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Tells Leaders
To Get Closer
To the Masses

1 agree that our postwar analysis
of pesceful collaboration for a long
period between capltalists and
workers was a most serious error,
for which we will have to pay, but
which we must overcome as quickly
as passible. -

The point I wish to make is that
we must be honestly self-critical in
analyzing the reasons for our wrong
estimate of Teheran, else we will
not succamsfully overcome tendencies
toward demoralization in one direc-
tion and leftiam in the other direc-
tion.

Most of .our leaders so far have
avoided making such an analysis,
merely stating what has become a
platitude already that they “accept
full respgnsibility” for ‘the errars
of the past. Bob Thompson is an
honorable exception. His letter
greatly helped me understand how
I came to accept the analysis for-
mulated by President Browder.

Contrast this with the common
“explanation” especially that of
Comrade Fouster’s, who simply states
that it was due to Comrade Brow-
der’'s great prestige. Of course that
was a factor, else the principle of
leaderulidp is meaningless, but it was
the prestige of over a decade of
brilliant leadership, not the “pres-
tige” of a Dubinsky who certainly
could never command the respect
of OCummunists. This tendency to
make a scapegoat of Earl Browder
has two definite dangers. It worsens
leftist tendencies by. stimulating a
gounter-reaction to everything that

Browder gave - leadership in
formulsting, such as the need for

study of the American scene
history.
[ ]

Some of our leaders give me the
feeling that they are afraid to make
a self-critical analyszis, on the basis
that this is a personal matter not
lending itself to objective criticism,
or on the ground that this would
demoralize the rank and file. This
attitude toward the rank and file
is what led to the suppression of
the critical differences that Com-
rade Foster had with the rest of the
Natianal Committee when they dis-
cussed Earl Browder’s proposals for
dissolving the Communist Party.
And I think that it is this lack of
knowing the rank and file, of both
th¢ Communist movement and .the
workers in general, that is the
greatest weakness in the American
Communist movement.

Too much of our leadership's time
and thinking is given to bringing
clarity to the masses instead of get-
ting clarity from the masses. This
results in a literature and educa-
tional material and talks that is all
too often dull, general, showing no
knowledge or feeling for the inti-
mate detalls that go into a worker’s
life and work. Even when we recog-
nize such weaknesses, we are prone
to be satisfled with our wisdom In
pointing out the weakness instead
of taking the time to give active
leadership in correcting it.

Camrade Donchin, leader of the
CPA in the Philadelphia District,
gave & three-word analysis of how
he fell into “I forgot Lenin.” First
of all, I don't think Comrade Don-
chin could forget Lenin, because he
was certainly a well-versed scholar
and student of Lenin. And if it was
as plain as forgetting Lenin, what 4s
there to prove that Lenin could not
be “forgotten” again. I am not
looking for the lurid details. I am
looking for leadership in a cleansing
process that will make us come out
of it prepared to work together in
ocomradely fashion to build a move-
ment, with its foundations in the
heart; and thoughts of the workers
and people of America gulded by
the acience of Marx and Lenin.

Says ‘Van

Page
guard Role’ Was Lost

| Let me say at the outset,
what may be termed the “Teheran line.” I was convinced

of the correctness of that position and to the best of my
abilities advocated the same. It i5&

that I had no reservations to

not my intention, ‘because of Brow-
der’s fallure to accept the Resolu-
tion of the National Committee and
the need of concentrating politica)
fire against his refusal to do so, to
gloas over my oWn weaknesses. Nor
|{do T Iintend t6 usé the slogan
| “Don’t let's beat our breasts” as an
|excuse to abandon the powerful
weapon of Bolshevik self-criticism.
At times 1 had difficulties in recon-
clling the written word of Marx
and Lenin to my own outlines in
clazsrooms, and also in its practi-
|cal day to day application. I attri-
[ buted that to two factors: First, this
being an unprecedented situation
(and to a great extent it is), there-
fore it was not poesible to find all

angwers in the clasxrouma
Secondly, to my own limitations of
the knowledge of Marxism-Lenin-

’ On the question of the dissolution
|of the Party. I refer not so much to
the change in name as to the
change in content and character of
the CPA. As I look back now, it
becomes clear to me that the dis-
solution of the CP was not solely an
act reflecting conditions peculiar to
our electoral system. Rather, it
was a reflection of our general pol-
icy in relation to the whole per-
|spective for the future. I didn't
realize at the time that the dissolu-
tion of the CP was in essence a
negation of the class struggle, and
a denial of the decisive role of the
proletariat in the struggle to realize
the perspective of Teheran in
America. In fact, the failure on our
part to stimulate the labor move-
ment to play an independent role,
also seriously hindered the develop-
ment of a correct domestic policy
in the interests of the people.

True, lke many others, I kept on
| repeating that the Association was
the vanguard of the working class,
but in practice we emphasized, (2)
its purely educational character,
(b) relegated the initiative and in-
dependent activities to non-Party
orgapizations, and (c) sought na-
tional unity through the medium
of the “good will intelligent” be«
haviour of the bourgeoisie, instead
of working to make the labor move-
ment become the dynamic and de-
cisive factor in achieving successful
national unity.

