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On a ew United Party of Socialism* 

Steve Nelson 

ut over 
mos� · TH QUESTION OF A united party of ;pcciall� Socialism has provoked wide discus-contn sion in and out of our Party ranks.

The Draft Resolution, where this
question i again raised, will no
doubt further stimulate interest in it
in our ranks and among socialist
minded groups. 

In the discussion so far, besides
. those who support this propo al, the

' :° � following views have been expressed.·c 01 P in 1. There arc those who say that ititc Y O was a mistake to have raised this
do

�t I question. They argue: There arc
f
o no major socialist currents in the� ca U . . outside of the .P. The So

�ts, cialist Party is small and isolated,n�c even more than we arc. Its positionrn w is to have no contact with the Come �arty munist Party. Other Left groups arcg view smail and also isolated. Thus they
: � w� say, to raise the question now only.c Sign

tha

i creates doubts in our Party's fu.ent t turc. hat our 
2. The editors of the Monthly ied and 

Review and New Republic urge theorwar immediate dissolution of the Com-
munist Party. Joseph Starobin's
view is nearly the same. 

3. There is o trend that urges the
dissolution of the Communist Party
and the setting up of a loose social-
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ist federation made up of all groups,
agreeable to merger, though they
differ on many key questions. 

There may be other trends not
noted by me, but in my judgment
each is limited or is harmful and
ought to be rejected, though, be
cause of this, it should not be auto
matically excluded from further dis
cussion and consideration. 

The first view is harmful because
it does not sec any need for basic
discussion of policies or for more
appropriate concepts of organization
suited to merican conditions. This
viel refuses to concede that there
were any serious mistake in policy
and that there ever could have been 
anything wrong with our organiza
tional concept . Those who take this
view tend to play down the present
discussion in the world Communist
movement and treat it as a sur
face phenomenon. They apparently
draw the conclusion that no funda
mental problems are to be reconsid
ered anew. Everything in the past
is taken for granted as if everything
was answered for all time.
� also: Eu,ene Dennis: "Por • Mass Pany 
of Socialism," in Poluiul A611irs, June, 1956; 
and Nemmy Sparks, "Towards a United Pa_!tJ 
of Socialism," in the issue of July, 19,�U, 
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There are some in our Party who 
are afraid to examine the causes of 
our errors in the most fundamental 
way. They tend to treat them super- 
ficially and, therefore, will not pro- 
vide answers to our problems. 

Despite the Stalin distortions of 
Marxism-Leninism, some people fear 
to probe more deeply under the 
surface and search for the causes that 
led to these errors beyond content- 
ing themselves with the phrase, “cult 
of the individual.” It is evident that 
Stalin distorted Marxism-Leninism 
and its theory and concept of organi- 
zation while supposedly defending it. 
One of the chief instruments in his 
hands which permitted this distor- 
tion to develop to an almost uncon- 
trollable stage was the concept of 
monolithic unity of the Party. He 
justified the attack against all who 
raised questions and their eventual 
physical extermination by a demand 
for submission without question. 
Democratic centralism permitted 
him to eliminate the democratic 
process of the election of leaders and 
examination of policies by arbitrary 
replacement of those he did not agree 
with by co-option of others. Thus, 
Party Congresses became less fre- 
quent, grew further and further 

apart. 
These inner Party methods were 

transferred to the government ap- 
paratus and to every phase of po- 
litical life in the Soviet Union. Thus, 

we see that this principle, de- 
signed for an underground condi- 
tion in Tsarist Russia, when held 

onto intact, without any change, led 
to crimes under Socialism and 50. 
cialist democracy suffered. 
judgment, on further examination 
history will show that these theoreti-; 
cal and organizational concepts werebur se: 
distorted in the USSR and the other}he m 
parties as well. It should have beenjgoing 
the duty of those in leadership to tied 
guard against this danger, to insti- 
tute more democracy in the Partyoncep 
and the country with the adventhbout 
of Socialism, instead of justifyinghroces: 
its limitations, as was done by Stalin ecogn 

