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By ROBERT FRIEDMAN -
There is no single book which

tells fully the history of the Com-

munist Party of the U. S. Without
prejudice to what I may later write
about its merits and defects, let
that rather dogmatic assertion stand
for Theodore Draper’s “The Roots
of American Communism” as much
as for its predecessors in the field.

The story of the Communist

Party has told by former

leade‘rls and memb%n; ll)y e;R:g

Squad policemen; by cloist

 professors burrowing in yellowed

tiles. It has been to y, hurid-

Iy and lyingly. It has been set

down in passion by men eager to

Isettle scores with former co
and to present posterity with the

best possible self-portrait. It has
been squeezed dry of all the juices
of life and written by academi-
cians to whom history is an endless
procession of documients,

In most cases it has been written
by men pathologically hostile to
Jheir subject matter. In many cases
it has been written by men to
iwhom the American Communist
7 Party was nothing more than a con-
Ispiracy and who, therefore, studi-
|ously obliterated the facts which
: mocked their thesis.

historians sympathetic to commun-
lism have provided the authorita-
| tive, factually reliable history of
the Communist Party? Unfortu-
'nately, such is not the case. In
fact, the Communist Party of the
{U.S. was notoriously la in
sponsoring any history at all. Most
Communist Party kistorical mate-
rial, until the appearance of Wil-
| iam Z. Foster’s history of the party
in 1952, was presented in anniver-

’sary articles in party periodicials.
[ ] L ] £l

| It is not hard to explain the lack
|of a history of the party which in-
-cludes all the necessary ingredients
|of schelarship, accuracy, complete-
(ness and a humanity which trans-
‘cends both un-scholarly hestility
and subjective bias. No issue has
evoked more passionate partisan-
ship in our time than that of com-
munism,

Some of the most fantastic dis-
tortions of Communist history and
‘policy are corrected in such a work
‘as Foster’s. This is not a review of
Foster’s book. But it is relevant to
a review of Draper’s work, since
Draper makes much of Foster’s
omissions and inaccuracies.

There is no doubt that the stu-
dent seeking to grasp the essence
of the Communist movement, its
successes, its errors, its conmtribu-
tions to the American labor move-
ment and the wellare of the na-
tion can do no better, among
available works for all its defici-
encies than the history of Foster.
It is nevertheless true that the story
of the rise, fall and clash of factions
within a party that has i
a century’s worth of inner turmeil

Does this mean, therefore, that"efy? How many white scholars
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in its short life, and the story of
individual leaders of the party who
left it or were disgorged from it
would remain a ing one
even after a reading of Foster.

But few American historians
have earned the right to piety in
this connection. Where is the
. American history which tells the
story of Negro resistance to slav-

give to Frederick Douglass, tower-
ing American figure, as much as a
footnote?

Even in our own time we watch
the eerily fascinating spectacle of [
history being excised. There is by
‘now a whole shelf of published
books on the history of the New
Deal. How many give even a pass-|
ing mention to the Communist
priority, fully verified in contem-
porary accounts in the efforts to!
establish a social security prorgam?|

If Communist accounts of Com-
munist history have been guilty of[
gross lapses in the treatment of
former Communist leaders, ignor-
|ing their contributions because of
their later defections or ignoring
them altogether as if they had
never existed, it is not too difficult
to find a parallel in the propensity
of Soviet Communist writers to suit
their history to the political con-
venience of the moment.

This is bad. It creates historical
illiterates at best, cynics at the
worst. And American Communists
will understand their own history
well only when they look with can-
dor at whole of it.
ey ot e S

as to gra
design of historical ion prac-
ticed on the American le by
most of our writers. When Ee his-
tory of labor’s struggles is a com-
monplace; when the epic of the,
Negro people is in every schoel-
boy’s texts, it will be more appro-
priate for others to reproach Com-
munist writers like Foster who, to
their credit, do not keep from the

of their own past history.

story, “resuming for a moment the jauntiness of Little

Ceaser:

“Oh yes,” he said, chuckling. “There ain’t room for
both of us in this tewn—one of us has got to go, and it

”»
was me.

No doubt about the verdict now. Robinson had
i ey ool R e
trying to get him to do for § S
dence ted to this committee you are a good, loyal

patriotic American citizen”, said
Moulder. Also a “number one sucker” Rep. Walter added.
It was the end of a serdid show.
had sacrificed his dignity as a man

presen
and intensely

=

stature as an artist for a °

people the key to essential chapters| ¢

ing to the evi-

of pottage”,

The foregoing is doubtless a

‘tedious]y long way of getting

around to Theodore Draper’s “The
Roots of American Communism.”
But the introduction will have
served its purpese if it indicates
the complex frame of reference in
which such a work must be
examined.

Draper is a former writer for the
Daily Worker, the New Masses and
the Tass News Agency. He writes
as a disillusioned former adherent
of communism. The tone of his
book, sponsored by the Ford Fund
for the Republic as one of a series
imjecmd 1?:{' “Con&mtmism in

merican Life,” is dispassionate,
free of hysteria or diatribe. Only in
an occasional bitter passage about
the Soviet Union is this note of
scholarly aloofness dropped.
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If T were to sum up briefly my
own picture of the Soviet Union,
I would say that its achievements
outweigh the crimes and distortions
of democracy despite my revulsion
:?ninst the nature and magnitude

the latter and my conviction
that American socialism must avoid
them.

Te Draper, however, the Soviet
Union is a crime and communism
a failure. True objectivity could in-
clude the viewpoint that Soviet
i is no lodestar for
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