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EXPOSE PHONY POPULISM AS FASCISM IN DISGUISE!

In March 1971 there appeared in the people's Tribune (volume 3, number 3) an
article entitled "American Populisi: Fascism in Disguise.' Ve pointed out that the
USNA imperialists and their flunkeys were coming forth with a new political line
with which they hoped to appeal to the increasingly dissatisfied and rebellious

working class and other oppressed strata within the USNA states The new line

boiled down to, "Soak the rich." 0f course, demagogues l1ike George ‘lallace vere
* (if he's Anglo)

even then old hands at chappioning the rights of "the little guy

against "the rich." But the corporation lawyer Nixon calling for "a new American

revolution,”" as he did in the 1971 State of the Union nessage? This vas something
rather new. ’

Since then the.thing has developed. Even the long-obscure term we uded in the
article, "populisn," has been resurrected by the bourgeoisie: One examples Senator
Fred Harris (Oklahoma), in an article called "The Real Populism Fights Unequal
Vealth," ends by asking the question, "Jill we. permit the 'encroachment of the
poverful few upon the rights of the many?' The new gopulism's answer. is no." (1)

As Marxist-Leninists we are not too inspired by darris's or George McGovern's
new populism, which echoes a political movement which was hopelessly compronised
’and discredited 70 years ago. Nor docs the big USNA imperialist ﬁourgeoisie seem
to fear the "soak the rich" "power to the pecople" line. For example, from an art-
tcle in‘the.New York Times called "No Radical Economics via McGovern'':

)R P e, g .
“The economist for a major American business group and the head of a big

mutual fund organization said at an international gathefing today that they
-did nhat see radical economjc changes in store for the US if Senator
George McGovern vas elected president. :

. . . . , . N | : |
"But the economist, Albert T. Sormers of the Conference Board, asserted

.. 'that, the' business community would be ‘'more comfortable' and the stock

market would perform better if President Nixon were re-electeds = ,
. 3 s . 0ty
3 . 5 ]
. "Both. Howrard Stein, chairman of the Dreyfus Corporation, and Mre SQmmers,
responding to questions on the financial outlook at a meéting=sp0nsored
by the Conference Board, explained that views of presidential candidates

tended to amodcrate after they won elections." (2)

" "Even before this, McGovern, on May 22, had'attémpted to make the imperialists

feel more "comfortable"” with him by running a "full page ad in the Wall Street
Journal to explain to businessmen what his tax proposals" (supposedly higher:
_taxes on corporations and wealthy individuals) "would not mean." (3)

That there still may be doubt among businessmen as to McGovern's politics and
economics we can only attribute to the hide-bound stupidity of certain particular-
1y philistine sections of the bourgcoisie. Ve are far more interested in the more
intelligent (and dangerous) imperialists who are using the '"new populism' for
their own purposes, to attack the working class. In order to understand why they
are using the "anti-richman" line in such a heavy wvay at the present time we nust
understand where we are now at historically. In addition, in order to expose the
populist line and understand how to fight it in a really mass way (an increasingly
important task for coimunists), we nust have an understanding of the social
motion of populisin, including its historical development., To do this properly e
we have to go back to Lenin. As far as we know USNA populism has never been
examined from a Marxist-Leninist angle, except by the Communist League, and our
work till now has necessarily been only skeletal. In the history of the working-
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class movement in this country only the Communist Party of the United States of
America (CPUSA) was cver in a position even to attempt to analyze populism, but it
vas so bogged down in the subjective, petty-bourgeois swamp of populism itself

that its feeble efforts came to nothing. The stock CPUSA document on the subject,
Anna Rochester'®s The Populist kovement in the USa (1943), is a plece of hack .
journalism that reads like a bourgeois highschool textbook, Anna Rochester does not
make the slightest attempt to analyze what the Populist movement was and vhat it .
became cxcept that it was mainly farmers against monopolies. This fallure is not.
accidental. Had the Party honestly shoun the class-base and social motion of pop<
ulism it would have had to expose itself (with its American exceptionalism, its
anti-monopoly coalition, etc) as populist. But we will get into that later. For

now we will merely say that this paper is an attempt to develop and deepen our )
comrades' and friends' understanding of the extremely important question of populism,
and of how the bourgeoisie and their "working-class* flunkeys, the CPUSA revis-
fonists, are using it to try and disrupt and destroy the arising and developing
revolutionary working class movement in the USHA.

& Co ~ THE CURRENT RISE OF POPULISM

There is a growing crisis inside the USNA. This crisis is being brought on by the
economic_contradictions of capitalism in general, and the growing revolutionary
movement. in the colonies and semi-colonies and the growing contradictions among

. the inperialist countries in particular, The crisis is just beginning to méan-for

the Vast majority of the people in the USNA a great impoverishment and lowering

of living standards, The fascist wage-price (really just wage) freeze, high
unemployment, rising prices, the devaluation of the dollar, the gold crisis -~ these
are just some of the ways in which the growing crisis is manifesting itself, In
order for the USNA iiperialists to continue making maximum profits they must shift
the burden of the growing difficulties more and more onto the backs of the working
class. The reaction to the impoverishment and fascist attacks has been spontaneous
fightbacks by many strata of the working class, which are resisting the best they
can but which at the same time lack genuine revolutionary leadership, that is,

a real Marxist-Leninist communist party. The present “lcaders" of the working class .
are selling it out,

The class is more and more rejecting the present structure and demanding changes
which will guarantee concrete, palpable results. Sceing the growing soclial
consciousness of the masses, that is, their growing awareness that the rich are
getting richer because the poor are getting poorer, the USNA imperialis ts are
putting forth their so-called "third alternative" - one that is neither for the.
present rich, monopoly capitalists, the imperialists, nor for (supposedly even
worse) the communists, This third alternative promises 'the people'” a nevi-_yay of-
1life, ono-where"tha people," the majority, rule and obtain the things-they need —
through a_fairer distribution of the wealth and a return to them of the “power"
vhich they once had but which has been "usurped” (as McGovern said in a speech on
July 7, 1972). This third alternative is phony populism. Its purpose is to oppose
the class struggle and replace it by a phony “popular" movement whose real aim 1is
not to reform the systen but to pave the way for fascism. :

Populisnm has many forms and appearances. Wallace is a populist par excellence,

.He champions the "little guy" versus the rich, snobbish, iall Street bankers, etce

McGovern uses populisn with his tax reform programs, guaranteed annual income for
every individual, ctc, Nader's "consumerism" is populist, as are all the slogans
that set "the poor against the rich," that call for "a People's Party," "all pover
to the people," and so on and so forth. Populism does away with classes qgghin:
stead matches the "poor" ('the people” - workers, lumpens, petty-bourgésls and
even some blgger bourgeois) azainst the "rich" "usurpers,"” Why does the imperiallst
bourgeoisie dig populism? e ——— ==




