(P Convention Dodges Key Issues but
Foster's Purge Drive Is Given Sethack

By H: W. BENSON

The long:awaited convention of the Communist Party ended four
days of ‘'sessions in New York on February 12.

Three hundred delegates from 25 states claimed to represent a mem-
bership of 25,000. Actually they represent a probable 6-7000; the party
has gone into rapid decline; mémbers are leaving en masse.

In the last period the party has faced a crisis of decline and disinte-"

gration; political shocks have
wracked the party from top to bot-
tom: the Khrushchev revelations
on Stalin; Poland; Hungary. For
five months it has been plunged in-
to a'deep-going discussion of virtu-
ally everythmg, |ts ﬁrst genuine discus-
sionin’ dei - débates have cent-
ered around a 62-page Draft Resolution
prepared by the National Committee. At
least three distinctive and opposing
groups took shape.among the leaders.

At the convention, in committeecs and
at the sessions, they argued, debated,
voted, and fought. But when they had
finished, everything was essentially the
same as before they convened, with one
qualification which we will note.

For the convention resolved nothing po-
litically. All the issues remain; the direc-
tion of the party Is not set; new disputes
are inevitable.

EVADED A STAND

One thing alone was_ settled: Foster’s
demand that the Gates group be cut-to
pieces was repudiated. The convention
mandated the incoming National Com-
mittee to prepare a new party program;
that alone guarantees new conflicts.

All debates could be summed up in one
sentence: nothing, but nothing, came out
clearly. Every question was wrapped in

the vague doubletalk and empty general-

ities so characteristic of Dennis and his’

slightly washed Stalinism.

How did the convention vote on Hun-
gary? It did not! The only man who
called for a clear statement was Foster,
who of course demanded an unequivocal
endorsement..of- Russian interventiop::

But the convention did not vote td up-
hold the Kremlin's crushing of Hun-
garian democracy; it did not criticize it.
It did not support the Daily Worker; it
did not oppose it. It simply did not act
in any way.

Not one reSponsible party leader, not
one- official reporter, took a stand one
way or the other. Incredible? But there
it was.

On Poland? Nothing. Greetings came
from virtually every Communist Party
in the world. But none from the Polish
CP headed by Gomulka. And the ¢onven-
tion had little to say about Poland. It did
not support Gomulka’s drive toward in-
dependence from Russia; but neither did
it oppose it. In brief, nothing.

With this as a background, the nature
of oll resolutions becomes clear. They
were obstractions, devoid of concrete
content oand divorced from the real strug-
gles of our times.

Bu¢ they occomplished one thing: Fos-
ter's demand for a statement of unques-
tioning subservience to the Kremlin line

o3 of -old wos-refected. But in Hs place
there was Jitie,

“Two convention actions were touted as
its declaration of “independence.” But
only the:first feeble steps were taken.

One debate ‘centered on the party’s
attitude toward Marxism-Leninism. The
regolutions committee split. The majority
insisted that the party “interprets” the
principles of Marxism-Leninism. A mi-
nority. insisted that the party “applied”
the principles.

Thus:the issue was joined in a dispu-
tation. over “interpret” verus *apply.”
Did the party merely apply principles
that~were supplied by others, e.g., the
Rusgian: CP, or_was._it free and mdepen-

““dent "iir -déciding—what the p

plied?

. The committee voted 14-12 to remain
“‘interpreters.” The convention voted 2-1
to support the majority position. There
was no minority report. Gates and Den-
nis voted :for the majovity. Foster’s vote
1s unkpon,

DENNIS' "NEW LOOK™

Another “highlight”’ came with the re-
port on relation to other “Marxist” par=
ties. The convention adopted the view
that the party would respect the opinions
of Communists in other countries but
would determine its own policy itself.

In committee, a motion was made to
reject the National Committee’s Novem-
ber 4 resolution which repudiated Rus-
sian intervention in Hungary, but it was
voted down and not brought to the floor.
The convention was virtually unanimous.
Gates, who was for the November 4 reso-
lution, went along. Dennis,.who opposed
the November 4 resolution, voted along
with him,

Everything was on the plane of ab-
straction. The party asserted its right to
indeepndence. But it did not exercise this
independence on any important issue of
world politics. It asserted its right to
criticize. But it criticizéd nothing. It in-
sisted that it had the right to “interpret”
but it interpreted nothing that would be
resented in the Kremlin.

