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i The American Road to Socialism

Crossroads to Which We Have Come

By BILL NORMAN
The Communist Party,

our ?arty, is in a crisis. Since
1945, our party has suffered
a sharp decline in member-
ship. Similarly, we have suf-
fered a catastrophic decline in
mass influence. Above all, we
are in the throes of a theoretical
c;iisis,. requiring a nevlv look at
all our past theoretical concepts
and theirp:spplication to American
specific conditions. :

It has been argued that the
Comunist Party is in a critical
* situation, but not in a crisis. I,
. who bear a heavy share of the re-
sponsibility for the ‘situation in
which the party finds itself to-
day as a result of a decade of
left-sectarian errors, believe we
are in a crisis, a deep crisis.

In fact, I believe our party
stands today at the crossroads.
The two akematives confronting
it are recovery and growth—or
deterioration into a sect and ob-
livion. There is as yet no certain
that our party has been stabil-
ized at a certain level, where
we can look forward to a gain
in membership, ‘mass influence,
or unified approach to basic
theoretical questions.

Can Resolve Crisis

On the contrary, we must look
forward to a still further decline
in membership Wnd mass in-
fluence and a difficult ideologi-
cal struggle before we succeed
in establishing a common theo-
retical and political line, leadi
to the maximwm unification
our party.

It is my opinion that the crisis
confrenting our party can be re-
solved in favor of an eventual
stabilization, recovery and
growth on all these fronts.

However, this requjres a more
serious realizationely all of us

" that such a crisis does in fact -

exist, that we adopt.a more self-
critical attitude to our past mis-
takes and that we acknowledge
more seriously a certain Jack of
confidence in the national lead-
ership.

Those who argue against the
concept of a crisis in
do so on the chim that no irre-
concilable trends exist in our
party. Firstly, in - opinion,
thisbwil(lhi;: esltablish ol ly after
a most difficult ideglogical strug-
gle. Secondly, though true in
the long run, this statement
tends to slur over the varied
theoretical and political currents
in dur party today. I believe
there are three main currents.

First, there is the current
which tends to minimize the de-
cade of left-sectarian errors com-
mitted by the party. This tends
to tip its hat to the errors, em-
pbasizes only the achievements
and sees, as the main danger in
the party toda{othe return to.
Browderite ideology. A’ variation
of this current attributes the iso-
lation of the party, not to the left-
sectarian errors but to predom-
inantely right opportunist mis-
tca“lfes committed in the last de-

e

Second Current

Secondly, there is the current
which asserts that the party and

its leadership has been totally
i ited and compromised in

discredited

_trusts

the eyes of the membership and
the masses; that the lead-
ecship, as coostituted today, . is
either incapable or unwilling to
make the necessary changes re-
quired to move our party out of
its isolation; and that our party
has no future on the American
scene. :
The third current asserts that
our party has a future in furth-
er contributing to the struggles
and welfare of the American
le and in helping to realize a
road, mass of socialism
in the U. S. To realize this per-
spective, however, the party
must make drastic revisions,
above all, in its character and
stracture. It must boldly free

WILLIAM NORMAN

itself from the fetters of dog-
matic adherence to any politi-
cal line which can be miscon-
strued as not. reflecting the na-
tional interests of the American
working class and people. This
must be done to enbhance and not
weaken conviction in the cause
of sotialism; to enhance and not
weaken the bond-of international
solidarity; to enhance and not
weaken the equality of fraternal
relations between Commuist
parties of different countries.
This last current further holds

States; that‘ we-

m : foreign s tfro:l g:
Z?- agen

mty, ich, though it never
any foundation in treth; the

and monopoly press have

Can’t sign. | have my

nevertheless been successful in
pinning on us.

There is a variation of this
current also. While in most re-
spects setting forth similar propo-
sitions, it considers the bold ap-

oach to be’ too extreme. Its

itancy and timidity tend to
put a brake an self-criticism, on
the objective of .an independent
party “of scientific socialism and
on the development of creative
Marxism.

