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EDITOR'S PREFACE 

On July 10, 1940, Earl Browder, Communist candidate fm. 
President of the United States, appeared at his own request be
fore a Senate Judiciary Subcommittee to state his opposition . to 
the Voorhis Registration C(Blacklist") Bill. · 

. The Voorhis Bill had previously been steam-rollered through 
the House of Representatives in an atmosphere of war hysteria. · 
The hill calls for registration and the filing of ·complete mem
bership lists and other information by all organizations supposed
ly under ((foreign cOntrol." This hill sweepingly includes as 
under ((foreign control" all organizations which have interna-. 
tiona! affiliations. It could be used therefore to damp down on 
the An1erican Federation of Labor, the Congress of Industria] 
Organizations, and the Communist Party, compelling them to 
produce their membership rolls to be used as a nationwide black
list. Scores of other organizatiotls with international affiliations 
could likewise be persecuted under this bill. . 

The idea for this repressive legislation was first prop~sed by 
Representative Martin . Dies, chairman of the notorious Dies 

· Committee. However, Representative Voorhis of California, who 
is the so-called ((liberal'' member of the Committee and .is close to 
the White House, was later chosen to introduce the n1easure so 
that it would not bear the stigma of the Dies trademark~ 

Present at the Senate Judiciary Subcommittee hearing when 
Earl Browder testified were Senators Tom Connally of Texas, 

• Chairman, John E. Miller of Arkansas and John A. Danaher of 
Connecticut. 

The cross-exchange of views, questions and answers . covered 
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n . t only the · details ·of the Voorhis Bill, but also the position of . 
t e Communist Party on such issues as defense of the country, 
and the connection of the Communist Party of the United States 
with the world Communist movement. . 

. . 

The contents of this pamphlet consist of the official steno-
graphic report of the hearing. Since the hearing lasted three and 
a half hours it has been necessary to do some cutting in order to 
reduce the text to pamphlet size. All the main points and argu
ments, however, remain. Dots (. . . ) indicate where material has 
been omitted. 

Opposition to such measures as the Voorhis Bill is part of the 
fight against the war drive and the destruction of civil rights on 
which Earl Browder and his running mate, James W. Ford, are 
campaigning in this Presidential election. . . 

Notify Senator Tom Connally, Washington, D.C.; your own 
Senators) and President Roosevelt· that you are firmly opposed to 
the Voorhis Bill or any similar measures to nullify the Constitu
tional rights of political minorities and of organized labor. 
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EARL BROWDER TALKS . 

TO THE SENATORS 

REGISTRATION OF CERTAIN ORGANIZA J::IONS 

· UNITED STATES SENATE* 

SUBCOMMITTEE OF THE COMMITTEE ON THE JUDICIARY 

Wednesday, July 10, 1940 

The subcommittee met, pursuant to call of the Chairman, in 
the Caucus Room, Senate Office Building, at 10 o'clock, Senator 
Tom Connally, Chairman, presiding. 

Present: Senators Conrially (chairman), Miller, and Danaher. 
(The subcommittee continued its consideration of H.R. 10094.) 

Senator Connally: The Com~ittee will come to order. This 
is another session of the subcommittee of. the Judiciary Commit
tee, holding hearings on H.R. 10094. I might say for the record 
that this hearing was called at ·the request of those persons who 
desired to appear, and the Committee has issued no compulsory 
procesS. The witnesses are here at their own invitation. I would 
like to know who is present this morning, wishing to appear . 

. Mr. Browder: Earl Browder, of the Communist Party. 
. . 

Senator Connally: Mr. Earl Browder, of New York City; I 
believe that is right? . 

Mr. Browder: That is-right. · 

Senator Connally: Is there anybody else who wants to appear? 
All right, Mr. Browder. Have a seat. 

* Abridged verbatim report. (Ed. ) 
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rATEMENT OF EARL R. BROWDER, GENERAL SECRETARY OF THE 
. . 

· COM1\1UNIST. PARTY OF THE UNITED STATES 

Senator Connally: Just give the reporter your name and of
ial connections, if any. 

Mr. Browder: Earl Browder, General Secretary of the Com
unist Party of the United States .... 

Senator Connally: Are you for the bill, or against it? 

Mr. Browder: We are against this bill. 

Senator Connally: All right, sir. Go ahead .... 

Mr. Browder: On behalf of the Communist Party I would like 
say about this bill, H.R. 10094, the so-called . Voorhis Bill, 

at a study of this bill has given us the opinion that it represents, 
gether with . other measures of ci similar sort before the Con
·ess, a parallel to the Alien and Sedition Laws of the adminis
ation of President Adams at the close of the eighteenth 
ntury. This basic judgment is what determines our attitude on 
.e hill as an attitude of opposition. . 