Thus the Dennis policy was carried
throughout, ot every point. The porty
tried to get a “new look" but 10 far withe
out success.

The prevailing mood was a desire for
unity and harmony. *Independence, Un-
ity CP Party Keynote” was the first
Daily Worker headline. It was right.

_But_the quest: $or. unity-stemmed-from—-—

(Continued on page 2)
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ISL Launches
Fund Drive
For $10,000

By ALBERT GATES |
Fund Drive Director '

The annual fund drive of the Indepen-
dent Socialist League for 1957 began on
Febru'\ry 15. This marks the 17th annyal
campaign of the ISL for funds to meet
its operations and to cover the big defi-
cits produced largely by maintaining
LABOR ACTION, America’s outstanding
weekly s0clal|st paper, and the New
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‘LABOR ACTION"

(Continued from page 1)

basie agreement, not from political uni-
formiity but. from hesitancy, uncertainty
and disorientation.

The delégates, still under the stunning
impact of unprecedented events, were
not sure where to turn. They realized
that the party could not go on as before;
that changes were necessary, But what
changes? They were not sure.

They were ready to legitimatize the
idea of change but not to endorse any
.particular radical change. They were
‘ready to declare as a generality that
the party had to be |ndependem. but not
to exercise this independence in any de-
cisive manner on any crucial question.

They wanted to hold together until a
clearer settlement could come, Mean-
while, they wanted no purges; they
wanted to maintain the present balance
of power in the leadership; and they
endorsed a pgreater measure of internal
democracy.

1+ was a unity that took for granted not
#he wiping out of differences but their
continuation; it was a momentary har-
mony based upon o temporary compromise
of irreconcilable views.

But CP members must finally decide
‘between moving clearly toward demo-
cratic socialism or being pushed back to
Stalinism; such a deep-seated qu:estion
‘cannot be settled in the end by inner-
‘party diplomacy.

‘SHADOWLAND

One. convention reporter, William
Bchneiderman, put it this way: We are
atriving to eliminate deep-seated dogma-
tism and doctrinairism but there-is a
cuarrent in the. party: that is fighting to
revert to the old ways by opposing the
“hasic content of the Draft Resolution.

As a genernhzat:on, it was true. But
what -exaetly is dogmatism and doetrin-

. -airism and who precisely is fighting to

- revert to just what?

~All was in a shadowland when the

- convention opened -.and _nothing. - ever

" merged into the clesr light of day. Only
the well-versed, highly sensitive, experi-
eneed-party in-fighter dould know what
was really happening, but not the rank-

and-file delegate.

-As a political document, the Draft
Resolution is ambiguous, incomplete,
evasive and straddling on the key is-
sues, above all on the key issues. It was
sapported by divergent tendencies for
different reasons and thus slurred over
real differences.

It fitted neatly into the mood of harm-
ony and was endorsed, in basic line, by
the convention majority.

in an atmosphere where everyone want-
ed to avoid new shocks, to prevent splits
and hold together, National Secretary

~Eogene Dennis seemed to emerge as the
‘prevailing single force. But was he? The
deleqates did not intentionally aim at en-
dorsing his foction position.

Yet the results and actions of the
_gonvention could perhaps be fully satis-
_factory to him alone. It remains to be
_seen, in the inevitable disputes that will
come tomorrow, what power he actually
“holds.

3-WAY DIVISION

To understand the significance of the
convention, one must follow the three
tendencies which emerged out of the
party fight. For ready reference, we
can use the following labels: (1) crude
Stalinism; (2) concealed Stalinism; (3)
anti-Stalinism,

Most observers found it difficult to
follow the devious comvention line-ups,
What caused the confusion was this:
that the anti-Stalinists (Gates) and the
‘“hidden Stalinists (Dennis) formed a
common bloc against the crude Stalinists
{Foster).

Foster and his close supporters, who
fiad only o few votes on the old National
Committee, are determined to turn back
“4o the old line, They insist upon subservi-
ance to the Kremlin and waont fo clamp
the lid bock on.

