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The ever in ckeas.“g frenzy of the Naticnal Committ2e is indicated by

the Bnew look! in Comrads Griast's expulsion. In this case, the leader-
ship.(cauulously hﬂou”h the b”thQH Organizer--with the 11hre" digni—
taries ouly "ebsarving® in the manner of talent scoubs} ¢id not, as is
usual, accuse Comrade Grzést of Trotekyism, aﬁ,_-hebro, anti-Samitic
sentiments, or of connections with enevad s - Tley expeilsd him sinply
-—on their own admissidn--on thie tasis of a stat ambn+ of crivicism re-
aussted of him by tne leadsrship. This bad sense can cnly reflect ths
fact that the Party "divine leht‘”**“ arz mer2 and more confrontad Ly
a rank and file criticisn which tb canunt countanance--a nregqanu
thought in the lizht of the gombt;mes approaching, somsviwes receding
Corvention. Notz the naw tzchnicue of adwitting enything an& everthlnﬂ—
bus only as n2 cllglb‘ﬂ errors. 1he gaue the CPUSA hag nade of varxlsu,
seif~criticism, of d=mocratic ceau“a115m emarges simply and clearly in
these dire Dennis days asi to errils human (and thie pr1v1lﬁge of the
hemdership) ;to forgive divins (and the privilege of the membership).

The princirlsd position and corrsct attitude of Cocrads Grizst mirrors
his contimued =ifovts to resmain in the CPUSA but nevar abt tha2 sxpenss
of mlg?EJrJng' is less aware coamrades by CanllHthTBg to oppnrtunisn.
It is understandable that ths Party feared b”":Sw who for ovar a decace
has activzsly t- glad with opportunism. Ws refer the readsr to SPARK!s
footnots in th=s ”olicu1u3 pages whicih givss a Sm_oﬂt incication of -
Griesths rscord..

This Comrade's conduct as a Coumunist and union organizsr, as a vigilang
ard responsible CP mewher, his stwdy of the actions of tha best Comizun-
ist Partiss in the WO“l& as a gulde to his own thirking and actifq ar=

a model for the many comradess who will similarly facs the heat in ihs
immediats period ahnzad. Most important is his rscognition of the faczt
that in th2 U. S. of 1943 b2ing a Coummunist is not a formality daiired
by membeirship in a socilal-demccratic #C.P.", but rathsr by a prinz lgied
responsilility and undarstending of the Uor? of American Communists ioday
—— the building of a real CP worthy of {the rasspect and support of the

American working class.



2 : spark

[The following statensnt w
-request Ly tne Boro Hall
-

rade Greist state his cri

Boro Eall Section : April 12, 1948
Attention Jack Fine, Organizer

Dear Comrades:

I preomised you a statement of what in my opinion have been some of the
more important errcrs into which our Uarty leadership hassi fallen during
the recent pericds. My basic criticism is that in the instances cited,I
believe that opportunism and bursaucracy have been substituted for Mar-—
xism-Leninism and democratic centralism. I have tried to document my
view with references from Karx ist literature. '

I am of cowrse by no means the only Comrade who has developed dcoubts
with regard to our Paryis course. The Naticnal Comrittes has set July
30, 1948% as the opening da.te for ow National Convention. In the in-
terests of a strong, truly Bolshevixk Party I sincerely trust, that in
the pre-Conventica periocd, the issues which T raise may be the subject
of full and trvly democratic discussion in the Clubs and higher Party
bodies. I fuxther hope tnat, pursuent to the principle of democratic
centralism, the delegates elected and the Conventicnsdecisions taken
will reflect the prevailing opirions of the memberzhip as a result of
these discussionse '

I must of course assume that the Party leadership is wholly sincere in
its estimation thatVwe made these mistakes, and vacillated on a number
of questions, becavse our Party did not always carry forward adequatédy
the seli-criticlsm and seif-correction developed prior to and during
our (1945) Convention so as to examine and improve all phases of our
rass work, especially in developing an effective political struggle
against opportunism,!" (Dennis! Report to the February Plenum,PA, larch
1948, 902471:) ;o = T #

I feel confident,therefore, that my criticisms, despite their severity,
will be welcomed and accepted on their merits as a. contribubiosn to the
struggle against opportunizm within our Party, a fight which must be o
carried on coatinuocusly as a part of the class struggle.

LY ALY
T

WU

On November 30, 1946 at its Atlantic City Convention, the CIO approved
a resolution stating thatt the "delegates resent and reject efforts of
the Commnist Party or other political parties and their adherents to
interfere in the affairs of the Ci0. This Convention serves notice ..
that it will not tolerate suvch interferencel,

This resolution was unanimously supported by delegates who were Party

¥ Now postponed to AUgust 3-5, 1948
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nanbers. CP members on the CI0 Policy Commities helped draft it.  Ben
Gold supported it Iw the nawa of the §F on the voavention floer, and all
tis was done with fthe prisy knoaledge and copsent of CP Labor Secrstary
Williamson, and .was later approved by the Hational Committee. The D.W.
srasted this development as a great labor Victory; YunityY had besen pre-
sarved. Mambers who questionzd it were sharply rsbuked. :

The adoption of this rasolution, and particularly the complicity of
our Party in its adoption, touched off a loung train of paralyzing defeatls
for the Prcogresssive forces in the labor movement. I am prepared to doc-
ument this in considesrable detail, but I assume that by now the facts
are too well known to be questionsd. ©Suffice to say that the voice of
the Progressives has been largely silenced in most CIO unions, nearly
all the Left unions have swung sharply to the right, and the Hright!
unions farther to the right. Many Progressives have besn replaced by
compromisers or out-and-out traitors to the working class. And most of
the Progressives who have retained their jobs have given up all semb-
lance of a program other than an attempt to.gain back some small part
of the loss in real wages caused by inflation, "

; I had a shocking confirmation of this regrassion last summsr, I
was a UOPWA organizer before and during the Brooklyn Trust Strike. Af-
ter all Merrill had resigned, and I assumed that his opportunist line,
based logically enough on the Atlantic City resolution, had gone with
him. I suggested at one point (it was obvious that we couldn't "win"
the strike, ti1at we use the struggle to try to raise the lewel-of
political undsrstanding of the workers. The Union executive to whom I
spoke, a well-known CP member, was shocked at the thought.of such a
‘thing. "That's all Brooklyn Trust neesds to label it a political strike
and increase the police-terror", I was told. Pcsisting, I quoted Lernin
on the importance, the necessity,. of workers learning the political
facts of life through their own struggles. "But," retorted the UOPWA
official, this CP member, "hLenin was never a.trade-unionist." True
enough to be sure if "trade-unionism" is used as a synonym for economim.
But mind you this "Comrade" was arguing for economism and challenging
Lenin's competence.in trade-union affairs.

But therrotten effects of the resolution didn't stop with the in-
ternal disintegration of the unions. In November 1946 the 80th Congress
had just been elected. The réactionary tools of the imperislists were
locking around for the most effective tactics to hog-tie and destroy
the unions in preparing their hoped-for attack on the Soviet Union.

