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THE 1 TH NATIONAL CONVENTION

OF THE C, P, U, S, A.

AN EXAMINATION OF THE RECORD.

The: magazine Political Affairs for September; 1948, pro-
vides 174 pages of stenographic reports of speeches made in the
1l4th National Convention of the Communist Party U.S.A.. The
careful study of this record confirms the previous judgment,
made on the basis of fragmentary newspaper reports, that the
Convention failed: to.define or’ answer the most important pro-
blems facing ‘the American workingclass, The Convention dealt
with a multitude of -questions - — but not. the most important
ones, Above all it: gave no’answer as to why the CPUSA has,
during the. past three-years, lost a large part of its mass fol-
lowing among the workers of the most important industries, why
it has lost the initiative in the organized labor movement, and
why the Wallace movement is mov:mg rapidly toward a collapse of
all its early prom:u.ses.

The Convention seemed to be Quite uncoenscious of “its fail-
ure, It showed no doubts; uneasiness, or misgivings as to the
present trend of developments in the workingclass, On the con-
trary, it was smugly self-satisfied and even boastful of its
Wachievements" - - the word it used to denoteé a record of three
years continuous losses of one position after another among the
workers, The-Convention-supported the claim, voiced by We Zo
Foster, to be "among the first, if not the very first" Commun-
ist Party in the world to give a clear answer to the problems
of the post-war world, It cited its claim that "delegates
from'8ly Communist Parties", early in 1947, mistakenly rejected
the correct leadership offered them by Foster, It claimed
that.the. Nine~Party.Conference of -September, 1947, belatedly
adopted the course long urged by the CPUSA, and could make no
corrections in American Communist policy. "Quite the rewverse,
-declared Foster, "the decisions arrived at by the Nine-Party
Conference affirmed the correctness of our line." In brief,
according to the record under examination, the CPUSA has; in
time and before all others, given the line for the world Com-
munist movement, and finally brought all its parties into line,
Foster is thus “"among the first, if not the very first" Com-
munist deader in: the workd, . (Seespp. 823-824).
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Basis for this grandiose self-congratulation is the.claim.
that Foster, and following him the CPUSA, "discovered America"
as an imperialist power with ambitions to dominate the world;
Wother parties®" awoke to this reality belatedly, and after ig-
noring Foster!s urgent warnings.

It is cautiously suggested, in the subtle paraphrasing of
Stalin (from his Speeches on the American Party in 1929, in
which he denounced Foster as an "unprincipled factionalist® who
tried to turn the Communist International into a field of poli-
tical "stock market speculations"), that at last "the Communist
parties of other countries understand the vital role" of the
CPUSA, and that "this is the significance of the greetings
that have been pouring into this Convention from Communist Par-
ties all over the world.," (p. 833).

It was ¥in the spirit of Communist modesty", said Foster,
that he brings forward these claims,

These boasts may be merely noted here, and set aside to
await their proper evaluation by the leaders of world commun-
isme Our task is the more limited one of answering the ques—
tiong "What achievements in the American class struggle did
this leadership bring to the Convention; as foundation for the
claim tc be ¥among the first, if not the very first' Communist
Party in the world?#

The prime test of the work of a Communist Party is its re-
Jlations with the workingeclass as a whole, That was the subject—
matter of the work of the so=called "Lgbor Panel® of the Con=
vention, We therefore turn to the Wreport to the Convention on
the Labor Panel®, , (pp. 857=879).

There we learns incidental to labored arguments that noth-
ing is bas1cally'wrong with CP pOlle toward the trade unions,
thats " :

- WThe trade unions are today on the defensive,"

“There is con51derable confusion and d1v151on in trade
union ranks." -

#Some serious setbackgpwere received" by theﬁleft;wing of
the labor movement (UAW, NMU, TWU, painters, and Yothers" are
mentioned).

e

At no point; however, is it recognized as a fact (we do not
even raise here the matter of its being "explained"), that these
getbacks" were of an uniquely important character - - that they
were administered by the rank and file members of the trade un-
ions, that their form consisted in masses of workers turning away
from the Communist and Left leadershipl

At no point is it recognized that these 'setbacks'" add up to
a total which can only be described as a general wrecking of the
powerful left wing movement which for ten years held the initia~
tive in the whole American labor movement.

At no point is it recognized that disruption and scattering
of the basic forces of the trade union left wing is the root
cause and explanation for the disintegration of the broader pro-=
gressive camp, the Roosevelt coalition, the splintering of which
opened the door of American politics for the reactionary camp to
ride into power.

The thesis of the "“report on the Labor Panel® is that de=
spite these "setbacks", 'isince our 1915 Emergency Convention,
our Party's trade union work has been extended and strengthened,"
The report admits that "these setbacks and defeats are a serious
blow to the entire workingclass and to our Party." But it gees
on to insist boldly that they must be explained, not by any de=
fects in party policy or leadership, but solely by 'the impact
of the general offensive of American imperialism" (that is, by
the blows of the class enemy), plus the condition of "a tempor-
ary watering down of union consciousness' due to the influx of
young workers into the industriesi

The left wing, with its several million followers, was
of course never Cormunist, But the Communists (less than 1%
of the labor movement) played a key role through a series of
alliances with non=Communists, The "report of the Labor Panel"
notes that "these alliances fell apart', but just how and why
this occurred is left a deep mystery, except for the ever-

present "impact of the general offensive of American imperialism".

Apparently the left wing was expected to win victories without
any opposition from its class enemies, but these were so un-
gentlemanly as to deliver blows against us, and therefore we
were defeated}

At one point in the "report on the Labor Panel'; the ap-
pearance is created of a "self-critical" facing of facts.
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This comes in a discussion of "The NMU situation". Here also,
however; it is emphasized that "the objective factors referred
to above generally apply here in force" (that is, we lost be-
cause the enemy hit usi); and the fact that the rank and file
turned their backs on the Communist leadership is hidden in a
mass of words, There is given here, however, “a mere statement
of some subjective factors® (that is, mistakes by the-Communists)
which made the situation worse, This "mere statement® is more
revealing of the true situation than all the labored “theoreti-
cal" arguments, It consists of 7 points, which are worthy of
quotation in fulls

of a correct strategy; but once it was defeated,
no satisfactory substitute was found."

What a pictured Who could ever guess from reading this de-
sgription of practical bankruptcy that the same Left seamen from
1935 to 1945 could have justly, without exaggeration, be given
an exactly opposition description = = as follows:

1) They displayed the deepest understanding,
even "mastery" of the united front tasks, especially
on the ships., i

"1) There was no real understanding; much less
mastery, of the united front tasks, especially on
the shipse

"2) There was never a real understanding of how
to broaden out the base of the Left bloc within
the N.M.U.

"3) It is a tribute to the Negro and Puerto
Rican seamen that they were the main support of
the Left. It is clear, however, that without a
rounded-out support from all sections of the mem- -
bership, the Left would in the end become weak-
ened also among the Negro and Puerto Rican workers,

"h) The Left allowed itself to be gripped in a
frozen factional situation, and the factional poi-
soning of some of our own forces prevented the
hammering out of a correct united front policy with
members and leadership at ship committee level,

"5) The inner situation diverted the Left from
developing effective activities around such key
issues as the Progressive Party.

"6) The tendency to hesitate on the part of
some in the Left leadership, despite their integ-
rity and good will, resulted in mistakes at cru-
cial moments,

"7) The Left did not always have an adequate
strategy for their struggle. The need of the
workers in this industry is industrial unionism,
The Committee for Maritime Unity had the elements

2) They showed a deep understanding of how con-
stantly to broaden out the base of the Left bloc
within the NMU,

3) They gave the outstanding example of com-
plete unity of native and foreign-born, white and
Negro, workers,

L) They never permitted the crystallization
of a factional situation, either frozen or fluid,
because they understood factionalism would poison
the Union and even their own forces, and would
make impossible the hammering out of correct policy
at all levels,

5) The Left leadership of the NMU always kept
the membership healthily involved in the broadest
political and cultural activities of the general
progressive movement,

6) They never hesitated in crucial moments,
because their correct general policy guarded.them
from situations where their natural instincts
would rebel against Party line,

7) They alwgys had an adequate strategy for
the unity of the entire maritime industry, based '
upon the knowledge that this could not be forced
from above, by clever manoeuvres and blue-prints,
but must arise from the conviction and common
consent of the membership of various existing
unions together with their elected leaders,
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Thus we see that the seven strongest points of the Left
seamen from 1935 to 1945, became thereafter transformed into
their seven weakest points. Why did this change happen? The
seamen en masse had not changed, Only the leadership they re=
ceived from the Communist Party had changed.

The "report on the Labor Panel® admitss

"We must say quite frankly that the National Committee
bears a certain responsibility for some of these weaknesses."

But that admission is not Wquite frankW, The truth is
that the National Committee, and especially Foster, bears en-
tire responsibility for all of these weaknesses which express
the character of Party work in relation to trade unions from
the moment Foster assumed control of the Party.

The steady process of deterioration and decline of the
Left—progressive wing of the labor movement, has continued
through three years since the Party BEmergency Convention in
1945, It is not a sound foundation for boasting today about
the Party's Wvanguard roleW, or the claim to be "among the
first, if not the very first" among Communist parties,

In Burope there are many Communist Parties which emerged
after the war as real mass parties, at the head of a majority
of the working class., Because the workingclass has rallied
around these parties, they exercise a decisive influence upon
the destiny of their countries, But they almost all speak
of their role with a degree of real modesty, not verbal modesty
which replaces the character with the word. There was one ex-
ception, a party whose leaders conspicuously boasted; that of
Yugoslavia, Subsequent events showed this was a sign of a
deeper sickness., What shall we think of a part& leadership
which boasts of being Wamong the first" when its former worker-
followers are abandoning it en masse?

In the LO-page main political report to the Convention,
one page is devoted to this crucial question, This page is
more empty than even the "report on the Labor Panel", and is
confined to abstract generalizations. Significantly, it passes
on immediately to the Wallace movement as "the key which the
ﬁrogresiives in the trade union movement must now seize upon,"

p. 5810),

Era
The Wallace movement is, indeed, being used by the Party
leaders as a ftkey" = - but a key to lock up, out of sight and

possibility of examination, the catastrophic situation of the
trade union left wing, not a key to remedying its dismal sit-
uation, If any evidence is needed to prove this fact, we find
it 1in the "report of the Labor Panel" on this point. There we
read the followings

"The trade unionists should obviously be the ma-
jority force in the membership, leadership and ac-
tivity of this new party. From all available public
information, as well as from our observations in
the communities, this does not appear to be the
CaS€o o o o

iThe situation in many of the Left-progressive un-
ions is especidlly disappointing, precisely because
one expects greater results from them . . . -

A major weakness of the Progressive Party is pre-
cisely the overwhelmingly non-labor character of
its leadership o » » o But this criticism also ap=
plies to the Communist trade unionists, even more
than to the others., It is merely phrase-mongering
to Yagree! with the statement of our Draft Resolu-
tion that the new party 'marks the beginning of
the end of the two=party system! if the Communist
trade unionists themselves are guilty of neglect
in strengthening the role of the trade unions in
the new party o o o ¥

These sharp sentences understate the actual situation,
But they suffice to show thab The Wallace movement is not im-
proving the situation of the left wing in the trade unions,
and glso that the left wing is not improving the position of
the Wallace new party within the labor movement. Each is
relying upon the other, and each is weakening his partner,
The accusation of "phrase-mongering" thrown against the trade
unionists has a certain validity, however, only because these
trade unionists are copying the practice of the leaders at
the head of the Party,

Thus the position of the "Left-progressive-Communisth
bloc deteriorates in the political mass movement, as well
as in the trade unions,
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This is the fundamental fact which the 1llith Convention of
the C.P:U.S.A. ‘refused to face, which it covered up with a mass
of words - - some good and much of it bad - - and with declara-
tions of good intentions for the future, With its mass founda-
tion in the workingclass being dissolved under ity the Party .
could not possibly give a correct answer to any problem - =
so long as it refused to face and learn how to change this fact,

THE 1lith NATIONAL CONVENTION CPUSA

Section IT

In the first Party Convention held since the end of the
war, it would be expected that a characterization of World War
IT and its results would be given, as the necessary foundation
for a judgment on the world relationship of forces, and all con-
sequent strategical and tactical conclusions, One looks in vain,
however, for such a characterization of the war and its results,
either in the Resolution or the main political report.