Their “solution” to the party crisis is
simple: root out Gates and his support-
ers and defenders, return to the authori-
tarian normality. They oppose the basic
Yine of the Draft Resolution because it
opens the door to fundamental eriticism.
At the ecrnvenhon, they centered their
fire on one section of the resolution;

they too finally yielded to the spirit of
harmony and permitted near-unanimous
compromises to be effected without their
open* opposition.

But their line remains: a clear return
to Stalinism. They oppose the Draft not
so much for what it is as for what it can
lead to.

John Gates and his group, centered
around the Daily Worker and the New
York State Committee, clearly look in
the opposite direction. They understand
not only that the party must move away
from Stalinism but that radical and
sweeping changes are essential. The
erisis earmot be overcome, in their view,
by any series of superficial changes or
minor alterations in internal regime.

They propose to transfer the Commu-
nist Party into o Political Association and
want a socialist regroupment in which
Communists jein net as the dominant ele«
ment but as a contributing one. They pro-
pose not a mere change in form but a
deep-going turn in basic line. While they
still look upon Russia as "soclalist" and
sympathetic with the so-called “socialist"
world camp, they want real independence
and have criticized Russion policy openly
and harshly,

THE DENNIS-GATES BLOC

Eugene Dennis and his supporters
seem to be a “center” group. But actual-
ly, as a conscious tendency, this one is
almost identical with Foster in a basic
defense of a fundamentally Stalinist po-
litieal line.

But unlike Foster, who is anxious to
avoid any loosening of the iron hoops
that onee bound the party together, Den-
nis realizes that a “new look' is essential
if ‘the party is to survive. He is ready
to mecept superficial changes in policy
and in internal regime which leave the
basic line intact.

While Gates looks upon the Draft Res-
olution only as one step forward, Dennis
sees it as the final product. It is'a chance
to devise- tactieal shifts and invent ma-
neuvers to save the party. For Gates, a

~pnew fundamental line is necessary. © - ¢

What impelled Gates ond Dennis fo-
gether at this convention was o common
need to fend off Foster. Dennis does not
want to chep off the Gates group ond
welcomes the Draoft Resolution. Both are
neécessary to his "new look™

1f the Foster group could be magically
whisked away, the fight would inevitably
erupt between Gates and Dennis, but un-
der the pounding of Foster they are
momentarily driven together. No one ean
say how Jong this alliance can last,
World events can shatter their alliance.
Or tendencies toward socialist regroup-
ment outside the CP can have an impact
upon them.

But at this stage Denniz can rally to
his side not only those who are his clear
and conscious political followers but a
large section of the party who support
him as a middle-nf-the-roader who seems
to stand for compromise. Not until the
issueg are clearly posed inside the CP—
demoeratic socialism versus Stalinism—
will his real role emerge in eclear-cut
fashion.

FOSTER'S TIRADE

Foster had no intention of hiding his
views, Reporting as party chairman he
launched a long tirade against Gates.

The Twentieth Congress? the Khrush-
chev revelations? the struggle in Po-
land? the revelution in Hungary? They
have made no impression upon him. The
main danger in the party, to him, is the
Gates tendency; the way out of the party
erisis, as he sees it, is to smash it and
to reaffirm in every essential the old line
which meant submission to Stalinism.

“One of the keys to the party’s present
difficulties,” reported Foster, “and par-
ticularly to its leadership ecrisis, is the
fact that during recent difficult months
the party has been led especially in the
National Board by 4 working combina-
tion of the Right and =ome comrades
who, while not themselves Rights, never-
theless run a sort of political interfer-
ence for the Right. The Right has its
main strength in the New York State
Committee and in the staff of the Daily
Warker, It also acquires much help from
the above described conciliationism. This
is the main reason why in the Board the
Right, although a minority in the party,
has been able to write:so much of its

line into policy and convention docu-
ments of the party. To eliminate such
conciliation practices is one of the im-
portant changes needed by the party.”

No conciliation! Break the power of
Gates! (In Foster’s peculiar terminol-
ogy, the anti-Stalinist wing is the
“right.”) He demands that the national
leadership be revised, calls for the intro-
duction of more “mass workers" and the
reduection of “our excessive numbers of
full-timers,” although it iz necessary to
“maintain. a strong core of ‘professional
revolutionaries.” "

TYPICAL TACTIC

Franslating this gobbledygaok: in the
name of "proletarianization” and in the
quise of a drive ogainst "bureaucracy,”
Foster proposes to take the first steps to-
ward crushing the trend toward party in-
dependence and democracy. It is the meth-
od typical of Stalinism: to stifle a work-
ing-class trend in the name of "proletari-
anization” and to wipe out democracy in
the nome of. anti-bureaucracy.