Our Party chose- this precise moment to renounce its vanguard role;
to surrrender without a struggle its right to give ideological, politic—
al, and tactical leadership to the workers in the unions. In doing so
it aise conceded conversely that trade unions have no right to engage
in vpellities, Joyfully the Tafts and Hartleys took their cue. he aniis
Communist and anti-political expenditure provisions of the Taft-Hartley
I:aw are mersly a quite mcderate extension of the very positions which
the CIO with the CP in fullest accord had taken a fow months earlier at
Atlantic City. ; '

No wonder the workers were confused. No wondar that it has since
proven impossible (as in the Penna. by-election, etc.) to mobilize them
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effectively fao a fight to repeal th> Act. Onc moment we tell the wark-
ers we have no right to try Lo infiuence their political views, &nd thc
next wecare dlgmpolfited as a1l hell when they réfuse to accept aur poli-
tical idadarsnid, That's hew opportunism pays off,

The resolution was acclaimed as a "fair compiomise" by our press.
Let's see just how "fair® it was. @hile it purported to put the CP and
the Republocrat identical twins on an equal basis, it did nothing of tis
sort,. Firet it nawes the CP, a minority party by name, and then, merely
to give lipservice to the idea of impartlality, speaks of "other parties™
It hss of course been used solely against tre CP: the political ideas
of "other parties" are regarded as normel and unsx@ptionable. The Repub-
lican and Democratic Parties are bougnt, pald for and controlled by the
blg industrialists and bankers, They are run by the stooges and in the
interests of the capitalist class. Their function is to maintain and
exerciseppolitical, and if nead be physicgl control over the working
class and its.allies for the greater profits of the capitalists, Thes:
parties have unlimited resources at their command and all tie channeks
of public information and propsganda, habitually denied the Communists,
are constantly at their dispesal., Moreover mcst Americans are already
Republicans or Democrats. They have been indoctrinated with capitalist
ldeology from chtldhood, It is woe not they who have the #elling Job to
do. And so it is they not we who can well afford to rest their case
behind a hands~off "no interference" bar.

As opposed to the old parties the CP is tke party of the working
clags; tle leader and defender of the masses. 1t kas no purpose, no
reason for being except to strengthen, to lead and fight for the work-—
ers, to educate, indoctrinate ard increase tle wmilitancy and political
understanding of the workers to the end that they will defeat and over-—
throw the imperialists and take state power with a Worker's and poor
Fermers® Government which will build socialism,

The CIO unions are (or more exactly they should be) workers' org-
anizations, which (excert for their more limited objectives pending fur-
ther education of the workers) have tho same purpose as our omn, And
yet this miserable resolution, which the CP approved and helped to pasd,

enies the right of our Party of the workers equally with the capital~
1st partles who want to enslsve them, to exert politicid infuence in

the unions, "The excuse offered for this incredible betrayal was "unity"
To g0 much as have voted "No" would have split tk CIO, we were warned.
No proof was ever offered, nor could it be, that such was the case. The
actual consequences of surrender were as indicated above, not unity but
greater disunity and a tremendous accleration of the splitting tactics
of the ACTUers and the Trotskyites who have been enabled to take over
bodily or in considerable part key unions like UAW, NHU, NYNG ard alil
too many others, .

. Bétate the "unity" excuse has since become the cover-up for a
wnole series d additional capitulations to the class enemy with regard
to the UN veto, the Marshall Plan, the five coent fare,ctc,, it is worth
while tc examine this argument in soms detall. All the great Marxists
Writers have called for unity: "Workers o the world unite." But all
of them from Marx to Stalin, Tito, Anna Pauker and Togliatti, have coup-
led this demand for unity Wi th the warning that it must be a principled
unity, unity in the workers' interest and in opposition to that of the
capitalis ts,
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It is quite apparent that in unprincipled deals to support the
§nti~Soviet friend &€ +the Polish fascists, Mead; the partner in one of
the 3argest monopoly~capitalist banking firms, Lehman; and the red-baite
ing, Soviet hating, labor faker, O'Dwyer cur leaders have completely
ignecred this basic cendition feor workingclass unity. The same applies
tc cur efforts to sécure organic unity with the AF of L by top-level
agreement, and to our incestuous weoing of the right-wing (miscalled
centrist) leadership of the CI0 long after the treason eof Murray, Carey
& Co. was plainly apperent to. the workers, '

Unity of such a character is aétu&lly unity with the imperialists
and thelr labor stcoges, and a knife in the back of the werkers,

- On the subject of false unity, Zngels had this tc say: "One must
not allow cne-self to be misled by the cry for‘unity'. - Thcse who have
this word mest often on their libs arso those who sew the wmcst dissen-
ticn, just as at present (those) who hava provoked all the spliis sScrem
Tor nothing so much as for unity. (BEngels might well have been writing
of the Atlantic City resolution and its aftermath.;E,.G.) Thess unity
fanatics are either people ¢f very limited intelligénce who want to stir
everything up togdthsr into one nondescript brew, which, the moment it
¥ left to settle, throws-up the differences again in much more acute
Oppogition becaugse they arc now all together in one pot -~ or else they
gie the psople who consclously or unconscicusly -~ want to adulterate
va8 movement, Fcr this reason the greatest sectarians (my emphasis E.G.
end the bigeest brawlers and rogucs are at cectain moments the loudest
shouters for unity. Nobody igéur'lifetime has given us more trouble
and been more trcacherous than the unity shouters.lily empunasis E.G.)
\Letter to Bebel, June 20, 1873, Selected Corregnondence). :

And again Engels writes (Ibid): "0l1d FEdgel F88 already said:'A
‘Party proves itsslf by the fact that it sgplits and can stand the split.!’
(ily empnasis- %.G,) And indeed in striking comtrast to the Atlantic
City disaster, we proved the correctness of tl Engels-Hegel thesis in
the Isacson election. Once the {fallace candidacy forced us to break
with our vacillating right-wing allies and tc support a principled pro-
gram for pecace and the immediate neecds of the workers, we found that
far every defection we had gained ten new supporters among the msses.

Further pursuing the question of unity, in a later letter to Bebel.
Cet, 28, 1882, Engels writes of the split in the French Party: "The
lssue is purely one of principle: Is the strugsgle to be conducted as a
class struggle {original emphasis) < the proletgriat agairst the bour~
Ezeoisle, or is it to be permitted that in good opportunist style the
clasg character of the movement, togeter with the program, are every-
wtere to be dropped where there 1s a chance of winning more votes, more
adudrents, by this means?" '

Lenin too was emphatic in declaring that a powsrful working-class
movement cannot be forged except on the badis of agreement on sound
Varxist ideology:"#=The proletariat can become ard will inevitably be-
come an invineible force only when its ideological unity round the prin~
cip_les of Marxlsm is consolidated by tle material unity of an organiza-
tion which unites millions of toilers in the army of the woPking class.'
(ONE STEP FCRWARD: TVO STLPS BACKWARD,Selected Works, Vol. II, p. 465)
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In his repat to the Seventh CI Congress Pimitroff said: "In coun-
tries where big Red and reformist trade unions exist side by side, ef-
forts must be made to secure thseir amalgawation on an equal footing, a
on the dasis ¢ a platform of struggle against the offensive € capltal
and a guarantee of trade union democracy."' Note the conditions of
class struggle and demooracy which he interposes for unity. Later in
his report he spoke again of the necessity to "establish unity in the
trade union movement both hationally and internstionally on the basis
of the class struggk and trade union democracys(His emphasis.)

Today tke "offensive of capital"” means red-baiting ard the Marshall
Plan. Thus Dimitroff specifically rules out any "dnity" baséd on the
acceptance o these tactics of the imperialists o thelr trade union
handy-men, As for trade union democracy, it was dealt a crippling blow
by the Atlantic City resolution, which denied the right & free speech
in the unions to class-conscious workers.