-

- dictatorship of the most rcactionary, most

tle cdn-sece why if we remenbor that
openly calling for "the ~ -1 terrori:
chauvinist and most imperialist elements of finnnce capital. (4) Ca the contrary,

fascism must appear to be what it isn't, it must appear o5 its very opposite, as
is the source of the
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masses? Faccisn is able to
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influence of fascism on certain secctions of the
attract the masges because it demapogically cppeals to their noct,
and demands,' (5) It is precisely upon these most urgent neecs and demands of the
working class that the appeal of the prescent populist moveicat in all its hspécts
rests. Popullsts such as :ailace and MaGovern eome from the right politically,

but use left-souading slogans to get supporl. {t is these left-sounding slogans,

che Increesinply revolutionary (or really psoudo-rcvnlutlonnr")'rhotpric, the
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masses in a populist way illustrates iGN EaGE tine {ne=casing use of populist
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riietoric by 1liberals and straightforuvar ! reactlonaries alike (L7
can revolution”, cte) shous that pepulicin is really on thoe ric~, The impeorialysts
undevrstand perfectly well the growing social corsclovcness of tha masses due to
the decay cf Imperiallsm, and are consclously trrirg to cover up tiac class strug-
glc‘vith,ygggcnoss and confusion and hence to keep the working class uader the
leadership of bourgecois politiclans and other demagogucs, The imperialists do not
mind being hated by the nmisces, but they do mind being overthroun and replaced by
the dictatorship of the proletariat. ience the third alternative, which tells us
we c~a turn bacdk the whecl of hilstory to a time of “free cntzcrprise’ end petcy‘
producticn whon "anybody could strike it rich”
when USNA iwmperialism held preater suay in the verld and

more heavily bribed, - ‘

urgent needs

.o uocrhing clocs was
i ‘

"This dream of a third alternative is-in fact illusc—y, On the one side,
it is the echo of the conceptions of the past poerir s, of the period of
liberal capitalisa, which wes already borirhinn with the advent of imperial-
ism and which cannot be revivod when the c-aditions that gave rice to it

o
in the stape of the extrenc deeay of capitalism and of

hzve 1 1sSed awvay,
the exireme intensificatiocn of, the class strusple.' (5)

he imperialists peddle the third alternntive on the grouads rthaec under capitalisn
(even Za this period of cutrene deany) "the people”
pover 1f we 'decide to use it. Or clse if we take the poucr ve used ‘to have back
feom the “usuvrpers! (McGovern, et al), 'the powarfu! feur' who are voncronching on
the rights of the many,.' Maat tool do the people have for dsing thile? The
demeératically construcsted systen of governrunt - tho stata, To~ votten CPUSA
salzt nopuliste, moialy cn
unypers, Charlene

~cally have g rength and

says erantiy the same thinas os the outspcken anti-cor

the theme of our repaialrs freedon, ripghts, ctce, fron
fitéhcll, talling ‘about the freelng of Aagela Davis, fn7cr-2 v that "angela's
freedom 1s directly linked to ovf ability to rcitore basic fuwcanental democratic
rights,." (7) Waat rights she is talking about “restoring,” and when did ve have
them in the first-place, remain the CPUSA's secrete, Simil-rly, thirty years ago,
that "Populism souvrht to overtirow the 'invisible

Asnn Rochester was telling us
goverament® by monopoly and. finance and to rccapture (?7) for tle
workers, farners, small producers, small businessmen ard profossicnnls - the
control of 'the government," (8) Rochester and the CPUNA “reroot' of cource that
the U3UA ues foundzd on capitalisnm (end on a very brutal ferim of capitalism,
capltalisti slavery, to hoot) and that to ralk about the manzes ever having had
reohticol of the government!' (which taey nust have if they orc going to recapture

rieh mts wer?" and appeal to tha

or at least to a more recent time’
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o it) is to prove oncself cither a fool or a knave. The revisionists are bothe Thelr
0 line of recapturing and restoring completely jibes with their third-grade textbook
; historical outlook on their supraclass heroes like Jefferson, Franklin, Lincoln,
Douglass, etc etc - not bourgeois, according to the Party, but "democrats" - in
the abstract - lecaders of "the masses of people" when they had "control of the
government. "

- We can casily see that Spiro Agnew was wrong When he said that the liberals were
S tailing behind the Communist Party USA. On the contrary, it is the CP which is

” tailing behind the liberals - and populists. :

Lenin, speaking of the Russian populists, the Narodniks, makes short work of their
line on the power of the masses in capitalist society: He says they talk

4

", ..as thoupgh strength were already on the side of the working people and

the their ideologists, and all that remained was to indicate the 'immediate,"
= . the_'expedient,' etc, methods of using this strength. o
“This’ is a %icken1ng lie from beginning to end.” (9) - ;1
At the present time, what lies behind tbisblle and - its tellers'is fascisme .v,,
. LS o5 ' N ".M“ i i ’

B 1 “The characteristic feature of fascism is that; agféfyonééquénce of the”  *
s ! shock suffered by the capitalist economic'systeh‘and’of special objective " - ,
: QR (oR R R -5 GO PR L)

and subjcetive conditions, thé bourgeoisie’-:in order to' hinder’ the'

. ; ‘development of the revolution - utilizes the discontent of the petty-and , 7’
meJ‘ middle, urban and rural bourgeoisie and even certain sections of the declass:’
 sedjproletariat, for the purpose of creating a reactionary mass movement. "
4 . "In periods of acute crisis for the bourpeoisie, fasclsm resorts ta anti-,
! capitalist phrascology, but after it has cstablished itself at the helm of
{ the state, it casts aside its anti-capitalist rattle, and disclages itself
“+as‘a terrorist dictatorship of big capitals.” (10) !
*;i SO 2 : o
_But this is'Aot the end, The fascists must thén'aéfepﬁq;gg_gggpijI{Ze their rule
. by fulfilling their pronises to at least certain strata of the working class and
A other g;oupfngstfréa"ﬁhicﬁ“Eﬁéy’ﬁust get support‘tb'éUfVive'thé"féVBIﬁEtonarY"
onslaught of the vast majority. Comprador fascist regimes siuch as in South’
i Vietram, “Spain, South Africa, Brazil etc can survive only as long as the USNA
©t .~ lmperialists pay the bills. But vho will pay the USNA fasgists' bills except
the peoples of the colonies and semi-colonies and the most,exploited_ggd,oppressed
vorkers within the Anglo-American nation itself? In other words, the USNA imper-
‘ falists have to and will continue to have to expand their base of bribery by
¥ “*trying to further enslave and re-enslave the colonies and_semi-colonies, They
j are preparing for new vars of fascist aggression now principally\thrbugh use
, of their weapon, white chauvinisn, the principal idcology of aggressive USNA
fascism., But further, One of the most fundaimental aspects of USNA populism,
\ fascism's disguise, is both historically and at the present time white chauvinism,
A (or what is incorrectly referred to as "racisn”), although often (in the case of
4 Negro, Puerto Rican, lexican national minority populists, etc) vhite chauvinism
}
\

1l- b 3
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ism
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en

must necessarily manifest itself in terms of its opposite, bourgeois nationalisme
We will explain this point more when we get to the CPUSA's popﬁTTgaﬂgaa_ng_Uge

of "racism." But the intimate connection between populism and white chauvinism
should be clear to everyone, Wallace is the most obvious example, but there are
thousands of others, for cxample the InternagjgnalALadtesmcanmenc-uarkgxsﬂUnion"
"buy Arerican’ campaign, where they set the "American worker" against the

“'cheap foreign labor' from Korea, Taiwan, Japan, etc and tell us to *“buy American®
because its the only way us poor folks can keep our jobs, etc etc ad nauseums

ure

- 50 -




\le must Oppose and easpose phony populisie e must see 1% as soclal notion tovard
fascism. We must ceaseles’ sncov T wile real class contradiccions hidden under
populist demagogy and point out th: rcal, revelutionary alternative to this motione
proletarian internationalism and t.# dicta.. -ship of the proietariat alone will
provide this alternativee To fight for then on & scale that can really influence
the masses and'gnnble us to lead the class struggle ve must build a communist party
vorthy of the nance

-

POPULISM Il RUSSIA

At this point we would 1like to show the Leninist vievs on populism or Narodism
(an exact equivalent in Russian of the word Eogu}ism. Narod, like the lLatin word
populus, means "pcople"). This will give us a good base for understanding the
class basis and historical motion of USNA populisme ‘

Firstly, why was the struggle against Narodism, the first major atruggle that

Lenin waged, necessary for the formation of an independent proletarlan ravalution=
ary party of a nev type? The struggle vas waged "at a time when no soclal=
denocratic movement in Russia yet existed, (In the the mid-~1890s) 1t was first
necessary to prepare the theoretical, {dcological groundvork for such a movermente
The chiefhideologlcal obstacle to the spread of Marxism and of the social—democratic
movement wvas the Marodnik views which at that time prevailed among the advanced
workers and the revolutionary-mlqded lnte}ligentsia." (11) In The ggggldggenc of
capitalism in Russia, The Economig content of Narodisty yhat ’_'1_'1&"}3?191\(\5-;22 the

e —

Peopl o Are and How They Fight againgg_gng,SogiaﬁJDamocrats, zgg‘gegiCage'ﬂg

et S

"Rencucce, etc Lenin dealt the Harodniks blovis from which.they naver could recovers

