
The Party Crisis and the Way Out 
Part Il 

By William Z. Foster 

In our December issue the first half of this article was published. As 
we then pointed out, this article is in the form of a reply to a series of 
articles by the well-known Communist leader, Alexander Bittelman, 
which appeared in the New York Daily Worker. Readers should bear in 
mind that Comrade Foster wrote what follows in October. 

We are happy to be able to report that William Z. Foster continues 
to make steady progress in his recovery from the cerebral hemorrhage 
that hit him late in October—Ed. 

| "@ THE BITTELMAN THESIS 

HaviNG sHOWN IN the previous in- 
stallment: a) the means by which 
the Communist Party was built suc- 
cessfully in its earlier years, and b) 
the causes of the Party’s present 
crisis, it now remains to determine 
what the Party’s policy should be 
in the light of the present changed 
and changing economic and politi- 
cal situation here and abroad. 
The Right takes a position that the 

basic theories and methods by 
Mwhich we built the Party in the 

first place, are now all completely 
out of date; in short, that the Party 

Mand its Marxism-Leninism are ob- 
solete. Comrade Bittelman’s articles 
in the Daily Worker tend essentially 
in this general Right direction. They 
tend to support, in general, the 
Gates position which has been po- 
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litically bankrupt ever since its two 
main programmatic proposals—the 
transformation of the Communist 
Party into a political action associa- 
tion, and the emasculation of Marx- 
ism-Leninism—were rejected over- 
whelmingly by the national conven- 
tion of the CPUSA, last February. 

Bittelman avoids such gross po- 
litical formulations as those of Gates, 
and he uses the terminology of 
Marxism-Leninism in his analy- 
sis. But much of the substance 
is gone from Bittelman’s Marx- 
ist phraseology, and it all boils 
down essentially to the main 
Gates proposition. Besides this 
Gates’ backbone, there are also ele- 
ments of Lovestone American ex- 
ceptionalism in the Bittelman thesis, 
as it seeks to break down the Party’s 
struggle against this insidious bour- 
geois ideology. And it also contains 
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elements of the Browder-Teheran 
thesis, with its over-estimation of the 
degree of peaceful co-existence at- 
tained, and its understatement of the 
aggressive role of American impe- 
rialism. ‘ 
The articles of Comrade Bittel- 

man have as their political center 
the proposition that the capitalist 
system, both generally and on an 
international scale, including the 
United States, is now entering, or has 
practically entered upon, an inter- 
mediate social stage somewhere be- 
tween monopoly capitalism and So- 
cialism. Internationally, this stage is 
peaceful co-existence, and nationally 
it is the Welfare State. While Bit- 
telman speaks of both these situa- 
tions as “emerging,” his whole ar- 
gument and program are based upon 
the assumption that they have vir- 
tually “emerged.” This major con- 
clusion Bittelman buttresses with an- 
other one to the general effect that, 
as a consequence of the above in- 
termediate development, the world 
struggle between the forces of world 
imperialism and those of Socialism, 
and also the national class struggle, 
have been muted almost to the van- 
ishing point. 
Comrade Bittelman draws a pic- 

ture of a world capitalism which, 
despite its weakened position, has 
largely solved its inner contradic- 
tions; for he makes no mention of 
the general crisis of the capitalist 
system, which has been disintegrat- 
ing that system ever since World 
War I and the Russian Revolution. 
He also sees no cyclical economic 

crises of importance ahead for capi. 
talism. Apparently, in the post-wa 
boom the crisis has disappeared, 
the extent that he no longer cop 
siders it worth mentioning. Bitte 
man also minimizes the powerful 
antagonism of American imperialism 
against the Socialist world. He 
speaks of American imperialism, its 
ambitions for world control, and 
the potential war danger which this 
creates; but he does this largely in 
the sense that these dangers are 
potential rather than actual. He 
makes it look as though the Cold 
War is over and that peaceful co 
existence is practically here; hence § 
the job now is “to usher in this pe 
riod fully and completely . . . wf 
insure its stability and to prevent} 
backsliding into the Cold War or in- f 
to the immeasurable disaster of 4 
new world war” (Part III). He 
speaks of all this as constituting “: 
new historical period of consider f 

” able duration.” Generally, the mat 
ter of active struggle against the 
aggressive foreign policy of Wal 
Street as a basic condition for estab- 
lishing peaceful co-existence, fade 
away. 
Comrade Bittelman presents 3 

similar picture of an American capi f 
talism which has substantially over 
come its major inner contradictions 
He sees numerous serious marke 
problems facing the system; but ap § 
parently these will produce no major 
economic crises, for the latter are not 

foreseen in his analysis. On the cot 
trary, he evidently looks toward 3 
future of relatively easy develop 
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ment economically in the general 
direction of Socialism, without basic 
economic breakdowns in the mean- 
time. 
Bittelman also apparently sees no 

future big strikes and other struggles 
between the workers and the mo- 
nopolists, or if he does contemplate 
such he does not consider them vital 
enough to make them part of his 
general picture. His vague references 
to struggle, therefore, have no real 
point. In his articles, the American 
class struggle, like the international 

struggle, _ largely 
evaporates, with erstwhile ruthless 
American imperialism playing more 
and more a passive role. This whole 
outlook presents essentially the same 
perspective of progressive or easy 

) victories, a relatively struggle-less 
evolution towards Soicalism, as that 
presented by Comrade Gates in his 
article in Political Affairs of Novem- 

b ber, 1956. 
The heart of Comrade Bittel- 

man’s general national conception is 
i in his handling of the question of 

‘B the Welfare State. He makes no real 
§ analysis of just what he means by 

the welfare state, but obviously he 
} considers it in general terms as 
§ definitely an intermediate regime be- 

tween monopoly capitalism and So- 
cialism. In fact, he says, “the con- 
clusion, therefore, is that the wel- 

) fare state is a distinct historic stage 
» in American social progress, and 

that the peaceful and constitutional 
transition to Socialism is another, the 
next and higher stage.” (Part III). 
In Bittelman’s general analysis all 

the power and fighting spirit of 
American monopoly capital has sud- 
denly almost disappeared, and the 
fascist danger, which during the 
sharpest period of the Cold War 
raised its head so menacingly in 
McCarthyism, has vanished without 
a trace. He has generally a concept 
of a peaceful social evolution, with 
but little class struggle and with mo- 
nopoly capital unable or unwilling 
to make any serious resistance. 