I 

It differs of course from its ancient prototype in that the 
iginal Alien and Sedition Acts were quite boldly and openly 
rected against the rising democratic movement of the American 
~ople which culminated in the election of Thomas Jefferson, 
~d was quite openly to oppose the development of democracy. 
;he present hill with its companions puts itself forward as a 
tpport of democracy, and, in the name of defending democracy, 
~oposes to limit and hamstring the democratic processes as they 
1ve developed in this country. 

-

Senator Connally: Would it bother you if we interrupted you 
:casionally with questions, or would you rather go ahead and 
nish your statement and not have questions? . 

6 . 
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. Mr. Browder: I think perhaps, while I have no objections to 
answering questions, it would be more fruitful for all . of us if 
they came a little bit later. 

Senator Connally: All right. We will be very glad to accommo-
date you, Mr. Browder. Go right ahead. 

Mr. Browder: This Voorhis Bill is a typical example of the 

f 

j 

. . J 

ambiguity of these modern attempts at the limitation of th~ ' ' 
democratic processes. Ostensibly directing itself against the: ;; 
agencies of foreign governments operating in American political' 
life, this bill would actually result, if adopted and applied im
partially, in outlawing a principle. 

Senator Connally: A principle? ... 

Mr. Browder: That is the principle of international working 
class organization, that principle of internationalism which 
Abraham Lincoln recognized and indorsed, when he said, re
sponding to an address of the International Workingmen's As
sociation, the First International, that (I quote from memory)-

<<The ties \Vhich bind the wo·rkingmen of all la11ds, of all rac·es 

and of all nations are and sho~uld be the strongest, sec·ond only ~o 
the ties that bind ·people of one family and ·one kindred.'' 

Let me make it clear to· the Committee and f<)r the record that 
the Communists are not opposed to the establishment of controls 
over. foreign agents within the United States. We recognize that 
in the present state of the world this is a problem that faces all 
countries~ We do, ·however, see in the present bill he fore you, and 
in others of a related nature, that our cOuntry is being placed in 
danger of doing much more damage than could conceivably be 
done in the way of any service by these measures. · 

Specifically, we see in this act a concrete example of the at
tempts to take the United States along the same path of policy 
upon which France was taken immediately before, and after, 
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especially, the outbreak of the present war. The sponsors of this 
bill have publicly cited the courSe of the French Government as 
an example which they wish to apply in their own way in Amer~ 
,ica. It is therefo.re quite in order for us to give some attention to 
the significance of this course as it was applied in France, and 
the results of that course. 

In France, there certainly were the so-called ~~fifth column" 
, agents of foreign powers working within the political life of 

France, on a scale perhaps larger than ever seen in any other 
place. In fact, these so-called ((fifth column" elements have seized 
power in France, and today con$titute the effective government 
of that country. How did they come into power? It was not only 
that France was defeated in battle, because that defeat itself must 
be explained and cannot be explained on military grounds. 
These foreign agents came to power in France first of all under 
the pretense that they were the leaders in the outlawing of 
treasonable organizations within France. They were the people 
who initiated the outlawing of the Communist Party of France. 
They were the people who suppressed, disrupted and disorgan
ized the French labor movement. In fact, one can say the only 
e:ffi.cient war measures taken by the French under the leadership 
of these so-called ~(fifth column" elements was the suppression of 
the labor movement and the Communist Party of France. Those 
measures, I submit to you, which are presented as a model for 
our country to· follow, did not delay the coming to power of 
foreign agents within France over the French people. These 
measures initiated a whole course which hastened and ·was in
tended to hasten the military victory of the Nazis and~ the internal 
collapse of the French Republic. 

From this concrete example, 1 would call your attenticn to the 
fact that Nazism and fascism of all varieties has risen to what
ever degree of power it may have in any land always precisely 
under this flag-the suppression, outlawing of the Communist 
Party, first of all; second, the suppression or effective control over 
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the labor movement, the organized trade unions; and, from that, 
proceeding to the destruction of all effective organizations of the 
masses of the people. 

Senator Miller: Mr. Chairman, I want to ask the witness a 
question. I think I can do that without interrupting his chain of 
thought. 

Senator Connally: All right. 

Senator Miller: I just want to get the premise of your argU
ment, there, Mr. Browder. As I understand it, you are basing or 
premising your objection to this hill upon the contention that the 
proponents of the bill may in fact he the subversive elements that 
will prevent the development of democratic processes in this 
country, is that right? · 

Mr. Browder: That would be a fair inference from the gen
. eralline of my argument. 

Senator Miller: That would follo.w? 

Mr. Browder: Although I would not want to apply it · me
chanically. 

Senator Miller: I know. I am applying it objectively, that 
is all. 

Mr. Browder: In ~ general way. 

Senator Miller: Yes. In other words, the statement that you 
made about France was as I understand it that the real subversive . 
elements in France, or ~he ((fifth column," that undermined 
France were operating behind the pretense that they were under
taking to suppress ((fifth columnists"? 

Mr. Browder: That is right . 
• 

Senator Miller: And therefore applying the same analogy to 
this? 
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Mr. Browder: Exactly, exactly. 