In the same way, Foster accuses the
Gatesites of bringing the party to the
verge of a split! “The advocates of the
Association which iz the heart of the
Right program have passed it upon the
party with such vigor that the very life
of the party became threatened with a
factional split.”” In other words, you
threaten a split because 1 may be forced
ta throw you out!

To sum up Foster's speech: He calls
for an end of coneciliating Gates and for
rooting out its power in the party ap-
paratus: He demands the “reaffirmation"
of Marxism-Leninism, by which he
means the Stalinist perversion of it. On
Hungary: “We must revamp the Nation-
al Committee position on Hungary ree-
ognizing that under the existing danger-
ous eircumstances the military and po-
litical actions taken by the Soviet Union

in helping to defend. Hungarian Social-.

ism-against the acute threat of fascism
and war was imperative.”

DUCLOS RIDES AGAIN

"The National Committee, we remind
our readers, at first repudiated the Rus-
sian attack on Hungary and then re-
treated into the straddling position,
neither criticizing nor supporting it. But
this is not good enough for Foster who
demands unwavering subservience to the
Kremlin. Naturally, he demands an’ end
to “pro-Titoism” in the name of “prole-
tarian internationalism,” a pseudonym
for capitulation to the Kremlin,

He had help.

"“This time," soid William Z. Fester in
December, "there will be no Duclos letter
to bail us out of our folly.” But he was
wrong. A new Ducles letter arrived on
January 21. It was the same Duclos whose
notorious letter had put an end to the
Browder regime, led to the lotter's expui-
sion from the party, and lifted Foster into
the saddle.

The fact that the Kremlin has the au-
dacity to intervene now with a “letter”
signed by the very same Duclos is a signp
of the utter and complete capitulation
that it is demanding in the American
Communist Party. Duclos, as can be ex-
pected, denounced “‘revizionism” in an
oblique attack on the Gates tendency and
endorsed Foster's uncompromising de-
fense of a Stalinist line.

Foster failed. And his failure is a sign
that no one can gel along suecessfully,
even inside the CP, without at least a
verbal call for independence from the
USSR, The main positive achievement of
this convention was the defeat of Foster.

DENNIS AYOIDS SPLIT

In his keynote address, Dennis repudi-
ated Foster's split perspective and called
for party harmony. But, while defending
Gates against Foster, he was careful to
issue a subtle threat to the Gates wing.
He wanted them to realize that their po-
sition rested upon his tolerance.

He wasted no time on the critically
important questions—Hungary, Poland,
the Khrushchev revelations. Except to
say: “when the facts of the Khrushchev
speech on Stalin became known in this
country, and again -after the tragic
events in Hungary, important sections of
the party at all levels were temporarily
disoriented and demobilized. Some tried
to start a stampede. . . . Temporarily
thrown_off - balance, the party began to
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become enmeshed in a bitter and divisive
internal struggle and was in danger of
being torn apart.”

“Temporarily”? Everything has been
settled nicely for Dennis. He imagines,
because the party now lives with itself
without splits and without breaking
from the Kremlin on decisive issues, that
it has learned to live with the world of
labor and liberal public opinien. But he
is doomed to disappointment,

He does not want a split. Obviously if
the Gates group were forced out now, it
would be impossible for the party to con-
vince anyone that it was making & turn. In
a veiled thrust at Foster, he otiributed the
danger of a split to "some of the NC mem-
bers whe, at least until recently, clung to
inflexible politics and pursued extreme po-
litical objectives...."

He explained the role of his support-
ers on the Committee: “As distinet from
the conciliators of either the '‘Right’ or
the ‘Left," they began to intervene force-
fully. The combined a resolute struggle
to save the party, defend its Marxist-
Leninist prineiples and make the neces-
sary changes, with an all out efort to
preserve its unity."”

HE HASN'T CHANGED

Dennis is determined to defend “Marx-
ism-Leninism."” He means, of course, his
own Stalinistic interpretation of it. But
against whom will he defend it? The
warning to Gates is clear enough.