In Comrade Bittelman’s analysis 
of a peacefully and almost automati- 
cally evolving capitalist society to- 
wards Socialism, naturally the part 
to be played by the Communist 
Party becomes vastly different and 
far less important than in the past. 
Certainly, the Party would have 
very little leading or fighting to do. 
This is because, as Bittelman appar- 
ently would have us conclude: a) 
there would be very little class strug- 
gle in general, and b) the mass or- 
ganizations, grown mature politically, 
would be able to lead their own 
fight effectively, with little or no as- 
sistance from the Communist Party. 
In this sense Bittelman signalizes 
“the rise of the American trade union 
movement to a position of effective 
leadership of the working class in the 
economic and political field, and to 
a certain extent also in the ideologi- 
cal field.” And he adds that “some- 
thing similar is taking place among 
the movements of the Negro people 
and among the farmers.” 

Obviously, such a general concept 
would leave but little for the Com- 
munist Party to do, except to tail 
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after the respective mass movements, 
to point out their lesser weaknesses, 
and to propagate for Socialism. It 
would mean the practical oblitera- 
tion of the Party’s vanguard role, 
notwithstanding Comrade Bittel- 
man’s constant reference to it. This 
is also essentially the concept be- 
hind Comrade Gates’ political action 
association. Bittelman speaks for the 
building of a mass Marxist-Leninist 
Party, one that will eventually have 
behind it the majority of the work- 
ing class; but he does not explain 
how this broad Party could be built, 
in view of the slim functions al- 
lotted by him to it in the class strug- 
gle. 

THE LINE OF THE 16th 
NATIONAL CONVENTION 

Like Comrade Gates’ program, 
Comrade Bittelman’s thesis, as we 
shall see, is in direct and major 
conflict with the general political 
line worked out at our recent national 
convention and incorporated in its 
main resolution. Although, as we 
have noted earlier, there are some 
secondary weaknesses in this resolu- 
tion, due to the strong Revisionist 
influence in the Party, the general 
political direction of the resolution 
is sound. And it goes directly against 
the main thesis developed by Com- 
rade Bittelman in his articles—not- 
withstanding his repeated endorse- 
ments, in words, of the line of the 

convention. 
Before developing this point, let 

us take a look at the changing world 

situation. During the past period, 

beginning with the Russian Revoly 
tion in 1917, but especially sing 
World War II, vast and rapid 
changes politically have been taki 
place in the world. On the om 
hand, shattered by two great world 
wars, torn by various Socialist and 
colonial revolutionary movement, 
and weakened from within by th 
broad growth of trade unions, work. 
ers’ parties, and other essentially ant. 
capitalist organizations—world capi 
talism sinks deeper and deeper int 
general crisis. And on the othe 
hand, a vast system of Socialis 
states has been created, embracing 
over one-third of humanity; man 
erstwhile colonial countries have 
broken their imperialist chains and, 
with an increasingly pro-Socialist ori- 
entation, have embarked upon 3 
course of political independenc; 
and a great growth of working-clas 
organizations, as indicated, has takes 
place throughout the capitalist world 
The general effect of all this is tha 
the world center of actual economk 
and political strength has been mov 
ing more and more towards worl 
Socialism—indeed, it may well k 
that this center of world politicd 
gravity is already on the side of Sol 
cialism. This shift has been espe! 
cially dramatized by the sensational 
launching of the Soviet satellites 
Sputnik, an event which threw 
American capitalists almost int 
panic. ; 

Obviously, this tremendous alter 
tion in the relationship of class fores 
between the world’s workers anil 

world monopoly capital has also pr 
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foundly changed the conditions of 
the struggle between them, both na- 
tionally and internationally. Monop- 
oly can no longer dominate the 
world as it once did. This was de- 
cisively proved when the combined 
peace forces of the world, from 1947 

on, blocked, at least temporarily, the 
atomic drive of American imperial- 
ism for war and world conquest and 
brought this great power to the ne- 
gotiating table in Geneva in 1955. 
This was an historic event, a tre- 
mendous victory, shared in by our 
Party; but one that the Right has 
characteristically belittled and mis- 
represented. 
Comrade Bittelman sees the new 

situation in the world, but unfor- 
tunately, in his articles he draws ex- 
aggerated conclusions from all this. 
Thus, he apparently believes that the 
peace fight is already won. This 
could be a most dangerous error. 
That the war danger, although less- 
ened, is still with us is being graphi- 
cally demonstrated by Khrushchev’s 
dramatic letter of October 15th to 
the Socialist Parties of Western Eur- 
ope, asking them to be on guard 
against the attempts to organize a 
highly dangerous war against Syria. 
Let us rejoice that the peace forces 
of the world have become so militant 
and powerful, but let us not jump 
the gun by practically assuming that 
they still have no basic tasks ahead 
of them. Monopoly capital must be 
compelled to accept peaceful co-ex- 
istence. It will never do so volun- 
tarily. It has not yet capitulated, 
strong pressure must still be brought 
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to bear upon it. This is what is not 
seen in the Bittelman articles, but 
it could be a major disaster for us 
thus to neglect it. 