Again and again he exposes the ccononic and social motion of gsoclety and how the
Narodniks were trying tg/hq}dupggtory backs
mjarodism, which stands for levelling out tho peasantry...ls 'regressive'
because 1t desires to keep capital within those medieval forms that .com=’
bine exploitation with scattered, technically backward_productlon and vith
personal pressure on the producer.“ '

5 5
Narodisn geeks to stop the aifferentiation of the peasantry lnthg{fferencuglassés,l
differentiaéibﬁ*in“which the minority become rich peasants}‘éapitalist peasants’
(employers of others' labor power), and the majority become increaslngly moreé
impoverished and hence rural'proletarians or semi-proletarians, migrant workers
“or_sharecroppers, otc. 'ihereas under feudalism the countryside was (in terms :of
the pcasant masses) rigialy stratified and socially staticy under capitalism‘rapid
tran§1tiohs~tbke place which leave a feuw rich and the majority worse off than befores
Barodism'is &learly the ideology of the petcy-bourgeois“peaqgntry trying to sten
thqﬂggggwgfyﬂﬁ§fhisintaéfaEi6n (that 1s, 1ts At fferentiation {666"B6GF§661513 end
ptoletariat,'undefrihé irresistible influence of the towns, the market). It is @
petty-bourgeolsfﬁegatiqp of the inevitable and h;gtorlcgllg prog:gsgggg(ggvelopment

qu,gon§01§d9tipniof/capffaiistftubé;fﬁéééd:ongﬁhé:fgﬁid development and improve-
mggg_pflggg’gggdggggvg_ﬁQrces7resultipg-in a gotentiallyﬂ1negﬁhﬁéﬁlﬁfé.sOﬁrCé
of wellebeing for the whole of S0C€ ety once. the uhole of soclety ts actually in

.y

contré{'énd'ln a position tO utilize these productive forcess It Lg_g‘negation of
(most'important1Y) the class 'struggles the very thing whigh, with the victory of
the proletariat, w{1I’énsufé“the“m63tffapid development of the productive forces
in behalf of the yhole societyy the massos of toilerse Narodism, in short, {s the
negation of the/;ole;pﬁ the_proletariat and the proletarian dictaggyggip, the only
force on Earth capable of suppressing the over throun exploitéfﬁdhnd building

soclialisme Marodism was a reaction‘cqwxhe gpread of,gapicalggm on thqﬂpar;,of»th&

small farmers and handicraftsmen, who were losing their'lanq_pg§ toglg_gpgy

beconing proletarianized.
- 60 -
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How the original populist movement in the USNA was similar to its Russian counter-
part we shall sce in a moment. 3But first let us sample the inexhaustible treasury
of Lenin on Narodisia and try to sun up his analysis.

The esscnce of Narodisn lies "in representing the interests of the small producer." (13)
Lenin ‘describes the socialist theories of the petty-bourgeois populists as "abso-
lutely reactionary inasnuch as they clain to be socialist theories." (14) The
reason for this lies not only in that they try\tg roll back the vheels of
hiqtory, but also in that they “bbs scure_the class struggle, "They arc reactionary,
astly, because they sinply tannot understand the necessity for a struggle,
a deqperate struggle of the vorking people thenselves for their enancipation,” (15)
"They are reactionary in depicting our state as something standing above classes
and therefore fit and capable of rendering scerious and honest aid to the exploited
population." (16) The Narodniks believed they could attain utopia by fighting to
reform the systen, by fiphting against the abuses of capitalism, but not against
the capitalist systen itself (which they often denied even existed in Russia).
Their influence among the revolutionaries and working class in general (the
majority of whon had just recently left the farm) had to be broken in order for
a party to be built that could lcad the class out of the stage of social
consciousness to the higher stage of class consciousness and class conscious revolt,
Ldstly, we should nention a particularly obnoxious but important aspect of Narodism,
that is, its sentimental, idealist, romantic, philistine view of the past - that
presumably idyllic, folksy, patriarchal past that never existed in the way that Rarodniks
saw it but which they nonetheless wanted to go back to. Lenin corpares the react-
fonary Narodniks of the 1890s with the great bourgcois denocrats (Chernachevsky,
Herzen, ctc) of the 1860s, whose 'heritage" the Narodniks clainmed to represents

" “Even more at variance with this tradition (of the 60s) is Narodism's
fdealization and over-embellishment of the countryside. This false ideal-
fzation, which desired at all costs to secc something specific in our rural
system, something quite unlike the rural system in every other country in

the period of pre-capitalist relations, is in naked contradiction to the 3
traditions of the sober and realistic heritage. The wider and more deeply
capitalisn developed, the more distinctly did the countryside display
the contradictions common to every conmodity-capitalist society, the more
‘and more glaring did the antithesis stand out between the Narodniks*
honey talk about the peasant's ‘comwunity spirit,' 'artel spirit,' etc,.
on the one hand; and the actual division of the peasantry into a: rural
bourgeoisie and a rural proletariat on the other, and the more rapidly did
the Narodniks, who continued to look upon things with the eyes of the
pcasant, change from sentimental romanticists into ideologists of the
petty bourgeoisic, because in modern society the small producer changes

 into a comnodity producer....Better stapgnation than capitalist progress
- this, essentially, is every Narodnik's attitude to the countrysidecesss" (17)

This philistine sentinmentality about a past that never existed is_the hallinark

of the petty bourgecoisies Keep in ‘mind Anna Rochéster's synpathctic account of
the Populists trying to “recapture” 'the control of the government" for "the
nasses of people.’" Needless to say the opposite side of this sentinmental coin is
fear of progress, of revolution, of the working class and itu'dictatorship. Let

us EGBEE\whac.Ehﬂels has to say about these petty-bourgeois (he is speaking of the
Proudhonists, but it could just as well apply to the populists, Russian and USNA) ¢

"27 years ago 1 described in The Conditions of the Working Class in England
 the main features of just this process of driving workers from hearth and

home as it took place in the 18th Century in Englande. The infanmies of which

the landowners and factory-owners were gullty in so doing, and the deleterious
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effeets, naterial and moral, which thi
workers -concerned in the first place,

deservee. 3ut could it cver enter my he
circumstances an absolutely necessary

s expuleirninevitably had on the

are there also.described as they. .
ad to regard this, which was in the
historical process of developrent,

cars

. [ vag a retrogression 'belov the s

avages?' Inpossible! The Engli

sh proletarian

of 1872 is on an infinttely higher level than the rural weaver of 1772 with
his ‘hearth and home.' Uill the troglodyte with his cave, the Australian

aborigine with his clay hut, h
a.June insurrection and g Paris Cormune?! (18)

Or an Oétober Revolution? i1l the petty-bourgeois tfoglodytes,of:the.CPUSKEé@é?“"
succeed in leading the working class anywhere. but into fascism? They couldn't « !
even if they wanted toe - 2e R S . N .

i
3

- : POPULISM INM THE- USNA
Now let us go.back in history to .show what populisn was. originally in the USNA. On
the basisrof this we will understand why the present populist movement is a phony
populist movement, But before doing so we should state, SO there will be no mis-
unders'tanding, that ve are not, when we compare Russian and USNA populism, saying
that the tvwo social systems were identical, In a letter to the Russian Danielson
in 1893, Engels, talking about an article by Mr. B. V. Struve on the question of
developing capitalism in Russia, states: Co EETRERE D ]

