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The Communist International and the CPU§A:
Channels of Influence, Political Consequences, Historiographical Discussion

The past twenty years have seğn an upoıJrge of writing about üıe Communist Party, United Stales of America
(cpUSA) which has led to a broad and somewhaı sympathetic ıeevalııation of üis organizaüon. Though üe
study of what was the maiır political foıte of the United States left since Wcld War I has become part of üe
normal academic discussion among histsians - described even as a minor cottage inüıstry - it has al§o led !o
fiery uıd passionate exchanges in the pages of one of üe coıınry's most prestigioıs organs of intellecnul
debate.ı A morç or less complete bibliography of all books, articles and dissertations on the subjecÇ publistıed
in 1987, listed no less than 2,66 iteınsİ Mgçover several ıçcent rçferçnce woıls on üo history of ttıe US
working class movemenı have given ample space to the CPUSA"3

Despite üe mass of material which by norv exis§ on ıhis party the stııdy of its ıelıuigıship to üıe
Comınunist Inıernatiorıal has progressod very little beyorıd woıts which werc at least indir€cüy connected O üe
şirit of the Cold War. It is in fact quie sriking, alihough as will be seen ıpt by chancc, ttıaı üe wgts of the
last two decades have devoted liule space o üis question. Given üıat ıhe staııdaıd and most lmportarıt accouııls
of the Cominıerrı generally py ünle anenüon to üe Uniıed §ates section it is clear that at least in this area there

is much woıt still o be done.a It may be ıseful, befoıe eıamining üe varioııs stages in the hisbriographical
debate on üe party, to summaize briefly üıe CPUSA's history underlining how it has interrelated to üıe
Comintern.

1. A briğ outline of tlıe püty's hisıory

The CPUSA can best be understood as a political organism operating boüı in a naüonal society in which it was
or sought io be rooted as well as in an international ğganization (even after the formal dissolution of the

ı The 198+85 debaıc in thc ıYau York Review of Books will be discussed frırtlıer orı. That the Summer
1989 issırc of the main peıiodical of üe hisory of üe wcting class movement (Labor Hisorr, §ummer
1989) was almost entircly dedicaı€d to articles on üıe CPU§A is a clear indication of continuing interest
ıımong şecialiss. One stıould dso noo ıhe existence Snce 1982 of a şecific group of üıose interested in
the hisory of ttıe CPUSA - Historiaı,§ of American Communigıı _ which pubüstıes a Newsleuer wiü
deıailed bibliographic infaırıuion inclııding wat in rogI€ss.

2 The extremely ıalııable work by John Earl Hayres, Coııııruıııism aıü Anü-Coııunıaıism in ılıe tlüıed
Sıates. An Anıwtated Guidı ıo Historical Witings §ew York, 1987), is divided opically. Seç üe preüous
bibüogıaphies which are also annoateü Fund fc the Republic, Biblbgraphy on tlu Coırıınaııişt Problem in
ılıe Uniıed Sıaıes §ew Yoıt, 1955); Joel Seidmaq Commıuıism in tlu United Staıes. A Biblbgraplıy (Ithaca,

N.Y., 1969).

l Bernaıd D. Johnpoll and }Ianıey K|eht, Biographical Dictioııary of tlıe Aırcricanaelı (Wespğt"
Conn., 1986); }viari Jo Büle et al., Eııcyclopedia of tlu Aıneicaıı Left (New York, 1990), mue sympaüıetic
to üıe CPU§A and thus more repıres€ntaıive of ıec€nt snıdies corıtains, in addition o biographies, erıtries on
concepts and evenB; Gary Fink, Biographical Dictioıury ot Aıneicuı Labor Leders (Westport, Conn.,
1974) has information on eleven CP or CP-giented leaders.

a See for example the works of Brarıko Lazitch and Milorad lvt. Drachkowitch, James W. Hulse, Kermit
McKenzie, Milos Hajek, V. lyl Lejbzon and K. lL Srinja as well as üe anthologies of Jane Degras and Aldo
Agosti. Alüough ıhe last work of E. H. Caır, Twilight of tlıe Cominıern, 19j0-1935 §ew York, 1982) ha§
practically noıhing on ıhe CPUSA, Socialism in One Country, vol. 3 (tondon, 1964), pp.244-255 and
Foııııfutions of a Planncd Ecoıomy, vol. 3. part 2 §ew Yok, 1976), pp. 594614 has interesting comments
on relations benreen üe Comintern and the Workers Pany while the Third Period resolutions on the "Negro
Question" are dealt wiü in Foıındations of a Planned Ecoııomy, vol. 3, part 3 §ew York, 1978), pp. 99l-
10l6.
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Cominıern).5 Each of üe üree poins of üis riangle - üe party, üe society, üe Internaıional - iniluerıced üıe
oüer two, alüough aı different momen§ in varying meı§ııre. In üis the CPUSA was after all no differerıt ıhan
üe other secüons of the Comintern while is histay divides itself natıırat§ ino stages which resemble those of
sisıa parties. But just as this does not mean an abseırce of suong national paıticulaıities so a divisiorı ino stages
does not mean agı€€menı with one of the tenets of anticommıınist histciogıaphy: thaı üeir beginning arıd end
poinıs were abrupt and determined entiıely in Moscow. As can be documeııted - a.lso wiü regaıd o üe United
Staıes - üıe passage from one o another of these periods was ofterı gadıJal or occıırred n a ag-zıg fashion and
in any ca§e wa!ı not wiıhoııt roots in the şecific conditions of each country.

The communist movemğıt in the United Sıaos was as in Eıııope boın within a socialisı party; onlo a
radicalization provoked by World War I was graft€d the powerfrıl reality of üe Russian Revolution. The two
communist paıties formed in 1919 (Cunmunist Party, Communist tıbor Party), similar to most of their
Eıııopeaıı Gounterpart§t werc sectarian in spiriı In addition o üe gerıeral ımts of this aciuıdc nvo specific
facors in üıe USA accennıated iL First, amog üıe extııeıne left façes in the SocialistPrty were various foreign
language groups of Fısı European origin who wer€ not only connected o the revolutionary movements in their
home countries buı continued o üve menıally in Eıırope ofteıı rcting poütically as if they were still üıeıc. In
addition parı of üe genuinely iıdigenous ıevolutionary foıcqs - Jotın Reed may well be taken as uı example -
were şiritııally not alien to thaı Unit€d Sıaıes protestant radition which prefers bearing moral witness, that is
enunciating üg "corTecın position, to wo*ing towrds an rcnıal potitical raıısforrıation. The pactical effect of
this auitude was a refusal o participate in electoral activity and the American Federaüon of labor (the main
refoilrıisı tnade ıınion gıoııping) as well as ıhe choicc of clandestinity as the sinıation mGı kfıtriııg a
revolutionary moveııı€ol

Comintern influence in the l920s operaıed in two se,paıat§ and conradictory dir€cüons: on the one hand
sectarianism was gradııally reduccd as the two parties were unified aııd "bolshevization" was interpı,eted as
integıation at üıe work place of communist woıtcrs of different nationaliües. On üe other hand extnemely birer
factionalism, connected o Cominterıı politics and unconnectcd o the US society, gıeatly reducçd the party's
effectivenşs. Noneüeless, despite never having more ıhan 10,000 miliıanıs, üe moveınent in iB fırst decade
(called üe Workers Party till 1929) maııaged to be present through üıe Trade Union Educatioııal League CruEL),
which operated wiüıin existing tade uniqıs, in varioıs wo*ing class suuggles and thıough üe tnternatioııal
Labor Defense (ILD) in üe agiaüon for Sacco and Vanzeui and for nıımeroııs blaclc victims of racial injustice.
At the erıd of üe decade, once again linked to geııeral qın*ions of the Cominte,ro, camc üc maiır expulsions
in üe hisory of US communisırı: in 1928 the followers of Trotsky were expelled aıı was ayeır laler üe groııp
aıoıınd Jay Lovestone coıı€ct€d to Bırcharin.

The positions of thc Cominı§ın l€ft wing shift of 19?,8-?9 werp of coıırse o be diıecüy applied by üıe
CPUSA. Thç theory of 'social fascistrı", whıtcrer its corcspondoııcc o thc ıcality of social demcırcy's defcnse
of capialism, was in the United Sıates abstrrcL confu§ing and counterprodııctive given the eıreme wealııess

5 The present wriıer's views on üe development of ıhe CPUSA and is rclations o Comintern caıı be

seen in ıhe following: Sinistra politica e movimcnto opcıab ıugli Staıi Uniti. Dal prlııo fupoeııcna alla
repressione liberal-maccudsıa §aples, 1984); "Pgt! Organizcr aıd American Communisl MenOlity in üe
l930s", Storia Nordanuricaıw, vol.2, n.2 (1985), pp. 11_38; "Comunisü saııııiteıui e coscienza nazionale

negli arıni '30", in Tiziano Boııazzi aııd Maıırizio Vaudagna (eds), Ripeısarc Roosevelt (MilaıL 1986'), pp.

AL-275; "The 194445 Upheaval in Americaıı Communism: Earl Browder and William Z. Foster on the

PosıWar Perşectives for the United Sta!es", Iıııerııatioıale Taguııg der Historikır &r Arbeiterbeııeguııg.
21. Liıaer Konferenz /9&i (Wien, 1986), p. 256-2jt9; 'Pog}ny/Pe,p,pen un r€pr€sentant du Komintem aııpĞs
du parti communiste des Etaıs-Unis". Cüiers d' histoire dc l'institw de reclıcrclus moxistes, n. 28 (1987),

pp. ll9_13l; "IJ§ commıınistes am€ricain§ pendaııt la p6riods du Fıonı populairc: la raıısformation des

structııres d'organisaıion et de la formation des miliams", Cahiers d Nsaire & l'instirut de reclurclıes
marxistes, n. 36 (1989), pp. 4164; 'Roosevelt, i sindacati e il Partio comunista: un Ronte popolare

americarıo?", in Aldo Agosti (ed.), J,a smgioııc dei fronti popolari @ologna, 1989), pp. 40242|; "American

Communiss in the Popular honı Perioü Reorgınization or Disorganization?", Joıuıal of Aıneican Stııdies,

vol 23, n. 3 (1989), p,p. 375-393; Politica e ifuologia ııcl coınaııisıııo statııniıensc (Rome, 1989); entries
"Earl Browdet'' and "Popular Fıontn, Encycbpeüa of tlıc Aıneican lıft, pp. 111-113, 591-595; şecificallY
on Browder's ideas see "Iıft-Wing New Dealers, Moderaıe Communists, and Enlightened Boıırgeois:

Progressive Capitalism as a Program for üıe Postwar U.S.A.', in C.-L. Holü,erich (eA.), Ecoııomic aıü
Straıegic Issıus in U.S. Foreign Polğ (Berlin, 1989), pp. n5,254.
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9f ğlg şgciılisı movernent. other positions, linked o the depression which broke ouı aı üıe beginning of the
Third Period, did offer possibiüües aıd errcoıııagement for üe communiss o be prpsem in key secon of the
society. Frontal opposition o reformist uade unions in üe form of dııal unionisrı - the TUEL be.ame a separate
rads union c€ntral, üe Tradc Union Unity l*ague CT[JUL), directly in compeıition with üe AFL - led !o
auempts u organizing all üse, including üe uııemployeğ willing to §tnıggle. In addition, Comintern resolutions
of 1928 and 1930 had identified in the black population a central force in üe comiııg US revolution; specifically
üose in üe rııral deep Souü who constioted a majority weıe co§id€r€d ıo have üe righı to seEdet€rıııiııation.
Though thi§ ıoo was abstract in tiraı it had not pıeviously emerged as a dernaııd of the black people üemşlves,
iı did give üe communiss üc foıce to contra§t th€ black natioııaliss as weü as üe coıırage to be ple.§erıt in §iıu-
ations in ıhe Soııth of almost complete illegality. fud yeç deşite üıe dedication with which üıey operated and
the misery of the fırst years of üıe degassiqı, üe communiss orıly maııaged o doublc üıeir suerıgüı by 1933,
rerching 18,000, an extremely reduced nıınber in a popıütion of 140 million. One could sustain that üe CP
in üıis p€riod did form a sııfficient nıımber of cadıe which would allow iı to play a dynamic ıole once Roosey€lt
was elected n L932.

