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REVIEW OF THE MONTH

The Forthcoming Commaunist Nominating Convention. Candidates and
Platform. Promoting the Amnti-Imperialist People’s Front and Building
the Communist Party. Social-Democratism Is the Main Obstacle to
Combat. What Is the Role of Norman Thomas & Co.? Communist
Policies in National Elections. The Growth of Anti-War Movements.
External and Internal Factors in the Anti-War Struggle. Molotov’s
Report. Greater Vigilance and Renewed Confidence. For Resistance
to All Manifestations of Capitalist Offensive. Dies and the Com-
munists. On Certain Anti-Marxist Criticisms. Stalin’s Contribu-
tions to Marxism. Scientific Spirit Versus Bourgeois Class Spirit.
Theory and Experience. The Struggle for Bolshevization. On
Stalin’s Art to Foresee Events. The Power of Revolutionary
Theory and Self-Critical Evaluations.

HE forthcoming National Con-
vention of the Communist
Party, to be held May 30-June 3 in
New York City, will be a Presiden-
tial nominating convention for the
purpose of nominating candidates
for President and Vice President
and for the adoption of an election
platform. Thus the Communist
Party will equip itself for entering
the election struggle in order to
promote the movements of the
masses against the imperialist war,
against capitalist reaction and in-
tensified exploitation and for the
further strengthening of the Party
as the revolutionary vanguard of
the American working class. We are
on the eve of a significant stage in
the fight for the anti-imperialist
people’s front and in the historic
march to socialism.
In other words, we have imme-
diate practical objectives to be at-

tained in the election struggle. They
are: to stimulate further the de-
velopment and - struggles of the
anti-imperialist and anti-war mass
movements, the struggle for the
economic standards and civil rights
of the masses, to promote the strug-
gle for the class unity of the prole-
tariat, bringing forth the working
class ever more prominently as the
initiator and leader of these strug-
gles. They are-—~these practical ob-
jectives—to help secure the maxi-
mum possible independent political
action of labor and its allies in the
forthcoming elections, orientating
these developments towards an
anti - imperialist, anti - monopoly
party of peace. They are to build
and strengthen the Communist
Party itself, to widen and solidify
its contacts with the masses, to pro-
tect and defend its legal existence,
to raise to new heights the ideologi-

387



388

. cal and political level of our entire
work.

These practical objectives arise
from the most intimate and burning
needs of the masses of the people.
They are the major immediate
needs of the American working
class and its allies—the toiling
farmers, the youth, the Negro peo-
ple, the women, and the aged. They
are the needs of the great gathering
coalition of labor with all common
people, the coalition for which John
L. Lewis again spoke so eloquently
before the miners of northern West
Virginia on April 1. More than that:
the immediate practical objectives
of the Communist Party in the elec-
tions are the very objectives for
which progressive labor and its
allies are already fighting. There-
fore, in fighting for the realization
of the practical objectives of the
Communist Party in the elections,
we shall be standing shoulder to
shoulder with the progressive mass
movements and in their front ranks.

But this is not all. The Commu-
nist Party aims to build itself into
a leading vanguard party of the
American working class. It strives
to become a true Bolshevik Party.
What does that mean? It means that
every immediate and practical ac-
tion that we engage in must be so
planned and carried out as to lead
naturally to the deepening of the
political understanding of the
working class, to the raising of its
political position of initiative and
leadership, to accelerating the his-
toric movement of labor to becom-
ing the leader of the nation. It
should naturally train and educate
the working class in the spirit of its
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historic mission of leading the toil-
ing people to the abolition of capi-
talism and the establishment of so-'
cialism. .