American exceptionalism is supposedly dead and yet, usudlly in a
new guise, I hear it preached by a surprisingly large number of well-
informed Comrades who are seeking some formula to justify opoortunist
revision ¢ Marxist-Leninist principles. Not space (America vs. Europe,
as with Lovestone, but time is the new catalyst which, to hear them tell
it, transforms the basic truths of Marx and Lenin into their cppogites
and mkes it necessary fo us in 1948 to reevaluate principles, which
while sound enough in 1848 or 1917, have lcst their meaning in the post-
World War 1II period,

trangely though, Anna Pauker still has the same old-fashioned
ideas on the question of principled unity that I have quoted from
Engels, Lenin and Dimitroff, In the Cominform o gan, FOR A LASTING
PTACE, FC(R A PEOPLE'S DIMOCRACY, Jan, 15, 1948 she writes: "Obviously
tre united front (in Roumania) was not, ard o uld not be, an idyll,
far we have never worshipped cooperation fa the sake & cooperation,
but as an agreement on a matter of principle. An incorrect conception
prevailed, not only in the ranks of the Social Democratic Party, but
in Communist Party, which threatened to sacrifice principles far the
sake of overlooking mistakes in order not to spoil relations, Such an
attitude could only be harmful., "Strict adhererce to m inclple on ques-
tions of the united front was all the more important singe the Soclal-
Democratic Party had still tcket rid of its ballast of the mst." I
should 1ike to commend this analysis of Couwrade Pauker's to our Nation-
al Committee as a frame of reference for sow of our own Third Party
decisions. ‘

Marshal Tito in his speech to the Second Congress « the People's
Front € Yugoslavia, Sept. 27, 1947, explained the difference between
the Yugoslav Pecple's Front and less successful ones elsewhere as fol-
lows: "It constiuted a powerful monolithic unity fao the very reason
that 1t did ndt include wavering and reactionary party leaderships,”
(ily emphasis-E.G.) In other words as Lenin had put it, thelr organiza-
tional unity was based on ideological unity.

And finally on the subject of principled unity and the dangers of
opportunism I will quote Palwmird'Bogliatti's Report to the Sixth Con-
gress of the Communist Party & Itdly in Janusry of this year., He stau-
ed that : "The greatest danger threatening us during the past two years
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was, and is now, the danger of opporitunism, We must know vhere to draw
the 1line between the pellcy of unity and the policy of capitulation;
and undzr no civevmatances whnabsosver can the Party decline to defend

its progrol and its sims, (My emphasis.—B.G.)

?€?ﬂaps 1t was just asswell that Max Weiss was unable toc attend the Ita-
lian Party Consress,. I can well imagire that what Comrade Togliattl and
Othwers might have told him about the unprincipled "unity" desls of our
Party, not only on tie Atlantic City rasolution, but on the Marghall
Plan, the fare hike, fallure ko support the French and Italian strikes
and a host of other cases would have made the ears of every right-think-
ing Party mewber burn with shame; that is if thes were ever reported
back. As a matter of fact it seewmed to me not a little strange that the
State Department’s failure to issue Weiss a passport (applied for about
a month earlier) was never mentioned in the DW, and apparently not ever
protested, until the Congress was in cession, Even if the publicity had
prodded the State Department into action (as happened in Magil's case)
it was too late then for Weiss to have attended. Perhaps it wag planned
that way. - : ‘ '

As I have pointed out, theffalse and utterly opportunist "unity" (with
the reactionaries) dodge, once psrfected at Atlantic City, has been
used to justify one retreat after amother, It was usecd at the N.Y. Stae
CIO Convention in Sept. 1947 when the CP delegates voted to condemn the
"the excessive use of the veto power” by the Soviet Unlon and to amend
the UN Charter to pevent it. I do not pronose to defend the Boviet
Union to CPUSA, so I will mercly state that the vote of these Comrades
was anti-Soviet Union, anti-peace, anti-United Nations, since the UN cof
course could not survive such an zmendment, and finally anti-Cowmunist.
This action was defended in the DW by wmembers of the Natlonal Board.

It (the fake unity argument) was used at the National CIO Conventlon al
Boston, And the CP dele@ates'voted for an ambiguous resolution that, in
the context of Marshall?s speech to thé delegates and the ovation which
they gave him, everyone knew was actually in support of the Marshall
Plan. And t¥ssa Comrades voted for it unanimously. It was pure hypo-
crisy for them to try later to squirm out of their respongibility, on
the ground that the resolution spoke of aid without political strings.
The real prrposss of the Marshall Plan were already well-known. They
had been fully exposed by Molotov when the Soviet Union withdrew from
the original Paris Conference. Is i1t too much to expect the CFPUBA to
iearn that Molotov does not talk through his hat? Also congressioral
and administration leaders including Truman had stated in So many meords
that the latter would not propose, nor the former enact into law a1y
European Aid Plan except one which would serve (they hope) to contvain
Communism. Again we have unity with the imperialists and lhelr agenta
in the CIO at the exp nse of unity with the Soviet Union and the wori-
ers of Europe ard the world. Foster admits in the DVW that it was wrong,
it Williamson gave the orders. ; ‘

The same thing happened with variatiéms at other CIO state conventionse.
Inn California Bridges had enought forces to elect his own skate of of~
ficers, but the Party members voted solidly for the Marshall Plan just
the gare. In Hew Jersey, if my information 1s correct, (Comrade Fine
challenged this,.and while I think I am rights I haven'ttbesn able to
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verify it yet) a prominent Party member frcm District 4, introduced_the
resolution in support of the P, and thke Conventlcen voted that no can-
didate opposing the MP cculd have CIC support in the elzsctions.,. When
despite this appeasement (cr more lilely because of it) the rightwing
ma jority refused to elect Jim licLeish, the CP members walkad cutb in
high dudgeon. Here at last was a matter of "principle" that they would
fight for, ;

The Marshall Plan ig the most critical issue in the world teday. Aleng
wizh the atom bemb, it is the main reliance of American imperlalism in
1tg of fensive to enslave Burope and the world. It was primarily to co-
ordinate the fight against the P that the Cominfcrm was organized.
Meanwhile CPUSA, the Party of the aggressor nation, nt only refuses
to affiliate, but actually thumbs its nose at the Nine Party Informa-
ti on Bureau throuzh %@8 ananimous vote of its top unicn leaders at CIO
Conventions sll cver W country in favor of the Marshall FPlan for ag-
gression. : G '

Tmitob@athn PAA1US9-ef the CP to oppose the MP in fact, desplte llp-
sepvyice in the DW was quickly capitalized on by the State Department.
Phil Murray, toasting the unanimous backing of all Americal labor, mads
a speech in which he "proved® the disintercsted, humanitarlan, non-pc-
1itical character of the MP by the simple statement: "If this were a
program of erslavement of free peoples we would noi support it." (P,
Dec. 8, 1947.) This speech was recorded and beamed to Europe in 23 lan-
guages by the Voice of America. Thus the unanimous vote at Beston mads
possible an insidicus and lying campalign of misrepresentation by the
State Department of the true aims of the MP to confuse and divide the
workers of Europe at the very moment when the Cominform was organlizirg
the fight against American imgerialist aggression. Cbviously ¥illiam
Green could not perform this Judas function, and neither could Murray
and Carey except with our consent and loyal collaboration,

If the workers of France and Italy were decelved by Murray and Carey
and thus weakened in their magnificent struggles, it was precisely be-
cagse they had faith in the CP leaders in the CIO and judﬁed the MP by
their acceptance of it. So instedd of the boasted "unity" at Boston,
the real accomplistment has been to help disrupt the trade union move-
ment of Western Europe and to split the WFIU.

The whole performance of our Party on the Atlantic Clty resolutlon, on
the UN veto resolution and on the Marshall Plan would seem 1o raise
pertinently the question as to whether or not we do not need despera-
tely the advice and counsel of the Communist Parties of Europe, which
are also fighting American imperialism, but on the receiving end, It 1s
one thing if we make mistakes which impair the strength of our Farty
and of the American working class, although we can agree that that is
a matter of the most serious concern, But it 1s quite sonething else
again when by our appprtunist policies we persi st in throwing monkey
vrenches, as in the instances above noted, which interfere vi th the
struggles that other parties are making +0 maintain peach and to pre-
serve the independence of their peoples.

