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FOREWORD,

In this essay I have not dealt with The American
Party System or Browderts mysterious conclusion that
1t necessitates the C.P. dropping the word "party"
from 1ts title, Nor do I understand why Communists
must freely join the Republicans or Democrats not
as parties but on "igsues" merely, and so possibly
cancel each other out, Unfortunately Browder offers
us no analysis of the respective class-foreces behind
The Republicang and Democrats - which 1t 1s necessary
to know, since real parties do not spring into
eXlstence without a basie interest as a cohesive force,
He leaves the parties as unanalysed and permanent facts,

Ever since Roosevelt's new deal commenced T
should have thought it eclear that the Democrats pre-
dominantly represented Finance Capital, and the
Republicans Industrial and Petty Capital; that
Roosevelt!s progressive features arose out of the
antagonism to, and this desire to straight-jacket,
Industrial Capital in order to render more gsecure its
regular tribute to Finance and its depecndence upon
Wall-street,

That in this process, with ite appearances of
"socialism® Finance Capital can make a strong appeal
To the workers has been painfully illustrated in
Hitler'!s Germany., But Finance Capital is in this
international conflict fighting upon the progressive
side in Britain and America. It can, therefore, claim
and must have the workers support. But this is a
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support directed to both the war and the peace

that requires the maximum of vigilant alertness, the
maximum of clarity. The Government requires
"prodding" whether it 1s liked or not; and the
workers requlre theory whether it immediately
"catches on" or not,

To this end a theoretical examination of
this Browder line 1s most importante It is
necessary for all workers to see and support the
war in 1Ts correlation to the class-gtruggle,

GEORGE FINDIAY,

APRIL, 1944,

D.C. 852 - 3/5/44,
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A "Leader" becomes a "Sympathiser"”

A treatment, a full analysis, of the subject
of Browderism 1s long overdue.

At the Johannesburg Conference of the Communis?®

Party in January 1944, Earl Browder'!s proposal

to turn the Party from an organ of struggle into

an association to disseminate political education
had only just been reported in the capitalist

presse The Conference, while satlisfied tThatl no

such line was to be contemplated in South Africa,
felt itself unable to consider the matter in the
absence of more detailled andreliable information,

We now know that the December reports were fairly
correct and we have the full text of Browder!s
New York speeeh in explanation of his line,

(10th. Jan., 1944) We also have quite a good
deal of cautious and hesitant comment from British

Communist leaderse.

In the February "Labour lMonthly" Palme Dutt
appears to be in much the same position as we
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were at the Johannesburg Conference., He 1s empha-
tic that such a line 1is out of the quesgstion 1in Bri-
tain., But he tries to "understand!" the American
leader and tries to find reasons to declare that
his line is a "ruthless drawing of the practical
conclusions for the path of advance''s Frank Pit-
cairn in the same journal goes further and wel-
comes the New York spceech as a "breath of fresh
air'e In neilther case is a real analysis of the
Browder line attempted by these busy British Com-
munists, engaged as they are in more momentous
affairs, but the time 1s now past for any respect-
ful salaams to the American leaders

In fact the tendency in Browder'!s line is
nothing new., Even in his pre-war speechesg there
are little turng of phrase that indicate what

1s golng on in nhis mind, But 1T 1ls after hls im-
prisonment that this attitude begins to tTake de-

finite Shape.

Some months after Pearl Harbour, on the 16th,
May 1942, Browder was released from the peniten-
tiary by Roosevelt "unconditionally" and, as he
says, "in the interests of national unity%

On July 2nd, at lMadison Square Garden, New
York, he declared that the Party would "subordi-
nate every issue to this one imperative nccessity
of National Unlty under the Nationt!s Commander-in-
Chief to win the war at the earliest possible
moment." He explained that this included among
other things, "our proposal for socialism in our
country" which would not be brought forward in any
way that could disrupt national unity for the war
efforte We have still to learn that "our proposals
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for soclalism®™, sclentifically applied to historical
and concrete developments are in any way directed

at this juncture and in a progressive war to the
undermining of National Unity.

Unscientifiec and misguilded socialism might take
that line, but Browder thinks the circumstances call
for a promise - that we shall never undermine
National Unity, even after the war. In fact we,
petty 1individuals, must by promises and affirmations
make the supreme sacrifice - We must call off the
clags-struggle.

