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SPEECH BY GILBERT GREEN

THE Fact that the National Board
has separated itself from the false
position occupied by Comrade
Browder, in no way relieves it of re-
sponsibility for the grave errors
committed. Not only Comrade
Browder, but every member of the
Board, with the exception of Com-
rade Foster, must bear a share of the
responsibility, although not all of
equal magnitude. My own share
of responsibility I consider particu-
larly great. 1 did not follow blindly
—I was firmly convinced that the
main line was correct. Whatever
differences I had were on secondary
and subordinate questions. In fact,
in seeking theoretical justification
for our policies, I was one of those
who contributed to the further re-
vision of our basic body of Marxist-
Leninist principles. Unable to make
the line fit the theory, I began to re-
shape the theory to fit the line. Such

errors cannot be considered as small
ones; they could have led to the
most dangerous consequences, and
our organization has the duty of
drawing the fullest political and or-
ganizational conclusions from them.

I agree with those who say that
our organization would have come
around to a fundamental correction
of its policies even without the
withering lash of Comrade Duclos’
criticism. But I disagree with those
who believe that we were on the
verge of such a basic re-examination
of our position when the Duclos ar-
ticle arrived. That is not true. It
is true that for some weeks prior
to the arrival of the article we had °
sharpened up our criticism; that we
were deeply disturbed at the in-

. creasing signs of tension in the

ranks of the coalition; and that we
did recognize that a certain shift
in class forces was taking place with
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In Comrade Browder’s remarks
rejecting the resolution of the Na-
tional Board, he makes much of the
point that there is a “coincidence of
interests” between capitalist America
and the Soviet Union. This is un-
deniably true. But apparently what
Comrade Browder does not also sce,
is that side by side with this coin-
cidence of interest there also exists
a basic antagonism. Both of these
—the coincidence of interest and the
antagonism—have been and continue
to be reflected in the foreign policy
of our government, and which is
uppermost at any given moment is
determined, not alone by the class
interests of the bourgeoisie, but by
the class struggle—by the struggle
of the overwhe!ming majority of the
American people against the most
reactionary, predatory and chauvin-
ist elements of finance capital.

Comrade Browder in his June
2 statement says that the only al-
ternatives that the American bour-
geoisie has to collaboration with the
Soviet Union is either that of im-
mediate war, or that of a period of
armed peace including features of
diplomatic and economic warfare.
These alternatives Comrade Brow-
der characterizes as suicidal for the
bourgeoisie, thereby leaving the
course of collaboration as the only
tenable one open for it.

Im afraid the actual picture is
far more complicated than this. The
fact remains that the foreign policy
of London and Washington has not
been and is not today a pure policy
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that can fit int6 one or the other
of Comrade Browder’s neatly con-
structed compartments. This policy
reflects both the coincidence of in-
terests as well as antagonism,
which means it includes both the
elements of collaboration as well
as those of the carrot and club policy.
The fact that Comrade Browder,
and we with him, failed to see this
two-sided character of British and
American policy explains the many
gyrations in our own estimates—
one week, Vandenberg had taken
over the American delegation at
San Francisco; the next week, Hull
had it back under control again;
the third week things generally
were going to the devil, and the
fourth, everything was well again.

Had we seen the two-fold char-
acter of American foreign policy,
even under Roosevelt, it would
have helped us to fight more con-
sistently against vacillations, hesita-
tions and even double-bookkeeping.
The two-fold character of our foreign
policy is best illustrated in the per-
sonage and actions of Stettinius,
who flew directly from Yalta to
Mexico City and there organized
the conspiracy to undermine the
Dumbarton Oaks and Yalta agree-
ments on the world security or-
ganization as well as to seat fascist
Argentina. Certainly there was no
shift of class forces that took place
duging the flight from Yalta to Cha-
pultepec; it was only the same actor-
playing his double role—and, re-
member, with the agreement and-
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nomic perspectives I showed that
postwar production levels must be
higher than prewar ones if catas-
trophe is to be avoided. I pointed
to the possibility of achieving such
higher levels for the years imme-
diately following the reconversion
period, as well as for a considerable
period after, through an expansion
of foreign trade and through the
struggle to raise living standards
in the United States. But there is
one cold, stark fact that I evaded
in all my writings and that cannot
be dodged, for it is the nub of the
whole question—namely, that even
if postwar production were to re-
main at wartime peak (something
highly improbable), even if there
were to be the wildest expansion
of foreign trade, another cyclical
economic crisis is inevitable. In
fact, the tremendous expansion of
productive plant in the country dur-
ing the war and the creation of a
number of new industries, only in-
tensifies the problem of finding post-
war markets large enough to keep
our industries operating at anything
like maximum capacity. Aggravat-
ing the problem even further is the
fact that during the war there has
taken place a tremendous increase
in labor productivity which has
brought about a marked increase in
the rate of exploitation. Also, even
if the country were to achieve for-
eign markets on a scale unheard of
before, this could not eliminate
crisis; it could only postpone the
ultimate day of reckoning, guar-
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anteeing that when it finally came
the crash would shake the entire
capitalist world and American so-
ciety to its very depth.

As long as we have capitalism we
shall have cyclical economic crises.
This was even true of American
capitalism in the nineteenth century
when it was young and virile and
still had a whole continent to devel-
op. It certainly is even more true
of capitalism today in the period of
its general crisis. In fact, under
conditions of this general crisis,
there is bound to be considerable
chronic unemployment even in the
years of relative prosperity. This
does not of course mean that the
fight for full employment is a utop-
ian one. This fight, the fight for
the right to work, is going to be one
of the most bitterly fought battles in
American history. The bourgeoisie
is going to fight with every weapon
at its command to keep this right
from being written into the laws of
the land and realized.

If American capitalism is going
to face a sharpening of the contra-
diction between its increased pro-
ductive powers and its diminishing
market possibilities, then it is quite
obvious that over the years, espe-
cially after the first postwar years, we
are going to witness a sharpening
of all the inner and outer contra-
dictions of American capitalism: an
intensification of the class conflict
at home; a growing scramble be-
tween Britain and the US.A. for
each other’s markets and sources of
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last November that Roosevelt had
failed to solve the problems of un-
employment and that only the war
had solved this for him.

The next years ahead will be de-
cisive for the whole future of our
country and the world. If the
masses are not organized and united
around a militant program in de-
fense of their interests, then there
is a grave danger that this country
may take the path toward fascism
and war, replacing Nazi Germany
as the threat to the peace and free-
dom of the world. That is what
must be avoided at all costs. This
cannot be achieved by a narrow
sectarian policy, but only by the
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broadest mass policy. This does not
mean that we should refuse to work
together with liberal bourgeois
forces. It only means that we must
constantly remember that the pro-
gram of even the liberal bourgeoisie
cannot offer the way out, that the
bourgeoisie cannot be relied upon,
that the working class must learn
to think as a class, must depend in
the first place upon its own strength
and upon its unity with its natural
allies, and that above all, that there
must be a Communist vanguard
which firmly, without vacillation
and without illusions, points the way
to victory over reaction and fas-
cism.