It would be well to re-examingpoliti 
the remarks made in 1918 by Ro 
Luxembourg: 

ther 

The suppression of political lifqin one 
throughout the country must graduallythe fu 
cause the vitality of the Soviets them-\within 
selves to decline. Without general elec} T}¢, 
tions, freedom of the press, freedom o d 
assembly, and freedom of speech, life we 
in every public institution slows down!" 
becomes a caricature of itself, and f org: 
bureaucracy rises as the only decidingjarm ¢ 
factor. No one can escape the workingsjonly b 
of this law. Public life gradually diesjas som 
and a few dozen Party leaders with ncep 
inexhaustible energy and __ limitless 
idealism direct and rule. . . . In the 
last resort cliqueism develops a dictator 
ship of the proletariat; the dictatorship 
of a handful of politicians, i.c., a dic of clar 
tatorship in the bourgeois sense, in Means 
Jacobin sense, results. should 

a prop 
What the other Parties will do isfing-cla 

different situations about this mat{Unless 
ter will depend on their skill and onjview, \ 
their needs. It is not up to us twho | 
answer how it is to be applied inhable tc 

was W 
conditi 
tary tr 



dof the Party is wrong, was never 
‘fight and contributed to much of 

ts Werebur sectarianism. Unless we change 
¢ otherthe monolithic concept, we are not 
ve been going to be prepared to develop a 
ship toltrue working-class Party that will op- 
O insti-brate on American traditions and 
> Partykoncepts. If we do not, all the talk 
adventhbout our favoring the democratic 

stifyingbrocess in establishing Socialism, 
' Stalinfecognition of the existence of other 

litical parties in the US.A., is 
y Rosameaningless. As long as we cling, 

s some suggest, to the old concept, 

raduallythe full development of democracy 
s them-ly, 
ral elec. 
-dom 

They are wrong who think they 
h @hre defending Marxism-Leninism by 

sch, lifel ~ . 
s downf taining the outmoded concepts 
if, andpf organization which brought great 
lecidingjtarm even in socialist countries, not 

orkingsjonly because they were “misused,” 
lly diesjas some claim, but because a correct 

rs with concept for underground conditions, 
limitlesstwas wrong under new and changed 
Pr conditions. This should be an elemen- 
atorshiglt#”Y truism for us and no amount 
a dic clamor that to consider changes 
se, in ajmeans “distortion” or “revisionism” 

should distract us from searching for 
a proper concept of a Marxist work- 

1 do igfing-class Party in the United States. 
is matjUnless we combat this dogmatic 
and otfview, we play into the hands of those 

) us tlwho have lost hope of our being 
lied inlable to change ourselces and, there- 
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fore, it only strengthens the Right 
danger. 
The second view, advanced by the 

Monthly Review and New Republic, 
and echoed by Starobin, is also un- 
sound. Their arguments are: The 
Communist Party in the USA is 
isolated. It is “hopelessly compro- 
mised” in the eyes of the people 
because of the Smith Act convictions. 
It is so rigid in its theory and tac- 
tics that it cannot change. 

That we are isolated is true. We 
are searching for the reasons for our 
isolation and I am sure we will find 
the reasons and make the corrections. 
I am especially strengthened in this 
conviction that a more basic change 
can be made in our movement be- 
cause of the truly historic discussion 
which has been opened up through- 
out the world Communist and So- 
cialist movements as a result of the 
events and problems raised in the 
aftermath of the 20th Congress. Al- 
ready, steps have been taken to 
heal the breach between the Com- 
munists and Socialists in some coun- 
tries. This process must and will 
continue. We must discuss errors 
and wrong policies which continue 
the breach and take steps to over- 
come them. Now the past can be 
assessed more objectively and lessons 
from our own country can be more 
sharply drawn without any encum- 
brances from preconceived dogmas 
of the past. The discussions going 
on now in the pages of the Daily 
and Sunday Worker and elsewhere 
are a good indication that most 
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fundamental questions are being 
raised even though the discussion 
has just begun. Undoubtedly be- 
tween now and the Party convention. 
much more depth will be added to 
questions which are raised lightly 
so far. 

The various proposals made to 
change the concept of the Party. 
would have been unthinkable if not 
for the present world discussion. Can 
such an approach to problems be dis- 
missed lightly by serious people? 
This new approach gives us confi- 
dence that this is not “just another 
discussion.” It would be good if our 
non-Communist friends and believ- 
ers in Socialism would re-assess their 
hurried estimate of our discussion, 
especially in the face of this new 
situation. 

While red-baiting and _persecu- 
tions had serious effects on our 
status, our problem does not stem 
mainly from red-baiting. Serious 
advocates of Socialism have learned 
to expect that. The problem is that 
our policies were wrong, which made 
it easier for the McCarthyites to iso- 
late us from the masses. 