IT 1s many years since Browder last referred
in Marxlst terms to the Class Struggle, as a
phenomenon of the Capitalist System., -Instead he
talks vaguely about "various groups" and sections
of the population and he treats the War as an act
of wickedness brought about causelessly by the gang-

sters of Europee.

There are however two ideasg involved in the
Madison Square declaration:-

(a) That it is unstrategic to talk about
Class-Struggle at such a time when we
are engaged 1ln a progressive war which in
any case 1s 1n the interests of the world

working-class, and

(b) That the struggle itself can really and
truly be called off for good and all,
both now and after the war,

To the Marxist neither of these theses can
stand examination, The Class-Struggle 1s not an
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invented line of conduct but the result of the
Class contradiction in the Capitalist system.

We cannot surrender it - even 1f we are let out

of prison unconditionally, Individually we can
only promise not to lead anddirect it, - if

we are disposed to take that line, On the other
hand if the workers are to support a progressive
war what 1s more important than that they should
understand how this international 1ssue lines up
with thelr own true class-intercsts ? They may
act from Patriotic motives, but 1t 1s also pro-
foundly important that they should see and feel that
the interests of their elass are being served in
thls war on the anti-fascist side, and that the
war has become thelr war. They should realise
that although our capitalists are conducting the
war, capitalist leadership is not in it for purcly
capitallst motives but because these motives are
involved in insoluble contradictions,

All this is sufficiently obvious, but to
Browder talk about the class-struggle is not only
"bad publicity"; the strugglc itself is really
something we should "give up", History, he says,
1s about to give birth, not to soclalism, but to
a third thing, an "intermediate form"., He says:
'"The frecedom-loving nations, whethcr capitalist
like the U.8.A. or socialist like the Soviet
Union, or some intermediate forms that may a ear,
are pledging themselves to peaceful co—existence
and collaboration in the post-war world! (my
cmphasis). The only "intermediate form® that
history has hitherto produced, or that it can
produce, 1s Finance Capitalism with a facade of
"Socialism", and that 1s what we eall Fascism,

But thils "intermediate form" haunts Browder!s
MmN .
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Four months after his release he published
"Victory and After" (September 1942) in which he is
anxious to stress that the class-struggle has
nothing to do with the present war, And again
The new compromise~system obtrudes itself: He

says - (page 9)
"PThig war 1s not "for or against! communism.,

It 1s Hitlerl!s propaganda purpose to raise this
lgsue 1n order to create confusion among his
enemies, But that which will be destroyed, if

Hitler and his Axls win, is not communism but

the right of all nations to determine their own
destiny, lncluding that of the United States -

it will be all civilization that falls. When
Hitler and his thugs are crushed, it will not be
Communism that wins, but the right of every nation
to determine for 1ltself whether it shall be capi-
Ttallist or communist or socialist or somethin

else not yet labelled - it will be democecracy that
has won,"

The notion that a state can vote itself
TCommunist® without an intervening Socialist phase
1s surprising enough to anyone who knows the dif-
ference between Soclallsm and Communism, but it
is this new "unlabelled” kind of socilal system
that interests one in the mouth of a Communist
leader, Feudallsm gave way to Capitalism not
by reason of any democratic or even plutocratic
process of selectione IT came about because
Capitalism was developed in the womb of Feudallsm,
So surely too Socialist forms develop and nothing
else can be born from Capltalism. But Browder
seems to resist This inevitable change, TO pre-
serve its own existence America must collaborate with
Socialism in the post-war world, Their respective
"ideological difficultles” he says "must be frankly
faced to be overcome.! No doubt both systems
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after the neccessary "ideological' adaptation will
turn into this new unlabelled something,

"Wictory and After" admirably lcads up to his
Deccmber proposals to turn the Party into an or-
canisation for propaganda merely and to the "rea-
soning", 1f we can call it that, of his New York
speech of January 1lOth., 1944,

Here again the 1ldeca of a new and adapted form
of Socliety puts out its heade

'"While we cannot invent programmes, it 1is
possible to beglin to examine the approach
to a common path of dealing with economic pro-
blems, on the basis of the unity of the different
classes", Note his phraseology., He doesn't say
"Class-collaboration is desirable and possible"
but he says it 1s possible to becin to examine.
The approach to this unMarxist millenium, The
programme of class~collaboration has been so fre-
quently condemned in the lMarxist classics that
Browder feels the need to approach it with all
this gingerly and cautioms circumlocution,

