Allies of Workin

By FRANCES FRANKLIN
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1. The dissolution of our Party flowed from a change in

po}icy in reference to postwar perspectives, Judgment on
this act must be based upon decision as to the correctness

of these perspectives.

2. There is no debate over the

correctness of the genera)l aim of
national unity and: Anglo-Soviet-
American cooperasion to extermi-
nate fascizm, preserve peace, and
prevent crisis. Disagreement con-
sists in different conceptions of the
allies of the working class in the
fight for these alms.

3..8talin (Foundatiens eof Lenin-
fsm) declared that the working class
in each historical epoch has two
sets of allies—natural or direct and
temporary er indirect. The natural
allles in each imperialist country
are the tolling middle classes and
the eppremsed peoples. Indirect al-
lies are the centradictions of impe-
rialism / Conflicts between imperial-
ist nations or groups of monopolists
within one country occasionally give
groups of monopolists certain imme-
diate, tactical aims which tempo-
rarily coincide with those of the
working class. Their long-range
strategic aims cannot coincide. ' We
should never mistake necessary,
temporary, tactical alliances (to
fight a common enemy for different
ultimate aims) for long-term stra-
tegic * alllances.

4. Wall Street, with aims of werld
deminatiem, became merely a tem-
porary, tadtieal ally of the werking
clase during the war against Ger-
man and Japanese fascism, and re-
mains sech a temporary ally in
reference to and fer se leng as it
vigeromly presecutes the war
against Japanese fascism. Browder
disseminated the dangerous illusion
that mxmaognly capital (if not fright-
ened by the proletariat!) might re-
main an ally for a long and indefi-
nite period. To confirm this, he had
to “prove” that monopoly was be-
coming progressive. This led to the
fantastic theory by some that “the
epoch of imperislism Nas ended”!

5. To prove that the long-term
interesis of monopoly coincide with
those of the people (the twe inter-
ests being called “the national in-
terest”), Browder argues that “eco-
nomic necessity” (desire for profits)
will impel “enlightened” monopolists
to ind markets through coopera-
tion with the Soviet Union and their
British rival, industrialization of
backward nations, wage increases,
etc. Browder presents only one side
of that well-known centradiction ef
capitalism which causes crisis—the
desire for markets. He overlooks
the other side—that markets are
restricted because prefits come frem
exploitation!  Browder presents one
side of the contradiction as the
“true” class interest of the bour-
geoisie. This is metaphysies, not
dialectics. Deaire for increased ex-
ploitation te counteract-the falling
rate of profits is just as trwe as
desire for markets. This true inter-
est cancels the eother true interest.
Buch is the self-contradictery es-
sence of cspitalism which Browder
overlooks.

For monopolists to find markets,
without oounteracting the falling
rate of profit by intensifying ex-
ploitation, is equivalent to a peace-
ful transition to sociallsm through
a “withering away of the class
struggle.” Obviously monopolists re-
ject this alternative. The other al-
ternative—intensification of exploi-
tation, resulting in the absolute
worsening of oconditions — imposes
upon the working class the neces-
sity to struggle and finally, for self-
_preservation, to impose socialism
upon the monopolists. The neces-,
sity which impels monopolists to
intensify exploitation drives them
(regardless of beautiful speeches)
to a head-on collision with the
masses—on the path toward fas-
elsm. Pull enlightenment would re-
guire the monopolists to accept

‘ Te reasonable, they

abstract appeal to their pure reason
means nothing. Fer the menope-
lists themselves their centradictiens
are inseluble.

