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A Special Section Devoted to Discussion of the Past and
Perspectives of the Communist Party, US.A. and the

By FRED FINE

Though the formal discussion
initiated by the last meeting of

our National Committee is only {

a few weeks old, our self-ex-
amination has in fact been un-
der way for several years. It
could not have been otherwise
in face of the developing and
acute isolation our Party was
suffering and the apparent ste-
rility of -many policies and tac-
tics we were pursuing.

The Draft Resolution on the
1952 elections, a number of ar-
ticles in Political Affairs (primar-
ily several authored by John
Swift) and the Draft Program of
1954 were all part of the early
phase ot this mushrooming re-
apl,)r.xi.\ul of our policies and
style ot work, They were a re-
flection ot the growing pressures
of the situation in which our
Party found itself and also the
growing pressures in our own
ranks for a turn to policies that
associated us with masses and
the main currents of American
lite. There was also a sharp and
growing dissatisfaction with var-
ious estimates we had made and
with the muddled and dogmatic
perspectives we held out.

In my opinion, Comrade Den-
nis’ report to the National Com-

does not sufficiently rec-

mit

ognize the Draft Resolution and
valt Program. It was the first

“Stop, Look and Listen” sign

our Party had gotten for a long
time. And with all its errors
and wrong estimates, the Drafts
nevertheless helped to focus at-
tention of the Party on the cru-
cial need to re-enter the mass
arena and to stay with the peo-

ple.
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Discussion

Statement of the Commitiee

Some weeks ago, this Committee an-
nounced the opening of a public discussion
on the report of Coinrades Eugene Dennis,
Claude Lightfoot and Max Weiss to the
National Committee of the CPUSA and
urged the fullest participation of all Party
members and organizations.

We print in this issue the first articles

that have been receiced.

The discussion now being initiated is,
of course, not entirely new. For some time
now, there has been intense debalte in the
ranks of the Party on all phases of our
work. A profound process of rc-examina-
differences of
opinion within our ranks on a whole host

tion is going on. Ther

a&eére are

position,

about this. For only an open, frank and
vigorous discussion in which every mem-
ber honestly and frankly states his or her
can guarantee that we will
emerge with a stronger party and one more
capable of truly serving and advancing the

welfare of the American people and the

cause of Socialism.
We trust that this discussion will mark

a new stage; in that it will help further

of questions. There is nothing alarming

deepen our understanding of the past, both
in its positive and negative features, as
well as increasingly bring forth much more
thinking with regard to future perspectives.
We urge upon everyone fullest partic-
ipation in this discussion.
DISCUSSION COMMITTEE

COMMUNIST PARTY

"MOVED IN RIGHT
DIRECTION

The two draft documents,
and several of the more import-
ant articles by John Swift, etc.,
suffered from equivocations and
inconsistencies, and some of the
correct  conclusions  reached
were modified in the final draft
or succeeding article. Neverthe-
Jess, they moved in the right
direction and were therefore
helptul.

What was emerging in fact
‘were varying and clashing esti-
mates and conflicting tactical
conclusions, and we were wit-
nessing a developing struggle
within the Party for a more cor-
rect and effective program and

! line (hampered considerably by
the difficulties of collective dis-
cussion in face of the severe at-
tacks to which our Party was
subjected and the fact that
many of our leading people and
Party organizations were dis-
persed or inoperative.

The fact remains that many
conclusions stated in Cene* Den-
nis’ report were arrived at in
various clubs, in some Party
committees, and in coffee klat-
ches, a year ago, two years ago,
and in some instances four years
ago. ;

This is not to say that there is

unanimity in our Party today,
or that all have- arrived at the
main conclusions of the Dennis
report. The discussion in our

Party today is very uneven—in
some quarters far advanced, in
some places only in its earliest
phases.

Nevertheless, it is becoming
rapidly apparent that:

1) The National Committee
in some important respects is
still tailing the discussions al-
ready under way and must rap-
idly catch up with it and give
it more adequate leadership;

2) The overall and inadvert-
ent effect of what is essentially
a correct analysis of past esti-
mates and wmistakes tended to
give the impression that our
whole past was one big bank-
rupt episode, and there are also
some views heard that we are
politically and spiritually incap-
able of new initiatives and new
advances; .

8) The N.C. failed as yet ade-
quately to meet the challenge
put by one comrade as follows:
We don’t only want to know
where we've been, but where
we're going, and how do we get
from where we arg to where
weTe going.