The fust mea§ures of üıe new adminisuaüon which gıeaüy reformeğ strgrgtipned and raıionalized üıe
capitalist stale werc judged by the CP as moving in üe dircction of fascism and in üıis senso werc corısidered
a fuırı of "social fascisın", a view iı should be noed §haıed by seveıal non-comnunisı inteltectııals. The same
mea!ıures however, exıending and even eırcoıııaging social conflict, gave üıe party ımm for ınaneouut. Uııder
Earl Browder, geııeral s€cretey since the beginning of üe decade, iı participated in üe gıeat strite wave of 1934
careful not to cuı itself off from üe many worLers aınong ıyhom üe pesidenı ıçmıined poıpular.

The gradual faıııaıion of what can be called the Unitd Saıes ver§ion of the Popular Fronı took placc
slowly in üe period 193+35. It was in frct the prodırı of a parallel evolution of Roosevelt Olaked in his
relations wiüı üıe capiıalisıs), of üe Comint€rn (increasingly preoccupied by fascisırı) an( separaıe but connected
wiüı üıe lareı, of ıhe CPUSA (searching a meaı§ of entering ino üıe poüücal mainsream). tf each of these
factors was not wiıhout iııfluencc on üıe otiıer two, the most importarıı fo üıe siuıation in üe United Staıqs was
the raıısformaıion, through the impulse of üe presideııL of the New Deal inıo a broad unofficial left-liberal
coalition ino which üe communiss were indiıecüy but clearly invited-

The hallmaık of this coalition was antifascism aı home aıd abıud together wiü social welfare measııncs
and üe exten§ion
of democratic righs for üc ınasses, including the black populuion. If the CP often criücized the hesiancy and
swerving ctıaracter of üe prc§ident whose Democratic Party coained many anıi-New Deal elements, it
steadfastly refused to bıEak wiıh üis coalition given ıhe ever gıpaı€r thı€aı of fascism in Eıırope arıd Asia.
Foreign poücy and the defeııse of üıe SovietUnion c{ıme to be ever moıe ceııtıal as üıe pırasideııt moved slowly -
indeed, very slowly - in üıc diıection of intcrrıational anüfascism.

ln üıis more fıvorable climaıe üıe CP grew in memberstıip (rerching dııring üe war, togeüıer wiüı is
youü gıoup, is maximum of perhaps 100,000) and in acc€pıabiüty while the Saialist hrty, largely thıough
is opposition o the New Deal, becamc lnslgttlcanı The communist experience was however conradictory.
Accepting that a mass-based ıtıird party could not be formed üe CP came ıo be gradually integrated in a
subaltern fastıion ino üe twopaıty poütical sy§tem. At ıhe same time it was dso pogressively rarısfgırıed and
weakeııed as it lost its defining ideological aııd organizaıiorıal ctıaracteristics, someüing which would become
appareııt dıring ıhe Cold }Var.

As üıe docadğ c,aıne ıo a glosğ, üe New Deal reform impulse tıad gouııd ıo a halı Thus after üıe 1939
pact between Germany uıd the Soüet Union was concluded it was rpt difEcult for the CP teadership !o shift
its main attact o üıe Rosevelt adninistation. while varioıs intellccnınls refused to rccept the charıge in party
line and while a whole series of alliaııces wiü libğals was badly shaken üıe mass of üıe membership held firm.
The CP was less isolated thaıı orıe might üıink in that it could link up wiü the always present isolationist
tendencies; moreover rearrrıaıııent had reduced unemployment and üe working class was ready o srike - also
under üıe leadenhip of CP members - even in defense industries. The govemment did not hşitate to come down
hard on üe party and Browder himsetf was, fotr a period, imprisoned The party nauually made another brusk
shift wiü üe Nazi aggıession against üe Soviet Union buı üe uıack on Pearl }Iaftor six monıhs later allowed
üe CP to integraıe iıself fully ino üe naıiond war effort

Pushing the party's alignment wiü üe president ıo is fuııiıest limit Browder interpıeıed the Teheran
Big Ttuee ag€ement at the erıd of 1943 to meaıı thaı class conilicı within the United States as well as world
conflict between capiulism and socialism had come o an end; morcover a progressive capitalism had in some
way eliminatedimperialism. Given üis üecommunist secreıary - with üe supportof almo§tüe entire leadership
and üe mass of miüıanıs - rarsformed üıe parry n LgM into a poütical associaıion which would operate
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primarily üı a stimuluı o üe Democratic Party.
The frailty of the corrımıınist posiıion resided in is deperıdence on üıe CP's unoffrcial alliaıre wiü

Roosevelt and the country's formal alliance wiıh the Soviet Uniqı. The deattı of the president in the sping of
1945 and the ensuing Cold War - factos not entir€ly separable - madc this abundaııtly clear. tn any ca!ığ, even
before üıe Cold War began, the leading forces in üe international commuııist movement decid€d ttuı Browder
had goırc too far in his revision of ivtarx aıxü tJnin and his interpreıaıion of Stalin: the CP was rçconştinıted in
1945 wiü Wi[iam Z. Foster - a long time aııtagonist of Bıowder's mğe extrome positions dııring üe üıirties -
as its head

Under Foster üe party did not reveıt to a new ediüon of the Third Period but anempted o mainain a
system of Popular Fron1 alliaııcqs, Foster's desirs, howev6, fo a soonga and more defined commuııist presence
canied wiü it a definitc sectariaıı push. The Cold War re,pression had been initiated by Tnıman and the ınajority
of üıe überal foıtes even before the smiüı Act indictments of l98; aı üıe saıne time mae right-wing elemeııg -
McCarthy and his followers - continııally and sırcessfrılly applied pre§§ııro o the libeıals moving them frırttıer

along thaı paü. The CPUSA was by now considered to be simply the spokesrıan wiüin the United Sıaıes of
üe country's main erıemy. Under ever grcaıer repıession uıd in ınany way§ weakeııed by is uansformation
dııring üe Popular Front period aıd with ever fewer militaııts, the party, expellcd from ıtıc maiıunıcam of both
tiıe rade union movement and üıe culuıral wğl4 nrııed upon iself in a seaıch for spies (who certainly exi§tod)
and İdeologİcal deviatioıu 0il.e "whitc chaııvinism"). In laıge part it had alr€ady disintegrıted by üe tİme üıe
dramaıic events of 1956 hiı The last commımist was rçleased ftom prisaı in 1963, peıhaps because ıhere was
no longeı a need for the U§ govenım€nt ıo keep him in. To a CPUSA aheady üving on üıe maıgin of politics
the soviet intervention in czechoslovakia elimiııaıed most of whaı had beeıı left while üe addition of some new
members like fuıgela Davis did ünle rc change this. It is in facı extraordinarily indicative that the upheaval in
United §ates saiety in the late l9@s and l970s in ın way brought about a revival in üıe fornrıes of ıhe party;
and undoubtedly indicative of thc country's mennlity, rpither did the proagonists of thaı period find it neccssary
!o refer to üıe deeds of the commıınists in preceOlng decades. If üe party continued thıough ıhe eighües o
mainain a formal eıisonçe it is quite possible that ttrc new Soviet oost accoımtancy approach to ü16 ııtilization
of resources will put an end o everı thal

Raüer schematically üıe histcy of the CP ap,pears to have beeıı a voyage from relative isolııtion in the
society (ıııtil the mid-tiıirties agitation for the rerolution among şecificatty disadııaııagcd gıoups) o an
excessive integration in a vast roform movınenı (ftıom 193545 as prt of üe New Deal coalition) followed by
a retunı to an eyen §tronger isolaüon (from the Cold War on) which was nothing less than political irrclevancy.
Seen in üis perşoctive whaı nseıı§en or nmeaııingn can one assign o sırh a hisorical e:perience? oıı a pıııely
subjective level ıhe movement had a strong eıisıeıııial value fc is members. To many üis poütical activity gave
a §ense of digııity, of prticipating in and making histry. Not a few came to conclude üıat this pğiod of their
lives _ when üıey struggled to better üemselves ogeıher with their fellow men aııd womeıı - was üıe richest and
most meaııingfiıl.

oıı the broad€r level the balaııce dc.s ıDt seem so posiüve. Cteaıty in terrıs of its fınal gmls it notorıly
was a failıırç - in this rpt really very differcııt than other communist movements - but left few visible trEıc€s.

And yet it üd contibute to the defeat of inornational fascisrıı ev€n if fascism was, mırch lcss than üıe
communists üoughç a ıiıreaı o üe uniıed sates itself. More imporaııtly it did count in terms of the evolution
of the country in which it operated. Articulıuing for a part of is history üıe conscioıs d€siro of the masscs for
a better arıd more secııre üfe üe CP did help fcce the boıırgeoisie to fit tiıis ino is synüesis; it did in shot
push üe country towards reform which of coıırse meant g€ater sıabiüty. Once however this was rccomplistrcd
hisory seems ıo have had ıxı more need fa iı This mighı be chall@d this up a!ı oıp mğt historical iıony: the

communist movement operated as a ıseful stimulııs on ıhe boıırgpoisie, helping it indirecüy o stengtheıı iS
control over US society.

2. TlE debate aıu)ng historians

This retatively small movement has always auracted interest and üe renewal in üıe hisoriography on üe CPUSA
can only be appreciated in reference to how one wrcte about the organization before the l90s. Given üat
hisorical judgemens have almost always been mixed with meüodologicat choices and pol.itical evaluations
views on üe CP are someıhing of an indicuion of üıe general intellectual climaıe of üe country.

For the first three decades of the party's hisory studies about it were quite heterogeneoııs. The main

lines of the anticommunist critique - subservience !o the "Russian dictatorship" which finances the CP, üshonesty
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in is use of fiıııds, misrepreserıation of political oponent§ and "infiltration" of oü€f organizatioru - werp laid
down as early as 1927.6 There were however less ideological and more concı€te sodies of ıhe pıesence of üe
Wgken Party in üıe rade unioı§, of üıe psychological aspec§ of communisı propaganda dııring ıhe depression
and of the presence of üe CP and üıe role of reügion in the Gasonia N.C. textile srike of l99J

The writings by communists on their own party displayed rather early chractcristics which would prove
to be more or less pennanent and which have plagırcd unül recerıtly vastly more importaııt communist
organizations. The disortioııs they introduced derived much moıe from quesüoıs of emphasis and omissions ıhan
from deliberate falsifications. Those expelled were invariably ııot mentioııed arıd üe Comintern was kçt far in
the backgıound; moıeover, ttııoıgh the Third Period communist stengü was eıaggcratcd whilc from üıe Poıpulaı
Front on often an excessively low profile dominıteöt

Cenral for the developmaıt of the historiography on the CPUSA are the eleven volııııes in the series
"Communism in Americarı Life' which rypear€d betweeıı 1957 and 1966: in frct opposiıim o is general
ouüook will be the starting poinı for much of üe inşiraıion of üe new snıdie§. Sponsoed by the überal-oriented
anticommunist fondation The Fund for the Republic, the series considered coırımunism - both domestb and
foreign - "a gtave problem for the United States"; the heart of the domestic ttııeaı wa§ na srnall but highly
disciplined body of zealots [...] whose loyalty nııuı to a powerftıl world moverncnı cqıgolled by Soviet Russia'.g
Alongside üıis raditional anücommunism there was however a desiıe to zupercedc Cold War hystcrie üıe subftrt
was !o be treaı€d in an "obirctive' fastıim ttıruıgh the uülization of taditioııal rescgch meüods.

The several §nıdie§ dealt with ıhe political hi§ttry of üıe party, the social, psychological and
philosophical base.s of communisgı in üe united soıcs uıd ıhe cp's pı€soncc in ıırioııs socığtı of life. Tlıe
corrclusions of those on commıınist rctiyity in üe schools, üıe chıııches and the Natioııal Associuion fc the
Advancement of Colged People (NAACP), üe maja black cganization for civil rights, clearly responded o
üe Fund's desire o exonerate such insüoüoııs tom üe accusation by the extreıııe right ıhat they had fallen
under cp iııfluerrce.