There exists a very precise characterization of the war.
It was given by Staling in his speech of February 9, 1946, as
follows:

"As distinet from the First World War, the Second
World War against the Axis States from the very
outset agssumed the nature of an anti-fascist war
of liberation, one of the tasks of which was also
to re-establish democratic liberties. The entry
of tHe Soviet Union into the war against the Axis
States could only strengthen - - and actuallysdid
strengthen = - the anti-fascist and 11berat1ng
character of the Second World War."

Why did the 1lhth Convention of the CPUSA carefully avoid
saying yes or no to this characterization of the war? Obvi=
ously, this was because the Convention leaders disagree with
this judgment but, for reasons of expediency, wish to hide
this disagreement. This attitude expresses a profound under-
estimation of the progressive forces in the countries of
bourgeois democracy in general, and in particular in the U.5.4.

This underestimation puts its mark upon the entire pro-
ceedings of the Convention, In the main political report and
in all discussion, the anti-fascist and anti-war camp is de-

fined as those forces aligned with the Wallace new party, and

all others are assigned to the camp of reaction, fascism, and
war to establish American imperialist rule over the world,
Indeed; the workingclass itself ''participates in the responsi-
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bility for this betrayal of the cause of labor and the nation" by
tolerating its existing leadership (p.788), and can join "the

cause of labor" only by establishing a new leadership, This defi-
nition reduces the progressive anti-war camp to a small minority

in America, and excludes the overwhelming majority of the organized
workingclass., With such a judgment, of course, the strength of the
reactionary, fascist, camp is grossly overestimated.

This is the erroneous political judgment at the base of the
spirit of defeatism that dominated the Convention. This defeatism
s but poorly masked by phrases of shrill defiance against the re=
actionary camp, and by appeals and directives for "unity apd strug-
gle" addressed to the workingclass, with which the Convention re-
cord is plentifully decorated like raisins in a cake, Of course,
if all this good advice was accepted, and the workingclass "united
all its forces" on the Roosevelt-Wallace program, reaction would
be defeated, But the central problem of the Convention was pre-=
cisely to answer why the workingelass, long united behind Roosevelt's
program by an 80% majority, comes to the same program led by'Wallac§
only in a ten percent minority or less. The Conventl?n answered this
question only by citing the blows of the enemy, ﬁthe impact of the
reactionary offensive." But to concede that enemy blows can confuse
and divide the body of the workingeclass and drive it into the enemy
camp, is itself an enormous overestimation of reactionany forcessa
and a confession of bankruptcy by the Communist leaders who make it,

The result is that the Convention, instead of examining the
problem of how unity of the workingclass and the whole progrgssive
camp can be re-established, intensified the policies and attitudes
which during the past three years have more and more separated the
Party from the main body of the workingclass. The attention ofathe
Party and its followers was directed, not toward the reintegration
of the progressive majority camp in the country, but Poward.the
probable victory of fascism to which the only answer is socialist
revolution, Thus, the climax of Foster's speech, opening:‘the Conven-
Tion in Madison Square Garden, was the followings

wAnd above all, our Party knows that if American
imperialism, despite the resistance of the peace
forces, should succeed in launching a newAworld
war, this crime would seal the doom of world capi-
talisme For the outraged peace-loving masses would
then put an end to the obsolete capitalist systen
and speed on faster than ever to their inevitable

goal," (po 776)-
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This formula, often repeated by Foster for three years,
neither inspires the workingclass nor intimidates the reaction-
aries. It is generally interpreted on all sides, and by the
Party as well; as meaning that there is no practical, effect-
ive obstacle to the march of American imperialism toward world
conquest except "the final conflict", the proletarian socialist
revolution in America., The Party has been given an immediate
perspective of concentration camps; storm troopers marching in
the streets; a full-fledged American version of Hitlerism,
against which it must fling words of defiance but which can be
‘defeated only when the American workingclass rises up to esta-
blish socialism,

It 1s due to this perspective, still far removed from
American reality, that the Party has been so indifferent to
catastrophic losses of its positions in the organized labor
movement., The trade unions are regarded as playing a reac-
tionary roley; unless they are already prepared to accept re-
volutionary leadershipe

The Convention saw in the advance of reactionary forces
into power an expression of a supposed "break through on the
ideological front" by fascism, If this is more than a mere
phrase, it means that the masses, and especially the working-
class, are supposed to have moved to the right since the end
of the war. This estimate is false. The political ideas and
moods of the masses are more progressive today than in 19Uk,
or 1940, or 1936, If the reactionary camp is sweeping into
power in Americay, this is not at all due to "ideological"
victories of fascism among the masses. It is the result,
rather, of the atomization of progressive leadership, the
splitting up of which has opened the gates to the enemy, If
the enemy is relatively stronger, this is mainly because it
has concentrated its forces, while the progressive camp has
pemmitted itself to be split by feuds, factions; and personal
ambitions of rival leaders and groups. Give the progressive
camp a united leadership (and this is not a Utopian aim, since
it recently existed}), and it would quickly be stronger in the
country than ever before,

This basic political fact was hidden, ignored, even denied,
by the 1lhth Convention. Thereby the Convention grossly over-
estimated the forces of the enemy and underestimated those of
the progressive camp. Thereby it presented the central tasks
of the movement in a distorted form.
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The Convention was unable to formulate the task of uniting
the progressive majority, The reason for this was, that it did
not recognize the existence of such a progressive majority. It
could not recognize this majority's existence, without recogniz-
ing the Party's own errors which contributed to and hastened the
wfragmentatlon of progressive leadership., Because it had to ex-
»plain its own loss of mass influence, not by its own errors but
a8 the victory of fascist Wideology" - - even over many of its
‘ own members and former closest alliesy — - it could not possibly

;recognize the existence of a progressive majority in the country,

’That is why the Convention came to the formula, expressing its
mfalse estimate of the relation of forces; The progressive camp

wis the Wallace movement; all else belongs to the camp of reaction,

«fascism, and war. For the Conventlons the progressive camp has
3been reduced to a small minority and is still shrinking.

?f- While exaggerating the "ideological® victories of fascism
in America, the leaders of the Convention spoke much of, and
‘based themselves upon, the increased post=war strength of the
USSR and the countries of new democracy, This latter view,
insofar as it dominated the thinking of the Convention, was its
healthiest aspect. However, it is not an accident that the Con-

cvention failed to note and to refute the idea, which the reac-
tionary camp propagates in a variety of forms as one of its most
effective weapons among the American masses, namely, the idea

“that only American help to the USSR enabled it to survive Hitler's

-attack, that the USSR could not have won the war alone.

The failure of the Convention to answer this reactionary

propaganda weapon is all the less understandable, since the CPUSA

had given the strongest and most effective answer to this canard
in the course of the war itself., But after the war, when Foster
had vaken Party leadership info his hands, the Party fell silent
.on this question and has not spoken of 1t since, It received no
hanswer in the 1hth Gonvention,

The reason for this silence is that during the war Foster
was very pessimistic about the position of the USSR, he expected

ILeningrad and Moscow to fall to the Nagzis, and he was as surprised

a8 the bourgeois Wexperts® at the victory of Stalingrad. And

Foster has never been known to admit an error, except the Werror®

of failing to stubbornly insist upon his own ideas. He will not
admit he was wrong on this questlon, even indirectly by stating
the correct position; until he is forced to do so, In the 1hth
Cenvention no one could force anything on Fosters he was the un—
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conditional boss. The result is that the CPUSA receives no edu-
cation whatever upon the basic strength of the USSR demonstrated
in war, except that which comes from abroad, The ideological
campaign of the reactionaries goes unanswered,

The same reason contributes to the Party's failure to dis-
cuss Stalinfs estimate of World War II as "from the very outseth
an anti-fascist war of liberation. From the beginning of the
war until 1942, this question acutely disturbed the Party lead-
ership, Foster and his chief theoretician, Bittleman, held that
there were two distinct and simultaneous wars, one between the
Axis States and the Anglo-American alliance which was purely
imperialist; not differing in principle from World War I, and
the other; between the Axis and the Soviet Union, which was a
liberation war on the side of the USSR. American Communists,
they said; must utilize the conflict between the Axis and the
AngloeAmericansg but must resclutely continue to affirm that
it remains purely an imperialist struggle on both sides, and
the capitalist Western States cannot under any conditions play
any progressive and liberating role, even conditionally and
within defined limits, When the Party rejected their concept,
and decided that Roosevelt's war policy made it possible tc in-
clude America in the concept of a coalition of anti-fascist
States which, as a whole, played a progressive and liberating
role, Foster and Bittleman took up a diplomatic silence on this
issue thereafter, but never admitted that they had changed their
original judgment,

This was not then an "abstract“ issue without very impor-
tant praetical consequences, nor is it now, During the war,
this difference of concept gave rise to constant difficulties,
One of the sharpest examples occurred at the height'of the war,
during the Battle of the Bulge, when the Germans threatened to
break the Anglo-American lines and drive to the channel, which
would have brought a,collapse of the Second Front in the West.
In that very period; a mass strike movement was rising in
ll.xne.ric;&9 spearheaded by John L. Lewls, which was further shak-
ing American morale at home as well as at the front, and was
being exploited by pro-fascist advocates of a separate and
negotiated peace with the Nazis,

That was a very critical moment in the war. The fact that
Stalin took it seriously is recorded in the notes which passed
between him and Churchill at that time. (See "Falsifiers of
History®, supplement to “New Times', Moscow, No.8, Feb,18,19L8),
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Chupehill sent ‘an urgent note to Stalin, saying the Anglo-
‘rican position was very dangerous, and asking for action in

© fohe Bast to relieve it. Stalin answered that weather was un—

favorable, and plans for an offensive had been made for several
weeks later, when the weather would improve. However, Stalin
saidy in view of the exbreme urgency of the Anglo-American posi--
tions the Soviet command was advancing the date of the offensive,

.~ and carrying it out under the most unfavorable conditions, When

ful leadzsrs develeopinz

the Soviet offensive took placey a few days later, it forced the
Nazis to transfer several divisions from West to East, and enabled
the hard=pressed Anglo-American armies to prevent the threatening

- breaksthrough. Tt cost the USSR many extra thousands of lives,
- but clearly it was in the joint Anglo-Soviet-American interest,

If the'war wias worth any sacrifices at ally clearly it demandsd
saerifices at that momante

In the American labor mc
s a ike movement, who refused to give
any consideration to its eat against the Western Front.

John Lo Lewis was aligied with the YAmerica First" crowd, and

- against American participation in the war under any circumstan-

cesp, He was joined at that time by the Social~-Democrats, for-
merly the most extreme agitators for war, because they were in

?ﬂ_rebelliqn against Roosevelt's partnership with Stalin, and would
- ‘rather lose the war than win it jointly with the USSR,

\

The left wing, inspired by the Communists, joined hands with
the Murrsy-Hillman center group to oppose resolutely the spread
of thg strike movement. But it had to overcome the most stub—
born opposition ¢f Fostar, who wanted it to go aleng with Iewis
and the Soclal-Democrats in unloosing the mass strike movement,
Even after he was decisively over-ruled, Foster addressed a
large mass meeting in Chicago, in terms favorable to the strike
movement and compromising the left wing position. Only by re=
doubled efforts was the strike movement held in check until the
military danger had passeds Foster!s role at that moment re-
flected, in general, his fundamentally anarcho=syndicalist ten-
dency, and in particular his complete misunderstanding of the
nature of the war,

There is; of course, nothing original in the Foster-Bittleman

\Qheony that the United Nations alliance masked two simultaneous

wars of a contradictory character. It is a specific variation
of the old Trotskyite "theory of permanent revolution®", which,
since the war; under Foster's leadership, has deeply penetrated
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the CP cadres in various forms, Foster always had a weakness
for Trotskyite theories, and in 1929 was publicly rebuked by
Stalin for his Trotskyite alliances, Even when he is formally
combatting the Trotskyites, he shows no ability or inclination
to combat their theories. It is not an accident that during
the three years of Fostert!s leadership of the Party there has
been a plague of semi=Trotskyite groups and theories spring up
among the memberships

The CPUSA misinterpreted the manifesto of the Nine-Party
Conference which established the Cominformy; as a belated con-
firmation of Foster's position. But the characteristic feature
of that manifesto, in sharp contrast to Foster's war hysteria
and empty threats of flrevolution® as the answer; was its calm
and confident assurance to the workingclass and peace=loving
masses of all countriesy; that they hold the power to enforce
peace and eradicate the remnants of fascism. Foster cannot
see or understand this strength of the progressive camp, this
favorable relationship of forces. Therefore;, the Convention
he controlled and guided could not work out for America the
tasks laid down by the Nine=Party Conference.