RE-EXAMINATION
BY MANY FORCES

The current discussion among
members and sympathizers of
the CPUSA is not entirely
unique nor is it limited to Amer-
ican Communists. The entire
thinking wor)d is engaged in a
sweeping and probing re-exam-
ination and “agonizing reap-
praisal” of a kind rarely witness-
ed in human history. This is true
in the Socialist countries.

This is true in the capitalist
countries of Western Europe
among all major political cur-
rents, and this js certainlﬁ true
our own country among the va-
rious groupings of the Left, in

the progressive and liberal move--

ment as a whole and in the Na-
tion at large. J. Alveraz Del Vayo
(The Nation, June, 9, 1858),
writes as follows:

“Throughout the labor move-
ment and the Left in Europe a
critical discussion is taking place
which must eventually influence
the politics of this continent and
of the world scene. The main
protagonists are the Socialist and
Communist parties, but it In-

volves rank-and-file workers as
well as theorists and party lead-
ers. And if the Twentieth Con-
gress of the Communist Party is
the point of departure for the
great debate, other factors play
a role as well-not the least the
vacuum created by the present
world transition from cold war
to a curious kind of peace in
which disarmament conferences
and H-bomb explosions alternate
in making headlines.”

He reports that among the
Communists, “The outward mani-
festations of Communist unrest
in France are the brilliant pole-
mics of the intellectuals. . . . But
more important than the verbal
thrusts and counter-thrusts by
the theorists is the ferment at

‘work in the party cells which

shows the depth of the change
that has taken place not oaly in
France but in the Communist
movement all over Europe.”

As regards the Socialists of
Western Europe, he writes, “As
political entities, the Socialists
are still very powerful in Eu-
rope. . . . Nevertheless a pro-
found malaise can be detected
among the rank and file and
among ‘a growing minority of
Socialist leaders.”

DEBATE IN OUR COUNTRY

In the United States, Dr.
Nathan M. Pusey, president of

FRED FINE

Harvard University, stated in his
baccalaureate address at Ifur-
vard, “There are hardly any areas
in human thought today whose
protagonists are as confident as
to the adequacy of their expla-
nations as their predecessors
seemed to be only a Short time
ago.”

We know of the articles by
liberals like Milton Mayer and
the polemics in The Reporter
magazine between Arthur Schle-
singer, Jr., and many others with

regard to a program for liberals.
We know oF the developing re-
valuation by prominent leaders
of the Democratic Party, as in
Dean Acheson’s recent book.
And the Carnegie Hall sympo-
sium sponsored by the Fellow-
ship of Reconciliation is not the
least important of these develop-
ments. :

Our Own Party’s self-critical
examination is taking place
against this, backdrop. It has
been sharpened and aggravated
by the last ten years of our
Party's history in which we have
suffered retreats, losses, and
growing isolation. And more re-
cently the impact of the 20th
Congress of the CPSU and sub-
sequent developments in Social-
ist countries have loosened some
old moorings and put into ques-
tion some of our most hallowed
conceplts.

In this vast surging discussion
and re-assessment, there are two
dangers for our Party. The first
and main danger is to see our
Party’s problems narrowly, in-
trospectively and divorced from
this overall ferment and the
world situation which has stim-
ulated it. This would end in
aridity. A failure to see the mag-
nitude of the problems, the dy-
namism of the period, that we are
in a great transition period in
world history and a period of re-
alignment in our own country—
would mean failing to see the
forest for the trees. Any narrow
and parochial limitations on the
debates, any uneasiness about the

scope or vigor of :dissent will
-Ieego d

ogmatic attachments to the »
past as well as encourage open

"SMASHING ENTIRE PAST
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or covert tendencies lo stand-
patism,

We can only welcome all ef-
forts to review the estimates of
our Party, the program of our
Party, our tactics and line, our
principles of organization and
style of work-as long as it is
animated by the paramount con-
cern of how we can best defend
the interests of the Amecrican
working class and popular mass-
es, how to advance our national
well-being and the cause of So-
cialism. Such discussion, to bs
most useful, will seek not only
an ultimate regrouping of all
Socialist-minded Americans, bat
must search out the ways by
which our Party can, beginning
now, elfect such changes in its
program and methods as will
speed the day of the Socialist
regrouping and will make of our
Party the most useful contribu-
tor in this overall development.

e —

There is another danger—(in
this writer's opinion, a suboidi-
nate one)—which should not be
ignored—the one which smashes
evervthing in the past and leaves
people with 15, 20 and maie
vears of dedicated and selfless
devotion to the cause of Socil-
ism and our country’s future,
with nothing but a feeling of
bankruptey. This simply further
disperses the Left. Conceived in
negativeism one cannot expect
that a new united American So-
cialist movement with a correct
and effective program will sprin
full-blown from the brow u?
Jupiter. Wild-swinging tenden-
cies can only repel many who
want passionately to make fund-
amental departures from sectari-
anism and dogmatism but who,
before totally surrendering all
{:;ut views, want to understand

etter the new views advanced.
[ ] L ] L ]

