Disagrees With Fester

About Mistakes

BROOKLYN, N. Y.
Dear Editor:

When Comrade Fester speaks
of “imaginary” mistal;;s, I rise o
ebject. It impugns the integrity
of those who speak their piece,
It puts a damper on criticism.

“Progress comes only through
* the loss of illusions,” said Karl
Marx, This is indeed an eternal
verity, We are examining the past
for the sake of the future.

Some comrades feel that we
may criticize ourselves out of
existence. There is nothing to fear
on that score. Criticism, even of
the sort intended to destroy, can-
not do so.

The fresh wind of free and
fearless criticism mnow taking
place among us offers the prom-
ise that we will keep our rendez-
vous with history—to become
recognized and accepted by the
workers and the majority of the
population as the ablest defend-
ers of all their interests every
day on the long march towards
socialism, and their elected rep-
resentatives at its inauguration.
Only socialism is inevitable—not
how it will come about or who
will be in the vanguard at its in-
ceplion.

*

AS A party of socialism, we are
responsible not only for the state
of our organization, but for the
policies we advance and the
statemenits we make. In this re-
spect, I believe it is not helpful
when Comrade Foster cites the
high living standards as a factor
in our isolation. This has an over-
tone of “the worse things are the
better”—an idea abhorrent to the
working class, the mere sugges-
tion of which can only isolate us
further. A party can be suppress-
ed and Jose members. It does not
become isolated if it knows how
to maintain its ties with labor at
all times in every situation.

As for our membership losses,
all the perfume in Arabia cannet
wash away the harsh reality that
we lost 80 percent of the high
point of oury membership over
the years. Some of it was due to
attacks on our party. But so man
other reasons have been ad-
vanced—all of which are valid-
that we are at least in no
tion to state with categoric

Josses were due mainly to the
repression. g our
brother parties is al in order,

their mlﬂlk:.z w: as

ﬁi
gﬁ

HiH
g3t
]
g
:
$

In most respects, however,

» ust do our own soul-search-
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"This is the stern reality. It 18 also

not written in the stars that we

will regain it. There is much to

be done. The point is we must
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By GARY STEELWORKER
I

Denuis, in “The Communists
Take A New Look” says “. . .
most of the erroneous analysis
and tactival mistakes of our
party since 1045 have been
chiefly of a left sectarian char-
acter.” No one can disagree that
many left errors were made,
But this i not the only source
of error, and others must be
looked for. An excellent begin-
ninﬁwi:’ made in Berman's “On
Met in Political Economy.”
Here we se lack of ucderstand-
ing of Mar.ism or even of the
simplest principles ol Jcientific
research as a cause for ervior.
This writer also remembers that
in '52 and '54, several Commu-
nist steelworkers pointed out
that the mills, at Jeast, did not
show—signs of imminent depres-
sion, but no attention was peidl.
No doubt -many esccept the pa:-
ty's economic anal ut ¢
failure to check this analysis
against the realities of life in the
shops helps to contribute to er-
ror, ,

Dennis and others, while
mendoning that there were
some right errors, fail to exam-
ine this closely enough. Yet it
seems as if for e left error
made in theo estimates,
there was a right error made in
the practical application of par-
ty program. In Lake County,
Ind., for example, the estimate

of the fascist danger led to the
practical abandoninﬁwof the
district

h\.art_v branches by

"leadership; constant advice was

given to tone down the neces-
sary struggle in the United
Steelworkers locals against
some harmful policies of the un-
ion leadership, etc.

Furthermore, the period from
'48 to '56 cannot be treated as
one, for the swing was from the
admittedly left mistakes of "48
till the present. Now the trend
runs the other way, into the dan-
ger of abandon any inde-
pendent  Comm position,
of urging workers in the shops
to go along with their union
leadership, whether that leader-
ship is right or \*won'.

MORE and more it appears
to me that under the slogan of
fighting dogmatism, a segious
lkluklltkmkh. t ‘e Fudkﬂ I.:ri?.
ing in t A *
lrlﬂicle is an lc;unph Blumberg

seos t‘;.left" dan ’,Mb!utdno
“right” danger. t does
e;iﬁ' It is shown when one

Communist in a steel mill pre-

‘Statement of

.Qlll-m i 00 betwte liow M}'

sents the estimare that the USW
and its McDonald leadership is
carrying out a “class stru
policy.” Anyone who sees t
myriad of grievances or the un-
jon’s intervention on the com-
pany’s side every time there is
a “wildcat” strike should know
better.

Another example is the pleas
that “I have wasted so many
years of my life.” Such eonclu-
sions can only come from those
who have herped no one to de-
velop, been involved in wo
movements of numbers of non-
Communists, had little or noth-
ing to do with working people.
Just such people look to almost
any means to associale them-
selves with the masses. They
are not satisfied with the dif-

END BUROCRACY
'BUT NOT PARTY!