In dissolving the CP as we did,
predicated on a new conception of

we falled to remember a single les-

son from the struggle against liqui-
dationism conducted by Lenin
against the Mensheviks.-1 do not
mean to compare mechanically dif-
ferent periods in different countries.
However, there are some fundamen-

ply universally and at all times to
the capitalist world, for example,
the basic feature of imperialism,
which gt all times tends in the di-
rection of “reaction and violence.”

specific features of America im-
perialiam, or deny the possibility of
a division within the bourgeoisie
(which incidentally, in my opinion,
the Resolution of the National
Board does not sufficiently in-
dicate), We obviously and erro-
neously believed that the imperial-
ists, In the interests of trade, will
indifferently sit by and watch the
development of social forces in
BEurope and elsewhere which tend
to curb their imperialist powers and
eventually may threaten their very
existence. That is why, when the
developments in Greece took place,
instead of interpreting them as a
continuation of British imperialist
policy for control of the Mediter-
ranean through armed intervention,
we, in effect, came to the defense of
the British imperialists by blam-
ing America’s failure to provide an
economic way out for Britain. We
called for the condemnation of
Churchill for shedding the blood of
the Greek people, but also we told
the comrades in the: clubs not to
worry, because Teheran would take
care of the situation.
[ ]

In the whole policy we pursued,
there was hardly a distinction be-
tween us and any other progressive
organization. We ceased to be the
vanguard of the working class- We
had forgotten the most elementary,
yet fundamental, concepts of Lenin-
ist Party organization, namely, the
Deed of independent Marxist activ-
ity by a Marxist organization en-
trenched in the basic sections of
the working class.

Burrendering to the influence
of non-Marxist ideology, we resched
a point where some. actually ques-
tioned the need of a Communist or-
ganiration. We were both conscious
of and troubled by such problems
as attendance at club meetings,
complete lack of discipline within
the arganimtion, the serious weak-
ening of the proletarian core within

ithe CPA, and the fact that inde-!
pendently we hardly played any-role

'tal laws of socis) science which. ap- |

Without attempting to negate|

at all. Bat given our bureaucratic
methods of work it was impoesible
to draw the conclusion from the
difficulties that perhaps the polit-
ical line itself was at fault. We at-
tributed those difficulties “to prod-
lems of organization, forms, etc. I
do not mean to imply that every-
thing was bad. On the contrary, as
the Resolution of the National
Board points out, we made a num-
ber of very vital- contributions to
the war effort, the fleld of produc-
tion, etc., etc. The basic weakness,
however, stands unrefuted. It is my
conviction that we could have found
the ways of influencing the results
of the 1944 elections, as we have
done in past elections, without dis-
solving the Party of the working
class.

In his first article in the discus-
sion, Comrade Browder raises the

question of the relation between
America and the Sovie$ Union as
the key to a lasting peace and world
prosperity. I can agree that it is an
important and a key question. The
question posed in my mind is how
to realize that. Comrade Browder
believes that from the point of view
of its own class interests, the Amer-
ican bourgeoisie will seek peaceful
collaboration with the Soviet Union.

But can we depend on the good
will or “good sense” of the bour-
geoisie to eralize Soviet-American
cooperation? Granted that certain
sections of the bourgeoisie will seek
such cooperation, the question is:
Wi1ll the decisive force of manopoly
capitalism allow the interests of the
nation to supersede the narrow in-
terests of their class? It seem to me
that to adhere to a policy of de-
pending on the good will of the
bourgeoisie, as Comrade Browder
asks us to, we shall again be com-
mitting the error of denying the
basic contradictions that drive
American monopoly capitalism in a
direction opposite to. the program of
Crimea. The element that will force
them in the Crimean direction can
only be the independent activity of
the working class, stimulated by a
strong Co: arganimtion, in
coalition with the farmers, the mid-
dle class and the liberal sections of
the bourgeoisie.

Comrade Browder, while taking
note of the neceasity “of a power-
ful labor movement at the hesd of
the democratic masses as the de-
cisive force for realizing a lasting
peace,” does not treat this basic
principle as the core of our policy,
as was demonstrated by the fact
that for the past two years this
principle has been relegated to a
secondary role, theuvretically, pro-
. grammatically, and in our practical
day to day work.

It seems to me that many mem-
bers would find it helpful if some-
one would write a short analysis of
“Third Parties” in general elections.
My understanding is that at the
time of its dissalution, the CP,
U. 8. A, was a “Third Party” and
the more votes it would get for
| President and Vice-President in the
| General Elections the more it would
|split the liberal vote and aid reac-
|tlon; just as the Soclalists in Con-
necticut split the liberal vote and
elected the Republican Clare Boothe
Luce.

If we conclude that it was correct
to dissolve the Party, then we must
give cqmrade Browder sole credit
(since he has received full blame)
for being right on that one point
when all of the rest of the Central
Committee, the National Board and
Comrade Duclos were wrong.