At the same time, it may be worth- 
while to call to the attention of those 
who attach so much importance to 
the matter of being “hopelessly com- 
promised” that other socialist groups 
did not grow even though they were 
not so “hopelessly compromised” 
as we were. This applies to the So- 
cialist Party and other “anti-com- 
munist Socialists” and radicals. 

It is somewhat surprising that such 

— 
an argument should be made, ¢ a 
pecially by people who themselvg Then 
felt the fury of the smear techniqu§ 
The argument that we are “hops 

lessly compromised” forgets bo 
world history and our own experi 
ence, for it is certain that the capif:..j 
talists who will ultimately have 
face the loss of their industries threrest 
socialist ownership will find neq The 
epithets for their socialist adve 
saries, every day of the week. Thos 
who are so overwhelmed by the Mbroups 
gument that we were so “hopeless Line 
compromised” because of the Smith, di: 
Act convictions fail to appreciafore n 
fully the meaning of McCarthyis 
They fail to see how even non-co 

lutior 

the American people accepted thi 
view, there would have been no op 
position to McCarthyism as it finallf 
developed. Therefore, this argumen};,; 
ought to be discarded by well-mea 

and others who think like them. 
Why, may I ask, should anyong 

accept the advice to dissolve t 
Communist Party? For this coun 
with its tremendous working class 
be without an organization which | 
based on the working class and of 
basic Marxist principles is unthink 
able. 

All friends of Socialism would ¢ 
better if they pitched into the di 
cussion, suggested changes in policy 
program and structure. This woul 
do more good than to stand on th 
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ide and offer advice to us to dis- 

lve. 

hey have travelled and what goals 
hey attained, why did they make so 
fiitle progress? This would deepen 
he discussion and help all those 
terested in Socialism. 

nd ney The group that advocates the dis- 
, adverb ution of our Party and the organ- 
<. Thospation of a federation of socialist 

broups is also harmful and unclear 
opeless n its outlook. By dissolving, how 
¢ Smithy discussion be conducted? Or is 
PPreciathere no need of clarity on program, 
ithyistfutlook and organization? 

What policies should the federated 
s becambovement follow? What will be its 
re calletiectoral policy? Will the Socialist 
ae. Ha@ arty take the initiative to organize 

he federation and will it, as present- 
y constituted, call for a socialist elec- 
fon policy which will be in the tra- 
ition of the Socialist Party in 

4M%ecent years—away from the main- 
Revitteream of labor and the Negro peo- 

them. ple’s movement, doing just what 
thould not be done? There can be 
o merger, nor talk of federation 
without clarity on a basic outlook. 

‘This is what the whole Left should 

ay attention to. 
-T One can point to a number of 
‘ther wrong policies or practices of 
he Socialist Party which would 

uncorrected. The so-called 
“Mfederation would be without any 
Hbubstance unless various questions 
bf policy and organization as well 

stries 

as theoretical questions were ham- 
mered out in this interim period. I 
see a major role for Communist 
Party members to play, not by sit- 
ting it out but by changing our- 
selves while we are urging others 

to change, before a new party of 
Socialism can be set up. 

From the present discussion and 
criticism in the world Communist 
movement of the errors committed 
under Stalin’s leadership in the 
USSR, none should conclude that 
those who supported the Soviet 
Union from its inception were 
wrong. 
To those of us who supported the 

USSR in its effort to build the first 
socialist state in the world, its trem- 
endous sacrifices toward the defeat 
of world fascism were fully justified. 
The USSR played the chief role in 
inspiring other peoples to establish 
Socialism in their countries. The 
USSR fired the spirit of struggle of 
the colonial people for freedom. 
True, errors were committed in the 
USSR in this period but in spite of 
that, the positive things remain. To- 
day the socialist gains in the world 
are firmly established. There is no 
danger that world reaction could 
destroy the socialist states. Now we 
can all participate in comradely pub- 
lic discussion with the socialist coun- 
tries in correcting such errors as 
need to be corrected. Now there is 
something to discuss, for there are 
nearly a score of Socialist countries 
and the Soviet Union! Our criticism 
and suggestions and advice as friends 
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of the USSR and socialist lands can 
be welcomed and not looked upon 
as the destructive criticism of its 
mortal enemies. Therefore, those 
socialists who equated the USSR 
with Nazi Germany ought to exam- 
ine their position and square it with 
true socialist internationalism. Until 
then, the open sore will not heal 
and there will be no progress on 
united action or unity. 
On domestic questions, some of 

