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REVISIONISM AND AMERICAN DEMOCRATIC TRADITIONS 
The mistake appears to have had its beginning 

at the eighth convention of our party in  Cleveland,. 
Ohio, in April 1934. The' published results of tliis 
convention in the pamphlet "The Way Out'' shows 
a separatiQn of theory an_d practice, groY.ring out 
of an incorxect appraisal of the revolutionary tr<J
ditfons cf 1776 and 1861. 

While important similarities in the struggle of 
1776 do exist, which are fully applicable to the 
modern political struggles, ·and certain "traditions 
of '76" are carried :(prward by our party, it was 
a mist,;1ke for us to imply in the published state
mel'lt of that convention that the "traditions of 
1776" were the only traditions we were carrying 
forward. 

While, in theory, we clearly aimed af socialism, 
'\'\'hich we knew required the dictatorship of the 
working class; i.n practice, we were to be modern 
"Jeffersonians" only fighting for the defense and 
extension of (capitalist) democracy. 

Neglected, or at least omitted, in our 1934 
policy was a clear statement of recognition of �he 
very great differences which exist bet\veen the 
capitalist revolution of 1776 - extended to the 
southern states in 1861-and the modern working 
class revolution, which as Marxist-Leninists, we 
must also carry forward new traditions. Traditions 
which were unknown jn Jefferson's day, and which 
shaFply conflict with certain "Jeffersonian tradi
tions." 

Hidd�n by this omission, was the fact that the 
revolution of 1.776 did establish in our country the 
pre-conditions for tl1e buildi'ng of the dictatorship 
of the capitalist class. Which dictatorship was 
built and now does operate behind the screen of 
capitalist "democracy." 

The implication was made by us that a 1934 
translation of the "Declaration of Independence," 
would, in fact, usher in the dictatorship of the 
working class, just as in 1776 this same Declara
tion of Independence had ushei•ed i11 the dictator
ship oJf Marxism-Leninism. 

The tasks of the authors of the J?eclaration of 
Independence were ended in 1783 witlh the victory 
over England and the successful establishment of 
the thirteen colonial states as the United States 
of America. This was freely admitted by Tom 
Paine in bis last "Crisis" article. (No. Xill.) 

We do carry ;forward the traditions of 1776 and 
1861 in our day, because we demand freedom for 
the colonial and semi,colonial peoples. Because we 
fight to retain and extend what democracy exists 

under capitalism. It was for this that Jefferson 
and Paine fought so well. 

For these tasks alone, we ally ourselves with the 
heroes of 1776. But we do this in order to make 
it possible and easier for the working class to 
thus pass on to our new !asks, the higher tasks of 
establishing socialism in our eountry-and in the 
colonial countries as well. 

It is for these latter t�sks, the establishment of 
socialism, we must carry forward new t1·ad1tions 
under the red banner of Marx, Engels, Lenin and 
Stalfo. In the traditions of Eugene Debs, the he• 
roes of the eight hour day, and the other great 
leaders of the American working class! 

We cannot scientifically carry forward the tradi
tions of 1776 all the way through the class strug
gles in America, because the class struggl�the 
need for socialism-did not arise in 1776. No one 
at that time could possibly have foreseen it, nor 
could they establish any principles in regard to it. 

Our party in adopting these "traditions" in the 
manner presented-admittedly as a political ex
pedient, made an error· of an opportunist nature. 
But to the extent that it separated our practical 
thinking from our theory of proletarian revolu
tion, it ha� the effect of paving· the way for the 
big mistakes that followed at the 10th party con
vention in 1938, wherein we practically abandoned 
the basic principle of the Dictatorship of the 
Working Class. In other words the separation of 
theory and practice resulted i-n our having to re
vise our theory. With the way paved by four 
years of capitalist "traditions" in our heads, the 
1938 errors-big and fundamental as is now obvi
ous-were not discovered by any large number of 
comrades. Those few who had misgivings could 
not have realized clearly h�w serious they were or 
otherwise they could have been more convincing. 
Our thinking bad be�orpe blunted by 1938. We 
were ideologically disarmed. The still more obvious 
mistltl{es of Teberan and after were bound to 
follow. 