And it is for these purposes, for
the realization of these great aims,
that the Communist Party enters
the election struggle with its own
candidates and platform. The Com-
munist Party, says Comrade Stalin
in his Bolshevization principles,
must not regard itself “as an appen-
dage of the parliamentary election
machine,” as the Socialist Party
does, or as ‘“a free supplement of
the trade unions,” as certain an-
archo-syndicalists say, “but as the
highest form of class combination
of the proletariat.” (Quoted by
Georgi Dimitroff, “Stalin and the
World Proletariat,” The Communist
International, No. 1, 1940, pp. 18-
19.) And this means the carrying
out in the election struggles of a
rounded-out campaign to intensify
the mass struggles on all fronts, to
unify and concentrate their political
expression in the maximum mass
support for the platform and stand- -
ard-bearers of the Communist
Party, to build the anti-imperialist
people’s front under labor’s leader-
ship, to project the further perspec-
tives of this struggle on the road
to socialism, to train the working
class in 1its historic liberating
mission.

From this it follows that one of
the chief political tasks of the elec-
tion campaign is to expose the im-
perialist, war-making and capitalist -
reactionary character of the two
bourgeois parties and thus to stim-
ulate further the separation of the
American working class and its
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allies from these parties. Having
this clearly in mind, it must also
be realized that one of the main
_obstacles to the fulfilment of this
task is Social-Democratism in - its
various forms: Norman Thomasism,

Waldman-Dubinsky-Rose & Co,,
the Woll-Hutcheson clique, the
Roosevelt-boosters in the labor

movement (Hillman, etc.), and, of
course, the professional wreckers—
the Trotskyites and Lovestoneites.

These constitute one of the main
obstacles, if not the main one, for
a significant advance by labor and
its allies in the coming elections.
Therefore, to expose these agents of
the imperialist bourgeoisie in the
labor movement and to isolate them
from the masses is a major task in
the central struggle of progressive
labor to build its own independent
political power and to resist most
effectively the reactionary and war-
making offensive of the imperialist
bourgeoisie.

We must not let the people be-
come deceived by the fact that
there seems to be little apparent
“ynity” in the camp of Social-
Democratism, although there is a
considerable degree of united action
between them even on the surface
of things and in public actions. For
example: the deep-rooted hostility
of all these groups of Social-
Democratism to the progressive la-
bor movement, concentrating nat-
urally on the C.I.0., but embracing
in their hatred also the creative
forces in the A. F. of L. This is no
accident, as we well know, because
this progressive labor movement
has proved the most dynamic force
in American life for the further ad-
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vancement of the working class and
its allies. That is why the bour-
geoisie fears and hates it. That is
why its reformist agents, its agents
in the labor movement, work un-
ceasingly for the weakening and
wrecking of this movement.

Is there any difference between
the hostility of Norman Thomas to
the progressive labor movement,
symbolized by the C.I.O.,, and say
that of Waldman-Dubinsky, or of
Woll and Hutcheson? No difference
at all in substance, though there is
some in form. Norman Thomas pur-
sues his line of hostility to the
C.I.LO. and to the progressives in
the A. F. of L. in the name of “so-
cialism.” Woll and Hutcheson do
not speak of socialism. But the re-
actionary wrecking and splitting
work they are doing is the same.
Note the practical “unity” of some
of these wrecking forces to destroy
the American Labor Party in New
York. And this is only one of the
more dramatic expressions of the
work of all these varieties of
Social-Democratism to obstruct the
unity and progress of American la-
bor, to attach it to the imperialist
machine of the capitalist class.

Or take the question of imperial-
ism and war. The spokesmen of the
Social-Democratic camp say that
they are in favor of keeping Amer-
ica out of war. So do Hoover,
Dewey and Roosevelt. Who would
dare speak openly to the contrary?
But what is the truth? All these
varieties of Social-Democratism are
following the line of the American
imperialist bourgeoisie, reflecting
within their camp the same differ-
ences on secondary questions as
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exist within the bourgeoisie itself.