In all the resolution, too, and in all
the discussions, it was made clear by
Dennis supporters that they were ready
to fight against “right opportunism™
when necessary. In their perverted Stal-
inistiec terminology, “right opportunism™
refers to all trends that-would break
more clearly away from the Kremlin,

Dennis was careful to suggest that
the party must remain “independent,”
and in this connection uttered a mild re-
buke to Duclos, But he saw little to re-
pudiate in the past:

“We American Communists..:have
always constituted an independent Amer-
ican political party, have been unaffil-
iated with and urgamza.hom.ily inde-
pendent of other Ma.rxlst parties for
nearly 20 years.”

Despite his new Fm,lnpndmi ottitude,
he saw nothing to criticize in Russin's role
in Poland and Hungary, stressing his eppo-
sition to "hostility to the sociolist coun=
tries and their Marxist parties.”

Nothing in what Dennis =aid or did
at the convention can change the analy-
sis of his role that was so clearly form-
ulated by two members of the Daily
Worker staff in pre-convention discus-
sion. Joe Clark, for example, wrote:

“Dennis evidently doed not object to
the Daily Worker criticizing anything
said or done by, Soviet Communists but
only after the Soviet Communists have
themselves made such eriticism."

Max Gordon sucecinetly summarized
the method characteristic of Dennis as
a “process of blind apologetics,” which
“starts with the assumption that all So-
viet action must be championed and then
erects its own structure of ‘fact' to ac-
complish that aim.” Nothing has changed
here,

"ASSOCIATION" DISPUTE

The balance of forces at the conven-
tion and the factional mechanics that
were to dominate it were foreshadowed
on the very first point on the agenda,
the question of “name and form.”

In the pre-convention period, Gates
had proposed a change to a “Political
Association.” The National Committee
had recommended that the party form
continue but that the question be left
open for continuing discussion.

Foster seized upon it to howl and de-
nounce. He would not move an inch. He
called for a clear-cut repudiation of the

“agsociation,” an end to the discussion,
and for a drive against Gates.

But o compromise was devised, o Iunr-
point . resolution finally supported by all
groups and virtually unanimeously adopted
by the delegates.

(1) It reaffirms the continuation of
the CP and makes “our chief task to
sl:l-erngl.l'uent rebuild and conaohdate” 1t
and “overcome its isolation.”

(2) It rejects the political- as&oe:ahnn-
proposal.

(3) It opposes “endless ‘debate™ but«_a.l-

s
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Dodges Foster Is Set Back — —

lows the National Committee to reopen
the guestion if it sees fit.

(4) It concedes that “revisionist” ideas
have been advanced but rejects the no-
tion that all proposals for change are
“revisionist™ per se.

PRIZES FOR ALL

For everyone there seemed to be same

small consolation, and each group can
perhaps ¢laim a partial vietory; but:
. (1) To  win this compromise, Gates
has voted. against his own peint of view.
However, in the meager five minutes he
swas allowed on the floor, he explained
that he was supporting the resolution
only-in the name of unity and that he
did net zbandon hiz views.

{(2) A previous recommendation of
the National Committee would have au-
tomatically kept the discussion ‘opened.
Now, the committee may (but may net)
reopen the guestion.

(3) Yesterday, by official decision of

the NC, the Gate% association plan was
not.—deﬁmt.ely “revisionist.” But
now it i5 east in douht. Foster can say
wves; Gates can say ho. But Dennis can
decide when convenient.

The convention elected by secret bal-
lot 20 mémbers at large to the National
Comrmttee. which will total 60 after the
‘remaining seats ave filled by the state
‘organizations. The top ecandidate, a
young womarn, .unknown, got 210 votes.
‘Dennis was sixth with 174; Foster sev-
enth with 172; Gates smteen:.h with 129
‘votes, George Charuey, chs:man. of the
‘New York State party (Gates strong-
‘hold), was lowest on the list with 115
votes,

‘WHAT'S THE LINE-UP?

