead
from the ‘Draft Resolution, the
discussion on changes in Parly
organization, form and name is
becoming polarized around two
extreme positions. Tlie one de-
mands that we retain a Marxist-
Leninist organization but tends
to interpret all proposals for any
changes as an abandonment of
Marxist-Leninism. The other
insists on sweeping changes but
frequently advances open-end
proposals with no clearly defined
ideological or theoretical prem-
ises or limits. The two extremes
interact. The former tends to
harden against all changes what-
ever; the latter, to become more
intransigeant in its demands.

A more flexible, more unified
approach is both necessary and
possible. In this respect, a good
example is the National Commit-
tee Open Letter on Hungary—a

statement endorsed by the over-
whelming majority of the Party
leadership.

This Open Letter was based
on the Draft Resolution position
regarding our attitude towards
Marxist parties abroad. It ap-
plied this position to the com-
plex question of assessing the
nature and causes of the up-
heavals in Poland and Hungary.
It achieved broad agreement on
this assessment together with
a frank recognition of differences
within our leadership and mem-
bership on the second use of
Soviel troops.

Thus there was a common
starting-point. This was coupled
with the recognitien that it was
not necessary to settle all differ-
ences at a given moment.

Applying this thought to the
problem of Party changes, we
need to ask those who oppose

most significant changes to re-
examine their thinking, to stop
clinging to abstractions, to give
careful eonsideration to serious
proposals and not to dismiss
them as “gimmicks” or bids for
“respectability.”

On the other hand, the respon-
sibility is, it anything, greater
on those who urge sweeping
changes to give earnest thought
to the alarm and doubts which
such proposals evoke, With the
concern for Party unity at all
times in mind, our responsibil-
ity is to spell out certain ideolog-
ical premises.

The Draft Resolution proposes
that the National Convention set
up a committee to prepare and
submit a new basic progran-de-
fining onr position on all fun-
damental questions relating to
the struggle for socialism in
America. This is certainly nec-
es54TY.

However, I do not think that
we can or must wait till then to
seek agreement on a few ele-
mentary principles on the basis
of which we can then examine
the question of whether there
should be changes in organiza-
tion, form and name. 1 would
list among others tife following:

1) A socialist reorganization of -

our American society is neces-
sary, While post-war American
capitalism has developed many
new features, we reject any no-
tion that it has found the sécret
of perpetual economic youth, It
is still subject to the basic laws
of capitalism and of the class
struggle (however the applica-
tion of these laws may be modi-
fied). It still lives on exploita-
tion and racial oppression and
breeds insecurity, crisis and de-
cay. .

2) Socialism will abolish ex-
ploitation and permit the full
realization of American demo-
cratic aspiration: on all levels—
economic, political and social.
We reject any concept that un-
democratic practices are inher-
ent in Socialism.

3) The American working-class

and its supporters cannot achieve
socialism without independent,
working-class. political organiza-
tion having socialism as its ulti-
mate aim. We reject any idea
that American capitalism will
spontaneously transform itself in-
to socialism. Or that we will
“creep” into it without organ-
ized struggle for socialism by the
working-class and their friends
among the Negro people, the
farmers and the professionals.
4) A socialist political organi-
zation cannot aspire to lead the
working-¢lass and people into
socialism unless it bases its poli-
cies and proposals upon an ad-
(Continued on Page 53)

NAME AND FORM DISCUSSED

By ALAN SHAW
MILWAUKEE, Wis.
DOES AMERICA need a
Communist movement? Do
American workers, working

. farmers and Negro people

need a movement which is
based upon the principles, meth-
ods and outlook of Marxism?

This is the primary question
that I think is before us. Per-
haps to many of this sounds like
a very foolish question, like ask-
ing, “Does Carter have any lit-
tle liver pills?” But the differ-
ent proposals for dissolution of
the Party (both from outside and
inside our ranks), with no real
hope or realistic outlook of any-
thing to replace it—pose exactly
that question. . . .

To generalize thie problem let
us ask, “If the Party did not ex-
ist, would we organize it?” I feel
that we would have to. We
would have to because for the
American working class to be
without a Marxist wing would
mean for it to be mueh poorer
in its day to day struggles against
monopoly and in its long range
need for a demgcratic socialist
America. That we would organ-
ize a Marxist movement consid-
erably different from that of the
past— that is the next question
that has to'do with what changes
are needed. ‘But I think we must
settle the first question first. We
must have a Marxist movement
in the United States—not because
of emotional ties to the past, nor
even because the Communist
Party has in the past made signi-
ficant contributions towards the
welfare and thinking of the peo-
ple. Rather, we must have a
Communist, movement because
we are convinced that the pres-
ent and the future of the Amer-
ican people need it.

MARXIST MOVEMENT

NEEDED

A Marxist movement is needed
by the Amerjcan people to play
a leading (vahguard, it you wish)
role in helping to advance a
class conscipusness and to cre-
ate a socialist-consciousness. The
former is needed to make vic-
tories possible in the day to day
struggles against the trusts, and
the latter is needed to speed the
day when the trusts will be no
more. Such a conscioustiess and

the ideology it is based on does
not develop spontaneously.
There must be an organization
which promotes these ideas and

strives to win people for them;

an organization which basesstself
on a scientific materialist ap-
proach.

The existence of such a move-
ment is needed by the working
people of America, As the lar-
gest organized body of Ameri-
can Marxists we have the respon-
sibility. in this discussion to
keep this need uppermost. This
is the special contribution that
we have to make to American
life. That is why we must not
let our movement disappear. It
is not a question of the “law of
survival,” that we must go on
existing just in order to exist.
A Marxist movement must exist
as part of American life for the
role that it has to play. That
role is one of participating fully
in the economic, political and so-
cial battles of the people vs. the
trusts, as part of the movements
of the people—and in the course
of this participation to play a
vanguard ideu]’ngicnl role as a
Left-wing of the American work-
ers and farmers, as its socialist
section. It would be desertion
in the face of difficulties (great
as they may be) to leave America
without any cohesive movement
of class-consciousness and social-
ist-consciousness to participate
in its struggles and to project a
future of a classless society.

Is the Communist Party able
to play this role today? Largely
not. But that is what the dis-
cussion is all about, About how
to make those kind of changes
which will put us in a position
to play that role among the peo-
ple. Can it be doneP There are
no “double your money back
guarantees.” But dissolution will
not do it, that's for sure. None
of the advocates of dissolution
offer anything but a hope and
a praver that something mijght
possibly come into being. On the
one hand, it we make the neces-
sary changes, chart the right
course in February—and work
Jiard and correctly over a period
of years, I feel that it can be
done. . . .

We do inherit handicaps and
linhilities from the past—but we
also inherit 20,000 devoted ex-

perienced members who are all
thinking today and speaking
their minds; we also inherit a
science and a better knowledge
of how to use it, and we also
inherit the lessons ol experience.
So that I think we have bet-
ter than a fighting chance to be
able to prevent the American
scene from being without a
Marxist movement—if we face
up to all of our problems and
don’t try to sweep anything un-
der the rug. . . .

The Draft Resolution goes a
long way toward making the
kins of changes we need to
make: bringing Marxist theory
up to date and applying it cor-
rectly to American conditions;
altering our relationship to other
people’s movements, and more
clearly assessing our role; re-
vamping our forms and methods
of organization. In some  re-
spects I think the reselution
should go further—especially in
emphasizing our goal of demo-
cratie socialism to be democratic-
ally attained. In other respects
I think we have to realfirm cer-
tain beliefs of the past more
strongly: the fact that we base
ourselves mainly on the work-
ing class as the most important
section of society or in our obli-
gation to the peoples of Latin
America, In the main, [ greet
the resolution for its tackling in
an honest and forthright way
the changes that are needed in
theoretical approach, in relation-
ship to the Soviet Union, in re-
lationship to the people’s move-
ments and in democratization of
the Party.

What I would like to go into
here are two of the questions
that are not sufficiently dealt
with in the resolution: name and
electoral form. . . .

NAME OF ORGANIZATION

Both of these questions (name
and form) should, I think, be ap-
proached from our original start-
ing point—the need for a Marx-
ist movement, capable of per-
forming its role. The need is not
to keep this or that from the
past, but to find the forms that
will best suit this primary need,
1 have, we all have, had a strong
organizational partisanship  to-
wiard the Communist Party,
fichting for its existence, ils

(Continue on Page 7)
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- Leadership Problems Facing Us

By MARTHA STONE
NEWARK, N.]J.

The question of Party leader-
ship looms up as a very urgent
matter for the Convention. To
an extent the future unity of the
Party depends on how this ques-
tion will be resolved by the Na-
tional Convention.

At the time of the 1945 Con-
vention there was widespread
dissatisfaction in the ranks of the
membership with the inadequate
changes made in Party leader-
ship after the rejection of the
Browder revisionist policy, This
criticism was justified. At the

time of the 1948 convention, the

National leadership of the Party
faced indictment under the
Smith Act. With the growing
persecutions of Communists, the
Convention  further restricted

the national leadership core by
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the election of a very small Na-
tional Committee. The 1950 con-
vention made only a few addi-
tions to that National Committee.
Thie small size of the National
Committee did not correspond to
the needs of the Party. It cannot
be delended only on the basis
of the attacks on the organiza-
tion. It also reflected strong ten-
dencies to centralize leadership
in the hands of a few, and the
strong bureaucratic  pressures

upon the organization. L

CHANGES IN NATIONAL
LEADERSHIP

The first prerequisite for unit-
ing the Party on the leadership
question is to recognize the need
to make major changes in the
national leadership of the Party.
This, I believe, will correspond
to the healthy reactions of our
membership in the present dis-
cussion, It is also dictated by
the very naturé of the review of
our past policies as expressed in
the Dennis report and Draft
Resolution,

it would be a contradiction to
accept the Dennis report and the
conclusions of the Resolution as
to the errors of our Party poli-
cies, and then fail to draw the
proper organizational conclu-
sions. This has nothing in com-
mon with - anti-leadership atti-
tudes or a “clean sweep” ap-
proach, or proposals for indis-
eriminate and reckless changes of
leadership. The changes in pol-
icy indicated by the Draft Reso-
lution require changes in Party
leadership so as‘to give our or-
ganization the guarantee that its
leadership corps will be suffici-
ently refreshed, that old bureau-
eratic relationships will be brok-
en up, and that a newgJeadership
reflecting varying views that ex-
ist in the Party will be brought

* into being, capable of carrying

FERs |

out the convention decisions.
Furthermore, I believe that in
tlie election of a new leadership
the emphasis should be placed
on the collective character of the
committees as against past em-
phasis on election of chief offi-
cers. I think this too is required
in order to ve-establish the con-
fidence of the membership in its
leadership and in order to de-
emphasize the authority of indi-
viduals, The way fo re-win this
confidence is by a combination
of establishing collectivi ; «f
leadership and by the personal

performance of every Party lead-
er. ;
There is no doubt that this
convention faces certain limita-
tions in solving leadership prob-
lems due to the objective condi-
tions in which it takes place. Ob-
viously it is impossible to bring
to the convention and into the
National Center many of the
comrades who have made im-
portant contributions in mass
and trade union work over this
past period. To my mind, this
makes it all the more necessary
to place our emphasis on the
collective forms ot work for the
succeeding period.