these follow a go-it-alone electoral 
policy but that is, in more extreme 
form, the mistake we made in the 
last ten years and do not intend re- 
turning to. There should be a re- 
examination of one’s own movement 
and its policies in the past and a 
working out of a clear-cut program 
for the future on the part of all 
who enter this discussion. We hope 
that others will examine their own 
mistakes and learn from them. We, 
on our part, will discuss and correct 
our mistakes as we made them. 

Even though the matter of organ- 
izing a mass party of Socialism is 
some distance away, we need not 
fear entering the discussion of this 
question, both in the ranks of our 
movement and outside. Our raising 
of the question now helps to break 
up and unfreeze the situation which 
has remained solid for more than 30 
years, dating back to the founding 
of the Communist movement in 
America and the break between the 
Socialists and the Communists after 
the first World War. I am confident 
that this question will bring forward 

much good as a result of the worl want 
discussion. The results will mean 
new milestone towards Socialism 
a world scale. 

Before there can be talk of unit 
there must be clarity among ¢t 
forces of the Left on the followin 
questions, at least: (1) The co 
cept of the American road to 
cialism. We for our part have 
working on this proposition for 
number of years and should no 
throw it into the discussion an 
hear others’ views on the matt 
(2) The American party of Soci 
ism must be based on the class stru 
gle and adhere to fundament 
Marxist principles. Here, a de 
study should be made of presen 
day American realities, the econom 
situation, political questions, dee 
study of our history, concept of t 
Party and structure, tactics in rel 
tion to the elections and legislati 
struggle, program on the Neg 
question, attitude toward the trad 

union movement, etc. this 1 
On as many practical question discu: 

as it is possible to reach agreement No, 
the entire Left should get into th build 

struggle, united even if on parall§ whicl 
lines, directing its attack against th ment 
monopolies, and keeping  divisi create 
questions out as much as possibld and | 
On basic questions, we should g4 and | 
into the deepest discussion aii sprin 
polemics, but without the old fa} This 
ioned name-calling. by tl 
Those who put forward the prt corre 

posal that we dissolve our Party see tunat 
not to have a clear idea of what § Socia 

oped 
of th 
lectus 
into 

sions 
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stimu 

endot 
ideas. 
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direct 
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oppo: 
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wanted on this question. They come 
forward with vague ideas of some 
type of “from the top operation.” 
Others in this group come forward 
with a proposal to build a Fabian 
movement in the U.S. 
I think the Left ought to welcome 

the formation of a Fabian or similar 
movement in the U.S. It would be 
a forward step if an American ver- 
sion of a Fabian movement devel- 
oped in the universities and colleges 
of this country, reaching into intel- 
lectual and professional circles and 
into the labor movement. Discus- 
sions on various aspects of Socialism 
amongst these groups would be most 
stimulating and would have a trem- 
endous effect on advancing socialist 
ideas. 

Prior to this discussion, I would 
have probably felt that this is in 
direct competition with the Commu- 
nist Party, and therefore might have 
opposed it. Yet, today I would be 
happy with its development. But is 
this the Socialist movement we are 
discussing that we need in the U.S.? 
No, it is not. We must strive to 
build a mass socialist movement 
which is based on the labor move- 
ment. Such a movement cannot be 
created by our abandoning the field 
and burying 35 years of experience 
and depending on some automatic 
spring which will give it impetus. 
This movement must be stimulated 
by those who believe in it, while 
correcting its own errors. It is unfor- 
tunate that the official views of the 
Socialist Party of America are 

violently opposed at this stage to any 
discussion of merger. While our 
own actions in the past may be the 
cause for the present position of 
some SP members, it is clear that 
they are influenced by short-sighted 
considerations towards us. It is 
hoped that this discussion will not 
bypass them and that there will be 
Socialists who will enter this dis- 
cussion constructively. 
We, on our part, should not draw 

any satisfaction out of the fact that 
the SP is small or non-existent in 
many places. We should remember 
the deep traditions of Socialism in 
America which go beyond party 
ranks and labels; if there is to be an 
eventual merger of the Left, it is an 
important group to consider. 