Senator Miller: That is, that the men here undertaking to sup
press ccfifth columnists" or subversive activities in this country 
should be watched? 

Mr. Browder: I think that is correct. 

Senator Miller: I just wanted to get a clear understanding of 
• y.our prem1se. 

Mr. Browder: My reservatiOn was this .... I think the political 
situation is so unclear and so confused in th.e United States that 
many honest people lend themselves to scheines, the ends of which 
they would by no means indorse, and which would appall them 
if they knew what they were doing. 

Senator Miller: Yes. I understand your ·reservation. 

Mr. Brorvder: I do not want to make any attacks, therefore, 
against any individuals .... Continuing with this general obser
vation of the uniform course o.f the rise of Nazi and fascist 
forces in the world, I would point out that in every case the 

' ideological character of these movements is to raise an intense 
and. exclusive nationalism, the denial of any common international 
interests of the peoples of the world, and practically within the 
country to divert the political life of the country towards a 
struggle more and more intense against so-called ((alien groups" 
within the country. In Germany it was first of all the Jews and 
the Marxians the so-called ((Marxians'' and all those who 
recognize common international interests among peoples. 

We have had long experience in American . history with such 
issues. This is not new to our country. I have already _mentioned 
that in the 1790's Thomas Jefferson was denounced as an agent 
of the French Revolution, and the Alien and Sedition Laws of 

· that time were based upon the theory that the rising democrati~ 
movement in the United States was merely· an extension of and 
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an agency of the French Revolution, and specifically of the 
Jacobin Clubs of France, which were paralleled in the United 
States by the democratic clubs that founded the original party 
of Jefferson called the ((Republican Party," and later, the . ((Re-
publican-Democratic Party" of that time. In fact, the Society of 
Tammany was one of the organizations which were outlawed by 
the Alien and Sedition Acts of that time. 

We have further the experience of one of the most dangerous . 
Pe~iods in the life of our country, in the decade just before the 
Civil War. The whole political life of our country was distorted 
by the movement that was generally identified under the name of 
the ((Know Nothing" movement, which almost created an atmos
phere of civil war in the United States on very false issues, cen
tral among which was the caffipaign against the Catholics as 
agents of a foreign power in American political life. This theme 
has repeated itself again and again since that time. The Ku 
Klux Klan type of influence in American life lives upon this sort 
of thing, and while it is an old influence in America it is by no 
means comprised within that body of doctrine or ideology which 
is generally accepted as Americanism. It is the enemy of the best 
traditions of our country. This, we consider it should be pointed 
out, is the most dangerous influence in our country, the most to 
be guarded against; and this influence is not combated but 

· father expresses itself in the bill under consideration, and others 
of like nature. This trend represents not the combating of dan
gerous influences but the writing of their essential position into 
the law of the land not the combating of Nazi influences, but 
the registration of a victorY of Nazi influence in the political life 
of our country. 

I know of course that it will be pointed out that this bill in its 
applicatiOn not only strikes at legitimate political parties in the 
United States like the Communist Party, but that it would also 
create organizational difficulties for the German-American Bund, 
for examP.le .... Any incidental embarrassment that this bill 
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might give to the Bund would be much more than offset by the 
political victory it would represent for the Nazi philosophy under 

. which the Bund operates. 

Senator Connally: Well, ... are you assuming to speak 
for the Bund as well as for the Communist Party? 

Mr. Browder: I am speaking as an observer of politics in 
America, who presumes to pass judgment on the inlluence of 
this bill upon the whole political life of our country. I speak 
against the Bund and against this bill as representing an identi
cal political tendency .... 

The next point I will direct myself towards on this bill is its 
ambiguity. Hypocrisy and ambiguity are the most dangerous 
things in the making of laws. Objects to be achieved by laws 
should be clearly defined. This is not the case with the bill under 
consideration. If this · law should be enacted we would be fa·ced 
with the alternative, either, first, the law would not be impartially 
applied ... or, if it were impartially applied, it would create 
such results that I am sure the sponsors of this bill would not 
accept them as the legitimate consequences of their acts, because, 
impartially applied, this bill would make it impossible for the 
trade union movement aS at present constituted in America to 
operate. 

Senator Connally: There have not been any labor representa
tiVes here protesting against it. They do not object te it. 

Mr. Browder: I think they assume that this bill will not be 
impartially applied; and perhaps the assumption is not so far
fetched. By the terms of the bill, however, it includes the whole 
labor movement of America, and places them under such obliga
tions that the trade union movement of America could as at 
present constituted by no means, no matter how much they 
\yanted to, comply with this law. It is an impossibility to come 
under the terms of this law and comply with its provisions . 

• 
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Senator Connally: Well, would you mind talking more about 
your owfl Party and its objections, and why it would put you out 
of business, rather than. the trade unions. we will look after 
those, later. · 

MT. Browder: I think I should first speak about the trade 
unions, because the danger with regard to the trade unions is 
.much greater' than that with regard to the Communist Party. 
After all, our Party is a small, weak organization, relatively un
influential in the affairs of our country, and if our words have 
any importance, it is not because we talk about ourselves or our 
own particular position. . . . While not at all speaking on behalf 
of the trade unions, it is necessary for any responsible person in 
public life to point out that the measures before us, if irripartially 
applied .... 