‘The leadership elected at this
convention should have the task
of leading the Party’s mass work,
to develop a full Party program
to help resolve many unsettled
ideological questions as well as
the question of the Party name
and form—all to be settled at
the next succeeding convention.

QUALITIES FOR
NATIONAL LEADERSHIP

At this coming convention we
need to refresh the Party’s lead-
ership and to elect a large Na-
tional Committee. The Draft
Constitution makes provision for
such a large committee and
guarantees: a broader base of
representation from all districts
of the Party. What are the qual-
ities for ithe National €ommit-
tee that should guide us in this
election?

1. Loyalty and devotion to

: the Party and the workingclass,

2. Comrades tested in the
class struggle who can be relied
upon to represent the interests
of the workingclass and the Par-
ty and are capable of fighting
all bourgeois influences and
.ideologies.

3. To select people who have
ties and connections with the
workingelass and the American
people, whose daily life brings
them naturally in touch with
these non-Party masses. Where
comrades are promoted for the
National Committee who have
not had such relationships in the
recent period through no fault
of their own, the Party must ex-
amine the activity of such com-
rades to determine whether such
comrades feel an urgent need for
such mass relationships. People
who are perfectly “at home”
without non-Party ties, who are
content to live an inner-Party
life alone, cannot provide the
Party with the qualities of lead-
ership we need now.

4. In selecting a new National
Committee we should take! into
account the personal characteris-
tics of all ecandidates. They
should be men and women
whose personal qualities bring a
favorable response from mnon-
Party masses. In the past we’
gave little attention to the ques-
tion of personal characteristics.
In Lenin’s advice to the Party
on the question of leadership,
he iﬂinted‘ up Stalin’s personal
weaknesses — his harshness and
rudeness in dealing with people.
Here Lenin referred not only to
political and theoretical gualifi-
cations that Stalin undoubtedly
‘had; he referred also to a serious
personal = characteristic and
wamed the Party that under
certain conditions it could do
great damage if too much au-
thority was placed in Stalin’s
hands.

* Is it not true that many times /
when we select personnel for va-

rious posts we make only “objec-

tive obseryations,” and give little

attention to the question of per-

sonal habits and characteristics?

Yet it js a fact that masses of

workers were attracted to our

movement by such comrades as

Elizabeth Gurley Flynn not only

because of their correct policies

in mass struggles, but also by

their  personal characteristics

that integrated them so complete-

ly with the masses. In these per-

sonal qualities masses saw an

identity of interests between the
1wy leader and the mass.

5. We should select comrades

for the National Committee who
over the past years have display-
ed the ability to think indepen-
dently, to probe into questions
to challenge wrong policies and
to present correct ones; who have
the courage of their convictions.

~ The Draft Constitution pro-
posal that all districts nominate
their candidates for the National
Committee, takes a big step to-
wards closing the gap between
the national%eadership and the
membership. But this in itself is
not enough. Puring the past 10
years or more a system of work
has developed nationally which
has removed many of our na-
tional functionaries from a base
adopt a general rule that all na-
in a given district. We ‘ought to
tional personnel must be active
members of a %Iven district and
some part of their national as-
signment, must be directed to-
wards helping their district carry

through policies decided on by

the National and District com-
mittees. No leader can be “too
big” for this type of assignment,
Leaders who do not look favor-
ably upon such tasks are not
suitable for national leadership.
As a result of the Partys
highly centralized and bureau-
cratic forms of work, many na-
tional comrades have in the past
period lost touch with the mem-
bership and have become al-
most unknown to the Party,
This has had a damaging effect
on them and has weakened the
ability of the National Commit-
tee to shape correct policy
for the National Committee
moved from the membership.
Some of these comrades (who
held leading elected posts in im-
portant Party districts where
they had established real roets),
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were torn out of their districts,
often against their emphatic pro-
tests; their ties with the mem-
bership “were disrupted while
they themselves were shifted to
other areas of the country and
other fields of work. To treat
such comrades who had been
drafted for other fields of work—
precisely because of their ex-
perience, devotion and ties: with
membership—as people without
roots today (instead of enabling
them to re-establish their ties),
would be to penalize them for
their valuable service to the
Party. The burden for this situa-
tion does not rest on the indivi-
duals. It falls on the organization,
its National Committee and the
system and style of work it
developed.
SOCIAL COMPOSITION

The new National Committee
must reflect more the social com-
position of our Party and our

country. In the first place it
must have a large number of
working-class forces from the va-
rious districts. While it is true
that our Party’s illegal status in
the shops places serious limits
on the election of shop workers
and trade unionists, neyertheless
a conscious effort must be made
to achieve a better representa-
tion. Objective conditions alone
cannot determine the compost
tion of our National Committee.
In consultation with many of
the shop workers we must try
to- resolve this question as best
we can.

This convention must increase
the number of Negro men and
women on the National Commit-
tee. The fulfillment of the tasks
set forth in the Draft Resolution

“in regard to strengthening our
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Party’s work among the Negro
musses makes this incumbent
upon us. Furthermore, there are

many Negro comrades in our °

Party who in recent years have
cemented their ties with the Ne-
gro community and have made
important contributions in the
struggle against left-scctarianism
in the Negro field, as well is5 in
the Party’s general work.

If our national leadership is to
reflect the forces in our country,
it must include people on the
National Committee who have
intimate ties with farmers, the
Negro people, youth, women
and the cultural and intellectual
forces of our country. The nar-
rowness of our past National
Committee led to separation of
many of these forces from the
Party’s leadership. If our Party is
to be more like other people’s
organizations it must have out-
standing spokesmen in its leader-
ship in aﬁ these fields of mass
work. The problem in the past
years has not been the failure to
have comrades who can con-
tribute on a.national level, but
rather that the restrictions on the
size of the National Committee
and the narrowness of its com-
position, excluded many fo-ces
who are known among the intel-
lectuals, the farmers, the youth,
and women's movements of our
country.

FULL-TIME OFFICIALS

In all districts the pre-conven-
tion discussion :has correctly
criticized the overemphasis the
Party has placed on a system of
full-time functionaries as a means
of carrying work forward. What
should be our attitude to this
question now? I think the Party,
like many other mass organiza-

(Continued on Page 6)

Our Crisis and the New

By Daniel B. Schirmer
- BOSTON, Mass.
It seems that three ele-
ments make, up our Party’s
crisis: Leftism, bureaucracy
and extreme Russo-philism,

Thus to improve things,
we need: to merge with the peco-
ple, to associate with their strug-
gles; to adopt more democratic
practices within the Party, to
elevate the role of the member-
ship; to Americanize the Party,
to try more energetically to ap-
ply Marxism to the American
scene, rejecting dogma and
slayish copying of foreign models,
to explore with the people the
American road to socialism.

The last may prove the root
problem. Both Leftism and
bureaucracy have found much
nourishment in insufficient effort
to apply Marxism to the Ameri-
can scene.

The 20th Congress -of the
Russian party helped us to see
these things more clearly here in
the United States.

But the full consciousness of
our crisis has deeper roots than
this. Thus we began to tackle
Leftism, one aspect of our crisis
a couple of years ago at least.
POST-WAR CHANGES

The erisis of our Party springs
from a deeper source: the tre-
mendous post-war shift in world
relationships, the growth of the
forces of peace and socialism, as
against the decline of the forces
of imperialism and war.

What inaugurated this new
era of great popular strength?
Many things, but perhaps the
single most important is the vic-
tory of the Chinese people. When
Truman puolled back MeArthur,
he did so because across the
Yalu lay not China falone, but
Ler friend in peace, the Soviet
Union.| The dliuesc—Sovict alli-
ance is the bedrock/ of the new
system of infernational relation-
silips.

It is true that the emergence
of the European People’s Demo-
cracies was a great event, 'l_n{t
thiese countries, n. ii.or Buwhivi-
dually nor as a group, compare

in world importance to' China.
The Chinese revolution provid-
ed a great new rallying point
for the peoples of Asia and Afri-
ca, shattering world colonial-
ism, The second greatest popular
advance since the October Rev-
olution could not be without the
most profound and universally
felt consquences.

From another viewpoint, rev-
olutionary change in these Eu-
ropean countries came in the
wake of the military defeats in-
flicted on Hitlerism by the Soviet
and Allied armies, an extraordi-
ary unique historical situation,
bringing on unique problems,
now at an acute stage of deve-
lopment.

Of course, the Russian revolu-
tion prepared the way for the
Chinese. Still the Chinese peo-
ple did not travel and are not
travelling the same road as the
Russians; they went their own
way, and continue to do so.
The Chinese people were suc-
cessful in liberating themselves
because they had developed a
native Marxism, as Lenin and
his followers had done in Russia
before them. -

The Chinese revolution
brought to the fore again one
of the greatest lessons of the
Russian revolution; the need to
find national expression for the
infernational theories of Marx-
ism.

It was' the successful applica-
tion of Marxism to the process of
Chinese history that especially
helped lay the basis for an era
of peaceful co-existence.

Is it too much to expect that
a persistent and many-sided at-
tempt to apply Marxism to the
American scene would not only
strengthen the cause of Social-
ism in our country, but also help,
in a modest way, the American
people to insure peace?

If by adopting more correct
policies we cun prevent the lies
of “foreign agents,” “conspiracy,
“force and violence,” etc. from

having such a wide public ac-

ceptance, then we will have
blunted the edge of one of xe-

Times

action’s main propaganda weap-
ons.

NEW METHODS DEMAND
A NEW FORM

The key thing is the relation-
ship of the Party to the mass of
the people, its external relation-
ships.

It is especially in order to
strengthen our external, mass
velationships  that our internal
affairs must be set in order and
a bureaucratic system reformed.

For a bureaucratic system of
leadership has contributed to
our Leftism. The Party leaders
tended to set themselves above
the Party, and thus to lead it
away from the people.

It is true that as the Party
changes its policies, makes itself
more part of the people, more
democratic, more American, its
connections with the people will
improyve.

But the Party is more than
the sum total of its relationships
with the people at any point. It
also has a past history as a
political entity.

Our mistakes have laid a cer-
tain base in public opinion for
the reactionary charges of “for-
cign agents,” “conspiracy,” ete.,
and so have helped the reaction-
aries to isolate us.

The point is: how can the
Party most effectively break
with its past mistakes (which
have been serious and of some
duration)?