Of course the first point about this pro-
gramme Of his 1s that it must be "good publicity”,
Just as was the case with Hitlerl!s National
Socialism, Thls 1s how he proceeds:

"Such an economic programme must be designed
to win the maximum of agreement, and to arouse
the minimum of opposition, from at least the two
most decisive groups: first, the business men,
the industrial and financial capltalists and thelr
managers, who have effective direction of the

nation's economy; and second, the working-class,
organised labour and farmers,!
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IT 1s a pity he has declined to "invent a pro-
gramme, " but if the basic interests of the two
classes are in direct contradiction - as we remem-
ber from our reading of Marx and Engels, Lenin and
Stalin - then it would be interesting to see what
the "maximum of agreement™ will amount to as be-
Ttween a class that directs the nation!s economy
and a class that does not! vUynder such clrcumstances
perhaps no greater inter-class unity can be achieved
than 1s The case in Hitler'!s Germany. It is difficult
to 1lmagine that the American Secretary does not know
adl Thig,

Browder however discovers not an insoluble

real conflict of interest but that there is =a
"common idea®™ shared by both classes. How strong
"ideas" have become for this ex-laterialist! That

common_1ldea is to be the basis of our post-war
class-collaboration, Again Browder!s phraseology
deserves examination:

"One common idea seems to have erystallised in
both these two main groups and this 1g the Impos-
sibility that our nation be permitted, when the

war ends, to plunge into a new economic crisis"
(my emphasis).

The age-0ld notion that erisis is avoidable,
and 1s either "permitted™ or "not permitted" under
capltalism 1is here slyly introduced ag a truth the
two clagses have just sfumbled upon -~ a new thought

that they are beginning to "erystallise."

"Not even the most reactionary capitalist
organisations” he says "are willing nowadays to
subseribe to the dismal prediction of the

American/. ..
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American Academy of Political and Social Science
in 1ts annals of March 1942 which described the
post-war economic situgtion as i1t saw it then in
these words: 'The national income will drop al-
most overnight t© one-third, or one-half of its
pre-war peak ... there will be corresponding un-
employment .... any plan that fails to accept these
facts 1s unrealistic and futile.!"

What does Browder mean when he says "not even®
The most reactionary capitalists believe in the
return of crisis ? Does he expect the reactionary
capitalists to be the main upholders of the doc-
trine of ever deepening and, finally, permanent
crislis ? Surely these are the very people who gl-
ways deny that doctrine, who try to argue crises
away, who contend that they are accidental and can
be avoided, They do this because they dare not
think otherwise, For them to admit that doctrine
would be to admit the basic rottenness of the
capltalist systeme.

The people who make the "dismal prediction®
are not and never were capitalistss they are :
Marxistse And they do not make thelr predictions
as a matter of cholce or propaganda but as scien-
tific foreknowledge based on the law of motion of
the Capitalist systeme And even the American
Academy, a body for statistical and not analytic
Observation, senses that theyv have got the correct
line on the facts,.

Browder here not only sweeps Marx, Lenin,
Varga and all others that understand the nature
Of crlsis into the wasterpaper basket; he puts
out the deliberately false suggestion that this
1s a doctrine of "reactionaries" in order to
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intimidate his own Marxist Tollowinge. "If you

say that sort of thing" he impliedly threatens

"you will be worse Than even the mogst reactionary
capltalists."” By these dishonest means he pre-
pares his audience to accept the thesis that erisis
is aw idable, and that upon the authority of not

only the advanced but even the most reactionary
capltalists,

The modern t echnical development in produc-
tive processes has shown in Amerlca something of

1ts tremendous power. It has been able to do so
under Capitalism under the immence stimulug of

a war-boom and on condition that the products
must be lmmediately destroyed. Such = boom, such
a neave in production, always persuades the bour-
geolsle that crises are for ever past and done
with, It is this war-boom in production that

has hypnotised Browder and shaken his falth in
Marxism - for it could only have been "faitht,

not knowledge, if 1t is so readily abandoned,
This is how he continues:

"Now on the eontrary on all sides there is
general agreement that the marvellous eXpansion
O American production to mecet the war needs has
proved beyond question that there is no valid
reason why the same economy, including agricul-
ture, should not produce for peace-time neceds
at approximately the same level, and that no plans

worth considering can proceed from any other
basis,."