"I nust agree with hin in this one point, that for mé,ftqo,.théQpregent_f" .
capitalistic phase of development in Russia appears an'uhavoidable.consequenge’
of :the historical conditions as created by the Crimean War, the way in which .
the change of 1861 in agrarian conditions was acconplished, and the polit-"
fcal stignation in‘Europe generally. Where he is decidedly vwrong 18 in come
paring‘the:present state of Russia with that of the United States . in order
to: refute what- he:calls your pessimistic vicus of the futuree He says '
the’evil consequences of nodern. capitalisin in Russia will be as easily '
overcome as they are in the United States. There he_quite‘forgets, tpat;Jf
the US are modern, bourgeois_fron;tho very origin; that they were foundedhby
petits bourgcols and peasants who ran avay. from Europecan feudalism_tb o
establish a purely bourpgeois socicty. lhereas in Russia we have. a gtqundd
work of a primitive communistic character, a pre—civllizgtion,Gentllesell-
schaft (a forn of tribail society based on the gens, joint_fanily),,crumbling
to ruins, it is true, but still serving as the proundwork, thevmaterlal upon
‘which the: capitalistic revolution (for it is a real social neVolutlpn) acts
and operates. In america, Geldauirtschaft (inoney econony) has been fully
established for more than -a.century, in Russia Haturalwirtscﬁéft‘(natural
egonomy) was all but exclusively the rule. Therefore ji standsftq,feason
that ‘the change, in Rucsia, nust be far more violent, far more incisive, and

" ascompanied by:immensely preater sufferings than,it can be in America,ﬂ.(l9)

Keeping this jmportant difference in mind, however, ve are compltely justified in
coiparing Russian and USNA populisn, which were both 1dcologica1,eXpressiOns of the
petty, mainly agriculyural producers during the risa, extension and consolidation

by the t v tourgeosic¢ of their hoime market._”PopulLsm,}n_:he US was rooted B
prlmariiy'in.the“farmers and other small producers and trgdersh-_clasées vhich had
dominated econonig life (?) until they wvere oppressed and displaced by the growth

of industry." (20) The Granicr moveiment of  the farmers against the railroads

and thg Indian with:his'hedfth‘eVer;accomplish =i

and other monopolles from the 1870s onj the Grecnback movement which demandéed more

(cheaper). money in circulation to facilitate .debt payments and commodity sales;
the Freesilvep movenent of  the 1880s and 18?05;;hé“Pe0p1e's ParCy’(thedepulistg)
and the'election ef many populists to:state and federal offices - all had their
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base in the pqtty‘bourgeoisio, all protested the ruin of the small producers by
the monopolics and banks wiich were rapidly being consolidated into modern
USNA imperialism. These novemcnts were all retrogressive in the sense of trying:
to hold back the development of history. Like the Narodniks, who were Russian
exceptionalists - they believed that Russia could renain non-capitalist or .
that it could "skip" capitalism - the USHA populists were "American except-
fonalists'. What happened to then? Representing a disintegrating class, the
populists disintesrated with ite. The najority vere co-opted into the Democratic
Party which demagonically appealdd to the 'farm vote" while all the time being
the tool of big-capital. A minority, the nore discontented, went over to-the
‘Soclalist Party and finally to the CPUS4, where their descendants to this day
carry out”their populist policies (disguised as Marxism). It is no accident that
the core of the Party‘s piogran is anti-monopoly coalition" instead of .the
dictatorship of the proletariat (a bogey novhere to be found in their New Programi
of 1970). Nor is it an accideat that a current CPUSA panphlet (by Victor Perlo)
is entitled, populistically, %“Robbing the Poor to Fatten the Rich,'" or that the
principal Party tactic at this tine is building a "Politics of Pcople's Action,"-
.of building, in fact, a nov mpeople's party." This is nothing but the same old
greasy populism with some watery "Marxicm" poured on to make it more palatable.
“The CP is tied.by a thousand finahcial, .social and political threads. to the
liberal Anglo-American bourgeoisie," (21) This is why they changed the name of their
?east coast paper from the Daily Worker to the Daily World. 'jorker" is sectarian,
and because the CPUSA talks about the working class only as one more element in
the syndicalist cabal they propose ~s their anti-monopoly coalition. They are
just like their ancestors, the original populists, who velcomed the support of
the industrial proletariat in the 80s and even put some myorkers'" demands in
their platform, but who nonetheless represcated a different class altogether,
The populism of the 'late 18005 and early 1900s within the USNA can and should
be compa~ed with Russian NMarodism of the same period. Both were characterized
by exceptionalisi, Rucsian and "American." Here is Stalin on the Narodniks:

"First, the Narodniks asserted that capitalicn was sométhing taccidental’
in Russia, that it would not d~selop, and that therefore the proletariat .y
would not grow and devalop either,

"Secondly, the Narodnils did not regard the working class as the foremost
clasc in the revolution. They dreamed of attaining socialisnm without the

_ prolétariat" They cornsidered that the principal revolutionary force was

. the peasantry - led by the intelligentsia - and the peasant commune, which
they regardced as the embryo and foundation of socialism.

- "Thirdly, the Marodaiks' view of:the whole course of human history was

s erroncous and hcrnful, They neither knew nor understood the laws of the
econonmic ard politienl development of scciety. In this respect they were
quite backwards, According to then, history was made not by classes, ‘and
not by struggle of clasces, but by outstanding individuals - 'heroes' -
who were bliandly follcwe:d by the masses, the ‘mob,' the people,
the classes." (22) ‘ g : -

VWhen we compare these nain orrors of the pueasian Warodniks with those of the
USNA populiSﬁslwq 7ind many similerities, : N

Firstlj,'the original populists of the 18705 and 80s viewved nonopoly of the home
market and the squeezing out of the small producer not as an inevitable develop-.
ment ¢of the economic structure of canitalist society, as a progressive development,
but as a deviation, something which could and shculd be stopped, P
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Second, nowhere did the populists of the USNA sce the proletariat - the class
‘that grows and develops precisely as a result of the growth and development of
capitalist production - as the lcading class, the class under whose leadership
society will break the fetters of capitalist relations of production and nove
forward., On the contrary, the populists thought that the ruined, pushed out,
daclassed, disintegrating petty-bourgeois strata were in themselves (and not as
future proletarians) the real revolutionary force.

Third, the USNA popuiists, 1ike their Ruseian counterparts, believed that indiv-
fduals alone make history, that "good" individuals, once in office, could be
capable of helping ''the little guy" or at least of forcing the government'tq do sO.
Hence the .bourgeois belief on the part of the populists that Ben Tillman and Tom
Vatson in their day and McGovern and Chisolm ete in ours, simply by their personal
integrity (2?) - Chisolnm is "unbought and unbossed" etc - could take on the rich

in bchalf of the peoples : o

But our analysis of the original USNA populist movement will be inadequaééfif e

sinply compare it to Russian Narodisn vithout discussing the particular soclal

and historical environment in which the former grew and developed and ‘turned into

its opposite. As the Communist League Negro National Colonial Question points out;
. the populist movement came about during the period of rocons truction after .the

" Civil Var. : : ST

v, ,.The Northern finance capitalists were faced with the delicate task of*
defeating the enemy (the southern planters) politically without dis-
. .turbing the existing capitalist,propérty relations, They found the ansver
" in the Populist movements Here, 'poor' people were thrown into the struggle
’ agéinst‘the 'rich' without any consideration as to class and history. Thus
a political front was skillfully built that threw the energies of the ex-
slaves; . poor Anglo-Anericans and the free Negroes against the existing pover

of the landlords." ..
puring the carly period of the Populist movement it was necessary for the Northern
bourgeoisie to some extent to push for Anglo-Negro unitye.

