One thing is clear. That is, that
American imperialism is now conduct-
ing a drive to dominate the world.
Another thing is also clear: namely,
that the reactionary forces of the
country driving for imperialist world
domination are making a determined
effort to mobilize the veterans as a
mainstay in putting across their
reactionary policies. It is up to the
democratic forces of the country to
see that these reactionary forces do not
mobilize the many millions of veterans
in this reactionary cause. The bulk of
~ the veterans, in my opinion, are demo-
cratically minded, but this in itself is
not sufficient guarantee of a progres-
~ sive policy on their part. These great
L masses of veterans must be organized

and taught. Otherwise they can fall

under reactionary leadership and be
~ used as instruments by American im-
~ perialism. It is therefore of the most
~ profound importance to the future of
~ our country and the whole world that
- the great mass of the veterans of this
~ and the other wars take their place
within the ranks of the great demo-
cratic coalition, They and organized
labor must provide the very backbone
of this democratic coalition. If labor
and the veterans, or a major part of
the veterans, will work together, then
democracy and progress are safe in the
United States. But if the monopolists
succeed in driving a wedge between
the labor movement and the veterans,
then indeed everything democratic in
this country and all the hopes that
have been roused in the world for
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future peace will be in grave danger.
A major problem, perhaps the most
important single political problem in
America at this time is precisely to
cement this alliance between trade
unionists and veterans. One of the
most important means to that end
was pointed out by Comrade Potash
when he emphasized organization of
the veterans within the ranks of the
trade unions themselves as the basis
for a constructive policy in the various
veterans’ organizations.

Our Party particularly must speak
out with regard to the veterans. We
must” help teach the veterans the role
of the trade unions during the war.
Yes, and we must also teach the vet-
erans the wartime role of the Commu-
nist Party. For if there was one organ-
ization in America that went down
the line to win this war in season and
out of season, in spite of such revi-
sionist errors as we were afflicted with,
it was the Communist Party. We gave
this war a support that no other or-
ganization in the country gave it, and
we must see to it that the veterans un-
derstand this fact,

Our Party must speak out clearly,
and I think it is doing a reasonably
good job, in voicing the demands of
the veterans. To speak at the decisive
moment, to really put into words the
demands of the veterans is funda-
mentally important. Pete Cacchione
just told us of the Bonus March, the
famous Bonus March in '32. Pete
spoke about a meeting of Communists
in Washington who projected the
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slogans for this March. And this is
true. The movement took on greater
scope than we were able to foresee,
but we were the ones who gave the
initiative to this big movement. This
goes to illustrate the importance of
being able to sound the correct slogans,
to have a correct policy.

I think the delegates here have ex-
pressed the essential demands of the
veterans at this time. I am not going
to talk at any length upon that. There
seems to be one question, however,
that is troubling our veterans. This is
the question of where the veterans are
going to go to find an organization. In
this respect, I think the resolution
adopted by our National Committee at
its recent meeting is sound. That re-
solution puts main emphasis upon the
ex:snng mass veterans orgamzanons,
the American Legion and the Vet-
erans of Foreign Wars. For it is a fact
that hundreds of thousands of worker-
veterans are streaming into these or-
ganizations and it would be a crime
tc automatically surrender these great
masses of veterans to the reactionary
leadership of the Legion and of the
Veterans of Foreign Wars. But we also
cannot ignore the fact that there are
thousands, perhaps hundreds of thou-
sands and maybe millions, in fact, of
veterans who don’t like the American
Legion, who are suspicious of the
American Legion because of its reac-
tionary record and who also are not
attracted to the Veterans of Foreign
‘Wars. Amongst these masses undoub-
tedly, in fact we see it already, organ-
izations are beginning to take shape.
Especially there will be such organiza-
tions amongst Negro veterans. Our
Party must be very alert and keep in
touch with these tendencies as well as
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to give full support to all independent

mass organizations of veterans of a
progressive character.

But it would not be the part of
wisdom for us to come forward with
a slogan for a general independent or-
ganization of veterans. Such a slogan
could serve no purpose at this particu-
lar time. It would isolate the progres-
sive forces from the big mass veterans
organizations that are already in ex-
istence. But if the veterans of World
War Number Two decide in consider-
able masses that they must have a new
organization, the Communists will
play their full part in all such develop-
ments, ‘

There are some people who think
that progressives cannot function in
the American Legion and other con-
servative and reactionary veterans or-
ganizations. This is a mistake. There
must be no stand-off attitude toward
these organizations as there was after
the last war. The American Legion,
from the very outset, had such a reac.
tionary reputation that left-wingers
and progressives generally wanted to
have nothing to do with the organiza-
tion. I remember how in 1920, when I
was invited to speak to a big American
Legion post in Chicago, I was proba-
bly one of the first left-wingers ever
to speak to the American Legion.
There must have been a thousand
members there when I spoke and 1
was given a fine reception. I was in-
vited because of the trade union mem-
bers of that post. Yet many left-wing-
ers said, “Well, Foster's beginning to
go haywire. Now he’s gone and
spoken to an American Legion post.”
(Laughter)