He then sets about a ludierous and infantile
description of the way in which the war-demnand
of 85,000 million dollars per annum must be
maintained after the war,
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One half of this amount must be a demand cre-
ated "under our economic system" in "foreign
markets",. And of course America is to meet that
demand. The export of capital upon this lavish
scale would no doubt make Wall Street lick its
chops. It would be as good as war everlasting,
But to the larxist this is Finance Capitalism in
the Imperialist stage with a vengeance ! How
disappointecd, how outraged Browder would be if
any part of the world declined the privilege of
scrvitude to his growing imperialism ! But of
course any resistancce to this "benevolence® is

precisely what we have to stop.

'"The Teheran Confcrence for the first time
gave a realistic perspective of the quick organi-
sation of such huge foreign markets"... a search
01T Ttne Teheran announcement of course shows
nothing of the sort, but Erowder is quick to read
an American imperialist solution into it...YSuch
huge foreign markets are unthinkable except under
stablc conditions free from intcernational or civil
wars of major proportions. Without such foreign
markets there is no possibility of Iinding an
economic foundation for National Unity within the
United States.”

Here we agree with Browder, Under the existing
system there is indeed no possibility of "National
Unity" without an immensc and continued expansion
01 forelgn markets, The American scramble for
foreign markets would no doubt get along mar-
vellously without any international opposition -
and indeed that programme has a drcadful and re-
alistic basis. But how does all this square with
the Teheran declaration agalnst Tyranny and Op-
pression % fust we rewrlite Lenin's Imperialism
when Americals "National Unity" is at stake %
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The other half of the war-demand must by some
clever juggling be re-created in the home-market.
Browder does not himself suggest how this is to be
done. As a Marxist he knows it 1s impossible but
his new-found friends are goilng to help him.

For grabbing foreign markets "the government should
g0 no further --- than the capitalists themselves
demand in the interests of really getting orders
anc. obtaining payment therefor". In the American
homeland "some extraordinary means must be found

to double the buying capacity of the domestic mar-
ket" - what if this extraordinary thing happens

to be the one possible solution, Socialism ? -

But Browder refuses to think along these lines.

"How that shall be done is not suggested at
this time. We look forward to practical sugges-
tions from the capitalists, who must find the

solution In order To kKeep their plants operating"
(my cmphasis) Yet the capitalists are the very
people wno close The factories and turn the
workers out when profits fail., They do not want

merely "operating plants",

Browder has made himself clear, Both in
forelgn and domestlc policy capltal 1s Tto dictate
in accordance with its needs. Our jJjob 1s to see
there are no "civil wars of major importance"
That may hamper then. Browder refers many tlimes
with abhorrence to these "revolutionary up-
heavals! that must at all costs be avolded. The

Teheran allles have agreed "to work together in

the war and in the peace that will follow,'

This brings us to the heart of Browder!s
pcsition, for 1n his reasoning everything hinges
today, not on the stage of development reached
in the mode of production - of that he says not
a word - but on the agreements of Teheran, Calro

and Mogscow,
Before / g
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Before we deal with his maln thesis, let us
first be quite outspoken about this new class-com-
promise that he envisages. If it is now possible
it must always have been a loglcal possibility. It
must have been an lnherent pessibility in the system,
a capacity to develop by evolution and by persuasion
Into a mighty organisation of modern production,
Under these circumstances there is of eourse no room
for a revolutionary party. And that 1ls what Browder
now geems to think, But the position goes further
than That, If he is right, then there was never the
slightest justification for ereating a Communist
Party. Why should we ever have aimed at or counte-
nanced revolution if the other thing is possible?
For Browder, as for Lenin, it is monstrous that he
ever was a communist on these hypothecses.

That Browder even speaks of this immediate but
satisfactory solution of the soecial contradictions
is astonishing, If he has read HMarx!s "Capital®
then certainly he has not understood it, And all
his previous refercnces to Dialectical Materialism
must have been so much parrot-like repetitions.

On the other hand one wonders if he is bluffing.
IT so whom does he hope to deceive? For a Com-
munlst to mislead the working-class 1s inexcusable:
that he should hope to mislead the ruling elass is

grimly improbable. He is indeed a simpleton if he
thinks he can do that.