Only/the working class with its
natural allles can solve them by
bitter struggles ending in soclalism.
The only other alternative is the
victory of fascism. Caught in such
contradictions, monopolists cannot
avoid acts of suicidal madness. That
is what we have been witnesaing
ever since the general crists of capi-
talisma (the acute intemsification eof
all centradictions) revealed itself in
1914, The real mew world epech
opened in 1917 with the October
Rumian Revolutien. It is the epoch
of secialism, which epened before
the epoch eof imperialiam disap-
peared. Obviously this deepened the
general crisis of capitalism, and we
now approach its most acute,stages.
American imperialism sees the op-
portunity of world domination first
arising in this deepening crisis when
the enormously strengthened anti-
imperialist forces stand blocking its
advance. Necesuity, therefeore, drives
American mosepely te seek to dis-
oreanize, scatter, and defeat these
forces, thus bevoming the very
spearbesd of weorld reaction. His-
tory has placed upon the American
working class the heavy responsibil-
ity of bleeking that drive. Our task
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is to see that our people do not, by
living in a fool's paradise of dreamy
{llusions, re-enact the role of the
German people. That is the danger
which the peoples of Europe and
Asla are beseeching us to prevent.

6. There is one pessible means of
averting a ecrisis under capitalism
and of simultaneomsly centrelling
the fereign pelicy of the menepe-
lists, but it is not through free en-
terprise. Lenin described such
means in his famous pamph)et,
The Threatening Catastrephe. It is
through democratic state menopely
capitalismn, by democratic govern-
mental controls over privately own-
ed enterprises, secured through
struggle by laber and the peeple
over the epposition of the menepo-
lista. This is not socialism, since it
confiscates no property and does
not alter the state-machinery of
bourgeois-dergocracy. However, it is
a big step in the direction of so-
clalism. Inhstead of shying away
from it for such reasons, we must
show it to be necemary te prevent
dizaster.
7. It was a big mistake to aban-
don, simultanceusly with the pre-
pesal to dimelve the Party, the de
mapd for a centralised war economy,
proposed by the Tolan and Truman
Committees (note) and supported
by broad groups, includirfg amall
capitalists, who saw in government
controls protection against the
trusts. Owr apelogetio for the trusts

thereafter began teo alienate ws
frem the majority of the American

people, whe are traditisunally antl-
trest,
. 8. The present Wagner - Murray
Bill for Full Empivyment can lay
the foundations for demecratic con-
trols ever momepely. Since it em-
powers the government to provide
jobs for al under 00,000,000 not
employed by private enterprise, its
passage and democratic administra-
tion can give the democratic forces
machinery for securing both eco-
nomic cooperation with the Soviet
Unjon and industrialization of back-
ward lands in such a manner as to
ensure their full independence. The
fight for this bill cam relate foreign
policy te the fight fer jebs and pay.
9. It is megalomania to belleve
that dissolution of our Party helped |
the election. Red-baiting continued.
Most monopalists supparted Dewey
anyway. If the ene dissipated in
reorganization had gone into the
election, we would have won mere
votes for Roosevelt.
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10. Our wteplan perspectives have |
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caused the whele form of our or-
ganization te beceme Secial-Deme-
cratie. The important question now
is not our name or electoral status, |
but bew te become rapidly a Lenin- |
ist vangeard We must I
Lenin’s -What Is te be Demne? and ||
Ome Step Ferward, Twe Steps Back- |
ward. We must re-establish indws- |
trial clubs, require work of all our |
members, and practice true deme- |
cratie centralizm, emphasizing beth

democracy and centralism.

In January, 1944, the members of
the National Committee disagreed
about the course of action the
Party should take. This is,shown
by Foster's letter to them, quoted
by Duclos and Foster himself.

This situation compelled them
to consult a ptill greater Mt
authority than they are themselves
namely, the collective understand-
ing and experience of the whole
Party. They. accordingly called a
special convention before which to
place the issue. But before going
into the Ctonvention, the National
Committee decided not to ask the
convention for guidance. Instead,
they decided to keep quiet about
one of the policies they were con-
sidering, merely asking ratification
of the other. The reason given to
the Party members for calling the
convention concerned the impor-
tance of the proposed decisions, not
their correctness.

By this decision the National
Committee took full individual re-
sponsibllity for the correctness of a
policy on which they could not
agree.

Democratic centralism requires
members to obey majority decisions
even if they happen to doubt their
correctness. But when policy is
being decided, democratic central-
ism also requires that everyone's
best thought be laid before the
Party. Thus, when the National
Committee reported to its superior
body, the convention, then the con-
vention had the right to hear the
opinion of Willlam Z. Foster. This
right was denied to the convention,
and has been denied to the CPA
for a year and a half.