In my opinion, the third cur-
rent wxﬁ prove to be dominant
in the party, the one most likely
to unily our party 'and put it
back on the road to increased
growth and influence among the
masses.

The crisis in our party did not
develop as a result of irrecon-
cilable differences. On the cen-
trary, it developed as a result of
umanimity on common line, rest-
ing on a weak theoretical foun-
dation, replete with left-sectarian
errors.

The crisis can be overcome
only as a result of a common
line, based on correct theoretical
foundations and correct tactics
and policies, politically and or-
ganizationally.

Past Line Not Sound

It has been argued in some
sections of the party that while
we committed a host of tactical
errors in the decade, we
nevertheless ha

a fundamental- .

hands full.

—Boris Yefimov in New Times

ly sound political line. In my
opinion, such an analysis tends to
conceal the nature and - extent
of our errors. It engenders such
thinking as “What's all the shout-
ing about? So we made a num-
ber of tactical errorg! Correct
these and everything will be all
right again.” ;

This is a superficial estimate
of our errors in the field of tac-
tics, theory, policy and organi-
zation. Itr{nardly suffices to say
that we had a correct line on the
war danger, but that we over-
estimated this danger; that we
had a correct line on the fascist
danger, but that we overestimat-

- ed at certain times the tempo

of its development; that we had
a correct line on
situation, but overestimated the
rapidity of a maturing economic
crisis in the U. S.

In my view, to say that we
had a correct political line but
only erred tactically, in a left-
sectarian direction, on the trade
union, Negro, electoral, theo-
retical and organizational ques-
tions, is to completely separate
our tactical errors from our
main line and not to see the dis-
tortion and, to a certain extent,
the nullification of our main line,
from which our tactical errors
flowed.

Tt is, of course, possible to
-eommit a given tactical error, be

(Continued on Page 10)

economic .

IN RECENT discussions
in our section concem;ulllg
the primary campaign in the
10th C. D. in Brooklyn, both
privately and at two enlarg-
ed section meetings, certain
points of view were expressed

so uently that they must be
ical of a large percentage of
comrades involved. Briefly:

oo e el
many sk SR T S :

Securillly it was:felt! that: left.
sectarian errors had been com-

)2 tiots-and:clubs, Bus 4
can only lead us to a dead end. |

| More Democracy in Clubs

mitted, in that the main apEeal
to the voters in this C.D., which
is 80 percent white, had been of
a Negro nationalist nature. Very
little material had been directed
to the white voters. The stress
had been on the need for Negrc;
repregentation, ignoring many o

the actual issues which exist
within the community.

Only two meetings have been
held so far in our section on this
matter. The first, at which the
county leadership presented
theirgl"views, . .nnot allow
enough’ time for to express
themselves and ‘a secorild meet-
ing was called. At the second,
there were no sapporters pres-
ent for the county report and so
the discussion was “ope-sided.”
Future meetings at which all
poinul'yof view can be aired are
eagerly antcipmted.

ilan);‘ comrades want ::d see a
“party of a new type”

be
e Gl
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Letters from
Readers

(Continued from Page 6)
ents throughout the world—out-
side of the Soviet Union. North
should have pointed out to the
Weinberges that in a socialist so-
ciety there would be no incentive
to kidnap. .

2. The same writer in the is--

sue of July 29, presents an
ually good article on the so-
called death” march trial of a
drill sergeant. But North failed
“to point out why about 50 per-
cent of American youth can't
swim. He didn’t have an answer,
or at least he didn't give one.
‘3. I always enjoy George
Morris’  articles, but pull my
hair when he stops short of an
answer to the prtS)lems he pre-
sents. He asks, in the July 29
issue of The Worker, “Is this
the twilight of the building
boom?” What would be the an-
swer in a socialist economy? He
doesn’t say.

A.R W
The Right
To Read

Editor, Daily Worker:

I wish to tell you that I ap-
preciate the ‘talk aronnd,” but [
want to add that I like to ‘read
around.’ .