It is more likely that having no thorough ground-
ing 1n Marxist economics - and there are many indi-
cations of this in his writings ~ he feels himself
misled as to world-crises. Marxists have often
been premature in assessing stages of development;
and 1in particular in assessing the last world crisis
as the final and concluding stage of capitalism, the
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"permanent crisis", they have not been altogether
correccte The present war-boom has since still been
pOS Sible.

Now Browder has in the past taken the phrasesg of
the Marxist authorities very literally. He has not
been very happy in applying them to concrete gitua-
Tionse Thus we may read with amazement his statement
in the April 1934 Manifesto that: "In every material
respect the United States 1s fully ripe for Socia-
1ism", (Communism in the United States p. 18)

Thls was at a tlme when far from ceasing to govern,
The government was beginning to take the situation
in hand and the New Deal, which he then denounced
but now pralses, was beglinning to operate. Ob-
viously he was banking on the "permanent crisig",
but the system survived 1t and recovered. To-day
hls faith 1s shaken, for he merely knew the out-
1lnes but had not the logle of the theory in his
mind, S0 he regards 1T as proved that with a little
frank conversation, with a l1little help from finan-
clers and thelr managers, and a few internatlonal
declarations we can get round the temporary vices

of the systeme, We can solve crises and forget about

the clags—-struggle,

We may return to higs thesgis on the crucial im-
portance of Teheran, In opening hlis New York speech

he says:

"Fellow Americans! Any reallstic dealling with
the national and world problems today must be-
gin and end with an evaluation of the agreo-
mentg of Teheran, Calilro and lloscow, The ans-
wer to all other questions will depend, 1n

the final analysis, upon the Judgment made at

< eheran « R
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We may draw attention in passing to the way in
which Browder nowadays puts national problems be-
fore world problems, It is not an accident of
phrase for he constantly gives priority to the Ameri-
can national preservation, Ag Robert llinor stresses,
Browder!s "patriotism" is not to be guestioned,

(P, 23, " Vidtory and After.") =’

IT 1s Interesting however that he treats Teheran
as such a Turning point for the purposes of his
argument, In "Vietory and After" only a few months
carlicer he was hanging all the same arguments, all
the same consequences, on the Atlantic Charter and
the speeches of Wallace and Welles of the 8th, and
30th, May 1942 (See Chap. l.) However now it is
all Teheran and we must consider his main thesis in
that settinge. There 1is after all this difference in
Teheran, that Stalln was party to it,

Before Teheran, he¢ says, there were two questions:

Was 1T possible for the Capitalist democracies and

the Socialist state to bring their "full combined
power to bear against the enemy, Nazl Germany, in

full coalition warfare?" Or, would this coalition,
before 1t completed its task, fly apart and "open

a new period of revolutionary upheavals and inter-
national war?" Both these questions he says have

now been adequately answered by Teheran,

Now Teheran 1s indeed a great diplomatic achieve-
ment of the Soviet Union, and so too 1s the enforced
recognition by Churchill of Marshall Tito in the
Balkans for that matter. We shall say no word to
diminish the greatness of any such achievement.

Let us remember Lenin's warning in 1917 when he
sald That International Capitalism, with all the might
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of 1ts capltal and its highly organised military
technique, could ™under no circumstances, under

no possible conditions, live side by side with the
Soviet Republic ... a conflict is inevitable",
These words have been proved in history. They
have been demonstrated by the appeased Germany in
1ts attaeck on the Soviet Union. On the other hand
they also serwe as a warning for the future and

as an indication of the greatness of the Teheran
achlevement from a diplomatic point of view,

To every communist this agreement must be the sub-
Ject of joy and mutual congratulation. It means
That The capitalist democracies are in honour
bound to admit the Sovict to the peace-tables and
to the adjustment of every important intcernatiohal
issue 1in the near future. On every occasion the
voice of the world working-class will thus be heard
in international Councils., It has also other
political bearings of wide immediate importance.
This is the typical achievement of a country under
the leadership of a Marxist party which has not been
digbanded - a Party which will approach 1ts pro-
blems with practical realism and on the scientific
principles of social development. That i1is the im-

mense 1lmportance of Teheran,

We have however to examlne the importance that
Browder attaches to Teheran, as well as the infer-

ences he drawg from it.