All of these monogıaphic snıdies, deşite üeir limits, aıe filled wiüı impctarıt inforııation. Among üe
most well known is that of Daııiel Aaıon which examined communist influerpe among writers showing how the
CP managed o caalyze and give direction to the literary rçbellion dııring the deprcssionıo Naıhaıı Glazer on
the oüıer hand invesügatcd üıe social cornposition - occupaıioıal sans and ethnic gıoııp - of üıe members
coırcluding ıhaı while dııring ıhe thinies ıhe puty had acquired a base in the middle class and was pesent aıılong

6 James Oneal, ,üııerican Coırıınaııism: A Cirtcal Aııalysis of Is Oigins, Developınent aıü Prograns
(New York, |T27).Fu similar studies written duıing üıe New Deal see Benjamin Solberg, Tln Story of tlıc
CJ.O. (New York, 1938) and Eugene Lyons, Tlu Red Decade. Tlıe Staliüst Peııetration ğ Anıeica (India-
napolis,Ind., 1941).

7 David M. Schneider, Tlu Workers' (Coıııınuııisı) Parry aııd Aıuicaıı Trde Unioıs @altimore, 1928);
tlaıold Iısswell and Doroüy Blumenstock,World Rewlutbıury Propagaıfu. A Chicago §ıııdy §ew Yort,
1939); Lison Pop,, Milllıoııds aııd Preaclurs. A Sdüy of Gastonia (New Haven, |942').

t For üe fırst communisı wort which deals at lengü with the CPUSA see fuıüony Bimba Ttıe Hisary
of ıhe Anurican Workhg Class §ew Yortç 197). William Z. Fosor him§elf caıı be considered the main
hisorian of üıe CPUSA from wiüıin: his historicat woıts (}/uıory of tlu Comııuııisı Party of tlu Uniıed
Sıates, New York, 1952 among many others) possess ıhe characteristics of auıobiography while his
autobiographical ones (From Bryan ıo Sıalin, New Yorlç 1937; Pages from a Workır's.Lile, New York,
1939) are in large part hisıories of üıe party. The Popular Fronı approach can be best seen in Richard O.
Boyer and Herbert M. Morais, Labor's Untold §ıory §ew Yoıt, 1955) arıd Philip Foner, Tlıc Fıır aıü
Leaılwr Workers Union. A Sıory of Dranıatic Sırugglcs aıü Achicveıneırs (Newart, NJ., 1959). If boüı
downplay üıe CP presence in üıe name of rade union 'unity" üe latser is qüte extraordinary in mentioning
the party perhaps five times in a work of 700 pages which deals with a rade union openly led by com-
munists ftom is inception

9 Introduction n the Bibliography on ılu Communist Problem in ılıe Uniıed Sıaıes, p. ix, which preceded
üe series.

ı0 Daniel Aaron, Wriıerş on ıhe lqf, (New York, 1961).
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cloüing workenı, dockworters and meıchant sailors, it never was srongiy rootcd in the English speaking
indusrial woıking class; mgeoyer atnong üis laıt€r groııp arıd üe blacks rapid uıınover rernained consıaııLıı

The volumes dedicat€d o üe poütical history of the party ideally stıould have beçrı ıhe base of the
entire project but the cenrally imporurıt p€riod of üe depııossion was not covcrçd.ız Tho two wcks howcver
by Theodore Drap€r - on ıhe fouııdation of üe CP and its hisory dııring the nineteeıı nyenties - were histo-
riographically the mosı imporuııı Philologically saious in üıo lse of gchival matsrial and printed §oıırces, üe
basic limit of his work was in its almost exclusive conceııtration of üıe inner struggles of üe parry leadosiıip
and is conıac§ with üe Soviet Union. If his volumes contain mırch useful biographical information the
corıcentration of üe naıional leaderstıip elimirıaied any inquiry as o who üe acnıal miliunts and middle level
cadre were and what üey did in üe situations in which they operaıed. Cerıainly üıe CP in üıe nrenties was
gıeatly absorbed in inner-party conflicı Arıd yet only through ıuıderstanding the relationship between ttıe party
and United Sıaıes society coutd Drryer have verified his double hypoüesis: üaı üıe liııLage o üc Comintern
was always ıhe determining facıor in üe development of üe CP line aııd ıhat such a lirüage was negüive for
üe party in that it serııed always aıd only the interess of the Soviet Union.ı3 Except for Agon ıhe communist
movement is for the auüıors of "Communisııı in Americaıı Life' essenıially extrancoıüı to saiety, someüing
abrıormal which was imposed on iq and corısequently illegitimate. In üis sense the series reınıirıed firmly rooted
in üe Cold War aunoşhee ıhaı ü tried in prt ıo transcğıd.

Almost all the new §nıdi€s on üıe history of the CPUSA" from the late 1960§ on, can be clearly
üstinguished from ttıe preceding historiography in their basic sıarting point and/c coırclısions: tlıat despite ü,e
iniluence of the comintern üıd the sovieı union comnıınisın in the united sataş had nıtiorıal ıoos and at least
in ceıtain poriod§ was v€ry much lin&ed to üıe society in a way thaı caıınot be d€scribed as "infiltration". It is
diffrcult o imagine thaı sırh §nıdies coııld have matıııed exc€pt in the new poliücal and intellecnıal cliınate
which develçed in thi§ perid The pedatory and ııırcoıısünıtional nanıı,e of ıhe wg against üe Vietnamese
people helped delegitimize anücommurıisrı. Moreover alüoııgh üe revi§ionist school of diplomaüc hisory
founded by William A Williams paid ünle attcntion ıo the woıting class movement iı§ apprcach kought a mce
balarrced view of ıhe Soviet Union and a more critical one of the nıling class in üıe United Staıes. Equally
important was üıe new wave of social and ıuban hisory with its emphasis on how üe masses actually lived and
thoııghı lüiüı regard o üe history of the CP thi§ diı€cted inıerest owgds the prcscncc of ıhc prty at base of
üe society and away from thc national leadenhip in New Yoııt and its liııks o the Soüct Union.

The new snıdies have ouched all possible ueas of üe relationship of the Communist Party to United
states society. As carı be seeıı from üe Hayrıes biblioeraphy cited at the beginning of this essay üe amount of
maıerial is qütc considerable; here an atrompt will be made only o indicate üe moot signifrcant s[ıdies in teıııs
of their contents, the conclusions ıerhed and the inflrıence they have exerted.ıa

Given the weight of üıe communisıs in üe trade union movemeııt it is not sııprising ıtıaı üis aıea has

ıl Naıhaıı Gla?Et,Tlu Social Basis ğAııuricaııCoıııınıııism (Nerv Yqlq 196l).

ıı Also missing in the series was ıhe cnıcial aıea of CP irüluence in üe trade unions. Irving Howe and
B. J. Widick, Tlıe UAW aııdWalur Rewlıer §ew Yoğ 1949), lvtax }v[ Kampelmaıı, Tlıc Coırııruıııist Party
vs. tlıc C0.0. A Stııdy ln Powcr Politics §ew Yorlı 1957) and David J. Saposs, Coıııııuııism h Anuricaı
unioıs §ew york, 1959) partially filled üis gap; all aggressively anticommunist ıhey ıake as üeir starting
point üıe necessary expulsion frıorn üe CIO in 1949 of thc CP-orienrcd rade uııioııs.

ı3 Ttıeodore Drap,eı Tlıe Roots of Aııuican Comınıııism (New Yoıt, 1957) arıd Aııuican Coırımınism
aıü Soviet iıaışo. Tlu Forıruıivc Peiod §ew Yoriı 1960). The Trots§ist leader James Caııııon's
conespondence wiü Dnper and commeııts on üıese books (in Tlu Firsı Ten Yearş of Aııuican Comınıııism,
New Yort, 1962) aır- extremely inıeresting. Draper's şıorLs are far superic o üe invective and bitemess
which perırade lrving Howc and Lewis Coser, Tlu Anurican Coırıınıııisı Party. A Critical Hıslory §ew
York, 195?). The other political hisory in the Series was David A. Shaıınon, Tlu Decliııe of Anurican
Coırımunism. A History of tlıe Coırımwıisı Parry of tlw Uüıed Sıates since /945 §ew York, 1959), a sraight
forward narraüve where the CP appears primarily as a victim.

ı'For a detailed discussion of most of the new ıwiting including areas not ouched in üıis presıent essay
(sports and popular mıısic among oüen) as well as üe previot§ slages in this historiographical debate see

Sylvers, Poliıica e ideologia ıwl comunisıııo sıatuııitense, "Il übattito sıoriografico", pp. 31-127.
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attrEıcted most aüention. Roger Keeraıı demonsuaıed üat üıe CP presence in üe aıııomobile industry was
legitimate, constructive and central, that it§ eııds werç not in contra§ı wiü ıhe inEr€sı§ of üıc worterş and ıha!
given üe limis of üıe laüer's ideological formation - üıe Ku Klııx KIan and the Catiıoüc Chııch were both
strong - üıe party did what was possible o form 1gocialisl consciousness; Rorıald §chae ıtıaı in the elecrical
indusğ üe CP position which suppcted piece rate wa§ not in contast to the dcsiıts of üe worters, tiıaı
radicalism was often sbonger among the skilled aııd beucr paid, thı at lea§] some conserrıative wdeıs
continued to support a left wing trade union and that family values of ıeügious and political toleraırce şıere
importarıt in members' support of such a uade union; Bnıcc Nelson ıhıt üıe communis§ werç cr€ative trade
unionists aınong dockıyork€rs aııd sailon, ıhat üey were capablc of showing indcpendence from natioııal party
poücies uıd thaı ıheir success in part derived from an absorptiorı of existing syndıcalist ideology. Ttıe syntheses
on üc CP pr€sence in üe CIO by Bert Catııarı and tları,ey [ıvensrcin boü dcny that üerç was a plan by üe
party !o enıer aııd conrol the trade union central and see üe communiss as meıely utilizing the opornııities
thı developed If for üe aıııhgs the coınmıınist rade union lead€rs deluded üeınselves as to the nanıre of
"Stalinist Russian and are not convinced that CP led unions wcre necessarily mğe dcmocratic they do see thcse
leaders as individııals wiü a social vision dofeatd by üıe guıeral Cold War climaıe which made iı impossibile
for ttıem o function in üe interests of ttıe wckers. All of üıese scholrs see the rise of anticommunism and üe
expulsion of ttp CP ftom the union moveınent as an intograt put of üe doclinc of radc union democrrcy.ı5

The rııral areas of üe united satc.ş hıve also rcceived auention ft,orı üe new §nıdies. Ttıe activities
of ıiıe Communisı Party have b€eıı analyzed in the Mid West among indepeııdent farmers iııcıeasingly
impoverished dııring üe agrarian crisis of ıhe l920s aııd tho su@uenı general dcpression; in Califomia among
üe multi-ethnic agriculuıral labgers where the party dııring the Third kiod was especially pre.senı and
increasingly non-secıarian; aııd in ıhe Souü, prticularly arıığıg the b|ack stıaıpcıoppers. The patial abiüty of
üe party to move in diffeıent culuıral contex§ oomc§ oııt clearly as docs üıe sharply reduced involveınent of
üe CP wiü üe siıaıecıqpers and farm worters as it became morc and mce integrated ino the New Deal
coalition which included üe oppresscs of these groıps.ı6

There is yet no deailed ueagrıent of üıe Communist hrty and the women atüough an article by Robert
Shaffer has discussed how the paıty acc€pt€d üe coırce,pt of the special oppression of women, especially in üe

15 Roger Keerau Tlu Coıııınaııisı Poty aııd tlıc Auo Workırs Unbııs @lomingıoı, Ind", 1980); Rgıald
Sctıaız, Tlu Ekctrical Workırs. A History of Labor aı Geıurd Electlc aııdWcstinglıoıısc 192340 (Uıban&
Ill, 1983); Brııce Nelsoı, Workırs on ılıe Waıcrfronı: Seaınen, Longsloremcn, aıü Unbnism in tlıc 1930s
(Urbarıa, Ill., 1988); Bğt Coctıarı, Labor aııd Coırıınıııism. Tlu Contlict Tlaı Slaped Ameican Unioıs
(hinceton, NJ., l97); tlrvey Levenstein, Coırıınıııişm, Anticoıııınıııism aııd ılu C/O (Wespor1 Conn.,
l98l). See also Nelson Lichıeıstcin, Labor' s War aı Hoıne. Tlı2 CIO h World Wu II (Camb,ridge, ildass.,
1982) on üe party's ciungıng wcking chss basc (fr,om skitled to uııskilbd woıters) which paralleled
changes in üıe worting class itsclf and the prcccss of bıırocratization. Very iınpctaııt was üıe paübreaking
aıticle by James R. Pricker ("fuıti€ommımism and kbor Histffiyn, Iııüıstial Relaıbııs, vol 13, n. 3
(October L974), pp.2|9-?/l3' which frontally assaulted üe ıhen still domiııant anticommunist labor furry;
this and subsequaıt issues conoined in facı sharp exchanges betrveen Pricker and üıose ıınder auack.
Agitation and orgaııization among üe unemployed was aspecially stroııg dııring the early years of the
depression See Daniel J. kab, "'United We Eat': The Creation and Orgaııizaüon of üıe Unemployed
Councils in 1930', Labr Hisıory, vol. 8, n. 3 (Fall 1967), pp. 30G3l5; §g1 §ıclrin, 'The Foırd Hunger
tvtaıch - L932", Lafur Hisıory, vol. 13, n 2 (Summer Lfl2'1,p.331-36q Roy Rosenzweig, "Organizing the
Unemployed: The Early Years of the Great Depression, 1929-|933", Radical Aııuica, vol. l0, n. 4
(July-August 196), pp. 3ffi.