I do feel very strongly indeed therefore that we shoudd, if not form-
ally affiliate with the Cominform, at least consudt with it fully and
coordinate our common fight against American agaression and war-mon-
gering., It is plain that to date this has rnot becn done.
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T believe also that it was a major erra to mke the shot-gun de-
cision not to affiliate without full consultation vwith the membership,
without the National BozZrd so much as tipping their hats to the princi-
rles of democratic centralism., Nor am I in accord with ths reason glven
by the Board for it s action, In his report to the 9 Party Conference
last Sentember, Comrade Zhdanov stated that: "The need of consultation
and veluntary coordination of the activities «f the separate Parties is
ripe, especially now waen &ontinued isolation may lead to the weaken-
ing of mutual understanding, and at times, even to serious errors."His
viords were indeed prophetic of our owm experlsnce in the months that
fcllowed. Our faillure to fulfill our obligations to the working-class
in connection with the Marshall Plan, Uz N, veto and the French and Jia
Ttalian strikes testifies convincingly to the correctness of Zhdanov's
anzlyss . _

Yot in the face of this experience our reply to the Cominform's
bid +to us to. join has been in effect: We can't assoclate ourselves
with the strong, incorruptible Parties of Europe in our common fight
against the Marshall Plan because our imperialist masters would nd ap-
prove. They would (and I quote tke Board's statement),; "seize upon
such action as a pretext for new provocations ard represzsions.” Sure
the imperialists will like us better if we don't affiliate. Like us
better because they fear us less, But #¥lll they btherefare be more len-
ient toward us ar our --ideas? On the contrary they will increase their
provocations as te record shows. Our craven surrender on affiliation
was preclesely the signal for the stepned up eampazign ¢ deportation and
terrorization against alien Communists and suspected Reds. That's the
way appeasement works. _ '

The reason given by the Board, and more roecently confirmed by the
National Compittee, 1S actually an argument for liquidation of the -
Party. If we are justified in refusing to afflliate because our refus-
al vi1ll asswmge the wrath of the bow geoisie, think how much kappier
still we could make them, and how much greater security we might buy
fr ourselves (we hove) were we to disband the Party altogether. It is
also the argument habltually advanced by company union acabs to persuae
the workers that they shouldn't affiliate with say the CIO. "Zhe boss
w111l be nicer to you and give you a bigger ralse if you don't. join
that red outfit) they whine, Well tke workers far the mastt part know
better. They know that militant solidarity with other workers means
greater strerigth and greater gains, Only the Comrades of the National
Committee have yst to be convinced of this badlc fact. Our affiliations.
alliances, slogans, our policies and tactics must be determined, neither
by the anger ncr the wishes of the bourgeolisie (nor ¢ their agents lin
the lebor movement), but by the heeds and agpirations of the workers
and their allies. Wé cannot win the masses to our standard by crawling
on owr bellies. This ig what Marx and Engels meant when they wrote in
Eh! Communist Manifesto whose 100th Anniversary we are no celebrating:

The Communists disdain to conceal their views and alms, They openly
declare that their ends can be attained only by the faorcible overthrow
of 311 existing social conditions...:. (Such a bold assertlon of the
Party's independent position I8 not only congistent with the m&st ener-
getic sponsorship of a democratic, anti-war 3rd Party, but is indeed an
indispensable concomitant of any successful Pacople's Coalition, asg
Dimitroff plainly stated at tke Seventh CI Congress.)
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The French Communigst Party has recently set up classes for the
syetematic political edusatliormol ity Cerirol Committea, May I suggest
that our National Coummitiee wigirs o wall o folle tha Frencn example,
and that tle Comnunist lanife&to e made required roacing this arniver-
enry year, Marx' and Engels’ proud and timeless rallylng-cry, ¥ Torkers
of the world unite," must not be made conditional to the kind permis-
gion of the American imperialists., s -

1 = " 5 . #

Since writing meet of the-above I have read Dennis' and William-
son's Plenum Reports in-March-Political Affairs and of course Dennia'
earlier report in the DI, Tn- the-remainder of this critique 1 shall-
comment on thesse reports, particularly with reference to guestions of c
criticism and selif-criticlsa wvaich they raise. It B cncouraging to
learn that these leading Coamrades aclmowledge even if somewhatl. grudg—-
ingly some & the apnalling errors in the Party's trade union policies
during the recent peried, although naturally Iocking the:stable door
at this Ja te date cannot bring back the stolen .orses. Agreement with
the anti-Soviet veto resolution at the NY State Convention by the

Left forces", ¥illiamson terms 'h major mistake", inaa single sentence
and without other @cmment. The Marshall Plan vote at Boston was, om
morée mature consideration, he thinks, an error; but there were extenu-
ating circumstances. ' ' ' T

Since Comrade Dennis' report indicates that the Plenum was evalu-
ating the period since the 1945 Convention, 1t 1s significant that noit
neither Williamson nor Deunis even mention the daddy of all the trade
union bonersg, the red-baiting zresolution at Atlentic City, At most
7illiamson may be said to touch on 1t obliquely and in generalized forc
waen he says:"Throughout the years, at CIO Conventiocns and Executive
Board medtings, the L&ft failed to assert 1is owm initiative and fight
for its owm position. There was always a fear - and wrongly so - that
fighting for one's own postion, and registering it on major questions
by vote, would break up the coalition.” Even-aside from this conspicu-
cus omission, the Williamson and Dennis reports appear to me to be.
very inadequate as self-criticism for the following reasonsi

(1)i7illiamson minimizes and isolates those few speciflc errors
which he does admit(i.e., the U.N. anti-veto resolution, and the Mare—
shall Plan votes at the National and California State Conventions =
that's all) by failing to evaluate their consequences; by failing to
relate them to the worsened position of the workers in this country or ¢
 the worsened rclations between the trade unlon movement of this country

on the one hand srd the European workers and tie Sov&et Union on the
other, for which these tactics are to an important degree responsibles
For the most part moreover he states the admitted errors generically,
as bad tendencies, but without giving specific gxamples, which would
Bermit the reader to estimate their lmpact on the workers'. struggles.
Thus he admits error in bad compromises, in failure to state and fight
fa our own position, and too exclusive attention to top level relatims
in coalitions., These things are undoubtedly true, but their admission
does nct constitute an snalysis., It is to be hoped however that we wil.
now be spared the nauseous exhortations to unprincipled "unity" and
"unity or else" with which Dennis, Foster ané Bittleman have regaled

usg in recent years.
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(2)¥o0 one could guess from Tilliamson's statement that these mig-
takes have been a major factor in demebilizing the arganizational
strength and militancy of the labor movement in the face df the offen—
sive of Americesn imperialism, Nor that as a result  the disparity
botween Party preaclment on the one hand and Party actions in the trade
unions on the other, American workers who have lcoked to us for leader-
have become confugsed, and European warkers have ccncluded not unnaturale
1¥ that American trade unionists are traitors to the working class,
("Our unionists wust scem like scabs to the French and Italian workers.,"
Gegrgs Merris: DV, Dec. 7, 1947, p.10.)