As we have already indicated, he places great
emphasis on the Teheran undertakings :

" to work together in the war and in the
peace that will follow,"

From this premise he moves to the conclusion
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that Just as we must not "raise the issue of
socialism" during the war, so also we must not
ralse 1t in the peace that is to follow, There-

fore the Party must turn into a new kind of or-
ganlsation,

The sequence of thought by which he passes
from the Teheran sentence to this conclusion is
hardly set out with Bolsghevik clarity and he

leaves much to guess work, but his argument appears
to be this:

You cannot expect the capitalist democracies
to put thelr back into the war if it is to be |
followed immediately by a lot of revolutionary up-
neavals directed against the capitalist reglime,
Therefore "both phases of the declaration must
be taken with equal seriousness. We cannot accept
one and reject the other."™ The prospect of revo-
lution in other countries will threaten "inter—
national unity", that is, the collaboration of
Britain, America and the Soviet; and the prospect
Of Internal revolution in America will destroy
"national unity" in that country, which is
essential for winning the war. The winning of the
war, our lmmediate or short tern policy, is so
terribly important, that as realists we must
genulnely and truly renounce any long~term policy
O soclalism, for merely even to entertain that
objective will be fatal., It will lead to inter-
national anarchy, to "chaos"; the war against
Fasclsm will not be fully coneluded when the
particlpants will fall asunder and after re-
volution and civil warsg pags into another World
War, Teheran looks to somethling different., It
seeks to achieve a peace of collaboration in
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which Soclalism, represented strictly by the Soviet
Union, is to collaborate with Capitalist Democracy,
represented .by our countries, We must therefore
abandon hopes of Socidlism after the war. It 1s im-
perative to find the way to the peaceful co-existence
and collaboration of Capitalism and Socialism in the
same worlde In short we must make the continuance

of Capitalism possible in the Capitalist democracies,
We must modify the class struggle that impairs
National Unity and we must change the nature of the
Party that directs, or has hitherto sought to direct,
that struggle,

This 1ls what Palme Dutt refers to as a "ruthless
drawing of the practical conclusions for the path

of advance", In fact however it is just midle-
headed idealism,

What is wrong with all this reasoning ?

First of all, will the Capitalist democracies

fight 1f there is a smell of revolution in the air ?
That is precisely what they will do and habitually

doe The internal movement of the people is by time-
honoured tactics thrown into an external achleve-
ment., The more we sign away our rights to the
ruling class, the more leglitimately will they dis-
regard our demands both in the external and in-
ternal flelds,

We must remember the actual power-position of
the classes, In the international field The working
class has no power of actlon whatsoever, save of
course through the Soviet Union.  Elsewhere its power
of action is limited to the iInternal fleld, and 1%
1s exerciseable mostly in a negative sense alone,

It cannot act, it can only refuse to act, All 1its
propaganda, all its teaching and 1ts effect to
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gailn wide support is but collateral to that real
material but negative power, It is however that
power and that power alone that elicits an appro-
priate response in the ruling class, By the power
Oor the workers to deal with and .oppose the ruling
class internally, and by that power alone, can it
compel Capitalism to progressive action in the
international field,

Glve them national unity, yes, but strictly only
at The price of progressive international action;
and you must retain the only power you have in
order to exact that price, The power of action
we refer to has its ramifications in all fields, =
industrial, political, cultural and so TortEhe. . Bub
in the last resort it expresses itself in revolution
and that "chaos" of which Browder 1s so apprehensive.

IT 1s not "unpatriotic" to say that if the
government does not fight Fasecism with all its might
the people will not stand for it, Tt 1is not wrong
to say that if the government after the war falls to
co-operate for peace the people will not stand for
1te Nor 1is it hampering to say that we ghall do
our best to see to it, that the people make this
clear to the government now., On the contrary the
serious conduct of this war agalilnst Fascism ex-
ternally requires a strong, clear-headed, disciplined
organisation that will lead the working-class to
inslist upon it; and in the aftcermath peaceful col-
laboration with the Soviet Union as a matter of in-
ternal necessity depends upon the same thing.