ı6 Lowell K. Dyson, Red Harvest. Tlıc Coıınıuüst Party aııd Anıeican Farmers (Lincoln, Neb., 1982);
John L. Shover, Cornbelt Rebellbn. Tlu Futurs' Holiday Associatbn (Urbana, Ill., 1965); Donald tt
Grubbs, Cry From llu Colan. Tlıe Sowlıern Teııaııı Farmers' Union aııd ılıc Nanı Deal (Cb^pel. Hill, N.C.,
1971); Maıt D. Naison, 'Black A8raıian Radicalism in üe Greaı Depression: The Tiırçads of a Lost
Tradition", lourıul of Eıhnic Hisıory, vol. 1, n. 3 (Fall 193); Cletus E. Daniel, Biıter Harvest. A History of
Califurnia Farmworkers 1870-1941 (Itilaca, N.Y., 1981); Walter J. Stein, California and ılıe Dust Bowl
Migration (Westport, Conn., 1973). Extremely useful is Lowel K. Dyson, "Radical Farm Orgaııizations and
Periodicals in America, lE20-I9ü",Agriculrural Hisıory, vol.45, n. 1(January 197l),pp. 111-120.
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form of üe female worker who was also a wife and a moüıer, and in üıis context has noted üıe conributions
by üe intellectııals Grrce Hurchiıu and Mary Inman Boü üe party's fight aı varioııs levels for eqıulity as well
as how it tried to develop şecial stnrcuııes to deal wiüı ıhe question are also ouched upon. The author acurcly
notes how dııring the Thiıd Period üc CP developed new analyses with ıegard to women but was separated ftıom
them as a caı€gory while dııring üe Popular Front its presence grew antııg the women but üe party becane
absoıbed in sexist culnııal uadiüons.ı? With ıegard to the ethnic immigrarıt gıoup§ which weıe mo§t importanı
to üıe CP - üıe working class and farrıer Finns in üe Mid Wesı and the working uıd middle class Jews in üıe
urban cenlgs - there aıe several snıdies which have undertined üe varying saiological contexts in which the
party operateüıı

Black Americaııs however were theoretically more cenral to üe commıııist vision of poütical stuggle
and hisorians have analyzed from various perşectives the CP ağempt !o build in that community a lasting base.
Dan Carter and Charies l{artin have wriuen respectively on üe legal defense organized by the CP of the
ScoUsboro Boys aıd of the communist organizer Angelo llerndon; ftom üıeir §tudies one can see that the ILD
in is constant polemic with the NAACP had successes as well as liıniıs, thaı üe ILD operating in üe field in
üe Thiıd p€riod was far less sectarian üan the national ofEce, ıhaı üe cp uıorked serioıısly for üıe überation
of üe accused and did noi "exploit' üıe cases as raditional aııticommunism has asserted, and ıhat üe black com_
munity had no hesiıııion in collaborating wiıh ıhe commımists when it appeared to be in üeir inıeruts.ı9

Otiıer sııdies on üıe link benyeen üe blacis and üe CP bave pointod out ıhaı the lefttrade unions most
serious in üeir antiracistcampaigı were üose wiü numeroıxt black members şıhile theracign of whitemembers
often was a limiting frcor on CP-cieııted leadcrships. Analyses of the National Nego Congıass of üıe l930s
(arıd to a c€rtain extenı of üe Civil Righs Congıess of üıe 1940s) show them to have been alliancos which
reached faı beyond the CP. A monogıaph by tvtaıt Naison on ıhe CP in llarlem has demonsrated how
extersively the CP was rooted in ıhaı community dııring üe depıessiorı. Iıs inorracid baso, in itser positive,
did however leave litüe şace for üe black commıınity to expğss its auonomy. Deşio this Naison rejects üıe
idea üat üe paıty exploited }iarleın and wonders instead if üıe blacks did not manage o use üe party for their
own needs. Rather importarıı for ıhe general discussion of the pargy's hisory, üıe auüıor dat€.§ üıe docline of the
CP o ıhe lao üıirties - thaı i§ befge the war - when iı had alıeady begun o stıift its emphasis from a poücy
of mass pfrotest to one of alliarıces at üıe tQ wiüı überal forces. Naisorı, moıüoyer, considers the influence of
üe Comintern o have been useful in üıat it encoııraged üe party !o concentrate on the black popıılatioı while

ı7 Robert Shaffer, nWomen aııd üe Communist Party, USA" l92$l940", Socialisı Revieıı, vol. 9, n. 3
(n. aO $viay-June 1979), pp. 73-118. Accading !o üe aııüc, an irrreasingly conservuive appoach towards
sexııality and ıhe family was linlred o ıhe Sovieı m@l of the laıe ıhirtia§. See also §haron llgurıaıı Strom,
"Challeııging 'Woman's Place': Feminisrn, üe lıft, and kıdustrial Unionism in the 1930s", Feminisı Süie&
vol. 9, n. 2 (Summer 1983), pp. 359-386 which ftıds thaı üıe traditioııal communist lack of inoıest in white
collar workers slıarply reduced atteııtion to women given theiı preseırce in such jobs.

ıt Auvo Kostianineıı, Tlu Forging of Finnish-Amcricaıı Coııııııuııism, 1917-1924. A Stııdy in Etlnic
Radicalism (nrku, Finland, 1978); Kostianiııen, "Saııt€ri Nuorlcva and üe Oigins of Soviet-Americaıı
Rclatioııs", Aıtıcican Stııdics in Şcanfunmia, vol. l5, n. l (1983), pp. 1-13; Michael Kğııl "§truggle on üıe
Cooperative Fronc The §eparation of Cenral Cooperaıive Wholesale from Communism, 1929-30", in
Michael G. Karni eı al. (eds), Tlu Finnish Expciencc in ılu Wcsıern Great Lakes Region: New Perspectives
(Vammala Finland, 1975), pp. 1862J1; Aııiıur Liebman, Jews arıd the Left (New Yorlç 1979); Paul Büle,
"Jews and American Communism: The Culuıral Question", Radical Hisıory Reviaıı, n. 23 (Spring 1980), pp.

8-33. See atso Joshıu Fr€eınaıı, "Catiıoücs, Cogımunisıs, and Republicaııs lıish Worters and the Orgaııl-
zaıions of üe Traııspct Workers lJnion", in Mictıael tL Frisch and Daniel J. }Valkowig (eds), l{or-
king-Class Aııerica. Essays on lıbor, Coıııınııığ, aııd Anuicaıı Society (Urbaııa, IU., 1983), p9.25G?33;
and on tho firm C? ally Vio iviaıcaııonio: Peter Jacksoıı, "Vi!o lvtarcarıtorıio and Ethnic Politics in New
Yort", Etluic aııd Racial Stııdies, vol 6, n. 1 (Janııary 1983), pp. 5G,7l.

ı9 Dan T. Carter, Scottsboro. A Tragedy of ıhe American South (Baıon Rouge, Ia., 1969); Charles H.
Martin, Tlıe Angelo Herndon Case and Souılurn Jııstice (Baton Rouge, La, l97O.
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it did not prevent communisg from acting locally with dynamisrn arıd flexibiüty.a
Togeüıer with ıhe trade unions the cp, from üe dep,res§on up o üıe cold war, was espocially srong

ıımong üe üterary inollecoals. Richard Pells has examined tirc lar€r'§ segctı, eşecially at tiıe beginning of
the ıhirties, for commımity and a non-boıırgeois morality concluding that üo attractiqı of üıa CP, which saw üıe
intellectuals as promulgaıors of a program for üe traıufarıuion of society, was more psphological ttıan
poütical. Ottıers have analyzed üıp New Masscs and üe John Reed Clubs ftıding their ıclıüons ııiü the CP in
üe l920s not always linear while üeir success is locatcd in the emergence of a native poletrian literatıırc in
üe united sıates, lirıLed however wiüı üe debate in üe soviet union.a

Tlıgç have also been several reoent attempts o synüıesize p€riods of ıhe paıty's histry either on a
natiorul or local levcl Particulrly snıdied hıve been those moments uıd sitıatioıs wheıı üe party, operating
wiüıin a broader coalition, had moe of a chance to rnaks its weight fell The şecial siuıation in Minnesoıa
where the state's main political fqre was a Farmer-labor Party (FIJ) wiüıin which üe CP always ried o be
present, has been snıdied by Mllaıd GiesLc and John tlaynes. The faırıer considers the cornmıııis§ to have
been a negative influence not only becaııse anticommunism could be used against this party but also in that üıc
cp forced what for thc aııüo was a local moyement bascd on economic pürotost o become enbroiled in foıeign
policy questions. Haynes, instcad, has undcrlined ıho insıüiüry of the alliancc berwacıı the communists and üıe
liberals in üıe FLB while he judgcs the commıınis§ tıı havp had "totalitarian obfrıctiı,cs" thcy wcıc guilty of
neither "subv€rsionn nc 'infiltration" siıpc üıey had no seğret agenda nor did they deübcraıety conceal üeir
identity.2

Kenrpü Wdeer iıas found in üe CP presence in the New Yort Americaıı tabor Puty an essential
contradiction between the pcgy's socialis objecüves and its electoral coalition poütics. Thc CP enry iııo üe
Popular Fıont was in fact accompaııM by rn new analysis of either political instinıtions or of how the neır
alliances could be linked o a socialisı sğzııegy. The sndy of Heııry Wallace by Norman ivlaıtowie is exteııely

a Doııald T. Oirchlow, "Corıımuni§t Unions and Rrism," Labor Hintory, vol. 17, n. 2 (Spring 1976),
p9.230-20+l Augıst Meier and Ellioc Rudıvklı, Black Deıroiı and tlu Rise oİ ılu UAW (Neıv YcL 1979);
Meier and Rudwiclç "Coııımunist Unions and üe Blac.k Commıınity: thc Casc of the Truışct lValrers
Union, 1934-194", Lafur Hisary, vol 23, n.2 (Spring 1982), pp. 165-197; Lawrcııce S. Wilner, "The
National Negıo Cmgıess: A Reasses§nenı", Anuricııı Qııaıcrt!, voL üL, n 4 (Winor 1970), pp. 883-90l;
Gerald Hğne, Coıııııuııisı Fronı? Tlu Ciül Riglııs Congrcaı, 19461956 (Ruüerfc( NJ., l9B8); iviuk
Naisoıı, Coıııııuııisıs in Harlcııı Dwhg tlu Deprcssion (Urbana, IlL, 1983). Fc üıe integratim of CP rcüüty
into a black religioıs contort see Robin D. G. Kelley "'Comrades, Praise Gawd for lınin and Them!':
Ideology and Cuhıre anong Black Coınmııııi§ts in Alabam8, l93Gl935", Science aıü Socicty, vol. 52, n. 1

(Spring 1988), pıp. 59a2.