In mv ‘read around,” I am
willing to read all the daily
newspapers, magazines and peri-
odicals. I read the “Progres-
sive,”. published in Madison
Wisconsin (once the magazine
of Bob LaFollette Sr.), whose
editor, Morris Rubin, wrote re-
cently in the New York Post
about his visit to Soviet Russia.

Also, “Commonweal,” “The
Catholic Worker,” “Fellowship,”
“Friends Committee on Nation-
al Legislation,” “The Socialist

Call,” “The Weekly People,®

“Civil Liberties,” of the ACLU;
many periodicals from Conser-
vation societies, like the-Wilder-
ness Society, the Audubon So-
ciety, Save the Redwood Trees
League and Nature Conserva-
tion Society — all dedicated to
protecting forests and nature’s
gifts from destruction.

Now, I want to ask one ques-

tion.

Does this make me a fellow
traveler against the traditions of
the U.S. Constitution~H.F.

(] [ ]

Chicago Member Wants
His Expulsion Reviewed
CHICAGO.

The first guarantee of inner-
party democracy in the future
is to pin down the general criti-
¢ism to cases and fix responsibili-
ty for past errors.

In_1948 I.was expelled from
the party and publicly condemn-
ed in the Sunday Worker gs an
“enemy of the and work-

party

ing class.” m 1 was later
re-admitted 1 nowworking
actively in industry, I feel my ex-
pulsion should—be-reviewed be-
cause it was typical of the me-
thods whereby we slipped 'into
bureaucratic habits. - P

My miisdeeds were criticism

. of the district organizer and the

expression of differences: over
tactical approaches. These' criti-
cisms were always made openly
meetings or directly to the dis-
trict organizer. 1 never indulged
in any factional. activity against

-

I
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ability of the party to fight for

its legalitz, in add,;tiod‘ to those
_im y the trusts—then this
was definitely due to the distor-
tion of our main line.

It is no accident that a differ-
ent times, in different sections
of the, party, there was a“hesi-
tancy to accept the theory of
peaceful coexistence. This is be-
cauge overestimation of the war
danger and peaceful coexistence
are not’ fully compatible. It is
no accident that at different
times, in different sections of the
party, there was a hesitancy to
accept the theory of the possi-
bility of peaceful transition to so-
cialism. This is because over-
estimation of the fascist danger
and peaceful transition are not
fully compatible. .

This distortion of our main
_line accounts for the basic think-
ing which went into our help-
ing form the third party in 1948,
a major cause of our isolation

from the trade union movement. )

This basic thinking began prior
to 1948. This type of thinking
was, in no small part, responsible
for the situation. in which the
progressive-led unions were ex-
pelled from the CIO, for setard-
ing the rejoining of these unions
in the mainstream of the labor
movement; for creating breaches
with the various left-wing forces
in the trade unions; for narrow-
ing down the perspectives (al-
though we were by no means
solely responsible for the latter)
of independent political organi-
zations, like the American La-
bor Party in New York.

It is thus an over-simplifica-
tion to merely state that our
main line was fundamentally
correct.

Errors and Achievements

Another key question being
debated in the party is the re-
lationship between our achieve-
ments and errors of the past de-
cade. In my opinion, on this
question, too, we must guard
against the tendency to over-
simplification. There is Simply
no basis in reality to the lament
in some sections of the party
that a qhmrter-century of devo-
tion to the party and the cause
of socialism has “gone down the
drain.”

The real truth about our
party’s achievements is best ex:
pressed by the comrade who
said: “No one can convince me
that my neighborhood and my
country are not a better place
to live in as a result of my 25
1yl':ears’ membership and activity

the partr"

Historically, our party has
made many great contributions
to the American scene—in the
struggle for peace and democ-
racy; in the struggle for Negro
rights; in fighting for an anti-
depressiqn program; in the strug-
gle for trade union organization;
in the struggle for socialist con-
sciousness and eventual social-
ism in the U. S.; and, in some
respects, in the struggle on the
theoretical front.

