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VVama of Unfty
With “Splinters”
Ed:tor Daily Worker:
The letter by L. Deaty in te-
day’s paper to my way of think-
ing is astonishing. The program

he outlined is for combining with

such people and grougs as Scha-
chtman and the Trotskyietes. To
establish a united front with them
on warious issues is one thing,
but to combine with them is po-
litical suicide.

All our sectirianism and dog-
matism is in no way to he com-

ared with theirs. If we are iso-
ated from the masses, are not
the SWP with its few hundred
members, the ISL with even
less and the Cochran and
Sweezy groups with a handful
of intellectuals even more so?

I have had some experience
with these groups and I can as-
sure brother Deaty that these
groups are as rigid and dogmatic
as p(.us:ble

The only way we can break
out of our isolation is not to
combine with the splinters and,
as the Nation recently called
them, the Splinter of Splinter
groups, but o get out to the
peaple. Te rebuild our party
and build up our mass centacts.
If the ALP was a limited ergani-
 zation, would not such group-
ings as brother Dealy suggests
be much more so?

If any in our ranks don’t think
I am right, let them go to an
S\V" affair or listen to one of
the blind anti-Soviet fanatics of
the ISL and sce what 1 say to
bt" true,

FAK YOUR PIECE

in the laiter part of ‘945 or be-

iing of 1946, only after he
geg.m to fight the C.P. by issu-
ing bulletins outside the Party.

During the interview with
Mike Wallace, he innocently
state that he wanted to remain in
the Party on condition of
having freedom of expression
within the organization, Is it
not a fact that many people
during Browder’s leadership
were expelled from the Party
for minor differences? 1Is it
not true that at one of the
meetings of the National Com-
mittee Browder appeared with
his puulxt-...@d report before it
was submitted for discussion?
Is it not also true that had Wil-
liam Foster submitted in 1944
his differences with Browder to
the Party membership, the lat-
ter would have had Foster ex-
pelied?

It was certainly good to hear
Browder say that the Commu-
nist Party was not a (‘()'H‘.p"'l(‘}’
during his imm—nia implying
ignorance of what the Party be-
came after his expulsion. It is
a bit difficuit to fit Browder's
clu]r.uttrimtion ol Fisenhcwer
as “a man of peace” into the
framework of “socialist minded-
ness unless this word has lost
its mnv.u.in.;., Is Browder un-
aware of the policy of libera-
tion, massive relaliation, For-
mosa, building of alliances and
bases, rearming of West Ger-
many, Guatemala, military and
economic aid with political
strings attached, Eisenhower
Mid Euast doctrine, io name a
[E'\‘.-'? i

It is up to future objective
historians to evaluate Browder.

Let us not go backwards'put__There is no doubt that at one

go out to the people.
JACK BEVERIDGE
-~ o °

On Browder's
Expulsion
Editor, Daily Worker:

After listening to Earl Brow-
der on Mike Wallace's program
1 read with interest Robert
Friedman's letter published in
the D.W. on Feb. 28. Friedman
writes “that the
overdue for the C.P. to acknowl-
edge that it was terribly wrong
to have expelled Earl Browder
and to have heaped obloquy and
abuse upon his person.

I don't know what history’s
judgment will be, but is it not
in order to view Browder's case
against the background ol condi-
tions as they existed during the
time of his expulsion? If my
memory serves me right, Brow-
der was not expelled for mere
differences ol opinions. These
he stated during the Party con-
vention in |lul\ 1945. He re-
mained in the Party and shortly
after the convention his assign-
ment for Party work was un(‘ier
consideration. He was expelled

time is Jong-

time he made cunlubutmm

We still don’t know what the
program of a united movement
tor socialism will be. Whether
Browder will or will not be in-
cluded depends entirely on what
Browder will say and do, In the

meantime it would not be bad if,

Browder were less self-righteous
and more critical of himself. One
lesson that can be drawn is this:
Our Party expelled people, some
of them with long service, not
because of their disagreement
with basic principles, policies,
srategy or even tactics. Some
were driven out because they
differed with some self-proclaim-
ed “Marxist-Leninist.”  Expul-
sions should be the measure of
last resort.  Only in extreme
cases it should be used. Methods

of persuasion and conviction
must replace it.
—R. F.
e L L
Socialism

In America
Editor, Daily Worker:

The basic problem, it would
seem to me, would be how to
build socialism in each country

and what lessons are to be
Jearned from other’s. As you
may have guessed it is my con-
sidered opinion that the day-to-
day routine is wrong. It is, with
many, an escape from the really
tougi; and disciplined thinkin
in which true Marxists shoul
now be engaged.

If through some weird stroke
of fate, a socialist government
should come to power in the
U.S. within the next five years
there would not be to my knowl-
edge any blueprint, sketchy or
comprehensive, as to how the
?rogram would be put itno ef-
ect.

There is many a polemic
about the steel industry, for ex-
ample, but not any real analy-
sis of what it is, how far-reaching
its tentacles, how it might be
nationalized, the forms which
such nationalization should take,
the legal steps or forms to be
followed. Not to mention the
really weird amalgamations of
industry: the magazines that
own pulp mills, that own press-
es, ete., etc. or the relations of
all the components of DuPont,
CM, etc.

Do you nationalize an indus-
try or a corporation? . How do
the latter cut across the former?
What about banks, money, in-
vestments, stocks, the effect of
mutual fund?

What sort of class structure is
developing with automation?

It’s things such as these that
I think socialists should be de-
bating and analyzing—dissecting
and appraising. :

Hungary and Russia and all
the others are tangential. How
socialism was achieved in these
:ountries is histuriaaly interest-
ing but really won't help in
bringing it to K‘lll!lﬂn here.

Demoracy plus socialism is
the goal. But beyond the catch-

words, what does it all mean?

This should be a matter for
real discussion, as I gather it
has been up to now—but much
more deeply. It is of course tied
in with the first point: analvsis
and philosophy always must be.
But is either going on? And is it
mere jingoism without real
thoughts? I'm really curious.

Finally, I just think it's about
time someone really started talk-
ing socialism. I don’t suppose
this to be really possible till the
content is decided wpon. But
somewhere along the line it all
should be done—and very soon.

R. C.
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