4 Richtrd Pells, Radical Visioııs aııd Aıııcricaıı Dreaııs. Cütwc aııd Social Tlıoııshı h tlu Deprcssbn
Yeors (New Yoıt, l93); Gabriolla Ferrııggia, "Radical tnteUecnıals and üe Workers (Commıınist) Party in
üe United §tates: New Masses arıd Tlıe Daily Workcr, L92&28", Sıoria Nordamcricou, vol.2, n. L (1985),
pp. 5-34; David Peck, "The Tradition of Amgican Revolutionary Literanıre: üıe Moııthly Naıı Masses,
L926-I933", Scicıre aıü Sociery, vo|.42, n. 4 (Winter |978-79'), pıp. 385a09; Eric Homberger, "holetarian
Literauııe and üıe Joim Reed Clubs 1919-1935",Ioıırıul of Aııuican Sıııdies, vol 13, n. 2 (August 1979),
pp. 22|-2M. See also on üe Partisan Review, initially CPorienteğ James Bıuliıart Gilberq Writers aııd
Partisans. A Hisary of Literary Radicalism in Anuica (New Yotr, 1968); an( on üıe CP in Hollywood
from the ıhirties ıhrough ıhe post-war depession, krry Ceplair aıd Steven Englund, Tlu In4uisition in
Hollywood. Politics h ılu Film Coıııınıııity 1930-19ü New Yorlç 1980). Scaııt aüentigı has beon paid to
üe non-literary intellecoals. On üıe gıowıh of a left wing aientation among üe social woıtet§, disuessed at
simply alleviating üıe disintegration pıoduced by the c4iıalist depression, see John Haynes, "The 'Raıü and
File Movement' in Privatc Socid Worlç" Lüor History, vol. 16, n. 1 (Winter 197Ş, pp. 7&98; and in
general, Loıenz J. Finison, "Radical Professionals in üe Greaı Peeıresslqı. A Historical Notg The
Interprofessional Association", Radical Hisıory Raıicııı, vol 4, n.2-3 (Spring-Summer |9'fI),w. |33-137.

2 Millad G. Gieske, Minnesota Farmer-Laborism. The Third-Party Ahernative (Minneapolis, Minn.,
1979); John Earl Haynes, Düious Alliance. Tln Making of Miınesota's DFL Pcrry (Minneapolis, Minn.,
1984).

9

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



imporunı towards an undersunding of how üe CP rçlated to what was üeir main remaining lirü in üıe tiberal
camp after üıe repression began. Wiü regard to üıe 1948 election the auüa dcnies that it was üe Cominfcrrı
which pushed üe CP to stıppoıt Wallace; morcover üe party _ especially Foster _ continued in is ideological
critiçism of Wallace's "keynesiansiın" arıd visiqı of a "progıessive capiulisrı" while üıe smıcuır€ of üe newly
formed hogıessive Party was always more New Dealish than leninisı8 kt
years have also seen imporaııt synüeses on üe CP as a whole dııring is mosı inflırntial period: Maıırice
Isserman has studied ıiıe party dııring üıe war while tlanıey Kletır thaı of üe period of the depression.a
Isserman's snıdy pays much aüention to society in the United Sotes: the changes in tiıe party which Browder
embraced as well as guided are judged positively in üıaı they came !o gıip§ wiüı US reality developing a
"natiorıal comrnıuıism" in which the Bolshevik tadition came io be miJrcd wiü'American democracy". Despite
a comment about Browder's "illı§ion§" with regaıd o capitalism üe raısfcrıation of üe pcty n LgU is seen
as üıe last arıd best opornınity o have cr€aıcd a mass based socialist movemenq üus ttıe Moscow diı€cted iırn-
about of üıe following year is considered to have abaıed an esseııtial aııd nauıral pıoce.ss. Tiıe auıiıor evidenüy
does not feel thaı üese iüusioıu, cerıaiıüy aı the hearı of Btowder's poüücal positions, were sufficient ıo have
blocked aııy real development of a socialist movernent nor does he see as negative üe gradual but far reaching
changes in üıe pany from the mid-ıiıirties on4

Dnmaticatly different in outlook and conclısions is ilarvey Kletu's sndy of the CP in the thiıties.
Author, among oıh€rs, of a saio,biograüicat study of üe corııposition of üe ciıanging munbersiıip of üe
paily's Cenral Committee and arı aıticle, based on FBl dossiers, on üe party's |V22 ıırfrargıound congress,
Klehr's ouümk is at odds ıviü mosı receııt snıdies which have seen üıe CPUSA in relationship to Unitod Statqs
society and have concluded that inded it did ıheıç havc ıoos. The auüor instead follows very closely the
perspective of Theodorç Drapq in insisting that the mearıing of the CP expeıience can only be understood in
relationship o üe Cominterıı aııd ıhe Soviet Union and in üem aloııe can be found the soıııce for whatever
changes took place in üe communist positions.5

Kletu's study is wiüout a doubt a useful contribution: having clearly deüneated for tiıe crucial
decade of tiıe thirties üıe political choices of üe naüonal leadership of üıe CPUSA, showing the stages thıough
which they developed, all fuuıre stııdies will be in some way indebted to him. The problem with ıtıis work is
not simply the auüıor's total lack of sympaüy for the CP seeıı as a mere group of manipulaıon in nırn

a Kenneü Waleer, 'The hrty and üıe Polling Place: American Communism and an American Labor
Party in üıe l930s", Radlcd History Rcıülca,, n.23 (Spring 1980), pp. lü-l29; Norman }viarkowi% Tlu Risc
and Fall of ıhe Peoplc's Ccıüııry. Hcıvy C, Wallacc aııd Anurican Liberalism, l941-19,1E §ew Yct,
1973). For CP alliances in üe south and the struggle !o apply the New Deal üeıe see Thomas A. Kreuger,
And Promişes ıo Keep. Tlıe Sowlurn Conference for Humaıı Welfoe, 1938-1948 (Nastıville, Tenn., 1967).
Sep also John Earl itraynes, 'The New Hisory of üe Commuııist Puty in Staıe Poliücs: The Impücations for
lüainsneam Politicat Histtry', Labr History, voL /7, n 4 (Fatl 1986), p,p. 5/ı9-fi3. Most worts on üıe
anücommunist rçression harc seeıı üe CP moıE 8!ı a victim than a proogonisı See, for example, Cedric
Belfrage, The ,Aııuican lııqüsition 1945-I9ffi (Iııdiaııapolis, Ind., 1973); aııd David Caute, Tlw Grcat Fear,
The AntiCommunisı Pıırge Uııfur Trınun and Eisenlıoııer §ew York, 1978).

ı ivlaurice Isserman, Which Side Were You On? Tlıe Ameican Coııımınisı Parry Dııing ılıe Second
WorldWar (Middleown, Conn., 1982); }Ianyey Klehr, Tlu Heyfuy of Aııuican Coırıııwnism. Tlu De-
pression Decde §ew York, 1984).

E Isserman has also put forwaıd üe interesting thesis ("The 1956 Generation. An Alterrıative Approach
to üıe History of American Communism", Radical Ameica, vol. 14, n. 2 (lvtaıch-April 1980), pp. 43-51) ıhat
the CPUSA of üe forties and fifties was dominaıed by a generation which emerged ouı of a Jewish urban
immigruıt background aııd which üved ıhe party cxperience as a form of Amcricanization, that is as a
successful reaching out towards US saiety (conıact wiüı blacks in llarlem and üe south, Slavs in the Mid-
West, etc.). The author faııtt§ üis generation, in which Browder had his strongest supporte§, wiü not
fıghting Foster and coming to Bıowder's deferıse in 1%5; moıEovetr, in the '56'57 crisi§ most of them,
deluded with üe Soviet Union, simply left üe party aiding once again Foster.

6 Harvey K|etır, Commuııist Cadre. Tln Social Backgroınd of tlıe Ameicaıı Coırımuııisı Party Elite
(Stanford, Calif., 1978); "The Bridgeman Delegates", Swvey,vo|.22, n. 2 (99) (Spring 1976), pp. 87-95.
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manipulaıxl by the USSR (and thus his unpleasarıt use of verıerable anticommunist terrrıinology like
"infilEation"); nor that he has very selecüvely utilized memoiıes and even testimony before govemmental
agencies of repession (accepting all accusations of spying); nor an absence of real interest for the Comintern's
motivations and its functiorıing (sometiıing for which üıe ıse of soıııces in German would have beeıı ııseful).
The ıeal problem is ttıat hi§ 4prorch has left out üıe society and ttıe lirüs of üe CP wiü iç having done ttıat
Klehr is üle to take away from the CP the right o be consideıed ı legitiınate political fuce.

The ıelationship between üe CPUSA and the Comintern is locaıed in a vacuum aııd is shgply orp-sided
in that only üe decisions of the inamaüoııal orguıism are noted: dııal ıııionisııı is discussed wiüıoııt ınting üıe
almost impossibility of work within the AFL; the dissolution of the TuuL wiüıout üe develqment of rade
unionism in 1934; üe theory of the right o selfdeterminaüon wiüoııt ıhe ııatiğrati§t Ganıey movemenq üıe
developmenı of the Popular Front without that of üe Roosevelt administation; üıe shift in t939 wiüout üıe
exhaustion of the New Deal. Class relatiorıs, the ethnic miı, ma§ menıality, üe thnıst of üıe pcty under
Browder to inlegraie itself ino national poliücs as well as üe actua| activity of the CP in üıe society ue all
aspects missing from his histgy. He refuses to §ee, in short üaı the CP was part of a social dynamic and
corısequently its whole hisory cannot be comprised in a comparison of üıe declraüons of natioııal communist
leaders wiü those of the Comint€m. Tb Comintern positions ğs not seen merely as an essential elemenç which
of coıırse üey were, but ıatiığ as thc only det€ilırining one. If Draper'g work on the nrentic§ - when tho CP was
mırch moıe on üıe margins of the society - was alıeady insııfEcieııt, Klehr's snıdy, partial even a!ı a siıdy of the
relations benreen the CPUSA and the Cominterıı, is unaccepablc as a guıeral history of the party.

Not sıırprisingly Klür's monogıaph, published in 1984, urüeastıed araüıer heated debate which caıı best
be seen in üıe pages of üıe /Vay York Reüeuı of Books.It not only raised fears of a reuırn in sMies on the CP
to an older anticommunist approach that many felt had been defınitvely bııried by the rrcw hisoriography but
seemed to rppresent part of a general right wing assault in some way connected wiü Reaguıite America. Draper
himself interııened very determinedly defending kletır, üe only hi§ffiiarı who has steadfastly continued his
approach: vigoıously denyuıg that üe CP lire was a mixtııre of local conditiorıs and Cominıgn directives, he
judged it o have been only an aitempt to apply üe laner o a şecific sinıadon. ivloı€ov€tr, he aü!e4 emphasis
on üıe Popular Front period ıvas misleading siırce it was only a meı€ foın years of the entirp pcty histryP

Mrch moıe imputant on a meıtıodological level was Draper's critici§n that üıe yougcr histcians had
p,referıed payuıg anention o tha life experiaıces, iııcluding minor deail§" of locally based miüuııts raüer than
the brmd poütical decisions of üıe national leaOerstlp. This fc Draper meaııı d€politicizing the history of üe
CB ılıe visıul angle of soçial hi§tory was by itsclf instffcient toıvaıd§ an ım&rsanding of üis organizatim.
It is also cler - atthoıuü he did not ıaise the point direcüy - thı emphasizing üıe context in ıvhich the CP
operated necessari§ led to dowtıptaying the ıelaıioıship ıo the Coıinteın. One coııld eyen suggcst that thp new
historiarıs, hesiant !o d€al with üıis subjct, probably feel that any discııssion of it diıectly leads owards üıe
older outlook which not only denied valııe o üe eryerieırces of üe grass rmts but ıefused O considg üıe
CPUSA a legitimata poütical force. And y€q a!ı Drry€r has coıtinııally a§s€rteğ the Cornintcrn and iu ıclalion
to the CPU§A werp by no meaıs mim aşects of the laig's histcy.