Many of our contributions in
various fields have left an indeli-
ble imprint on American life.
But I also believe that a part of
this heritage, accumulated in a
.quarter of a century of strug-
gle by our party, has been
squandered in the past decade
as a result of our gross errors.
In terms of achievement we have
simply not measured up to the
historical necessities of the Yast
devsde. The attempt to explain
this away solely on the grounds
of objective factors does not hold
water.

Of . course, certain objective
factors, such as the unpre-
cedented attacks against our
party did and still do exist. They
played a big role in the decline
in our membership and our in-
fluence among the

1 ginasee? 2899ENTNY
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There is no exact parallel to
be made between the attacks on
the party, on the one hand, and
the attacks on the labor move-
ment, on the other. It is a truism
that behind the aim of destroy-
ing the party was the ultimate
objective of erushing the trade
unions. However, we did not
fully foresee that the trade
unions could continue to grow
and develop in the McCarthy-
ite atmosphere that existed
sharply prior to 1954. Nor did
we foresee that if the unions
could continue to do so, certain
possibilities also existed” for our

party to put a brake on its loss- _

es of membership and influence
among the masses. .
These were the subjective-fac-
tors in the situation, and they
played a bigger role than the ob-

jective. factors, severe as they
were. To a great extent our iso-
lation was self-imposed.

There has been a tendency to
minimize and balance off our
errors with the thought that our
party, nevertheless, stood up
staunchly and couageously in the
face of monopoly reaction’s at-
tacks. It is undeniably true that
our membership and leaders dis-
played great courage. This will
always remain a bright page in
the history of our party. It con-
firms the idea that conviction in
the cause of scientific socialism
will always be a sourte of great
courage to the individual,

How much more, then, would
this courage have stood out in
the minds of the masses, had it
been placed in the service of a
political line undistorted by so
many tactical errors! It is all the
more necessary to -say this jn
order to avoid a harmful ten-
dency of the past—the assump-
tion that Communists have a
monopoly on sincerity, courage
and wisdom. iy

Browderite Ideology Dead

Still another key position be-
ing debated, as we begin to cor-
rect our errors of the past, is
the extent of Browderite ideologi-
cal influence in the party. It Kas
been argued in some sections of
the party, as well as in certain
contributions to the “Speak Your
Piece” columns of the Daily
Worker, that Browderite influ-
ence continues to have a bi
hold on the party. Those wit
this view tend to label anyone
a Browderite, who, on re-evalu-
ing the period under Browgder’s
leadership, assert that the throw-
ing qverboard after 1945 of cer-
tain pioneering attempts in the
realm of theory and mass pol-

Acy has proved harmful to the

party.

This labelling, in my opinion,
is sheer nonsense. It testifies
more than anything else could
to the deep imprint that the cult
of the personality has laid on
certain sections of the party. It
lends credence to the thought
that nothing associated with the
whole period under Browder’s
leadership is of #ny value to the
party; that the annals of this
whole period, all the writings

"and teachings of that. period must

(1 LT ST SLETUNE Fed PRVARE
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oo Exchange of oo

Will Advance Socialism

By Schenectady Party
Member
THE STATED purpose
of the Norman Schrank re-
port was to allow the fullest
and widest possible discus-
sion in order to formulate a
correct policy and to find the
proper method of work to ad-
vance our country on the.road
of Socialism. 5
In order to accgmplish this
aim, I feel there must
ed and atmosphere, at all levels,
in which all ideas can be ex-
pressed so that in examining
them for validity or error, a
. clarity of perspective can be ob-
tained.
Out Party, in the past, has not
operated in* this fashion and it

naw becomes incumbent upon.

Jeadership to create this atmos-
here for free flow of ideas by
ower bodies, even if these ideas

are erroneous.

I cannot speak for other areas,
but this responsibility has not
been accepted by those who are

creat-

. in leadership in our particular

area, particularly the regional
and state leadership.