"The democratic, anti-monopoly Populist movement that reached its high point
o just before the counter-revolution was led, in the South, by such men as
,..Ben Tillman and Tom Vatson. These so-called leaders wvere oppor tunist vacil-
.lating men who constantly compromised with the landlords while trying to
fight then, The most .crucial and decisive question was the question of the
‘unity of the Negro and Anglo-American massese. Despite all the speeches to
the contrary, Watson, Tillman et al, never moved to do avay with Negro
. segregation in the Farmers' Alliance. The only outcore of a revolutionary
mass movement led.by vacillating, petty-bourgeois leaders was the fascist drives
ﬂ,?Jpst;as_che Populist movement was led by Tillman and Co. when t
.'hgéded~to_crush the landlords, so the ‘revolt of the poor whites
led by Tillman and Co. when there was the nced to crush Populism and

especially the Negro masses." (24)

he monopolies
' vas also

Originally a democratic upsurge of the masses, the Populist novement bgcamo"

fascist. Since the League understands the ideolopical and social threads connecting
populism vith the bourgeoisie ve can see why. When the Northern bourgeoisie needed
a certain amaunt of unity among the masses, the populists to a certain extent .
pushed.for.unity..Uhen the Northern bourgeoisie needed to crush the Negro'people'

- and vith them all. the oppressed,  the populist leaders openly pushed‘rabid vhite

chauvinism and .fascism.
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The CPUSA, "analyzing" the exact sane historical events,'is totally unable and
unvilling to understand the change that took place in the Populist mo@emeﬁc. The
CP sees the fascization of the movement as a quirk. 3esides referring‘phé'reader
to the inconsistencies and vacillations of Foster in his characterizagions,of
Watson and Tillman in The Nesro National Colonial Question, let us quote gyc0up1e
of examples of Anna Rochester's “analysis" of the populists: :

“Even in‘these earlier years (the 90s), his fellow members of the little

Populist caucus were realizing that Ton (vWatson) was 'difficult,’ but they nev-
ser dreamed that fourteen years later he would - still under the populist

banner - demand that Negroes be excluded from npolitical life; that in 1910

he would not only return to the Democratic fold but work with the Georgia

party machine of bankers and industrialists, vhile he threw his energiles

into poisonous hatred of Megroes, .Catholics and Jewis." (25) ’

"Jhile the Pecople's Party recognized from several angles the importance of
protecting the Negro vote, as a deaisive factor in the struggle azainst the
Bourbon Democrats, there is no clear indication that the Populists were
prepared to make political equality for the Negro people a major lssues.c
“White populists in the South seen to have had little understanding of:
raclal diScrimination as essentially a crime against the democrat}éyﬁ
#.© principles which they professed." (26) - RS R,
* Thé “difficulty" of certain-individuals, "little understanding qf1f§¢{af¢ .
-~discrimination as essentially a crime™ on the part of others - this s’ CRUSA
sanalysis.-One more: - i L
"But the 'paramount.iséue' raised by the Democrats in 1900'was -opposition
to the imperialist. expansion which in 1898 had reached a new stage of "
development with the war against Spain. They overlboked, of course, the
Venezuelan episode of 1895 when a’ Democrat, President Cleveland, had
stretched the Monroe Doctrine almost to the point of war against Great
Britain, with his assertion that 'Today the US is practically sovereign
on this continent, and its fiat is law upon the subjects to which it confines g
its interposition.' aAnd neither Democrats, Republicans, nor Populists
seemed to grasp the connection between our imperialist advance oOvVer sub ject
‘ peoples and the increasing power of monopoly at home. The inner relation-
ship of domestic and forcipn policy was not yet clear."” (27) (Emphasis ours)

Not imperialism, but the lack of “clarity" on the part of the good imperial-
ists 1s the enemy. This is indecd the philistine's-eye-view'of historye. NoO
wonder the Party, cven: before it became totally corrupt, vas completely unable
to explaiq anything. - 'p !
% s B ' Feo ok Kk oh e EIE I I O ) Lt A\
Comparing carly USNA populism vith Russian Narodism we can see its reactionary,
character, its obscuring of the .class struggle, the nature of “the state and the ™’
need for "a'strdggle, a desperate struggle of the working peopletfor their okn;
emancipation;" as Lenin says. Although at the beginhing the populist movement
had a democratic content, in the course of the enslavement of the Negro Nation
it lost even this progressive aspect and becamec reactionary not only economi-
cally but politically. . '

L

Today, is there any possibility of populism having a progressive content? No.
First, there is no large class of small producers who are in a 1ffe and death
struggle with monopoly capitalism. Most of thedsmali-scqle_productlon that ex-
ists is gllowed to exist.by the imperialists for, the sole purpose of providing
them with a reactionary base. The sinall shopkoepérs, small‘farmefsiand other
petty bourgeois in general stand in opposition tp the working cla§§ and are¢ :
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under ;Héir thunh ideologically as well as economically. Therefore the slogans,"
calls, prograns, parties, movements etc which play on the populist traditions

of the past do not have as their origin a definite class other than:
the bourgeoisie {tself, and are in this respect phony. Second, and more imports :
ant, the new-style populism-does in fact originate with the bourgeoise and their
flunkeys -~ the Wallaces, Harrises, McGoverns, etc, and the Communist Party USA.
In no way does it represent the spontaneous, democratic upsurge of the masses,
On the contrary, it represents the conscious opposition by the imperialists to
the spontaneous movement of the vorking class, instinctively revolutfonary but
not ;yet fully conscious itself.>The imperialists allow the McGoverns and Wallaces
to speqk out demagogically against both '"the rich" and the cdommunists. Under the
pretext of fighting both the vWallaces and McGoverns develop a movement' to kill
off or buy off the real revolutionary leaders of the working class while leaving
the imperialists and thelr state intact, weakening the class further and pre-
paring the groundwork for the coming to power of open fascism,

At this boinc we must ask the question, What is the material base for this newtype
phony populism in the USNA? Generally specaking, the objeétive reason for the
Imperialists® past ability to dull and cover up the class contradictions within
“the USNA has been the cnslavement of the colonial and semi-=colonial world and the
bribery of the working class (not to mention other strata) on the basis:of the
superprofits from the colonies. Everyone, no'matter who he is and how' 1ittle

he has, is bribed both materially and socially over the colonial peoples outside
 the USNA. in general and the Anglo-American nation in particular. For the:workers
(mainly Anglo) and people in general with easy, highly bribed jobs, the:present
economic crisis has made them uptight and wanting to get back the full bribe which
they have begun to loses Objectively the bribe is largely responsible for the

low gencral level of class consciousness of the USNA working class's Subjectivaly,
of course, the CPUSA's treachery has helped the imperialists koep the vorklng
class movement on a low level.

A phony populidt movement can flourish in‘'a period in which class distinctions

are not immediately clear and when the leading role of the proletariat has not

yet been established in pfacticc. At such a time it is casy for the imperialists
to invent theories about "the people® who comprise quite ‘different strata of the.’
population but who are: trcated as a homogeneous grouping led by the petty-bourgeols
flunkeys-of the imperidlists, the po[!ticians, and SO on.

i
3]
!

