





FARM AREAS

(Continued from Page 6)

consequences of economic re-
cession or crisis to some degree,
and from the ravages of the
trusts.

(b) The fight should also be
directed toward protetting the
small farmers from the growing
trend to big scale capitalist agri-
culture, to help them to stay on
the land by slowing down the
process of their elimmation.
However, it is difficult to visual-
ize how, under capitalism, this
general trend which basically
represent technological progress
in agriculture, can be checked.

OUR FARM PROGRAM
should be directed to the small
and middle income farmers and
sharpened along the following
lines:

(a) Give our support to the
general Farmers Union fight
with the aim of giving 100 per-
cent parity income to the small
and middle income farmer, with
emphasis on the production
payment idea with strict limits,
so the support really goes to the
small farmer who needs it most,
and that government price and
income payments do not become
a gravy train for the big farm
operators.

(b) The admipistration of all
government programs by elect-
ed farmers’ committees.

(c) In connection with the
above, and with all phases of
this program, raise the issue
strongly of keeping the small
farmer on land by making
it possible to secure easy credits
to develop their farming opera-
tions and to secure non-farm
employment to supplement their
farm incomes.

(d) Raise :sharply the issue of
modernizing the f conenuni-
ties in terms of schools, roads,
hospitals, recreation centers and
conservation, with the view in
mind of uniting the farmer-la-
bor-small business people of the
rural community in a broad peo-
ples’ coalition. This has tremen-
dous agpeal, and ties in with the
ﬁ?ht to really raise the standard
of living of the rural communi-
ties and the small farmers, in
terms of electric power, housing,
which is deplorable, and the es-
tablishment of many elementary
comforts and need‘;, including
modem sanitation, etc. -

(e) Make the fight against
monopoly a central issue for the
farm organizstions and coepera-
tives. An anti-monopoly 'pro-

, gram shrould take into accoumt
the follbwing propesals:
1-Breaking the hold by big
banks on farm credit, and loosen-
ing up credit for the small farm-

er. '

2—Introducing legislation to
curb the profiteering by the food
ﬂroceuing. packing, milling and

our trusts, at least by startmng
an investigation of their opera-
e L and curbing

—In c
the squeeze on the fmerg
the farm implement, oil, fertil-
izer, power interests, etc. .

) Inxease the consmmption
Sepacaly the mosbage, by ortsk
Tishing hich moskag,
as well as

lunch pregrams a food s

plans for this purpote, etc. Sta-

By J. J. (Pittsburgh)

OUR PARTY has more
or less taken the position for
the last few years that left
sectarianism is the main

danger. In fact, Dennis in
his report says that if we don’t
understand this, we understand
nothing on this question. This,
I think was wrong. I will agree
that the main thing is to over-
come our isolation. What is the
main cause of the present isola-
tion of our party? It is left sec-
tarianism or right opportunism?

prime cause of our iso-
lation is not incorrect estimates
by our top leadership. All the
brilliance in the world on the
part of our leadership cannot do
much good as long as they re-
main separated from the masses
of the people. To try to solve
this question only through

changed estimates by our top °

leaders is idealist and smacks of
the cult of the individual.

The heroism and sacrifices of
our party leaders alone, though
it forms a gloroius page in our
party history of which we all are
proud, is nevertheless inadequate
to the present situation. Our
WHOLE party must be involved
in order to overcome our isola-
tion.

CAUSE OF ISOLATION

THE prime cause of this iso-
lation is the lack of attention to
and consequently incorrect) or-
ganization and organizational

olicy - which separates us out

om the masses. Especially right
now, when mnew opportunities
are opening up to us-in our con-
centration policy due to the re-
laxation of intemational tensions
and the reverse suffered by Mc-
Carthyism, the main thing is not
to worry about whetlfer we made
correct or incorrect estimates
during the past 10 years, but to
take advantage of the new situa-
tion by moving on our concentra-
tion policy. K

We are isolated from the mass-
es of the people in the first place
because we Eave failed in large
measure to carry out our policy

tistics again prove that farm
“surpluses” reflect not over-pro-
duction, but under-consumption,
because of the inability of work-
ers to bauy. The 3.8 million
Americans with income below
$2,000 a year suffer from lack
of an adequate mutritional diet.
Increasing their living standards
to an adequate level would re-
quire an increase in the produc-
tion of many farm coomnodities.
‘O(S)‘O;:t‘z up the market for

exgort. Show how the line
of cold war foreign policy has
helped 8 create and exaggerate
the farm “surplus.”