Some have the opinion that
there must be a sharp, all-em-
bracing formal break. Not only
the content of our work must
change, but its form:as well.

From this standpoint our Party
should change its name and or-
ganizational form; change from
a Communist Party to a league
or association devoted to strug-
gle for the immediate needs of
the people and education for
socialism,

Of course, the reactionaries
will charge that this is jlnst the
same thing with a different
name.

Bt the change must be one
of content as wr' ~= 7o glsa

(Continued on Yage 7)

]



DISCUSSION BULLETIN, No. 4

Page 4

A Reply to Bill Norman
~ And Others
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By WILLIAM Z. FOSTER

In the national Discussion
Bulletin No. 2 Comrade Bill
Normans  misrepresenting
niy point of view on various
questions, characterizes my
general position as one of “moy-
ing backwards,” and lie savs
that, if adopted, it would “doom
onr Party to impotence.” In view
of this and similay attacks from
comrades on the Right, T have
requested space i the Bulletin
to express my position concisely
upon a number of pertinent
suestions now before us, in the
general sense of what must be
done to re-strengthen the C.P.
11.5.A. and to overcome its crisis.
Most bhasic of all to this end,
our Party must stand firmly upon
the elementary principles of
Marxism - Leninism, adapting
them skilfully to American con-
ditions. In nearly 40 vears of
political experience in this coun-
try  Mamxism-Leninism {despite
the various mistakes which, not
surprisingly, we have made in
its application) has demonstrated
effectiveness of the Communist
itself in the greater growth and
Farlv—to be incomparably bet-
ter fitted to the American class
stinggle than any of the several
brands of Social Democracy prac-
ticed by other American Left
wing groups. This is the rock
bottem test of reality. Our cue,
therefore, is not to abandon
Marxism-Leninism, as the Riglits
are tryving to have us do. hut
to help develop it and to make
it still more adapted to the spe-
cific national conditions in this
country. In my article entitled,
“Marxism-Leninism in a Chang-
ing World” (beginning in Sep-
tember 1956 Political Affairs), I
have made a comprehensive sur-
vey of the role of Marxism-Len-
inism in this general period, with
special stress upon its tasks and
developmental needs, both on a
national and infernational scale.
To stand true to our Marxist-Len-
inist principles is the first indis-
pensability  in re-strengthening
our Party. *

PARTY AND VANGUARD

ROLE =

Progress demands imperative-
Iy, too. that we defiiitely vetain
l'?lt? Parly form of organization
—and not upen a vacillating “for
the time being” basis. A Puarty
iy incomparably the better [orm
of organization for cairying on
political struggle among the
shasses, Especially we must hold
fo our election and legislative
detivities. L is nonsense to say

that there is no room for a Com-
munist Party in a country like .
o with a two-parly svstem,
The reverse has been fully dem-

-— —

many

onstrated by the experience of
the British Communist Party,
with its broad mass following.
To transform ourselves mto a
so-called political action associa-
tion, as Comrades~ Gates, Nor-
man, and others are adyocating,
would be a disaster for Ameri-
can Communism. Such a flabby
and shapeless organization could -
not improve our legal position,
strengthen our contacts with the
masses, or itself take on a mass
character. At most, it could only
be an ineffective, semi-Social-
Democratic propaganda body, To
give up our Party for such a
nondeseript organization would
be a long leap Enck\mrd, an im-
permissible surrender to arrogant
American imperialism.
Imperative, too, for our Par-
ty’'s well-being and growth is
that it develop a perspective of
sharp struggle for the oncoming
period:  In a world where So-
cialism is rising and capitalism
dying, and where the monopo-
lists are fighting to preserve their
svstem, inevitably big strugyles
will lie ahead. This is especially
why the working class must have
a fighting Communist Party, In
the United States the workers
must orientiate upon a perspec-
tive of an increasing struggle
with .the force of monopoly cap-
ital, and internationally the work-
érs and their allies will also be
able to maintain and develop
peaceful co-existence among the
various powers only at the price
of ceaseless vigilance and pow-
erful pressure for peace. The
current industrial boom is wear-
ing towards its end. We must
beware of the cluss peace, class
collaborationist ideas that under-

lie the present movement to cis-

trate Marxism-Leninism and the
Communist Party in the United
States. The C.P.U.S.A.. in har-
mony with the deepening of the
general crisis of capitalism must
have a class struggle perspective.

By the same token, the Party
must also retain and develop its
vanguard role. During its four
decades of life the C.P. in this
country has indisputably scored
important  successes—in
strikes and unemployment moye-
ments, in defense of Negro
rights, in the struggle against
faseism and war, and in various
other fields of cliss canflict—and
in every imstance its policies most
delinitely have barne a vanguard
character. A simhilar need and
opportunity still confronts the
Party, Actually, lon every front
of the class struggle, whether it
is in the fight to unionize the
workers, to combat jimerowism
and white chauvinism, to lay the
basis for a great labor-farmer
party, to cultivite a Socialist
ideology among the workers, or

to carry out any others of count-
less tasks, the doorway is wide
open for the characteristic Com-
munist vanguard initiative, tire-
lessness, and organizing ability,
‘Those who see no further van-
guard role in our Party see
ahead of the workers little or no
class struggle in general wupon
either the natiomf or interna-
tional scale. About all they

contemplate for Communists to
do is to make abstract propa-
Tenden-

ganda for Socialism,

WILLIAM Z. FOSTER

cies to drop the Party's vanguard
role are tendencies to tail along
alter the conservative mass lead-
ers. A Communist Party with-
out a vanguard role’ would
amount to nothing politically.

OFf eourse, in the vital matter
of the vanguard role, as-in other
spheres ol woik, sectarian errors
must be guarded against,  For
one thing, the Party must de-
velop more cooperative relations
with other Left elements that are
genuinely working for Socialism.
Eventually, when possible, it
should merge with spch groups,
essentially upon a Marxist-Len-
inist basis. = In this general re-
spect, however, those comrades
are doing a_ great disservice to
the Communist Party who are
creating the impression that a
uew, hroad party of Socialism
is 4 possibility of the near fu
ture.  They Ka\re tended seri-
ously to liguidate our Party by
denying its future.

To improve our Parly’s de-
mocracy. and to- fight against
bureaucratic tendencies in - the
organization is obviously also of
basic importance in re-building
our Party. This is one of the
central lessons taught by the
shocking Stalin revelations, and
it is also one to which our
membership is very much awake.
Many good clauses in this gen-
eral respect have been incor-
porated in the Draft Constiti-
tion now before the Party, which
1 voted for, with reservations
against ' certain seriously wrong
formulations regarding: Marxism-
Leninisan.

CRITICISM AND SELF-

CRITICISM:

To strengthen its application
of the basic Leninist principle of
sell-criticism s another major
improvement the Party must
make, But in this matter, dur-
ing the past months, we have
made some ghastly-mistakes. We
have not only criticized the real
errors thatr were made during
the cold-war years, and they
were many and real; i'jlajl we have
also greatly exaggerited these
shortecomings, while largely ig-
noring the' Party's achievements,
There has been a sort of com-
petition as to who could point
out the most errors, including
many imaginary ones. This has
been pushed to the extreme of
almost completely  discrediting
the Parly, its past policy. its
basic theory, and its leadership.
In fact, with such excesses we

have made a langhing stock of
ourselves in the labor movement,
The general result has been to
pessimize and demoralize many
Party members and to make
them ready even for such a des-
perate and futile “remedy” as
a political action association.
We have also been one-sided
m our self-eriticism in that we
have concentrated all onr at-
tack upon Left-sectarianism and
paid no atlention whatever to the
growing Right tendency. except
to shield it from attack, With:the
result that the latter has a free
hand in the Party, confusing the
members and our political line,
until now it is threatening the
very existence of the Party, with
its proposals for a political ac-
tion association. Og course, we
must fight Left-sectarianism as
our main, traditional weakness,
but we must also-fight the Right

danger, or'we will suffer dis-
aster.
Among the varipus major

improvemnients necessary in our
Party work—graphically taught
also by the great debate over
the Stalin cult of the individual
—is a more critical attitude to-
wards other Communist parties
and towards the: countries of
Socialism. Everybody recognizes
“that in' the past our policy in
this matter, based upon a dis-
torted desire for international
solidarity, was incorrect. There
has been too much blind fol-
lowing the leader. But the new
criticism must not be pushed' to
the extent of nihilism-or anti-
Sovietism, as. somé comrades
seem to want us to do. The
events ol the past weeks—the
serious crisis, over the Sunez
Canal and the projected capital-

ist coup in Eastern Europe—.
should be Haming wamings to

us of the continuing need for
international Communist solidar-
ity. In these days of unsettled
world relationships there is need
for greater Communist nunity, not
less. And this is precisely what
the new fraternal criticism and
discussion in world Communist
ranks must lead to, although up-
on a-more democritic basis. At
thé same time. we must ‘he alert
to combat incipient “bourgeois
chauvinist tendencies in our Par-
ty, of which there are now all
too many.

INITIATIVE ON THEORY
Vitally important, too, in this
general respect is it for our
Party to display more initiative
than in the past in tackling new

theoretical problems.” This, also, _

is one of the basic lessons emerg-
ing from the worldwide debate
over Stalinism. Failure® in this
basic respect hias been one of our
Party’s major weaknesses, in-
cluding also my own. May I
here, howeyer, say a few words
in  personal defense against
those comrades who, boasting of
their awn “total Marxist creative-
ness” (which consists mainly in
liquidating the Communist Party
organizationally and théoretical-
lyy consider as “moving back-
witrd” all those who reject their
opportunist program,

In the several months prior {o
the 20th Congress of the C. P.
S.U. in February, 1956, I wrote

three articles of a theoretical
character in. Political Affairs.
One of them, entitled “Has

World Capitalism Become Stabi-
lized?™ developed pioneer an-
alysis thut the capitalist world,
following World War IT, hiad not
snceeeded il stabilizing itself,
neither partially nor temporarily,
\ neither economically nor politi-

" conclusions arrived at in

cally, A second article entitled,
“The Adyance of Socialisin ta
World Leadership,” outlined' at
length the elementary fact that,
i the world competition he-
tween the Socialist and capitalist
systems, Socialism in many re-
spects had already “oyertaken
and surpassed” capitalism. The
third article, under the caption,
“The Road to Socialism,” was an
up-to-date restatement of my
1949 pamphlet on this question.

I hastened the preparation of

these articles so as to get them
“under the wire” before the
Iloldin;.]; of the 20th Congress,
precisely in order that our Party
could display some political ini-
tiative and not have to tail along
after the Congress on these im-
portant theoretical matters: It so
happened that, in the main, the
llly
three articles dovetailed with
those of the 20th Congress. Of
course, all this effort of mine
does not measure up to the gran-
diloquent concept of “total
Marxist creativeness” of Com-
rade Norman, but certainly it
does not qualify as “moving
backard.,” Nor so  classified
can be my article in the
November Political Affairs en-
titled, “Karl Marx and Mauss
Impoverishment,” which chal-
lenges head-on the generations-
long harmful sectarian interpre-
tation of Marx's basic law of the
absolute impoverishment of the
working class.