This was the fundamental line of 
the 16th national convention of the 
CPUSA, which worked with a keen 
sense of rapidly changing condi- 
tions. It warned against “false con- 
ceptions that peaceful co-existence is 
already assured or that it will come 
about automatically.” And it also 
warned, that “the imperialists have 
not reconciled themselves to the 
relationship of forces which makes 
this perspective [of peace] possible” 
(Proceedings, p. 263). To relax the 
peace struggle now, in a spirit of 
over-confidence, could be disastrous, 
and this is one of the main weak- 
nesses of the Bittelman articles. 

In the United States itself, the mo- 
nopolists also feel the pressure of the 
new strength of labor and of world 
Socialism, and they can no longer 
dictate to the workers in their former 
brutal manner. They are compelled 
to make concessions to the workers 
and their allies for several basic 
reasons, among them: a) the favor- 
able labor market tor the workers; 
b) the greater inherent strength of 
labor’s organizations; c) the pres- 
sures, favorable to the workers in 
all countries, including the United 
States, of advancing world Socialism; 
d) and because the employers must 
seek, through concessions, class col- 
laboration, and when need be, vio- 
lence, to keep the conservatively-led 
trade unions and workers’ parties 
lined up in their all-out capitalist 
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front against the countries of Social- 
ism. 

But let us not be deceived by all 
these concessions. The capitalist 
beast has been wounded, but he re- 
mains extremely dangerous—he is 
still the capitalist, seeking to gain 
profits at any cost. The most harm- 
ful thing that could happen to the 
working class would be for it to fall 
into moods of complacency, which is 
what the Bittelman thesis would 
tend to create. In contrast to Bittel- 
man’s conception, the Party conven- 
tion put forth a distinct perspective 
of class struggle, and in doing this 
it was fundamentally correct. The 
convention struck this keynote with 
the statement that, “Titanic econom- 
ic and political struggles will inter- 
vene in our country before the ma- 
jority of the people take the path 
to Socialism” (Proceedings, p. 305). 
There is no trace of any such fight- 
ing perspective in Bittelman’s placid 
thesis. 
The CPUSA convention line also 

did not agree with Comrade Bittel- 
man’s over-optimistic estimate of the 
economic outlook—he shows no per- 
spective whatever for future severe 
economic cyclical crises. This is a 
Keynesian trend. Although the con- 
vention made no definite immedi- 
ate economic forecast, it did indi- 
cate very clearly that economic 
crises were to be expected. It said: 
“Hence, despite the prolonged pros- 
perity and despite the significant 
effects of the new features that have 
emerged in the American economy, 
the basic contradictions inherent in 
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capitalist production are not abating, 
but are becoming sharper. The funda- 
mental factors making for economic 
crisis continue to operate today no 
less than in the boom of the twen- 
ties” (Proceedings, p. 257). Undoubt- 
edly stormy days economically are 
ahead for American and world capi- 
talism. 
Comrade Bittelman’s theory that 

the trade unions have now achieved 
“effective political leadership” for the 
working class also does not jibe 
with reality or with the line of the 
16th national convention of the Par- 
ty. Of course, the unions have made 
great progress in the past 20 years. 
There are hosts of honest and for- 
ward-looking trade-union officials; 
but there are also many who are 
neither of these things. In fact, the 
great bulk of the unions are now 
dominated by a conservative lead- 
ership, without a peer in this respect 
in the capitalist world, and they have 
harmful policies to fit. The truth 
is that in the American labor move- 
ment, instead of coming from such 
corrupt and conservative elements, 
the progressive leadership has al- 
ways come from the pressure of the 
Left and Progressive forces, and there 
is no good reason to suppose that 
it will be otherwise in the near fu- 
ture. These forces, working together, 
built the modern trade-union move- 
ment, and for the most part, they 
did it in the face of violent opposi- 
tion from the conservative leader- 
ship. The 16th national convention, 
while taking full cognizance of the 
recent great progress of the trade 
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unions, did not speak of them in the 
sense of their having achieved “ef- 
fective political leadership of the 
working class.” Instead, it said: 
“The spontaneous struggles of the 
working class against capitalism can, 
at best, lead only to trade-union con- 
sciousness.” (Proceedings, p. 323). 
Trade unions as such are not 
enough: the working class must have 
its mass party; in this case, a Labor- 
Farmer Party. 
The convention, with its general 

conception of the leading role of 
the conscious forces of Socialism, 
forecast for the Party a far broader 
perspective of action than that out- 
lined by Comrade Bittelman in his 
thesis, in which the Communist 
Party essentially tails along after the 
“matured” organizations, especially 
the trade unions. The convention 
definitely considered the Party in the 
role of vanguard, both now and in 
the future struggle for Socialism. 
It summed up its perspective in this 
general respect in its resolution as 
follows: “It emphasizes that all roads 
to Socialism are roads of mass strug- 
gle, waged under the leadership of 
the working class and its Marxist 
vanguard.” (Proceedings, p. 305.) 
Clearly, this means a continuing 
vanguard role for the Party from 
now on, for the Party could hardly 
first play a passive role and then 
step in at the last moment, so to 
speak, and take over the class leader- 
ship in the fight for Socialism. Those 
who see no vanguard role for the 
Party in the everyday struggles of 
the working class, by the same token, 
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also, discard the vanguard role of 
the Party in the ultimate struggle for 
Socialism. A militant forecast of 
future struggle in no sense conflicts 
with the Party’s correct perspective 
of the possibility in the United States 
of a peaceful and parliamentary 
road to Socialism; for such a peace- 
ful advance can only be realized by 
a powerful labor movement, able 
and willing to suppress the counter- 
revolutionary attempts of the mono- 
polists and to maintain the necessary 
democracy in the country to enable 
the workers to proceed peacefully to 
their historic class goal of Socialism. 
During the past generation or so 

the workers of the United States 
have won many concessions from 
monopoly capital. 