Since no hardened and organized fac-
‘tion lines were drawn, and elections were
by seeret ballot, the delegates were free
‘to express their uninhibited feelings. As
‘s result, apparently, the majority of
‘those elected at.large are:indeterminate
‘or uncommitted in a strict faction-sense.
i pe: real Hnesup will not be clear wntil
Fhe fult 60" swats ure filled in by the state
wrganizgtions in ﬁw:utlnq months. A hint
‘of Foster's-strength-among .the delegates
came when he made a procedural motion
Ho 'add éncther mrllm' to the National
Committee; It lost ‘.lﬂ-lll.

To avoid.opening up the faction sores,
the convention -by-passed the election of
national officers. The party will be ruled
by a secretariat of eleven until a perm-
‘anent committee is chosen when the final
‘composition of the National. Committee
is decided.

At another juncture, the convention
voted to transfer party -headquarters to
Chicago, an innocent-appearing decision.

‘But Foster; in the name of “democracy,”

‘had demanded that more “workers” be
added to the National Committee in
‘order to free it from the influence of the
“opportunists.” The move to Chicago is
‘aimed. at removing the party from the
Jnfitence of its stronpest pro-Gates sec-

tion, New York. But, :mn'zcally. George |

Charney, New “York chairman and a
deading Gatesite, seconded and support-
ed the motion.. All were for harmony.
S0 the. secretariat replaces the party
officers; Foster becomes o - secretariat

-_"_'mhr ateng: with-Dennis and Gates; H

#e is cosed out as chairman. The party has
declared: - for _ independence. - Hlusions
mount: nrlm H|- party crisis has been
-pvercome.: lu_#dlunpolnﬂnﬂ must came,

“SOCIAL-DEMOCRACY"

The vain hopes instilled in the party
by Dennis are:.best illustrated by the

. - ¥ésolution-on, *Soecial-Demotracy™ adopt-

ed without opposition.

" The CP now seeks a rapm'oachement
with “Social-Democracy,” and Dennis is
veady to Vote for words, words, words.
For the first time, to this writer’s recol-
lection, the theory of “social-fascism,” in
fashion during the thirties, is specifically
antt officially rejected as incorrect. It
calls for cooperation with “social-democ-
vacy" despite ideological differences and
emphasizes that the party really, truly
and honestly does want to ooperate. “We
should laok upon the Social-Demoeratic
organizations, including their leaders, as
workers' organizations. We must deal
with these organizations, fraternally,
and not as enemies. We strive for their
vooperation, not lguidation.”

There is no mass social-democratic
movement in the U. 8., in the strict sense
of the term. The resolution makes clear
that it intends to apply to the labor, lib-
eral, reformist, Negro movements which
it broadly lumps together under the
heading “social-demoeratic.” It refers,
then, to the unions, the ADA, the Liberal
Party, the NAACP. _

For Dennis, this is the tactic par ex-
cellence, and-its sucecess or failure will
be life-and-death for the party. What,
after all, is the aim of declaring one’s
independence and promising that a rfew
day has dawned in the life of the CP?
What if not to gain access to the mass
progressive movements and win accept-
ance and respectability?

IF THEY'RE SERIOUS . ..

But it is all in vain. For no one will
believe it. And rightly so.

Dennis and his friends have yet to learn
that it is not “left sectarionism” or “right
opportunism” or any toctic or maneuver
singly or in combination that -has ruined
the repulation of the party. What stands

-in its-way is the realization, not by back-

-

ward workers but by experienced and ‘edu-
cated wnion militants and progressives
everywhere, that every tactical line hos
been dominated not by the interests of
the working <class but by the needs of
Russian policy. Duclos, in his letter, admits
it frankiy. Dennis would deny it. Now con-
sider the resclotion on Social Demecracy.

The CP in the United States with its

T000 members solemnly pledges’ that it
does not propose-to liquidate (say) Wal-
ter Reuther’s 1,250,000 followers in the
United Aute Workers., But it hardly has
much choice !

The party wants to cooperate with Sao-
cial-Democracy and not destroy it. But
where? In the United States the party is
& tiny minority. The fact that it proposes
to cooperate with the mighty mass move-
ment of the workers and of the- Negruea
is not exactly" spectacular news!

But no ‘one can take
Where does the CP of theé, United Stetes

stand on cooperation with Social-Democ-

racy iwhere Communista are in Poiver?
Everyone knows-that it is not simply a
question of “cooperation” there.