In this general respect. let me
also inject another personal re-
mark. I wish to dissociate mysclf
completely from the opportunis-
tic distortion of the “peaceful”
road to Socialism in this counlry
which is now being propagated
widely:in our Party ;mJ which
is sometimes attributed to me,
In my 1949 pamphlet on the
subject—In Defense of the Com-
munist Party and the Indicted
Leaders—I definitely developed
the thesis (which was also sub-
stantially sustained by the 20th
Congress) that in the U. S. the
path to Socialism is bound to be
one of hard struggle, with the
rlmnopo]isl!i trving to use every
violence against the advancing
workers, and with the latter striv-

~ing to restrain and defeat this

violence, so that they can hold
intact the national democratic
processes in order to achieve
Socialism along parliamentary
lines. My conclusion was, (and L
still stick to it) that our Pirly
should orientate upon the “pos-
sibility” of achieving a “rela-
tively peaceful” advance to So-
cialism. We must have a struggle
perspective in this malter, not
an outlook of class peace and
class collaboration.
MARXIST-LENINIST BASIS
FOR PARTY

Obviously the CPUSA is now
in a serious internal crisis, both
in membership strength and in
ideology. = This ‘erisis has de-
veloped from a number of major
factors, including the long-ringe
effects of “prosperity” illusions
among the masses; the bitter at-
tack upon the Party by the gov-
ernment during the war crisis of
the cold war years; the demor-

alizing elfects of the Stalin situa-

tion, especially the tragedy in
Hungary; various - serious Left
mistakes made by the Paty, and
the growth of a strong Right
tendency which is exerting se-

rious liquidatory effects upon.

the Party, both organizationally
and theoretically.

The foregoing poinls are some
of the major steps, together with
the develdpment of a strong pro-
gram of practical work in every
field, that should be taken to
save our Party, to unite it and
to pul it again on the way (o
growth cand mass infuence.
This can and will be done, The
Cates plan to liquidate the Party
into a so-called political action
organization is the very heart of
the threat against the Party and
its ideology. To defeat this ill-
advised * plan and to  restart
huilding our organization upon
the basis of a Marxist-Leninist
Communist Party must be made
the center of the present Party
discussion and of the coming CP
nalional conventions
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vanced theory. This theory must
embody the substance of the
principles of Scientific socialism

as interpreted, developed and

applied in relatior to American
conditions, We reject the view
that a socialist political organi-
zation can fulfill its leadership
role without full utilization of
the great contributions of Marx,
Engels and Lenin and. the .ac-
cumulated experience of the
waorld working-class.

5) The form of organization
most suitable for American Marx-
ists should be determined by
American custom and tradition
and in particular by the specific
features of the American path
to socialism, by the task of striv-
ing to give leadership to the
struggle for a peaceful, demo-
eratie and constitutional transi-
tion. We reject the view that
roper tﬁ:lili‘f.dlit)ﬂﬂl Forms can

e arrived at by mechanically
copving the experience of other
countries and other times and
conditions:

AMERICAN MARXIST PARTY
NEEDED

These or similar premises. it
seems  to  me, establish the
unconditional need for an Amer-
ican Marxist organization. They
should be the common starting
point of any discussion of or-
ganizational changes in our
Partv,

For example, on the much dis-
cussed question of vanguard role:
If we sepurate that concept from
bureaucnitic errors i its appli-
cation, if we recognize the need
to strive for leadership, not ar-
rogantly assume that we do lead
the working-class—then it seems
to me that the basic concept is
sound. Such a role is essential
to a Marxist orgunization.

it follaws that we should re-
jeot, as the Draft Resolution does,
proposals to transform our gwn
Party into a purely educational
soclety. This  would divorce
theory fromi practice, give up
any effort to gain some degree
of leadership, and result in dis-
persing the main body of Amer-
ican Marxists.

it follows, too, that in mak-
ing necessary Urganizu’tinnai
changes to assuve a genuinely
demoeratic set-up. we must not
ignove the need for unity and
coliesiveness. That is why I be-

lieve we should make radi-
cal modifications in the concept
of democratic centralism (like
guaranteeing the right of dis-
sent alter decisions) hut not
abandon the substance alto-
gether,

As to the terms “vanguard,”
“democratic  centralism”
“monolithic unity,” T think we
can well afford to drop them
once and for all.

Finally, when limited by these
premises, and with agreement
on the question of leadership
role, proposals to change our
Party's name and form emerge
more clearly as matters of tac-
tics. They do not involve ques-
tions of principle or “connota-
tions” of principle.

Such proposals have lo do
with the best form of Marxist or-
ganization, not its essence. They
are nonetheless of very great im-
portance. They need to be discus-

sed on their merits free from loose

charges of “liquidationism” as

well as from illusions that they .

are panaceps. Such discussion
must not only focus on their
advisability in general, but on
their timing as well, and seek a
“réally broad agreement. For this
reason I doubt if it is either neces-
sary or possible to settle these

matters al the coming conven-

tion.

My own belief, briefly, in-

andc

clines to a change in both name.

and form—once fundamental di-
rection has been established.
Such changes, [ agree, are not
“gimmicks” when made in the
context of the many policy
changes we are about to carrv
through, I think such changes
will not only dramatize but facili-
tate the carrying through of the
new policies proposed in the
Draft  Resolution. They will
make it more possible to bring
AMarxist thinking to wider circles,
especially among trade-unionists.
They. will help—but of course not
in themselves win—the necessary
struggle  to
thinking in the uniops, and in
the Negro, farm and other peo-
ple’s organizations. They will
strepgthen the impact of the or-
ganized Marxists upon other so-
cialist and Left currents and en-
able us to contribute more ef-
fectively ta an eventual new so-
cialist regroupment in our coun-
try. : ;

{Continued from Page 1)
seem inevitable—a division of the
Parly would be disasirous, -
CAN UNITY
BE ACHIEVED?

Can unity. be achieved? T
think. ves, It is said that the dif-
ferences ure drreconcilable. This
would mean that there are
such fundamental differences on
Marxist-Leninist theory that the
concepts projected by different
individuals have no room ip the
same organization—because they
cannot be reconciled. T do not
believe that the eommon ideol-
ogy of Marxism-Leninism which
has held us together for 37 years
has vanished, and that we now
face two or more lixed ideoclog-
jcal trends in our party such as
the division
and reéformists in past periods.

hetween Marxists:  Jitri the Party's’ unity.

1l qo-“x(:qo“s

. —P;aﬂyﬂ Uniiy(an Be Achiev

There are certain trends which
must find a place for disenssion
in our ranks. But seeing them,
at this moment, as irrecancilable
can only harm our Party. T
think we have more in commoOn
among the divergent opinions
than we have in disagreement,

Others refer to two sides in
the pasty. There are sides, if you
wish to call them that; that is,
comrades with ditferent view-
puints. Bulb there are not nee-
essarilv  two  sides.  CGomrades
have changed “sides” depending
on dssues.  Many resented heing
typed as supporters of one side
or another, because they took a
public stand on a particular is-
sie. The eongealing of sides can
anly encourage, factionalism and

prouch of establishing  sides
[ 3

legalize “socialist

An ap-

{Continued from Page 1)
people and the ability to work
with them can be lost i1l a minute
and regained only in years.

Rigiﬁ and sectarian tactics
isolated  progressive  farmers.
There was too much workin
for the “record.” Often it \\’Dlllﬁ
have bheen correct and would
have been acceptable to the ma-
jority if progressives had ex-
pressed an opinion and offered
their ideas in a modest, moderate
and thought-provoking manner,
instead of presenting a formal
resolution with a do or die fight
behind it. Is it the goal to see

how many resolutions can be.

offered here, there and else-
where? Too many progressives
measured their political achieve-
ments in terms of their success
alb passing resuh:l'ions_ or elect-

ing friends to office ‘rather than

by the gains in organization,
participation and political under-
standing. at the grass roots level,

IFrom a long-range standpoint, -

the cause of peace and socialism
was harmed more than helped
by fights for recognition of
Peoples China at the cost of pro-
gressives losing vespect and in-
fluence among people. Suggestive
and thought-provoking comment
to help people unravel questions
was more in order than demands
for immediate action. It is in-
fantile to expect militant action
before people have formed firm
convictions. It takes quantitative
change to build ‘a qualitative
change. It takes a number of
years for this process among
the people, it can’t be sped up
with sheer courage and Leftism,

It is true that reaction de-
manded its pound of flesh in the
form of witchhunts everywhere.
But had progressive tactics not
heen sectarian, the success of
witchhunts was ne more ineyvit-
able than fascism itsell.

Sectarian taclics helped: split
the Farmers Union and made it
possible for the national organi-
zation to expel a number of

state organizations. High-handed
methods were nsed: but sincere
- center forces in the various states
~would very possibly have pre-
vented such expulsions had the
groups. under attack not made
themselyes so vulnerable.

Both sectarian and opportunist
ervors can be avoided if there is
a searching ont and weighing
of principlres involved. Some
progressive unionists are still
violating the big principle of la-
bor unity in the name of all sorts
of lesser principles.

EBB AND FLOW
OF MOVEMENT ;

While sectarianism was [ed by
failure to recognize major princi-
iples, closely related to this was
the failure to evaluate the chb
and flow of the working class
maovement.

The Thirties and early Forlies
was a period of general How or
adyance. The working class and
its allies made substantial gains.
Offensive tactics were in general
use and were successiul.
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" gressive

After World War 11 the flow
was reversed. An ebb set in.
Major factors in this change
were the aggressive counter-
attack of U. S. imperialism plus
larm and working class comp-
lacency and decline of militan-
tancy, which were fed by past
victories and better -all around
conditions, The ebb materialized
politically in Takt-Tartloy, loval-
ty oaths, Smith Act prosecutions,
ete,

The ebb required new lactics,
mainly defensive. The main mass
of people were hesitating and
retreating, For the vanguard to
stand its ground or go on a full
offensive:in such situation could
only mean isolation and annihila-

~lation. Does the General Stafl of

an army advanceavhen ity army
is retreating?

Of course the vangnard must
do all it can to stop or limit re-
treat but to let itsell be cut off
by itsell means disaster. We did
this politically in many instances
where it could” have Dbeen
avoided.

In the late Forties and early
Fifties many old timers and
leaders ])l'till'l{',l[(‘.ll the same tactics
that had been successful in the
Thirties and early Iorties. When
they failed to aghieve their goals
|m(%er the changed conditions
of an ebb, many became [rustrat-
ed, disillusioned and’ pessimistic.