No self-critical re-examination
can have much meaning if it does
not take as its point of departure
and as its frame of reference the
interests and needs of our coun-
try. Certainly most of us are
pretty much agreed that dne of
the most fundamental and costly
of our errors of the past was our
divorcement from the mass move-
ment. Will it be more than

hrasemongering if we are deep-
ﬁz critical of our past errors along
these lines and yet continue it in
fact by a type of discussion that
moves inward rather than out-
ward? Shall we excoriate sectari-
anism in the past only to give it
sanction in the present?
Also, something is amiss with
a discussion in our Party which
simultaneously ignores a new
book like Gil Green’s The Enemy
Forgotten,—a valuable contribu-
tion to the discussion in our Party
and in the country at large, even
though written months before the
20th CPSU Congress and our last
National Committee meeting.
Caly Illinois and Callfornih have

(Continued on Page 9)
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Threat to Constitution Comes From Right

By WM. SCHNEIDERMAN

In the discussion now going
on in the Party on the Nalional
Committee reports, we in the
Partv leadership, state or Na-
tional, have a special responsi-
bility io the membership to ana-
Jize our errors and explain the
yeasons for them. This article
Yis only the barest beginming of
ssnch an analysis to help open

" the discussion i California,

When we ask ourselves, why is

it that the main characteristic

vears inder review was that
sechaianism, 1 think  that one
oi the major reasons is that we
have never fully thoughit out the
special way to apply our theoiy
and line to peculiarily American
conditions.

Our Party has made and cor-
rected two big theorctical devia-
tions in its historv: Lovestone’s
theory of “American exception-
alism” in the 20%, and more
recently, Browder’s theory of the
benevolent  mole  of  monopoly
capital.  But this did not negate
the necessity to lcarn how to
wpply Mamist principles to the
characteristics of  the

owerful capitalist coun-
in the world; the failure to
this has intensifiecd onr tra-
oual sectarianism from which
we have long sulered. and in-
creased our isolation.  As a re-
sult of this failore, even when
we bad a generally carrect e,
we showed the greatedt weak-
nesses i its tictical application.

RIESULTS OF IGNORING
TRADITIONS

Our igonoring of the yole of
American traditions and institua-
tioms resulted in a number of
mistakes both in our political
estimates and  tactics.  For in-
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Work Among Negroes Stiffe;ed From Left

By IHHOWARD JOIINSON
Frank debate of diverse posi-

tions, the sell ervitical eliracter

ancd the direction ol Dennis’ re-

port and the discussions were
the three standout teatimes of
the National Commitlee 1mieel-

ing to me.

The general conclusion that
the main errors in our policies
for the past ten years were ol a
vangiardist, or sectarian
character are doubly true in our
work in the Ncgro  peoplc’s
movement,

We took  mechanical. dog-
matic and sometimes autificially
contrived estimates and policies
on the general American scene
avd proceeded to mechanically,
dogmatically or artificially paste
them on to the Negro people’s
movement.

As a result, prestige, respect
and mass influcoce that  our
movement had acguired among
the Negro people has been whit-
tled away to its lowest ebb in
decades.

I was among those who
shared [ullv in the execution of
these policies as well as in the
formulation of some them,

Without going intd the spe-

cifics of a number of policies,
which must be done il our re-
examination is to have depth,
1 would list a number of areas
where our pust general policy
or estimates appears to me lo-

stance, our estimale of the pos-
sibilitv of launching a third
party was based on the ferment
going on in the Demaocratic
party over the foreign and
mestic policies of the Truman
Administration.

This ferment was especially
evident in California in 1947
and 1948, but the anticipated
mass breakaway did not take
place; what we overlooked was
the poweilul hold that the tra-
ditional  two-party  svstem had
on the people. It was especially
in our state that we have seen
muny nass political movements
arise and fnd independent ex-
pression within the  two-party
svstem, but which did not ma-
ture to the point of a muss
biewkaway and formation of a
new party.  Had we not jg-
nored this experience, we might
not have made the wrong esti-
mate of the situation existing be-
fore the 1948 elections, which
obviousiy did not point as yet
to a mass third party movement,

Likewise, our National Com-
mitlee coiild not have made the
estinnate it did of the fascist
danger in 1951 and since. if it
had tihen into account the strong
democratic traditions and  insti-
tutions, (with all their limita-
tivusd, of our comtry and its

people.