Let me give you a few examples of
how worker members of the Legion



responded during the stormy period of
‘the big 1919 steel strike. Throughout
‘the steel areas the American Legion,
‘dominated by reactionaries, appeared
openly as a strike-breaking organiza-
“tion. I remember going into the City
of Wheeling, West Virginia, where
some 20,000 or more steel workers
were on strike. The strike had been
on for 14 weeks and the tension was so
- great that almost civil war conditions
~ existed there, as in many other steel
- centers. The strike was absolutely
~ solid, not a wheel turning in any of
~ the mills. The Chamber of Commerce
and the bosses of the city were des-
perate to get that strike broken. And
I was billed to make a speech in
Wheeling. The American Legion met
and publicly announced that if Foster
spoke the American Legion was going
to throw him in the Ohio River. And
I I may add that the Ohio River
| flowed very conveniently by the city.
(Laughter)

The workers there who had gone
into the American Legion in large
numbers took up the battle against the
reactionaries, who were all former
Army officers. (Laughter) That seems
to be a familiar situation. (Laughter)
It turned out, however, these officers
couldn’t mobilize enough members
of the American Legion to throw me
in the Ohio River. (Laughter) When
I got off the train, I was met by a dele-
gation of about 100 workers, mostly
members of the American Legion. I
remember, I said to the man who led
them, “Who are these people? Are
they ours or somebody’s else’s”?
(Laughter) He said, “It’s all right,
they're ours.” (Laughter) So we went
through with that meeting. The reac-
tionary leaders were not able to destroy
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it. It so happened, however, that I was
billed to speak the same night in
Steubenville, which is some 30 miles
from Wheeling. So the Legion officials
said, “Something happened. We didn’t
quite get our forces organized in
Wheeling. But we’ll fix Foster's feet
in Steubenville.” Before the meeting,
the American Legion leaders sent word
to us that “If you open that meeting
we’re coming in and carry Foster out
off the platform.” Well, in Steuben-
ville, as in Wheeling, the steel workers
and miners at the meeting had also
largely become members of the Le-
gion, and they sent a written note to
the leaders of the American Legion,
saying, “Come right along. But if you
do, it will not be Foster who is carried
out.” (Laughter) Our meeting went
through without interruption.

Of course the progressive forces,
members of the veterans organizations,
have more favorable circumstances to
work under now than in the stormy
days of 1919, when the Legion was
openly reactionary and when the
whole country was deep in a tremen-
dous open-shop drive by the employers
against the labor movement.

I want to conclude my brief remarks
by saying something on the experience
with revisionism that the Party has
had during the past several months.
The reason I am mentioning that at
the present time, or the special reason,
is because many of the veterans were
not present during this very critical
period in the life of our Party and I
would like to give you just briefly a
little idea of what happened and why.

How did our Party come to make
the mistake that it did—the mistake
of developing an international perspec-
tive of frictionless and automatic col-
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lzboration between the big capitalist
powers themselves and with the Soviet
Union on an international scale; and
in this country, a corresponding per-
spective of a close class collaboration, a
continuation of national unity over into
the postwar period, with the em-
ployers voluntarily raising the work-
ers’ wages drastically. Obviously, from
the present situation, we say that that
perspective, both on an international
scale and on a domestic scale, was
wrong. We see the international
tensions that are developing, actually
threatening war. We also see the
sharpening of the class struggle here
at home. How then did the Party
make this great mistake in estimating
the international and domestic situa-
tion, particularly with regard to the
postwar period? It is a long and com-
plicated story but perhaps I can give
you a general idea in a relatively few
words.

During the war, as you know, there
was a close international collaboration
between the Soviet Union, Great Brit-
ain, the United States and China.
From this collaboration, Browder
concluded, especially after the Tehe-
ran Agreement, that this collaboration
would be extended over into the post-
war period, so that all serious friction
between the great powers would
be easily liquidated. Browder thus
ignored completely the nature of the
collaboration that the monopolists in
our country were giving to the Soviet
Union and to other countries involved.
He ignored the fact that the American
monopolists in this war-time interna-
tional collaboration were fighting first
of all for their own imperialist in-
terests. They were striving primarily
to eliminate two of their most serious
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competitors in the world, Germany
and Japan. They did not have in mind
the same objectives that the great mas-
ses of the American people had:
namely, to destroy fascism, to bring
about peace in the world, to establish
international  democracy.  Browder
ignored the fact that once the war was
over, these imperialist powers would
reopen their struggle and carry on
these conflicts in a sharpened form,
one that might very easily become
highly dangerous. Especially, Browder
ignored the fact that American im-
perialism, the strongest imperialism of
all, following this war, would under-
take a campaign to dominate the
world.