This wide reform trend has been 
variously characterized under such 
titles as, “The New Capitalism” 
(1920's), “Progressive Capitalism” 
(Roosevelt era), and “The Welfare 
State” and “People’s Capitalism” 
(post-World War II). The trends 
have also been expressed in bour- 
geois election programs variously 
known as “The New Freedom” 
(Wilson), “The Square Deal” (T. 
Roosevelt), “The New Deal” (F. D. 
Roosevelt), “The Fair Deal” (Tru- 
man), and “Modern Republicanism” 
(Eisenhower). 
Making a virtue of necessity, the 

bourgeois apologists have built up a 
whole series of illusions around the 
reform trend, including, that capital- 
ism is now a humane regime, peace- 
ful and progressive; that the govern- 
ment has become a democratic peo- 
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ple’s state standing above the class 
struggle and operating in the inte- 
rests of the whole people; that the 
workers and employers have now 
become virtually economic and polit- 
ical partners; that economic crises 
and mass unemployment are now 
things of the past; that the rule of 
finance capital has been liquidated 
by the elimination of the banker’s 
role from private industry; that cap- 
italists in general have been virtually 
ousted by the “managerial revolu- 
tion”; that the workers are buying 
out the industries; that capital is 
being democratized, etc. These de- 
magogic generalizations have been 
built up over the years by many 
bourgeois economists and politicians, 
as well as Right Social Democratic 
writers, but the main _ theoretical 

contributors have been Keynes, 
Strachey, Burnham, and Djilas. 
The basic purposes of such de- 

magogic generalizations—as cur- 
rently, the welfare state and people’s 
capitalism—is to confine the devel- 
oping struggle of the workers and 
their allies within channels safe for 
capitalism. They defend the cap- 
italist system against advancing So- 
cialism. Specifically, they aim at 
spreading all kinds of crippling 
“prosperity illusions” among the 
workers; to extoll the efficiency and 
beneficence of capitalism; to culti- 
vate class-collaboration practices in 
industry; to maintain intact the 
workers’ allegiance to the two party 
system; to poison the people’s minds 
with anti-Soviet, anti-Socialist lies; 
and especially to cover with a mantle 
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Right 

mista 

thing 

of innocence the aggressive foreigy 
policies of American imperialism, 
The attitude of the CPUSA tp 

wards these general developments “We! 
which, in one form or another, it hag italist 
had to deal with almost since jtq illusi 

birth, is two-fold. On the one hand§ the | 
the Party has vigorously supported§ it's! 
often pioneered in fact, every sub- lishe 
stantial reform, of whatever kind or} futut 
source, that will help the workers§ Brita 
This it did, among others, underf of 7 
Roosevelt, Truman, and also even} pres 
under Eisenhower. At the same time} the 
as it did at its 16th national conven§ The 
tion, with its slogan for a peoplesp ‘reat 
anti-monopoly coalition, the Paryy opel 
has projected slogans for a demo} and 
cratic anti-monopoly government 2¢¢ 
within the framework of the capi-f fare 
talist system; one which would quit 
vastly expand all the democraticf ome 
concessions that the workers, ove #4 
the years, have won from the emp “on 
ployers and their government. On§ ther 
the other hand, the Party has warred} '9 | 
against all the pro-capitalist, ant-§ of 
Socialist demagogies that have been stat 
always tied up with such slogansaf 
the “New Capitalism,” the “Welfar ' 
State,” and “People’s Capitalism’} 4: 
In this respect, through the yeas§ for 
the CPUSA has perhaps done ing Peo 
best ideological educational work aki 
among the masses. = 
Comrade  Bittelman, however,§ Pro 

would have us abandon this basically} for 
correct policy. He proposes, instead§ the 
that we support as our own the sog UP 
gan for the welfare state. But thi So 
would be a serious mistake for varifj 3 
ous reasons and a long leap to thy @ 
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Right. Bittelman makes a number of 
mistakes with his proposal: For one 
thing, he ignores the fact that the 
“Welfare State,” like “People’s Cap- 
italism,” is already here, with all its 
illusions and limitations, as part of 
the general monopoly state set-up; 
it is not something that is to be estab- 
lished in the more or less distant 
future. The United States, Great 
Britain, France, and other regimes 
of monopoly capital, are, in fact, at 
present “Welfare States,” with all 
the confusion that this term implies. 
The type of state that would be 
created by a victory of the anti-mon- 
opoly coalition proposed by our Party, 
and which Comrade Bittelman holds 
necessary for bringing about the wel- 
fare state, would, however, create a 
quite different type of government— 
one committed to a sérious struggle 
against monopoly capital. Our adop- 
tion of the welfare state slogan, 
therefore, would put us, willy-nilly, 
in the false and untenable position 
of supporting the present welfare 
state. 
Comrade Bittelman is also incor- 

rect when he attempts to establish 
a basic difference between the slogan 
for the welfare state and that for 
people’s capitalism. For the two are 
akin politically, and in labor circles 
in this country the latter slogan is 
probably more popular than the 
former. The welfare state slogan is 
the people’s capitalism slogan dolled 
up for the use primarily of Right 
Social Democrats. It is essentially an 
attempt to have the workers peddle 
away their Socialist birthright for a 
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mess of bourgeois pottage. 
The welfare state slogan is also 

wrong in that it implies that, through 
the reforms indicated, a basic change 
has taken place in the structure of 
the capitalist state—that capitalism 
is gradually turning into Socialism; 
that the state is no longer a repres- 
sive organ; that it does not function 
primarily in the interests of the mon- 
opolists; and that the power of the 
latter in the welfare state is prac- 
tically broken. Nor could our Party, 
try as it might, give a more real con- 
tent to this slogan. The nonsense of 
the welfare state illusions regarding 
this country is obvious from even a 
glance at the composition of the 
United States Government, in which 
the working class, Negro people, 
poorer farmers, and women, who 
make up the great majority of the 
American people, have barely a trace 
of representation. Those who doubt 
the power of monopoly capital in 
this country today would do well to 
read Victor Perlo’s new book, The 
Empire of High Finance. 
The adoption of the welfare state 

slogan would expose our Party to 
all the ideological confusion bound 
up with this slogan. This would be 
so, particularly in view of the strong 
Revisionist trend to accommodate the 
Party to such illusions. Even Com- 
rade Bittelman, in his analysis of 
the welfare state, presents it almost 
entirely in a positive sense, leaving 
out altogether the many dangerous 
anti-Socialist, pro-capitalist illusions 
that are connected inseparably with 
this slogan. : 