Instead of-recognizing the change -

in objective * condilions which
required new tactics and more
limited goals; they hlamed each.
other, blamed higher leadership
or blamed the masses. A correct
perspective could have saved
some of our forces from demoral-
ization and defection.

Another flow is sure to come.
It may be quite close historical-
ly. Opportuiities for political ad-
vance will multiply many times.
Bold tacties of a full offensive
will again be in order, *

Some of our leltist ervors are

~apparently as old as our Party

itself. Other errois arve the re-
sult of wrong evaluations ol the
objective conditions we faced in
the Jast ten vears. These laller
errors must be carefully: under-
stood in relation to the conditions
surrounding - them or we could
create a paltern in onr \\'nr'k; that
will be applied rigidly into the

future to the extent that some °

day we would look back on an-
other-period (a period of flow)
and characterize our efforts as
right opportunist and tailist.
FARM UNITY NEEDED

As a result of Leftism a num-
her of progressive farmers are
hitter, subjective and inactive,
They condemn even the best ex-
isting Farm organizations. They
see only the bad features. The
physical isolation and resulting
political loneliness of Left people
in rural areas has a bad effect on
their morale and: limits their
chuances for collective work. Bul
the past year has scen’ the rigid
lines of several years ago begin
to loosen and melt. Active pro-
farmers are

should be rejected by our Party.
This does not mean curbing dis-
cussion, On . the
gealing of side curbs  discus-
sion, tikes away initiative from
our comrades. Questions are
resalved without debate but by
support of a particular_ “side.”
This can lead to corroding the
+ hase of onr Party—to a split. Un-
der these circumstances we
would not resolve the problems
of today=let alone contribute to
a lJI'(Ji‘l(%t’l' and stfonger Marxist
movement in the future,

The discussion “has gone
throngh a mumber of ‘stages
slarting with Dénnis’ report and
the Draft Resolution. Recently
the” major debate  centered
around developments in Poland
anel Him gy, This is part of an
“overdll debate: to hammer out a

ed

contrary, con-

Marxist-Leninist position on is-
sues as they arise. /
Yet this whole discussion, over

~many months, has had a very

important failing. We started it
with the objective of seeking a
way out of our isolation. This is
the overall thought prevailing in
flie debate. How can the Party
break with ils sectarianism?

But this question cannot be
answered in discussion alone. It
st find its solution in the
course of action. Now, 1956 was
an important election year. La-
bor, the Negro people’s move-
ment and progressives generally
were active,  Where was our
Party? With the exception of @
few areas, onr work was nil. 1s
this the way we will oyercome
seetarianism? The §ath Congress
opens before owr conyention. A

meeling
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with less suspicion and fewer
closed doors, We must enconr-
age all of them to pitch in and
fight for farm prosperity, peace
and progress.

Unity is a major problem fac-
ing farmers. But it must be unity
of small and middle farmers. It
cannot include rich and corpo-
rate farmers whose interests are
the opposite of the family-type
farmers, This unity requires a
basis. Unity for what and against
whom? The key to both farm
unity and farm-labor unity is an
anti-monopoly  position. The
struggle against monopoly as the
people’s enemy ‘is the broad and
basic foundation for building and
expanding unity. Deep study
needs to be made on details of
such a program.

Family-type farmers are a mi-
nority group and cannot win
their battles alone. At most they
control a bloc in Congress rom
farm states and at lmes can be
a balance of power. They must
have unity with labor to . put
across a program. Likewise la-
bor must have such unity to win
its battles. In this common need’
tor farm-labor unity, the primary
responsibility for initiative to-
witrd unity i’ie,\' with labor.

Farm unity is urgently need-
ed. Of course it won't be easy
to establish. But in the name of
principle, isolated = minorily
groups should be willing to
make considerable sacrifices for
the sake of organizational unity.
Their conrage and understiud-
ing “are fiar more important in
the mainstream of farm strug-
gles than in small, isolated secls.
It would be worth much to all
concerned to end the expenditure
of farmers’ energy and money
highting one another. :

On a broad scale we shaould
promate work for unity of the
major farm groups— Tarmers
Union, Grange and Farm Bureau
and including lesser ones such
as the Missouri Farmers Associa-
tion and the new Nalional Iarm
Organization. This may sound
like a pipe dream at.the moment.
But a few years ago so would
have a proposal for AFL and
CIO amalgamation. The Iatent
sentiment for unity among fam-
ily-type farmers is considerable.
It does present more problems
than labor unity, because, of the
existence of rich and corpori-
tion farmers plus the member-
ship of bankers and other non-
f:ll’l]'l(.'l','i in some [ﬂl'l'll Ul'j.filllll'/il-
tions. But joint action and unity
on common problems will not
only bear immediate [ruit bul is
also the best path for drawing
family-type farmers away from
the influence of corporate farm-
ers or bankers.

No one can predict future
organizational developments
among farmers.  Groups may
split, combine or disappear and
more new ones may develop. But
struggle for joint action “and
unity among family-type farm-
ers everywhere is still the high
road to success in fighting the
current crisis and winning future
hattles.

considerable movement to de-
feat Senate Rule 22 developed.
This is a crutial question in the
struggle for Negro rights. The
tragedy is that in the midst of
these developments we wre out
of actioh. And vet, not a single
question can be resolved awith
discussion only, it must be com-
bined with action. Because in the
(Continued on Page 7)
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Communists, such histeric devel-
opments will be facilitated by a
strong and effective Commu-
nist Party, representative of and
composed of the advanced work-
ers—Negro and white, with a
clear Marxist vision to light the
way of the mass movement, spur
it on through bold political mi-
tiative, and help foster its or-
ganizational activity.

THE WORLD WE LIVE IN

A prolonged period of world
peace has now become possible.
World War is no longer fatalis-
tically inevitable.

BUT—the basic aims of Amer-
ican imperialism remain the
same. Imperialism, driven by its
inner contradictions and torn b
inter-imperialist rivalries, sti
breeds war and reaction and en-
genders aggression and social
retrogression,

Repeatedly gambling with
brink-of-atomie-war policies, the
imperialist powers are repeated-
ly checked by the combined
might of the new world system of
socialist states, the growing lib-
eration movement in colonial
and semi - eolonial countries, a
bloc of neutral nations commit-
ted only to world peace, and the
peace -minded peoples every-
where.

BUT — the present trend to-
wards a stable period of world

peace is not irreversible. Any
serious weakening of the unity
of peace forces counld gravely en-
danger the prospects for an era
of peaceful co-existence.

It seems to me that from these
basic truths flow some self-evi-
dent conclusions, among them
being:

1. The American people’s
st{ugg}e to curb monopolies must
be' waged around the issues of
foreign as well as domestic pol-
icy. For the aggressive role of
Wall Street in Latin America and
Africa, in supporting Rhee, Chi-
ang and Franco, in re-arming
West Germany, etc., violates and
endangers the national interests
and welfare of the American
peo;lﬂe, as well as the cause of
world peace.

2. The strength and unity of

the socialist lands, the further

advance of the national libera-
tion struggles and of all move-
ments for social advance, are in-
dispensable to the cause of world
peace, and hence to America’s
real national security.

3. American Communists,
champions of the national wel-
fare, social progress and world
peace, have a special obligation
to resolutely promote and sup-
port all initiatives and move-
ments for peace, and to develop
a relationsﬁip of close solidarity
with all peoples — non-Commu-
nists and Communists alike:

4. As for the vital question of
relationships between the Marx-
ist parties of the world, these
should rest on four pillars: work-
ing class solidarity, independence
and equality, comradely ocriti-
cism, and the ideas of Marxism-
Leninism. To undermine any one
of these four pillars is to under-
mine the whole basis of such
fraternal relations,

THE PROSPECT BEFORE US

The motive force in American
history is, has been, and remains
the struggle of the exploited
against the exploiters, of the op-
pressed against oppressors, Here,
as elsewhere, the course of hu-
man events will therefore be
fundamentally determined by the
extent to which American labor
influences national policy and ul-
timately leads the nation.

BUT — the American working
class eannot fulfillits historic des-
tiny unless it pursues an inde-
pendent, united, and militant
policy of, struggle; unless it co-
operates with and champions the
interests of the Negro people,
the working farmers, and its other
allies; unless its most advanced
and class-conscious section is or-
ganized in a Marxist vanguard—
an effective, cohesive, democratic
ad fighting American Marxist
working class political party—
capable of influencing events and
deepening labor’s understanding
of the class and social forces at
waork in the nation and the world,

New and realistic possibilities
exist for a peaceful constitutional
transition to socialism in our

country.

BUT — socialism can come
about only through a [undamen-
tally radical change in existing
property relations, tlirough not
only curbing, but eventually
breaking, the power of monopo-
lies. A peaceful transition is pos-

siblé only if the working people,_

keep open the democratic pro-
cesses Eor constitutional change.

Creat changes are * taking
place in our nation and the

world. Even greater changes are

in the making. Consequently our
Communist Party needs to
broaden its working-class base
and influence, put an end to
dogmatism and sectarianism,
make necessary changes in its
structure and methods of work,
drastically expand and strength-
en ‘its internal democracy and
reexamine and further develop
certain theoretical propositions.

BUT-this does not mean that
we should exchange the scien-
tific method of Marxism-Lenin-
ism for wishful thinking and op-
portunism; or replace old dog-
mas with néw ones.

It seems to me that what is re-
quired is a re-dedication to the
principles of scientific socialism,
and to ensuring their concrete
application and creative develop-
ment in accord with American
democratic and working-class
traditions, experience and re-
quirements,

What is needed is renewed
mass activity on all fronts— ideol-
ogical, political, economic—and
the growth and unity of our

Communist Party based among
other things, on: a clear recogni-
tion of the historic role of the
American working class and its
Marxist vanguard as the architect
of socialism, as the champion of
the best interests of the nation
and its Feop]c, a vigorous and
many-sided democratic and unit-
ed front struggle to realize the
immediate demands of all who
toil by hand or brain; an un-
compromising devotion to the
struggle for equal rights and
freedom for the Negro people;
an appreciation ef the epochal
achievements and liberating role
of the lands of socialism,
coupled with a critical eyalua-
tion of the mistakes and shock-
ing violations of socialist prin-
ciples recently revealed there,
as well as a positive attitude to-
ward. the process underway to
eliminate these distortions and

- errors, and to prevent their re-

currence—all of which prove the
vitality and self-corrective role
of socialist society; and on our
fraternal solidarity with ‘the
working people of all countries.