Senator Connally: That connotes an assumption in your mind 
that it is not going to he impartially enforced. 

Mr. Browder: I was pointing out alternatives. The first alterna
tive is that the bill may not be impartially applied, in which case 
of course the bad results of it would be narrowed, because the 
bad resUlts would come only where it was applied .... The other 
alternative is to assume that it would be impartially applied .... 
In that case it would render impossible the operations of the 
trade union movement as at present constituted. · ... 

It may suffice to point out that any form of international 
affiliation brings an organization under the terms of thls act · and 
responsible for the fulfilling of some fourteen points of obliga
tions to Governmental instances, ... I challenge any organization 
in America to state through its responsible officers that it could · 
possibly fulfil those fourteen points under aily circumstances. 

Thus, we have the ambiguous character of this bill brought 
before us in its most obvious form, that it attempts by indirection 
to accomplish what evidently is understood cannot be properly 
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defended directly before the Congress Q.r the country. It creates 
obligations on organizations which have any form Of organiza
tional recognition of the principles of the international · common 
interests of the working people of the world, and upon such or
ganizations it places obligations which are impossible of fulfil
ment by any organization iri America. There is no functioning 
political organization in America that could possibly meet the re
quirements of the fourteen points listed in this law, beginning on 
page 5 and ending on page 7.·It is not possible to operate under 
that law without constantly violating the law and subjecting every 
leader and every member of that organization to a fine of $10,000 
or imprisonment for :five years .... 

Senator Miller: Mr. Browder, in reference to your objection to 
the fourteen points, now, I can visualize some trouble in comply
ing with or furnishing the information required by the fourteen 
points, by certain organizations, but now let us see if there would 
be any actual trouble in furnishing the information required in 
the fourteen points, beginning on page 5, down to the middle of 
page 7, with the organizations that would be required to :file the 
infOrmation, going back to page 3, that it is only directed first to 
evei-y organization subject to foreign control. 

Mr. BrOwder: The foreign control, if you will pardon my in-
• terrupttng 

Senato·r Miller: Yes. 

Mr. Bro:wder: is defined . ... It is defined to include this. 
((Foreign control" means any organization which in any way has 
any affiliations outside of the United States .... ccAny affiliations 
outside of the United States" is defined as ((foreign control. ... " 
That means that under Section 1 is included not only the Com- . 
munist Party hut the American Federation of Labor .... 

· · Senator Connally: Well, it is not complaining of it. 
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Mr. Browder: No, it is not complaining, because it does not 
expect the law to be applied; but those are the terms of the 
law. . . . · 

I would have to raise very serious questions as to how 
such laws would be applied, because we have had the experi" 
ence, if you will pardon· me, Senator, of seeing excellent laws, 
taking them as they appeared on paper, in France, and in Ger" 
many in the early years before the Nazis came into power, laws 
ostensibly directed towards the rising of these anti-democratic 
movements, which in application were applied only to the Com
munist Parties of those countries; so while I would have to admit 
the correctness in principle of the position you have stated, I 
would have to put my reservations very seriously as to how those 
principles would be applied. . . . 

Senator Connally: Would not France have been a lot better 
off if she had known in advance the international relationships 
that were going on between the ~~:fifth column" in France and the 
influences in other countries, before the debacle of the French 
Republic? 

Mr. Browder: France knew it. 

Senator Connally: Well, if she knew it, she did not make any 
use of it. 

Mr. Bro··wder: That is the trouble .... The Communists were 
the only people in France that voted against the Munich 
betrayal. ... 

. Finally, let me make it dear that if the Communist Party 
comes under the terms of this bill it is not because the Communist 
Party in any way is under foreign control. ... I can remark in 
passing that in my opinion it is dearly unconstitutional, and I 
would expect that · four · or :five years of its enforcement would 
:finally bring a Supreme Court decision that it was unconstitu-
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tional and illegal; but that would not be of very much help for 
the immediate situation before the country .... 

One last word. I do not think that the argument that I have 
presented is an argument directed towards protecting the Com
munist Party against attacks which it would experience under 
such. a law as this, except in the most in~idental way. I direct all 
of my arguments primarily to the preservation of the political 
life of our country. The harm that would be done to the Com
munist Party would be purely incidental but the harm that would . 
be done to the whole political .life of America by such measures 
as this would not be reinediable under the present world situation 
for a very long time. It would distort the whole political devel
opment of our country in facing the world crisis. It would stultify 
the thinking of our country. It would place under the ban of 
illegality some of the most important issues and programs which 
America must debate in the coming period and in advance of 
such debates try to determine its outcome by prejudging it, plac
ing certain views under the ban .. 

