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THE POLITICAL SITUATION AND THE LABOR PARTY
By EARL BROWDER

(Extract from report to Central Committee Meeting, January, 1935)

OUR resolution points out that the political changes that have
taken place in 1934 among the masses demand that we review
our whole attitude towards the question of the Labor Party. One
feature of our approach to this question has remained constant through-
out the whole period since 1928: The correct basic approach to the
uestion, which we have never changed, was formulated by the Sixth

World Congress_in 1928. At that time we were faced with a situation
in which, practically, there was no mass movement for a Labor Party.

We had to determine how we should readjust ourselves towards this
question when there was no mass movement for it.

The question was greatly discussed in the Commissions of the
Sixth World Congress, and finally, the decision which was written into
the thesis of the Congress was that proposed by Stalin. I will read it
to you—it is brief, only a few lines—but it stands as an essentially
correct apptoach for this whole period, when we opposed practical
proposals for a Labor Party, as well as now when we decide again to
revive the question.

=< “QOn_the question of the organizing of the Labor Party, the
Congress resolves that the. Party concentrate its attention on_the
work in the trade unions, on organizing the unorganized, etc.,
. and-in this way lay the basis for the practical realization of the
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ﬂ’.g,f,{],.of_%,,b'.??ld Labor Party organized. from. below. 5o
Tn 1929, a year after the Sixth World Congress, in discussing what
this means practically in our concrete wotk in the United States, we
came to the conclusion that this correct orientation required that we
should come out against all of the current proposals then being made
for the organization of a Labor-Party. We declared that any prac-
tical steps towards organizing a Labor Party in those conditions could
only result in the building of a new appendage of the old parties.
The only ones who were practically for a Labor Party would have been

the Communists, the narrow movement of the Socialist Party and the
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few scattered bureaucrats. True, the process of radicalization of the
masses under the impact of the crisis was already beginning then,
but this radicalization of the masses was not taking such forms as to
give promise to any immediate mass Labor Party emerging. The best
proof that our judgment was correct at that time is the fact that in the
five years that have intervened, nobody has been able to do anything
practical with the idea of a Labor Party.

Situation s Changing

It is clear now, when we look back over these years, that if we had
been playing around with the slogan of a Labor Party in the absence of
a mass movement it would not have advanced us one step. We would
not have developed a Labor Party and we would have taken attention
away from the basic tasks of the movement directly connected with
what was going on among the masses. The question which we have
to answer now is whether in 1934 this situation is changing in such a
way as to require us to revise our practical attitude towards this
question.

We say, when we look over the situation of the past year, definitely:
Yes, the situation is changing. There has begun in this year the clearly

discernable beginnings of a mass disintegration of the old Party system,

the beginnings of the break-up of the old parties, the distinct possibility
appears now that a new mass party may come forth out of this dis-
integration of the old parties, the Democratic and the Republican
Parties. This is something new in the political life of our Party which
we have not seen since 1923-24 when, in the period following the post-
wat ¢risis, a similar breakaway movement developed which was finally
cotralled inito"the LaFollette movement,

Under present conditions in 1934, what can we say about the pos-
sible character and form which such a mass breakaway from the old
parties will take? What are the possible variations which such a new
mass party will take? It is clear that there is a large number of pos-
sible forms in which this movement might emerge. In our resolution we
point out four possible variations, four possible types which this move-
ment could take.

What Kind of Labor Party?

First of all it may become a popular, populist or progressive party
of the type of the LaFollette party in Wisconsin, of the Sinclait move-
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ment, of the Olson, Long movements, crystallized as a new mass party
on a national scale.

Ot secondly, it might be a party similar in composition and character
to that, but which would put forward a name of Farmer-Labor Party,
or Labor Party even, differing only in its name and in the degree it
developed the demagogy which would come with such a name.