Foster relies upon frightening the masses with the threat
of war, in order to drive them into the anti-war camp. He re-
lies upon frightening the bourgeoisie with the threat of revo-=
lution, in order to drive them away from the reactionary war
program. With both these phases of his tactic, however, he
merely plays into the hands of the reactionaries; and achieves
his ostensible aim in neither case,

The 1Lith Convention, therefore, gave little help to the
American workingclass in penetrating the false pretenses of
the Marshall Plan, and exposing the inner contradictions and
ultimate bankruptcy of the present American bi-partisan reac-
tionary foreign policy. It permitted the clear and simple
outlines of the world picture, which discloses the unconquer-
able position and growing strength of the-democratic camp in
world affairs, to remain obscured by abstract formulae and in-
terminable chatter about secondary matters, It masked the
clay feet of the American imperialist collossus - - the con-
tradiction in which it adds new weaknesses with every additional
ally (Chiang in China, Greek royalists; Spaints Butcher Franco,
the Ilse Kochs and Hjalmar Schachts of Germany) and by crude
domineering even outrages and undermines its blood-brothers of
the Britishy, French and Italian reactionary bourgeoisie,
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The American workers should be told, in simple concrete
language within the comprehension of all, about the weakness
of the American reactionary policy. Above all, the ryths and
illusions surrounding the atom-bomb, as the "trump card" in in-—
ternational relations, the "irresistible weapon" which makes Amer-
ican reactionaries "supreme" in the world, should not be unthink-—
ingly repeated, but exposed as the fakery they are, torn to pieces
and discredited; by constant repetition of the simple facts; that
the atom=bomb is more dangerocus to America itself than to any other
country, that even reactionary military experts admit, among them-
selves, that the atom=bomb 1s mainly a 'psychological" weapon, a
binff; that even if it remains an American monopoly (a dangerous
assumptioni), it is more than offset by more deadly weapons of mass
destruction equally avallable fto the USA and the USSR; and that a
speculative World War ITI could not possibly end in victory for
elther side by military means}

The new relationship of forces in the world, that came out of
World War II, renders impossible a military decision of the dis- .
putes and differences between "East and Westh -~ - that is; between
a reactionary capitalist USA and the socialist USSR, and the camps |
1lined up with the two world powers, ’ ‘

That is the fact that shatters the dreams of an all=conquer-
ing American world empire, of an "American fascism¥, This fact,
stark and simple in its main outlines, within the comprenhension
of the broadest masses, should be the main ideological weapon of
the regathering of the progressive majority of Americans, to take
the destiny of our country and the world out of the hands of the
reactionary minority,

But the 1Lth Convention of the CPUSA shut its eyes and turned
away from the road to unity of the progressive majority. It stube-
bornly marched toward more complete isolation from the body of the
organized workingclass, consoling itself that it is at least gain-
ing a radical middle=class mass party. Bubt even this illusory gain
is slipping like sand through the fingers of these blind leaders,

* * ¥*
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THE 1hth NATIONAL CONVENTION CPUSA

Section ITI

How did the 1lLth Convention judge the strength of the
Wallace movement? What perspectives did it indicate for the
new party’s future? What did it have to say about the rela-
tionship between the labor movement and the new party, and its
future course? And what role did the Communists assign to
themselves in the new party?

- The Convention gave contradictory answers to all these
questions; it stood firmly on both sides of each debatable is-
sue,

iThe rising might of the new peoplefs anti-monopoly party
and coalition"; declared the main political report; is so great
that the American ruling class "is losing faith in the possi-
bility of governing effectively by bourgeois=democratic methods.!
(po783). That is, indeed, a claim of very great strength$ But
later on, in listing the tangible alignment of organized forces
(p.800), it cautiously claims only the narrow left wing.

"The new party is shattering the deadly two-party systemm,
it is claimed (p.775 and numerous other places), This means
that the new party will emerge from the elections with a vote
comparable, in some degree, with the major parties; and as a
firmly consolidated major political factor in the country; it
either means that much, or it is altogether a meaningless,
demagogic phrase, At the same time the Convention saw the re-
actionaries making "alarming advances" (p.786); "to check and
defeat" which, "is possible = = if labor adopts an independent
class position%; which it explains, labor has not done because
we were able to influence only a minority in the CIO = =
albeit a sizeable and influential minority = - and only very
negligible forces in the A, F, of L." (p.787)s The condition
of the %lagbor and progressive movements'" is one of "“division,
confusion and backwardness', (p,789). Thus the promise for
a bright future for the new party is made conditional upon
something happening, which is not happening now, and which the
Convention can predict, not upon measures being undertaken to
bring it about; but by some miracle of ¥spontaniety."

"To halt the drive toward fascism and war, the new people's
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coalition must be led by the workingelass and its most.clas's-
conscious sector", said the Convention (p.790). This is laid
down as an axiom, repeated in innumerable variations. But the
actual condition revealed in the " report on the Labor Panel

is that only the left wing unions support the newuparbyf, nanc”i
these with many hesitations and weaknesses. that it is difficult
to get even the Communists to be really active, ) and that ?hebnew
party is “overwhelmingly non: Aabor? (i.=2., middle f:].ass)_m its
ieadership. The Convention had no explanation of why this 1s so,
and no directive as to how to change it -~ = except. of course;
the empty and inevitable exhortations that "it must" be changed;
apparentiy by the exercise of pure will-power,

What role was outlined for the Commmists in the new party?
Two different. and opposite, answers were given by the C:::n‘trena
tion. #*They are brazen liars who charge that the Communis® Party

is trying to dominate the new party'. dec.lared Foster'(p?ﬁ"?S)a
iWe Communists have no desire to ‘take over? the new party, nor |
sould we if we would", echoes the more soft-speaking political |
report, But, on the other hand, the new party ''must be led *r_>yceo |
i+s most class-conscious sector" (p.790)¢ "the American working |
ciass, and especially its Communist vanguard, musho.,?ga’ol:mr around

isself all patriotic and democratic elements,..and g:;::re it (t.l.le

new party) fighting workingclass leadership." (Pe 792)s Obwi-

ously, the ambiguity of this double-answer solves no problems.

The non-Communists in the new party, worried about how to regu-

Jlate their relations with the Communists, are not interested in

quibbles, in clumsy exercises in "semanties", Instgad of an I
answer to their legitimate questions, they are mere.i_y tr;w,{;li to |
stop worrying ("Nobody in this hen-house but us ch:.ckenm“); ..

The problem, which requires a full and frank discussi?n,, putting

all cards on the table, and reaching a practical working rela-

tionship, is dismissed as not worthy of a real answer.

The Convention thus entangled itself in ambiguities,; be-
cause it was unable to face up to this question fglly and frankly.
not having clarified the problem in its own thinking. It had for-
gotten the basic attitude established 100 years ago by Marx and
Engels. that in matters of program and pol;tical discussion, the
Communists have nothing to hide or dissemble. that "the Communists
disdain to conceal their aims", that they can unite and work with
all progressive parties and groups honestly and loyally, upon a
mutually agreed basis and program.

Behind this issue of "leadership! (or "donﬁna’c,;on“),.which
is only a surface problem, important though it is. there is in--
volved a much deeper, programmatic; issue. Wallace and his non-
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Comminist associates wrote the platform, the program, of the
new party. It is well-known, being the program of Roosevelt
(except the new plank for nationalization, to be discussed
separately), around which the progressive majority of the na-
tion had been rallied for years. It is a "reform" program,
explicitly affirming the continuance of American capitalism.
It is"anti-imperialist" - - but only in the colloquial, Roose-
veltian, sense of opposing the reactionary camp's plans of
aggression and conquest, not in the sense of proposing a new
foundation for American policy; it is "anti=monopolist! - -
but only in the same sense,

The Communists, however, give these terms another meaning,
that which is contained in Marxist-Leninist theory, which says
that in an advanced capitalist country, liké America, imperial-
ism and monopoly are inherent in cagpitalism itself, and can be
abolished only together with capitalism, by the establishment
of socialism, In the Marxist-Leninist sense, anti-imperialist
and anti-monopolist are fundamentally anti-capitalist,

When Wallace and the Communists agree upon an “anti-imper-
ialist" and "anti-monopoly" party, they are, therefore, agree-
ing only ih words but not in their meaning; not in the real sub-
stance of a program.

The Communists could have dissolvéd this ambiguj_t,y, The -

“Convention could have explained that the Communist program,
 Marxism-Leninism, holds that imperialism and monopoly can be

fully defeated only by the establishment of socialism. It
¢ould have made clear that the new party and Wallace stand for
quite a different program, of "reform" which leaves intact the
basis of American capitalism (which is imperialist and mono-
polist by nature), "It could then point out, that it supports
the Wallace program, as Wallace understands it, quite simply
and honestly, because the masses are not ready to support a
socialist program, and this is the most advanced program upon
which there is the immediate possibility to unite the majority.
This program, with majority support, is adequate for the imme-
diate purpose, to prevent war and avoid the worst economic
crisis that threatens, and since the Communists want to avoid
war and crisis also, as long as possible, they quite honestly
join and support this movement without any ulterior purpose,
not to divert it to other aims. The Communists know that in
such a broad coalition, with a non-Communist (non=Socialist)
program, they cannot be the leadership, in the sense of wield-
ing authority; they can only be an "influence', according to
the value of their work and the weight of thelr arguments in
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the” common councils, Such a statement wouid have clarified bioth
Communists and non-Communists; and would have laid the basis for
fiealthy and sound working relations in carrying out the agreed

’ tasks.

The lith Convention did not do this. Instead, it deepened
the ambiguous relationship that has arisen, and reduced it to a

"J:—_//systemo Thereby it intensified all suspicions and strained re-

lations in the new party, and reduced its effectiveness for the
election and afterward, to an immeasurable degree.

The Convention declared: "A new initiative is necessary on
the part of the advanced workers to widen the Progressive Party's
trade union base and to heighten laborfs political leadership and
influence within the new party." (p.803).

By what means is this to be done? By an intensification of
the very poiicies which have already resulted in narrowing down
the new party's labor base; isolating it from the main body of
labor? By making the new party alsc a new battle-flag in the
right=left split in the CIO, a split which was threatening to
become complete even before the new party appeared? The inevi-
table result of such a *new initiative® is already seen, in the
United Electrical Workers Convention (UE), the leaders of which
withdrew their expected endorsement of Wallace on the grounds
that it would "split the union wide open®}

In July, before the new party and the CP held their conven-
tions, the Wallace movement was strong enough in the trade un-
ions to bring from the dominant leadership announcements that
they would net support any candidate for President, that they
would, as the sgying goes; "sit on their hands.% But after the
Conventions,the right-center leaders were no longer afraid of
the Wallace movement. They boldly came ocut in support of Truman.
That was the result of the ¥new initiative" of an old policy
that had already failed, It is not very helpful to proclaim
that "labor must not only endorse and give general support to
the Progressive Party" (p.803), if the proclamation results only
in former supporters drawing back from final action, and labor
generally coming out more strongly than before against the new
party. e

"In this connection"; says the main political report, "it
is appropriate to comment on the remarks of a leading new party
spokesman® (this means Wallace}) %to the effect that if we Com-
munists really wanted to help the new party, we would run a Com-
munist Presidential ticket. Here the argument was adwanced that
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such a step would lose the new party 100,000 votes, and gain
it 3,000,000.% (p.806),

The comment that follows is most remarkable; in that it
does not even attempt to refute Wallace's statement of fact,
except to call &t "questionable",. It merely declares that the
Communists have their own reasons, independent of the size of
Wallace's possible vote, for not accepting Wallace's suggestion,
This despite repeated statements, in other contexts, that #it
is essential, obviously, to bend every effort to achieve the
maximum number of votes! (emphasis in the original) for the new
party. (p.t03),

No attempt-is made to refute Wallace's judgment on this
question, obviously because it is irrefutable, because it cor-
responds to the actual situation,

The situation in 1948, insofar as this narrow issue is
concerned, is closely comparable to that of 1936. At that
time the judgment of the CP was, that Roosevelt must be as—
sured the maximum number of votes, that Landon must be de-
feated at all costs, Precisely for that reason, since an en-
dorsément of Roosevelt by the CP would have cost him 20 times
as many votes as it gained himy; the CP put its own ticket into
the field, and made a campaign designed to strengthen the Roose-
velt position,

In 194} the position was quite different. By that time, the
Communists had a long record of cooperation in the general pro-
gressive camp, the broad left wing was firmly united and in
working alliance with broader organizations, and had reduced
its life-and-death feuds within the labor movement to a minimum.
It could directly endorse Roosevelt, without seriously weakening
him; but on the contrary consolidating and raising the fighting
spirit of the whole mass movement. It did so;, and Roosevelt,
while making a pro forma declaration that he did not invite
Comminist support, nevertheless did not even hint at the
thought, which Wallace has bluntly spoken in 1948, that ®if
the Communists really wanted to help" they would run their own
ticket! And Roosevelt's running-mate; one Harry Truman, answer-
ed the issue with the flat declaration that the Party welcomed
all voters without distinction of their affiliations.