We have confidence in American democracy that it can con
sider all of these issues and arrive at a correct decision. We do 
not think that you have to control the thinking processes of the 
Af!1erican people in order to guarantee the outcome. 

Senator Miller: ... Now, going back to the faith in American 
democracy, can we as an American democracy afford to .let an 
international political organization with un-American ideals and 
un-American living conditions-can we afford · to let any such 
political organization infiltrate its doctrines here among our · 
people? ... 

Mr. Browder: I would say that we cannot afford in America 
to exclude the lessons of international experience, we cannot 
afford to exclude the considerations · of con1mon interests of the 
main mass of the people of all countries .... Now, if these things 
are realities, and if it is true that, as Lincoln expressed it, the 

. 16 



strongest bond outside of the family relationship should be that 
which unites the toiling people, the workers of all countries, races 
and nationalities if so, those things have to find organizational 
expression; and if they find organizational expression they cotne · 
in conflict with your draft law here. 

r 

Senator Miller: tffow, is the Communist Party a member of an 
international political organization? · . 

. ~ 

Mr. Browder: It~s affiliated \vith the Communist International. 

Senator Miller: That is, of Russia? 

Mr. Brow·der: No, that is, of tl1e world . ... 

Senator Miller: ... Now, are the policies of the Communist 
Party determined by or at the suggestion of or in collaboration· 
with any existing government in the world? 

Mr. Browder: No, not of any government, but collaboration 
with an international political organization of political parties in 
other countries by all means. Just to give you the latest and most 
concrete example of the life of oqr Party, we had discussions re
cently between the leaders of our Party and the leaders of the 
Communist Party of Cuba, discussing the common interests of 
the two Parties and of the people of the two countries toward 
certain current issues of the world. The results of those discus
sions influenced the attitude of the Communist Party of the 
United States in discussio11 with Cuban C·omtnu11ists. Our de
cisions were influenced unquestionably. You cannOt have a dis
cussion, except a purely barren one, that does not influence 
decisions. 

Senator Milldr: Is the policy of the Communist Party in the 
United States determined in collaboration with the Communist 
Party in Russia, we will say? 

Mr. Browder: No. The determination of the policies of the 
f 17 



Communist Party in the United States rests completely and en
tirely with the National Convention of our Party within the 
United States, and the leadership elected by that National 
Convention. 

Senator Connally: But that policy is det rinined after a con
sultation with leaders of the Party in other nations of the world? 

Mr. Browder: To the extent that it is <practically possible. 
c 

These possibilities of course are constantly n~rrowing. Out prac-
tical contacts internationally are only with our immediate neigh
bors at the present time. 

Senator Miller: T~at is on account of the.European situation? 

Mr. Browder: But in principle we would alwayS have as broad 
a Consultation as we could, before we would decide an important 

• question. 

Senator Miller: That is all. 

Senator Connally: Mr. Browder, let me ask ~ou a question or 
two. Now, has your organization, since you Have been in con
nection · with it, received any financial contributions from 
Moscow? 

Mr. Bro~wder: It has not . ... 

Senator Connally: Where do you get your funds? ... 

Mr. Browder: In the United States, from the American 
workers, primarily. 

Senator Connally: How do you get them? B}{ dues? 

Mr. Browder: By dues, assessments, and donations .... 
. \ 

Senator Connally: Y cu speak a good deal ab~ut ((democratic 
processes" and ((American democracy," and all that sort of thirig, 
and Constitutional rights. Those rights that you are talking about 
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and invoking are guaranteed and protected by the Constitution 
of the United States, and yet your organization is advocating and 
believes in the changing of that system and its overthrow, does 
. ? tt not. . .. 

Mr. Browder: N~. 

Senator C onndll y: Does not the Communist Party believe in 
overthrowing the Go_vernment of the United States? ... 

Mr. Browder: It does not believe in overthrowing the Govern
ment of the United States. 

Senator Connally: By peaceable means, or by advocacy of 
change in the Government of the United States? Do you not 
advocate that? 

Mr. Browder: Not by any means. 

Senator Connally: Do you not mean to establish the conimu
nist system in the United States? 

· Mr. Browder: Oh, yes .... 

Senator Connally: Then you believe -in changing the Govern
ment ·of the United States from its constitutional democratic 
system into a communist state, do you not? 

Mr. Browder: You are identifying the present economic ~ystem 
of the United States with the American democracy, which I 
cannot accept .... If you will allow me to illustrate my point, 
I would point out to you the ~essage to Congress by Abraham 
Lincoln .... T~at was in December, 1861. 

Senator Connally: Let us get down a little closer to the. Com
munist Party. There wasn't any Communist Party, was there, in 
the days of Lincoln? 

Mr. Browder: Oh, yes, there was a Communist Party, then, 
19 
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and the Communists had comn1issions in the Union Army under 
Linc·oln . . 

Senator Connally: Well, if Lincoln had found it out, he would 
probably have put most of them ill: jail, I think. 

· Mr. Browder: Lincoln carried on corresponclence with the Com
munist Party. That is a matter of historical record. 