[

What can explain this decision?

The National Committee must
have feared that if its disagree-
ment became known, there might
be factionalism in the Party or
confusion among the people. This
reasoning was a serious error. For
a group within the Party secretly
to adopt majority decisions and
then push them unanimously in
Party coumvils is factionalism.
Thus thé National Committee {tselt
committed factionslism by using
wrong .methods of preserving, rank-
and-file unity.

p. Browder’s|
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Tbe greatest danger of confusian

Must Not Conceal Differences in Future

among the working class or the
people comes from a Party policy
that 18 not tested by ‘full discussion
and criticism within the .  Party.
Further, the CPA as a whole be-
came confused because of its fear
of confusing the people.
v [ ]

What about the content of the
policy that was formed by this
un-Marxist procedure? This con-
tent has been called “taflist” and
“opportunist” by Foster and others.

This estimate of the content is
thoroughly in accord with the un-
Marxist character of the form.
Fear of the rank and file under the
guise of Party unity; fear of the
people (and trust of the imperial-
ists) under the guise of national
unity.

There is a method for preventing
or promptly correcting errors, The
method is democrtaic centralism
and self-criticism. The method has
evidently_not been applied.

1 have heard some rank-and-file
lesders speak in this vein: “Of
course, we will never be real Marx-
ists, but we must all study in order
to understand that our policy is
carrect and to apply it better.” This

is defeatism and opportunism and

taillsm with a vengeance. We shall
indeed be real Marxists, and before
long, not -just in order to under-
stand “that our policy is correct”
but in order to understand how to
criticize and improve and when
necessary to correct the ‘policies we
are constantly carrying into life.
This cannot wait. Without criti-
cism from the rank and flle, the best
leadership in the world will fall
into error, and practical work based
on error is a waste of time. It is
well known that, as Stalin says,
theory without practice is sterile;}
now let it be equally well knownj
that - as he says in the same place,
practice without theory is blind.
Let the whole attitude of im-
patience toward education, the
whole tendeney to push theory
aside under pressure of “practical”
business and leave it to specialists,
be discredited for the impractical
and un-Marxist rubbish it is. Let it
be expected that every decision, by
the very fact of being unitedly car- ‘
ried out, is being tested in life by
the rank and file in-the light of
their collective understanding and
experience as well as their leaders.

E. VAN HAAGEN, Chicago.
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Leading the Democratic Struggle

°T should like to give, In some-
what of an outline form, my think-
ing on the present discussion. .

As working class leaders, we must
always lead In the fight against fas-
cism and for democracy. As a sec-
tion of the working class, we always
have as our allies the small farmers,
and at any particular time, such as
In this period of a war for national
liberation, the petty bourgeoisie,
and even the bourgeoisie. It is our
responsibility, even though we ac-
cept the bourgeoisie as allies, to
fight mercilessly against any anti-
democratic tendency which mani:
fests itself in their ranks. In this
way, we prevent our becoming a
tail to bourgeois policy. Instead, we
act as the leaders of the democratic
movement, which is eur role, and
not that of the beurgeoisie.

In the past period, reasoning that
the bourgeoisie would follow the
line of their real clams interests,

which i that of cooperatioh and < '
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full employment, we concluded that
we could relinquish our role of lead-
ership in the democratic movement
to them, to finance capital. We no
longer based our policy on the work-
ing class, accepting the vacillating,
NOW - progressive, Now - reactionary
bourgeoisie as allles, but rather we
stood this elementary principle of
Marxism on its head. We .based
our policy on that of the bourgeolsie,
and handed over the leadership to
them.

The logic of this position cem-
pelled the dissolution of our Party,
whether it was to be in 1944, 1945
or 1946. (Recall, also, that it was
the extension of this policy which
was ‘supposed to lead us to so-
clalism!)

Obviously, such a course was

d to be disastrous to the strug-
for democracy. It is fortunate,
indeed, that the realization of this
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has ¢ome before it s too Mate. '
A. 8, Brooklyn, N. Y.''
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