58 

Comrade Bittelman is likewise in- 
correct when he says that the Party 
has not analysed the New Deal and 
the consequences of the reforms 
flowing out of it, which have since 
developed into what is vaguely 
known as the welfare state and peo- 
ple’s capitalism. The contrary is the 
case. The difference is, that, in its 
extensive analyses, the Party correctly 
arrived at an opposite conclusion 
from Comrade Bittelman. This it 
expressed at its 16th national conven- 
tion: first, positively, by its militant 
support of all immediate demands 
that will aid the workers, and sec- 
ond, negatively, by its opposition to 
the “prosperity illusions” slogans. 

In view of the foregoing, there- 
fore, the Party should reject Com- 
rade Bittelmen’s proposal that it 
adopt the welfare state slogan, and 
it should push forward to realize its 
slogan for a people’s anti-monopoly 
coalition government and all its im- 
mediate implications. 

THE PARTY: ITS THEORY 
AND PRACTICE 

a) The Communist Party: From 
the foregoing consideration of the 
changed national and international 
situation, the way our Party was 
built, how it fell into crisis, and the 
decisions of the 16th national conven- 
tion of the Party, three basic con- 
clusions stand forth with unchal- 
lengeable clarity. The first is that 
we must build the Communist 
Party, and upon as broad a basis 
as possible. We must also build the 
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Party upon a permanent scale. The 
CPUSA is not a part-time or stop- 
gap Party, to serve only until we can 
get a “better” organization—cither 
the “political action association” or 
“the mew mass party of Socialism” 
—as so many of our leaders so harm- 
fully believe. The Marxist-Leninist 
Party is the best type of leading 
Party in every contingency that the 
working class may face—in periods 
of prosperity, under fascist terror, 
during imperialist wars, in colonial 
revolution, in the winning of power 
in capitalist lands, and in the build- 
ing of Socialism. Comrade Gates is 
basically in error when he says 
(Political Affairs, November, 1956), 
that the CPUSA is geared to the 
prospect of an early revolution. On 
the contrary, it is geared to every 
possible political situation that the 
workers may confront. On this per- 
manent basis, therefore (whatever 
its name may be) we must set out 
to build the CPUSA, something 
which should have been begun 
actively right after the national con- 
vention, but was not. 
One of the major things that we 

must also do in the building of our 
Party is to “rehabilitate it ideological 
ly.” That is, while absorbing genuine 
criticism, we must clear away the 
heaps of unjustified belittlements 
and misrepresentations of the Party, 
its record, and its leadership that 
were cast upon it from the Right 
during the past 18 months or so. We 
must learn again to love the Party, 
to esteem its great record, its historic 
fight against the war danger and fas 

cism, af 
bright 
ment al 
The ¢ 

tation f 
a mass 
workers 
are obv 
pendent 

tation, | 
resoluti: 
bor-Far 

form” « 
may ¢ 
coalitio! 
may al 

neglect 
slogan 
ous she 

the Co 

We : 

slogans 
tion al 
Socialis 
in whi 

datory, 
Party 
munist 
more 
groups 
activiti 

combit 
other | 
basic o 
of all 
trade 1 
ical o1 
worke 
will e: 



The 
stop- 
e can 
“ither 

” or 
lism” 
arm- 
Linist 
ding 

t the 
riods 
rTOr, 
onial 
ower 
uild- 

es is 
says 

956), 
. the 
. On 
very 
the 

per- 
ever 
out 

hing 

-gun 
con- 

: we 
our 

ical- 
uine 

cism, and to have confidence in its 

bright future in the labor move- 

ment and class struggle. 
The CPUSA must resume its agi- 

tation for the eventual formation of 
a mass Labor Farmer Party—as the 
workers, generally on the march, 
are obviously moving towards inde- 
pendent political action. In this agi- 
tation, however, we must, as the main 
resolution states, realize that the La- 
bor-Farmer Party is “not the only 
form” of mass political action—there 
may eventually be much _ broader 
coalitions, and we see now that there 
may also be far narrower ones. Its 
neglect of the Labor-Farmer Party 
slogan has been one of the most seri- 
ous shortcomings in the history of 
the Communist Party. 
We should discard completely the 

slogans for a political action associa- 
tion and for a new mass party of 
Socialism, (in the immediate sense 
in which the latter is put), as liqui- 
datory, both of the Labor-Farmer 
Party movement and of the Com- 
munist Party. We must co-operate 
more freely with the other Left 
groups in immediate class struggle 
activities; but it is not our job to 
combine with them in forming an- 
other Social Democratic Party. The 
basic organizational meeting grounds 
of all the Left groups are in the 
trade unions and in the broad polit- 
ical organizations of the organized 
workers and their allies, all of which 
will eventually tend to develop more 
of an anti-capitalist perspective. 
b) Marxism - Leninism: The 