Waldman-Dubinsky-Rose are in
favor of Anglo-French imperialism
and are working in the labor move-
ment to drag America into the war
on the side of the Allies. Norman
Thomas & Co. are also taking sides
between the imperialists, express-
ing “our preference for British and
French imperialism with all its
faults” (Socialist Call, March 30),
and intimating weakly that Amer-
ica’s joining the war wouldn’t
change much. But the expression
of ‘“preference” for Anglo-French
imperialism as against German im-
perialism is already laying the
“ideological” base for dragging
America into the war. And this is
the main thing that the Ameri-
can imperialist bourgeoisie desires
among the working masses. Just let
Norman Thomas go on and befud-
dle the American toilers, in the
name of “socialism,” with the idea
that Anglo-French imperialism is
to be preferred to German impe-
rialism. The rest—the actual drag-
ging of America into the war—will
then be not so difficult. And as to
the “traditional” supporters of the
capitalist parties in the labor move-
ment, they more or less openly
peddle the imperialist policies of
the bourgeoisie, differing among
themselves when the bourgeoisie
differs.

Above all, the American impe-
rialist bourgeoisie needs Social-
Democratism for incitement against
the Soviet Union. And the Social-
Democratic camp, always assisted
by the wrecking crews of Love-
stoneites and Trotskyites, are trying
fo “rise” to the occasion. They did
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their job for Mannerheim’s White
Guards in Finland and, if they
failed, it wasn’t because they lacked
zeal or devotion to their imperialist
masters. They are now preparing to
do their job in the election cam-
paign—to slander the Soviet Union
and to incite against it. This is a
major assignment for them by the
imperialist bourgeoisie, since politi-
cal reaction at home and intensified
preparations for war abroad go
today hand in hand with incite-
ments against the Soviet Union.

In other words: incitement
against the Soviet Union is today
part and parcel of the offensive of
the American imperialist bour-
geoisie upon the working people at
home and of the preparations for
war abroad. Norman Thomas & Co.,
speaking in the name of “socialism”
and having expressed a preference
for Anglo-French imperialism, will
be fulfilling in the election cam-
paign the assignment of their capi-
talist masters, which is to promote
among the masses their anti-Soviet
orientation as well as their hatred
and hostility to the progressive
labor movement, and to the C.I.O.,
in the first place.

It is clear, therefore, that the
Communist Party will be able to
fight effectively in the coming elec-
tions for the class objectives of la-
bor and its allies only by fighting to
unmask and isolate the camp of
Social-Democratism, the agents of
imperialism among the working
people. As this fight is being de- .
veloped, so will the struggle be
advancing for the separation of the
working people from the capitalist
parties, for the consolidation of the
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anti-imperialist and anti-war front
of the people, for the rallying of
wide masses around the platform
.and standard bearers of the Com-
munist Party.

And, lastly, the “socialist” dema-
gogy of Norman Thomas & Co. This
is no minor part of their treacher-
ous equipment. For without speak-
ing to the workers in the name of
“socialism,” without deceiving them
with promises of a cheap and easy
way to plenty and happiness, with-
out parading before them as “demo-
cratic Socialists,” Norman Thomas
& Co. could do very little among
the working people for their impe-
rialist and war-making masters.
This is how the unspeakable Blum
has been operating in France, Att-~
lee and Citrine in England. In short,
this is how Norman Thomas’ So-
cial-Democratic brethren are be-
traying the working class in all
capitalist countries, leading the at-
tack against the Communist Parties.

Therefore, the exposure of the
fake of “democratic socialism” is a
major part in the election struggle.
It is necessary to prove that this
gentry is fighting neither for de-
mocracy nor for socialism but for
capitalism, imperialism and reac-
tion. These people are helping the
bourgeoisie to attack and under-
mine the civil liberties of the
masses. They are helping the bour-
geoisie to drag this country into the
imperialist war. Given their way,
the Norman Thomases will bring
the American working class to the
same condition as Blum (another
“democratic Socialist”) has helped
to create for the French working
class, as the reactionary leaders of
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German Social-Democracy have
helped to create for the German
working class, as Attlee and Citrine
are helping to create for the British
working class: war and reaction.

It is necessary to show that the
“democratic socialism” of the Nor-
man Thomases is a fake and a de-
lusion, designed to prevent the
progress of the working class
against the imperialist bourgeoisie.
This is the role of Social-Democra-
tism. And that’s why it has to be
isolated and defeated in order that
American labor should advance,
become stronger and more political-
ly mature and independent. This is
necessary in order that the Ameri-
can working class, in coalition with
all common people, may realize its
immediate and partial objectives,
opening up the perspective for the
victory of the anti-imperialist and
anti-monopoly people’s peace front
under working class leadership,
thus creating the transition to the
struggle for working class rule,
resting on the alliance with al]
common people, to the socialist re-
organization of society, to socialist
and true democracy.