It is possibte to indicat€ many fields in CP history sül ıınoııcbd by üe new wave of historiography -
biographies of the ma}ır party leaden, monogrryhs m organizatioıuı like the International Woıters Order and
üe Naıional Negro Congıess, synüıeses of moments like the Thiıd P€riod, analyses of üe intellecnıal hisory
of the party - but an essential point for fiırüer research is thaı any snıdy (of individual periods, specific rade
unions, geographic areas, etc.) mı§t be liııked not only o ıhe naıion's poüücal history in general as well as lhe
overall development of üe CP but also o that of üe Comintern. The CP was a paıt of Unit€d Starcs society and
the social history appıoach caıı aııd alıeady has revealed mııch about iı Mgçover it is rue ttıat Comintern
decisions were often gıeaüy mediated at üıe local level On ıhe other hand, whatever is meriıs or demerits, üıe

n New York Review of Books, iday 10, 1984; December 6, 1984; lvtay 9, 1985; }vtay 30, 1985. The
agiıated torıe of üıis polemic can be seen in Drapcr's shock - expressed here and in other pefiodical§ - tiıaı
some of the new hisoriography of the CP was by tenıJıed professcs in ınajor universiües and his accısation
that üıey were following a "party line'. Draper had in üıe 190s wricen nvo articles ("Gastonia Revisited',
Social Resewci, vol. 31, n. L (Spring 19l), pp. 3-29; "Communists aııd Miners 1928-1933", Dissenr, vol.
19, n. 2 (Spring 1972'1, pp. 37|-392) affirming üat changes in üe CP trade ıınion line could only have been

connected to Comintern positions.
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CPUSA was haıdly a New Left orguıization.a

3. Soıuces: oral history, aııobbgraphy, aıchives

At üıe various stages in this histryiogıaphical debate different types of sources tıave been utilized. A specific
question concen§ the use of aııobiogıaphies or oral hisory. Those which were üıe mosı hyst€rically
anticommunist - pubüstıed in üe laıe forties aıd early iıfties _ and which insisted üe most on accusations of
spying for üe Soviet Union, the persorıal cynicism of thc lead€rs and üe psychological misadapation of
members were often not sıırprisingly based on ıhe memoiııes of ex-communists now greaüy deluded Such
soıırces aıe of coıırse of limited value and it is quio diffıculı o evaluate üıeir undoubtedly exaggeraıed de-
scripüons of üe climate in the CP.D As to üıe memoires of those who weıç still party meınbers when üey
wrote in ıhe thirties, forties and fıfties, often excellenı in recreating üe poütical climate of human experience
üey rarely discuss, criticatly or otherwise, the poüticat line of üe party.s

A similar criticism can however be made of the memoirqs of the seventies uıd eighties which have been
amply utilized by üe new wave of sMies of üe last twenty years. hilostly rıritıen by üıose who, alıhough they
had left üe party, noneüıeless evalııaıed posiüvely üıe period §pent in üıe CPUSA, üey oo peürys more often
reflect üe period in which ıhey were wriuerı as oposed ıo üıat about which tbey wıote. On the oüıer han(
analogous ıo memoires of whatevo period ıhey often contain much information on people, events and documens
which can be foüowed up.3ı

2t Party hisory ftom wiüin was somewhat influenced for üe beuer by inrıovations in the general
hisoriography on the subjecc Simgı W. Gerson wıote 8 biography (Peıe. Tlu Story of Peıer V. Cacchione
New York's First Coırııruıııist Coıaıcilınan, New Yorh 1976) emphasizing üıe CP's policy of alliances dııring
üe Popular Fronq nro general worts of Philip S. Fuıet (Organized Lüor aıü tlu Black Workır 1619-1973,
New York, |974; Woınen aıü ıiu Anuicaıı Labor Moveınent From World War I to tlu Presenı, New Yortr,
1980), diffeıent from his previoıısly mentioıBd history of the fur woıter§, gave a batanced view of üe CP
presence in nro sectonı; and Geıald [iorıp's exccllent acadeınic snıdy on üıe Civil Righs Coıgıess has
already been menüoned in noo 20 above. For his part Kletır has continued to put forttı üıe Corrıintcrıı as üıe
only inorprcative key of CP activity: 'Self-Deıeımination in ıhe Black Belu Origins of a Communist
Policy", Labor Hisnry, vol. 30, n. 3 (Summer 1989), pıp. 354-366.

D The mosı famoıs of üis genuino üterary geıııE weı€: Ioui§ F. Budeıız, Trıi§ ,J My Sary (New Ygk,
1947); Bella V. Dod4 Sclıol of Darkıuss (New Yoılç 1954); }Vhitalrer Ctumbers, Wiııuşs §ew Yoılı
1952); Elizabeth Benüey, Ou of Boııdagc: Tlu Sary ğ Elizabcıh Bcnıley (Ncw Yortç 195l); and of coıırse
Herbert A. Phitbrict" I lzd Tlvee Lives: Citizcn, Coınıııııııist, Couıııcrspy (New Yoılç 1952) which became
üe subject of a popular TV series. Mge balanced are autobiographies of nro who left the CP in üıe '56'57
crisis but maintained a faith in some kind of socialism arıd progıess: Howrd Fast" Tic Naked God: Tlw
Witer and ılıe Coıııııwııisı Parıy §ew York, 1957); John Gatcs, Tlıc Sary of an Anurican Coııunıaıist Neuı
York, 1958).

30 Mke Gold, Jeıys Witlouı Moıwy §ew Yortr, 1930); Joseph Fr€cman, An Anıerican Tesıanunt: A
Narrative of Rebels aııd Roınaıııics (New York, 1936); Angelo ltrerndon, Let Me Lıve §ew York, 1937);
Ella Reeve Blooı l4ıe Are Many: Aıı Aunbbgrapiy §ew York, 1940); Joseph North, No Men Are Strangers
(New York" 1958); Paul Robeson, Here I §ıcııd §ew Yok, 1958).

3ı Notable among üese many aulobiognphies are those of the female miütan§ Peggy Deıınis and Jessica
Midord (P. D., Tlıe Aıııobiography of an Aıııericaıı Commınisı. A Persoıul View of a Political Life
1925-1975, Berkeley, Calif., L977; J.M., A Fiııe Old Coıflicı, New York, 1977); üe b|acks Harry Haywood
and Hosea Hııdson (ilarry ilaywood, Blrck Bolslıcück. Auabiography of an Afro-Aııurican Coıııııuııisı,
Chicago, 1975; Nell Irvin Painter, Tlıc Narrative of Hosea Hııdson. His Life as a Negro Commınist in tlw
Soıılı, Cambridge, lvtass., 1979); and üe national leaders Al Richmond and Steve Nelson (A. R, A Long
View from ıhe Left. Meınoirs of an Aıııerican Revoluıioıary, Bostoıı, 1972; §. N., James R. BarreE and Rob
Ruck, Sreye Nelson. Aıııeican Radical, Pitsburgh, Penn., 1981). Especiatly Richmond's has acute reflections
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While most of üe "Comınunism in American Life" series was based primar§ on prinıed soııcas Dnper
can be said to be ıhe fırst histori8n who utilize( togeıtıer wiü ıhese - in his casc, wiüı refğEnco ıo üe
Comintern also in Germaıı -, aıchival §oıırces. This maıerial, including minutes of üıc Central Execıtrive
Commicee and üıe Poütical Bıııeaıı and coııtspondcnce betrııecn leaders, was giııen to him by various formcr
proagonists of the CPUSA (I{arry lvl Wicls, Jay [ovesone, Charlqs S. Zimmerman as well as Eaıl Browder)
whom he intcrviewed. Previoısly in his private possession all üe papers gaıhcred dııring üe prcpoation of üıe
two books, togetha with his own coıı€§pondence and interviews with CP lead€r§ aııd miliüın§, alınosı 1,000
pamphles, varioıs communist reviews as well as newspaper clip,pings and relevuıı doctaal disscrıations üt now
deposited as the Draper Resegch Files aı Enıory Univers§ in Atlante Gcorgia, a choicc evidcntly connecrcd
o üe pıeserıce there of }Iarvey Klür. Eqııally impctant is the massiveEarl Bıoşı& Aıçhive (ccıespodercc,
subject fılş, manuscripts, pboographs and legal fites) at Syracuse University which cgıb[ac€s a period even
broader than his direction of üe party ftom 1930 to 1945.

Much new aıchival maıerial has become available as incrcasingly, frg6 üe l960s on, individııal CP
miüans and leaders - including those who ıemained in üıe party - as well as protoııımunist personalities hıve
deposited their papers in university or pubüc librries. Such collecüons, togeüer ıviü the rpcords of various
organizations, have been at üıe ba§e of the most recent st8ge in CP hisoriogrryhy aııd an appendiı liss tho most
imporant of them.

It would apper ıiat ıhe CPUSA does not itself have an archive or aı lea!ıt whatovcr it possesas is ınt
normally coısulıablc.32 Whı might be coained in such an aıchive is clear when one obscnıcs that missing
from the long list of CP miüııns and leaders whose papenı ue available is no le,ss tiıan Şri[iam Z Fosrcı üıe
main party leader along with Earl Browdcr, rctive in üc CP from ıhc early l920s urıtil hi§ d€aü in 196l. As
!o goveıilnent aıchives ıhe resuictive interpreation of the theedom of Iııfqmıtion Act givaı by üe
administraıions of Reagan aıd Bu§ı bas rçduced üe importance of wiıaı rnay be obtaiııed from üe Deparrrıerıt
of Justice (and üıus ıhe Fedeıal Bıııtau of Investigation).3ı While FBI material might conıain importanı pap€r§

from the CP itself, seized dııring the Cold War repression, this particulr §oıırge is raıtıer overrated in üıat it
mosüy contains often urıreliable reports from iııformers and şies. Oıı üe oüer hand, available independenüy
of ttıe FOIA, is ıhe vast material in üe Rocevelt archive in Hyde Paıt, pırobably still unĞruülized wiü regard
o üıe CPUSA in is period of mıİır eıpansion.

It stıould also be noıed thı in the larc l96G and t90s printd §oıırces becamc mgo available:
Felrinelli reprinted Third Inı€nıatioal coııgt€ss prooeediııgs, Iııprckon aü Rııııdşclıaıı, es§€ntial fc suıdying
the US moyemenğ almct 20 of üıc owr l00 p€riodicals in 'The Americaıı Radical Pı€s§ l8t$l960" serie§ of
Greenwmd Pres ıeprins aıç ftom üe United Sıaıes coınmunist moveneng a microfilm edition, prepged by
the Microfrlming Corpqadon of Ancrba, of üe extremcly impğtant Bıowder aıchivc appeg€d o which was
added prinrcd maıeıiat (4l0 pamphles, üe periodicals l-abr HcraW,TluWorkırs Monılü!,Tlu Coıııınııııisl arıd
Political ,Affairs, ogeüer wiıh the proc€€dings of mct paıty conyentions)İ

prıecisely wiü regard to relatiqı!ı with the cominterıı, ıhc possibility of coısulting the laücr's aıçhive
would change üe siuution cmsidenbly. The ıcccnt ıçleasc by üe §oviet Unio of docımens ıclating o üe
United Sıates anarchists Emma Goldman and Aleıaııder B€rtrraıı - althougb not it seenxı from Cominıern

on how tiıe CP related ıo oüıer political forces duing the Popular Front. The aulobiography of Naıe Shaw
(fheodce Rosengarten, All God's Dangers. Tlu Life of Naıc §lıcır, New Yoıt, 19/4) contains rare
information on CP activity among black slıaıecroppe§ in Alabama

" Leıter from l\ıtary Licht of üe History Commission, CPUSA, o üe autiıor, August 20, 1990.

33 }Iarvey Klehr has obtained thıough üe FOIA an FBI fıle labelled "Comintem Apparatıs in the United
Staıes". Deposited in the Emory Univenity library it contains "ıhousands of pages' most of which, however
"is blacked out'. (Leıter of Klehr to üıe aııüor, Jıme 14, 1990.) or,e caıı in fact only request the photo-

copying of entire files (paid for by the reserarcher) as opposed to rasearching in them; mor€oyer they aıe
released ıviü deletions as decided by üe govenımenı aguıcies.

I Microfilm editiorıs of the pryers of CP-oriented trade unions as well as of the Cold Wr goveınment
agency, üıe Subversive Activities Control Board, hıve also apeared. The microfilm edition of üe Bıowder
archive conıains in addiüon a very useful printed guide. Information on communist periodicals carı be gattı€r-

ed from Walter Goldwaıer, Radical Periodicals in Aınerica 1890-1950, New Haven, Conn., 1966.
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aıchives - indicaıes üıis as a possibiüty of üıe noı tm disant futıııej5
Whaı could one expoct o find aıd in whaı way could oıır undenunding be erıriched? Impotarıt

documents migfu irplııde maıerial of üıe various Cominrcm commissions which dealı wiü "Americarı question§",
report§ from CPUSA eıııissaries in }vtoscow and messages aıd telegrams from tip party ıo üe intemaüoııal
organism. Informaıion on rçlations o üıe Comintern might touch cadıç &cisioıs, the entity of moııetary trarısfers
and how ıhey were effected, possible düfeıeııces between ceıtain CPUSA leaden and those of üıe Comintern,
how society and politics in üe Uniıed Staıes weıc appraised by üo orgaııization's leaders, üe ways in which
us communists remained in contact with üıe ussR and üe comintern as well as üe modalities of the
international organization's interventions which were particularly discretc dııring üıe Popular Fronı period"
Moreover if üıe US party acnıally did serıd a copy of ıhe minuos of all meetings of io leading organisms (üe
Cenral Execuüve Commiuee and üe Poütical Bııreau) the find would be extraordinarily rictı In addition, con-
sidering üaı Foster died in Moscow, it is possible ürat at least some of his papers ce still üere, deposted in üe
cominıern aıçhive.