CPUSA, as the convention so vigor- 
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ously emphasized, must be based 
definitely upon the fundamental 
“universally valid” principles of 
Marxism-Leninism, not for the time 
being, but all the way through the 
workers’ perspective. Of course, the 
Party must use the utmost flexibility 
in applying and interpreting Marx- 
ism-Leninism for the masses, adapt- 
ing it to the sharpening American 
situation. At the same time, our 
Party must combat the many pro- 
capitalism illusions now being spread 
among the workers. We must also 
be resolute in combatting Revisionist 
attempts to water-down and to de- 
vitalize Marxism-Leninism, and like- 
wise, every “Left”-sectarian  ten- 
dency to apply it in dogmatic or doc- 
trinaire fashion. These are the most 
vital lessons that have come out of 
the long Party debate. 
The criticism, heard so much from 

the Right, that Marxism-Leninism 
is inherently rigid and lacks the 
flexibility to meet the complex prob- 
lems ahead of the workers in this 
and other countries in the rapidly 
changing world situation, is flatly 
contradicted by the whole history of 
the international Communist move- 
ment. Not only has Marxism-Lenin- 
ism provided the theories and lead- 
ership for the workers and their al- 
lies by which they have established 
Socialism throughout one third of 
the world, but in doing this it has 
displayed extraordinary adaptability 
to new situations—not to deny, how- 
ever, that there has also been much 
dogmatism and sectarian inflexibil- 
ity. Our task, therefore, is to improve 
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Marxism-Leninism and to develop 
it, not to undermine and destroy it. 
There is nothing in the world more 
new and vital than Marxism-Lenin- 
ism. 

c) The class struggle policy: To- 
gether with building the Commu- 
nist Party and imbuing it with Marx- 
ist-Leninist principles, it is also neces- 
sary to apply these principles upon 
the basis of a rising class struggle 
perspective in this country. This 
elementary lesson the 16th national 
convention also stressed. Its line in 
this respect had nothing in common 
with the easy evolution perspectives 
developed by comrades Gates and 
Bittelman. Its general militant line 
was summed up in its active projec- 
tion of the fight for a broad anti- 
monopoly people’s coalition of all 
the democratic forces in the United 
States. 

Manifestly there are generating 
very important mass struggles in 
this country. There is the ever- 
present struggle against the war 
danger and for peace, which deeply 
concerns the whole American peo- 
ple. Our Party must learn how to 
become active effectively among the 
broad masses in this elemental strug- 
gle. The great offensive of the Ne- 
gro people for school desegregation 
in the South, for the right to vote, 
and against every form of Jim Crow- 
ism, indicates the tremendous strug- 
gle potentials in the present Ameri- 
can political situation. The trade 
unions are also deeply stirred by the 
uncertain economic situation, the 
problem of automation, the rack- 
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eteering question, the “rightt 
work” laws, and many other serioy 
problems. The recent strikes of th 
farmers, and their obvious politi 

discontent, show the possibilities als 
in this most important democrat 
sector of the population. 

All these problems are tending 
sharpen up, especially as the ind 
trial situation becomes more unsati 
factory and the problems of Amer 
can imperialism abroad multiply on 
every world front. The people ar 
widely tending to have more serio 
clashes with monopoly capitalism 
In order to play its political part in 
this rising mass discontent, the Pany 
must, as it did in the 16th conver 
tion, base its policies upon the per 
spective of a sharpening class strug 
gle. It would be disastrous for the 
Party to yield to the class peace con- 
ceptions of a diminishing class strug 
gle and an expectation of cay 
victories ahead for the worker, 
which the Revisionists for the pas 
18 months have been so busily pro 
pagating in the Party. 
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THE CONCRETE APPLICATION 
OF MARXIST-LENINIST 
PRINCIPLES 

We have seen above how it 
emerges from our total past exper 
ence that we must apply three bast 
Marxist-Leninist lessons: a) to build 
the Communist Party, b) to basei 
upon the sound principles of Man 
ism-Leninism, and c) to animate i 
with a fighting policy based upd 
the perspective of a rising class strug 



right-te gle in the United States. All this is 

serious fundamental, but we must go further 
| of thland show concretely how the prin- 
political ciples of Marxism-Leninism are to 
‘ies alsfbe applied in the present situation, 
nocrati@ which is so greatly changed from 

that of the early days of our Party. 
Pertinent, in doing this will it be to 
take the same seven basic Marxist- 
Leninist principles dealt with at the 
outset of this analysis in showing 
how our Party was built, and then 
see how differently these valid prin- 
ciples apply in the new situation of 
these days. 
One: Socialist Perspective: In this 

general and important respect the 
CPUSA is very much better off than 
it used to be. This is because it now 
foresees a road to Socialism in this 
country that will appear as very real- 
istic and much more acceptable to 
American workers. The Party must 
know how to make the most of this 
very valuable point. The Party has 
also a more realistic attitude towards 
the Soviet Union, with its new at- 
titude of comradely criticism of that 
country. This also removes a great 
handicap that the Party suffered 
from in the past. But the Party must 
eliminate from its work the recently 
developed Right tendencies to snipe 
at the USSR and to minimize its 
past, present, and future Socialist 
role. The USSR is the outstanding 
leader of world Socialism, a fact of 
which capitalism is well aware. The 
question of teaching the workers the 
significance of Socialism takes on 
double importance now, with the 
sharp growth of anti-Socialist agita- 
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tion under the guises of the welfare 
state and people’s capitalism. These 
are vital new phases in our Socialist 
work, 
Two: Proletarian Internationalism : 