Senator Connally: ... If you attain your objective of establish
ing a communist state, you . would have to change the ConstituM 
don of the United States, would you not? ... 

. . 

Mr. Browder: I would not exclude the possibility of the chang-
ing of the Constitution, but I ·say this is not the essence of the 
question, and this is a purely ·incidental question of a technical 
juridical nature .... 

Senator Connally: Let us go back to the democratic processes. 
One of the things about democracy is to bring things out in the 
open and discuss them . and let everybody know about them~ · 

\ 

Mr. Browder: That is it. 

Senator Connally: And all that this bill does is to reguire the 
filing by certain organizations 'that come within its terms of in
formation about themselves . ... 

Mr. Browder: Besides the objections I have already stated, I 
would add ~hat we would have the same objection to making 
matters of public record the names of our members, which is also 
required here. . . . We would have the same objection to that as . 
Republicans in Texas who would absolutely object to making a 
matter of public record everybody who has re~tions with the 
Republican Party in Texas. 

Senator Connally: All right. 
. " 

Mr. Browder: Because it would mean economic boycott and 
harm to them. . . . 

20 
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Senator Connally: ... The political ideal of your organization 
is Russia, is it not? They are set up over there. That is a commu
nist setup, is it not? · 

Mr. Browder: Well, I would not state it in that way, of course. 

Senator Connally~ State it in your own way. 

Mr. Browder: I would say that in the Soviet Union we have · 
the :first concrete example of the working out of the principles of 
socialism or communism. 

Senator Connally: Communism? 

Mr. Browder: Of which socialism is the :first stage; that, there
fore, from that country you have the :first chance to learn con
cretely in life the problems involved in the change-over for all 
cou1:1tries. That is, there is a certain universal validity in this ex
perience which, however, has to be taken in connection with the 
concrete historical differences in all countries. That is, while in 
essence the problems involved are the same, the historical form 
in which they will be developed will be different for each country, 
in the same way in which republicanism and democracy developed 
in different forms in each country. 

Senator Connally: Yes. You would like to see the Russian 
system instituted in the United States, would you not? 

Mr. Browder: No, no. I want to see the American system in
stituted in the United States. · · · 

Senator Connally: . . . You want. to see an American system 
on the Russian pattern, do you not? 

Mr. Browder 1 No, I do not take Russia as a pattern .... I 
could accept your formula only if it is clearly understood that it 
is the same way in which the establishment of the Americ~n. Re
public became ~· model for the republican movement in all coun
tries of the world. In that sense, I could accept your point of view. 
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Senator Connally: You think the Russian idea is all right, but 
it ought to be refined a little and sort of brought up to the 
American standard, is that it? 

Mr. Browder: I object to calling it a ((Russian idea." ... If you 
are going to identify it with the. national origin, you would :find 
it difficult, because the :first great theoretician of the movement 
was a German. 

Senator Connally:· Mr. Marx? 

Mr. Browder: But he formulated his theory primarily in Eng
land, on the basis of British experience. . . . And the :first large
scale application of these theories came in Russia. . . . 

So you have at least a triple national origin, if you trace it to 
the main contributing sources; but if you go a little farther from 
the geographic, you will :find that from the stream of the phil
osophical development of the human race, the sources which were 
drawn upon were world-wide and went back into the very roots 
of history. 

Senator Connally: ... Do you admire the constitutional sys
tem of Russia, in which they take them out and try them after 
supper, then shoot them before daylight? 

Mr. Browder: Well, of course, you will pardon me if I can
not accept your description of the constitutional system of 
Russia. ' 

Senator Connally: ... Did not Stalin purge a great many 
generals and army officers and others, here, a year or two ago, on 
the principle of trying them today and shooting them tomor

? row . ... 

Mr. Browder: I would suggest that on this su}?ject you would 
consult with the French people and ask them if they do not 
think they should have followed the example of the Soviet Union 
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a few years ago. . . . The political question that you raise as to 
whether traitors in high office should be detected in time and 
taken out and dispose of in some way or other, I will answer that 
in the affirmative. 

Senator Connall';: Without trial? 

Mr. Browder: No, no .... I believe in giving them legal 
process. 

Senator Connally: Well, everybody believes in that, here in 
this country. 

Mr. Browder: I hope so, but sometimes I doubt it. 

Senator Connally: Of course, if there is a traitor over here, 
we try him according to law. We do not take him . out and 
Ku-Klux ·him. 

Mr. Browder: Well, it has been known to happen in the 
United States . ... 

You have very inaccurately and distortedly represented the 
position of the Soviet Union .... 

Senator Connally: .. ~ You say you cannot accept my idecis 
about the . constitutional . guarantees in Russia. What are the 
great outstanding guarantees of the Russian Constitution? 

. Mr. Browder: Well, the guarantee of a job, the guarantee · 
that the rights of free speech and free assembly will not remain 
empty for the masses of the people, by placing at their disposal 
the auditoriums, the radio and the press of the country .... 