An honest exchange of ideas
cannot flow freely if comrades
feel they are being hammered
at, pressure, ridicyled (openly
and subtly) and that generally
what they think and feel has
no merit or worth if it opposes
leadership thinking.

Let us remember- that the

. Schrank report is not a policy

or line, but a discussion article
and as such every comrade has
the right to disagree, no mat-
ter how sharply, and not be-
come the target for personal
slander by leadership.

In my opinion, unless the
comrades in leadership correct
their approach to discussion
around this report and all others,
they will succeed in doing what
McCarthy and the American
imperialists have not been able
to do, namely, the dissolution
of the Party through loss of those
who fought long and hard to
keep it alive.

be wiped from the record of the
party and assigned to limbo,-as
they have in the past decade.

Such a theory woyld-attribute
to Browder alone S\e bringing
to fruition of certain worthwhile
policies and tactics, for which
our whole party gave its sweat
and blood.

Browderism, far from having
a  deep hold, cannot get to first
base in our paﬁ' Browder and
the Browder ideology of class
harmony and collaboration and
progressive and  enlightened
monopoly capitalism is, in the
main, as dead as a door-nail.
The Browder revisionism of
1945 is not an issue_in the party
discussion.

However, there are many les-
sons to be drawn from the
work of our party in the period

* prior to 1945. Among these are
the beginnings and development
of tactics of a broad coalition
nature and a mass policy, espe-
cially in regard to the trade
unions; the acceleration of the
application of Marxism to spe-
cific American conditions and
its grounding in American de-
mocratic traditions; the begin-
nings of a new approach to the
Negro question (distorted tho:)lgh
it was in the Browder period),
etc. All these beginnings were
in many ways squandered and
thrown overboard after 1945.

This is not to say that we
did not commit certain left-sec-
tarian errors in the Browder pe-
riod. There was, for instance,
the period of 1939, when, while
waging a correct struggle for
peace and anti-Hitlerism, there
were certain tendencies to di-
vorce ourselves from the anti-
fascist sentiments of the people
(recall the totally negative ap-
proach to the “Bundles for Brit-
ain” campaign, the slogan: “The
Yanks are not coming, the ne-
gative attitude to the emergence
of a change in the character of
the imperialist war).

Neither is this to say that we
did not commit any right op-
portunist mistakes in the past
decade.
today, however, is the correction
and eradication of our left-sec-

tarian errors of the past decade.

Bureaucracy in~the Party
The two questions most often
referred to in the pre-convention
discussion is bureaucracy ‘and
the lack of airing of differences
in the leadership. The two are
enerally seen as intimately re-
ated. 'Fhe greatest demand in
the Party is for tees
against a recurrence of bureauc-
.- xacy,.which plagued our Party ia-

L4 3
s bestinr bes acibiane 2

The decisive question

pre-1943 as well as in post-1945.

Guarantees against bureauc-
racy cannot start with any in-
dividual professions that “I will
never again be a bureaucrat.”
For, though bureaucracy has its
base in wrong policies and the
attempt to browbeat the mem-
bership into their acccptance, it
has its base, above all, in a
system of work, stemming from
the fundamental structure and
character of our Party organ-
ization.

This structure, a proto-type of
the Leninisteparty of a new type,
was borrowed, hook, line and
sinker, from the Communist Par-
ty of the.Soviet Union. There
has been little creative Marx-
ist thinking in the United States
with regard to the theory of
Party organization as it aPplies
to American specific conditions.

There is a theory to the ef-
fect that in our Party there are
two types of bureaucrats—the
one “charming,” the other the
“thumping” kind. Such a divi-
sion might hold good for a pop-
ularity contest between burea-
crats, but scarcely meets the
question of wiping out bureauc-
racy. While allowing for different
characteristics in individuals,
the answer must be sought else-
where.