(h) Creation of a labor-farmer
economic, legislative and pelit-
ieal alliance as the surest means
of winning such a program.

IN THE PROCESS of form-
ing a broad coalition around a
minimum anti-monopoly farm

ogram, it is time for us to alsn

new methods of joining
with the loft, radical and pro-
Socialist currents among the
farmers and rursl town people.

,There is a strong residue of these

trends, and we think it is not
altogether confined to the “old
timers.”

We sheuld begin to seek out

.hundmds of these people in or-

der to develop friendly relations
and common policy with them,
without expecting them to agree
with our pragram or to join the
Party. The possibilities exist in

many rural areas of dmlnp:ﬁ
discassian ‘circles, debates :

faroms of Commnmists, Pro-So-
cialists axd progyessives, " where
all can_pave their say, and who

are intexcsted . in the question
of | a ;Saciglist Ceoperative Com~
monwea

of concentration on the working
class in the most decisive area.
The priority of what Marx called
Department I, the production of
the means of production, and the
areas of our country in which
Dsepartment I predominates is
an essential factor here.

The workers in Department I
comprise the majority of the
productive workers in the U. S.
In order to effect the exchange
of capitals which takes place
within Department I, the ex-
change of the means of produc-
tion by the capitalists of Depart-
ment I in the easiest possible
way, the industries of Depart-
ment I have been grouped and
are continuing to be grouped in
the present expansion in continu-
ous areas. These are the areas
upon which we should concen-
trate.

“Politics is concentrated eco-
nomics,” Lenin said. Our politi-
cal economy and Marxist-Lenin-
ist science has to be directed not
merelK at estimates, but at solv--
ing the buming organizational
problems of our party.

The failure to carry out our
concentration policy stems from
a whole series of rightist errors.
What are these rightist errors?
The composition of our party has
been and remains largely white-
collar and professional. Those of
our members who are productive
workers are mostly in the indus-
tries' of Department II, the pro-
duction of the means and con-
sumption. y

As long as the situation con-
tinues, as long as we don’t have
deep ties with the masses, our
party will continue to make in-
correct estimates. Take any of
our incorrect estimates, whether
it be on war, fascism or economic
crisis, and we will find that these
errors were ot shared on the
whole by the working class. The
composition of our party must

be changed.
THE CLASS BASE

During the Browder period,
there existed anti-working class
tendencies in our party. In the.
past 10 years, we have made a
turn toward re-establishing the
workingclass character of our
party. Occupied mainly with
overcomin? objective difficulties,
with repelling the attacks upon
our party, we have not yet suc-

ed in establishing the class
besis of our party. While we
still have to repel these attacks
by the class enemy, our main re-
s?onn'bility is now, in the midst
of these attacks, to overcome
those subjective difficulties which
prevent us from changing the
class base of our party.

Why is it that our party mem-
bexs? i) not move on thi
tion? It is bowgeois ideology,
rightist errors, which prevent our -
comradés from moving from

white~collar and prafessianal jobs
into the productive workingclass

partment L .
On the of our leadership
on all levels it must be said that

h

tion, in failing to make a deep
study of all the varied questions,
economic, political and cultural,
that arise in connection with the
problem of changing the com-
position of our party.

Our isolation from the work-
ingclass leads in turn to our iso-
lation from the allies of the work-
ingclass. Our stagnation on the
farm question, our failure to
show leadership in the trade
union movement for an alliance
with the farm organizations, fol-
lows from these rightist errors.

As a part of the workingclass,
our main responsibility on the
Negro question should be to com-
bat white chauvinism among the
white workers who form the
dominant majority of our class.
Our lack of influence on the
workingclass and in the trade
unions then isglates us from the
Negro people and their move-
ments. This again flows from
rightist errors in our concentra-
tion policy.

This is not to say that a whole
host of left sectarian errors has
not . been committed, some of
which are correctly pointed out
in the reports of the National
Committee. Right opportunism
feeds left sectarianism. Rightist
ideology leads to our absence or
sparseness in the most strategic
sections of the workingclass and
in the trade unions, and our con-
sequent lack of information leads
us_into incorrect and sometimes,
leftist estimates.