S

sk, ~ il
Sy e Sty

Y -

The make-up or class base of the populist movement is sections of the petty
bourgeoisie and a section of the most bribed workers, It is made to look like a
"mlddle—élase" movenent. "But fascism fs also often preésented .as a middle-class
movement.in the sense of an’ ndegendent movement of the middle-class, as a -
'third party' independent of capital and labor, in opposition to both the
organized working class and large-scale capital." (For example, the constant
comp}aining heard about "big business aﬁd big labor,"etcs) "The fascist: -
dictatorship is accordingly preqented as a 'conquest of power® by the,middle
class in opposjtion to both the organized vorking class and to the prevtous
domination of finance capltal." (28) ' Yo Ftagiage
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Thé history of phony populism 1n Europe and now here in the USNA makes it clear
that the middle class or petty bourgeoisie cannot be independent but must serve
either finance capital or the proletariat,

TE .
L ke

"The impoverished and desperate middle class is driven from its former -

philistine slumbers into political activity. But this political actlvity'-
takes on a new character, Vlhereas the Bernsteinian dreams has seen in' the
middle class a stabilizing and harmonizing factor in the social structure,
weddéd to liberalism and social reform, and smoothing over the antagonism
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of‘claéses, the new dispossessed and ruined niddle-ciacs elerants break

out as an extremely unstable, violent force potentirily revolutionary ory
alternately, ultra-rcactionary, without clear social basis or consciousness,
but recklessly seeking any line of immediate action, which may offer hope

of immediate relief (relief from debts, state aid to small businesses,
smashing the large stores, atc), or the prospect of jobs (the new bureau-
cracy, mercenary fighting forces, displaccment of Jevs (Note: or Negroes -
and .other national ‘minorities in the USNA), war. g

. vIn what direction, however, can thesce middle-class elements turns their

> political activity? They can in practice only line up in the service of
cither finance capital or of the proletariat. The myth of their °'independ-
ent' role, of the 'third party,' is still cndeavored to be huag before theme" (29)

And what is the role of the “left” (viz the CPUSA and other so-called working.
class leaders) in maintaining populist delusions, and how do these populist

3 delusions aid the imperialists in creating social-chauvinism? plot only does the,

~CPUSA crecate confusion thcorctically on the role of the proletariat in the
social revolution, but its theoretical deviations and revisionism in general:" :
lecads directly to ideological confusion in the working class. For example, ‘i
because of their political opportunism, the CPUSA pushes the line that the. -

? national minority workers arc not part of the working class. (“The workers;, ..

5 with such allies as the small farmers, urban middle strata, intellectudls and

the specially oppressed minoritics.ss’ (30) (Emphasis added) Or, "The fight
against racism 1is thus basic to the class struggle in the U3« Chauvinismy or

‘h . what is more popularly called racism (1!), serves the very opposite of the
interests of the working class and the Black people.” (31) (Emphacis added))

’ Notice also that the middle-class is treated not as having a dual nature, but:
as an ally of the working class without qualification. The CPUSA line says
that the national minority workers are different, that they play an external
role in the class struggle. Hence the CPUSA calls for a "people's moverment'’ -
or populist movement - which will include this oppresséd sector the population
against monopoly. The result is division of the working class along national
lines. Thus the populist line diverts the workine class as a whole awayr from
struggle against the bourgecoisie as a whole, and leaves the cirss ideologically

ois ) and organizationally confused. ' ' e

We should herc mention perhaps the most important way that the CPUSA actually
alds the imperialist bourgcoisie in creating the conditions for fascism, that
is, how it helps undernine the unity of the working class during this period of
grow{ng populism, It is their pushing of the line of vracism." In the USNA today
this line mcans that it is not the imperialist bourgeoisie tha't oppresses the
colonies and particularly the national minorities, but the "racisn” of ‘the Anglo
vorkers. This line keeps the working class divided because it isn't the "racism"
.of the Anglo workers that keeps the class divided (although white chauvinisn
re-enforces the division), but the material and social bribe that thé Anglo-
American workers rcceive over the oppressed nations (ilegio Maticn in 'partic-
ular) and the national ninorities from the oppressed naticns. And the basis
. for this bribe, as we stated earlier, is the opprec~ion of t-e colonies by
imperialism itself. . e ’

[

The reason for the incorrect Iine of “racism" held by the CPUSA (among other
rcasons - ie, the wishes of the State Department) ic rooted In the CPUSA's
failure'to distinguish betvieen the Negro people which was developed as a people
prior to the Civil Var, and the Negro national novement vhich deveioped only
after the defeat of reconstruction.'” (32) It is this fallure to scc the national
ongreséion of the Hegro and other pcoples that allows for the CPUSA to push

the linethat it is the color or "race" of a people that deternines their being
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oppressed by another “"race." By virtue of the anarcho-syncicalist nature of the
movement which develops fron this imperialist line the Negro, Puerto Rican,
Mexican and other national minorities are brought into thepopulist movement,

but without ever gaining unity vith the rest of the working class. No matter

how many demands, programs etc are raised and no matter how many,are,fuifllled
no link is ever made between the national minority workers and the.most dovin-
trodden Anglo workers. (The CPUSA makes sure of this by putting forth such
outright fascist slogans as "3lack power to Black people, Brouwn power to Brown
people, White power to vwhite pcople," ctc etc ad nauseum). On the other  hand the
middle class or petty bourgeoisic and the most bribed workers (particularly
Anglo), discontented with the partial losing of their bribe, are utilized by
Fhe fmperialists in the populist moverent under the guise of fighting thq'rich,of
anti~monopoly. Again the CPUSA is irstrumental in this. When bribed workers

not only get back what they lost but get more (for example, in the recent West
Coast .longshore strike - sce people's Tribune, volume &4, number 2), the CPUSA
hails the increased bribe as a victory for ‘the working class. The "yictorious"
worker then says to himself, or is told by the imperialists, "Tce, you got it
Why can't they (the most exploited and oppressed, the -unemployed, etc) get 1t?
It's because they're lazy, stupid, they can't fight, etce" Through increasing
divisions in the working class the inmperialists are trying to givelthemselVes
the necessary social base for the open taking of power by the fasclsts and the
driving doun of the national minorities in particular but also the whole, or -
almost the whole of the working class. : ' o

{
i

The .imperialists push the line of vracism' among the more bribed Anglo workers
to prove the "superiority" of the Anglo workers and.reinforce the wholg_iﬁperi-
alist system. They push the 1ine of "raoism'" on the national minorities to keep
them divided from their Anglo counterparts. The CPUSA pushes 'racism" ;oucqrrupt
the revolutionary leadership of the'proletariatfand-the.revolutlonary-miﬁded F,
petty bhourgeois. The result {s the undermining of the unity of the class and
the laying of conditions (under "ptogressive" populist‘slogans),for the fascist
dictatorship. The CPUSA's revisionisn has caused-great: confusion among the
revolutionary-minded radicals on the Left and even among the advanced workers_
who have risen up spontancouslys Uishy-washy. 1deas about- getting the pich,” |
fighting the "ultra-Rights," kicking "monopoly," all: have come from the CPUSA L
distortion of the class struggle, In the absence of a revolutionary parqyfchéﬂ‘ '
class will continue to flounder because they are bombarded every waking mjnutg
by bourgeois propaganda that re-enforces the confusion and pushes fascisme

The CPUSA seys that the present problem in sociéty isathat;qﬁ;monopbliééLbnd:“
that once we get rid of them cverything will be OKe Kow qoes, this differ ffdm;
the line of the original populists? It doesn't except that,the CPUSA pushes 'the
populist line under the cover of Marxism and of representlng.ﬁhe working class.
They refuse to expose imperialism as a system and to show, that the progress of
mankind and the building of a new society depends on: the overthrow of the entire
capi;a}}sthclass and the smashing of their state, They refuse to show that; :
the ﬂeSﬁructlon of the dictatorship of the bourgeoilsie can only be gccgmplishgd
by its opposite, the dictacorship of the proletariat, The populism of the CPUSA
is clearly characterized by Lenin as follovs: T '

"The difference between Narodism and Marxism lies gpolly;ii,ggg character
of their criticisn of Russian capitalism. The Narodnik thinks that to
criticize capitalism it is sufficient to indicate the existence of exploit-
ation, the interaction bétween "exploitation and politics, etce The Marxist
‘thinks it necessary to explain and also to 1ink together the phenomena
 of exploitation as a systen of certain relations of.production, as a special
f*sociglﬂeconomic formation, the laws of the functioning and development of

°r
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which have to be studied objectively, The Narodnik thinks it sufficlent, in
... eriticizing capitalism, to condemn it from the angle of his ldeas, from the
"~ _angle of 'modern science and modern social ideas.' The Marxist thinks it
"necessary to trace in detail the classes that are forméd in capitalist
society, he considers valid only criticism that {s based on the precise
viewpoint of a definite class, criticism that is based on the precise
fornulation of the social process actually taking place and not on the
ethical ,judgenent of thce 'individual.''" (33)

The phony populism the CPUSA pushes is connected with their anarcho-syndicalism.
Present-day anarcho-syndicalism says that the oppressed should throw off their
immediate oppressors without regard to or in consideration of the nature of

the whole capitalist system and its state. For example men should be overthrown
by wiomen, bosses by workers, whites by blacks, etc. This theory, like the theory
of "racism," objectively helps keep the working class divided and under the
leadership of the bourgeoisic, both big and petty. "Although the theoretical

and political projections of the movement are syndicalist, the concrete appli-
cations transfornm it into its opposite - with which it is completely united.