It seems to me that all pro-
posed changes in the name, form
and policies of our Communist
Party should be ecritically ap-
praised and judged in the light
of these basic truths,  In any
event all issues and proposals
should be considered on their
merits and all differences de-
bated forthrightly, yet in a com-
radely fashion, in such a way
as to preserve and reinforce the
unity of our Party,

Leadership Problems Facing Us

(Continued from Page 3)
tions, requives forces who devote
their full time to the needs of
the organization. This, as in the
past, continues to be an impor-
tant requirement for a working-
class pecﬁitical organization, What
was wrong was that our leader-
ship became more centralized,
and many tasks were concen-
trated in the hands of a few peo-
ple, the pressure to solve all
problems via “full-timers” was a
marked tendency. Unfortunately
some comrades in correctly re-
jecting this past practice attack
the full-timers in vindictive
terms as “pie-cards,” ete. This is
a disservice to our discussion, If
the Party's overemphasis on a
full-time apparatus requires cor-
regtion then let us do that and
not seek to victimize individuals
who accepted the responsibility
the organization placed on them
under all difficult conditions.

Why should we de-emphasize
the number of full-timers needed
to participate in the Party’s
Ieadership? Firstly, because the
total needs of the Party require
that the smallest expenditures of
funds should be in the area of
administration while the greatest
financial resources should be di-
rected fowards improving our
mass work, Secondly, with the
new concepts of the Party ad-
vanced at the last National Com-
mittee meeting as reflected in
Fred Fine's report and the Draft
Constitution, the more democra-
cy in the Party and the wider
the responsibility of the mem-
bers camrying through Party
work, the less Burden will be
placed on the role of an individ-
val full-timer for fulfilling Party
decisions. Thirdly, in examining
our weak ties among the masses
it would serve the Party’s inter-
ests best if some of its most ex-

perienced personnel were to
come into closer touch with the
workers and help the Party in

achieving new and broader mass
connections. Under present poli-
tical conditions many comrades
who are privately employed
have greater maneuverability
and legality in their work among
the musses.

We' should study how other
mass organizations fonction in
this regard. T notice, for ex-
ample, that some mass organiza-
tions employ people whose fune-
tion is to serve the organization
and carry out many 6f the ad-
ministrative tasks while ©+d i
sive leaders remain pnyvatewy

emploved and perform a lead-
ership role on a volunteer basis.
In our organization a full-time
functionary, especially on the
district levels, has to combine all
qualifications—organizer, admin-
istrator, political leader. With a
greater division of work and de-
centralization of tasks many of

our key political forces could

perform their major asignments
without being on full-time.

In taking steps to reduce the
number of full-timers, the Par-
ty must do this in an organized
manner. These sleps be accom-
panied by big changes in our
style of work, new approaches
to Party campaigns and the de-
velopment of collective leader-
ship on all levels, 1f these do not
accompany the shift away from
the emphasis on full-timers, the
Party’s work may, suffer.
APPROACH TO LEADERSHIP

This Party convention must
bring about a whole change in
our approach to leadership. In
the past, comrades who were re-
leased from full-time staffs were
regarded in the Party as having
been-“down-graded,” “punished,”

“disciplined” and sent back to
the shop. This attitude was one
of the crassest expressions of bu-
reaucracy in our Party. Today
our Party must infuse its entire
membership with the * political
urgency of placing its leading
corps in the first pﬁ:ce, in a po-
sition where they can more di-
rectly influence the workers and
strengthen our Party's
base. The Party organization
must surround all of its forces
who now have to make this kind
of adjustment with the necessary
help and support.

In ending past bureaucratic
approaches to cadres, our Pharty
convention must break with the
long standing neglect of those
forces in our ranks who have
aged, and for health reasons are

unable to perform in the same-

manner that they have in the
past. Just a glance at any trade
union or mass organization will
show that these old-timers and
builders of the people’s organi-
zation continue to play a role in
the muss movements, Their past
contributions are recognized and
their experiences utilized by the

mass.

mass organizations. Our Party
has had a most callous approach
to this question. As a result the
Party has been denied the con-
tributions of such comrades and
many of them became unneces-
sarily isolated from the Party
and the mass movements,

For many years growing out
of the illegal status of the Party,
in trade unions and mass organi-
zations, an'‘artificial division of la-
bor was created between the lead-
ing Party functionary (who most
frequently was fulltime) and com-
rades in the mass movement.
The Party functionary had re-
sponsibility for all so-called
Party tasks as well as for guid-
ing our forces in mass work. The
comrades on leading committees
whose main task was in the mass
field were primarily concermned
with these phases of work and
left-all problems of Party build-
ing, finances, campaign and in-
dependent Party activity to the
Party functionary. This wrong di-
vision of labor fed bureaucracy
and centralized all Party tasks in
the hands of a_few. functionaries.
As a result of this, many experi-

_ leaders.

enced comrades in mass work,
though serving on leading com-
mittees, did not feel accountable
to the Party membership for
guiding all the Party work.

While the illegal status of our
Party explains much of the rea-
sons for this situation, nonethe-

s we are compelled to change
our methods of work and achieve
a relationship in all Party com-
miltees where all comrades take
responsibility . within the com-
mittee for all phases of the Par-
ty’'s work while each individual
performs in accordance with his
or her ability and circumstances.
As we democratize our organiza-
tion, methods must be worked
out of bringing before the Party
the views, proposals and activi-
ties of cadres whose Party life
does not bring them in touch
with all their members. This
responsibility for reporting and °
accounting to the membership
must be the duty of all Party
Security considerations,
while taken into account, can-
not serve as an excuse for fail-
ing to establish correct relation-
ships between leading committees
of the Party and the membership,

A new style of work for our
Party should have as its objective
to put an end to the narrow,
inner-Party life of a functionary.
In the main this can only| be
accomplished - by a clearer de-
finition of the duties of all offi-
cers, the extent and limits of
their responsibilities, and a new
system of Party work that brings
the membership into active par-
ticipation in policy-making, With
a broader democratic function-
ing of the orgainzation and a
greater decentralization of tasks,
the Party must guide its actives |
on all levels starting with the
National Committee so as to
guarantee that every comrade
spends time with non-Party peo-
ple, and is not an “inner” work-
er alone.

These problems of leadership
plagued us for many years, but
we are closer to arriving at
some solutiohs now as we are
reviewing the concept of the
Party, of establishing a new
basis for work,

The Draft Constitution, the
new organizational concepts of
the Party, together with the new
course the Draft Resolution is
charting, provides for the speedy
deyelopment of a wide Party
cadre who will find greater basis
for growth and development in
the years to come,
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maintenance, its growth. . . .

But let us keep in mind that
what we are battling to main-
tain and to cultivate is not a
name or a form, but a move-
ment, Therefore if we feel that
a change in name or form will
better advance our movement,
then we should make those
changes, There is an under-
standable fear that such changes
would mean an abandonment
of Communist policy, of Marxist-
Leninist theory and practice.
This could be: But we couid de-
part from a correct policy, while
still maintaining our name and
form, as we have seen at times
in the past. Also it is possible
to maintain a correct class pol-
icy while making changes in
form. p

The name of a Marxist party
is not a matter of principle in
itself. In the 1850 the soundest
Marxist program in America was
advanced by the German Sports
Society, THE TURNVERIEN.
{Foster: History of CPUSA). The
first definitely Marxist organiza-
tion in America was the Prole-
tarian. League. The Communist
Club of New Yorl, the Workers’
Club of Chicago were other
Marxist organizations in Amer-
ica. Today, in other lands, as
well, Marxist parties have va-
rious names. “Communist” to us
means a great deal and is based
on the spirit of the French Com-
munards and the science of the
writers of the Communist Mani-
festo, on the addition to this
science by the leaders of the
Russian and Chinese revolu-
tions, and on their experiences,
as well as on the notable con-
tributions and struggles of our
own Communist Party.

In spite of this, and with great
emotional reluctance, 1 think a
change of name would be in the
best interest of building the
American Mamxist movement,
Some of the reasons for this are:

Firstly, if we are going to
make all of the necessary changes
in correcting our mistakes of the
past, then such a change of
name would help to dramatize
these  changes, to make clear
that we are not just making a
few “factical” adjustments, but
that we are fully capable of
learning from history, of making
whatever changes are necessary
to help bujld Marxist organiza-
tion.

Secondly, I feel, that we have
started, are beginning and will
continue to make the necessary
changes and chart the right
course in February. 1 think
there are people who would be
willing to and would want to
associate themselves with us, but
who would hesitate at inheriting
some of the liabilites of the
name “Communist,” the legal
liabilities and the liabilities in re-
lationship to other workers. . . .

Thirdly, and part of this that
I don't think we can completely
overlook, is that the name “Com-
munist Party” is also the name
of the ruling party in the Soviet
Union. And faced as we are with
the problem of overcoming the
wholly incorrect tag, “Soviet
agent,” might this not help?

I have no illusions that a
change of name would do any
miracles. . .. But il it would help

. our relationship with. workers,
make it more possible to grow,
then I am for it. The building of
a legal movement, while a de-
sirable goal, is something that is
not solely up to us, since the
suling class can be” expected to
eonlinue to attack us. But legaliz-
ing ourselves among the people
is something on which we are
not altogether powerless.

OPPOSES PARTY FORM

On the question of what form
for pur movement, [ think that
our approach should be the
same—what is the best basis for
fulfilling our role. We are at
prosent, the Communist Party.
I amree with those who think
that the dropping of our elec-
toral form, as a party would en-
hanee our work, I think this for

the follownig reasons:

1) A political party, as it is
umderstood by most people, is an
organization that desires to bid
for political power, for political
office. At present, and for the
last years, we have not been
doing this, have not beew run-
ning candidates. Largely, this is
because of the host of discrim-
inatory political laws that either
forbid us outright from being on
the ballot, or laws that make it
next to impossible. . . . But, in
addition, eur political perspec-
tive is one of working to help the
labor movement to achieve ils
political aims, .

2) This has not only been true

of the last few years—it will also
be the case for a number of
years to come. . . . Similarly, our
political perspective for the next
yeais is one of helping to build
an anti-monopoly coalition, with
a political realignment reflect-
ing the anti-monopoly coalition.
Whichever course unfolds, the
Communists will be helping to
build this coalition and its polit-
ical party. Therefore ocur main
political perspective is not of
independent candidates, but of
contributing our Marxist think-
ing in the development of such
an anti-monopoly coalition and
party. ...
+ T think it would be more pos-
sible to win members for our
movement if we state clearly
our objective of influencing the
thinking and actions of the labor
movement, the working farmers,
the Negio people and liberals
generally. The people we want
to influence and win will see our
role much more clearly if we
were a Marxist political organi-
zation and not a political party.
To most Americans it is a very
strange thing indeed to sec a
political party organized within
other political parties, within
trade nnions, Negro people’s or-
ganizations, farm* organizations,
ete. It helps to strengthen the
notions of ‘boring from within,”
of aur having other purposes. in
being in organizations other than
the objectives of those organiza-
tions. I think that we can better
win a citizenship for Marxist
ideas if our members are in or-
ganizations for the aims of these
movements, while trying to win
a Marxist approach, a class ap-
proach as a more effective way
of furthering their aims. Organi-
zations like ADA, while for from
Marxist, also have the avowed
purpose of influencing organiza-
tions and parties for their point
of view.