There can be no thought of weakening the Party, of
ham-stringing it asg g Fighting organisation of class
leadership. That line is precisely the wrong way

To set about realising Teheran,

: & S SR
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In a divided world with a Socialist and Capi-
tallist sector the imperialist antagonisms have in
the present struggle split up the capitalist sector,
The Fascist or more advanced capitalism is being

opposed by the democratic or less developed capita-
lism, With the Socialist sector involved in the
world war 1t is a factor of immense importance that
democratic capitalism has perforce been thrown on
to the progressive side, It is all-important that
the progressive gide should win, that Fascism
should be ended, We therefore stand four-square
benhind our capitalist governments. We welcome it
when they are pinned to Teheran Conferences, We
welcome the fact that the patriotic nationalism of
the peoples on the progressive side happens to co-
inclde with the progressive cause., But no amount
of flag-wagging will make us put the position .
higher than that, No amount of undisputed "patrio-
tism" will hypnotise us into imaginary and impos-
gsible class-collaboration,

In "Wictory and After' Browder cites the
speeches of Wallace and Welles extolling the At-
lantic Charter and the fact that this i1s a "peoples
war", It 1s or should be a Peoples War, a progres-
sive war, Yet Browder says: '"There are persons who,
indulging in an easy and cheap cyniclsm, sneer at
thls deepgoing change in the nature of the dominant
expregsions of policy between 1941 and 1942." He
says he believes all the more in thelr sincerity
because the brutal necessities of national survival
force them to do what they are doing, 8Since when,
we may ask, has the larxist knowledge of capil-
talist contradictions become easy and cheap cynicism ?
May we no longer see the dilemma, The insoluble
contradiction of a decaying system, in which These
administrative princes have to change the "dominant
expressions” of their policy ? Must we abandon this

"cynical" / oo
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"eynical" Marxist insight and put our faith in

Them because of what they say? This is of course
the Fuhrer-principle; it is i1dealism®s preparation
for the new "intermediate form" of society we know
as Fasclsnme

The lMarxist does not put his faith in leaders,
not because he 1s a cheap eynice, but because he
recognises in them the conflieting motivation of
a class in self-contradiction, NoOr does he aban-
don his theory, his means of foreknowledge, be-
cause Earl Browder advocates an allegiance based on
faith in personal sincerities,

Browder however strikes not only at the ideo-
logical roots of Communismg he.logically deals a
blow also at its practical organisationagl form -
the Party. When the New Deal started he thought
America was all set for a Socialist revolution,
Now, when the material contradictions are develop-

Ing with catastrophic precision, he suddenly says:

"It is my considered judgment that the American
people are so ill-prepared subjectively for any
deepgoling change in the direction of Socialism

that post-war plans with such an aim would not unite
the nation,”

The Communist long~term programme is not popular;
1t requires profound insight - but it is an essential
gulde to a short-term policy, and without it any
short-term policy, however popular or unlfylngit
may be, must take a queer course = in faet it can

only take one course, back into the camp of reaction,
And that is Browdert!s line,

This teaching academy of.Browdér's, this new
organisation of Political Enlightenment, is going
to Teach - what ? Certainly not the class-struggle;

dervtainly J wis
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certainly not the development of capltalist contra-
dictions; certainly not the diectatorship of the
proletariate It must avoid an analysis of Imperia-
lism; 1t must abandon dialectical materialism -
indeed materialism of all sorts until t he American
people arc "subjectively" conditioned for the interw
mediate form of society = and it must above all avoid
any "cynical' larxist insight that may shake our
faith in leaders.

Srowder may keep this organisation - if he does
he is welcome to it, It will tell people to wait for
the bright ideas that come from financiers and Their
clever managers, Communists will not be further
interested in the corpse of g slaughtered organigsa-
tlon even if it 1is ceremoniously laid upon the
Wall Street altar,

No: the Communists of America will either re-
tain or they will re-create a fighting organisation
that will propound, even with inferim lapses of
popularity, the truth of the class-struggle. And
they will be politically correct. They will gseek
by active leadership of the masses to pin tThelr
capltalists to a progressive inbernational course
as long and as hard as they can. They will advocate
national unity only so long as it serves the interest
0r the world working-class, They will promote the
anti-fascist war by strenghtening and not by cas-
trating the Party, and if this causes national
division they will recognise that they have become
a living force and they will still further strenghten
the Party., If they fail the struggle will have
to go-on even so, but if they follow Browder now

they are abandoning struggle, they are renouncing
SUCCECSSe

MEanwhile Browderls llne that the war should
be won is a correct one. He is

fOllOWing / so e
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following the Party line but for confused, non-
Marxlst rcasonse His attitude has become that of
a "sympathiser" - one who wants the right thing,
Victory, but who does not understand why, It

1s tragiec that he should have a say in the organi-
satlonal form which should be adopted by those |
who do understand, but these things no doubt must
happen when a leader turns into a sympathiser.
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