While it is true that the over-
estimation of the speed of fasci-
ration was linked swith the be-

liet that war was imminent, it
abo reflected  an under-estima-
tion of the strong democratic
raots of the American people,
and the difficulties the ruling-
class would have to scrap bour-
geois democracy in a country
like curs.  As a result, the Na-
tional Committee acted as if fas-
cism were already here or just
around the corner and this mis-

dav, unsound and harnaful,
ATTITUDE TO CLASSES

1. While supporting the idea
of all-class unitv, we coneeived
ol its achievement through the
Negro workers  winning  hege-
mony over the Negro liberation
movement and in the long
ousting the business and middle
cliss  forces  from  leadership,
except for individuals who sup-
ported a working class uullm:i.
In a word, we had an outlook
that the clash of class antago-
nisms between the Negro middle
and bourgeois class and the Ne-
gro workers was dominant and
permanent. The harmony ol in-
terest of the various classes
among the Negro people in
opposition  to  jimerow, we re-
varded  as  subordinate  and
temporary,

This estimate was wrong and
could ouly, and did influence a
narrow, partisan and  factional
approach to the Negro people’s
movement. Our approach must
base itself on the now more
cleatly established fact that the
present day Negro movement is
based. as Reddick observes about
Montgomery, on “interdenomn-
inational, interclass integration,”
# unity ol natural allies from ull
classes in which leadership is
shared.

FOREIGN POLICY
MADE CENTRAL

2. We made foreign policy
the central issue belore the Ne-
gro movement rather than the
civil rights issue. Life is show-
ing that the civil rights issue,
as long as jimcrow's wings
throw a shadow across America,
was and will continue to be the
dominant issue in Negro life.

We failed to see the civil
rights issue as a major contribu-
tion to peace. Many times we
gave the impression we only
supported civil rights struggles
which were led by those who
agreed with us on foreign

. \hﬁ denounced Negro Jeaders

. and M

SCHNEIDERMAN

take had extremely harmful con-
scquences for the party.

Or take the question of the
American road to Socialism. Our
party showed initiative and made
some positive contributions over
the years in refuting the “for-
eign-agent” slander and the false
charge that we advocate force
and violence. Our party consti-
tution makes clear that we be-
lieve that Socialism will come to
the United States by the free
choice of the majority of the
American people, and no other
way. But even here, we did not
fully  develop why we could
adopt this position,

ROLE OF U. S.
CONSTITUTION

We could have pointed to the
role of the U. S. Constitution in
our country;  historically  the
threat to it has come hom the
Right, and it was the progressive
torces of society in each period
which defended its democratic
character. There are, of course,

HOWARD JOHNSON

in the NAACP, National Coun-
cii of Negro Women, Brother-
hood of Sleeping Car Porters as
Uncle Toms, betrayers of. the
Negro people, agents of Wall
Street and even went so far as
to include the Brooklvn Dod-
gers. This fed thinking that we
regarded civil rights as sec-
ondary matiers.

3. With our estimate that
fascism was around the corner,
we exaggeraled the strength and
influence of the Klan and the
Dixiecrats as well as their
ideology, white supremacy,
among the white masses. We
made mechanical snalogies be-
tween the Cerman Jew and the
U. S. Negro. ..

This fed tendencies in our
own. ranks to wunderestimate
gaips in unity of Negro and
white as well as the fighting
capacities of the Negro people’s
movement in the South,

In this respect we lagged far
behind the Ieadmhipg%f the

established organizations who at

t of the Korean war .

yism projected: the

the hei

many other factors involved, but
we could have made our posi-
tion more understandable in
terms of American historv. Had
we made this clearer, then it
would have been easier to ex-
plain to the American people
why we believe the American
road to Socialism will not follow
the Russian path, but can be a
constitutional road.

Auother example of our failure
to take into account specific
American conditions is our re-
peated predictions of an econ-
omic crisis that failed to come
about. These predictions were
based on the assumption that
the cconomic cycle would de-
velop in its familiar classizal
form, as though noithing had
changed since Marx's profound
analysis of the workings of the
capitalist system, or even since
Lenin had further analvzed its
modern imperialist stage.