We have to see where the main .

danger is, what the root causes

" the

Juss Basis

On Re-establisl:ing Wing-(

of our isolation are. I would
characterize these as right sec-
tarianism.

NO PEACEFUL

TRANSITION

I THINK our party is also in
error on the question of peaceful
transition. Foster, in putting forth

(Ll;estion of curbing the mo-
nopolists (see his articles in Po-
litical Affairs, April-May, 1958),
is falling into a Social-Demo-
cratic error. He envisions the
gradual curbing pf the monofpol-
x;s:dpassing into the victory of the

e union and democratic
forces who are converted to so-
cialism. Marxism-Leninism, the
teaches us that an imperialist
state-power, which rules by a
violent suppression of the work-
ingclass, will not yield power
peaceably. The reports of Khru-
shchev and Mikoyan at the 20th
Congress, in dealing with peace-
ful transition, refer only to small
countries where the ruling class
has been partially destroyed,
where only a weak military-police
machine exists ang which-border
on socialist countries.

The experience of all those
countries where socialism is vic-
torious demonstrates clearly that
the defeat of the monopolist rul-
ing class was in each case a pre-
requisite for the socialist revolu-
tion. This meant that the violence
of the ruling class had to be met
and defeated by armed resis-
tance.

In Russia, we had the 1905
revolution, the two revolutions
in 1917 and the civil war of for-
eign intervention before social-
ism could win the victory. In
Eastern Europe, the destruction
of the monopolists, the arme
forces of fascist reaction, the Hit-
lerite violence machine during
‘World War Il and the occupa-
tion by the Red Army was. the
necessary prerequisite for the
peaceful transition to socialism
which followed later in the vari-
ous countries.

In China, several decades of
revolutions and wars were neces-
sary before the foreign monopol-
ists and their native agents were
defeated and the peaceful transi-
tion to socialism effected. In
North Korea and Vietnam we
have a similar bhistory. (See A.
1| Sobolev, People’s Democracy,
A New Form of Political Organi-

(Continued on Page 11)

0
Apelogizes:
|
How About
Others?”
°
By G.
AS A former Section Organiz-

er in Coney Island and Sea Gate,
I use this page to be critical .

ma
an({ apologetic to the comrades

and friends in that area.
In the period when Pettis
Perry’s article “On Florida Va-
in Political

cations,” af’pe&mi
Affairs, I felt responsible to carry

on the “struggle against white
chauvinism around this and sev-
eral related questions.

My method of work (reflect-
ing leadership of the region,
county) was strictly from the me-
chanical, unquestioning, unbend-
ing schoo. ied ourselves
with “inner struggle” and came
out all the poorer for it, in spite
of the rationale.

I want to apologize to those
former party members whom we
“successfully” with
and “‘u; extend our lulnd to them
o rejoin ourpnﬂr want par-
ticularly to most humbly lasol()-
g=s to Comrade A. G. who, in
retzospéct, was a victim of an

buresucratic gaag-up.

intensely
rightist errors are espegssed in-  As yet, there has been no word

inadequate attention to this ques-

on this from thé present and

MISTAKES

(Continued from Page 7)
times live a feverish, separate,
inward life and mistake their
inner turmoil for that of the
world.

Habits fike these, too long
continued, are not easily broken.:
I think that our Party, seeki
to break with sectarianism,
find, like poor Gulliver amon
the Lilliputians, that it is b
down with thousands of invisible
threads, the threads of habit,
and it is hard and hurts devishly

to tear loose.
*

THIS HAS SHOWN itself .
dangerously, as I see it, by the
manner in which, some of the
sectarian e;‘:ors Blice ourbrtmdo
union past having n brought
to light, we now_proceed, in
“enlightened” fashion, to com
tinue them in our trade umion
approach of the present. Thus,
Comrade Dennis report, in
speaking . of the “Left and the
Split in the CIO,” says:

“. . . we made forei
issues l"tte acid test a:fd a
front relatianships, and neglocted
the possibility of maintaining cer- -
tain leftcenter coaltions on

(Continued on Page 11)- -

policy
united

fcmsleodehhipintl;cotnny.
who ‘to a large extent were the
b " lcies-gndi:

methods. Y
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