I believe that what is needed
is a drastic change in the struc-
ture and character of the Party
organization, a change in the
monolithic character of the Par-
ty, a change in the form of its
J;mocratic centralism (and not
only by giving the democratic
part of democratic centralism
a chance to work), so as to open
channels for dissent and democ-
ratic expression, before, during
and after pre-convention discus-
sion.

What is required is an organ-
izational structure conforminq
to a Party with a line of peacefu
transition to socialism, a Party
based on American democratic
traditions of organization. The
fear of turning our Party into a
debating society is not .well-
founde(f It has often served as
a screen to stifle debate and
democratic discussion. Often,
too, under the lguise of fighting
so-called anti-leadership atti-
tudes, our present structure has
put a brake on the emergence
of new, creative ideas.

I particularly bear in mind the
type of bureaucracy, so flagrant .
in the New York leadership,
in the period of 1945-51 and for’
which I bear so heavy a share of
responsibility.

An element of the bureauc-
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racy: that pervades.the thinking,
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“hard labor and dishonorable dis-

charge as an outgrowth of an
incident in which no one was
killed although many were in-
jured. (See Reuters news item
which appeared in the New York
Times).
W. F.
L ]

‘Vanguard Claim - -
Separates CP’

NEW YORK
Dear Editor:

In his article “The Only
Danger” Jim West notes: “the
problem of how to realize the
vanguard role of the Party of
Socialism.”

To belive in human' life, to
have grasped the meaning of di-

alectical materialism, to accept

the principle of democratic cen-
tralism and the method of dis-
ciplined, united struggle is one
thing. To claim on this basis the
role of vanguard is it seems to
me unnecessary, unwise, and not
literally correct. :
Communist theory and prac-
tice grow and evolve as does man

- himself, and they are likewise

liable to error. No man or group
can have all the answers. I think
the greatest mistake of the
CPUSA in the past has been the
tendsncy to put too great taith
in 1ts own infallibility, thus
alienating itself from the. rest
who are behind. And that the
solution is to aim rather at being
an integral part of the main-
stream of the country’s life, em-

phasizing the necessity to ‘con- |

i
'

tribute rather than the duty to ;

lead, without sacrifice of prin-
ciples. If their line is correct,
leadership will follow of its own
accord.

The future of the Party is of
deepest concern to me, and I
have wanted for a long time to

say what I have said.
—A FRIEND

Pre-Socialist Culture

Has Much Good Too
CHICAGO
Dear Editor:

My letter on Ben Levine (7-29-
58) was printed with an altera-
tion. It was our “cultural” herit-
age from pre-Socialist society
that I thanke:ISBen for being so
“ably communicative” of. Not our
“critical heritage.” Let’'s not be
leery of the conception of our
cultural heritage from pre-Social-
ist society. Marx wasn’t. It was
his idea. R

Today . (in “Amateurs Among
the Airways”) Ben sets an €x-
ample to be imitated, of non-

rfunctory,’ non-maudlin, simp-
Rve insightful self-criticism. One
really should note as well the wit
which he writes, almost always
a fresh and meaningful wit, not
straining for empty cleverness.
I think there is no question but
that a volume of his best writin
must some time be published,
when the economic market for
fine literature is more nearly
what it should be. Much of his
writing is that good, and of
greater than its more obvious
topical interest.

Joseph North’s article (7-22-
56) on “Spain—20 Years After”
was magnificent. In a depth of
knowledge of what one is talking
about there’s an inspiration for
which “human sympathy,” alone,
is no substitute—W. R.

of certain sections of the leader-
ship is the fact that differences
that exist are not being aired
before the membership. Many

times, starting from a polariza- ,

tion of views, differences find an
agreeable resolution in the dia-
lectices of the debate.

But the fact that we have not
found a way to air these differ-
ences, to inXiclte how they were
resolved, to involve the mem-
bership in their resolution, re-
flects a lack of confidence in the
.membership and simultaneously
prevents thé membership from
participating most effectively in

i the discussion. .« - | X 75

ot 15 con gy farosncal.
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