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Sees Only Dissolution
As a Major Mistake

Dear Mr. Browder:
I have just finighed reading Du-
clos’ article and your introduction.

In that introduction you show &
courage, an integrity and scientific
thinking that made me proud to be
a member of the CPA, that restores
my confldence {n our ablility to face
problems and reach the correct con-
clusicns. As long as we keep this
approach our ultimate victory Is
certain.

1 rather agree that the dissolution
of the CP was a mistake. 1 don't
agree with all Mr. Duclos’ other
statements. I think the analysis
that for some time our problem in
America is to make capitalism work
is still correct although discusxions
may change my views.

The lesson 1 think to be learned
from this is the need of more in-
dividual responsibility toward policy

mm Mhasnlvm hundw
audrmthetop butquhcb'!r
levels rarely carried out for the lack
of the underffanding and courage
for tharough examination. 1 be-

Memoriol Day

In a Phila. Shop

lmno‘putmkesuanan-
ist, but junt the game as a working-
man I want to add my contribution
to the discusxion.

This Priday an incident took

lieve you made a mistake in advo-
cating the disolution of the CP,
butt.hntﬂtel).”m&ln
munisis who almast bitndly followed
that mistake bear the real respon-
sibility for the conssquences = Cer-
tainly you were never a tutor to
aogmat.lc thinking or blind loyal-
es.

Because 1 am a trade unian leader
I will peracnally take a lot of heat
for whatever adjustments in pniicy
we make. That is a very mmall price

Says Browder Relied
On the Wrong Theories

Dear Comrade Browder:

Recognizing the correctness and
validity of the National Board Res-
olution, I would like to express my
opinion that it was entirely - com-
prehensive, even for one of your
stature, to have made mistakes in
the complex situation imposed upon
us by the war.

I see your mistake as one of
wrong emphacis, relying too much
on the bourgeoisie td carry out the
mandates ‘of the forward march of
history. It is well to know that his-
tcric  compulsions do move - the
bourgeoisie, sometimes in a pro-
gressive direction. But our chief role
as Communists is to speed the
locomotive of progress by the ac-
tive mobilization of its engineers,
the working class. Theories which
depend on evolution as such, or on
other classes, to do the job cannot |
be valid.

What distinguishes the Commu-
nists from any other .group claim-
ing to give leadership to the work-
ers is that we see the need for the
workers themselves to fight for their
own needs, never for one moment
relying on other classes to do it for
them. I remember some time back
in teaching new members’' classes,
pointing out to our new oomrades
the great power of the people when
set into mofion under our leader-
ship. The knowledge of this gave
them true inspiration to go and
carry out their Communist tasks.

Your ability, Comrade Browder,
to make correct Marxist predictions
has been consistent. Over the years
your forecasts have come true. But
they became ' reality only because
the people were set into motion to
put them into effect.
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Your recent writings, - however,
did have the tendency to makeé us
gelf-satisfled and sit back in our
arm chairs. The glowing postwar
prospects put forward by you (it
the capitalists were only amart
enough to see the light)—such a
position in itself has the effect of
immobilizing the people. It shoulds
have been made clear at all times
that all gains made by the workers
have never heretofore beén realized
without a tough struggle and that
any further gains made by them
will have to be wrung from the
caplcansu by strongly organised
action led by labor.

This all sounds very elementary
but it {s apparent that we must re-
turn to fundsmentals. Your policy

Stettinius, Trieste, QOreere., the
seating of the Argentine delegates).
Letmenotbcootmtul.ho'ﬂa.
among thase who, because you have
erred, forget the great contribo-
Yons you have msade in the past
nnd;om'potmthllﬂa(orm
tomeworkmgchshthemm
I remember well your own state-

ment that only those who do!

nothing make no mistakes. We are
DOW in the procss of amTertiag
those migtakes. The deep love and
respect the American wurkers have
for you, Comrade Browder. will not
dinfinish butheyaﬂyw
when you, together with all of ws
in the Communist Pulitica) Aso- | o
ciation, go on to carry cut the tasks
carrectly outlined for us in the Na-
tional Board Resolution

place in my ghop which in its sim-
ple way greatly clarified my under-
| standing of our future activities as
Communists, and of our attitude
towards capitalism in general (out-
side of individual progreazive-mind-
jed capitalists). Por the first time in
two years we did not get paid for
the Memorial Day holiday. Tis act
symbunlie of the very nature of cap-
ftalkon-—the basic antagonism of
the workingman and the boss. He is
begimning—to—amert the basic ar-
rogance—of almaost all owners—If
you dmn’t lhe U quit

