








Redders -

(Costinued from Page 10)
gl;vt:'n their incompetence from

-
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t down. They are”

not -qualiied to lead, nor to
conduct this dilscussion. Ne;ther
non-Party people nor many Party
.mpl‘e believe in them. It's the

thing that could happen

at this time. This request in-
cludes also many of The Worker
writers and editors.

Fellers, your intentions were
ood but you haven't got what
t takes, to lead a political par-
ty. Therefore, you have my

vote of no-confidence. Ste
down! We need new blood!
New ideas! Fresh agproachec
and you are not capable of giv-
ing tiem. All your articles and
words since the 20th Congress
belie your ability to change.
Your attitudes, your words in
your articles, your whole ap-
proach stands in refutation of
your ability to do anything but
continue in the same old way.

One final word about the pa-
per. The Daily isn't worth-
while reading. There’s nothing
in it to read. That is due to the
wrong conception of what it
should do. It's based on idea
of making it mass paper. Ridi-
culous! You haven’t got a mass
base so how can you have a
mass circulation. Right now it
should be turmed ‘over almost
exclusively to discussion or the
many problems faced by Com-
munists and Socialists and how
to go about building mass base.
The workers don’t read it. Only
the people who are in the Party
and a few others out of loyal
and habit buy it, look throu
it and then turm to the other
newspapers to get their informa-
tion. The Worker on Sunday’s
is a little better in that it has
a large discussion page. But
it too doesn’t fulfil it's function.
I think vou -should conserve
your monies and put out a pa-
per with many more pages on
Sunday alone and two or three
times more a week, with heavy
discussion pages on all the prob-
lems we face After we have
straightened out our own house,,
then we can consider what to
do about making it the paper
for the worker to buy and read.

This letter has much
longer than I thought it would
be. But I feel so strongly about
what has happened that I just
had to give vent to my feelings
since there is no other place
one can do it—in or out the
Party.

Sincerely
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Is It ‘Cult of the lndi'vidﬁi‘ii'Qo_rji'Bur'eaucrac'v?

By HOMER CHASE

GENE DENNIS in his

recently " published report
to the National Committee

of the Communist Party

stated . that serious efforts
were made by the leadership to
strengthen democracy in the
Party since 1945. Foster has
written in the Daily Worker
that the cult of the individual
and bureaucracy were problems
of the Browder leadership. He
doesn’t state, but certainly im-
plies, that such problems J:) not
now exist.

The Daily Worker, Foster
and Dennis have recognized the
error of the cult of the individ-
ual in the CPSU. Neither Den-
nis, Foster nor the Daily Worker
takes the position that bureau-
cracy and the cult of the indi-
vidual are the main problems of
the CPUSA.
dently not examined past writ-
ings in Political Affairs, in the
Daily Worker, in draft resolu-
tions, in political work (such as
the Progressive Patty) to deter-
mine if the cult of the individual

They have evi-'

is the main weakness in the
work of the U. S. Communist
Partg', both before and after
1945. For example, Foster and
Dennis haven’t mentioned that
they suppressed Jim Keller’s crit-
fcism on the first draft resolu-
tion after 1945. The Daily
Worker still doesn’t explain
why they suppressed critical
letters from 1945 to 1956.
On Chauvinism

Gene Dennis states that the
1949-1958 campai against
chauvinism sh have ‘been a
mass campaign rather than amr
internal one. This is

sible that the national leaders
started this carlrlmfmign with the
idea-that it would tacilitate the
struggle for Negro rights. I syp-
ported it in the beginning be-
cguse white chauvinism did exist
in the Party. Most of it proved
unintentional. and the result of
poor national leadership on the
Negro question. -
However, this campaign soon
developed into a really vicious
attack -on the membership and
secondary leadership by the na-

the under- .
statement of the year. It is pos-

tional office. Exgulsions reached
heights never dreamed of by
Browder. Many more members
were made . ineffective because
of unjustiifed slander. Members

were expelled without steps pro- .

vided for in the Party constitu-
tion, often under the guise of
security or “the difficult objec-
tive situation.” Both Negro and
white left the Patry in large
numbers.