4. Poliıical hisarı aııd tlıe searchfor a ııaıı rynılusis

Alüıough Dnper and Klehr have clarified varioıs üır€ads which connected the CP and the Comintern, a poliücal
hisory of üis relaıionship which would integrate saial and inrcllecuıal eleınen§, is yet o be wrinen. If it is
clear that ignoring üıe existencc of üe international organizaıion paints an uıır€at portrait thc need o go beyond
üe "dominatiory'obedience syndrome' is apareııt §fuıce that was only one aspct, however dctermining, of üıe
hisıory of üıe Comintern and its natiorıal sections.

Quesüons thaı deserve a fuller treaiment include what the Comintern arıd üe CPUSA expected from
one another, what they knew of e*h oüıer aııd how they formed their opinions, and ttırough what chanııels -
offiçial and unof§cial - the relaıionstıip operaıeü oııly after answering such questions can one arrive at a more
balanced evaluation of üe political meaııing and uüiry of the connection.

The intentioıs and expecatioıu of the International owards its United States section are not at dl clear.
If US communiss certainly expected material help as well as general and perhaps speciiic inspiration the
Comintern seems to have acnully given litıle impatance o the CPUSA It is difficult to believe üıaı üıe
Cominıern ever üoııght the party capable of activaıing and guiding a revolutioııary pocess. lt may well bc thı
üe Third Intenaıiorıal expected merely thaı üıe United States communiss would op€mtğ as a Fe'ssure gıoup on
üeir government puslıing it orvards a friendlier relationship wiüı the Soviet Union. The Aa,oAmericarı
populatior\ on ıhe oüer hanü id€ntifi€d as a colonized people uıd considered esseııtial to a fuüre ıevolution
in the United States, did receive moıE aüention. It is po§ble !o ıaad in üıe Cominıern resolutions a view ıhat
some in thaı organization üıought ıhaı the poütical vangrıard of this minority might be ııseful as aıı instnımeııı
of revolutiorıary proıpagada abıoad.

The gereral lack of intcrçst stıown fa üe CzuSA was rnaiched by that given to üe USA itself.
Certainly arı internatioııal rcvolutioary anticapialist movement stıoııtd have dedicaıed mqç anention to üıaı
coımtry which was well on is way by üıe end of World Wg I o becoming üıe leading wodd power. The United
Staıes could and did become an ally against inomıional fascism but underestirnating üıe importaııce of is
particularly dynamic capitalisrn would pıove indeed costly given üat üıe norı fascist solution o the depression
crisis would be üe winning card against commurıism.

It is notable üıat üıe intgest demonsrarcd dııring üe Sixth Congress and by Bucharin himself in the
United States and its increasingly cenral role in the capialist world was not matched in ttp sııcceeding perid
Dimitrov's report to the Sevenü Congıess did guıerously remaıt üat "As we Lnow, üe United Sarcs is not
Hungary, or Finland, or Bulgaria" or Iawia The vicory of fascism in üe United States would ütally change

35 Ttıe maıerial comes "from both the Cenral Paıty Archives of üıe Institrıto of tvtarıism-Lerıinism in üe
Cenral Communisı Party Committee and ftom üıe Cenral States Aıchives of the Ocober Revolutiorı" and
was released to "tho Emma Goldman Papers, a project sponsored by the National Aıchives' Natiğıal
Historical Publicatioru and Records Commission, the University of Califomia ü Berkeley, üıe National
Endowment for the Humanities, ğıd oıhers". The documents, which include a ıecoıd of the meeting betıveen
Lenin and Goldman in ivtaıch 1920, will be published in a fgthcoming edition of üe Emma Goldman
Papers by the University of California See OAil Newsleıter [Orgaııization of Americarı Historians], August
1990, p. 12.
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üe whole inıernaional sitııation" but it cuınot be said that üıis innıition was systeınatically developed- The
ideology of poliücal isolationstıip seems to have misled everı the extremely siıarp Togliaıi who in his rcport on
the war danger to the sarrıe coıurcss saw the USA playing only a secondary role in ıhe Faı EasL5 Aside from
is ües !o, arıd competiüon wiü, Eıııopean capiıalism the counry not only po§sessed a vası infğmal eınpire in
Latin America, having üeıe completely replaced Great Britain, but in addition msintained a diıect control over
üe strategically placed islands of the Philippines uıd Hawaii. All this dtııing the 1930s oıly dimly interested
üe cominıern

How carı oıle accoıınt for this underestimation? It is often said that üıe Comintem was inveterarcly
'Eıııocentrist" buı what exrcüy did this meaıı? One should inow morc about how the Comintern received
infoırıaıion on üıe Sıates and how it went aboıt faırıing opiniorıs. Were its only soıııces CP miütants studying
in Moscow or working for thc Intcrııational? What role was played by information rcceived from Soviet
jounıalists ard intellccnıals who had been in üe States and from diplomarc oncc thc country was recognized in
|933f

Who şecifically w€rç ıtpse who formed üe opinion of üıe Comiıııerı on üe Unit€d Sıates and iıs
Communist Part14 Weıe decisions reached in an ad hoc and almost extemporaııeoı§ fashion a did the varioıs
coınmi§ıioıuı aııd secretriats really work? How did üey gaüer inforrıatio aııd draır ııp repğts aııd who were
üeir official and unofficial merıben? Who decided ıhc importaııt interıcntions of the Cominorn in ıhe afhiı§
of üe cpu§A and how werc üıey decidod? why was üe interrıeııtion n |y29 crrid ouıby salin himself and
why was it so diıecıly forceful? Was it a meıt exımple of a persoııalistic aııd chaotic style or was üıe US party
really considered so imporaııt? How should the Duclos inteneııtion in 1945 be evalııaıcd? Was it directod orıly
agaiıut ıhe Browder leadership of thc CPUSA? How şıas it dgcided on and whaı ıole did üe tıaliaıı communiss
Giuseppe Berti and Ambrogio Donini acnıally play in relayıng iO§ Were in facı United Staıcs communists of
different eünic origins useftıl o üe Comintern on other occasions in making contacts and uaıısmiaing
information?

There are mor€o\€r certain general qııestions about üe Comintern which have ıeceived insııffrcieııı
aüention and which might clari$ aspcı,ı of is ıelationslıip wiüı the various sections including üaı of the United
Sıaıes. Whaı might be called üe cuhıre of üe Comint€rn dqs€ryes investigation. Fa oo much emphasis has

beeıı laid by anticommurıist historiogaphy on examples of cynicisıı and oppornınism in üe Internaüonal. In
reality it can be argııed thaı üe intern8ıional irradiaıed ı §y§tgm of positivc values which impıegııaıed in a dce,p
wey many leaders aııd perhapo mst miliunıs of its sections. Cerointy this can be doucmerıted wiü regaıd o
üe commıııiss of the Unircd Snrcs. It migfu be useful to caıry üırough a linguistic analysis of certain tey
words" which continııally r€appeaı in Comintcın and CPUSA docıım€nts, memoires uıd mal histaies. }v!ğe
important here ıhan eıpessioıs üke 'nıling c|n§" and 'ı€volution" could be üıose lfte "discipline", "soüdarity",
"self+riücism", "beEayal" which, among oü€rs, reveal thought rrorn§ and a way of üfe.

"internationalismn al§o was noı jı§t a slogan bü a "value" which in tirc CPUSA - as arıong oüıen
pruumably - had a diıect applicatiorı wiüı regard to relaüoı§ between blacts and whites and betweeıı the vuious
national goup§. The Soviet woınan was ııanırally held ııp as a model of emancipatioı but does üis rcp,ıeseııt
üe entire şries of "valııes" held by the communist moyement with ıegard o male-female rpliations as well as

r On the Sixü Congıess see "Die internationale t-age und die Aufgaben der Kommunistischen
Internationale", Proıokoll. Seclster Welıkongref dcr Koınıııııııistisclun Inıerııaıioııale, Vierter Baıd
(tiambıııg, |V29), p. 14-18 and the conclusioru of Bucharin on the hogram Commission debat§ in
Inprekon,7, n. 9l, August ?8, |9?8, p. 1715. Dimitr,orı's coınment is in t4l' Congress of tlu Coırııruıııist
Interıatioıul. Ahndged Sıeıographic Reporı of Proceedhgs (iıtoscow, 1939), pp. l5l, and Togliatti'g itı
Opere, edited by Erne.so Ragionierl vol. 3: |929-|935, part 2 (Rome,1973),pp.752-753. Togliani did
however note rather early - intervening aı üe )ğtr Enlarged Eıecutive of Decembcr 1933 and in a note o
},lanuilskij in December Lg3/. - üe specific ctıaracter and importaııcc of "Rooseveltsm" (Opere, vol. 3:
|929-|935, part 1, p. cxcvi; parl2, p. 288).

37 For üe Soviet and Comintern press opinion on üe New Deal see üe useful stııdy by I-apo Sesian, "Il
New Deal nel giud2io della sıampa sovietica e della Intemazionale comunista (1933-1936)", Stııdi di stoia
sovietica §ome, 1978), pp. 275425.

3' On üe role of Berti and Donini see the strongly pro-Browder study of Joseph Saobin, former editor
of. the Daily Workır, Ameican Commıınism in Crisis 1943-]957 (Cambridge, Mass., |972), p.210.

15

TÜ
ST

AV
 

TÜ
RK

İY
E 

SO
SY

AL
 T

AR
İH

 A
RA

ŞT
IR

M
A 

VA
K

FI



gender differences and equality? In fact, were such values - female emancipation arıd interrıationatisrı - mere
exports from üe §oviet Union or should one not see therı as the prodırct of a common culuıre o which the
sections conuibuted? Could one indicaı€ something specific ıhaı üe CPUSA brought to üe Comint€rn b€cause
of its existerıce in üe Unit€d Stıtes, 8 couıtry which contained arı oppres§ed racial mincity and where white
women werğ perhry§ moıe emancipated than elsewherc?

Would it morpover be too bold - given ıhe gerrcral political aımoşhere of recerıt yeanı - !o try to
discuss serioısly whaı exactly "Sı,ılinism" arıd "Stalinist" meant !o üe individual mititant? Whaı was the acoal
content of "democratic centralism" arıd what were i§ concrete effects? Sııch an investigation is not easy given
the paucity of contemporry diıect soıırçes which would indicate what üe base of a party was actııally thiıüing.
fuıd yet therç aıe indications - organizational bulletins, facto,ry papenır leaflets, coıırse ouüines of party schools _

that Ogeüer wiü absolute obedience to organizational stlıcnıres aııd directives from above üese words also
meant, uncoıınccted ıo üe acnıal deeds of Stalin, seriousoess and a dedicatiorı to pıırposeful woıt 39

fuı auempt at a global evalııatiorı of the poüücal utüty of üe relationsiıip benveen üe CPUSA and üıe
Comintern ıo both proıagonists is necessary if eıuemely difftculı Alüough the diplomuic recogrıition of üıe
Soviet Union by Roosevelt wa§ not ar all üıe prodırcı of prıessııre frıom ıtıe Unit€d Sıaıes communist moveıneııt
ıhe lalter was certainly a facıa from the beginning of üe Popular Ronı period on in pıshing Roosevelt ıowaıds
antifascism and aıı alliancc wiü üe USSR. In this sense üe Comintem did receive from the CPUSA sigııificuıt
help for what was one of its nain llsks, üıo prot€ction of the first saialist sıate.