We have made no real analysis
of what new factors, both within
the American economy and in its
relations with the rest of the
world, have delayed the an-
ticipated post-war crisis of over-
production. The fact is that
American production, with all its
enormous capacily, has not yet
oulstripped its market, and we
have explained the economic
measures which made this pos-
sible as temporary props \\-{uic-h
could not last; but these meas-
ures are increasingly  being
adopted for prolonged periods,
and mayv become more or less
permanent features by which
American monopoly capital seeks
to maintain itself at home, and
in competition with its imperial-
ist riy a‘s as well as with the so-
cialist world,

The contradictions of capital-
ist society remain and even mul-
tiplv, but we must examine in
\\'hiil way 'hl"e new hl(‘tnl’s act

slogan of confidence and op-
timisin, “Free by 63",
DOCTRINAIRE APPROACH

4. Our rigid and doctrinaire
approach to an economic crisis
was translated in some periods
to mean that jobs were the cen-
tral and keyv issue in Negro life,
At the sume time the Negro peo-
ple’s movemeut was raising, as
the central issues, desegregation
in schools and housing or other
issues though not ceasing activity
on behalf of Negro employment.

5. Our faully economic esti-
mate led to wrong policies in
the trade union ﬁ(*ltl reflected
particularly in our support to
the ill-fated Negro Labor Coun-
cil. It started oft with the haudi-
cap of being onsidered a
divisive force and re:ulted in the
isolation of scores of outstanding
Negro trade union militants with
a large number now cut off from
the labor movement altogether.

6. All of these estimales in
policies had a decisive influence
on our evaluation of present day
Negro leadership. We set up the
vardstick of pro-war or pro-
peace and everyone who did not
speak up against the invasion of
Korea became a “reformist,”
“opportunist,” “social democrat,”
“nationalist,” or “Uncle Tom.”
We did not visnalize unity by
anyone in the final analysis un-
less they were influenced with
a Marxist outlook or were mov-
ing in that direction. Sometimes
we were- edgy about non-party
Marxists. Surely, today new as-
sessments must be made of
leaders like A. Philip Randolph,
Roy Wilkins, Ralph Bunche,
Adam Clayton . Powell and
others if our past uarrow policy
is to be fully scrapped.

MUST STUDY PAST

7. A revaluation should go
back beyond 1948. We shou
study such developments as the
split in, the National Negro

ongress in 1940 over the non-
aggression pact, the effect of our

sejection. .of the Pittsburgh

Sectarionism

on the operation of economic
laws.

On this as on other questions
under discussion, we have ex-
hibited the same common weak-
ness in the application of Marx-
ist theory to tli;e American scene,
and as a consequence, we have
also committed sectarian errors
in failing to gear our tactics to
the level of understanding of the
American workers. This is es-
pecially evident when we come
to review our mistakes on the
Negro question and in the trade
union field.

INNER-PARTY DEMOCRACY

But whatever the reason for
them, our mistakes would have
been uncovered and corrected
sooner if we had genuine Party
democracy operating at all levels
of the party, and it we had fol-
lowed the practice of testing our
policies in action, reviewing them
periodically, and changing them
if experience demanded it. There
were times when security reasons
made the practice of collective
leadership and Party democracy
extremely difficult; but at no
time can we say that it was im-
possible to achieve this objective,
even when the Party was under
severest atlack.

Our state and national leader-
ship is justifiedly under the sev-
erest criticism for its respon-
sibility in this situation. We
need an overhauling of long-
standing practices in onur welth-
ods of work, and to re-open the
channels of Party discussion,
criticism and self-criticism, as a
normal function of the party. and
not an extraordinary special
event which comes around when
there is a crisis. In the long
run, we will have more unity
and more understanding, and as
a result a2 more effective party
of the American working people,

Courier's Double-V  campaign,

\ and the early attitude we took to
= the March-on-Washington.

Such an examination would
reveal how deep-rooted and
enduring sectarian outlooks have
tlominated our movement, even
when we were committing the
most vulgar right opportunist
errors. .

For the above reasons a ma-
jor battle, what 1-would con-
sider “a crash program against
left  sectarianism”™  educative,
persuasive and convincing is 2
most vital need if our movement
is to regain its mass ties with
the Negro people.

This cannot be the sole
remedy. Present discussion
points to questions of larger
scope than the left sectarianism
which shackles our movement.
The influence of Stalinist
thougth covering a gamut of dis-
tortions of Marxism on policy
and theoretical questions de-
serves deep study. Our past
concepts ol left sectarianism do
not cover these problems in the
Negro field or other areas of
work. The extent to which we
substituted Stalinist homiletics
for the Marxist dialectic method
demands major_reappraisal. I
Kope to throw some of my re-
actions on this score and also
on the subject of white chauvin-
ism and the struggle for Negro
rights into another letter, if
second rounds are not limited
by space problems.
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