In practice, syndicalism (which comes from the left) is expressed as modern
populism (which cames from the right). The rcason for this is that both of these
bourgeois outlooks disrepard the basic social motion, which is the class.. -
struggle,” (34) "It would scem that the most casual examination would ghow

that the emancipation of any ecxploited class or group is impossible without the
overthrow, of thc system that cxploits. More yet, it is clearly seen that the
proletariat cannot cmangipate itself without emancipating every oppressed class
and group within the countrye Thercfore, it would secem that every oppresseéd
_grouping, every exploited class, fights first of all for the unity of the
‘proletariat. That is the overriding condition for its own emancipation." (35)
To coﬁbat the oyndicali t notion of the present novement, a penuine communlst
patty will show economically why capitalism came about, where it's going and why
the proletariat, and it aléne, will free all of societye Does the CPUSA do this?
Hell no. They mumble their counter-revolutionary slimy populist position ‘about
monopoly being the reason -'not the capitalist mode of production - for the op-
: pression of students, farmers, workers, MNegroes, etc, and that all we need to
‘do is join together and fight to reform the system with "people's power." Not
the dictatorship of the proletariat crushing the dictatorship of the imperialist
bourgecoisie, but "people's power' modifying "monOpoly ; poliere' How vile a
betrayal of Leninisn, and what a faithful rendition of the-populist line of the
1880s! And what a °neaky vay of uniting yndicall°m and populism,

Is it any wonder that, given the long-time hepemony of the CPUSA in the working
. class movement, the working class is confused and backward? Every time it rises
up- spontancously the revisionist hyenas of the CPUSA and groups influenced by
it descend to kill the fightback. "From the beginning the Communist League
recognized that the root of every anti-working class deviation in the left wvas
the counter-revolutionary revisionism of the CPUSA." (36) And we should not
expect that thesc attacks wlll lessen - they will increcase - as the working
class. movement, under corroct cormunist leadership, becomes more conscious of

its needs and aims, The CPUSn will use the various syndicalist, populist groupings

it has fathered against the working class and its communist leadership, and will
try to destroy us. Let then try. Theoretically strong and ideologically ready,
ve are becoming and will continue to become more than a match for the CPUSA and
its lackeys. A real conmunist party will be built and consolidated on the basis
of de‘troying the CPUSA, anrl the workiny class will at last have the leadership
it deserveu.
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SUMMATION

fn the USNA'at the present.time in history any talk about "a people's movement"

is foolishness, and reference to-''the people" is an {1lusion. Talk like this comes
from the petty bourgeoisie<and is the:expression of their fightback.agains: dis-
fntegration. Marx says, : . ..

wThe democrat, because he represents the petty bourgeoisie, that is:a.

transition class, in which the interests of two classcs are simultaneously

. mutually blunted, imagines himself to be elevated above class antagonism .

:}.generally,¢The‘dem0crats concede . that a privileged‘class confronts them,
but they, along with all the rest of the nation, forn the pegple. What they
. - -rrepresent is the people's rights. What interests them is the.geogle?s _
e dinterestss Accordingly..,they do not need to examine the interests and
positions of the different classes. They do not. nced to weigh thelr: oun:
| yesources too criticallyess” (37) e
RN N coll S O : . . i RO TP
Today the movement of "the people'" is mainly a movement of the petty boukgeoisie
and the briped workers who have been living off the bribe of the 1mpe:1a11$t
_pppression and exploitation of the colonies. The people's movement: aims 8L,
gegaining the full: bribe which is being lost. And the only way,tha;htha,bribe

can be regained is by the further subjugation of the colonies and thelr more.
brutal.oppression.("lf fascism is allowed to develop in the US.1it will be. ten-
times more ruthless than Germai nazism. The German fascists needed fascism in
order to,launch-their wars of aggression - the US capitqlists.need faselsn in,
order to eontinue;their wars of aggress}on.",(38) Within the Anglo-American =
nation this concretely means @ deepening of the_faspist,.vhite chauvin}s;iqqe.
tacks. apainst- the national inorities. Externally, this means organizing strata
of the working class (including the consolidation of the most exploited and
oppressed, the most helpless, into mercenary armies, etc) around a programn of
~wars - of aggressionvand cpunter-revolution against the pepplesxof the wdpld.,"

- vFascism, in short, is A movenent of mixed elements, predominanp1y~petpy—bourgeolS,
but .also slum proletariat and the demoralized working class,;financediapd.gs
directed: by finance:capital, by the big industries, 1andlords and financigrs,
to defeat rhe working clasg. and smash th9~working_c1ass organizations.ﬁ"c3ﬂ7ﬁ}"
1s modern-day phony populism an aspect of this push toward fascism? Ve :hink,ve've
shown that it iso Just as the rising imperialists turned the Originally.democratlc
populist movement, -around 'tn order ‘to enslave the Negro Nation in the 1880s and
90s,. so the present-day imperialists. are rcsurrecting-populist demagogy in order
to drive the Megro people back into slavery, attack the Puerto Rican people, the
Mexican national minority, the poor Anglo-American workers, and drive toward
fascism and new imperialist warse There should be no talk on our part about
a new, spontaneous,,honest populistvmovement - the phqnyfpopulisn of the present
day vas originated, bought and paid for by the big-inperialists whose handmaiden
is the: CPUSA. Populisn is reactionarye At -best it is: naive utopianism..Aq worst
it is blatant demagogy - and a cloak, for fascisme - a ot y .

How do we fight it?. First, we must struggle for theoretical‘clarityA- we must

merctlessly expose the petty-bourgeois delusions and.uncover the underlying

~:-iclass coritradictions which are pushing history forvard. e must expose the
populist philosophy-and oppose ‘it with historical materialiém. :

v ] - X . 3 o
noar WThe objeativist speaks of the necessity of a given-historlcal process;
.- the materialist gives an exact picture of the given social-ecoqomic,fqrmat-
.i--ipn and of the antagonistic relations to which it pives rise. When demon-
strating the necessity for a glven serics of facts, the objectgvlst alwvays
runs the risk of beconing an apologist for those facts; the materialist
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discloses the class contradictions and in so doing defines his standpoint.
The objectivist speaks of 'insurmountable historical tendencies;' the
materialist speaks of the class which 'directs' the given economic system,
giving rise to such and such forms of counteraction by other classes. Thus,
on the one hand, the materialist is more consistent than the objectivist,
and gives profounder and fuller effect to his objectivism. He does not
limit himsclf to speaking of the necessity of a process, but ascertains
exactly what social-cconomic formation gives the process its content,
exactly what class determincs this necessity." (40)

Phony populism is here, as in Russia, a real social force "jnasmuch as it de-
fends general bourgeois interests,” (41) For "...the distinctive and basic feature
of' the petty bourgeoisie is to battle against bourgeoisdom with the instru-

ments of bourgeols socliety itself.' (42)

Specifically, we must expose the CPUSA's role of allying with the bourgeois
liberals to spawn populist delusions and disarm the working class and leave it
.open for fascist onslaughte Lenin especially puts down the CPUSA's line on )
leaving capitalism intact and only fighting monopoly - little business against
the big - poor against riche "...To leave the capitalist ‘school® with 1ts
bloodsuckers in complete immunity and to want to eliminate its capitalist

s products by means of liberal half-measures is to be a true 'friqhd of the
peoplel'" (43) : R . | ' -

Let us sun up the connection between fascism and the CPUSA's now populist, now
social-democratic policles. ' ‘

"Fascism bases itself primarily, for its social basis, on the miscellaneous
petty-bourgeois strata, the peasantry, the declassed elements and backward
workers. Soclal-democracy bases itself on the upper strata of the industrial
vorkers. The bourgedisic builds its rule on the support of both, bringing
now one, nov the other, to the forefront, and utilizing both for its
- support., Fascish can never become the main basis of the bourgeoisie in the
same sensc- as social democracy (although it may become its main and sole
governmental instrument when the crisis requires the coercion of all the
workers, and the hold of social democracy is in danger of weakening), because
fascism never wins the main body of the industrial workers with traditions
of organization - the sole power that can overthrow capitalism. Here the
role of social democracy remains of decisive importance, even after the
.establishment of the fascist dictatorship.' (44) '

The role of the CPUSA as a populist and social-democratic organization is to
ideologically prepare the way for fascism and to carry its ideology lntp'the
_sphere of organizational principles (syndicalisn, anti-monopoly coalition,” ete).