Precisely, the mistake of carrying forward the 
traditions of 1776 • to a Socialist America is this: 
the term, "carry forward," implies that the path 
from a capitalist America to socialism fa a smooth 
flow of struggle for constantly expanding and ex
tending "democr.acy:• By this it follows that 'the 
one runs into the other. Further then, there is no 
barrier bet\veen capitalist "democracy" and so
cialism. The result of this thinldng is that social
ism can be led up to and established within the 

framewor\{ of capitalism. 
If all this were true, then there Is no need for 

the dictatorship �f the working class. This may 
be why 110 one noticed our abandonment of this. 
fundamental in 1938. By that time it . seemed' 
such a logical step to take, so necessary in view of 
our adopted "traditions" since 1934. 

Now that Comrade E>uclos has aroused us from 
our slumbers it seems hardly necessary to state 
that socialism can never arise pn a basis of capital
ism. That capitalist "democracy" instead buiJds up 
economic and legal structures between the work
ing class and political power. That this framework 
of capitalist relations in society (as we now re
member)-must be smashed by the working class 
in order to establish socialism. It.is for this task
the smashing of the capitalist economic and p .o
litical reJations in society-that the dictatorship 
of the working class is scientifically necessary in 
our Marxist-Leninist theory; 

We can correctly say that Jefferson and Paine 
would help us, or more precisely, we help them, 
in defending our democratic institutions and in 
the fight to extend democracy to the colon'ial coun
tries-self determination for the colonial peoples. 
But how Jefferson and Paine would stand in the 
modern class struggle would be decided, not by 
principles of 1776, but by how well these gentle
men had fared under capitalism. How well they 
had read our Marxist-Leninist literature! At any 
rate the tasks for which they fought within the 
borders of .our nation, have -long since been com
pleted. The, tasks which exist todiiY in America 
.can only be solved by the American working <!lass. 

In the ideological revamping of our Communist 
movement our lessons may very well inclucle the 
clearing up of these "il'regularities" from. eleven 
years ago. The lesson is. that our work is not 
sweet, -nor easy, nor to be taken wtih immediate 
acclaim among the workers. That instead, it is hard 
work, to be done over and over again to convince 
the workers that hard as the tasks may be, :Marx
ism-Leninism is the only road which can lead to 
the solution of tbe national problems given us by 
the Cl'isis of capitalism in our country. The louder 
ilie clamor and howl sent up by the capil:alist 
class, the more clearly we should set forth our 
real purposes and theory into the ranks of the 
workers. It is sweet enough for us to know that we 
have a scientliic and certain way .out, and the cap
italist have none. 

Homer Mulligan, San Francisco 

WANTS STANDARDS ESTABLISHED f.OR LEADERSHIP 
With the d1scussion on the Duclos article and.

the draft resolution nO\V going forward and the 

announcement by the National Committee of the

convening of a national convention of the CPA

on July 26, 27, 'and' 28 for the p�pose ?,
f reorie_ntj 

ing our AssQ_ciation, the question. of refreshing;

the leadership'·' becomes of grave importance. 

In my opinion the leadership rof the CPA has

fallen into the v�ry error 01'- �hich we accuse the

bourgeoisie of under�timating the intelli�ence1

and power of the masses. This has reflected itself! 

in methods of work which have Feduced the CPA 

clubs and their executive boards to rubber stamps,:

which has permitted the su_pp�ession of_ vit�l 1 • 

Marxist criticism both by leading Commumsts m 
1

America and abroad, .in spite of the fact that our 

members are con-stantly being subjected to an ui:i-•

ending flood of the most reactionary bou�ge�1s
,

propaganda through the radio and the cap1talist

press. 
The National Committee has elected a sub-com•

mittee to make a political examination of the lead

ing cadres. I welcome this move c]pefly from the
point of view of making availa�e sy.ch inroi:m,a

tion about our leaders, their activities and pohc1es
which has previously been withheld from the mem-i
bership at large. However, we must remember that
the chief responsibility for selecting a militant
leadership based on the American masses and a 
working class ideology will fall upon the CPA 
clubs in the several states w:}1ere the m,embersbip 
is in closer contact with the masses from which 
our leadership has tended• to divorce themselves. 