Foster has criticized other
theoreticians on the Negro ques-
tion for sectarianism. He doesn’t
mention' that the violations of
Party democracy and Marxism
cited above were committed un-
der the Foster-Dennis leadership
and often in their names.

Without numerous articles and
speeches unduly praising Foster
and Dennis it is very possible
that most of the serious errors
would have been avoided. There-
fore a prefaee to the Dennis ar-
ticle on Khrushchev would have
been strengthened by an ex-
planation to the U.  S. member-
ship on his role in the so-called
campaign against white-chauvin-
ism. The role of individual top

Examination of the New ““Look”

(Con’t from page 10)

in very sharp focus. The shell

ame of taking the theories of
gead men. who therefore can-
not contradict, and presenting
the very opposite to what they
said and wrote as a logical devel-
opment of their mode of reason-
ing, cannot be applied: The field
in which there can be nebulous
speculation is gone and we are
up smack against realities. A
solution to this dilemma has been
found however: “Change reality
to fit the projected theories.”

*

AS IN THE PAST when a
crisis arose (and the present crisis
is the most serious one in our
Party—one that may well lead
to its liquidation) we have heard
the cry: “Weé must base our pro-
gram on the specific conditions,
the exceg)ional situation in thwe
U. S. A.

But what is being proposed in
a distorted fashion is a mechanic-
al application of a line that ap-
plies to conditions in countries
other than the U.S.A. In France

the CP has the support of mil-
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lions of workers—the S.P. has
a mass following. They have had
the experience of Socialists head-
ing their government™-~which did
not lead to socialism, but led to
the preservation of capitalism.
Together thése two parties could
probably muster the majority of
the French population and guar-
antee, through the necessary le-
gislation and action thereafter,
the fruition of socialism.

In certain countries like India
and Indonesia the majority of
political organizations, including
those holding government con-
trol (which are anti-Communist)
are committed to secialization of
industry. These newly indepen-
dent coutries, with some of their
industries already socialized, may
well be' kept oa the road to so-
cialism, even though the polit-
ical orgainzations in government
control are non-Communist, un-
der the impact of economic- as-
sistance, sweep and influence of
the socialist countries. In those
countries the Communist Parties
while in the minority, have mil-
lions of supporters and without
a doubt WIB play a major role in
guiding the movement, insisting
that it be kept on the comrect
course.

*

BUT WE, as Manists, cannot
adopt a program based on these

. developing trends since they in

no way apply to conditions in the
U.S.A. Yet, there is speculation
here about the promotion of a
hodge-podge that encompasses
both. of those trends. We read and
hear of a “new movement for
Socialism™ based on unity or a
bloc with fragmentary semi or
non-Marxist sects and groupings
that are even more isolated from
any mass movement than we,
and the additional projection that
such a “new party” should even
include liberals.

Let’s stop dreaming—most of
those groupings could bring only
chaog or confusion; others would
not touch us with a ten-foot
pole, and those that are honest
and sincere in the cause of So-
cialism would be attracted to a
real Marxist Party even as a
Cyrie, a Haldane, a Nexo, a
Barbusse, a Picasso found their
way - to the Parties in their
country, .

The above in no way implies

~ that we should not a com-

mon basis for action, joint or
parallel, with any or all of those
groups. |

, The realities in.the U.S.A. are
that the majority of the workerss

are not class conscious, are not
socialist minded. There is every
historic and economic reason for
their lack of awareness of their
class interests, including our in-
competent manner of work. Our
country does, however, have a
history of militant class struggle,
of accomplishments by socialist
movements in which our Party
made significant contributions in
the past.