And now I want to take issue
with only one of the points Browder
makes in his discussion of the Res-
solution. He feels that the ideo-
Ingica)l differences of the capitalist
natians and the Soviet Union are
anly surface conflicts. With this, I
must dimgree. Such a position can
only be true under the following
conditions:

| cialism.
2. Where there never had been

econamy and Socialism.

lterature does not exist.

ence.

der's ideas must inevitably

| out prugrexsive Americy-

Browder’s new theories must be
completely rejected and T am sure
|that Communists will whoie-heart-

JEAN SMITH ledly accept the Resolution of the

Brighton-Manhattan Beach
Club, Brauklyn, N. Y.

National Boerd. ;
J. B, Philadelphia, Pa.

Finds Considerable Merit in Both”

Browder and Foster Positions

Thedhcnssimonunm
of the National Board makey
quite plain that there-is comsider-
ablelnaittntbepodumso(hom
Poster and Bro
lieve that the
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the agends for all who wish to
serve humanity’s interest by op-
pming & criminal war of rapmcity?

would never know from reading the
Daxlos article that America was
faced with a full scale fascist con-
spiracy, accompanied by the un-
restricted use of anti-Semitism and
red-tmiting, during the 1944 presi-
dential election. The probably de-
dsive role played by the CPA in
defeating the Dewey-Hearst-Mc-
Cormick cabal is totally ignored by
Duclas. It was necessary to build
the twoadest type of pro-Roosevelt
alliance of win-the-war forces to
guarantee the defeat of fascism and
it is to Browder’s credit that he
realized the historical necessity for
doing s0. When the realities of the
situation made poesible a coalition
of labor and capital to crush Ger-
man and Japanese fascism, a neces-
sary asccanplishment impossible of
achievement without the adherence
of both blocs, it constituted no
anfl-Marxist position to fight to
tring this about. Where we did err,
buowever, was in soft-pedaling even
educational work relative to the in-
calblable superiority of soclalism
over capitalism There "was a dis-
tinct tendency to losé sight of thé
identity of labor's forces in ' the
broadened-out coelition and, all in’
all, political disorientation fol-
lowed, noticeahly among the youth
whore sole activities became social.
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Comrade Duclos in his article has,
I feel, made a real contribution te
Marxist thinking in this country by
awakening us to the dangers in-
herent in the present world situa-
tion. His initiative has helped to
eliminate some of the smug com-
placency which even the events of
the past few months had not fully
erased. It would, however, be his
wish, 1 am sure, that we use the
stimulus given by this article to ar-

1. Where milliong of progressive
Americans had never heard of So-

any Anwrican parties or groups
fighting and educating for planned

3. Where a tremendous Socialist

rive at our independent decisions,
based on our study of Marxist-Len-
inism, and on our knowledge of the
American scene and our contacts
with the American masses.

It is significant that the Com-
munists in the trade union move-
ment never really carrfed out in
full the line followed by our Asso-
ciation during the past 18 months.
An instance of this is the question
of the postwar no-strike pledge.
Communists throughout the trede
union movement failed to push this
issue, partly because of uncertainty
as to its correctness, and partly be-
cause the masses of the workers
were obviously unwilling to accept
such an idea.

The confusion attending the
Greek events of a few months ago
is another example of this. At that
time, I was present at a union
meeting where, at the insistence of

Sinre the reality is just the op-
posile and since the Socialist So-
viet Union represents the ideal for|the British government for its ac-
which mfllons of Americans look|tions. Yet the Communist ledder-

with hope, then the very exist-|ship of this local ‘union remained

and development of a socialist | completely silent throughout the
{land represrnts a source of renhentlre discussion. They did not dare
trritation to capitalism. No, this lsdo oppose the action, yet they were
not a superficial ideological differ-