It also seems to me that the
Association’s full potential value for
political action has not been dis-
cussed. As an Association we could
have nominating conventions and
nominate at least one:independent
candidate in tfe Republican and
Democratic Primaries in each city

Wants Study of Third Party

conduct a “write-in”
Those chosen by the convention
run in the Republican primary
would change their registration to
Republican, candidates for the Dem-
ocratic primaries would of course
register Democrat. These candidates
would run as independents which
is the privilege of every voter who
can qualify for the office he seeks.
The literature for the “write-in"
campaigns for both ‘Republican and
Democratic primaries would be iden-
tical in respect to platforms and
would emphasize that the candidate
is a member of the CPA. This would
not be entering those parties and
the Association could carry out its
role of the vanguard of the prole-
tariat and ‘engage in political ac-
tivity to the fullest extent without
acting as a third party.

The Party has always had the best
platforms so the CPA would get
votes from those who liked its plat-
forms and candidates and also it
would be the most effective channel
for “protest” votes. Registered Re-
publicans and Democrats could
vote for Communists without” en-
dangering the general elections. If
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where' we are strong enough .to,

Role in Elections

candidates could be eliminated from
the general election. Only a hope-
less defeatist would say we could
rever win in the primaries, but when
we win, an opposition candidate,
either Republican or Democrstic,
would be eliminated in the general
election and we would get some
votes from the other party and
eventually elect our candidates. That
might be the time to dissolve the
Association and reform the Party.

Comrade Browder’s critics would
be more convincing if, in addition
to quoting his statements, they
would write what he should have
sald at that time. If they charge
that his statements on unity,
national or Allled, were” Utopian,
then they could change his state-
ment by adding, “Of course com-
plete success woul@be Utopian,” but
they meast do it in such a way that
it would not strengthen the chorus
of defeatists who sald, “It can't
succeed.”

I never felt that his “revisionist”
statements were a change in ideol-
ogy; I felt that they were tactics,
like the Soviet Union non-aggres-
sion pacts with Germany and Japan.

defeated in the primaries the CPA|
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Finds Browder
Twists Duclos’
Basic Truths

I have read and reread Browder's
position on the resolution, and 3
cannot see the logic of his argue
ments. For one thing, Comradg
Browder places the main emphasxi§
of- Duclos’ criticism on the changé
of name of the CP, and this seem$
to me to be only a twist of the trutif
expressed by Duclos. Duclos assg=
clates the departure from the name®
of Communist Party with the dee
parture from a correct Communisd
position. And is it not true thah -
these departures were not separat@
from each other? Browder's argus
ment that, without changing the
name of the CP, we would endangeg
the election of F. D. R, in my opine
fon, does not hold water. If Come
rade Browder would say that i th
Communists in the USA had not
wholeheartedly and tirelessly worked
for the re-election of Roasevelt,
that they would have detracted
from tbe possibility of victory for
progress in the election, then we
would all agree with him.

Camrade Duclos did not criticize
us for supporting F. D. R. And i$
still holds good that the name of
our arganization need not have been
changed in order to have the Com-
munists work for progress in the
election.

[

It should not be difficult for &
Marxist ta find the heart of Duclos’
criticlam. Comrade Browder evi-
dently found it easily. When we
read his major theses, we find it
to be the relation between capital-
ism and soclalism in the postwar
period. Here Comrade Browder re-
turns to his snalysis of Teheran, as
well as to the postwar refaiomship
of forces in the world, where he
holds to -his conviction that the
American capitalist class will follow
its true interest, namely, the coin-
cidence df interests~between Amer-
fca and the Soviet Union. But is
this not a coincidence of interest
that can be based only upon an
America that moves in the direction
of progress, that rather defeats or
at least temporarily arrests the nat-
ural ambitions of its imperialistio
bourgeoisie? Or is it as Browder
states in words borrowed from Lippe
mann, only a matter of “ove!
the surface conflict of ideology
etiquette” to bring about a comm
interest between the US and
USSR? No one can seriously ascri
the whole attitude of the Ameri:
delegation jn San Francisco,
Polish question, Argentina,
maneuverings for imperialistic posf!
tion as a matter of “ideology

o i

etiquette.”
In conclusion, a few words abﬁ
Teheran, “the decisive turn in h
tory.” In the discussion period

fore our last convention I wrote
short statement in the Illinois 8

cial discussion bulletin of the C
signed JK, in which I said tha
precisely because history made
decisive turn, it is necessary to ¢

fully trace the road ahead; that

road is not straight, and that h
tory will also make other turns
quick succession for which we mus§
be prepared and which we must
foresee.

I am glad that Comrade Robert
Minor voted for the resolution of
the National Board, as Minor was
the most outspoken theorizer of the
revisionist. positioh, doing his very
best to oconvince us that that was
true Marxism. Howevel, I believe
it would be good for all of us if
Minor would retrace his arguments
and really show where his errorg
came in.

JACK KARSON. |
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