*® * *

T IS quite evident that the anti-

war movements among the
masses of the American people, in
which labor displays growing initi-
ative and leadership, are widening
and gaining in strength. The broad
nationwide anti-war demonstra-
tions on April 6, which the impe-
rialist press simply hated to report
adequately, and the celebration on
May Day are eloquent testimony to
the fact that the mass anti-war and
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anti-imperialist movements are be-
coming a serious obstacle to the
war-spreading policies of American
imperialism and of the Roosevelt
Administration.

Ever larger masses are saying
loudly and determinedly that the
“Yanks Are Not Coming,” that they
demand “Work Not War,” that they
want friendly relations with the
Soviet Union, that they are intent
upon defending their civil rights
and economic standards. They are
expressing, in ever larger numbers,
their active sympathy and support
to the growing anti-war movements
of the working masses in the bel-
ligerent countries, seeking to help
bring the predatory imperialist war
to an end.

The struggle for the anti-impe-
rialist peace front of the people is
making headway despite the des-
perate efforts of the imperialists
and their agents in the labor move-
ment to obstruct this process. Try
as they may, the reformist, Social-
Democratic and “Socialist” flunkeys
of imperialism have not been able
thus far to hamper seriously the
development of the people’s anti-
war front. They will not stop try-
ing, of course. They will become
more desperate. Hence, the struggle
against them must become more
widespread, more persistent, more
energetic.

At the same time, capitalist re-
action is seeking for new and
more effective avenues of attack
upon the progressive labor move-
ment and upon the Communist
Party. And the Dies Committee is
trying to do its part. Its attempt to
build up a blacklist against Com-
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munists is clearly an act of reac-
tionary revenge for the consistent
and energetic anti-war work of the
Communists, as well as a brutal
violation of their civil rights. It is
also an opening move to get at the
membership lists of any organiza-
tion which incurs the displeasure of
the reactionaries and warmongers.
It is the direct result of the impe-
rialist policies of the Roosevelt
Administration, of imperialist “ac-
tivization” and war preparations, of
growing capitalist reaction. It is the
movement towards ‘“M-Day.”

The historic triumph of the So-
viet Union’s peace policy in Finland
is having wide and most significant
repercussions. And one of them is
the infusion of greater confidence
among the masses of the people
everywhere in their struggles
against the war-makers, in their
efforts to bring the war to an end.
The Soviet Union’s triumph in Fin-
land and the energetic prosecution
of its independent socialist peace
policy has immeasurably strength-
ened the anti-imperialist and anti-
war camp in all capitalist countries.
Comrade Molotov’s disclosure of
the fact “that the plans of British
and French ruling circles to utilize
our country [the Soviet Union] in
the war against Germany have been
frustrated and as a result they are
pursuing a policy of revenge to-
ward the Soviet Union,” (V. M.
Molotov, Soviet Foreign Policy,
p. 6, Workers Library Publishers,
New York) the disclosure and ap-
preciation of this fact will not only
endear the socialist state still more
to the masses of our people but will
greatly strengthen their determina-
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tion to resist the increasing efforts
of the Anglo-French bloc and their
American supporters to spread the
war and to drag this country into
" the war. It will strengthen the de-
termination of the American masses
to do all in their power to prevent
the imperialist bourgeoisie and the
Roosevelt Administration from con-
tinuing to worsen relations with the
Soviet Union. They will seek to
compel an improvement in these
relations.

Conscious of the growing dangers
of the spreading of the war and of
American involvement, the anti-
imperialist peace forces of the
country will be encouraged in their
further struggles by the under-
standing that the chances for win-
ning the fight against the war-

mongers are daily increasing.
Looking abroad we find that the
anti-war sentiments among the

masses of the people are growing.
We see it in England and in France.
In the former, even in the ranks of
the bourgeoisie, the group favoring
the quickest ending of the war is
gathering strength. And in the
latter—in France—the brave con-
duct of the Communist Deputies on
trial is symbolic and expressive of
the growing anti-war sentiments of
the French people.