FIRST, LET'S keep our
heads and try to realize the
full meaning of proposals to
(1) disband the CPUSA and

(2) throw out all its top lead-
mA:tl:d e i
r ten years of trying,
McCarthyites have fulled to dis-
band the party. Should we do it
for themP Our leaders have con-
tributed their share to the relaxa-
tion in witchhunting, such as jt
is. They went to prison, came
out again and without excep-
tion, went right back to their
the revolutionary strug-

‘:l: What legalized terrocism

could not do — separate them
from the party—we should do

ourselves? No. No one in his

iy fien gnignne -yl

it e

No Shortcut to Mass Unity

-ﬂ;cull answers of working hard

in the organizations of the
pll::i but rather seek short m
i

easy answers which over-
the Commu-

not be infl
the party until they see
for a basic change.

of the party to
this need.

*

IT is asked: “Why the isola-
tion of the party?” It is said that
while individual Communists
may be well accepted h:’ their
union or community, the party
as a whole is isolated from the

of the members on any main
issue, a election is call-
ed and British voters have a
chance to send to Parliament
people of different parties who
will elect a different Prime Min-
jster than Eden.
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mass movement. To some de-
r this isolation was Inevit-
le. For decades we had been
unable to convince the workers
of the need for socialism. There
existed an unprecedented drive
against the socialist countries,
a drive which pointed to us as
agents of a foreign . More-
over, by the time the party ful-
ivhnbd the slogan of member-
Lin the mass organizations,
a then concentrating on
building new left centers, the
‘eror was dreadblz on, hbl:;‘
' impossi to i
ldenhgr oneself as a &mmu{
nist, because it would mean fir-
ing from the mill and expulsion
from the union. For years past
we had failed to root ourselves
among the industrial workers,
and finally had to pay the piper.
But we gain the influence
and respect we desire by some
sort of g along with the
better po of the trade un-
jon leadership and the leader-
ship of other mass organiza-
tions? In the mills we know that
this will only lose us the re-
and base we already have.
m in the locals who know
us as Communists expect us 1o
remain most  principled
fighters against the company,
and, when necessary, against
incorrect union policy, They ex-
pect us to be the most active,
most advanced, most honest-
thinking trade umnionists, even

if they are not yet ready to go
along with us.

Much that is said of influence

the party, efpecially with the
trade union leadership, forgets
that the basic prerequisite for &
united front is the of
support. If the party
says that would like to
form a un front, they are’
speaking of their millions of
lupputten.m with the m;lm‘lof
some grouping. k
if the American (‘munil:
would form united fronts, they
must have the support of man
workers. Then united fronts

be flexible as to hat
must be willingness to -
that we must not
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gram, it is not necessary that
‘we stand mute on all other
issues. On the contrary, by
taking a correct position on
other important issues we win
the generalized support of those
affected by that issue. Converse-
Iy, taking a wrong position on
such issues can isolate us. One
example of a2 wrong position on
a non-program matter is our at-
titude toward the expansion of
consumer credit. This is a high-
ly successful device for expand-
ing the home market and was a
major factor in the 195435

boom in business and profits,

And like any other increase—in
the per capita distribution of
goods, it tended to raise the
standard of living. Furthermore,
the risks of the device fell main-
ly on the capitalists, whe, in
order to reap their profits, have
to accept. the promises to pay
of theworkers. Nevertheless the
D.W. usually refers to the in-
crease in consumer credit in a
deprecating manner. Does the
D.W., think that a worker objects
to being-able to buy thi

time payments? What-is the re-
- actionr—of- the worker when his
favorite paper says that he should
not have been given the credit
that he asked for? -

A much more important fail-
ure to see the workers point of
view was in connection with the
Marshall Plan. We did not see
that, besides its cold war func-
tion, the plan was a reaction to
a definite economic situation in
Europe and in the former col-
onies precluded the export of
capital in sufficient volume to
_ replace the former war exports.

In this situation the capitalists,
remembering the experience with

not only opposing the cold war;
it 'was also A the salva-
tion of the country's economy.
That is why cur position isolated
us from theimain stream of Amer-
ican life, It was not because our
position was too far in advance
of the workers; it was because
we were opposing 8 necessary
development of the U. S. econ-
omy,

What,then; should Nnave been
our position on the Marshali
Plan? It should have been that
the ostensible basic idea of the
E'lm was good (whoever doesn’t
‘believe this should read the
plan), but that the export of mili-
tary aid was -pot helpful and
was not necessary part of the
pian; tbat military aid vvas being
emphasized by the armaments
manufacturers for their own
benefit, and that the aid should
have been solely economic,cion-
sisting of the export, as gifts,
of machinery, consumer goods
and agricuitural products.