The third possible variation might be more concretely a Labor
Party with a predominant trade union base, with a program concerning
immediate demands, possibly with a vague demagogy about the co-
operative commonwealth such as even Olson carries on in Minnesota,
but dominated by a section of the trade union bureaucracy organized
from above, with the assistance of the Socialist Party and excluding
the Communist and the militant elements.
ourth possibility is that this mass breakaway might crystallize
in the form of a Labor Party built from below, as pointed out by the
Sixth World Congress resolution, on a predominantly trade union base,
including also all m_gss“q;gani_zgtj_igm._o£...ﬂ££:£irs,.but.in conflict with
the bureaticracy or with the larger part of it, putting forward a pro-
gram of “demands closely connected with the mass.struggles, strikes,
unemployment, and so_on, with_the leading role being played by the
militant elements, including the Communists. ;

Of course you must not understand these four types we list as
rigid, fixed things. They can develop in all possible varieties with even
parallel developments of different types and at various stages the
movement might reflect one type and then another. But these four
types that we give as possible variations serve to illustrate the various
relation of forces of the struggle between the revolutionary trends and
the reformist trends and how they would result in given circumstances
in the different types of parties, with a different type of leadership and
progtam and towards which our attitude would have to be different.

We cannot take one and the same attitude towards all the various
forms and crystallizations which the breakaway from the old capitalist
parties may take on. Our attitude must be varied according to the
form which it does take. Especially now, in this early stage of the
development, our attitude has to be directed towards helping to deter-
mine in advance what kind of form this movement will take, so that
we become an active factor in determining what will be the result.

It is clear that we cannot be passive towards this mass breakaway
from the old parties. We must have a positive attitude towards it. We
must change our negative position towards the Labor Party question,
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which was determined by absence of a practical mass movement which
made it a practical problem. Now thete is.a_mass movement and it
is a_question. of our Party’s participation among, these masses and in-
fluencing..theiz..coutse.

" In our resolution we say that the Party must declare its support for
the movement for a Labor Party and fight within_ this general mass
breakaway from the old parties to determine that the party form an

character which are taken by the movement shall correspond to_this
fourth possible variation we have listed and not ro any of the others,
that it shall be a Labor Party organized from below, reflecting in the
closest possible way the mass struggles and bringing forward the mili-
tant elements as an integral parc of the leadership of such a party.

“Outresollition points out very sharply that within this general
movement we must carty on a systematic struggle against all attempts
to direct it into the channels of the progressive party or a similar
party which only masks itself as Farmer-Labor or Labor Party, and
s0 on.

In order to accomplish this, of course, in order to influence this
movement at all, we have to be in it and have positive proposals to
make. We cannot participate in it effectively if we stand merely as
inactive critics of it. Neither can we expect that with such a mass
breakaway of millions, in which millions will be shifting from old
political allegiances overnight, that these millions will come directly
to the Communist Party. We have nothing in our political experiences
which would lead us to expect that we, still a small party, can over-
night bring these masses to Communism.

We know that before they come to us they will have to go through
a process of struggle and education out of their own experience. We
know that this process will be much faster and more complete if at all
stages of their development these masses see the Communists fighting
shoulder to shoulder with them, working together with them in the
development of the broadest phases of their mass struggle. That is
what predetermines our decision that it is necessary to declare posi-
tively in favor of the support for and participation in a Labor Party
of that fourth type which we have described.

" In our participation in this broad mass movement, of course, our
central task is to bring the clear differentiation into two distinct camps,
those who want on one hand to develop this mass movement along the
moderate, liberal, social-reformist channels and, on the other hand,
those who want to develop the struggle of the masses for their im-
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mediate interests without regard to or in direct opposition to the in-
terests of private property and profits. '

In the struggle for this differentiation within this movement, we
will have two dangers which we must avoid, two possible deviations on
our part.

On the one hand we will have the danger of sectarian narrowness
on our part which would only play into the hands of the reformists.
This_means, first of all, that the basis for gathering together of the
workers into such a Labor Party must be the immediate demands with
the broadest.mass appeal. We must not allow the reformist leaders
to split the masses with speculations on these differences among the
masses between those who accept the class struggle clear up to and
including the dictatorship of the proletariat, the revolutionary section,
those that follow the Communist Party, and on the other hand that
larger section of the masses which accepts the class struggle for the
immediate issues, but is not yet prepared to go the whole way up to
the dictatorship of the proletariat.

