THE CRISIS

in the

GROWS DEEPER

AMERICAN COMMUNIST PARTY

By GEORGE POST

Despite the trials of the Old Bolsheviks, the Hitler-Stalin pact,
opportunism and worse in the American trade-union movement, “Brow-
derism” and the expulsion of Browder, the destruction of the CP’s base
in the trade-union movement, the hysteria of the mass expulsions of
1949-50 on “white chauvinism” charges, and the Foster-Dennis in:onc}ad
bureaucracy, the Communist Party has been able to impose a totalitarian

structure upon its membership be-
cause they aceepted the moral au-
thority of the Stalinist state. It
was only due to this that the thou-
sands of sincere trade-unionists
and radicals who moved through
the CP gave up the right to democratic
discussion. With the fast mooring of the
Soviet Union to cling to, a faet which
could justify every swivel-chair turn in
the line as being due to the necessity of
preserving “socialism” in Russia, it
could be made to appear that the de-
mand for democratic discussion within
the Party was “objectively’’ anti-Party.

U.S. CP HARDEST HIT

The “revelations"” (revelations Whi{;h
have appeared for twenty-five years in

ganizational secretary of the CP declared,
there is "a meral erisis in the Porty,” "o
crisis not like anything we have ever ex-
perienced in the Party's past history."

The entire situation has led to the
most open diseussion ever held in the CP
since the complete Stalinization of that
Party, with the appearance of clearly-
defined factions and sub-factions, fac-
tions which it is safe to predict wil]l ap-
pear at the CP convention armed with
mimeographed factional docuntents and
factional programs,

In the first place, there is the Old
Guard, led by William Z. Foster and
based on the older party-fundamental-
ists. Foster and company, while accept-
ing in dutiful fashion the bulk of
Khrushchev's criticisms of Stalin, never-

the socialist press) of the “Fwentieth—theless still attempt to defend Stalin in

Party Congress and the events in the
Stalinist world following upon it have
left the Communist Parties of the world
in a permanent crisis. The CPUSA, not
having the mass base of the Eurppean
Communist Parties, has been the hardest
hit, and will be the first to disintegrate.
The signs of the disintegration increase
in number and intensity with each day.

It does not take a savant to recognize
that the CP was weak and sickly in com-
iparison with its former strength even
before the permanent crisis began. In the
July Party Voice, the discussion bulletin
of the New York Party, the New York
State organizational secretary of the CP
cites the following facts about the New
York Communist Party, the healthiest
CP organization in the country: (k)
Over the last 10 years the CP lost over
two-thirds of its membership. (2) Of its
present membership, one-third are work-
ers. (3) No more than 30-35 per cent at-
tend meetings even on an irregular basis,
the rest being paper members. (4) No
more than 20-30 per cent engage in sus-
tained activities. (5) Two-thirds of the
present membership are over 40 years
old “with no reerniting taking place.”
(6) Only 62 per cent of the Party made
its dues payments in the first five months
of 1956.

Caombine this situation with the crisis of
the post-Twentieth Party Congress period
and the foundotions of the Party ore
crumbling. As the Mew York State or-

one manner or another. Recognizing that
the attack on Stalin can and is being
turned against his own bureaucratic,
anti-democratic manipulation of the CP,
Foster can only fight back by defending
Stalin. This faetion while probably not
the largest of the factions, is certainly
of considerable strength numerically,
having within it thes bulk of the older
party members who "have long-since
ceased being anything but members of
a cult. for the adoration of Stalin’s Rus-
sia. Despite this numerical strength, it is
not of great strength apparently within
the current active membership and sec-
ondary-leadership of the CP.

In the second Instance, there is the
Dennis faction, which Joseph Lash wrifing
in the Mew Yerk Post of July 22 dubbed
the “conciliationists.” This group, while
attacking the Foster leadership of the
Porty for having been "left-sectarion,”
particularly during the "left" period of
1946-52, is doing little more thon parrot-
ting In typical Stalinist fashion, the cur-
rent “popular frontish" line of the Russian
Party, a line which demands public apolo-
gies for the previous line. Dennis is at-
tempting to make Foster the scopegoat
for this peried, in the way that Foster
made Browder the fall-guy for the war-
time line, even though both the “right"
line of Browder and the “left" line of Fos-
ter were determined in Moscow. Dennis is
the new leader of a Stalinist Party who
hes attempted o crock down upon the
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free-wheeling discussion going on in the
CP press.

The third group, a group of “Young
Turks,” is led by John Gates, editor of
the Daily Worker, and has within it
much of the secondary and loeal leader-
ship of the CP, a group largely recruited
into the Young Communist League-in the
early Thirties. This group has demanded
of the leaders of the Russian Party “a
basic analysis of how such perversion of
Socialist democracy [as revealed in
Khrushchev's approach], justice and in-
ternationalism were permitted to devel-
op and continue unchecked for twenty
yvears." They put forth and had adopted
by the National Committe¢ meeting of
June 24 a resolution which declared:
“We have begun to re-examine our pre-
viously oversimplified and wrong eoneept
of the relations. which should exist be-
tween Marxists of various countries in-
cluding the Socialist countries.”

Reflecting this point of view, “Food
Worker” writing in the July Party Voice
declares: “I'm an American Communist,
I don’t want to be a Russian Copmunist.
And, not only that—I'm an American
working-class Communist.” The party,
he continued, was wrong more often than
not in the positions it took, “in great
part because we thought the Russian
Communists had all the answers and all
we had to do was to get it from them.”
He concludes; “The main lesson of [the]
Congress, it seems to me, is that we must
think for ourselves. We must look first,
hard and squarely, at all the realities of
our country. We cannot do that unless
we begin to learn how to listen ‘to the
people with respect, and to learn from
them. Without this we will not be able

even to make the necessary changes in

our party. We.must start by listening to
the rank and file. members of the party.”