These growing anti-war senti-
ments among the masses in the
belligerent countries are a great
source of strength to the anti-war
movements in the United States,
and vice versa. Consider this fact
in connection with the growing
prestige and influence of the Soviet
Union and the power of its peace
policies. Add to this the further un-
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folding of the anti-war mass move-
ments in the United States and the
increasing leadership of labor, the
sharpening of the imperialist con-
tradictions generally and specifical-
ly the contradictions between
Anglo~American and American-
Japanese imperialism, the strength-
ening of the anti-imperialist move-
ments in Latin America and the
struggle of the Chinese people for
their independence, and, last, the
developing contradictions within
American imperialism itself. Con-
sider the import of all these factors
and the conclusion is inescapable
that, while the dangers of America
being dragged into the war are in-
creasing, the opportunities for suc~
cessfully combating these dangers
have also increased.

With greater vigilance and re-
newed confidence, the anti-war and
anti-imperialist forces in the coun-
try have to increase immeasurably
their efforts to broaden and consoli-
date their forces against the offen-
sive of the imperialists, warmongers
and reactionaries; against these and
against their Social-Democratic, re-
formist and *“Socialist” flunkeys.
Remembering always that the fight
against the imperialist policies of
the bourgeoisie and of the Roosevelt
Administration has to be carried on
hand in hand with the daily fight
for the economic and political de-
mands of the masses. It has to be
broadened and promoted as a fight
against all manifestations of the
capitalist offensive, its imperialist,
warmongering, political reaction
and increased exploitation of the
masses. It is the fight for these de-
mands of the working class and its
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allies which are embodied in the
Legislative Program of the C.I.O.
and which have been endorsed and
are actively supported by the pro-
gressives in the A. F. of L., by the
progressive youth, farmers and
Negro people.

* * *

ANY and varied are the “criti-

cisms” against Marxism circu-
lating now among certain literary
intellectual circles. And none makes
less sense than the charge “that
orthodox Marxism, as preached
today by the Comintern, has lost
the experimental spirit and the
hospitality to new ideas that were
shown by Marx and Engels.” (New
Republic, Feb. 26, 1940.)

Well, it all depends on what is
meant by “experimental” and on
what these “new” ideas are. The
Marxism of Lenin and Stalin, the
only Marxism today, has certainly
proved beyond doubt that it is a
living, creative and developing
science. A science which is develop-
ing in closest and most intimate
relationship with life, with experi-
ence, with every truly scientific
discovery and, above all, with the
revolutionary practice of the
masses.

The socialist Soviet Union is a
triumph of that science and so is
the progress of the world revolu-
tionary movement of the working
class and its allies. Is it possible
then that the New Republic’s dis-
like of the orthodox Marxism “as
preached today by the Comintern”
originates not so much (if at all)
from that journal’s scientific and
experimental spirit as from certain
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class prejudices and oppositions?
Or, in plainer language, would it be
too far-fetched to assume that the
petty bourgeois and bourgeois spirit
of the New Republic doesn’t like
Marxism-Leninism simply because
it goes against its class grain? We
are somewhat more confirmed in

‘this belief by the additional criti-

cism of the New Republic, which is
that Comintern Marxism ‘“excludes

the discoveries in . . . comparative
religion.”
Marxism-Leninism, being the

science of nature and society, cer-
tainly doesn’t include ‘“discoveries”
in religion, whether comparative or
otherwise, although it takes full
notice also of such developments.
But as to Marxism having lost the
“experimental” spirit and ‘“hospi-
tality to new ideas,” this deserves
a little discussion.