World solidarity of labor is an im- 
perative issue of ever-new import- 
ance these days because of: the need 
for resolute struggle to establish 
peaceful co-existence of all countries; 
the rapidly growing strength of 
world Socialism; the closer knitting 
together economically of the whole 
world; the profoundly favorable in- 
fluence of world Socialism upon the 
class struggle in the capitalist coun- 
tries—notably the Negro question 
and the wage struggle in the United 
States. A sound defense of the inte- 
rests of the workers and the Ameri- 
can people implies a firm interna- 
tional proletarian policy. More than 
ever, such a policy must and will in- 
volve friendly criticism among the 
Communist parties and Socialist 
countries. A special task of our Party 
is to realize that the intervention in 
Hungary last November was im- 
perative, in order to beat down the 
developing counter-revolution in that 
country basically organized by the 
agents of Wall Street. The CPUSA 
is the only Communist Party in the 
world which does not take this real- 
istic stand. Particularly in this time 
of aggressive foreign policies by 
American imperialism, we must also 
beware the penetration of the Party 
by bourgeois national influences. 
Three: Democratic Centralism: We 

most restore in the Party a clearer 
concept of the major Leninist policy 
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of democratic centralism. This pol- 
icy, containing as it does the two 
indispensable elements of democracy 
and centralization, is the only pos- 
sible policy for a fighting Party. 
Comrade Gates is fundamentally 
wrong when he says in his Political 
Affairs article that, “Apparently 
democratic centralism results in a 
semi-military type of organization 
which is clearly not fit for our coun- 
try in this period.” His own prop- 
osals would degenerate the Party 
into a debating society. It is a fact, 
of course, that, with bureaucratic 
practices, the Party in the past has 
abused the basically correct policy of 
democratic centralism. The Party, 
therefore, must learn to apply the 
policy more effectively, and in harm- 
ony with American conditions and 
traditions. We must have a Party 
in which, not only do the members 
accept the Party program and pay 
their dues, but they also carry on 
Party work. There must be a polit- 
ical line that is obligatory and a 
sound Party discipline. There must 
be the broadest possible participation 
of the membership in policy making 
at all levels. Dissent must be per- 
mitted, but no factionalism. Party 
papers must be controlled by the 
Party and required to express the 
Party line. 

Four: National characteristics: 
One of the most harmful results 
of the development of Revisionism 
in our Party has been its tendency 
to break down the Party’s struggle 
against the poisonous bourgeois 
ideology of American exceptional- 
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ism. In this general respect also, thgy collabo 
Party has made some sectarian ¢ not to 
rors in the past, above all, in its long the br: 

inability to work out a more realiggand t 
tic statement of the road ,gunions 
American Socialism. Generally Obv: 
however, the Party, especially jgg forms 
its vital trade-union work, has hag would 
a realistic approach in this brogdf 1950'S; 
sphere. Improvements, however, ah ope 
always in order. To be effectiyeyg which 
the Party, basing itself upon the after 
fundamentals of Marxism-Leninism holdba 
must work out its policies more carefy srvati 
fully than ever upon the basis J the w 
specific and changing American con-§ S4fY ¢ 
ditions. But in doing this, thi stessi' 
Party must not relax in its basicaly }9§ W 
correct ideological struggle agains} this 
American exceptionalism. ever t 

Five: The United Front: Th§ing a 
Party must re-develop this fund §' th« 
mental and effective Leninist polic,§ It i 
especially in the form of Left-Pro§ Party 
gressive cooperation in the trakp it sta 
unions. This was the means by} practi 
which we built the Party and mad§ Pigeo! 
it a real influence in the labor move ff SUP 
ment. And despite all the changs§ ty, 
and advances in the labor mow" W¢ 
ment, the policy basically still rj could 
tains its validity. It is sheer noo '935; 
sense to declare, as the Right is com 24 “ 
stantly doing, that there are not inf 9 P 
the American labor movement th} Lefts 
three characteristic ideological cur § PO" 
rents of conservatives (Right), Pro the ( 
gressives (Center) and Left, sudjj Prev! 
as are to be found in the labor move J ™m 
ments of every capitalist country ing With 
the world. Our job is to find thf Party 
practical ways to enter into activegy Previ 
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collaboration with the Progressives, 

not to deny that they exist. This is 
the broad road to trade union unity 

and to progress generally in the 

unions. 
Obviously, the old Left-Center 

forms of the TUEL in the 1920's 

would be totally out of place in the 
1950's, and so, also, would be the 
open warfare against the Right, 
which prevailed for many years 
after 1935. But to counteract the 
holdback pressures of the most con- 
servative group of labor leaders in 
the world, it is imperatively neces- 
sary to activate the combined Pro- 
gressive forces in the unions, includ- 
ing within the general meaning of 
this term all those elements, what- 
ever their past attitudes, who are tak- 
ing a progressive course with regard 
to the given issue or situation. 

It is a gross misrepresentation of 
Party history by the Right when 
it states that our Party followed a 
practice of arbitrarily classifying in 

individuals or 
groups of labor officials. On the con- 
trary, it was always flexibly ready 
to work with anyone with whom it 
could. Thus, for example, when, in 
1935, Lewis, Dubinsky, Hillman, 
and others—many of whom we did 
not previously consider to be either 
Lefts or Progressives — embarked 
upon the task of building the CIO, 
the Communists, quite in line with 
previous Party policies, gave them 
immediate and effective cooperation. 
With the same basic flexibility, the 
Party, as it had done upon many 
previous occasions, also became an 
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active participant, along with the 
AFL, CIO and pro-Roosevelt forces 
in general, when the broad demo- 
cratic front took place in the historic 
fight against Hitler. Contrary to all 
this realism, the Party for the past 
two years has been unable to pro- 
duce a trade-union resolution or to 
do any real trade-union work, the 
reason for this being because, under 
strong Revisionist pressure, the lead- 
ership has been making the double 
mistake of trying to discard the basic 
policies of the vanguard role and of 
specific cooperation with the Progres- 
sives. 