8) Maintaining our electoral
form also creates confusion and
lack of perspective within our
movement. A person joins our
party, we discuss work with him
or her, and tell them to join an-
other political party. At a recent
state committee meeh’n? one
comrade asked: “Are we tor the
Communist Party or for some
other political party?” We wark
in the Democratic Party, jin the
Republican Party: we are for a
political realignment and an
anti-monoply party; we are dis-
cussing building the basis for a
new party of socialism; and then
we are a Communist Party.
While we can find examples in
American political history -of
people being members of more
than one party—it still is not a
fit form for oar role.

1 think that an association of
American Marxists could not be
a mere educational association,
educating for socialism. It would
not be Marxist if it did not fully
associate itself with the day-to-
day struggles of the people. It
would not understand the road
to sacialism if it did not merge
the Marxist movement with_the
labor movement, and the struggle
against monopoly. But being a
political party today belies our
role. beclouds it, and helps to
make it more difficult.

For the next years we are not
going to be bidding for political
office or power, But we are going
to be bidding for a Marxist ap-
proach on immediate questions
and on a socialist reorganization
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it would be fruitless. Secondly
this change is not advocated to
placate reaction, but to help
clarify our role in the minds of
the people.

If it is a change of content

(mass policy, democratization,
Americanization) as well as form,
then the people (those wiiose
ear we can reach) will he able to
see more clearly that the reac-
tionary charges are in truth lies
and our isolation reduced.

Such a formal, total change
would in fact be a pledge to the
people Sof an unmistakable pub-
lic kind) that we wished to sct
ourselves more firmly on the
American road to socialism.

Moreover, such a change
would conform to the realities of
the situation.

At present we are not a poli-
tical party in the American
sense of the term: our electoral
activity is insignificant and we
do mnot seek governmental
power,

What do we do in fact? We
associate qurselves with the peo-
ple’s struggle for their immedi-

ate needs and we educate for.

socialism (however imperfectly).

Thus there is a contradiction
between the non-party content
of -our work and its party form.

This contradiction lays a base
for popular misunderstanding
" of our organization, bolsters the

the charge of "com:'ﬁir:tcy"
against us, :

Thus people may reason: if
the. Communists are a party,
they must seek government
power, and since they do not

engage in electoral activities to.

axllﬁv egree, they must seek it by
other means, “force and viol-
ence,” “infiltration,” ete.

Let us abandon the party form
of organization so that we may
better prepare the ground for
a new mass movement of social-
ism that will help the people
set our government on a path
of deep-going social and econo-
mic change and improvement.

And let us better eur agitation
for socialisnt. At present we do
two things: tell the people that
socialism is not the issue, and
point to conditions in socialist
countries abroad. Perhaps we can
find more eonvineing approaches
to the American people.

The people have urgent needs
(peace, integration, welfare, civil
liberties, etc.) but the key to the
fulfillment of these needs is la-
bor’s assumption of a greater,
more independent political role,
at the present moment within
the confines of the present party
structure.

Labor’s increased political act-
ivity will be the magnetic center
for a new coalition of labor, Ne-
gro people, middle-classes, farm-
ers.

The most advanced sections
of the people are already work-
ing along this path: the COPE
committee of AFL-CIO, the
NAACP of the Negro people,
the ADA of the liberal middle
class.

As socialist-minded people in-
terested to help labor and all
other elements move forward to-
ward the emergence of a new co-
alition. We should associate our-
selves with all popular group-
ings whose movement is towards
this end, reducing differences to
a minimunm.

Change to a non-party form

would facilitate and clarify our

of American society. We are
going to be bidding for this in
the mainstream of the people’s
movements. I think that we can
better perform this role as an
Association of American Marx-
ists than as a Communist Party.
Such an Assoeation will also
have to have an independent
* role—bidding for the minds of
people by newsphpers, books,
pamphlets, meetings, ete. . ..

In addition I feel that even
when the creation of a broader
new parly of American socialism
does become possible, that there
will still be the need for Marxist
organization. <« ¢

relationship to the current mass
movements, People would better
understand that we are not
“using” these ‘movements as
“Trojan horses” to smuggle in-a
socialist government by the back
door, by “infiltration.” Such a
change would help make clear
the fact that for us a new demo-
cratic coalition to ensure the
peace is ‘an end in itself, not
merely a means to socialism.
WHAT HAPPENS TO
“VANGUARD ROLE"?

Some may say, "But if we give
up our Party form what happens
to our vanguard role?” — as
though a “vanguard role” were
something that we put on or take
off at will, like a garment.

There will be a socialist move-
ment that will help lead the
American people towards a basic
democratization of our society.
The American. people will give
that movement, in their own
good time, a “vanguard role.”

Meanwhile let us not be im-
modest and place on our shoul-
ders a mantle of leadersihp
which only the people can give.

Aren’t the weaknesses of Left-
ism and bureaucracy connected
with “vanguardism”—a self-ap-
pointed leadership which im-
poses itself on the people from
outside and above, and which
therefore cannot help but make
mistakes?

Let us strive to he of service
to the H)epple, then they can
best judge whether we are
worthy of leadership. .
COALITION, PEACE
AND SOCIALISM

There is a definite connection
between the movement for a
native socialist perspective in
this country and the movement
for a new democratic coalition.

This is because the mainten-
ance of peace guarantees the
goal that the Communist move-
ment has always set for itself
in our country, namely the inau-
guration of socialism in the
United States by constitutional
nieans. :

A hydrogen-bomb war would
transform this question entirely,
as well as all others.

It only takes a look at one
ficure—Senator McCarthy—to re-
alize that these who would face
our country towards war are

\

“ple.

| compomising  attitude

the same as those whao would
force towards extreme reaction
and tyranny that would destroy
all semblance of democratic and
constitutional procedure.
Moreover, a prolonged period
of peace would open the way in
this country for great democratic
advances. The [ﬂthnr movement
would have the opportunity to
strengthen itself organizationally
and: politically. Great strides
could be made in the struggle
for full rights for the Negro peo-
A peaceful atmosphere
would allow the development

-of a movement to restore the

constitution and dismantle the
cancerous structure of repressive
legislation.

Peace will inevitably bring so-
cial and political fluidity and re-
form, and this is doubtless one
of the main reasons that those
corporation heads and financiers
who shrink from the outlook of
war, and for whom Eisenhower
speaks, at the same time drag
their feet on questions of peace,
enter into relations of co-exist-
ence with extreme reluctance
and maintain'an ambiguous and
towards
the Nixons, Knowlands, Bridges,
ete.

A policy of peaceful co-exist-
ence for the United States will
not be won without great popular
political  struggles, - struggles
which will eventually succeed in
reducing the political influence
of the McCarthys, Knowlands
and Eastlands to a mmimum.

So the struggle for a new de-
mocratic coalition, for the tri-
umph of a foreign poliey of
peace, is at the same time the
necessary prelude to a constitu-
tional and democratic transforma-
tion of American society in a
socialist direction.

Just as the struggle for a
Marxist movement that will base
itself on the history and present
condition of our country will help
the cause of peace, so the strug-
gle for peace will help Marxist
minded Americans find their way
to a native road to socialism. A
Marxist movement that does not
make as its prime task giving
assistance to the people in the
building of a new coalition will
not be worth its salt, will lose
itself, will wither and die.

Party Unity
(Continued from Page 5)
course of action, we will learn
whether we are right or wrong,
what has stood the test and
what requires change. _
Furthermore, we are trying to
resolve a whole host of complex
problems, all at once. We are
hurling at the membership one
docpment after another. Long
resolutions and even longer dis-
cussion bulletins, both national
and' districts. And they deal with
diverse and important subjects.
Can our membership, working
all day. active in the evening,
absorb all this material, in such

2 brief time? 3

Must we try to solve all prob-
lems at once? Can they be re-
solved in such a rush? Not if we
expect to involve a large section
of our membership. This requires
time and an opportunity to think
things through. Let’s settle first
things first and other things a
little later. We may move more
slowly but go further.

Experience should have taught
us that we have a tendeney of
swinging fast from one position
to another. Let us test some of
our new ideas in action. We
may find it recessary to make
changes as a result of our ex-
periences. In the final analysis
this is still the best proof of test-
ing the correctuess of a political
line, But some say we cannot
wait, time is running out. But
why run ahead so fast and later
have to retrace our steps as we
have often done? Maybe by
moving more slowly, more sure-
funredfy we can advance more
rapidly later,

It is proposed that we examine
our p-uFicy over the whole past
period in our Negro voik, This

is essential, But can we do jus-
tice to a problem of such im-
portance at this time? It may be
advisable to leave this question
to a special national conference
following the convention; like-
wise with our trade union work.
This does not mean that these
subjects can be ignored at the
convention. They must be dealt
with. But there is a difference
between emphasizing them s
part of an overall diseussion, and
dealing with them in a thorough,
fundamental way.
CONVENTION PROPOSALS
The central question remains:
Can the convention resolve some
issues which will help maintain
Party unity and move forward?
This question, I think, desexves
the attention of the whole or-
ganization. The sharp division in
the leadership should be re-
solved. At present there is little
confidence in the national and
district  leaderships. A change
in relations on top will serve the
unity of the Party. Such unity
now will not hamper changing
(Continued on Page 8)
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Experiences in National Group Work

By BILLY ALLAN
DETROIT, Mich,”

With all this very
healthy talk and wuiting
about how we are re-organ-
izing and about to reorgan-
ize owrselves from the de-
mobilization period of the
last number of years, it’s been a
refreshing experience to' have
been around when the State
Committee of the Communist
Party of Michigan went to work
and assigned some people to
work with the National Groups.
That started almost two years
ago, long before the present dis-
Cissions.

That such a move was cor-
rect needs little elucidation. But
the ripeness of the objective sit-
uation and what we learned
from what happened is worth

WILLIAM ALLAN

examination. We are coming into
a nalional convention in Feb-
suary 1957 with so far only one
mention of work in the Na-
tionnl Group field (Discussion
Bulletin No. 2) and no mention
in the Draft Resolution. There-
tare the drafters of the Draft
Resolntion shouldn't be shower-
ed with barbs but with reports
ol what they missed, an impor-
tant section of the American
class struggle, from whose day
to day activities some of our
finest cadres have come and will
come. s

I think the Américan Commu-
nist movement has to dig into
same history of the National
Croup situation in our country,
otherwise we cannot understand
“the pitch” and we will continue
to leave that struggle out of
Druft Resolutions.