In a recent article on Stalin’s
theoretical and practical contribu-
tions to Marxism, Comrade Manuil-
sky formulates a fundamental
proposition. He says:

“Thanks to Comrade Stalin’s
theoretical and practical construc-
tive work, Marxism-Leninism today
is the Marxism not only of the era
of imperialism and proletarian
revolution but also of the era of the
victory of socialism on one-sixth of
the globe.” (“The Great Theoreti-
cian of Marxism,” The Communist
International, No. 1, 1940, p. 26.) .

Take such a basic question of
revolutionary theory and practice
as the possibility of the victory of.
socialism in one country. Marx and
Engels, living in and studying pre-
imperialist capitalism, ‘“arrived at
the conclusion that the socialist
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revolution could not be victorious
in one country, taken singly, that
it could be victorious only by a
~ simultaneous stroke in all, or the
majority of the civilized countries.”
(History of the Communist Party
of the Soviet Union, p. 357.) And
from the middle to the end of the
nineteenth century, this was a
guiding principle for all Marxists.

But Marxist science did not stand
still, just as capitalism did not stand
still. By the beginning of the twen-
tieth century, pre-imperialist capi-
talism had become imperialist
capitalism, declining and decaying.
Basing himself on Marxist theory,
Lenin made a study of this new
phase of capitalism and “arrived at
the conclusion that the old formula
of Engels and Marx no longer cor-
responded to the new historical
conditions, and that the victory of
the socialist revolution was quite
possible in one country, taken sin-

gly.” (Ibid.) And life has fully
confirmed this theoretical con-
clusion.

What does that mean? Life is no
automatic process, and socialist vic-
tories do not come of themselves,
even though they are scientifically
prognosticated. It means that a
working class revolutionary party
of a new type, the Bolshevik Party,
led by Lenin and Stalin, guiding
itself by this theoretical conclusion
and defending it against the Trot-
sky-Zinoviev-Bukharin gang, has
organized the mass struggles, lead-
ing them to the victory of socialism.
Thus the Bolsheviks have proved
in practice the correctness of the
Leninist conclusion “that the vic-
tory of the socialist revolution was
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quite possible in one country, taken
singly.” And this is the dialectical
process of history.

From this it is evident that the
Marxism of Lenin and Stalin, the
Marxism of the Communist Inter-
national, far from having lost the
spirit of creative life and hospitality
to new ideas, as might be concluded
from the “criticisms” of the New
Republic, has been continually de-
veloping and creating new ideas in
correspondence with the nmew his-
torical conditions.

One may not like these ideas.
One may even hate the practical
reality that results from the suc-
cessful struggle for these new
Marxist ideas. In fact, the world
bourgeoisie and its hangers-on hate
it very much: they fear and hate
socialism, the socialist state, and the
world revolutionary movement of
the working class and its allies. But
this only proves the correctness of
the theory of the class struggle. It
proves that the bourgeoisie is irre-
concilably opposed fo the working
class and to its historic liberating
mission. And it certainly does not
prove that the Marxism of Lenin
and Stalin has lost the spirit of
creative life and experience or is
inhospitable to new ideas. Quite the
contrary. And the most conclusive
living proof is Comrade Stalin’s
work and his leadership. Comrade
Manuilsky formulates this fact as
follows:

“Prior to the World War of 1914-
18, Western European Social-De-
mocracy professed its adherence to
historical materialism in words; but
it bowed its head fatalistically to
capitalism, exaggerating its vitality,
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its power and its opportunities for
resistance. In the laws of historical
materialism it saw merely an ex-
ternal elemental force which breaks
down the human will; it ignored
the active role of the working
class.” (“The Great Theoretician of
Communism,” cited place, p. 27.)

That was one conception of
Marxist theory. It led to betrayal
and defeat. But it was not Lenin’s
conception. Nor is it Stalin’s.

“Comrade Stalin’s conception of
the laws of historical necessity,
which runs through his entire revo-
lutionary activity and his work as a
statesman, represents a striking ex-
ample of creative Marxism, which
recognizes the tremendous role of
the conscious influence exerted by
people on the course of events, on
the course of their history.