(B)By thus listing-some but only mme of the errors of trade union
policy 1n the recent period, out of context, in a vacuum so to speak, (a
strictly anti-dlalectical approach which serves an anti-materialist end)
7illiamson-succeeds in making them appear of mi:or - -importance and mere
or less lsolated. But:-Dennis takes over from there. He states categor-
lcally.(P,A, Mar.'48,"p, 218):"No one can obscure the fact that ths -gen-
eral.political line of ow Party has been and-is corrcct”,and"generally
-speaking there has been.a correct apnlication & the Party's line and
tactics,". .Whatever mistakes have been made are- thus mere pecadillos in
the official view, Policies, nov conceded to be imaorrect, which have
contri_buted to the virtual -liguidation-cf karge sections of the labor
mevemert as instruments of the working class, are dismissed as details
Which in no way impugn the basic correcthess of the Party line, '

: (4)In the final paragraphs of his report Williamson states correct-
ly that the key to great progress in our trade union work lies in con-
nacting the workers struggle with the building € the Third Party. But
this is true only if we can avold, both in our 3rd Party work and in our
trade union activities the twin errors of tailism to the petty- bourgeoi-
Sie and failure openly to state the Party's independent position, for
fear (wrongly Williamson ncw concedes) of disrupting 'lnity." However his
conclG8ion that we "have the opportunity to make a great step fa ward"
has an unreal and Pollyanna ring, in the absence of any recognition of
the objective fact: that the trade union movement dedpite its numbers,
has in the past two years suffered catastrophic defeats (due in no small
part to bad leadership by the Vansuzrd Party) which hlms reduced its
ldeolgikieadl and moral prestige t@ the level of tme period before 1937,

T5)Neither Tilliamson nor Dennis attempts to exXplain how errors so
plainly in contravention of Marxist~Leninist principles could have been
decided upon and later approved and defended by the National Board.
Lenin pointed out that revisionism is never the result of individual
ldiosyncrasy, but reflects rather the influence of bourgeois ideology.
The members of the National Board and of tle National Committee are all
literate people, who have had Tetter than an average opportunity to ac-~
quaint themselves with Iarxist-Leninist theory. : o

(6)The errors which we have been discussing are, without exception.
opportunist errors, il.e. rightist deviatio_ns from the Marxist-Leninist
line, I tthink it s significant therefore to note that wvhile this has
been going on, Dennis,Foster,Bittleman et al have been constantly pro-
claiming their determination to guard against "errors either of the rig
right or of the left". Nevertheless hundreds of comrades have been exw
pelle d as "left renegades" since Browder was unhorsed at the instance
of the French Party, but none so far as I know {and at most very few)
because of opnortunism. If our leadership has itself succumbed to oppor
tunism, it is of course understandable that they should.be lenient with
opportunists on other Party levels, >
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(7) In this connection it is important for us te recall that the
presen® Natlincunzl Hoord and National Sommitiee are the same Comrades who
fouund it quite pozgible - a l1ittle while back to swallow Drowdcr's Tehe-
ran thesis of " progressive capitalism". Hany or most of then a few
years carlier required energetic prodding from the CI to rescue them
from the Lorelel of Lovestone!s American Exceptlonalism,., And there are
a?S? gsome few whe exhibited their penchant for iight revisionism under
G}t;ow. In view of the approaching Party Convention and elections, I
think these facts shculd be given the most sericus consideration and
discussion by all Party members. - oag B e g

- (8) It is not in order in a statement of this kind to attempt to
define the principles of Bolshevik Criticism and self-criticism. Suf-
fice to-say that-no proper definition of such criticlism can be satis-
fied by an ex parte statement of the National Bcard passing jJudgment
upon the actions and policies of the National Board, There must be in-
dependent discussion and criticism in the clubs and branches, criti-
cism which is concretizaed and passed on without distortion to the high-
er ‘Party bodies and finally to the National Committee to form the basls
for its conclusions, In the absence of such real self-criticism, the
self-evaluations with which the National Board indulges us inevitably
“tehd to become, as in the present imstance, mere apologla for the
Board's conduct. And this is more certain to bc the case, when as at
present, Party electlons are in the offing. Members,of the Board and of
the Natlonal Committee naturally wish to have thelr past actions viewsd
in a favorable light, their errors discussed with a minimum of critical
acerbity, o ; S y BE .

(9¥ All of this is of course human and understandable if not Bol-
shevik, It seems to me however that Comrade Dennis hzs attempted to set
up-a road-block to discourage and hamper, if not to revent, real self-
criticism, First he asserts (D7 Feb. 11,{48) that :"there is a correct
Party 1line and --there has been a correct appllication of the Party's
main 1line and tactics". Ipse dixit. So what is there for the lower
bodies or the rank and file to discuss? The decision hasg been takan;
the verdict 1s in,. For that wmatter why hold a conventlon? @
: .But for members who do not readily take a hint, he adds this fur-
ther warning: "Nor are we golng to tolerate for one second the efforts
of a handful of irresponsiblé elements to exploit our errors and weak-
negses for factlonal purposes,” Naturally no one 1s going to condonse
irresponsible elements or factionalists. Butrby a coincidence this
statement appeared in the same D7 article in which Dennis announced for
the first time the date of the forthcoming Party Conventlon, with 1ts
constitutionally decredd discussion period. "Irresponsible slements"
and “factional purposes" are vague terms which can be interpreted to
wmean almost anything. In the context of Comrade Dennis' remarks for in-
atance bthey could apply to any Comrade who subjects the Party's errors
in the recent Eriod, admitted or c¢therwise, to incisive criticiam
 based on Bolshevik principles. And yet any other kind of criticism 1s
useless, We can't afford to go easy on leaders who continually. stray
into the marsh of opportunism. The basic loyalty of Communists 1s and
must be to Marxist-Leninist principles., "] eaders”™ who give those prin-
ciples lip-service while preparing to bury them are noi entitled -to ow
support or our deference, It was Karl Marx who said: "Ruthlessness 1s
the first requisite of criticism," - - ' x U e T :

If it is not Comrade Dennis' intention to stifle in the pre-Con-
vention period criticism of the Natlonal Board's mistakss by intimida-
tion, he owes 1t to the membership (1) to define the terms "{rrespon-
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gible peraons" and "factional purposes®, and (2) to tell ud who is go-
ing to decide in any glven case who ig irresponsible and what 1s fac-
tional. Otherwise the threat cof dlsclplinary action will be held over
+he head of every member of lesser rank than the National Committee,
who may wish to exXercise his constitutional right and obligation %o
particlipate in the discussion in any capaclty cuve that of a sycophant.
Since Comrade Dennis has already stated that lack of adequate criticism
and seli-criticlsm has been responsible for our recent, errors, full
guarantees to the meuwbership on this point will be an earnest of his
determination and that of the National Board to stamp out opportunism
in the future conduct of the Party's affairs, '

(10) One of the chief purposes of Bolshevik criticism 1s not only
to admit and correct past errors but to ~prevent them from being re-
peated, To accomplish this, the individuals or Party bodies responsible
must be determined and their culpability assessed. The"self-criticism"
of Comrades Dennis and Williamson is notably free of any such evalua-
tion, And for good reason too. For on whom could these leading Cemrades
and the National Board for whom they were repcrting, pin the blams saw
on themselves? The grievsous errors into which they have led the Party
are their responsibility and theirs alonse, for they have not consudted
the Party membership in advance with regard to any important decislon
since the 1945 Convention, despite solemn pledges at the time of that
Convention to do s80. : -

(11) How serious a matter this is, and to what degree it was held
regponsible for the opportunism of the Browder period may be Judged
from the revort of no less an authority than Eugene Dennig himselrf,
then a candidate for Party office, at the itime of the 1945 Conventlon,

Said Comrade Dennis: "Our errors arose because in our leading.
committees and methods of work we have not yeh established genulne
democracy and collective work. We have tended to fall into the bdrap of
formal democracy and self-adulation. 7we have confused the forging of
firm, unbreakable Communist umity with the creatlon of synthetic unity
which curtailed criticism and self-criticism-which separated the lead-
ership from the membership, and failed to draw most of our trade union
cadres and the entire membership into the fullest formulating and exe-
ecuting of policies. This has played no small role in feeding and pro-
longing opportunism and bureaucratic methods of leadership and work" .~
(The Worker, July 1, 1945.) 3

Dennis now speaks (DW, Feb, 11, 148) "of correcting our mkatakes
and weaknesses-AS 7E HAVE BETN AND ARE DOING".(His emphasis) Yet the
admitted causes of our current opportunism are precisely the same as
those to which he ascribed the Browder debacle. Just what Have we been
doing? o :

In order to correct these mistakes, Dennis proposed in his 1945
report that: "It 1s essential to institute everywhere, full inner
Party democracy based upon the principle of democratic centralism. For
one thing it is necessary to put an end to that practice yhere new and
major policles Zrs suddenly and without. ® nsultation tarust upon cur
membership, and often upon the National Committee and the Board, as
the 1ine and settled decisions of our Association." (My emphasis—E.G,)

In the period since the 1945 Corwention various important
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decisions, some of them major, have been made by the Party, fateful de-
cLslons on questions d trade union pelicy, the decision to postpone
E?e National Convention, the decision on affiliation with the Nine
eiyty Informatlion Bureau to mention only a few. In no case was the mem-
bershlp consulted in advance, or for the most part at all.