If the policy of the CP was really guided by the aim of
the maximum number of votes for Wallace, then it would have
tried to establish the conditions of 194l before endorsing him,
or, failing this, would have named its own ticket; as in 1936,
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,/ campaigning in such a manner as to give him maximum help. The
/ course that has been followed means, obviously, that the aim of
'/ a maximum number of votes is, for the CP, subordinate to the aim
/ of direct Communist participation in the Wallace organization.

How completely the Convention leaders misjudge the relation
of forces in the labor movement and in the country as a whole,

i may be illustrated by a very practical example. The main politi-
" cal report forecast that "the proponents of the new party will un-
doubtedly make new united front approaches to the pro-Roosevelt
Democrats among the electorate., Many of these, including certain
candidates" (my emphasis) "will now be more ready to arrive abt

agreement with the new party." -

Following out this judgment, the new party (with Wallace ex-
pressing his disagreement publiclyl) offered its support, early
in October, to a group of outstanding progressives on the Demo-
cratic ticket. But, contrary to the forecast, those candidates
were not "more ready" for agreement. They spurned the support
which was offered, with hostile statements. The movement for

- more unity" resulted only in adding bitterness to the split; and
demonstrated more weakness in the new party's position. The move
which, in the beginning of the new party movement, could have added
mich- strength to the Wallace campaign, came too late in October,
and had the opposite result. Wallace, the "impractical idealist",
had- judged the reality more accurately than the  "hard-boiled real-
jsfs"; he had favored the move in the beginning, and opposed it in
Octoberd

The new party in its program made one innovation, one depart-
ure from the familiar program of Roosevelt., This is the proposal
to nationalize the banks and insurance companies, and the steel,
railroad and mining industries. This is indeed an important issue,
and calls for a fundamental judgment of the historical moment in
America, For, unlike many programmatic issues; this one is good
or bad, true or false, not in general or for long periods, but
only in very particular conditions and relationship of forces,

The 1lith Convention hailed this imnnovation as the "heart" of
the new party program, with a minimum of discussion.

The main political report correctly warned; in words closely
following the classic teachings of Marxism-Leninism, that '"demands
for nationalization which are advanced irrespective of time, place
and struggle” have the result "to breed illusions and play into
the hands of demagogues® - - Wor even assist in the process of fas-

. cization® .... "serve today to promote...the accelerated growth
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of state monopoly capitalism."
Having laid this correct premise, the report proceeds:

, "Contrariwise, the struggle for nationalization of the
basic industries and the banks, when integrated with the strug-
gle of the workingelass and its allies for a democratic people's
govermment,, can reinforce the peoplets mass movement...it can

advance the struggle of labor and people to higher levels and
in the direction of socialism."

This is a complete non sequitor; the conclusion has nothe
igg whatever to do with the premise, After warning that "time, .
place and struggle" (that. is; particular relationships of power)
determine whether nationalization of industries is progressive or
on the contrary. only "promotes the accelerated growth of state y
m?nop9ly capitalism" and "even assist fascization"., the conclu-
sion is drawn (Ycontrariwise, indeed}),; that since the nation-=
alization demand is “integrated" in the new party program, and
thatdis a program of struggle; this proves it is correct, the
warnings do not apply to our situation, and that nationalization
is the "heart" of the anti-fascist program in America.

. A It vould b§ hard to find a more glaring example of ideal-
istic thinking in politics, of abandonment of the basic princi=
ples of Marxist<Leninist political thought.,

i A program of nationalization is progressive when the con-
dltlons of "time, place and struggle" are such that the working-
class and its allies are approaching, or have already reached
the point of taking over the state power - - as in most of ’
Eurupe today. It is progressive when, by being applied under
sonditions of capitalism, it results in further weakening the
power of the reantionary camp, and puts new obstacles to a re=
storation of that power. It is progressive when it installs
a new peoples® political force into fields hitherto under the
updisputed sway of the monopolists, and ousts the old ruling
@l§ssnand its representatives, Therefore, the statement that
existing conditions call for a program of nationalization as
the Mheart! of the mass movement, against the monopolists, is
equivalent, to declaring the existence of a major political

crisis; in which the old order is totterine. and iali i
on the order of the day. a soetelien 1a

But. the CPUSA has repeatedly stated, in the declarati

] : ) c ons

of its National Committee plenary meetings, that it does not
put the transition to socialism on the order of the day in
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America., It justified its support of the Wallace new party,
with its pro-capitalist program and its leadership by a mil-
lionaire, on the grounds that socialism is not the issue today.
True, the 1lhth Convention proceedings do not repeat this judg-
ment, in specific terms, but surely the assumption is justi-
fied that such a tremendous change would be made openly, if

at ally, and not smuggled into a Convention program under cover
of an ambiguous declaration on nationalizationi

Under existing conditions in the U.S.A., those basic con-
ditions which would not be changed even by the election of
Wallace as President with a supporting new party majority in
Congress, the carrying through of a program of nationalization
of banke and basic industries would have the result of strength-
ening the power of the monopolies; of giving them the means to
harness the new party gsovermment to their chariot.

The inclusion of the nationalization demand in the new
party program is, for the new party, merely a practical mis-
take which will be soon dropped, since the party is far from
united on it. But the endorsement of this step, as the "heart!
of the program, by the 1lhth Convention of the CPUSA, is a much
more serious matter. It reveals that the present leadership
of the CPUSA is more than clumsy and incapable in practical
problems of the mass movement; it is also illiterate in Marx-
ist-Leninist theory, it is able to recite accurately from the

- text books but has no understanding of their meaning; or of
- the relation of theory to the problems of the everyday real
world.
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THE llyth NATIONAL CONVENTION CPUSA

Section 1V

The main political report to the 1llth Convention accu=~
rately states that:

"The U.S., monopolies, with their swollen
profits and increased productive capacity,
face a relatively restricted home market
and a shrinking capitalist sector of the
world., Their isolution' is to embark on
an aggressive program of imperialist expan-
sion and intervention." (pp. 781-~782),

fMillions who fear mass unemployment and

the impending crisis have been sold on the
Marshall Plan, as a measure to ensure Amer-—
ican prosperity and European recovery." (p.787).

] After this statement of the central problem of the mobil-
ization of the working class against the reactionary camp, one
stud?es the entire 17 pages for an answer to the problem - -
butnln vain, It seems incredible, but it is a fact, that not
a single paragraph or sentence can be found to answer this
question, or even to hint that an answer is being sought.

The 1lith Convention avoided any discussion of the problem of
markets as though it was avoiding the plague,

How, then, are the "millions whe fear mass unemployment!
- = and these are workers, the main bedy of the trade unions
= = going to be "unsold" on the Marshall Plan, and rallied
against ity if not one word is said about an alternative pro-
gram which will answer the question of markets in a progres—
sive and democratic sense?

This failure of the lith Convention only registers and
confirms the same failure in the practical daily work of the
Party, It explains why leading Communists and their closest
allies; delegates to the CIO Convention in 1947, failed to
put up a fight against the Marshall Plan and even joined in
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115 unanimous endorsement. They were unsble to fight it, be-=
cause bhe Party to which they looked for pguidance, had armed
them with no arguments that could effectively counter the ad-
yocates of the Plan,

The Werror® of the Communist vote for the Marshall Plan
was not, and could not be, explained by the 1Lth Convention,
bacause the Convention was not prepared to remedy the basic
failure of the Party which caused the error.

The fundamental problem involved in the fight against the
Marshall Plan may be briefly re-~stated as followss

American economy enormously expanded its productive forces
during the war, But the domestic market has expanded far less;
in proportion, and available foreign markets are more limited
than before the war, Therefore the basic factors making for

=" gconomic crisis are more powerful than they were just before

the 1929 crash., Since it is not possible; under capitalism,
to solve this disparity by expanding the domestic market to
absorb production, the American economy is faced with the al-
ternative, either to greatly expand its foreign markets by one
or another means, or to accept the inevitability of an immi-
nent shattering economic crisis of unprecedented severity,
American economy must produce for the world market or collapse,

- There are two possible answers (short of socialism) to
this problem of markets for American surplus production, a re=-
actionary answer and a progressive answer,

The reactionary camp proposes a "solution"™ throughs(l) an
enormous armaments program; (2) the Marshall Plan subsidy of
exports for a transitional periods (3) utilization of the first
two measures as a means to gain control over the rest of the
world, transforming it into a semi~colonial market,

The progressive counter=program would answer the problem
bys (1) elimination of armaments as rapidly as possible; and
aroid any reliance upon them as an economic factor; (2) expand
0.3, axports by credits and subsidies, to equal the full amount
of exportable surplus production, eliminating the Marshall Plan
aggreasions against the sovereignty of other countries and all
political discriminations, trading with socialist and semi=

.
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socialist lands on the same conditions as with capitalist
ones; (3) cooperation with all democratic forces in the
world to assist in the modernization and industrialization
of all iands, abolishing colonialism and all forms of domi-
nation of one country by another,

The progressive program was projected by Roosevelt,
and became the foundation of his foreign policy, in which he
realistically expected friendly collaboration with the Soviet
Union., This program has been continued by Wallace, and the
new party,

But the Communists; and the left wing that follows their
ideological leadership, are "boycotting® this phase of the
new party program. They refuse to discuss it openly and di-
rectly, but they make it very well known by other means that
the Communists consider this is one of the Munsound® features
of the Wallace program, an essential phase, in fact, of
Wallace's concept of a 'progressive capitalism" which the
Communists openly repudiate,

In terms of political realities, therefore, the Communists
occupy the ambiguous position af supporting and participating
in the new party, uniting with it to attack the Marshall Plan,
but rejecting its answer to the Marshall Plan, Since the only
answer to the Marshall Plan in addition to that of Wallace, is
to propose the immediate transition to socialism for America
(and this the CPUSA has repeatedly declared is "not on the or—
der of the day" #), therefore the Communists and their left
wing allies stand without a counterprogram, and when asked
what; practically, shall be put in the place of the Marshall
Plan;, they stand mute without an answer,
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% (Footnote) For example, the report to the National Committee
meeting of Feb, 3=5;, 1948, published as a pamphlet under the
title "The Third Party and the 1948 Elections"; said (p.iS):

"Such a (Wallace new party) government on the American scene
cooWould not yet present it with the task of breaking the rule
of the monopolies and thereby effecting the transition to '
socialism,"
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This failure of the 1hith Convention (and for three years
before) to answer the problem of markets, is the most impor-—
tant single programmatic reason for the collapse of its ef-
forts to give the Wallace movement a broad trade union founda-
tion. (There are other, non=-programmatic reasons, -of course
even more decisive, which are discussed in other connectionss.

%+ It is the decisive reason why the CIO was able to send James
i 4. Carey to Burope on the mission to bring a crisis in the World
“*4'" Federation of Trade Unions, on the issue of the Marshall Plan.

The CPUSA is thus falling between two stools,. It does
not bring forward, advocate, explain, and fight for the pro-
gressive camp's alternative program to the Marshall Plan; but
neither does it advance its own distinctive solution of a
socialist transformation for America. It stands on this ques-
tion in a political vacuum - - a very uncomfortable and poli-
tically-unprofitable position, especially since this issue is

. the central point of all current world political developments.