“In the present epoch it is Com-
rade Stalin who, more than any-
body else, sagaciously takes into ac-
count objective obstacles that stand
in the way of the revolutionary will
of the working class, of the will of
the socialist state; but at the same
time it is Comrade Stalin who, more
than anybody else, boldly sets revo-
lutionary tasks designed to change
the face of the world and of direct-
ing historical developments along
the desired channels.” (Ibid.)

Again we must say: one may not
like these revolutionary tasks. One
may object to and oppose the direc-
tion of |historical development
which results from the mass strug-
gles led by Stalin. This is what the
world bourgeoisie is doing, and
those who follow the bourgeoisie
are placing themselves in the camp
of imperialism and reaction, doom-
ing their efforts to eventual defeat.
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But that doesn’t make them either
alive or creative; nor does it make
them hospitable to really new and
progressive ideas. On the contrary,
it makes them less so. It cuts them
off from progress altogether, be-
cause the road of historical progress
today is the one that leads to the
Marxism of Lenin and Stalin.

Because that Marxism is not
standing still, just as life is not
standing still. Coming back to our
discussion on the Lenin-Stalin
theory of the victory of the socialist
revolution in one country, we find
this theory continually developing
and reaching higher levels, in
closest relationship with the prac-
tical victories of socialism and the
progress of the world revolutionary
movement. And in Stalin’s theory
and practice, in his further develop-
ment of Marxism-Leninism, we find
the concentrated expression of this
process.

Says Manuilsky:

“Using the experience of the
building of socialism in the U.S.-
S.R., Comrade Stalin has proved the
truth of Lenin’s thesis and, at the
head of the Party and of the Soviet
people, he has translated it into
reality, has made it the cornerstone
of the strategy of the world prole-
tariat, of the strategy of the prole-
tarian revolution. He has elevated
this thesis of Lenin’s to a lofty
height and has made it the starting
point of the entire policy of the so-
cialist state, the basis for the vic-
tory of socialism in the historic
rivalry between the two worlds.”
(Ibid., p. 29.) '

~ And here is another basic and
fundamental new idea. The historic
rivalry between the world of capi-
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talism and the world of socialism
is a fact. Those in the camp of capi-
talism want this historic rivalry to
end in the victory of the capitalist
world. On the other hand, those in
the camp of the victims of capitalist
exploitation, of its opponents, of the
fighters against capitalist exploita-
tion and capitalism, want and will
want ever more strongly that this
rivalry end in the victory of the
socialist world. But the historic
rivalry itself is a fact. It underlies
all developments and struggles.

Now then, what does the Marx-
ism of Lenin and Stalin do with
this fact? It certainly doesn’t over-
look it. For one thing, because it
helped to create this fact. But it
does much more than merely take
notice of it. It takes the victory of
socialism in the Soviet Union and
makes it the basis of the world
strategy of the proletarian revolu-
tion. It makes it the basis for the
victory of socialism in the historic
rivalry between the world of grow-
ing socialism and the world of de-
caying capitalism. Thus, the Marx-
ism of Lenin and Stalin proves
itself once more a creative theory,
growing in closest relationship with
revolutionary practice and mass ex-
perience, alive to changing histori-
cal conditions and new {asks, and
an indispensable weapon for direct-
ing events along desired channels.
And we should add: channels de-
sired by the needs and aspirations
of the overwhelming majority of
the human race, channels dictated
by the continued progress of the
human race.

Speaking of Stalin’s contributions
to Marxism, Manuilsky continues:

397

“He has developed this thesis of
Lenin’s further and has arrived at
the conclusion that it is possible to
build communism in the U.S.S.R.
while there exists a surrounding
capitalist world. He has shown that
this thesis of Lenin’s is a motor
driving forward the liberation
movement of the working class in
all countries, that it is a powerful
means for strengthening proletarian
internationalism; for the revolution
in the victorious country is not a
self-sufficient quantity, but a sup-
port that serves to accelerate the
victory of the proletariat in other
countries.” (Ibid.)