· Senator Miller: Going back to the theory of the Communist 
Party in Russia, where they believe in work for everybody, educa
tion, and maklng a reality of freedom of speech. Now, as a 
matter of fact, their theory has not worked out over there, has it, 
Mr. Browder? 
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Mr. Browder: I think it has worked out very well. 

Senator Miller: Isn't it an actual fact in Russia, or do you 
. know, from experience, that under the Communist regime in 
Russia the peasant class may have obtained security but have 
utterly lost all freedom of action and thought and motives, the 
control of their individual lives? Isn't that the actual fact about 

. . 

how it has worked out ov·er there? 
~ 

Mr. Browder: No, I would challenge sUch a statement .. _ .. 
In answering that, I would direct myself first of all to the ap
parent contradiction that you place between security and free
dom .... I do not think there is any such contradiction inherent 
in the natural situation of the world. That is, it is not a natural 
law. Of course, there is a contradiction between the ideal of 
security and the ideal of freedom under our present regime. 
That is not only true of security and freedom; the whole nature 
of our present system of society places all the great ideals in 
contradiction with one another .... I would refer again to a 
point which I started to develop under a previous question, and 
which was unwelcome at that moment. I would call your atten
tion to a very important section of the message to Congress, 
delivered by Abraham Lincoln in December, 1861-

Senator Miller: Yes, I am familiar with that. 

!vir. Brcwder: In the first year of the Civil \Xlar. In that 
Lincoln developed what became his ·famous elaboration of the 
questions of labor and capital, and if you will recall that famous 
document of Lincoln's, it certainly represents one of the basic 
stages of the development of Am"~ricanism. He Very specifically 
places his whole conception of Amer~canism in opposition to the 
idea that Americanism and liberty and security were to be 
achieved on the basis of stabilizing relations between capital, 
owning the economy of the country, and wage labor. He was 
able to do that at that time very convincingly, because a vast 
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majority of the people of the country at that time were neither 
capitalists nor wage laborers, a.nd ·as against the capitalists and 
the wage. laborers, he placed the center of the d~-'mocracy of our 
country then upon the majority who were neither, but he pointed 
out the great danger that the growing dominance of this rela
tionship between Caaitalist and laborer in the country threatened 
to destroy American democracy. 

Senator Miller: YeS, and I quite agree with him the great 
majority of the peoi!>le, the backbone of this country; and if our 
country's_ills are to be solved, they are to be solved by that great 
majority, which is not the so-called capitalists, nor is it so-called 
((organized labor," either .... 

Mr. Browder: Of course, on a question of fact, I have to 
take issue with you there, when you say that the great majority 
of Americans are still excluded from the two categories of capital 
and labor. 

Senator Miller: I believe they are. Where I come from, there 
are ((the great open spaces." 

• 

Mr. Browder: Statistics I think will not bear you out, for the 
great majority of the American people are wage workers. 

Senator Miller: That would depend entirely upon the defini
tion of a wage ~orker. . · 

Mr. Browder: I might well take the definiticn that Lincoln 
used in the develoPment of that message to Congress. . . . You 
see the point which Lincoln developed in that famous message 
was precisely this, that the relations of employer a!ld employee 
constituted the great danger to American democracy, and that 
. those who do not enter into the influences of those relationships 
were at that time the foundation of American democracy. That 

· foundation is gone, my dear sir, today, so far as the majority of 
the country is concerned. 

25 



Senator Miller: I do not agree with you on that. Whenever 
we lose that sustaining force in this country, we are in a bad 
shape. 

Mr. Browder: We have lost it, my friend, for the whole 
period of the twentieth century, and we are losing it more every 
day. . . . However much we may bemoan the fact, it is 
a fact, and it is within the framework of that fact that we have 
to work out the problems of democracy today. This is the point 
which all of the ideologists of the day refuse to reccgnize, but 
precisely this is the point upon which their plans are all going 

"' 

to come to wreck. 

Senator Miller: There is the fundamental difference between 
my political philosophy and your political philosophy. 

' 

Mr. Browder: That is true. Mine is a growing one, and yours 
is one that is going out. . . . 

Senator Connally: Mr. Browder, let me ask you one other 
question .... Life means a desire to lead one's own life, to in
dulge in one's own contacts, social, cultural, and educational, 
and for a man to think what he pleases, and to speak what he 
thinks. 

Mr. Browder: That is right. 

Senator Connally: Those are the characteristics of the Ameri
can system as we have known it, are they not? 

Mr. Browder: Those are some of the characteristics. · 

Senatorr _Connally: Well, let us say that those are our ideals, 
whether we attain them or not. . . . You are living here under 
the -protection of the American Government. You were born here, 
I suppose? 

Mr. Browder: Oh, yes. My ancestors settled in Virginia in 
1680. 
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Senator Connally: That goes back to the foundation. Now, 
under that system America has become what it is? 

Mr. Browder: That is right. 