On the domestic scene, during the
war, there was, as you know, a certain
measure of national unity among all
classes, such as it was. Browder, in
formulating the policy of the Party,
ignored the fact that the capitalists in
this country were fighting the war
primarily for their own class interests,
not for the national democratic in-
terests of the American people. If
there was some degree of national
unity during the war, and there was,
it was because the capitalists’ interests
coincided, to a certain extent, with
those of the nation at large, in want-
ing to sccure the defeat of Germany
and Japan. Browder ignored the fact
that although these great monopolistic
interests and forces were compelled to
make concessions to the worker dur-
ing the war, that, as soon as the war
was over, they would sharpen up the
class struggle again, undertake to take
away these concessions from the work-
ers and to increase their exploitation.
In fact, Browder forgot or ignored the
fact, that Lenin’s analysis of imperial-
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ism remained valid, that the Marxian
concept of the class struggle remained
- valid, and that these basic Marxist
- principles had not been wiped out by
this war,

When we look back over these mis-
takes, it seems that they were very
~ crude in character. But there was
- something subtle about them, after
all. The fact remains that it was not
~ only our Party that made this mistake,
but every other Party I know of in the
Western Hemisphere. From none of
these Parties were there any voices
raised against the wrong policies that
were initiated by Browder. How can
we explain this? It's true, Browder
had great prestige and when he pro-
posed these policies, there was a tend-
ency for these other Parties, like our
own, to accept them uncritically. This
is only another way of saying, how-
ever, that the other Communist Parties
in this Hemisphere, like our own,
were badly lacking in Marxist-Leninist
training.

You veterans, what part did you
play in all this? Of course, you had
very little to do with the actual mis-
takes of the Party. And I have spoken
to some veterans coming back who
said: “Too bad I wasn’t here, or we
wouldn’t have made this mistake.”
(Laughter) Now, I don’t know how
you fellows felt about this whole mat-
ter in Europe, in the Western Pacific
and in the other points where you
were, but I must say that although
there were letters flowing back and
forth all the time, there were very few,
if any, that came to our attention
criticizing the Party policy at the time
when the Party revisionist policy was
in force. So I hope that you don’t take
too proud an attitude in this matter
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and be too unforgiving of the Party
leadership for making this mistake.

One thing we have got to recognize
in this situation and that is we must
make a distinction between the Party
and Browder. The Party has recog-
nized that it has made the mistake,
as the other Parties in the Western
Hemisphere are doing and is now
honestly correcting that mistake. Com-
munist Parties have made serious
mistakes before. If you will read
Stalin’s  pamphlet on “Mastering
Bolshevism,” you will also see how
he points out to the leading cadres of
the Russian Party, the most developed
of all Communist Parties, how they
made the mistake of actually forget-
ting the capitalist encirclement of the
Soviet Union. And what could be a
more dangerous mistake than that?
The main thing that distinguishes a
Communist Party from other Parties
is not that it never make mistakes.
Communist Parties do make mistakes,
even though they are not as frequent
as other Parties’ mistakes. But the
great thing about the Communist
Party is precisely that it recognizes
its mistakes, analyzes them self-critical-
ly and corrects them. It’s such a correc-
tion that our Communist Party has been
making.

But Browder has not recognized his
mistake, is not correcting his mistake.
He is developing deeper and deeper
his opportunistic line. Actually Brow-
der went so far as to set himself up as
the theoretician for the bourgeoisic of
the world, particularly of the Ameri-
can big bourgeoisie. It's a plan to save
and rebuild world capitalism. That is
the substance of his book on Teheran.
He has not retreated one inch from
that. On the contrary, word has come



112

to us in the National Office that there
are some Browderites, or confused
elements in our Party, who are now
trying to justify Browder's line by
circulating rumors through the Party
to the effect that the reason for the
present world situation of tension and
struggle and for the sharpened class
struggle in the United States is because
we departed from the line of Browder.
(Laughter) They say that because of
our wrong line we have united the
bourgeoisic, and now look what we
confront. Such an argument is pretty
idiotic, but it shows to what extremes
those elements will go who want to jus-
tify the bankrupt Browder line that our
Party repudiated.

Comrades, the main thing is that
our Party has freed itself, or is rapidly
frecing itself, from this revisionism;
is learning how to be a fighting Party
again. Even before the Teheran
Plenum of two years ago, the tendency
of Browder was more and more to
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tail behind the bourgeoisie. He did not
exercise a sufficient criticism of the
Roosevelt Administration, nor take a
sufficiently independent Party position,
with the result that the independent
role of our Party was weakened, the
fighting calibre of our Party was un-
dermined. What we are doing now is
to teach the Party to fight once more,
to stand up on its feet and take an
active part in these great struggles
that are now developing all over the
country, You veterans will be particu-
larly valuable in this respect.

What we need now is for the vet-
erans particularly, on the basis of your
experience abroad, on the basis of the
splendid, the wonderful experience
that you have had in participating in
the smashing of fascism, to give to the
Party your fine militant spirit. I am
convinced that this conference here
will go.down in history of the Party as
one of the most important that it has
ever held.