The logical development of Brow-
lead
AmrricEn Ovmmunist into the same

8oda)-Demarracy and make us |
| play the reactionary role of wiping

the rank and file of the workers, a
resolution was passed condemning

uncertain and uneasy about it.
While this situation was helped
a few days later by Comrade Brow-
der's forthright remarks on the
Greek events, it nevertheless re-
flected the tendencies that were
pulling Communists in the trade
unfons in two directions at once—
thefr feeling that the Association
recommended soft-pedaling of any
direct attacks on British and Amer-
ican imperialism, and, on the other
hand, the pressure of' the trade
unjon masses for a more militant

policy. -

The approach of the Association
during the past year and a half
has left us to a considerable extent
demobilized and disarmed. We have
tended to imputZ to monopoly capi-
tal virtues which it does not possess,
and to surrender to the monopolies
the leadership in the fight against
fascism. This has left us danger-

tously unprepared for the bresks

and divisions in the anti-fascist
camp which began well before the
complete defeat of Nazi Germany.
S It is still important, however, to
continue the fight for the broadest
posible unity behind a progressive,
anti-fascist postwar program. This
unity must be droad enough to in-
clude any sections of big business
which will support this program.
The split which has existed within
the ranks of monopoly capital in
both Britain and America since the
days of the Spanish Civil War, if not
in fact .since the rise of Hitlerism,
has some basis for continuing.

Certain sections of the American
bourgeoisie have been motivated jn
their support for the programs of
Teheran and Yalta not so much by
a fear of Germany as by a recog-
nition of the strength and invinci-
bility of the Soviet Union. (It is
significant that the Tehsrabd agrese
ment-was not signed until after the
great Soviet victary at Stalingrad,
when. the power of the Red Army
was demonstrated.) This motiva-
tion continues into the postwar
period, and should not he anomd ln

. thinking.:  +*
It would be lnauunbu wd dn-
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Y Unity Does Not
Mean Passivity

gerous to fail to do everything in
our power to seek unity with this
section of the big bourgeoisie. .I do
not know how large this section may
be, and I certainly would not call
it “decisive” because I feel that the
term is misleading. The pro-war
sections of monopoly capital were
obviously “decisive” in the 1944 elec-
tions, for it is apparent that Roose-
velt would not have been reelected
without their support. The “de-
cisive” factors in future situations
will be determined by the relation-
ehip of forces at the time, and by
our work in molding those fo.ces.
..

In seeking the broadest posaible
unity, however, we must avoid the
danger of surrendering our leading
podition in the working class. This
weakness has certainly existed in
the past od. We must work ac-
tively to mobilizse all possible seg-
ments of the population in a fight
for unity behind the program stated
in Part 1 of the National Board
resolution of June 2.

We have sometimes acted in the
past as though the realization of
this program were inevitable—we
must realize now that this is possible
only through the active struggle and
leadership of the working class, In
united effort with farmers, profes-
sionals, small business men and such
sections of monopoly capital as are
prepared to jain with us. Just as
the courageous and effective stru-
ggle of. m Unden caused in-
aegsing ) of world monopoly
capital to join in the fight against
German fascism so will our greater
leadership and our increased effec-
tiveness in the struggle for our pro-
gram gain for it the support of such
sections of the American bourgeoisie
as may be undecided on their course
for the coming perfod.

[ )

I do not feel that the change in
the structure of our movement is as

of

basic a question as the problems I
have discussed above. It is, how-
ever, a very important point, and
should be . answered clearly. I
do not feel that the National Board
resolution gives a clear answer to
this question.

While it is a moot point whether
the change in structure contrfbuted
in any manner to the victory in the
1944 ‘elections, I feel that it has
clearly served a purpose in giving
our movement the opportunity to
be more effective in the American
political set-up. The Communist.
Party was never able to function as
a political party in the American
sense of the word. Its use of the
name “Party,” particularly in a
period when the broadest political
work is an urgent neccssity, can
serve to create confusion and to
make unclear the direction ol our
most effective work.

The two-party system does not
exist in perpetuity, it ‘is true, but it
is strongly entrenched; there is ljttle
doubt that we will have to operate .
within that system for some time
to come. It is still fully passible
for us to function as an independent
political party of the working class
in the Marxist sense, while main-
taining the Association structure.
Whenever and wherever the time is
ripe for a third party movement,
progressive forces will undoubwedly
work for its formation!
I do not fully agree with the use
in the National Board resolution of
the terms “opportunign,” “revisions
Merxism-Leninism,” etc. To my
way of thinking, this p.ruka too
much of breast-beating and self-
castigation, and too little of clear
analytical thinking. I feel, in'addi-
tion, that the National Board reso-
lution, as 'mtcn. requires oe.ruh_
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