Is the CP for the freéeing of all Social-
Demoerdts and -other demoerats fromi
prison where they have been jailed by
Communists in Russia, in China, in East-
ern Eurepe? Are they or are they not.for
the right of Social-Democrats to frée and
political existence, to the right to or-
ranize, where Communists are in power?
That. is the test.

Wheo will believe that you are for real
cooperation i the United Statés, wherve
you are under fire, if-vou do not raise
vour voice for. their rights where- your
comrades are in power?

PRESSURE ON GATES

The reschrtion, then; is'a typical prod-
vet of the Dennis school.

Whatever the motives of the Gatesites
in going along with it, they kmow that

more: than-verbal trickery is necessary: .

That was why; before an audience of so-
cialists -and liberals at. Community
Church on Deec. 8, Gates himself; asked
if he was in favor of democratic rights
to. all parties in countries under Commu-
m‘;»t control, felt com‘pelled to .reply
& 'EB"

Not:only -was unthmg “settled at the.

convention: in Tact;, the key.issues were:
never even posed. The Gates group-did
not: fight for their views on -any gquestion

‘but ‘were content to go along with:Den-

nis’ ‘generalities. . The penalty they pay
will become evident socon.

They did not make their position clear
and they did -not begin to rally their own
supporters - and potential supporters for
what. they realize is so wvital: a radieal
change in policy. They did not press their
position on Hungary; they did not pro-
pose to endorse the line of the Daily
Worker; they did not even sugpest sup-
port to Gomulka; they did not fight for
the Political Association. If you did not
know that the Gates tendency existed be-
fare the convention, vou would not have
realized it at the convention.

1f the deeision to abstain from a fight
cannot be endorsed, it can be understood.
The Gatesites were under great pres-
sures. Foster was calling for their heads.
A new Dauaelos letter arrived to holster
the fight against Gates. From the state

it seriously.

organizations came resolutions rejecting
the Gates position on the Political Asso-
ciation. The Gates group felt impelled
to stall for time, to retreat and wait, to
wait for more faverable circumstances,

SPLIT—WHERE?

But this time it will not be enough to
put the lid back on. Say what one will
about the actions of the conventions: dis-
appointing as the tactics of the Gates
group may have been, the fact remains
that the Foster line was defeated and
that his efforts to wipe out the Gates
wing proved utterly futile, It was shown
that the CP cannot be simply purged and
ordered back into line; an atmosphere
was established for the right to discuss
tomorrow, and this is an important
achievement for the CP that it never had
before.

Until the party can give such o clear
reply 'to such a simple question, oll its
resolutions for “wnited front” and for col-
laboration with all progressives will be in
vain. If the membership hasn't learned that
yet, it -will have 4o go thiough another

- period of bitter disillusionment.

There are some who may insist that
the Gatesites should have been ready
without hesitation to split from this
party which finds it impossible to break
cleanly from Stalinism. But split to
whet? That is undoubtedly the question
that arises in their minds,

They- look - toward a broad mass social-
ist movement foy tomorrow. But ave they
te end up as a sect today? They dread: to
end their fizht as a mere sect and such
fears are understandahble.

In the face of-an organized working
class. of 18 million, of a Negro movement

which involves hundreds of thousands, it

|OISPATCH FROM DUBLIN
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Dublin, Jan. 24
Gne of the significant events. of 1956
in-this ecountry was the public. demon-
stration of selidarity of the Dublin work-
ers-with the embattled workers of Boda-
pest during-the last phase of the heroic
general strike there. Sponsored by -the
Dublin. councils. of the two: trade-union
centers, the parade and mass meeting
was a gratfying experience of united
working-class action to defend the basic
principle of working-class freedom.
Freeney, the president of the Dublin
Trades Council, proposing the resolution
of sympathy, said that “while Stalin the
tyrant had been superseded, tyranny
nevertheless Temained the weapon .of- the
frightened men in the Kremlin.,”
Needless to remark, the Hungarian
evants bewildered the local  Stalinists,
and this writer had the unique.expexi-
ence of witnessing - Stalinist . delegates

.supporting a “Third .Camp”- amendment

to a sectarian Catholic. resolution at the

November meeting. of the Dublin Trades

Couneil, . though -they . did subsequently

boycott the demonstration on Hungary.
-8

On the heela of the October days in

Hungary came the pre-Christinas guer-

. rilla raids by the so-called Irish Resist-
snce movement (IRA?) on' cross-border-

police, military and strategic civil instal-
lations—BBC transmit.t.ers,p-ower plants,
ete. The ‘precise and well-planned char-
acter of the raidg threw the Belfast au-
thorities into panic.