Much more nııarıced is üe quesüorı of how useful üe Comintem was !o Unit€d Sates communists. This
mıı§t be eıamined undg at lea§ı iwo scpaıaıo aspecıs: on ıhe one hanü the acnıal intervenıions by üe Comintern
in üe developmenl of CPUSA policy and the way üey were carıied ouğ on üe oüer, the general image thaı
üe Soviet Union projected on üe masses aııd opinion makers in üe United Staıes.

The formation of üıe communist International aııd üe conditions for adherencc to the laüer were in
üemselves üe first interrrentions. The adıaııced sarc of corıfusion in the Americarı socialist party with regard
to organizalion and a stategy for reaching socialism ogether wiü the prc§enco of boıırgcois forces within it can
depending on one'§ ouüook, atl be uülized as "jıstification§" fğ such interventions. oııce a communist force
was acuıally organized the suggasüonvorders dııring üe üfe of Lenin all went in an uıü-sectaıian diıecıiorı,
pushing ıhe United Staıes communisıs ino a Ermer relationstıip wiü üıe reality in which üıey opeıated: wort
in üe main rade union organizatioı the AFL; publicaüon of a newspaper in English; eliminıim of üe
undergıoıııd; §upport for üıe formation of a Farmer-t-abor Party (mostly through üe effors of thc intelligeııt
comintern repıesenıaıive Josef Fogany/John pepper). Even the bolschevizaüon wiüı its emphasis on work in the
facories aııd the dissolution of üıe foıeign langııage fedgations can be seen as tcnding towaıds an integration
ino mainsr,eam politics. on üe other hand the frctiorıal stnıgges from the mid-nı,enties and üıe e,xpulsions at
the end of tiıe decade werç all bas€d diıEctly on divisions in üe Bolshevik Party as the Comintern, under
whatever control it was aı any given momenL sought trı uniformize üe naüonal sectioıu. Given that üıe choice
of Browder by the Cominıem finally ended üese factioııal strugges so deleorious for the development of the
cpusA oııe is noı far &om üe mrt in affiıming that ths Internatioal meıely r€eaiı€d in part ıhe daınage it
had initiaıed.

The changes brought about dııring üıe Third P€riod - the üeory of üe right to black selfdetermination
and dual unionism - orginated in Moscow but as seen, were able to fıııd rooıs in the şecific sioaıion in üe
United Stato§. The shifts in üıe CP which occııred from 1934 on were rooted in üıe developmerıt of üe party's
relationship o üıe society but went as far as üey did thıough the encoııragement aııd insistence of üe Comintcrn
as in Dimitrov's dir€ct interveııtion dıırirıg üıe Seventh Congress. Thus for boüı the positive aııd neguive sides
of üe charıges in the CP dııring üıe Popular Fronı period the Internaıioal can be held partially ıeşonsable. The
decisive aspect waıı however the CPUSA's liıü in the post_war period with üe interrıaüonal communist
movement and is allignment with Soviet foreign policy deşite non panicipation in üe Cominform. In üe late
forties and fıfties it may have b€oıı the only correct position for those fighting for peace aııd against imperialism
but it was central in moving üıe party towards desuuction.

As to Browderism, it is not at all clear that it was an entirely native developmenı Although iater

39 See KeUey, "'Comrade§, Praise Gawd for Lenin and Them!'", p. 67 where oral testimony of black
sharecroppers in Alabama tells of Salin as a reedition of Lincoln in a fuuııe liberating civil war. If recent
personal memories of üe auüor can be admitıeu ıı çould be noted ıhat in üe Rome sections of tlıe Paıtito
Comunista lteli4lg, at least up till the 1970s, a comrade who Suııday morning distributed l'Uniıd door to

door, even when it rained, was often admiringly qualified as a "Sıalinist".
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repudiaied by the internaıional movemenı perhaps it was only an extreme develçment of a mqe gcual
tendency present in various panies. Certainly when Browder u§ed his iııflııence in [.$in Am€ricaıı commınist
paıties to push ıhem in üat diıection he seerned o be giving advice thı was not only his owııo On the oıh€(
hand if it is cqrect that Browdcrism eFossly misuııderstood the rurıı€ of United Sotes capitılism and
imperialism üe rcpudiation which was forced on üe coııntry's communisıs from wiüıouı wa!ı ııot aıtirely
negative.

There may therı have been various small benefis from Comintern interventiors which aı times helped
üe party, aı least on a siıct term basis, op€raıe in ıhe society. On a koader level howev€r üıe Comintern did
not give particular guidaııce o US commıııiss - if this was its job - either explaining to thcm üıeir sciety or
providing them wiü instruments o undcrsund iL Was üere really a tiıreat from fascism? Whaı was the nauıre
of the linkage between US capialisrı, üıe sıaıe arıd üe ruling class and its careity for absorüing aıd eveıı
ııtilizing refğms which were cisinally foıced on it? certainly üe cpusA never undcrstood üıe deeper
functioning of üis capiulisu if üıe Cominı€rn however cannot be said ıo hıvç hind€ı€d üis inquıry by US
communisg neither did it help. If üe party dııring the Popular Froııt had no üeory of uaıuition nor an analysis
of imperialism separato from fascism, this simply reflected a general uncerıainty of üıe Cominteın. It would have
been hardly reasonable that the Interııatiqıal carry out such analyses for all counuies in which it had sections.
Pertıaps üıe faulı was thaı of ıhc local cmımuniss themselvçs who accepted uııthiüingly ıhaı the Comintern
leaders necessarily knew becerabou everyüing simply bccaııscthe lacerwerc mosıly members of aparty whbh
had made a reloluüon althougtı in vasüy differeııt cirçumstance,s.

It was in the final analysis the method of Cominterı intervention whbh was üe most dı*ging a§p€ct
of üe relationstıip. The Inomatioııal intervcncd from above aıd from fu away. This in itself gave the impession
thaı the party's loyalty was not within ıhe coımtry. Ivioıeover iı limit€d ıhc CPUSA's undemaııding of an
essential truüı: üaı it had to rely mainly orı its own forccs and aıuilter pimarily o tho Unitcd States population
or at least those secors in which it claimed and wi§tıed o be ımted.

The image of üe Soviet Union also vuied from p€riod to period and thge caıı be no doubt that u time.§

it was distincıly positive as dııring üıe depression when siıe was productively uülizing all her resoıııces and üen
dıuing üıe war when she bqe the maiır bnıııt of üe bacle against rıazi-fascisın. In such momenı§ üıe Sovieı
image caıı be seen as helping Unitod States commıınis§ The link to üis country also gave Browder üe
opporuınity to erıter ino international politics poslng as an unofficial spotesnan for Tito aııd Mm Tse-Omg
among others. But given üıe eleıneııs of ıeligion, paırioti§n and anti-collectivist individııalism in the United
Staıes psyche _ perhap§ strongest ünong üe masses - ogeüer wiü üe conıinuing ıçlaıiııe wealtiı of üıe country
for much of the p€riod of üıe existence of üe CPUSA a stsong liııLage o üıe inornational commıınist
movement may have becıı more a liüility siırcc üesc aspects all scenıed in conrast with üre c$pnae of Soviet
socialism. ln any case wiü Moscow as üe natiorıal eııemy any corınection wiüı thğ Sovict Union dııring the Cold
War was deadly.

How üen can oııe divide reşoıısabiüty for the fiıııl iıısııccess of ıhe CPU§A? Can it be put on üe
shoulders of üe Comintern for having limiıcxl üe initiative of Unitcd Staıas commuııist§? Thğ genenl outlook
dııring the Popular Frmt did howeı,er give üe ııational patiq§ much leeway in develqing theiı immediale
poücies and ways of being preserıt in their society. If inde€d men and women mate history - despite their not
determining the conditions in which ıhey operaıe - it is hard not ıo tiıitü thaı US communists bear reşonsability
for whaı happerıed to üeir moveırıent and thı üeir cssential weain€sses, alüough masked dııring momen§ of
exparısion, mu§t be seaıched in their own activity arıd not stıifted o üe Comintern.

Each year üaı passes seems to separaıe ıs an additioııal decado ftom üe hisory of the Cominterıı
There aıe today fewer and fewer rıationat states anywheıe or importaııt poütical movemenıs in the advaıced
capialist world which claim their rms in is experierıce. If fudeed distance is what serious hi§toricat reseaıch
calls for it might seem thaı we have arrived at an ideal situatiorı: the Third tnternational in its leading organi$uı
as well as is meınber parties can now be sMied wiü aıı abserıce of political passion aıd is dauments analyıcd,
a!ı one would ancient coiı§. fuıd yet it may be thaı incıeased distaııce renders morp arduoıs an understanding
of üe Comintem's ideals and objectives. Moreover curr€nt political biases - no less severe than p,evious ones -

s For a view of Togliatti's positions in Italy as connected to Browderism, as well as üıe needs of Soviet
foreign policy, see Sergio Bertelli, Il Gruppo. La formazioııe del grııppo diigente dcl Pq 1%6-1948 (Milan,
1980), pp. |95-2L9. On Browderism in latin America see llarvey l-evenstein, "Leninists Undone by Le-
ninism: Communism and Unionism in üıe United State.s and Mexico 1935-t939", Labor History, vol..22, n.

2 (Spring 198l), pp. 237-26I.
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may add to suçh diffıculıies. It is well known üat for a long period üıe Communisı lnıernaıional wa.s corsidered
by cenain reseaıchers, especially from certain countries, to have üe atributes of holiness which placed it beyond
normal scholarship. Fortunaıely üis iıstinıüon is no longer a sacred cow for anyone; one should however equally
assure that iı does not become eitİıer a scapegoaı or a whipıping by.

Appendix: Research ıııaıerial of CPUSA members aııd CP-oriented persoııalitics aıü organizatioıs

Stae Histoical Sociery of Wiscoısin (Madison): üe national leaden Eugene Dennis and Betty Ganneu
and üe wisconsin activist Fred Blair.

Emory University: üıe Asia şecialist Philip Jaffe.
Howard University: the singer and acor Paul Robeson, the leader of the Civil Righs Congıess Wi[iam

Paierson.
Taıııimenı lııstiute (Nan, York University): the national leader Elizabeth Gıııley Flynn, the New York

city councilman Pete Cacchione, üe sometime repesentative at tiıe Cominıern Sam Darcy, üe feminist arıd trade
unionist Rose Pastc Stokes, üıe unpublished autobiogıaphies of üıe leader of üe Intemaıiorul $iorkers ffier
Max Bedacht, the üeorçtician Alexander Biıtleman aııd üe rade unionist who worked in üe profınterıı Andrew
Overgaard, the CPoriented Jefferson School of Social Sciences and the Kentuc§ Miners' Defeıue Collection.

Sclıoıtıbıırg Library (Ncw York)ı the black Birmingham, Alabaına steelworker Hosea Hudson, the
National Negıo Congıess.

Itıımigration Hisıory Research Center, Universiry of Minııesoıa (St. Paıl)ı the Finish-Americarı
agıicultııral specialis1 Henry Puıo.

Michigan Sıaıe University (East Lansing): üe auo indusry organizer Saul Wellman.
Wayne Sıate Uüversity (Deıroit, Mich.)z the CIO publicist lrn De Caııx.
Hoover Institution (Sıanford, Caliİ.): üıe pıotagoniss of the 1929 expulsions who formed üıe Commurıist

Party (Majority Group) Jay [ovesone, Benjamin Gitlow and Bertram Wolfe, üe novelist Jose,ph Fıeeman.
University of lııdiaııa: ıhe writers Uptorı Sinclaiı, lr{ax Eastrnan arıd Claudo irtcKay.
Yale Univerşiry: the cultııral organizer V. J. Jerome.
University of Virginiaz üıe writer John Dos Passos.
Colıııııbia University: üe natioııal leader Robert Minc.
Concll University: the Inıcııational Worken Order.
Smith Collegc: ıhe most significaııt (and colorfrıl) female woıking class organizer Ellq Reeve ("Moüer")

Blmr, üıe social ıvorter Mary Van Kleeck
Rutgers Universiry: the Popular Front New York elecoral coalition, üe American lıbor Party.
University of California, Berkıleyz üe California acüvist Oleta O'Connor Yaics, ıhe lıague of

Americaıı Writ€rs.
Califurnia Snıe Univerity, Long Beach: üe national leader Dcothy Healey.
Harıard Universiry: üe writer Jotın Reed.
Boston Universiry: the writer Joseph Norüı.
Ohio Historical Society (Colıımbııs): üe natiorıal leader Charles Ruthenberg.
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