I should like-, therefore, to suggest certain stan
dards for judging the qualifications of Communist 
candidates for election as convention delegates and 
to positions in clubs, on county, state and the 
national committee. 

First of all: primary considenation should be 
given for future leadership to those Communists 
wlio were able to analyze Earl Btowder's so-called 
"Teheran" policy o.f class collaboration as revision
ist at the time of the Bridgeport speech, and who 
bad the courage to attack this policy vigorously 
during the discussions on the disssolution of the 

party. 
2.-Each candidate should be judged on the· po

sition which he took on the Duclos article before 
the publishing of the draft resolution· by the Na
tional Board. This is a test of his ability to recog-
nize revisionist errors. 

• 

3.-A candidate for office should be judged as to 
his mass connections particularly in the trade 
unions but also with large organizations of the 
community and his record of leadership of mass 
struggles in these organizations. 

4.-A candidate must be judged on his ability 
to work collectively a n d demooratically w it h 
others;, on his ability to maintain close ties with 
the masses and with the basic organizations and 

membership of the CPA; his ability to conduct self
cri licism and to profit by such criticism. 

5.--Special consideration for leadership should 
be given to honest, militant ,elements from the 
working class and to those Communists who have 
identified themselves with the interests of the 
mas£es df the people. 

Every candidate for leadership should submit 
himself to the most rigorous and critical analysis 
of his qualifications, which analysis, ii conducted 

-?n a sound political level will strengthen him as 
a person and as a Communist, and will help to 
re.orient our organization towards a militant, Marx• 
ist-Leninist party of the working class. 

Mary Scott_, San Francisco 

FOSTER'S LETTER AND OUR POLICY 
A::£ter teading Comrade Foster's original letter 

oi January, 1944, to the. National Committee, I 
am more than ever convinced that, had the oppor
tunity for free and unham1Jered discussion pre
vailed in tfie party, we would not have our present 
headache. I fil'mly believe that the membership 
as a whole could never have been convinced of the 
soundness of Browder's program. 

Dem0cratic centralism bases itself on a sound, 
well-understood Hoe by all of our members .. We 
lmow that in times of stress it is sometimes es
sential that qur leadership make decisions without 
being able to involve the whole membership. But 
the constitution of the CP as well as of the CPA 
bind our membership to carry out majority de
cisions arrived a:t alter the fullest possible dis-
cussion. ,. 

I am certain that the reaction of our members, 
on seeing Foster's ,letter, was unanimous. Why 
were we not permitted to know of this at the time 
of t11e discussion lasy year? It is useless now to 
try and fix the bla� on one or the other party, 
according to tbe outitook taken by the individual. 
What counts, is tha1 such a situation shall never 
be permitted to occur again. It's obvious that our 
constitutional .guarantees as they stand now, are 
not broad enough, that tbey must include the dght 
of the membership to a full knowledge of all pros 

and con!;., of all minority opinion, so that nq top 
majority shaU ever be in a position to witJ\hold 
essential information from the membership. What 
had been done in our national committee last 
year certainly clid 11ot indicate "trust in the 
masses" of our own membership. 

The natural result of the presentation o.f �he 
whole matt.er of policy by our national committee 
was, that all opposition· was cut at the 110ot. Fear 
of charges of leftism silenced those who would not 
agree in the .beginning. This is not the way democt 
racy shoJ.l}d work in our organization. 

Had the members of our leading bodies at least 
followed Lenin's well-�stablished .policy of trying 
to find out the opinions of labor-not to speak of 
their own membership-they couldn't have :failed 
to hear the rumbling of contraty opinion. 

It is time that we make a two-way job of our 
inner pipeline, to assure that the dope doesn't 
only come down to us,· but that it must go up as 
well. Bob Thompson speaks well, WhE!n he mentions 
arrogance of top committee members, whose only 
task was to see to it that the established policy 
was swallowed whole. Too many comrades even 
in lower committees followed this bright example 
and will do well I to cleanse themselves thoroughly 
from ft. 

Fntd Doyer, Mill ValleY, 
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