That a constrast between the wrords of Eugc.e Dennis, candidate,
and. the zctlong of Bugene Dennis, chief executive officer d¢f the CPUSAYZ
Unity of thecry and practice indeedl How is it possible for the mezbere
ship to continue to vwelieve in or trust a leadership which treats with
such brazen and cynical contempt its solemn promises to 1is members?

" A real Communist Party never iles. tc the werkers. Stalin sald:

A Party tkat conceais the truth from the people -a Party that fears
light 'and criticism,; % not a Party but a cligue of frauds, doomed to.
failure,(Leninism, Vol,. I, p. 17239“ If: our Party has again fallen into
serious opportunist errors, is it nd - precisely becauss our leadership
(the same Comrades whc made the same mistakes under Browder) gave 1ip-—
service to inner-~Party democracy but in practice denied 1t? . Obviously
our leadership s no confidence in the workers. It has lost faith in
its own members, and continues to make the same cppertunis t mistakes.
(along with a few new ones) over . and over because it will not submit
to their judgement. " ¢

"The seriousness of a Party", said Lenin, "may be judged by its
abllity to learn from its own mistakes."”" If our Party is ever to be-
come a serious Party, capable of acceptiing its responsibllities ad the
Bolsghevik Party of the aggressor nation, it.is, Comrades, very difficult
to gse now we can continue to accept a leadership, whlch has repeatedly
proved its incompetence according to Lenin's-8tandards, _

Wy Comradely youwrs,
- Ellwood (Woody) Griest
% % %

Comrade Griest will be glad to hear from any
‘Brooklyn Comrade’'in or out of the CGEUSA who
wants to join the fight for a bona fide Com-~

"~ munist Party. He may be. contacted by write-
ing to him at 821A Union Street, Brocklyn. P

June SPARK will carry the rest. of . the PR Club's discussion of Harrison
Georga’s "CRISIS IN THE C.P,U.S.A." We have regretted the postponement
but have considered it. important to present important examples of the
revolt against opportunlsm In the C.P. SPARK will be glad to send yocu
emtra coplas of the recent statemsntg,. - -
. SPARX SUBSCRIPTIONS
{4 1 5311 send SPARK § (minimum 32; every month for:
SPARK (monthly), NEW TIMES (weekly), Cominform Organ (bimonthly)
New statements, other publications, reprints, ctc.
OR: ( ) I am sending %1.50 for a year's sub to SPARK,
( ) I am sending % for NT7 TIMES (weekly) @ 15¢.
) I am sending 3 — for the Cominform Organ (bimonthly) @ 10¢.
flease make money orders and checks payable to Cash or PR Club only.
NAME @ ’

ADDRESS ;
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Letter ©0 Branch Orsanizer/
Avril 29, 1948

r

v - - ]
b K gnett of J.L"?.:..'._-i!..Q You hiava re gus
's Execuviva Comaittes tuat I supinit at o

”hy I w
Vhy 1 s

to remain a uembher of thes Comnunist Party, and
11ttad : nnin
Tormal pre-Convention disec

ish
1011 ms oriar t. ths Pbegim
< 1

o . - - “ ti 2. Ta . E - '3
You alse remindad me that.rirst.thing the Party thinks of upon raceiv-
ing such a commuaication is =2xpuision.

My rsason for wishing to remain a wmambar of the Communist Party is a
vary simple one: I gm a Ccumunist, and I have been one for a good many
years. moraovvr I trj to act l+ie a Communist in whatsvsr situation

I find mys2lf. I give wy fukil loyal_ty to the principles of Marxism-
Leninism, and I try to tas bsst of my ability to apply those prin-
cipl_es to today's problaas, inclminb the fight against opportunism
within the Party. If that f¢uﬂt orings ne iabo ouposwtlon to "leadzprs"
who have con51st=ncly forsaksn kiarzism-Laninisw for opportunism, under
Bovestone, undsr Browdsr, and now unuar Dsnnis, than so much the battar..

Opportunists in thz Party and in the labor wovauent zr: ths hiddan
allizss of tn2 impsrialists,who confuse, divide and w2aksn ths worksrs,
as our racent past history abundantly shows. I want to ramain in the
Party in ordzsr to help correct errors'which havs arissn, as Dennis
statzu to th: Fabruary Plenum, bacausz of inau2quate. szlf-criticisam,

and to davelop (in Dennis' worus) Yan afresctiva political struggle
aga_inst opportunls*“, which, as Dennis n2r2 admits and as I hava at-
t=mpn ¢ to document in my r2port, has been lacking in th2 racant psrioa.

Your sz2cond qLDSblOH, as to why I submittsd uy criticisus baforz the
start of th2 formal prs-Convantion discussion pariod, carriss ths im-
plication that criticism is p:rm*551oLn and propsr only during cartazin
w23lks at twu or tuarsa yz2ar 1n arvals.

Lifz doz2s not weit upon a laggar& Party to catch up iv.ith its own zrrors.
Ine constitutionally dacresu discussion pariows arz indsa2d a prooar

Time for evaluation of Party policiz=s. 3But ncuhsrz in the Party Comsii.
stitution or in Harrist litsraturz can any support bz found for th=z
tnesis that criticism and s2li-criticism should vz confinzd to thosza
periods. Dannis hims2lf, in dsploring the lack of adequate criticism
and s2lf-criticism sincn thz 1945 Convantion as thz causa of our r=cent
errors, completely damoiished any such contantion.

The 1945 Convantion was, mor=zovar, 2xpiicit on this point "The in-
coning” National Committse ana Board, by sxampls, and with ths activs
assistancs of th=s membersanip, (Liy =mpha515.-b G.) must undsrtaks an
ideological and - organizational struggiz to root out all vastigas of
burssucracy, anc b2 constantly on guard against ralapszs to old
bureaucratic mathods of work and onoortunlutlc p“act1035, which could
onily obstruct the most rapid and complate corrzcticn of our ravisionist
errors." (Convantion Rasolution, Part II, Ssc. 6, July 1945.) It is
difficult to s2e how membars can randar quS"aCt“V“ assistance" in
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purging the Party of bhureaucrary and - opporiunism, if it:ris impermissible

for them to ofizr weli-documznited criticisms to the Executive Committae

of their own Ciibs. | - Pear2delyuyours,

: ' Eliwood (Woody) Griest

P <

IIT

7 /0n Hay 18th, Comrade Griest was informed of t@e meeting
on ey 1l9th. This turned out to be a trial at which Com-
rade Griest was expelled. Following are his notes on that
meeting./ :

]
e
i

THOSE PRESENI: 19 or 20 persons, including Jack Fine, Section Organizer,
two unidentified Comradss presvmably from the County, and about 16 mem-
bers of tha Plaza Club including myself. .