LEADERS BLAMED

Irv Becker concluding a long analysis
of the erisis of the party in the Party
Vaice writes, “. , . the history of our
party contains rtight as well as left er-
rors, and in each instance there are two
interlocking causes: the persistence of
bureaucracy. coupled with shallowness as
regards understanding and application
of Marxism.” The party's leadership, he
argues, made the CP the sick thing that
it is. He writes: “Our leadership would
he doing a real service—and in fact his
is What is incumbent on it—were it open-
ly~in the face of the whole party, to ad-
mit that it has trained the party to be
what it is; to work as it does, and to
think as it does; that it is responsible for
the kind of cadre the party contains; and
if it were to examine openly thiz cadre
and these methods of work, and to pin-
point these matters, including the pin-
pointing of people. If we are to make
real changes, the discussion must be
taken out of the realm of generalities,
and concrete measures taken and abided
by for the creation and growth of party
demoeracy.”

Lester concludes with an attack on any
attempt to blur the differences within the
Party. He writes: ", . . in the name of o
ficticious "unity’ the line and pelicy of our
Party becomes mare and more one of a
compromise character, At this critical
stage in the history of our Party, compro-
mise will serve no useful purpose. Com-
rade Foster charged in 1945 that Browder
used the ‘fear of factionalism’ to stifle op-
position. We need equally to fight the
'unity of the Party' slogan being used to
force compromise and the capitulation of
the majority fo the minority."

This attack on the party bureaucracy,
this open criticism of the Russian CP,
this revalnation of the entire past of
the CPUSA, even though it is being led
by & secondary leadership which has yet
to indicate the sincerity of its protesta-

]

tions of democracy, which itself certain-
ly is implicated in the past of thd CP,
and“which still continues to think of iit-
zelf as the critical defender of the Soviat
Union has opened a host of problemg for
the CP—and like the consequencesggi the
opening of Pandora’s box, there isfnow
only the prospect of permanent crisis be-
fore the CP.

FOR DISSOLUTION e

The real depth of this erisis is indi-
cated by the fact that the party has beep
forced to open up its press to voices
whieh go far beyond the proposals of
the Gates-led group. There is a consider-
able group within the party which has
been drifting away, have been, as Joseph
Starobin indicates in a letter to a recent
issue of the Nation, clearly no longer
accepting the leadership of the CP in
their trade-union and community activi-
ties. Some in this group have begun %o
cast about looking for a home, and fol-
lowing the lead of Clifford McAvoy, the
fellow-traveling head of the American
Labor Party, have come out in suppoek
of the candidates of the Socialist Work-
ers Parily in the forthcoming presiden-
tial elections. Starobin indicates that
this group eontains “several thousands,"
which if true, represents at least a
fourth of the aetive membership of the
CP.

Part of this group has already opeanly
called for the dissolution of the Commpg-
_nist Party—and the Party Voice-has.hed
4o print articles of this nature. The July
Parly Voice contains a letter from ome
"D, ¥."" which calls in the first place, "#o
return to the people, where they will .re-
-celve us, and to work humbly within 4fhe
existing mess organizations. Perhaps in @
return to the people we will learn the
humility which is the basic ingredient of
all leadership.” And he concludes: "That
-this positions calls for the dissolution of
the American CP should be obvious. What
.excuse can we have for its continued .ax-
istence when it no longer hos roots either
-in life or in theory. Possibly in return g,
.earth we will sink new roots and produce
.new healthy flowers, not the peisonoys
fruit of Stalinism. For this kind of an ap-
proach to the reforming of the progres-
sive ranks of America, the rigidities of the
CP would be only an obstacle. We need gm.
organization free of doctrinarionism ang
_devoted to o demogratic approach o dhe
salution of ‘American political problems.”,

The ecrisis of these people is well indi-,
cated by Joseph Starobin's letter to-the,
Nuation alluded to above, a letter -filled:
with contradictions and half-apologetica:
for the CP, but still one which recog-
nizes that the time for the death of -the
CP has come. Starcbin, in a curious tone,
in which he suggests that the non-Coms
munist “Left” “social-work” the CPy
writes: “They [the CP] need to be re-
placed and absorbed, a process that re-
quires, if not mutual aid, then -at leasf
the interaction of many sectors of tha
Left. Where are men and womeni of wi-
sion, far-sighted and big enough to take
the initiative for that?" Starobin elearly
indicates that what he has in mind is not
another front for the CP, but rather :a
grouping which would not initially hase
Communists in it, but would rather ab-
sorb those healthy elements from the €B
as they left it and looked for a newm
political homs. -

CAN CP SURVIVE? -

Whether or not the CPUSA will e
ahle to survive in its present form the
current erisis is problematical. Howevag
even if it does manage to pull togethei
its currently openly warring elementsg
there iz little question that the permas.
nent,crisis will see large sections of -thy
CP drift away from it, and will preveni
any serious new recruiting to its ranks

But this does not mean that those whi
leave the CP will automatically becom:
intransigent opponents of the Russiai
regime. For that matter, we probabli
are entering a period in which Stalinoid
ism and new illusions about Russia wil
become increasingly strong. The positier
of the Stalinoids has been changed—
they have become instead of the satellite
of the CP, the rallying points arouni
which ex-CPers will congregate. Stalin
oidism, in one form or another, will b
on the rise in this peried, its ranks beinj
swelled by those former CPers who upo
leaving the party will not simply dro
out of politics altogether. Thus the cui
rent crisis within the CP produces ne
opportunities and new problems for
independent democratic socialist mow
ment, :



