No matter how cmtical one may
have been of the communist
movement, no one could: possibly
have expected the communist case
to be so empty and unprineipled
as it was presented by Earl
Browder at the debate between
Norman Thomas and Browder in
New York., Even granting (as one
of the communist papers claimed)
that- Browder deliberately refused
to meet the points Thomas raised
because he did not want to
“sharpen”. the situation, the de-
fense of the present communist
situation must still be g little
stronger and-more consistent if it
is to be even taken serioudly.
After all, a movement which
claims to be the vanguard of the
world proletariat must haye ‘more
to show in its favor than simply
the desire to establish a united
‘front! We are not Christians, and
bortherly love does not make .a
very dmn*auc appeal,

Some -of Browder’s atiempts to
show the difference between coni-
munism  and , reformism were,
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lutionists will hare to insist that
the United States~enter the war
on the side of the Soviet Union!
And naturally, in such a war, it
will be the duty-of the workers to
support - the American govern-
ment which is c'onducting a “pro-
gressive™ war!

So all the charges of chauvin-
ism 'revolutionary Soclalists have
been directing at the Communists
are not manufactured. No{ only
are"we to be asked to support a

war once it is declared, we are to|
go about agitating for a war wheni{

there is no war. And Browder
wants the American Socialists to

believe that after the American|
capitalists, for their own imperial. |
ist inteyests have entered a war,|
somehow or other we will be ablej

to maneuver them to participate
in such a war only for the benefit
of thé Soviet” Uniont

The Sale of Oil -

How the minds of those who de-
pend for their ideas upon the So-
vie} Union operate was shown
nicely in Browder's attempt to de-

really: }udlcrous The communists_nsfend the Soviet Union's contirnued

he de&lared believe in prﬁetar‘an
dict ato*shtp and Soviet power,
the reformists’ do not. This repeti-
tion.. qf ancient formulas is abso-
lutely meaningless under present
cncumsta,nces Since when do we
judge a' movement by a few
phrases in its program? Do we not
remember Lenin's warning: “He
who believes in words is an idiot?”

Browder weil knows that today,
as in the past, some of the worst
forms of opportunism in practice
can cover themselves with revolu-
tionary phiases on paper. Did not
the ‘two-and-a-half Internatlonal
include belief in proletarian dicta-
torship and Soviet .power in its
progress? Even Xaulsky and Hil-
ferding at ohe time professed
agreement with these ideas, But
the communists today no more
apply a policy consistent with this
belief than did Kautsky when he
was appliyng for admission to the
Comintern.

Phrases and Action

A glance at the events of re-
cent years will further demon-
strate the futility of judeging a
movement by & coupie of phrases
in its pregram. The communisis
‘had for years been talking about
proletarian dictatorship, Soviet

sale of oil to Italy even after the
application of sanctions. Browder
completely justified the Soviet

Union's declaration that only if all):

other couniries discontinued sell-
ing oil will it also discontinue.
This Browder explained #s a-clev-
er use ©Of the Soviet Union's in-
ternatfonal power to compei cap-~
italist countries to stop selling oil
to Italy. What Browder and the
Russian leaders "fail to see is the.
discrediting of. the Soviet Union as
& result of its practice of what
looks to the intermational -work-
ing class as pure capitalist d;plo-
macy.

'I'I‘e Soviet Union's dependence
upon a declration of sanctions be-
fore it stopped. seiling wheat, coal
and other articles, its continued
sale of oil even afier the applica-
tion of sanctions, give the impres-
sion that the Soviet Union is will-
ing to do only the things {hal the
capitalists do, It is no wonder

that the Yipseis left the hall re-)

ferring  to Brov’der “0il"
‘Browder,
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power and armed upricing., But
was their aclisn in Cermany cen-
sistent with such taik? Quite the!
opposite. When the crucial mo-,
ment arvived thair agtion was,
complete cap! uu"*on in prac-

tice. In Ausiria ani Srala, ¢ i.‘.'-'
other hangd, there wore ol : Looinle
ist Pariies vhien’ hadl nover ine
cluded belief. in arm2>d uvr-.r*i
in their program. But when a
crucial moment arrived and the'
interests of .the proletariat de-

‘manded armed resistance ‘to reac- |

tion, these parties were found at
the head of the workers, .

If such a situation could devel-
op at 'a time when the commin-
ists were still showiing abut
“proletarian  revoiution;,” how
‘much more probable is it todny,
when the communists have for~|
gotten ail about revolution and
are concentrating on defending
democracy against fascism and
supporting capitalist’ governments
in gooxd wars?

Naturally no such discussion
could take place without an air-
‘ing of the Communists’ new posi-
tion on war. On this point, no one
can accuse Browder of having
been equivocal. Should the Soviel
Union, he declared, be attacked
by Japan and Germany, it would
be t—easmt to adtrocate nerality |
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Whose “New Lino’f

Even on the more favorable as-
pects of the Comintern’s new line
Browder left a cloud of doubt.
Thomas wanted to know whether
the new line is really a new line
¢r just a temporary moratorium.
Browdsr not only refused to an-
swer, he even refused to acknowl-

contented himself with making
facetious.remarks about “Thomas’
new line” which may or may not
have bcen funny. This is one of
‘the worst manifestations of the
unprincipiedness of the Comin-
tern. Lale

In s¢pite of the poor casc Brow ‘
der presented, the debale was of
great value. It really demonstrated
to skeptical comrades ihat the
present communist position is un-
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tefendable, and that no salvation
can be ouked 'or from. that d.-i
rection, i
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