There are many issues and
problems that a small CP, based
on a correct program can tackle.
There will be many hard strug-
gles in the not so distant future—
the economic system will bring
them. To the extent that we play
a positive role in these struggles
—the small ones gnd the big ones
—and to the extent that we bring
class consciousness through those
struggles and seek to educate
and bring individuals into our
movement, to that extent can we
make the path®o socialism easier
for America,

To those who ad¥ocate the
“new look”: show us wherein
Marx, Engels and Lenin were
wrong in their basic theories (we
do not refer to an incorrect evalu-
ation they made here and there
on a specific situation); show us
on the basis of historical analysis
of the class forces and realities
of American life that the path
you advocate is correct.

Do not write pamphlets that
mean all things to all men,
weighted with phrases about
Marxism-Leninism, and than
a Joe Clark, a Howard Fast and
an Alan Max write petty-bour-
geois”. columns that emphasize
the non-Marxist features of your
position, followed with disclaim-
ers on contributions made by a
{ames Allen or a Herbert Apthe-

er, two of the very few Marxist
scholars we have in our move-
ment. If you have a theorem, try
to prove it! Do not present your
position as being Marxist or Len-
inist when its essence is the very
opposite of Marxism-Leninsm.

)

functionaries ‘and Natiopal Com-
mittee members in that ca
pa? also needs to be examin
and explained. Certainly enough
of them followed undemocratic
methods between 1949 and 1953.
Their upanimity in accepting -
that section of Dennis’ report -
was a shocking non-Marxist act.
The first step toward becoming
a modest part of such struggles
as Mpntgomery is admission b
leaggship thar{ they have sub):
stituted dogma .and directives
for Marxist thinking and struggle.

The Dennis report amounts to
48 pages and attempts Marxist
observations on a multitude of
subjects. It covers mainly the:
years 1945-56. And not one word
on fhe Rosenbergs! Under the
Dennis-Foster leadership one
draft resolution was published
before their death without a
word on the struggle. Another
(after their death) with or one
or two paragraphs criticizing, as
I recall, the retormist leadership
of the labor movement for inac-
tMt{l in the Rosenberg’s behalf.

The role of the Party leader-
ship, especially in the - period
until a few weeks before their
execution, was characterized by
inaction and incompetence. The
non-Marxist National Guardian,
Pope Pius XII and many rank
and file Communists were far
ahead of the Party leaders in
understanding an@ action. No one
can claim that ineffective leader-
ship in the Rosenberg case was
mainly left sectarianism. It was
a result of unexplained and
unadmitted defects on the part
of leadership.

Reject the Report

Since 1940 the leadership of
_the American Communists have,
at various times, looked over
their left shoulder and seen sec-
tarianism. At other times they
have looked over their right
shoulder and seen opportunism
and revisionism. Now is the
time that they should turn
squarely around and see that
the members and the people are
pointing to bureaucracy, cult of
the individual and isolation from
reality.

The goint is not who assumes
“particular responsibility” but
who is going to tell what led to
his individual mistakes and what
he or she is doing as a person
to insure against their repetition.

I would urge on the National
Committee:

(1) That they reverse them-
selves and reject the Dennis re-
port since it places main em-
phasis for past errors on left sec-
tarianism rather than on bu-
reaucracy and the cult of the in-
dividual. It is high time that
they recognize it is impossible
to reach a correct program or
carry it out until this bureauc-
racy is ended. -

(2) That the national conven-
tion be postponed six months so
the discussion can produce a
democratic *representation from
the districts rather than a ma-
jority of functionaries.

(3) That a committee be set
up to study democratic central-
ism in the USA, write articles
on it and encourage others to
write. This committee should not
be restricted to National Com-
mittee members. Is democratic
centralism being’ misused by
leaders in the U. S. or is the-
logic of democratic centralism
here the develgpment of bu-
reaucrats?

Once this is done the gulf be-
tween membership and leader-
ship will be narrowed. The foun-
dations for a new program with
refreshed and saengthened lead-
ership will be ready. Large num-
bers of peomre ready to work
in a discipli way for imme-
diate and a Socialist U. S.
Vanity and “prestige” must step
aside so these folks can unite

and get on with the work.
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