Does this look like a theory that
ignores experience, that is oblivious
to changing conditions and in-
hospitable to new ideas? Quite the
contrary. Provided these are pro-
gressive experiences, experiences
derived from the struggle of the
masses against capitalism, reaction
and imperialism, experiences lead-
ing to further progress to socialism,
to greater achievements for human-
kind. And provided: these new
ideas are progressive ideas, ideas
that widen and deepen human
knowledge of nature and society,
ideas that lighten the road to a
happy life for the masses, that
guide them and organize them to
struggle for a superior and higher
system of society.

It is true that Marxism-Leninism
is very inhospitable to reactionary
ideas, be they new or old. It is, in
fact, militantly intolerant of them,
and combative. But how else do
progressive ideas and movements
make their way and achieve victory
if not in militant struggle against
reactionary ideas and movements?
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No one has more convincingly than
Stalin proved the truth that the old
and dying do not willingly make
room for the new and growing;
that, on the contrary, the closer the
old system and its ideology ap-
proach their death, the more des-
perate and violent and unscrupu-
lous becomes their resistance to the
new system and the new ideology.
And only revolutionary struggle de-
cides the outcome. Revolutionary
struggle of the masses, led by a
revolutionary party of the most
progressive class in society, and
guided by a revolutionary theory.

And when we come to the more
practical aspects of the work of
such a party, what do we find there
as regards new experiences, new
tasks and new ideas? Do we find
hostility and indifference to new
things and developments? Not at
all. Any such attitude is in total
disagreement with the spirit and
substance of the practical work of
a Bolshevik Party, as it is with
Marxist theory. See what Stalin
stresses in his Bolshevization prin-
ciples, in the principles which are
helping the Communist Parties in
the capitalist countries to become
Bolshevik. We shall quote points
three and four:

“3. The Party must base its slo-
gans and directions not on formulas
and historical parallels learned by
rote, but on careful analysis of the
concrete conditions of the revolu-
tionary movement at home and
abroad, in which the experience of
revolution in all countries must
absolutely be taken into account.

“4, The Party must test the slo-
gans and directives in the fire of
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the revolutionary struggles of the
masses.” (Quoted by Georgi Dimi-
troff, “Stalin and the World Pro-~
letariat,” The Communist Interna-
tional, No. 1, 1940, p. 18.)

Are these the guiding principles
of a party that ignores the experi-
ences of the progressive mass strug-
gles, that refuse to listen to new
progressive ideas? Quite the con-
trary. He who is moving forward,
not backward; he who is helping
the progresive movements of the
working class and its allies, not
hampering them; he who is genu-
inely looking for a way out of the
hell of imperialism and capitalism,
not merely creating a smokescreen
to cover up his retreat from prog-
ress and surrender to imperialism;
he finds no friendlier and more sin-
cerely collaborative party than the
Communist Party, the party that is
guided by the teachings of Marx,
Engels, Lenin and Stalin.

* * *

r‘i"iHE idea which is inspiring the
pre-convention discussion of the
Communist Party organizations, and
which will underlie all the thoughts
and actions of the National Conven-
tion itself, is the idea of Bolsheviza-
ticn. For never in the history of
the American working class and its
liberation movements was the need
greater for a powerful and genuine
revolutionary party, a party of a
new type, a party of the model of
the Bolshevik Party of the Soviet
Union.

And what does this mean for the
Communist Party of the United
States? It means “an unceasing
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struggle for the Bolshevization” of
our Party. This is what it means—
in the words of Comrade Dimitroff
—for the Communist Parties of all
' capitalist countries. And how shall
this be realized? To this Dimitroff
replies:

“Proceeding from the historical
experience of the Bolshevik Party,
on the one hand, and mindful of the
specific conditions in which the
Communist movement is developing
in the capitalist countries, on the
other, Comrade Stalin tells us what
Bolshevization means and how it is
to be attained.” (Ibid., p. 18.)

This Comrade Stalin tells us in
the famous twelve propositions or
principles of Bolshevization which
he formulated in 1925. To realize
these principles in the life and work
of our Party, in the struggles of the
American working class and its
allies, to wage an unceasing fight
for the realization of these princi-
ples, is a major task confronting our
movement at the present time.

In the midst of the pre-conven-
tion discussion, it will be most