Had we taken that position
on the' Marshall Plan our status
in the trade unions would have
bee= _entirely different. It is even
possible that our incorrect posi-
tion on the third: party move-
ment would not have been suffi-
ciént to isolate us, just as our er-
rors in the 30s were over-bal-
anced by our correct ggsition on
economic demands. Certainly the
fact that our pesition on the ™ar-
shall Plan threatened the jobs of
the workers was one of the bases
for the vehemence with which
we were attacked. The more this
subject is discussed, the clearer
it will become that our program
must always be in tune with the
direction in which the econ-
omy of the country is moving.
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e Democratic Party
on the basis of a clearcut anti-
monopoly program.”

Fred Fine in the Worker of
July 1 asks: “What are the chief
chacacteristics of thel slowllly
emerging anti-monopely coali-
tion” And in the Worker of
July 22 Albert Blumberg also has
this vision of a slow emerging

** anti-monopoly coalition.

Monopoly is a natural stage in
the development of capitialism
based on nsion of the
economy and of its technical
base. Could little banks handle
the business of the U. S. or are
big banks necessary? In the pro-
duction of aluminum a project
for big or for little business? Who
but the monopolies could or-
ganize the necessary new
sources of iron ore now that the
Mesabi range is being exhaust-
ed? To roll the economy to
the monopoly stage is as
hopeless as reversing time and
I cannot believe that this is what

self-delusion are not over.
*

ASIDE from the fact that
there is no “slowly emerging anti-
monopoly coalition” which favors
government ownership, there are
sound theoretical reasons why
the C.P. must not make such a
campaign. Our program must be
aimed at improving the condi-
tions of the people by establish-
ing \ limy. and a higher
standard of living. In this connec-
tion, when there are economic
projects which would raise the
standard of living (like TVA, the
proposed MVA, the federal hous-
ing program and the federal road
program), but which the capi-
talists do not find profitable to
develop themselves, then we
should demand that the govern-
ment develop them.

Furthermore, when an already
established utility or industry is
bankrupt and can no longer be

Mm ebvued" th. maneuver *
not y either Marx or OF COURSE, if the above Dennis, Weiss, Fein and Blum- operated by the capitalists, but
Lenin, namely, the n-aphcemmt analysis of our position on the berg have in mind. is neverthe necessary for the
of the export of capital by the M Plan is ' ehas * welfare of the people, as, for ex-
peacetime export of gifts. The arshall ey i NEVERTHELESS, it is clear ample, the New York subway
Marshall Plan was thus the ve. Dennis" characterization of that that what is being proposed is  System, then we faver the gov-
hicle for maintaining U.S. pro- position (Page 19 of his report) not simply a fight for higher ernment operating that utility.
duction. * - as one gfonr significant _contr!- wages, or a higher minimum But in any ific instance, as
butions” is in error, and his posi- wage, or better old age pensions, long as there are capitalists will-

IT IS true that U. S. capital- tion (Page 29) that our error in or a 30-hour week. Such pro- ing to establish an ind or
ism is based primarily on the Comnection with the Marshall says that the economic situation: Is can be made in clear [:nd utlglitymd the intervention of the
home market and thflt_Mgr?hall Plan was in “not taking into_ac- “Urgently calls for a rounded- understandable language and government is not in
Plan exports were insignificant cmmttbem:lyf understanding  out popular economic program of would not be referred to as an  order to raise the m of
in comparison with total produc- of the is also wrong.  action designed to safeguard the “anti-monopoly” position. No; living in that respect (and air
tion. But the significance of capi- It was our own level of under- pressing ecomomic interests of what is being proposed is that transport is a good example)
tal rts, or in this case of standing that wﬁ the party make its main program  why should we advocate public

_ workers were more nearly cor-  farmers, Negro people, and for government ownership of ownership?
termined by the ratio of such rect than we were. business—regardless of when the indu:ﬂ;.'l‘hel).w.of]ylo . *
- economic i torially: HAS the government lost the

y
“This issue, we feel, will press power of taxation that it must
in the resort to ownership and -
we tion in order to get revenue
ttee Dennis the public ownership of a num- get deeper into jet air age fortliatpme,hitenicrto
pass laws taking over an indus-
try than to pass a new income

£

directed to the working class, where we have forces. We must the party directed at the k- ov-
ﬂ&mhpmgiﬂlﬁ:‘- begintoethhkoft'!w’&el:- E: ora i mtmmhtetheg
, tions i priva
as a means for building past years will show that lies without tal I
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