* *

A characteristic feature of the 1llith Convention is the
absence of any systematic examination of the country's economy,
or of any part of the field of economic problems. What is
said on such questions is always a remark "in passing®, "by the
way", obliquely, But some of these passing remarks reveal an
extreme carelessness with the facts, that expresses lack of un-
derstanding of what these facts mean,

For example, the main report speaks of "the rapid maturing
of the first post-war cyclical crisis of overproduction®, al-
though in vague and general terms. But it then proceeds, on

the same page (782) to declare: "While the production of weapons

of destruction increases; there is a steady decline in the pro-
duction of means of production for peacetime purposes, as well
as a critical shortage of many consumers' goods,"

Now if the reporter had been seriously attempting to estab-
lish the Yrapid maturing” of a crisis of overproduction,, he could

not have avoided the fact that, since the end of the war, there
has taken place an enormous increase in the production of means

of production, at a rate higher than ever before in peacetime,

and not The Wsteady decline® of which he loosely speaks. If there
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were actually a "decline®; the maturing of the crisis would

be less rapid - = it is precisely the rise that speeds up the
erisis, Similarly, he would have found; not a "“critical short-
age" of consumers® goods, but the accumulation of inventories
on an unprecedented scale, another main feature of the Wrapid
maturing" of the economic crisis of overproduction.

Such carelessness with facts; such loose thinking, run
through the whole report, and are not confined to the remarks
on economics; like a thread - - not a "red thread" - - that
marks the absence of Marxist=Leninist theory and understanding,
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The refusal of the 1llth Convention to put forth the pro-
gressive countér-program to the reactionary Marshall Plan, is
a specific example of a general tendency of the Party leader-
ship,  This tendency is.to mechanically copy the attitudes;
positions and even the phraseology, of Buropean Communists
without consideration of "time, place and struggle."

. Buropean Communists, because they operate in an immediate-
ly revolutionary situation - - the period of transition to so-
cialism - - are necessarily firm against all proposals that
would restore capitalism to power, and against all theories
that capitalist measures are "progressive" as opposed to their
movement toward socialism, The CPUSA crudely and mechanically
copies this attitude and approach in America, where the choice
is not between socialism or progressive capitalism, but between
extreme reaction and the Roosevelt progressive program - = a
situation in which the CPUSA itself does not propose the imme-
diate socialist choice,

But the present leaders of the CPUSA do not understand
that what is "progressive" in America may be ¥reactionary’ in
Europe, (and vice versa), and they reject such a distinction
of "time, place and struggle’, branding it as a manifestation
of Wthe theory of American exceptionalism,'

The situation, therefore, calls for a review and re-exam-
ination of the whole history and scope of the Party's struggle
against the theory of "exceptionalism", which it undertook in
1929 under the initiative of Stalin.
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The "theory of exceptionalism" was developed in 1927-1929
by Lovestone and his group; who then held the leadership of
the CPUSA. This theory declared that the unique features of
American development, distinguishing it from other capitalist
countries, had freed this country from those %"laws of motion®

which Marx had discovered in capitalist society, that America
was an Wexception,®

On this basis Lovestone predicted; in 1928, a year before
the great economic crisis broke out, that America was enter-
ing an %age" of sustained prosperity, analogous to that en-
Joyed by the British Empire in the 19th century, He said that
even as Britain's glorious era had been called the "Victorian
age®; after the.ruler under whose reign it began, so America's
would be called “the Hooverian age,®

When this "Hooverian age" revealed its reality, a short'.
time later; in the form of "Hoovervilles®™ of unemployed mil-
lions, and the world economic crisis found its deepest ex-
pression precisely in America, this %theory of exceptionalismf*
collapsed; died; and vanished almost without a struggle,
Therefore; the detailed examination and discussion of this
theory was soon permitted to lapse, and it remained in the
consciousness of the Party rather dimly, as the discredited
label "gmerican exceptionalism,¥

~ Now that label has been revived, and it is being fastemed
to any attitude or proposal that judges American problems as
different from European problems. 'Since European Commnists
are generally applying a program of nationalization of banks
and basic industries; therefore it is "American exceptionalism®"
to doubt that the same program must be advanced now for America,
Since the Roosevelt program for determining national policy
would be reactionary, if advanced for Poland or Czechoslovakia,
where socialism is already being built, therefore it is "American
exceptionalism® to maintain that it is progressive in the USA,
and (since we camnot yet break openly with iti) we must make
known its reactionary character by our silences; by our theo-
retical writings; and by ruthlessly crushing anyone in our own
ranks who proposes to make a serious struggle to apply it.
Since soclalism is on the order of the day in Europe; it is
"American exceptionalism"® to object to, at least, smuggling -
socialism into the Wallace programj And so ony ad nitum,
ad absurdam, ad nauseami

il

This light-minded application of the struggle against
the theory of American exceptionalism is; in truth and in fact,
not the opposite of Lovestone's theory that it might, at first
glance, seem to appear. True, it claims, not that America is
different from Europe, but that it is the same, But this is
#opposite® only in the sense of being the opposite side of the
same coln, Where Lovestone saw America as "exceptional', was
in escaping from the general crisis of capitalismg where the
present attitude of CP leadsrs sees America as finot exceptional¥
is in identifying it with Burope as in the same stage of devel-
opment = = but in both cases it amounts to a declaration that
the Marxian laws of motion are not effective for America. And
that is the heart of the "theory of American exceptionalismy¥h
the attempt to escape from the Marxian laws into the free
flights of fantasy,

The full anti-Marxist character.of the theory of excep-
tionalism cannot be understood, until the essential identity
of its two "opposite" sides has been grasped. America cannot
escape from the laws of motion of capitalist society as a
whole; it cannot find an exceptional road of development inde-
pendent of, not determined by, those laws, .Neither can Amer-
ica free itself from the laws of motion that govern the transi-
tion from capitalism to socialism, These laws begin with the
workingclass as the bearer of socialism, with the Party as the
bearer of socialist consciousness and leadership, with the
unity = = the fusion - - of these two distinct and essential
factors as the precondition that has been established in Europe
for the transition to socialism = = but a precondition that
has not been established in America; and which we are, at this
moment, not approaching but, unfortunately, from which we are
being driven backe

The idea that America is Wadvancing toward soeialism" at
a time and under such conditions, in which the Party is losing
its most important mass bases in the working class; in which
the Party tries to counter-balance this loss by substituting
a radical middle=class mass party = = this idea is the very
height of the theory of American exceptionalism. The idea that
the Wallace new party is not a solution to immediate problems;
but that it is useful to advance the struggle for socialism - =
this idea is American exceptionalism to the n-th degreel

America cannot leap over the stages of preparatiion of the
workingclass for sccialism that Burope has already passed

w
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through. Marxism-Leninism teaches us that there are "leaps" in

history, sudden qualitative changes from a lower to a higher

stage of historical development ~ = but that all such leaps have
been thoroughly prepared by the accumulation of thousands and
millions of small unobserved changes which are the true motive
force of history. There are no leaps in real 1life which are
merely the product of human "will-power" - - or fantasy,.

Marxism, in rejecting unconditionally the "“theory of Amer-
ican exceptionalism", by no means denies; or slides over, or
underestimates the practical importance of every specific fea-
ture of America which makes this country different from other

“countries,

It is nonsense; not Marxism, to deny or ignore the fact that
among all capitalist powers in the world, America was an "excep-
tion" in emerging from the war stronger than before, all others
being weaker, and none retaining full rank as "first class powers.!

It is nonsense; not Marxism, to deny or ignore the fact that
only America, among all capitalist powers, is still capable of con-
ducting an independent world policy, that it is Yexceptional" in
this respect,

It is nonsense; not Marxism, to deny that America alone, as
an "exception"; gives continuing force and viability to the shrink-
ing world system of capitalism,

¥Exceptionalism", as an anti-Marxist theory, does not arise
from recognizing and drawing far-=reaching conclusions from such
“exceptional® facts = = not any more than "nationalism", as an
anti-Marxist theory, arises from a full recognition and defense
of the nation,
#* o 3%

The American Communists have the task to become more truly
American than they are, before they will be able to become more
truly Marxists-Leninists than they are., They must learn the spe-
cific and concrete problems of the American working class, before
they can successfully rally that class in struggle for great goals,
The lhth Convention, unfortunately, did not represent another step
toward that goal, but rather a step backward,
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THE 1J;th NATTIONAL CONVENTION CPUSA

Section V

The 1Lth Convention failed to face and answer the issue of
trade union unity, even as it-failed to answer the problem of

the Marshall Plan,

In previous Party Conventions, from the time of the rise
of the CI0; the problem of trade union unity was a major pro-
blem, but only in the form of the CIO-AFL split and how to
bridge its The 1lith Convention was confronted, however, with
new splits all along the line ~ - all of them unfavorable to,
and seriously weakening, the Left Wing,

The most serious of these new splits are:

a) The splitting away from the Left leadership of impor-
tant sections of the membership, which had in the past followed
the Left most loyally, in good times and bad. Such mass deser-
tions of the Left leadership in some cases involved The majority
of Tomer Left-supporters, as in auto (UAW), among the s€amen
(N\MU), and in transport (TWU). In other cases they were of suf=-
ficient volume to shift the balance of power from Left to Right
or Center, Everywhere they seriously weakened the Left forces,

b) The splits within the leadership of the progressive
coalitions the split between the Communists and the Center
group, some Left leaders splitting with the Communists and
Jjoining the Center; and the splits among the Communists them-
selves (attaining major proportions in the NMU).

These developments make the problem of trade union unity
a major and daily problem, at all levels and all phases of
trade union 1life, Local union branches face the sharpest pro-
blems of maintaining their unity, and from there the problem
reaches out inte all higher levels of trade unionism, and pen=
etrates all phases of the general progressive movement, Unity
is becoming the all=pervasive, universal problem of trade union
life, because everywhers it is threatened,

How did the ilith Convention evaluate this sibuation; and
what measures did it adopt to remedy it?
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First of all, the Convention grossly underestimated the seri-
ousness and depth of the problem. It saw only a scries of indivi-
dual “"setbacks in some aspects of our trade union work" (p.372,

emphasis by the present writer). It showed no sipgns of recogniz-
ing that a basic deterioration had taken place in the position of
the Communist-led Left Wing, endangering its very existence as an
independent effective force in the general labor movement. The
facts of this basic detcrloratnon, and the resulting danger,. are
glaringly obvious, but the 1llith Convention shut its eyes to their
meaning. It reduced the scale of the proglem, from its true pro-
portions as a crisis in the relations of the Parby to the worklnp—
class, to the distinctly lesser one of setbacks in some aspects
of trdde union life, —l o

Further, the Convention dismissed any question of wrong
policy on the part of the Communists having played any role in
worsening the situation, as unworthy of discussion. "The main
reasons were a number of objective factors", it declared. Five
such factors werc listed, as follows:

1. "The impact of the general offensive of
American imperialism."

2. '"The anti-Communist hysteria and 'red-baitingt!."

3. Defection of "the former Center (Murray) forces
in the CIO, who broke the lLeft-Center coalition.!

. "Capitulation" by former allies, and "betrayal"
by Left-Wingers (naming Addes, Thomas, Curran,
Adelman, Quill, Eckart, Stone, Merrill).

S. "The increase in the number of workers - - es-
pecially of young workers"..."with a resulting
temporary watering-down of union consciousness."

(p. 872).