PROCEDURE: Wy case was taken up as the main point on the agenda under
the head: "A Political Discussion". The chair related the chronology
leading to-.the submission of my report. At his request I then read the
report. Jack Fine stated that the report had besn discussed att a Sec-
tion Committee meating in which a memper from the State 0ffice (and ap-
parently also somecne from the County) had participated. A Comrade Ad
had, he stated, spent sevsral weeks in preparing a r=ply, which had uan-
animously adopted. Comrade Fine then read this document which, he av-
erred, was a definitive answer to my criticisms.

After a discussion vhich lasted 30 or 4O minutes, a Comrade, whom
I judged to be from the County, took the floor and stated that ths time
for positive action had come. In a tense atmosphere he demanded that I
denounce my report as an anti-Party, anti-wcrking class document or be
expelled forthwith., He put this in the form of a motion, and it was
passed unanimously with me abstaining. The Ssction and County Comradss
stood up and faczd the meseting the better to detect possible back-slid-
ers. undisciplined enoughtto abstain.

I was then questioned as to my willingmess to denounce unraserved-
ly my report a_nd my action in submitting it. I repli=d that it is guise
possible that I may be mistalken as. to certain iacts or conclusions iz
my report; that I am entirsly conscious of my fallibility, and am eagsr
to make any corrections which might be indicated by a study of the Sec-
tion documesnt and a resxamination of the facts. I requested that the
Section permit me to sse a copy of their statemen®t. This was dznied me
angrily. I must denounce and deuny in toto the validity of my criticisms,
and irmediately, I was told. ©Since such-a denial would have committed
me to a lie, I told tham that the answer was an wngualified NO. I was
accordingly expelled by unanimous voie (two abstentions including my
own) and was requested to leave the meeting.

THE SECTION'S REPLY TO WY REPORT - General. (I can of course only para-
phrase most-.of thes statements, since I was not permitted to sez the
Section documesnt, and had to prepare my reply while taking long-hand
notes.)

The main argument of thz Szction's answar, which required zbout
half an hour to read, and which I was-.rsquired to accept as a ccanleis
rafutation of all criticisms of the Party and its leadarship contailncd
in my rsport, on pain of sxpulsion, was as follcws:

Following victory of ths United Nations in World Var II, the wunity
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of the victorious powsrs was quickly dissipaied, and the national unity
which had permitted cooperatiion of capital and the working class in the
interest of thz war effort disappearéd. The imperialist war-mongers
soon started aa all out offepsivs ageinst the workers! living standards,
wheir trade union organizations, and the civil liberties on the domes-
tic front; and in foreign affairs to reducz the countries outside the
Soviet bloc to the status of colonial fiefs, and to weaken and sventu-
ally dsstroy the Soviet Uniorn. In the face of this cffensive the Amer-
ican working class was amfworited with enormous difficulties, and has
naturally suffered soms defpats. Due however to the correct policies
(with negligible axceptions), the hercic efforts and the nagnificent
leadzrship of CPUSA, the working class has been abtle to maingain its
positions with a minimum of setbacks, and is now preparing to advance
and uefeat ths class enemy. A considerable part of the report consisted
of this Deanisssque self-aduwlation.

The coundlusion was of course that only a conscious disrupter and
ensmy of the working class would submit a document ignoring the glor-
ious struggies and epochal accomplisnments of the Vanguard Party to
cavil at minor, excusable errors, to falsely accuse the Party when it
has bzen fcllowing gesnerally correct policies, and to attempt to dest=or
roy tne confidence of the Party in its great leaders, who %have been sc
fuily tested in the firs of the Peopla's strugglest, _

According to the Section the purpese of. my report to discredit the
Party was. carried out by the following methods:

(1) By picking on some small flaw, exaggerating it shamelessly to
make it appear like a mountain, and then elevating the specific error
into the role of a general policy. :

)By failing to distinguish betwaen the Party!'s corrsct policy - ;
and Iincorrsct-appiications of that -policy.- -tA11 the-trade union errors
which I.ciscussed -belong-in-this category. Only a perfectionist appa-
rently would complain of this lack of unity of theory and practiczs.-LG)

(3) I have no positive program for correcting the alleged errors
except to remove the Party's leadership. ("I don't think I am fit to
take their place", Fine shouted at me, Yand I'Wi Goddam sure you are'ntl
While I fully agree with him on both counts, I am at a loss to under-
stand why he should confine the possible choice of new leadars so nar-
rowly. I rsminded him of Lenin's remark in a similar situation: "It is
better to have inexperisncad leadsrs than loaders who arz experiencad
in-opportunism.%) -E.G,) - e S : o
S liy-criticism is completely subjective. I fail to taks into con-
sideration the objective situation, the rsd-baiting hysteria, the of-

fensive of the reactionaries on all fronts.

(5) iy report is not criticism at all; it is a wholly slandarous
attack upon the Party and its trusted leadership, which has the sinis-
ter and political purpos:z of disrupting the Progressive movement.

THE SECTION'S RSPLY #% SPACIFIC ACCUSATIONS.

Following ars some of the specific points raised by Com. Fine. I
a2 not sure in some casss whether the statemsnt in quastion was part
of the Section's document, read by Fine, or a r.amaerk made by Fine on
his own. .

In sp2aking of the "expected gap® batwsen correct Party policies
and thelr application, he admitted that it was wrong for ths CP dele-
gatas at the Atlantic City Convention not to navs aisassociated them-
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themselves from the "no inktzrfersnea" rasolution. He claimed that the
Party tried to gzt them to Go so, but that it "couldn't control them.m

(A Comrade, vho was a delegats at Atlentic City, vith-whom I have dis-
cussed the matter, says this simply isn't so. And furiher, since Ben
Cold nelpsd draft tihe resolution and supported *+% from tha floor, it

- must be assumed that the Party can't control mswbars of the National
Committss githar, - -Apparently too it was unablz to- control the Daily
Wiorker; -since it carvrisd articlas defending and supporting tne Con-
vention action.-8.G.) : ' :

Comrade Fine claimsd that my unreascnabls expactation that the
Party should bs hald responsible for the actions of CP trads union lea-
ders shows clearly that I confuse ths rols of the Party with that of t
the trade unions. - . .

(There was one interasting point which Com. Fine failed to clear
up. That is how come tha Pariv can expsl we for voicing principled cri-
ticism solely in my ownm branih and section, but claims to be without

recourse when its trads union opsratives go haywire in the unions. Whom
do they think they are kiduing?-g.G.) - . 4

Fine comparad williamsonfs "gober analysis" ir his Plenunm report
with my "frenzied attack". (¥aturally wikliamson and Dernis could re-
main pretty calm and dispassionates in minimizing their own errors,
which they hope the ranik and file (or at least the Convantion delegated
will forget and forgive.-g.G,) -

Fine spoke scornfully of the three pages vhich I devoted to quota~
tions on unity from ths grzat liarxzist leadars. Then he singlad out and
read out of context my quote frem Engebs-Hagel:.nj Party provas itself ™
by the fact that it splits and can stand ths split." "You see, he chor-
tled, "what kind of a program Comrade Wwoody wants; a program to split
the Party and divide the workers.t (How's that for dialectics? T have
no doubt that ir dngels ware a membar of CPUSA thev'd have him up on
charges too for daring to write such heresy.-E.G.) -

Comrade Fine had' a2 new dafinition of the righkt of criticism too.
Proper crificism is to wait until the National Committss submits its
draft resolution and then to sug.sst agGitions, c¢=lstions or amsndments
to the draft. (That ouzht to be a big help in policing ths pre-Convan-
tion discussion and stesering the Comrades safely away from "the solu-
tion of internal problems"™ which might provs ambarrassing to the Party
bureaucracy. Ss2 the Worker, May 22, 1948.-£.G.)