This discussion is taking place at 
a very stimulating moment. Trade 
unions have been established in our 
mass production industries. The 
craft divisions of the past are being 
healed so that there is one solid 
powerful trade-union movement 
which can in the next few years 
make tremendous strides in further 
organization of the unorganized and 
reach greater maturity on political 
action and legislative struggle and 
in the fight for civil and Negro 
rights. Whatever may be the differ- 
ences in the trade-union movement, 
already there is a greater unity on 
political action than there was in the 
days of William Green. With all 
the limitations of the trade unions 
today, they have for the first time 
taken a deep interest in the struggle 
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of the Negro people for their full 
citizenship and are paying close at- 
tention to the predicament of the 
American farmer and even small 
business. 

This powerful trade-union move- 
ment is going to face the problems 
of automation and_ nationalization 
of industries and willy-nilly will 
have to think of public ownership, 
varied reforms and Socialism as 
well. If the present Left makes 
itself a part of this mass trade-union 
movement and the Negro movement 
and the farmers and does not at- 
tempt to run ahead of events as we 
have done time and again in the 
past, then we will be in the middle 
of the new current which will add 
the basic substance to the movement 
of American Socialism. 

No group should throw its weight 
around in this discussion. All argu- 
ments should be heard before con- 
clusions are drawn by anyone, in- 
cluding those who say “liquidate,” 
whether they are in or out of our 
ranks. Our movement must keep 
together and help shape policies to 
fit the new perspectives. 
To those who say that we have 

not shown the ability to correct our 
mistakes since we made so many 
of them and so often and who there- 
fore counsel dissolution, I offer the 
following argument and example 
against it. The Chinese Communists 
made a series of Leftist errors and 
followed a super-Leftist policy from 
1927 to 1933. They had at that time 
put forward the slogan “For Soviet 
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China.” The policy in respect to 
peasantry was couched in terms o 
Stalin’s formula, “Unity with th 
poor peasants with the main bloy 
against the middle peasants and th 
liberal bourgeoisie.” Some of thg 
same leaders of the CP of Ching 
who followed this policy, re-examin| 
ed this line after a series of military 
defeats, forced the sbendoament i 
1932 of the last of the Soviet district 
in Fukien province. Most of thé 
same leaders who followed this er 
roneous policy examined its error 
in a self-critical way, reversed thei 
previous policy of “Soviets for China 
and raised the banner of an anti-im 
perialist struggle and unity of al 
who wanted to save China for if 
Chinese people. 

Life shows that the very same lead: 
ers who were previously wrong wert 
able to correct themselves. While ] 
do not wish to ascribe to ourselves 
and certainly not to myself the vir 
tues of the Chinese Communists, ] 

do think that those who counsel dis 
solution should help move in this 
direction rather than to abandon the 
field in despair and wait for his 
torical accident to fill the vacuum. 

There are no miracles that wil 
lead us out of the present situation. 
No liberal-socialist brain trust is the 
answer. Nor is the notion to dissolve 
our Party the answer. Nor is pre 
mature merger the answer. Dee 
and self-critical examination of ou! 
past policies to see that they are de 
signed for American conditions 
cleansing the doctrinaire approac 
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to America, should be our approach 

to this discussion. 
We should reject in unmistakeable 

terms the advice, no matter from 
what quarter it comes, to dissolve 

novement. Those who counsel our |! 

dissolution of the Party should in- 
stead throw themselves into the 

discussion and join hands in the 
common struggle against the mon- 
opolies on issues on which we are 

in basic agreement. The open sores 

of the past will heal much more 

rapidly in such an atmosphere of 
cooperation and discussion. 

The result of such participation 
on the part of all those who 
moving in the same basic direction 

will answer many questions that are 
unclear now as to how and when 

are 
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the conditions will be ripe for the 
formation of the new party. For the 

moment one thing is clear: just be- 
cause all the conditions are not ripe 
for the formation of such a Party. 
dissolving our organization 1s no so- 

lution. In spite of many weaknesses. 
our Party's record can compare well 
with any group in America as to its 

contribution to the struggle of the 
American people, workers, Negroes 
and common people generally. We 
must participate in the struggles 

which are before us, as history has 
not adjourned them to the debating 
societies and lecture room for intel- 

lectual discussions. In this struggle 
the basis for any new organization 
can best be laid. 
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