Now, it is necessary to note first of all, that only No. 1
and No. 5 of this list are in reality "obJectlve factors" in any
sense; the other items relate entirely to the "subjective" situa-
tion inside the labor movement. But even the two really object-
ive factors cannot in any way explain "setbacks" to the Left
Wing, since their natural effect; unmodified by some unfavorable
"subjective" influence, would strengthen the Left; not weaken it.,
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Examine the first item. The reactionary American bour-
geoisie conducts a fierce attack against the labor movement.
The Left Wing grows weaker under the blows ("impact") of
this attack, according to the theory of “the ljth Convention,

But ;g% shoul.d this happen? Should not a general attack
upon the labor movement cause the Ieft Wing to grow stronger?
These blows represent the sharpening of the class struggle.
Why does the liith Convention present the questions, in the
form that the sharpening of the class struggle automatically
explains why the Left Wing is becoming weaker, is suffering
setbacks? The very foundation of Marxian theory is that the
Left grows, and can only grow, under the "impact" of sharpen-
ing class struggle, But the 1lith Convention insists upon
another theory, that the sharpening of the class struggle is
an "objective factor! decidedly unfavorable to the growth and
consolidation of the Left Wing and, in fact, need only be
cited to explain satisfactorily why the Left Wing suffers
most serious loss of influence in the working class,

This is profoundly false and revisionist, As an "object-
ive factor” the blows of the enemy can explain nothing but an
advance of Ieft Wing strength; if, instead, the Left Wing de-
clines, then this proves that the explanation rmst be sought
in sab%gctive factors, in wrong policiea and practices of tiw
Ieft Wing and its leadership,

The same analysis applies to Item No. 5, in the 1lLth
Convention's list of "objective factors'. The Lelt Wing be-
came a power in the American labor movement preulsei" by its
superior ability to organize hitherto—unorodnwap' WOTKEers — =—
Mespecially yvoung workers" - — and to make of Lhem the best,
the most reliable, Iighters., That was how the CI0 was built,
and that is why the left became such a power within the CIO,.
That isg how things should be expected to bel That is the
nature of the Left Wingl Why is this now suddenly chaugad?
Why can the 1lth Convention, quite simply and without expla-
nation, describe the presence of "new" workers, "especially
young workers®, as an "objective factor' unfavorable to and
woakening the Left Wing? If the Left has not forgotten ite
own proved skills, forgotten the whole history of its rise
as a power within the working class, then it must see in the

new workers, and especially the young workers, the natural
basis of the growth and extension of its power, Again the
1);th Convention is found to be thinking from false, anti-

Marxist and revisionist premises.
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/ Anaiysis of the other thres Wobjective! factors cited by the

b (which are obviously really subjective factors); reveal
them 33 simply variations of the two already examinasd, Why should
¥rad baiting’ now Yexplain® why the Left Wing declires? For 12
years the CPUSA was able, with constantly growing success, to dis~
cradit and defeat the "red baiters” within the labor movement, as
well as those who attacked the labor movement from outside. When
was there a more ferocious period of ''red baiting®, for example,
than that of the San Francisco general strike, and the events
leading te the rise of the CIO? What more relentless red baiter
did the bourgeoisie ever put forward, than General "Ironpants®
Hugh Johnson, key man in Roosevelt's first official family, head
of the National Recovery Administration? When was there a more
intense and general anti-Communist hysteria than that of 1939-L0,
when America supported the projected Anglo-French military expe-
dition to Finland against the Soviet Union? Yet in those most
difficult times the Party, with only a fraction of the material
and human resources which it had in 1945, defeated the red baiters,
consclidated its forces, and emerged not only without serious

loss of pogitions but even with many gains.

Upon: what grounds can it be contended that workers who joined
the Left Wing during previous storms of anti-Communist hysteria
and red=baiting, who stayed with the Left loyally in good times
and bad; should now be deserting the Left because of a new storm
cf red-baiting? The Mexplanation" simply does not explain, If
these workers now leave the Left Wing and the Party, it is not
because of red-baiting, but because the Party has failed to hold
their confidence,

What, further, is the true significance of item No. 3, of
the Gonventionts list of "objective factors"? The break-—up of
the Left-Center coalition was doubtless a heavy blow, a big
setback. Why could not, the Left maintain this coalition? It
was the Left which played the decisive role in building it the
coalition was founded on the growing strength of the Left, The
Left=Center coalition began to disintegrate in 19,5, Its dis-
integration was csused by the demands of the Left for more de-
isive suthority in coalition councils at a moment when its

g
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\\ support among the mass membership was declining! The break=up
3 of the Left-Center ccalition was the result, not the cause,

\ of the "setbacks" of the Left Wing.

A\

It is equally false to try to fix the cause of the split,
\\\\in the divisions around the Marshall Plan and the Wallace new
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party. The split was baking place long before the Marshall
Plan or ths new party smerped, and these issues were the
convenient occasions; not the cause, for deepening the split,
On the contrary, it is more in accord with™the facts to say
that the Center group alipned itself for the Marshall Plan

and against the new party, because it was already engaged in

a life-and-death struggle with the Left, because the split was
already taking place, and because on these issues the Left had
demonstrated its inabililty to rally the masses, it had shown
itself as vacillating and unsure, and unable to put forward
and fight for a program which the masses could understand and
support.

In such a situation the Center (by the very fact that it
is a "Center" and not a "Left" group) could not possibly have
been expected to take a course other than the one it did, that
is; move te the right and deepen its split with the Left, The
Left could have maintained the coalition, on a "left of centerw
platform, only by maintaining the preconditions for such a
course = - namely, a left—of-center counter-program to the
Marshall Plan and a left-of=center balance of forces in the
labor wing of the new party. When the Left, after long and
serious vacillations, swung overnight and without convincing
its own followers, to an intransigent extreme Left position on
these issues, the split inevitably deepened.

We come, then; to item No., L/ on the Conventionts list of
fobjective factors" causing the decline of the Left Wing, that
is to the Mcagpitulation” and"betrayal" of individual leaders
formerly associated most closely with the Left.

The names of the Centrists Addes and Thomas are, for ex-
ample, symbols for the situation in the United Auto Workers
(UAW). Yes, Addes and Thomas have capitulated = - but the
Convention failed to note the fact and draw conclusions from
it, that they capitulated after; in full alliance with the
Communists; they had lost the majority of their supporters
among the Union membership, after an unsound policy (joint
product of Addes; Thomas, and the Communists) had resulted
in the desertion of a majority of their followers to the
camp of Reuther. It is this mass desertion that is signifi-
cant and from which lessons must be drawn; the capitulation
of Addes and Thomas is only an incidental result.

The other names on the list are those of men of the Left,
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who were hitherto always identified more or less closely with the
Left, They are men who, witnessing the debacle in the UAW, and
threatened with similar developments in their own unions s one by
one and under the pressure of developments which the lLeft leader-
ship offered them no policy or perspective to successfully handle,
but instead gave only a leadership of military command, broke anay
from the Left to seek another course.

Is this phenomenon correctly and adequately described by the
epithets of "betrayal" or "capitulation"?

It is true, of course, that in a period in which the Commun-
ist Party has fallen into confused, ambiguous, and false policies
and practices, such a moment will be seized by false friends and
weak members as the moment to capitulate or betray, But it is not
true that everyone who rejects the Party leadership in which tFey
have lost confidence is thereby, ipso facto, a traitor,

The CPUSA went through such a period in 1927-1929., At that
time it was Joseph Stalin who directed our Party to the way out
of the swamp of opportunism and unprincipled factionalism into
which it had wandered, and put it on the highway to a fruitful
15 years of progress, Speaking of these problems of the break-
down of Party authority at that time, Stalin said;

"esesThe authority of the Party must inevitably
suffer in the syes of the workers, and the work-
ers, instead of flocking to the Party, are com-~
pelled to quit the Party ranks. And that is what
We are now observing in the American Communist
Party."

Tt is often the "best" workers, Stalin pointed out, who find
themselves "forced to leave the Party.!

Our present Party leaders claim that it is only the worst
elements, capitulators and betrayers, who have rejected their
leadership. They claim that all who have left them, have done so

in order to pass over into the camp of imperialism and the Marshall
Plan,

This is the kind of half-truth which serves to cover up and
Jjustify a dangerous falsehood, It is false to describe the mass
desertions of Party following as a movement to the right of these
masses, as capitulation and betrayal. It is false to say that ;all
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leading fipgures who went with these masses, against the Party, - -

are traitors. It is therefore only a half-truth, which covers

up falsehoods, to speak of these developments only as capitula—-z

tion to the enemy, becaunse in truth they de disrupt the fight

The seamen of the NMU, who repudiated the Party leader- ;
ship in a general membership ballot by a ratio of 5 to 2, after

loyally following the Party for many years, were certainly not

moved by the slightest desire to capitulate, or to support the
Marshall Plan., Indeed, during the moments they were turning
against the Party, they witnessed Party spokesmen voting in
the CIO Convention to endorse the Marshall Plan; they read ar-
ticles in the Party press, written by members of the Party's
top committee, defending this action. They have never been
given an explanation of why that vote, and the articles de-
Tending it, were wrong; they have never becn offered the pro-

gressive counter-program 'to the larshall Plan!

While the seamen were thus, by the zctions of the Party,
confused on the Marshall Plan, they were, however, quite clear
thiat they could not accept the Party's practical guldance in
the inner life of the MMU, that the tactics of Party spokes-
men in the Union, actively supported by the Party, were
intolerable. This is because the Party, while it vacillated
on thé lfarshall Plan, fought without vacillation to remove
Joseph Curran from the unlon leadership - - an aim which a
big majority of the members, including many Communists, to-
tally rejected., The fight against the Marshall Plan was
bogged down, so far as the seamen were concerned, by the vacil-
lations of the Party and its entanglement in the factional
fight against Curran,

The situation in the NMU is only a sample of the general
condition throughont the CIO, and the labor movement in general.

The lith Convention deceived itself and the Party, when
it washed its hands of any responsibility for the disintegra-
tion of the great Left Wing movement, and put the blame upon
individual "capitulators", tbetrayers", and "agents of Wall
Street in the labor movement." It multiplied this great error,
when it tried to pass its own.responsibilities in this question
over to the working class as a whole, when it declared (p.788):

"The working class, to the extent that it tol-
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erates such leaders and their policies, par-
ticipates in the responsibility for this be-
trayal of the cause of labor and the nation,"

The arrogance of this dictum, that the working class itself

is betraying the cause of labor, is a revelation of the basic
cause for the decline of the Communist-led Ieft Wing, It is an
extreme example of what Lenin described as "Communist conceit!,
of "superiority" and condescension toward the workers, an atti-
tude whose end result is the attempt to set up a system of
military command over the workers, instead of uniting and guid-

‘Ing the workers on the basis of consciousness and conviction,

The 1Lth Convention gave a super-abundance of commands
to the American workingclass, but very little guidance, That
is why it left unanswered the burning problem of trade union
U.ni'byo
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PHE 1Lith NATIONAL CONVENTION CPUSA

SECTION VI

The 1llith Convention raised the slogan "For the Mastery of
Marxism", It listened to many exhortations on the importance
of theory, The fact that it failed to apply Marxist theory to
the most important questions before it, has been exposed and
examined in previous chapters, How, then, dld the Convention
propose to master Marxism?

Foster, theoretical and practical leader of the Party
since 195, explained the question as follows:

"In our Party", he said, "we have comrades who
are well-developed theoretically; the trouble

is, however, that our theoretical work has never
been organized. On theoretical questions we
have worked planlessly, on a hit and miss basis."
(pe 831).

This simple statement is very informative and 1lluminating,
Since Marxist theory is a gulde to action, and the action of
Marxists is the expression of their theory, it means that all
the work of the Party is "on a hit and miss basis", That means,
in short, that the Party is guided by pragmatism - - a char-
acteristic American "theory" the cent.r& poInt of which is the
exclusion of theory from practical affairs,

What did the llith Convention decide to do about this un-
satisfactory state of affalrs? It approved a remedy which
Foster explained he had discovered, a decision to "set up a
theoretical commission in the Party."

Foster explained: "This is the first time in the history
of our Party that we have had such a commission.® That is
true, There is no shadow of doubt also that here the CPUSA
is "the first" among all Communist Parties in the world] Here
it is not merely a matter of being "among the first®, Never
before did a Communist Party conceive the task of mastery of
Marxism as one to be referred to a "theoretical commission'
and solved as a problem of organization.
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This wonderful new American invention; as Foster sxplained

it, 1s composed of a seriss of "sub-commissions" to which are
assigned Yvery practical” as well as Wdesply theoretical" tasks,
3inca ithe parent of thess "sub=commissions’ is 1iself g Ysub-

2 th
commission® of the Nat mﬁa,; vomﬁteeg it3 offspring sho*zl{i9 in
strict ascuracy, »e knom izub=sub=commissions’, {Inasmuch
a3z the "merit? of thess ! d.le darives from their removal of
theosretical questions Lro*n the scene of operative leadership,
the further the better, we may expect the later appearance of
#gub=sub=sub-cormissions® §),

ster mentions only two of these sub-commissions, one to
a history of ths Party and another on "women®s workW,
1z the latter we are; surprisingly and as an exception,
w&i af _h° thecrabical content of its work, presumably as a
sample for the wholz of this elaborate organizational set=upe.
Foster describes it in the following wordsg

3T shall mention only one more of our theoretical sub=
commissions, This is th2s commission on women®s work., Undoubi-
edly, as regards theory, our Party is weak on this question,
It is a very complex matter and for us presents many unsclved
probiems. The sub-commissicon is going to tackle some of them,
especially the illusion of male superiority. Undoubtedly our
Party, in spite of our position for full equality of women
with men in every fieid of activity, is afflicted with false
and harmmful concepts, Of course, the general populaticn is
literally saturated with them, The commission on women’s work
will try to throw some light on this important question, and the
men in our Party are zoing to have a going-cver on this matter
in the near futurs.?