STATE BACKGROUND

I our state (Michigan) there
are close to half a million na-
tional group voters, some 85();-
000 in Detroit. They are highly
oreanized, members of unions,
muss organizations and are splen-
dhidl organizers—parents and sons
and daughters. The parents are
proudly known as pioneer or-
ganizers of the CIO and ATL

- Ilt’]'f’.

~ The first and second genera-
tions helped to break the back of
the open shop here and who
daesn't remember how 10,000
members of the International
Workers Order in Michigan did
sterling duty in that great series
ot c¢lass battles with the auto
l};l]'{'lﬂﬁf

They carried over the sense
of working-class responsibility to
the field of political action, be-
coming a great part here of the
New Deal, strong supporters of
FDR and former U.S. Supreme
Court Justice Frank Murphy,

Before the unions and the
New Deal political action days,

these foreign-borm Americans
were widely discriminated
against, targets of national

chauyinist epithets known to all
of us. Many of the first genera-
tion couldn't speak the American
linguage; they liked their “Old
Comntry” culture, traditions and
continued to speak the language
of the “Old Country.” They set
up their own fraternal organiza-
tions, had their own forms of re-
ligious activity. Many of them

were exiled radicals. Socialists
became members of the Ameri-
can Socialist Parcty: some later
joined the American Communist
Party.

Their sons and daughters wese
discriminated against, mocked
at, attacked because of their
names and parents. There were
ghettos for them in many parts
of this city and state (Ham-
tramck, biggest Polish city out-
side of Warsaw Delray, “Little
Hungary,” being one of the titles
given by the ghettos).

But when the open shop was
cracked and umity of the work-
ing class began to be forged by
the unions, ol loreign-horm Amer-
icans with native-born  Ameri-
cans, new, aggressive, capable
working-class leaders emerged.

Tliey found a place, -many of
these second generation Ameri-
cans in union leadership posts,
in the state legislature. in other
posts and their lives were no
longer conlined to just around
where the “Qld Country”™ peo-
plé gathered—they broke out of
the ghetto, they began to be full-
fledged citizens with equal rights.
The names which lots of them
wrongly considered a liability,
now were a badue to get elected
to oflices, because a great new
mass of people with their sons
and daughters had, thanks to the
smashing of the open shop joined
in with the great new progres-
sive stream of lubor and peoples
politieal action.

Our movement was  based
here in great part on this first
generation and later some of the
second generation
ranks. But essentinlly the second
generation whose parents were
radicals moved in !a]]mr and New
Deal circles. ;

This is where the Draft Res-
olution missed the boat, when it
failed to give “a pitchon how
as American Marxists we can
mfluence this new generation
that in our town and state and
undoubtedly in a number of
other ‘states, practically leads a
big section of - lubor and the
peoples political action move-
ment.

“OLD COUNTRY” SOCIALISM
A BRIDGIE

The new Socialist nations
eliminated the rottenness of the
capitalist society in the. “Old
Countries.” Does the new Social-
ist society in these nations of
Eastern * Europe,  particularly,
make a broader bridge for us to
come and work with this second
generation in the light for peace,
co-existence, Negro rights, eivil
rights, economic security and
against the open enemy here,

monopoly capital as exemplified

by General Motors, Ford, Chry-
sler? :

We have found, according to
our ability to pul things in mo-
tion, it does. Take a power-
ful visual educator like " films
of the “Old Country” which
now has a socialist economy,
A small national group here
with ém excellent historical film,
altracted over 500 people of that
nationality and the Left section
was indeed in a minority in at-
tendance.

Or take the Polus. Some weeks
ago a meeting was held on the
new situation in People’s Poland,
247 people came and the Left
was in the minority. One speaker
asked everyone who thought
there was no [reedom in Poland
to raise their hand. Two people
did, Then he asked all who
theught there was to raise hands.
Most ol the people did. A Targe
section of DP's was present,
Each year on the annual cele-
bration of Soviet Armenia, hun-
dreds turn out for that event. A

- Hungarian “Grape” Festival, a

traditional event brings several
hundred even during the tense
days that we are now pussing
through about Hungary.

The Jewish People’s Clorus,
an outstanding example ol cul-
tural initintive, attracts with its
songs of many lands includin
Socialist lands, hundreds of
people in our town each year.

Yes, the socialist society now

joined our-

in existence in the “Old Coun-
try” is a bridge to this great
new mass of second generation
Americans, many of whom are
leaders of the American workin
class both in the economic anﬁ
political fields. And it’s a source
of great national pride to both
first and second generation. Now
while our drafters of the Draft
Resolution may have passed up
this clear-headed section of
waorkers who are a mighty eche-
lon for co-existence, monapoly,
the people’s enemy DIDNT,

They forged a weapon, the
Walter-McCarran  Act—they be=
guan as part of the cold war proc-
ess of isolating the American
Left, to smash at this impovtant
socialist - minded echelon, Some
30,000 foreign-born Americans,
first generation, haye been made
targets by this law. Thousands
of them live in conditions of
“house arrest” because of the vi-
cious supervisory parole; This
had an effect. These workers,
here for decades, having raised
a tamily, bought a home, had' to
decide (o be less active or face
impoverishment through loss of
jobs or through the high costs of
fighting cowrt cases. They had
pressure  from their sons or
daughters to “take it easy.”

The decision might have been
easier for many it the Interna-

tional Workers Order had re-

mained standing and not just
only went out of business. It was
a terrilic setback not to be able
to keep 100,000 INWO members
together. When the IWO ended
its honorable services, the Mec-
Carthyites considered that one of
their greatest accomplishments,

So we suffered a great body
blow to the American Marxist
niovement—and not all the blame
can be laidiat the door of veaction
for the knockdown. And what is
disturbing is that nothing seems
to be in the offing about a renais-
sance of this movement. But
people are thinking , acting.
NEW DEVELOPMENTS
NOTED :

Now: with the great events in
the world-rising peace forces, big
changes in the Socialist world,
Freat interest prevails among
irst and second generation na-
tional group people about what's
happening in the "Old Country.”

This interest is so great that
one of the capitalist newspapers
here reported that some 5,000
Polish peopie in 1956 from
March on, applied for passports
to go to Poland. Come 1957, the

greatest tourist trade to the so--

cialist nations will take place—
already many have booked pas-
sages months ahead because of
the great desire to see the “Old
Country.”

All of this has had an energiz-
ing effect on the Left forces in’

the National Groups. Now many

of them are back in harness—
they are in contact with “out-
side” people in their national
group field. They find great
swirling currents of political de-
bate raging about the “Old
Country.” In the recent election
campaign because of big new
developments, the “International
Sitnation” was a platform every-
one could mount and debate on,
Both the GOP and Dems have
nationality committees. Governor
Williams of Michigan heads that
of the Dems. Neither of the two
capitalist parties thus forgot the
National Groups.

Mariy of the DP’s have come
here, worked in the auto plants,
saw unionism at its best, fighting
speedup in many places, protect-
ing jobs of workers, battling dis-
crimination, fighting the great
unemployment which the DP’s
found themselves victims of,
Whatever the DP's may llawe_
been before they came, many of

them think. differently and are .

now part 6f the working class.
This is a feld for exploration by
Marxists. |

The Left and its press must
begin to objectively report, com-
ment and give guidance to this
changing world in the national

. group field. English writing in'

the l\'e!ﬁr""'[.“f? progs is a must;

or the second generation bLe-
comes target for the brass-check
ress of Hearst and his [ellow
hcl’enders of monoply.

This Nationality press cannot
become “house organs” for the
“Old Country.” Yes; it can relate
and be a champion of peaceful
co-existence and also tell of what
goes on, but it cannot be an
American reprint,

The Daily Worker and Worker
have to get off their lofty perch
and see this great new world of
developments among America’s
millions of national group peo-
ple, first and second generation.
The Daily Worker !ims never
crusaded against the Walter-

MecCarran law—despite the truth
that if it hadn’t been for the na-

not have today been in existence,
A section of the Michigan
Party organization in the last
two years has been in the midst
of these developments, discus-
sions and discoveries, We have
built a whole new patt of the
Pacty that is loyal, devoted to
Marxism-Leninism,
It’s a challenging area of Part
work, It calls’ for great Idcnly-'
ogical alertness, for the most
flexible forms of united front
and' coalition tactics as the hard
and fast divisions of the old days
melt under new developments
both at home and in the “Old
Country.” -
“Through the American and
Nationality Press, the Lelt can
speak to thousands from coast
to coast. I think it’s time, history
says so, that the American Com-
munist . Party starts organizing
among the National Groups.
Let's Cet Wise, Organize.
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and gefreshing of the new com-
mittees. Our Party does not dis-
miss the role and responsibility
of leadership. Nihilistic tend-
encies of “kick out the whole
leadership” is not the prevailing
sentiment, A desire for a change,
electing new people into ale
National Committee is strong.

The present leadership is es-
sential for adequate preparation
for the convention. Irresolute-
ness and inability te find a
common basis for unity is not a
virtue. 1f it cannot take place—
then we face the consequences
of a sharp division with tﬁim re-
sults. I maintain, we can avoid
Lieading in such a direction,

Some of the discussion by
members of leading committees
leaves much to be desired. Evi-
dently, we have difficulty in de-
bating sharply, vet not irreconcil-
ably. It is hard to learn when
there is little past experience.
There is too much subjectivity

in our leading ranks. It is a luxury

which a leadership cannot in-
dulge in. At times a thin line
separates subjective feeling from
objective analysis. For instance,
some-lay more stress on the mis-
takes from 1945 to 1950, while
.others emphasize the latter pe-
riod to 1955. The important
thing is to state specifically the
major mistakes over the whole
period—so that we can all learn
from these mistakes, Some of us
held responsibility in one period,
while others in another period.
Let's examine the mistakes wo all
made and let the Party learn

In

and draw its conclusions.
some cases stress is given to the
mistakes made nationally, and
little as to what the district did.
This will not solve anything,

Such placing of blame is uot
critical ang does not help 1s.

I think this wrong approach
is also true of the Daily Worker.
Its, editors give more emphasis
to points which agree with their
position, and less with those in
disagreement. That there are dis-
agreements and  discussion i
necessary is self-evident. Differ-
ences must eventually be re-
solved, and a Marxist paper
should’ help stimulate such res-
olution. But on many questions
the position of the editors is dit-
ferent from that of large sections
of its readers. To contribute to
unity a Marxist newspaper should
take that more into considera-
tion.

I think we should direct our
main attention to overcome this
situation at the national conven-
tion. This is now aided by the
resolution on, unity adopled by
the December meeting of the
National Committee and address-
ed to all clubs and conventions
of the Party. In my opinion the
National Committee resolution
or similar expressions of unity
should come forth from all con-
ventions. Thi‘y can serve to cre-
ate a spirit of unity at this con-
vention. This will make it pos-
sible for.us to come out united
and to move ahead with the ne-
cessary changes required to help
overcome our isolation and move
forward.
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