Senator Connally: And yet you want to change that whole 
system, do you not~ 

Mr. Browder: No, not the whole system, no .... Those 
splendid ideals that you have just been talking about I would 
not want · to change at all. I would only like to realize them 
better. 

Senator Connally: Do you not think we had better devote our
selves to working out our own institutions and our own tradi
tions and our own Cotlstitution in the attainment of those ideals, 
rather than tO go over and import a lot of foreign ((isms" and 
false doctrines from Russia? 

Mr. Browder: Well, if there are false doctrines being im
ported of course we will find it out, and we will reject them. 

Senator Connally: Well, we are trying to find them out, now, 
and you will not let us find them out. You will not file the 
information about your doctrines. 

Mr. Browder: Oh, yes. As far as these ((isms" that you are 
talking about are concerned, the great complaint against the 
Communists is not that we hide them but that we spread them 
too far .... In the last nine months I have spread my funda
mental views on the present world situation and the p~esent issues 
in our country in some three and one half million pamphlets, 
not trying to hide them at all. On the contrary, the one object 
that I and my Party have is to get these views placed for careful 
and serious consideration before the public. 

Senator Connally: How much did it cost to print and dis
tribute those three and one ha~f million pamphlets? 
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Mr. Browder: I do not know. Most of these pamphlets sell 
for as low as lc and 2c, and more than pay for their cost of 

· production. We do not distribute literature free, you know. 

• 

Senator Connally: You do not? 

Mr. Browder: Except leaflets.-We sell all ef our literature .... 
Could I say just in conclusion, if there are no more ques-

t1ons-
. ~ 

Senator Connally: Anything you want to say. Go ahead. 

Mr. Browder: I would like to say in regard to certain questions 
that have been raised here, which I did not take up in the first 
place, with regard to the Soviet Union, and as to relations of 
the United States, and what attitude we should take towards it, 
I should like to say that in my opinion, quite apart from any 
questions of attitude toward the doctrines of socialism or com
munism, but approaching it from the broadest standpoint of 
Americans interested in their own country, in a very dangerous 
world whatever we may think about the economic system, it is 
my firm conviction that the future-of our country, whatever its 
economic system, requires the constant development of closer 
relations with the people of the Soviet Union and their govern
ment. I think the protection of America under any system in 
the world today requires rapprochement between the United 
States and the Soviet Union. 

Senator ·Connally: Well; Germany believes in that too? She 
is cultivating Russia, is she not? . . 

Mr. Browder: ·German influence is directed, like British in
fluence today, towards trying to break up th~se relations and 
to make them tnore difficttlt. 

Senator Connally: Let me ask you one mor~ question. Your 
organization of course does not believe in war under any circum
stances, does it? 
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Mr~ Browder: No, we are ~ot pacifists in principle. 

Senator Connally: You are not? 

Mr. Browder: We conceive that there have been and probably 
may· be again such things as just wars which have to be sup
ported. 

• • 

Senator Connally: If the United States were invaded, would 
you call our defense a just war? 

Mr. Browder: Oh, yes. 

Senator Connally: Would you he willing to fight? 

Mr. Browder: -I certainly would. 

Senator Connally: You would not ask any questions? You 
would be ready to fight for the Government? 

Mr. Browder: Whatever the regime, I would be opposed to 
invasion and would support its resistance .... 

Precisely on the question of war and · peace, the whole policy 
of a party is tested as to whether it is correct or not. The rise 
and fall of parties in American history has always been con
nected with questions of war and peace. These are not questions 
on which parties cancel their differences. On the contrary, these 
are questions on which parties decide who is right and who is 
wrong in a large political sense. 

Senator Connally: Is there anything in your constitution on 
the subject of your beliefs as to the rights of the Government 
to fight-war, peace, and so on? ... 

Ar!r. Browd'er: In the constitution of our Party, we support 
the Constitution of the United States against all of those who 
in any way would attack it, from within or without, to take away 
from the American people any of their achievements that are 
registered in that document. . . . 
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Senator Connally: I am amazed that you want to hide and 
keep secret the ((great fundamentals," as you call them, of your 
Party. 

Mr. Browder: Nothing to hide, Senator, except we do not 
want to help the enemies of our Party to create blacklists of Our 
tnembers; and there is a movement in this country, a very un-

• 
American movement, to try to deny the right of livelihood to 
people because they believe that our Gov~rnment could be served 
better under a socialist system than under capitalism. . . . . 

Senator Connally: There is no identity between socialism as 
such and communism? · 

, 

Mr. Browder: Of course. Of course there is . ... Socialism is 
tnerely the first sti:tge of communism. . 

Senator Connally: What is the last stage? 

Mr. Browder: The last stage is the complete achievement of 
these measures of the common ownership of the economy, and 
the development to the point where it is no longer even necessary 
to have any kind of discrimination in distribution .... 

Thank you, Senator, for your courtesy. 

Senator Connally: Thank you, Mr. Browder; very glad to 
have had vou here. 

~ 
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