In this system of "theoretical sub-commissions® and sub-
sub=commissions, with a content as explained in the above-
guotead paragraph, we have been given without doubt the character-
istic mark of Foster as theoretical and practical leader of the
Party. It measures with considerable accuracy the level to which
the Party has been brought by this leadership.

The %yery practical® function of the ¥theoretical commis-
sion® in the 14th Convention was, to serve as explanation why
the Convention was not asked to discuss and define its attitude
toward a multituds of unanswered questions of theoretical signi-
ficance, Since a "theoretical commission" had been established,
it must be given time to prepare a freport®, say in a year - -
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or two, or three - - before these questions are taken up for
discussion, After all, we must have our questions well-pre-
pared, we must not be precipitate, we must understand that to
introduce planning into our planlessness will require consid-
erable timel

What we are confronted with here is not, however, a post-
ponement of judgment on particular complicated questions watil
they have been thoroughly discussed and digested by the Party.
On the contrary, we have to deal with a methodical suppression
of the discussion of theory, and Expulsion of theory from the
work of the Party, from its brancl'n_cg‘ “Trom its National Com.
mittee, from its Conventions. It is the well-known method
whereby "practical® men banish those inconvenient and embarass-
ing theoretical consideratione which would call into question
the practical decisions they are making each day; and which
would question the results of their work, It is anti-Marxist.
It is typical American pragmatism. Marxist theory, referred to
the "theoretical commission" for some later “study and reporth,
is thus disposed of for the time, but its absence leaves a
vacuum which is immediately filled by bourgeois theory,

In earlier sections of this analysis of the 1lith Conven-
tion, we have been dealing with specific examples of this gen-
eral process, Thus, the Convention could not wait for a re-
port from its "theoretical gommission'™ before approving the
theory that sharpening of the class struggle is an %objective
factor® unfavorable to the Left Wing, which causes masses of
workers to desert its leadership. Upon this theory the Cou-
vention based its whole attitude to the most sigrificant de-
velopments in the labor movement. FPerhaps,; in wowing years,
the "theoretical commission® may correct this false anti-
Marxist theory, and keep it out of the Party textinoks. BRut
meantime it is the false theory which is the guids to action
for the Party's daily work,

The 1lith Conventicn refused to bring forward, explain,
and fight for the progressive counter-plan to the Marshall
Plan, In this 1t was moved en‘rirely by a theory, a theory
which had not been examined or discussed in any way, a theory
which has not been referred to the "theoretical commission™
for a report, The theory is that, since it is wrong to speak
of "progressive capitalism®™, and since the progressive counter-
program to the Marshall Plan would, if adopted, make America
(a capitalist nation) progressive in world affairs, therefore
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it is wrong to even imagine there could be any other policy than
the Marshall Plan, unless and until America goes to socialism,
This theory has been the cause of the Left Wing being sent un-
armed to fight against the Marshall Plan, and thereby the cause
of the Left capitulation, when it voted in the CIO Convention to
endorse the Marshall Plan. But the llhth Convention refused to
correct, or even to discuss, this wrong theory. It was taken

"as given®", without examination, just as the theory of "objective
factoras® weakening the Left Wing had been swallowed., In the mean-
time, there is no serious struggle being cOnducted against the
Marshall Plan in the labor movement,

The Convention could not avoid noting the revival of Trot-
skyist tendencies in America, and their penetration into the
- ranks of the Party. It condemned by name some groupings which
expressed these tendencles inside the Party, when they took the
form of factions against the leadership. But the Convention
conducted only an organizational, not an ideological, struggle
against them, It failed to explain what is wrong with their
ideas, what are the roots of their errors, why they arise just
now, It could not conduct an ideological struggle, because
these groupings take as their starting point the conceptions
and attitudes of the Party leadership itself, and demanding
that these be carried.to their logical conclusions. Because
the Convention was unable to re-examine its own preconceptions,
it was further unable to conduct an ideological battle against
the neo-Trotskylists,

The same paralysis of the faculties for self-criticism
prevented the Convention from facing and answering the crisis
that exists in the relations between the Party and organized
labor. It is certainly difficult to reconcile the great Lenin-
ist concept of the: Party as vanguard of the workingclass with
the present situation in which masses of workers, after follow-
ing the Party loyally for years, are deserting, turning their
backs upon the Party, and blunderingly trying to find their own
road, But the Convention, in its "planless, hit and miss"
fashion, could not even admit that the crisis exists. It spoke
much, and loudly, of its "vanguard role", which it performed in
‘the fashion of military command, issuing orders to the workers
and condemning as #traitors" EIl who disobey those orders, It
entirely overlooked the fact that the tasks of the vanguard
include listening to the masses and learmning from them; it en-
tirely forgot that the vanguard must be able to persuade, to
¢onviricé, to win theé confidence of, the masses of WOrkers = -
that without this ability it ceases to be the vanguard,
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It would be incorrect to sagy that the Convention engaged
in no self-criticism. It did speak of weaknesses in the Party's
work in the labor movement. But, in its "hit and miss® fashion,
it found these weaknesses only in the form of insufficient bold-
ness, audacity, and unrelenting firmness in pressing to the end
those very policies which the workers had rejected, and which
were the cause of the Party's defeats. It refused any self-
criticism for the refusal to listen to the workers, to léarmn
from them, to accept their decisions democratically arrived at.
It refused any criticism for the repeated violations by Com-
munists of the most elementary rules of trade union discipline.
and orderly behaviours,-

In this pattern of errors and failures, and the stubborm
refusal to criticize or correct them in any way, there is to
be seen the clear outlines of the Trotskylist concept of "van-
guardism", which is the deadly enemy of the Marxist-Leninlst
concept of the Party as the most advanced segment of the work—
ingclass, which leads the whole class by virtue of the confi-
dence and love which it has won by its practical services in
everyday 1ife, That "vanguardism" which tries to exercise
the leading role of the Party by means of arbitrary authority,
by milit command, Jinevitably leads to & profound split be-
tween the Party and the workingclass, And that is what is
taking place in America at the present time,

This queation is the most immediately practical, as well
as the most deeply theoretical. It goes to the root of the
Marxist theory of history, of the role of the class struggle,
of the workingclass as the bearer of socialism, of the trade
unions as the fundamental phase of the rise of the working-
class as an independent force in society, of the preparation
of the workingclass to assume the ruling power, to defeat the
bourgeoisie, to replace capitalism with socialism,

Marxism-ILeninism equally and completely repudiates both
of the false concepts of socialism which,‘'on one hand, see 1t
as the spontaneous and automatic product of the mass organiza-
tion of the workers and, on the other hand, as being imposed
upon  the workingclass by the authority of an elite vanﬂg(unra.

It is the very essence of Marxist-Leninist theory, which
must be repeated and explained again and again and again, that
the Party of soclialism, the vanguard, must adapt itself to the
living and powerful mass movement of the workers, the organized

1
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lsbor movement, as its principal source of potential power. It
mist be understood and applied everywhere and always, that the
relation between the Party and the class is a two-fold one, which
runs both ways, that the Party must teach and Tead and, at the
same time, must learn from and be governed by, tThe workingclass,

Scientific socialists, of the line of Marx, Engels, Lenin
and Stalin, always based their whole program upon the working-
class as the source of all power and authority. The aim of Eheir
program is to remove all authority which presumes to set itself
above the workingclass., They never tired in combatiing every idea
of authority over the workingclass, exercised by command, whether
it was expressed by Michael Bakunin and Johann Most in the days
of the First Inaternational, by the Trotskyites after the October
Revolution in Russia, or by the Tito deviation today, They con-
stantly explained that the fusion, the organic unity, of the Party
of Marxist science together with the organized masses of the
workingclass, was the precondition of all progress, They com-
batted with all their power every deviation from this line which
could lead to or deepen a split between the Socialist and Labor
movements. These are the very foundation stones, the ABCs, of
Marxist theory.

The 1l4th Convention showed in its deliberations, by its
handling of all questions of relations between the Party and the
masses, that 1t was guided by a different theory, that of a "van-

guardism” which derives its authority from some other source than the

confldence it is able to win from the workingclass. Faced with a
deepening split between jtself and the workingclass, it has no ex-

planation other than denunciation of those who leave it as "traitors",

and no guide for the future other than to intensify and deepen those

attitudes and policies which produced the split.

It was because the Party attempted to command the organized la-

bor movement into the new party of Wallace, thal what it actually
accomplished was the opposite, to constantly diminish Wallace's
labor support to the vanishing point,

It was not merely ineptness of practice, it was also a profound

theoretical inadequacy, that prevented the llith Convention from re-
cognizing that the Wallace movement was losing its labor base, that
it was becoming almost entirely a splinter party of radical middle-
class character, and that to the degree that it lost its power to

help the immediate solution of problems it also lost its significance

for the future, .
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In a blind fumbling for a way out of this contradiction,
the 1Ltk Convention displayed clear signs of beginning te think
of the Wallace new party as a party in transition to gocialism,
transferring the main samphasis from its immediate tasks to
thess spsculations about such a future, Thersby, while sacri-
fieing what could be immediately gained through the new party - =
if it were expanded to its full potential, instead of being con-

Tracted 0 a minimum sectarian Scope — — the 1LEh Convention at
‘the sams Tine gave ireedom of development to the most opportun-
istic illusions, It thoroughly masked the true nature of the
Wallace new party as, in program, composition, and lsadership,
ths American counterpart of the "third force" parties in Europe,
The 1lith Convention could not understand this, because in Eurove
the ¥third fores® is reactionary, while in America it still had
the petentiality of playving a progressive role - - and the think-
ing that golded the fenvention vejected such distinctions of
time, placs, snd the stags of the struggis.

Thug was hidden the important fact that the ¥third forcev
in Burops is reactionary because there the task is the imme-
diate transition to sccialism, which the ¥third forcev opposes,
But in America the ¥third force! {or Wthird party") still has
progressive potentialities because the chief immediate tasks
8till remain those of sueh character that they can bs accom—
plished within the framework of capitalism, Whsn the immediate
transition to socialism becomes the chief task in America, here
also the “third party", in itz dominant radical middie-class
section, on the whole will pass over to the side of reaction,
The sharp difference betwsen the "ithird party¥ in America and
the “third force" in Burope is in essence; therefore, a reflec—
tion of the different respective stages of the class strupgle
on the two continents,

By refusing to face and clarify this problem, the 1ilith
Convention not only intensified all its immediate practical
8rrors, which lead to a rapid narrowing down and isolation of
ithe whole Left camp, but it also loosed a flood of opportunist—
ic illusions about finding a cheap and easy way to a mass party
of socialism,

It was pure self-deception when the Convention relied, as
its weapon against such illusions, upon its Yescape clause¥ to
the effect that the Communists disagree with the "progressive
capitalism™ concept of the "third party". This cliche, this
stereotype, is not an answer to but an evasion of the issue,




46—

The progressive potentiality of the Wallace new party
is related exclusively to the present moment in American
and world history, to what it can accomplish under capital-
ism, and not at all to any speculative contribution it might
be supposed to make to a future soclalism - -~ a speculation
based upon pure illusion in flat contradiction to Marxist
theorye.

It was the greatest failure of the 14th Convention,  that
it evaded or fumbled each and every one of these problems of
Marxist~Leninist theory. It proclaimed its desire to master
Marxism, but showed no ability to do so.
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THE 14TH NATIONAL CONVENTION CPUSA

SECTION VII

The 1l4th Convention report contains much talk but very
little factual information on the state of the Party organi-
zation, There is but one definite statement which is capable
of analysis by reference to previously established facts, viz.:

"During the three-year period since the Emer-
gency Convention, our Party has grown from a
membership of 52,824 to over 60,000." (p.838).

Both these figures are questionable on the record. The
Emergency Convention recorded a membership of 80,000, not
52,82l; and a few days before the 1llith Convention opened the
present membership was announced as 56,000 (this figure was
published in Pravda, Moscow, as well as in America).