Six: The vanguard role: In the 
changing world of labor this basic 
Leninist principle remains vitally 
necessary for the CPUSA. Our Par- 
ty is not “a” but “the” vanguard 
Party. This is because it is the bear- 
er of Marxism-Leninim and it tries 
to put into effect this basic philoso- 
phy and program of the working 
class. The opportunity to function 
as vanguard in the labor movement 
lies open before our Party on every 
front in the class struggle. This is 
because of the better insight concern- 
ing labor’s problems that it acquires 
from its knowledge of the workers’ 
basic science. But, of course, in 
the present greatly changed situa- 
tion, the means and methods for 
performing the vanguard role, differ 
widely from those prevailing years 
ago. Such elementary slogans as 
“organize the unorganized,” “indus- 
trial unionism,” and “unemployment 
insurance,” which not so long ago 
were real vanguard slogans in the 



64 POLITICAL AFFAIRS 

United States and served our Party 
well, will no longer suffice. Our 
theoretical and practical leadership 
must be on a much higher plane, 
because of the great progress made 
by the unions and other mass or- 
ganizations in recent years. 

But Comrade Bittelman is wrong 
in assuming and broadly inferring 
that, on the basis of their undeniable 
progress, the unions have reached a 
point of giving “effective political 
leadership” to the working class, 
and that, therefore, the Communist 
Party must develop “a new attitude” 
toward them—presumably one of 
bowing to their political leadership. 
This is essentially denying the lead- 
ing role of the Party. The “effective 
political leadership” thesis is contra- 
dicted by the many wrong policies 
and unsolved elementary tasks that 
are now cluttering up and crippling 
the trade unions. These include: 
tailing after the foreign policies of 
American imperialism; the  erst- 
while blatant pro-war policies of the 
decisive ranks of the union leader- 
ship; the primitive state of the work- 
ers’ political organization, with no 
independence from the bourgeois 
political leaders; and the continua- 
tion of the old Gompers policy of 
“rewarding your friends,” etc.; the 
present disregard of the heroic strug- 
gle of the Negro people in the South 
against Jim Crow, and the continuing 
discrimination against Negroes in 
trade-union leadership; the failure 
of organized labor to develop a 
sound economic program of its own; 
the failure to push the decisively im- 

portant Southern organizing drive: 
the existence of a huge amount ¢ 
racketeering, corruption, and auto 
cratic controls in the unions; the 
“trade-union capitalism” policies jp 
handling the huge welfare funds, 
the fact that large numbers of the 
leaders are not only “business union. 
ists,” whose highest ambition for 
their organizations is a class collabo 
ration agreement with the bosses, 
but also that they are actual capi. 
talists themselves; their open defens 
of the capitalist system and peo 
ple’s capitalism illusions, their e- 
treme opposition to Socialism, etc. f 

In all these issues, and many mor, 
the trade-union leaders are giving 
anything but “effective political lead 
ership” to the working class. Th 
need for the type of leadership tha 
will come from effective cooperation 
between the Left and the Progres 
sive elements is a burning one. lb 
deed, if our Party stepped to th 
fore as it did in the historic figh 
against McCarthyism and the wa 
danger, this was because such action 
was imperative on its part as a result 
of the virtual collapse of the trad 
union leadership upon these mos 
vital questions. The way is clearly 
open, therefore, for our Party aw 
simply to content itself with wha 
Comrade Bittelman calls the union’ 
“effective practical leadership of th 
working class”; but to help, along 
with other progressive forces, to givt 
them the real political leadership 
which their membership and the si 
uation demand. 

Seven: Self-Criticism: This funds 
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mental Leninist policy is always rele- 
vant, and is so in the present period, 
as one of the Party’s most powerful 
instruments. But we must practice 
it far more correctly than we have 

done in the past, especially in our 
recent Party discussion. The gross 
distortions of cold war Party policy, 
with the wholesale manufacture of 
“errors,” playdown of Party achieve- 
ments and ignoring of objective dif- 
ficulties, which were injected by the 
Right into an otherwise very valuable 
Party discussion, did not constitute 
real self-criticism, but an ideologi- 
cal attack against the integrity and 
the very life of the Party. 

New methods of work: It is not 
enough for the Party to have correct 
political policies, it must also know 
how to apply them effectively in the 
given situation. Therefore, the ques- 
tion of methods of work is always 
of paramount importance. Flexibil- 
ity and a progressive spirit in ap- 
plying policy among the masses are 
particularly vital at the present time 
of a rapidly changing economic 
and political situation, both nation- 
ally and internationally. The search 
for ever-more effective methods of 
work is of decisive importance. The 
fate of the CPUSA will depend in a 
basic measure upon the extent to 
which we realize and adapt our- 
selves to this fundamental need. 
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The foregoing general analysis 
evaluates the concrete Marxist-Len- 
inist policies with which the Com- 
munist Party, through the years, 
was built and developed into a real 
force in the labor movement. It 
shows also the extent to which these 
fruitful policies are valid for the 
present situation. It traces the causes 
for the Party crisis; it indicates the 
chief means by which this crisis may 
be overcome, and also how the Party 
can regain its legality, rebuild its 
strength, and again become a real 
influence in the class struggle. The 
needful curative tasks may be 
summed up under three general 
heads: a) to bring about the earliest 

and most intensive cultivation of 
our mass work upon all fronts; b) 
to liquidate the continuing theoreti- 
cal confusion in the Party, not only 
our traditional sectarianism and dog- 
matism, but the Revisionism 
which has almost wrecked the Party, 
and c) to develop an energetic cam- 
paign of Party rebuilding (especially 
among the ex-members), not upon 
the basis that we are building the 
Party upon a temporary scale—until 
we can get a “better” organization 
—but with the understanding that 
we are constructing the Party that 
will be the vanguard in all the stages 
of the workers’ struggle, including 
the eventual building of Socialism. 
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