Must Avoid Sectarian Danger

The sectarian danger, the danger of limiting down this movement
to only the revolutionists and their sympathizers must be at all costs
avoided. -

At the same time the open Right danger will be the greater danger
if we reach the stage of crystallization on a national scale of a mass
Labor Party, the danger of opportunistic capitulation, surrender to
the reformist trends, practices and habits which will be a very strong
factor at work within such a mass Labor Party.

It is clear, as our resolution points out, that in this situation the
simple slogan for a Labor Party under which we operated years ago
would express such conflicting tendencies that it is not sufficient to be the
effective banner for our struggle.

Yes, we are for a Labor Party, but we are for a particular kind of
Labor Party. We are for a Labor Party of the nature that we specified
in the resolution under the fourth point, the fourth possible type. We
are against this movement being organized under the leadership of the
LaFollettes, with the program of the Progressive Party. We are against
all of these various compromises between the idea of a mass Labor
Party and such a progressive bourgeois party. We Communists enter
the mevement for the Labor Party only with the purpose of helping
the masses to break away from the bourgeois camp, break away from
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social-reformists and find a path to the revolutionary class struggle.
—— - —_— -

This means also that all premature organizational moves must be
very carefully avoided. In this early stage of the movement it is
especially our enemies within this movement that will press most en-
ergetically for quick reorganizational crystallization of the new party,
before the masses find out what it is all about and while they will still
by habit put their old leaders in the positions of responsibility and power.

Our Tasks

On the other hand we must be speeding up the political differen-
tiation within this movement so that when we come to the stage of
organization the masses will already have a basis for political choice
between the class collaboration and class struggle. We must already
have a broad section of this movement crystallized on issues of the
class struggle, so that a class struggle leadership will be developed in
the organizational crystallization of such a Party. The Communist
Party cherefore must not now take the initiative in the organization of
a Labor Party on a national scale.

In the various states, however, the situation will be of many sotts,
according to the various stages of the development of the movement.
It will be necessary to study the situation in each place, study the rela-
tion of forces, the tempo of development and give a concrete answer
in each state and even in each city. Very often we will find in certain
cities it will be much further developed than the state as a whole, In
those states and cities where the conditions have matured for the
formation of a mass Labor Party, we must be prepared to initiate our-
selves the organizational steps either directly or through people and
organizations close to us.

While we have warned against premature organizational moves, at
the same time we must emphasize this does not mean slowness of in-
itiative on our part or lack of initiative. The development in this
movement does not necessarily take its first steps with organizational
measutes.

We have immediately taken political initiative on this question
directly from the Political Bureau with the speech which I made, on
the decision of the Political Bureau, in Washington at the Unemploy-
ment Congress. In this sense we want the greatest initiative displayed.

Only when the masses see the Communists as the political initiators
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tion of such a Labor Party. 'Lhe slogan tor the building ot a Labot

Party was for many years one of the central slogans of the Com- -

munist Party. If this slogan was not in the foreground during the last
period of years it was not because of any fundamental change on the
part of the Communist Party on this question. It was rather because
it was not a practical slogan of action until now. If now once again
it becomes a practical slogan then the causes of this, like the cause
for our previous position, is to be found only in the changing situa-
tion in the country and especially in the labor movement.
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IMOre Serious maneuver. 1ney promotea tne Irormation or a twnira
capitalist party under the leadership of Senator LaFollette, in order
to off-set the real danger of the formation of a genuine Labor Party.
In this swindle they received the support of the leadership of the
A.F. of L, and of the Socialist Party, then headed by Morris Hilquit.

The LaFollette Trick

In 1924 the LaFollette Progressive Party nominated a national
ticket headed by the Republican Progressive, LaFollette, and the Demo-
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