"Social democracy thus prepared the way ideologically for fascismj first,
by the abandonment or corruption of Marxismj; second, by the denial of inter-

" nationalism and attaching of the workers to the service of 'thelr own'

" imperialist state; third by the war on communism and the proletarian
revolution; fourth, by the distortion of 'socialism' or the use of vaguely
'socialist' phrases ('the new social order,' ‘the commonwiealth,' 'industry
as a public service,' etc) to cover monopoly capitalism; fifth, by the '
advocacy of class-collaboration and the unification of the working class
organizations with the capitalist state. All this provides the ideological
basis and groundwork for fascism, which represents the final stage of the
policy of the complete absorption of the working class, bound hand and foot,
into capi talism and the capitalist state. The whole propaganda and line of
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"Historlcally fn Gernany and Italy fascism came to power

‘whichican be:"recaptured” (Anna Rochester) if "thg people" trye

.- The only difference.between the CPUSA

We believe that the growth of the CPUSA in this

soclal democracy confused, wieakened and. battered down the class conscious
socialist outlook of those vorkers who vere under its influence, prevented
the spread of revolutionary Marxist understanding, fostered semi-fascist
conceptions of nationalism, imperialism and class collaboration, and thus

left the masses an easy prey to fascism." (45)

vheh the capitalist

institutions broke down and the working class was ready for a revolutionary change,
but was without leadership and hemmed in by populist-talking reformist leaderships
putt talks about this stagc of the movement and consolidation of a fascist
dictatorship: "That stage arises when the breakdown of the old capitalist-

institutions and the advance of the working class moVement has reached a point

at which the working blass”shbuld advance to the seizure of power, but when the
wvorking' class 1§ held in by reformist leadership.” 46) ’

The CPUSA distorts what a state is. They believe (or rather, pretend to believe)

that we .1ive In a democracy, which has been partially usurped by monopoly but

lenin says:

. wBeing hostile to capitalism, the small producers constitute a transitory

‘.class that is closely connected with the bourgeoisie and for that reason

’ is incapable pf understanding that the large-scale capitalisnLlc_dislikes
is not fortuitous, but is a direct product of the entire contcmporary
econonic (and social, and political, and judicial) system arising out of the
struggle of mutually opposite social forces. Only inability to unde:sténd
this can lead to such absolute stupidity as that of appealing to the sgtate’
as though the political system is not rooted in the economic, does not

express it, does not serve it." (47)

", +sThe Narodniks reveal their petty-bourgeois nature once and for allj;
. their insistence on paltry, middle-class reforms, arising out-of their
' absolute inability to understand the class struggle, places them on the side
of tho liberals against those who take the side of the *antipode' (lotes
the prolctariat in this case), sceing it as the only creator, 'so to speak, =
' of the good things in question." (48) A '

and the Narodniks on this question is that
lass struggle with struggle for paltry re-
sheriffs, community control of

| democratically, etc. Again,

the CPUSA consciously covers up the c
forms - "Freec our beautiful sister Angela,’ black
the police, revicw boards so “"jllegals' can be deportec

- Lenin nails them to the wall:

. eeThe basic characteristic feature of Narodism - the capacity for

compromise,"” (49)

country will come simultan-
equsly with the growth of the populist movement. And vice versa, the overconing,
.-the smashing and death of the revisionist CPUSA (politically and ideologically
as wdll as organizationally) will come about with the trans formation of ‘the work-
ing class's consciousness from social or populist consciousness to clags’
consciousness. The rore educated and experienced the working class becomes the
more exposed. the CPUSA's treachery will become. The more the populist movement
is exposed as reactionary, the more exposed will be the CPUSA. R o
-y "
It is our dity, the duty of the class conscious cormmunists, to take the struggle
against populisn to the masses by fighting with them to raise their consciousnesSe
_It is our duty to give the class an understanding of its  long-range, international
interests, "As the capitalists intensify the exploitation here at home, the
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workers are going to fight back. That fightback tocay, has to take the form of
social consciousness - of a populist sort of struopgle, The reason for this is
that the workers cannot develop class censciovsness by themselves. They have to
be taught this form of consciousnecs, Tais 1is th~ tack and role of the cormunist
parties.” (50) Therefore, vwe need to build a cormunist party to bring class
consciousness to the masses; and with it we need to build a class conscious nass
struggle.

The opposition to a phony pOpufist movement is a revolutionary mass struggle led
by the conscious vanguard, a Leninist comunist party. The revolutionary mass

s truggle neecd not be-socialist or communist, but it must be anti-fascist and pro-
communist. Such a movement, involving all of the discontented -population and

led by the proletariat and its party cannot have fighting monopoly as its goals
it must clearly fight to overthrow the whole capitalist system. 1t -must fight.
for any reforms and changes which will benefit the revolutionary population,

but it ust,never sacrifice the long-range interests of the masses, prbletariah
internationalism, It must recognize the leading role-of the proletariat and be:
in favor of the proletariat scizing powere i :

This mass struggle will not try to retard the development of soclety and drive
it back to "the good old days''- when there was more bribery. On the contrary,:
it will speed up the process of the developmernt of the class strugglee

.

,..0ur Naradniks are incapable of understanding how one can fight capitalism
by speeding up its development, and rot- by ‘holding it up,' not by pulling

it back, but by pushing it forward, not in reastionary, but in progressive
fashion." (51) B : :

Bjigffuggiing"hﬁdﬁh'the nasses we will develop a class struggle that goes far

beyond populism. “Cne must not hide but expose - one mus t not dream that 5 1§ =

would be better without struggle, ' but must develop the stability, continuity,

consistency, and chiefly, ideological nature of -the struggle," (52) This 1s Kow

communists fight in the mass movemﬁnti = e I e
. - e S 1

The working class as a whole canpot be diverted from phony populismn and a fascist

onslaught unless there is a militant Marxist-Leninist communist party to lead

the way. Since there isn't yet such A communist party we must build one. Ye

must see the building of it as the puactical co'ution to the problem of the

ideological and polttical and practical disorgonizeation of the working classe

“The 'struggle against fascisin and its populist demagogy can be resolved. in.

practice only by the organization that a clacs party can provide - one that fights
for the dictatorship of the proletariat all the waye
ve will build a party that fights for the indenenderce of the_NegrO'Nation,
Puerto Rico and regional avtonony for the Soutlrrect - that is, for -true equality
in the working class. Ve will oppoce the widespread populiét-syndicalist line
that cays that everyone shou'd do their oun thing against “monopoly*-with a clear
Marxist-Leninist 1ine on what the class poeds nod ond what 1t will nced in the
future, o ' .
FIGHT FOR CLASS CONGCIOUCNTETS IN THE WORKING CLASS
MOVEIENT ! ‘ : ' -

BUILD A CLASS [ RTY! ‘ _ o
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