All but a few cross-border roads h.we
been blocked, mined and demolished;: to
prevent, attacks and withdrawals - from
and to the Republican area. Further
units of British army and air-forece per-
sonnel have been drafted into North Ire-
land.

Acting no doubt under pressure from
London and under the threat of an in-
cipient coup d’état from the well-armed
and militant direct-actionists, the Dublin
government launched a policé-military
action, first to head off proposed further
cross-border assaults, and secondly, to
take police action under the repressive
Offences Against the State Act to dis-
perse and harass the leadership of the
illegal force within the Republie.

A wave of public sympathy for the
direct-actionists was sparked -off by the

is necessary not to found a new sect but
to find a way out of sectarian existence.
If current trends are permanent, the
days of the sects are coming to an end.

THE IMPASSE

The dilemma of Gates and his friends
is not easy to resolve. If they remain in
the party without opening up a prospect
of winning drastic changes, their own
supporters will crumble away, leave.the
party, and probably end their political
careers. If they had split from the.party;
they ran the risk of ending as another
sect still without influence on the mass
movement and consequently unable to
give their own supporters what they
want: a way to bring socialism to the
people.

It con be ‘argued that the Gates group
might -hove pressed their point of view
nonetheless and done their best o educote
and arouse the porty membership even'if
they were defeated in the end. But they
teared a split. Above all they did not want
to end up. outside the party now.

Gates'’ dilemma is not his own. # ir @
problem for oll secialists and it is one
which must be solved Ily all. If he is im-
pelled toward compromise and quiescence,
the socialist movement shares respensis -
bitity.

There is no. easy road, no gquick ane
swer. Yet it is-the duty of all the exist-
ing socialist groups, tendencies, publica-
tions amd committees to find a way to
create- a new  rallying center for. demo-~
cratie socialists of all shades. Above. ail,
there is the lack of a powerful, crusad-
ing, militant Socialist Party to offer a
practical alternative. to Stalinism. [

The' impasse: at the Communist Party
convention should drive that-home to'all

Politics: in Ireland

" death of two.young ﬁghters in a hattle
with North Ireland police; and to. stop
growing mass subversion of ‘the author-

ity of the Republic's government; Pre-

mier Costello was forced to broadeast
appeals and threats to the sympathetie
elements and to the direct-actionists
themselves, to cease their activities,
The active leadership of the -direct~
actionist- movement is essentially. petty-
bourgeois, non-socialist and reactionary
in social and political outlook. Some ele-
ments are: frankly fascist in their ut-
terances ‘and. attitudes. Their conception
of democracy and minority -rights:in ‘a
anited Ireland would approximate the
“freedom” and “unity” offered to' the

_Baar by Hitler.

Mounting unemployvinent (90,000 per-
somns registered at the moment. and" the
figure growing ddily) is rocking the gov=-
ernment-coalition” boat. Trade-union léade
ers are demanding government action‘or
else the withdrawal of ‘the Labor minis<
ters: from the ecoalition. The * Unifed
Trade Union Qrganization convened spe-
oial conferences at the year's end fo deak
with the problem.

A document “Planning for Full' Em-
ployment” was submitted to'the Dublin

- conference in- December. The conclisions

drawn were substantially a mishmash of
social-democratic, Keynésian - and - “eme
lightenéd capitalist" solutions to 'the
problem’ of a decadent- and- abortive at<
tempt to organize an meovenshe«i couns

“try ‘along clasdical capitalist lines.

" The nnemployed are -demonstratings

‘bnee again,-and a mass protest: meetmg'

is scheduled for next Sunday in Dublin’s
leading thoroughfare. Socialists are aps
prehensive that if the Unemployed As-
sociation becomes an embarrassing ele-
ment to the government its ledders may
be intimidated by the operation-of the
special police powers under the Offences
Against the State Act which is at pres-
ent being applied against the leadership
of the divect-actionists. This Act was
used against the pre-war unemployed
leaders.

Ed —
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