Comrade Fine dellarsd that CPUSA is and has bsan consulting the
Cominform Parties. {On ths UN vato resoluion and support of the Mar-
shall Plan, no doubit~B.G,) Also he sees nothing cravan about the rea-
son given for non-affiliation; calls my use of ths word slander.

To bolstsr further thz impression that CPUSA works closely with
the Cominform, Comrade Finz told how the Party pushss ths salz of the
Cominform organ, FOR A LASTING P2ZACE, FOR A PEOPLA'S DEwOCRACY in all
the Clubs and Branches. (In my own Club I havs navsr once pesn it, and
neither, I willi venture, havs most other Party members. Ard in six vi-
sits to the Vorkesrs' Bookshop in thz last four months, I found a late
issue on sale only once and then only on2 copy. An assortaent of back
issues thrzse to six months old gives the imprassion to ths casual ob-
server that its - sale is besing encouragsd or at lesast facilitated al-
though th=2 fact is otharwis=.-£.G. = -

Comracz Fine brandad -mz "immodast, irresponsible and full of gall®,

T TS Bt A . et

Also my approach to Dsmocratic Centralism is sntirsly wrong. (Tha listtla

mattsr of Dennis'! promiszzs of full immar-Party damocracy, frosdom of

. . - B S (U
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§217=cpITIBI89, and Gorgltliation with the membership before making im-
partant dezisions, -made - bae )45 Convention, but-comvenlently for-
Egotten, ke -Rever- -bothorod %z -boing ups. Apparsntly that!s got -nmotaing

-ner with-commen ordimary honesty

e

o)
And firally Comrads Fine gave mz the "individual! trzatmant. "Youre
238 a worker® at &ll, bufj just a middle-class individual!, he yelled at
inch Lis case, (Furny thing, but as I looked around I saw that
wtsite possibilicy of the two County gauldit.ers who
e 0 me, there wasn!t a single manual worksr in the house.
omrads Fine is a salesman,-8.G,

ol )

CIRCUMSTANCES OF MY EXPULSIOR. :

I was notified cof the meeting only one day in advance and by word
of mouth. I was tcld only that my report would be discussed. There wer=
no charges against nme, submitted eithar in writing, as providsd by the
Constituticn, or oraily. There was no intimetion of ths real nature of
the meeting until the Ppolitical discussion' had proczedzd for an hour
and a half; when the meseting was sbruptly transformad into a trial on
the initiative of the County Comrade. Naturally there was no onportu-
nity for me to prepars an.answer or to call witnesses, as the Constitu-
tion also provides., The question of my expulsion dspended solely on
vhether or not I would maks a blankst denunciation and denial of my re-
port regardless of objective truth.

CONCLUSIONS. - _ :

(1) The Party buresaucracy is no longer concerred with sven the mes
tense of legality under its own Constitution.

(2) Any Comrade naivz enough to taite Party leaders at their word
when thay protest the Party's nsed and desive for adequate self-criti-
cism will get the same treasment that I got. These leadsrs not only.do
not want criticism of their opportunist course; they will not tolerate
it. Thesir protestations ars for ths record only. '

- (3) The Party's tactic is to nip in the bud any dissatisfaction
with its consistently opportunist policies anc leadership. Many members,
although thoroughly disillusioned, justify their inaction on the grouncd
that, if expeilzd, they would havz2 no place to go. It is thsrefors the
responsibility of the expeiled Comrades to provide lesadership for Com-
rades inside and outside of the Pariy who want to fight for a bona fide

: !
*Spark would like briefly to mention Griestsbac’ .zround:

Participated in lesadership of Consumosrs! Reszarch striks and in Bel-
videre Jail hunger striks protesting police brutality and mass ar-
rests (1935); was one of 25 Consumners Resazarch strikars who helped
found Consumers Union by working for $10 2 wsek for a considarable
period (1938); orgamizer of Branch I, Section 1, CP, Lower West Side,
New York (1938); Sec'y-Treas. of N. ¥. Joint Council of UOPWA (1939-Ail}
was thes next to last.of the 25 founders of Consumsrs Union to rasign
or to be fired aftsr &.=ix year fight to prevent CPUSA from enforcing
company union policies at Consumers Union (1942); organized intasr-ra—
cial social and educational club among employezs at Broolklyn Army Base
(1945-46); dropped from Party without charges or hearing for protest-
ing the Party's anti-working class actions at Consumers Union(1.9.42)aad

einstated in.CPUSA (1946); disclossd to newspapsrs that Commanding
General at Army Base was firing workers because they had been {over)
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CP, This leadership must not only reject opport nism, but it must also
free iiself of "leftistV tendencies and elemsnts. It must work for the
creaticn of a ¢cenier to wihich Comrades still within the CPUSA and all
class-conseclous woriers can tuwrn with confidence for guidance in our
comuon struggle to ecrsate a rsal gogm%nzst Party.
it ¥
[From a Note to Branch Organizer on May 20, 1948/
+s.L want to make it clear to you and to the members 01 the Club that
the action which you tock last night will do nothing to keep me from
being a Communist, acting as a Comuunlsb, carrying on Communist work,
end especially fighting for an end to the chronic opportunism which has
bedevilled and handcuffed the CPUSA aimost from its inception, and in-
creasingly so in recent yearsSe..
' _ % % %
v '
Lm cerpts from: Comrada Grﬂest's Appeal to State Commltteol

Rt hereby submit to the- N Yo State Committes my appllcatlon for
;relnstatem°nt.

I enclcse harewith copy of a report which I recently submitted to
the Section., This report, with its factual statements and criticisms
based thereon is the soles bone of contsmtion bestwsen the Party and nme

I tried to poin out that the Section's statzment contained obvious
errors, and a* ny points failad even to attempt to answer ny criti-

vention of *1n:: Daruy uemocracy and real rem@cratlc Cantra¢1sm, and
the complete failuvre of the Party to implemant those promisess, for in-
stance, was not evan referred to by the Ssction. -Again, the lack of u-
nity between the Party's theory and practice...vas -excusad on the- ground
that while thase actioms were contrary to Party policy the Party could
not control its reprssentatives at these conventions. That this is pa-
tan*ly a falsehood is shown by articles in the DW approving and dsfend-
ing these same actions and signed by members of the National Committsze.

1t was plain therefore that if I denounced ny report in toto as was
demanded I would be subscribing to a lie. I asked psrmission to sze a
copy of the Section's statement, and agrsed to amend my report to omi
any portions to whigh the Sectlon‘s document raissd reasonabls doh}vo¢
I was rsfused the right to see this document, or to submit any rasvision
of my repcrt. When I declined therzfore-to denouncs my repert and ceny
that it contains any valid truths or-criticisms, I was expeiled,

The serious errors into which the Party leadershlp has falien throug:
lack of adsquats self-criticism and inner-Party dsmocracy have been
pointed out convincingly by Comrads Dennis both at the 1945 Convention,
and at the Fsb. 1948 Plenum. And now the question remains, is anything
going to be done about it? If criticism is going to be judged by whettsr
it is palatablzs rather then by whethsr it is true, the answer will bsEO.

I think you must agrea further that it is not sufficient evan that a
Comradz's criticism be judgad incorrzct and mistaken that he should be
er;lvﬁd of membership. That rlbht to crit1c1ze, exercise of which re-
sults in expulsion, is not free. -- E.G.

Footnote P. 19 Cont'd: "premature anti-fascists®, and was hlmsolf fired
when a N.Y, Lihersd navspaper disclesad the sourcs of its irf formation
(1244A) 3 was TCPUA organizer in the Erooklyn "Y" and Brooklyn Trust
St-iias (1947 -
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