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A Job for the
U:/S. Marxists
Editor, Daily Worker:

1 heartily agree with the letter
of Sept. 20, in which “Jeannie”
pleads for an attitude of friend-
liness toward those who have left
the Communist Party. She speci-
fically mentions Joseph Clark,
Joseph  Starobin  and Howard
Fast.

Some comments on these re-
signations indicate they are view-
ed simply as the acts of a few
misguided 'individuals. 1 believe
such a view is mystic and non-
historical. 1t fails to consider that
they represent a mussive trend
consigting of many thousands of
Communists, and this cannot be
explained by subjective or acci-
dental factors.

In discussing why the above
three left, Jeannie suggests it is

because of past errors, both in
the USSR and here. 1 believe
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their statements reveal she is
wrong. Fast has made it plain his |
resignation cgne as a result of |
current failures of Soviet social-
ism today to correct some of the
malpractices of the past. 1 think
he is impatient and tends to dis-
regard the tortuous course that
history inevitably takes when a
vast nation’ must change drastic-
allv.

But this is his position as I read
it. and it ought not to be dis-|

torted as some previous com-
mentators on  his action . have
done.

As regards Clark and Starobin, |
both have made it clear their ac-
tions were a result of lack of con-
f:dence that the party here in the
US.. and now, can make the nec-
essary, profound changes requir- |
ed of it by realitv. Here, too, they
may be expressing too great im-
patiencg, and a disregard of the
ditficulties in changing the direc-
tion and nature of a political
movement.

Not that such hardship is in-
evitable. Greater  Communist
movements in other lands have |
made sharper policy corrections
with less trouble, and with tre-
mendous results,

Nor is a successtul change in-
evitable. Great progressive move-
ments in our land have in the past
powerfully atfected the course
of events, and have them become
reduced to futile sects because
they did not keep up with the
social changes which sometimes
they t hemselves had  helped
bring about. .

The chief point here is that the
actions of Clark and Starobin re-
flect what I bhelieve to be the
major reason for the mass de-
partures from the C.P. in the
past couple of vears; namely, its
failure to break with the sec-

tarian practices and dogmatic |

ideology of the past.

The CP’S national convention
in February tried to chart such a
break. But so far, the party’s
leadership, both national and in
New York, has been under con-
tinuous, unremitting pressure,
from within and from without, to
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reverse the convention's direc-
tion. This has come from those
who opposed that direction prior
to' the convention. and continue
to oppose it now while swearing
fealty to it.

An interesting case in point
is William 7. Foster’s review
(Sept. 20) of a Soviet symposium
on “People’s Capitalism” pub-
lished in the May, 1957, issue of
International Atfairs. It is fine for |
us in the U. S. to study the views
of Marxist economists and-polit-
ical scientists abroad regarding

Foster writes:

“It would have been well
could it (the symposium) have
dealt more concretely with a
number of vital ¢uestions, in-
cluding the so-called “managed
economy” policies of the Eisen-
hower government and their re-
lations to Keynesisin . . . the pros-
pects for an economic crisis in
the U. S. . . . a more thorugh J

treatment of Meal wages and liv-
ing standards.
" “The International Affairs dis-
cussion . . . furnishes a wealth l
of valuable wnaterial with which
to clarify workers’ mindk and es-
pecially to counteract opportun-
ism in the American labor move-
ment. ...”

I find it=strange for a U. S.
Marxist-Leninist leader to ask
the Russians to do what is ob-
viously the job of American
Marxists. I find it even more
strange for him to look to their
discussions . and findings about
U.S. Life to “clarify workers’
minds” and “counteract oppor-
tufiism” among U. S. workers.

I do not know which U. S.
workers’ minds would be “clari-
fied” by Soviet discussions. And
I wonder whether he is saying
that U. S. Marxists cannot de-
velop the material to combat op-
portunism and must look to the
Russians, whose past estimates
of U. .S. economic and political
development have been less than

accurate.—M. G.
Sept. 23, 1957