At the Emergency Convention it was established that the
1915 membership registration amounted to 67,000, to which was
added 13,000 members on leave in the armed forces, or a total
of 80,000, No explanation is offered as to why this figure
is now reduced by more than one-third, nor indeed is there any
supporting material whatever for these or any other figures,.
In the absence of any explanation, the most favorable interpre-
tation is that a new basis for measuring the membership of
three years ago and of today has been meanwhile put into ef-
fect, but this is pure conjecture,

What is always most important, however, in the Party!'s
vital statistics, is not the absolute figures but rather the
direction of development which they disclose from year to
year, Therefore, if these figures are founded in some ob-
Jective measurement, and are not the product of decepticn,
they will reveal the basic facts of growth or decline, even
if in a distorted fashion, We will therefore provisionally
accept the unsupported statement given to the 1lLth Convention,
as having an objective foundation even though it is a differ-
ent one from that used at the Emergency Convention, and pro-
ceed upon that basis to analyze the dynamics of Party member-
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ship over the past 18 years.
The following table, covering the eight years before World
War II, 1s constructed on the basis of data published in offi-
cilal Party Convention and National Committee Meeting reports:
CHANGES IN THE VALUME OF MEMBERSHIP OF CPUSA.

At Beginning of Total Increase During Percentage

the Year of: Membership Previous Year, Increase,

1930 7,500 .

1931 8,339 839 ng
1932 12,936 4,597 55 %
1933 16,81y 3,878 30%
1934 2l,500 7,686 L5 %
1935 30,000 5,500 22 ¢
1936 40,000 10,000 33¢%
1938 75,000 35,000 (two yrs) 36 %

The average anmal rate of increase over the eight pre-war
years, was thus almost exactly one-third, or 33%., Since this
is figured each year on the increased number, by geometrical
progression (like compound interest), the membership was multi-
plied by ten times in eight years.

The first war years constituted a period of fundamental
readjustments of organization, during which statistics are in-
complete and not compargble with those of 1930-1938. Over 80%
of the Party's organizational cadres were inducted into the Army,
and had to be replaced by comparatively untrained substitutes.
Nevertheless, by 1943 relative stability had again been achieved,
and the whole intervening period 1s summed up by the registration
early in 194}, which showed 53,000 members, plus about 13,000
in the armed forces, or a total of 66,000, Continuing the above
table, then, we ar¥ive at the following:

194 66,000 9,000 loss dur- 2% per yr.
ing 6 yrs,
1945 80,000 . 14,000 increase 20§ inc.

At this point the continuity of the table is broken by the
unexplained reduction of the 1945 figure (in the statement to
the 1lith Convention) from 80,000 to 52,824, This drop of 27,176
may be the result of adoption of a new base of measurement, or
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i1t may be a deliberate revision of the previous figure on the
grounds that it was inflated (although the two sets of figures
were compiled by the same apparatus, composed of the same per-
sons), And there are two possible ways to continue the com-
parison, first to disregard the "revisjon" of the figures and
treat it as a loss (a membership asset "written off" as "worth-
less"), or, second, to deal with the new figures as a new series
with a different base and, therefore, comparable only as to trend
and not as to absolute figures. These two different methods give
the following two different resultss

First Method:
1945 80,000 |
1948 60,000 20,000 loss during 3 yrs. 10% per yr.

Second Method:

19i5 52,824 .
1948 60,000 7,176 Incr. during 3 yrs. L% per yr.

These figures reveal that if statistics are taken without
revision there is a decline of 104 anmually since 1945, while if
the new figures are taken at their face value there is an in-
crease of L% annually,

In either case, however, the fundamental trend stands out
clearlys The Party has lost its normal capacity for growth.
Even when Wwe accept the most favorable interpretation possible,
we obtain the following comparative dynamics of membership:

For 8-year pre-war average, 33 £ increase.

For 19)), last full war year, 20 ¥ increase.
For 195-1948, 3 post-war years, L4 # increase.
Comparing pre-war with post-war, that 1s to say, the Party
has lost seven-eighths of its recruiting power; comparing 194k
with 1915-19)8, it has lost four-fifths of its recruiting power,

* * * »*
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As against this loss, there was registered in the 1Lth Con-
vention a tremendous expansion of one phase of Party work, nanmely,
the collection of money, In the report on organization, we read:

"A high point of Party activity was reached in the
Spring of 1947, at the time when the late Secretary
of Labor Schwellenbach, proposed the outlawing of

the Party. In answer to this attack our Party raised
a fighting fund of $250,000 in less than 25 days, In
fact, more than $1,000,000 was actually raised by the
Districts." (p.835). "Our Party again appealed for
a $500,000 fund to fight the Mundt Bill, arid the mem-
bership responded, even though it had just carried
through the Party-Press Fighting Fund Drive." (p.836).

There is no reason to doubt that the two cited instances are
characteristic of the whole past two years, that the Party has re-
ceived an abundance of finances beyond its previous most optimistic
dreams, that the masses expressed their abhorrence of the anti-
Communist hysteria by the most liberal donations of money,

This positive aspect of the mass defense of the Party has been
accompanied, however, by a very negative development, which has a
heavier political weight., There has occurred a very obvious shift
of the center of gravity in Party activity, gway from the self-
activity of the meribership and branches and away Irom the working-
class, In the directiIon of the activity of the full-time paid
spparatus of Party functionaries, which has expanded many-Told,
and in the direction of the radical middle class,

In other words, the Party is in the process of losing its
basic character as a workingclass Party.

This growing dependence upon its middle-class supporters
reflects, as does the loss of most of the Party's recruiting
power, the influence of the crisis in the relations between the
Party and the trade unions, the split between Socialism and the
®mass labor movement,

The 1Lth Convention record is filled with evidence of this
fact, and with feverish appeals to change it - - but no indication
whatever of how it can be changgg.

* #» * »
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Among the most serious symptoms of deterioration of immer-
Party 1ife has been the rise of a plague of small factional '
groups, mostly of a semi-Trotskyist character, during the past .
three years. The 1lLth Convention mentioned some of these by
name, and proclaimed an organizational war against them, But
it gave no political analysis of their significance. And the
Convention concealed the extent to which this disease has pene-
trated the Party, and concealed the fact that the weapon of
expulsion is practically the sole weapon with which they are
combatted,

During the past three years there have been thousands of
expulsions from the Party, unquestionably many times more than
in the entire previous 26 years of the Party's existence, There
was no report and examination of this question, however, in the
Convention,

This phenomenon goes to confirm the conclusion, indicated
by many other factors, that the decline of Party authority in
the labor movement has been accompanied by a decline in the
Party authority among its own members,

In the attempt to stem this wave of demoralization, the
Party leadership has more and more abandoned the methods of
education, persuasion, and conviction, and taken up the methods
of military command within the Party, in much the same fashion
and extent that it has tried to do in the broad labor movement.,
But whereas in the labor movement, there. has been mass rejection
of the commanding attitude, within the Party it has been accept-
ed by aﬁ“l?ge—v%ithout open revolt, except for isolated groups

. which have immediately lost their way in the swamp of Trotskyism.

The system of military command has ‘been frozen, as the only cor-
rect expression of the Leninist concept of democratic centralism,
and was confirmed by the llhth Convention in the slogan: "Root

out all petty-bourgeois concepts regarding Party democracy." (p.856)

It is, however, the present system of military command, of ar-
bitrary authority, which is properly to be characterized as petty-

"bourgeois in character. The leninist, the proletarian, concept -

of democratic centralism bases itself in winning the confidence
of the working class, which the 1llth Convention completely for-
got about. The CPUSA, before it can solve its inner-Party pro-
blems and before it can restore its relations with the labor
movement, will find it necessary to re-learm some fundamental
lessons taught us long ago by lenin and Stalin,

i ¥* * ¥* *
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The 1llth Convention report makes it clear that the guiding
slogan of the Party leadership, borrowed from the French Revolution
of the 18th century, is "Audacity, more audacity, always audacity.”
It criticized itself only for not being audacious enoughe It for-
got that Lenin approved of that slogan as a guide only for the mo-
ment of armed uprising, and condemned it as a crime at other times,
Following its false 1ine, the 1lith Convention scolded and threat-
ened the working class, and accused the class of betraying its own
cause, It scolded and threatened its own members, and accused them
of all mistakes and weaknesses. But it was supremely confident of
its oo full righteousness. It suffered from a swelled head.

Many years ago Stalin uttered words which sound as though they
were directed to the CPUSA of today. He saids

"the authority of the Party is maintained by the
confidence of the workingclass, The confidence
of the workingclass is not to be won by force,
for the use of force would kill confidence, It
can only be won if the Party theory is sound, if
the Party policy is correct, if the Party is de-
voted to the cause of the workingclass, if the
Party is closely linked with the masses of the
workingclass, and if the Party is ready and able
to convince the masses that its slogans- are the
right ones." (leninism, Vol. I, pe 37).

Stalin spoke sharply against those who think they can solve
problems by invoking "the authority of the Party." He said:

"Unless these conditions are fulfilled, 'the
authority of the Party' and 'the iron disci-
pline of the workingclass' are but an idle
boast."® (P. hl).

Stalin expanded this thought much further, and declared that
even when Party policy is "right in the main®, still the Party
must know how to "walt" when "the time is not. yet ripe." Here is
how Stalin developed this :meorl;ant pointse

"Now let us contemplate another possibility.

Let us suppose that, owing to the political back-
wardness of the workingclass, the Party policy-
(though right in the main) does not inspire gen-
eral confidence or command general support; let

sciousness,
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us suppose that the Party has not yet been able
to convince the worlkdngclass that its policy is
sound, the reason being (as the phrase runs)
that the time is not yet ripe. In such a case,
is the Party to take a decided initiative?
Should the Party try to give a strong trend to
the actions of the masses? No, certainly not}
In such cases the Party, if it is to lead ef-
fectively, must know how to wait until it has
convinced the masses that its policy is sound,
must help the masses to learn this by their own
experience," (pe. LbL).

In the development of this argument, Stalin quoted the words
of Lenin, who branded as a "crime", '"worse than a blunder®, the
plunging of the vanguard into a decisive action before the masses
are ready to support it., Lenin's words, quoted by Stalin, werej

"The vanguard cannot conquer unaided. It would
be worse than a blunder, it would be a crime, to
send the vanguard into the fighting line before
the class as a whole (the broad mass) is ready to
support 1t, or at least to show benevolent neu-
trality and fully determined not to go over to

the enemy....For this the masses must have learned
by thelir omn political experience."

Stalin, as Lenin before him, always insisted that the Party
should listen to "the volce of the masses." He said:

"Now, especially, the Party must be ready to pay
close attention to the voice of the masses; must
have a fine ear for their demands; must display
extreme caution and show peculiar elasticity in

its policy, Now, more than ever, will the Party
leadership of the masses be imperilled if Commun-
ists should suffer from swelled head, Let us never
forget Lenin's golden words at the Eleventh Party
Congress:

" t'Among the masses of the people, we Commmnists
are but drops in the ocean, and we cannot rule un-
less we give accurate expression to the folk con-

The 1llith Convention forgot Lenin's golden words}

#* * * #*
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This examination of the lhth Convention was written during
September and October. Just as the final section was being writ—
ten there occurred the November 2nd elections. The results upset
the applecarts of all the experts, none more so than the leadsrs
of the 1l4th Convention., There has not been time to formulate the
most important lessons of the November 2nd upheaval, but a few
of the most obvious may be noted here in conclusiong

The 1Lth Convention nailed to its mast the banners

"A vote for either Truman or Dewey means a vote
for eventual fascism and war,"

But the masses, in the last months of the campaign, turned
to the support of Truman, and the results were hailed all over the
earth as a mandate for peace and progress}

The 1Lth Convention proclaimeds

"The néew party is shattering the deadly two-party
system.®

But the masses, operating within the two-party system, succeed-
ed in registering their will beyond any doubt, and gave the two-party

system its most decisive victory in generations, and a new lease on
life,

The 1Lith Convention declared:

"Inevitably the new party will rally support from all
democratic and peace-minded sections of the population.®

"~ But the masses gave the new party only a little more than
500,000 votes in New York, and 600,000 votes in all the rest of
the country, surely a miserly measure for "®all democratic and
peace-minded® Americans,

The lhth Convention did not know what was going on among the
masses. That is a fatal defect for a Communist Party,

*» »* * %* *
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Never before since 1929, did an American Communist Conven-
tion demonstrate that it had lost contact with the workingclass ’
that it did not know what the masses were thinking and feeling,
as did the 1hth Convention demonstrate so completely,

The present leadership of the Cormunist Party has cut a

deep gulf between itself and the labor movement, between itself
and the broad masses,

That gulf can be filled, and the Party can resume its proper
place in the vanguard of the workingclass, only if the Party cor-

rects its false policies, begins again to listen to the masses s
and learns the full lessons of its present isolation, :

- the end -

by
AMERICUS, 1918,




