—_———

From a People’s Upheaval
1o a Class Movement
by John Pepper (New-York)
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It was a people’s upheaval against big capital, not a move-
ment only of workers and exploited farmers, but a‘so well-to-do
farmers, small businessmen and even small-town bankers and
small manufacturers who joined the camp of the discontented
element. y

It was a people’s upheaval, not a class movement. That is
its strong side and also its weak side. It is its strong side be-
cause it secured a quick victory. 1t is its weak side because, not
being a real class movement it is dominated by the ideology of a
narrow-minded lower middle class and by ihe hesitation and
selfish interests of well-to-do farmers. The victory of the Farmer-
Labor Party of Minnesofa against the capitalist parties was a
tremendous defeat for our deadly enemy, the capitalist class, but
it was nof the workers and exploited farmers who were the real
victors,

In the long run it is impossible for the same party fo
serve the interests of classes which are at such great variance as
sma'l manufacturers on the one hand and workers on the other
hand, or exploited farmers on the one hand and on the other well.
to-do farmers. It was clear from the very start that soon after
the coalition of various classes going under the name of the
Farmer-Labor Party of Minnesota had won a victory, the various
classes would begin to fall apart. It was clear in advance that
afier the first revolutionary step had heen made, that is, the break
w.th the old Republican and Democratic Parties, the second re-
volutionary siep would be inevitable, namely, the separation of
workers and exploited farmers from small businessmen, small
manufacturers and well-to-do farmers. After the election of
Magnus Johnson I wrote in the Inprecorr: “The development in
the immediate future will go much more quickly than in the past.
Years were needed before the workers and farmers became con-
viuced that the Republicans and Democrais did not wish to help
them. Months will suffice fo show them that La Follette and
Magnus Johnson cannot help them. They know today that
Coolidge 1s their enemy. Experience will show them “that La
Follette and Johnson are not their friends.” : Y

The formation of the Farmer-Labor Federation is the first
organizatorial expression of discontent of the workers and ex-
ploited farmers with the old machine of the Farmer-Labor Parly
of Minnesola,

A Small Machine or a Real Party?

It is inferesting- that the first struggle within the Farmer-
Labor Party of Minnesota, which is a strughgle between various
classes composing that party broke out over the form of organisa-
tion, and not over questions of program, .

The Farmer-Labor Party of Minnesota is not a real party
organization, but a small machine which controls the state, and
besides that, three to four hundred thousand voters. The machine

" is superlicial, and the voters are not organized locally in any
sort of organization. The Farmer-Labor Party of Minnesofa is
nothing but a small state machine of politicians, lawyers, journa-
Ists and an unorganized vague sentiment of large masses. In
the last victorious elections the masses were entirely unorganized
as a Farmer-Labor Party—as a parly; but there were three or-
anized driving forces: .1. The small legal machine of the

ﬁarmcr- Labor Party without any masses; 2. The Non-Partisan

League which is made up of farmers’ organizations; 3. The

Woﬁdng People’s Non-Partisan League which is an organiza-

tion of trade unions and other industrial labor organizations.

These three organised elements have had frequent conflicts with

one another and often clashed in their work during the election
campaign. William Mahoney, editor of the Minnesola Union

Advocate, characterized this situation very well: “The campaign

of 1922 proved that there existed friction and conflict. A number
of elements were working at cross purposes, and wasting
money and energy of Party mm:eu in the effort
dominate the movement, The Non-Pa Lea and a part
s League and the armer-Labor
forces wer
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also the radical portion of the farmers, the representatives of the
exploited farmers, began to demand the organization of the party,
the machine had to give way, and it was possible for a conference
of the Working People’s League and a conference of the Farmers’
League to take place at the same time, The official machine of
Pike, Shipstead and Magnus Johnson immediately changed tactic.
These people no longer opposed altogether the organization of a
party, but offered a plan of parly organization which would have
absolutely assured the rule and domination of the well-to-do
;armers and small businessmen over the workers and exploited
armers.

A Party of Economic Organizations or of Vofers?

The workers and exploited farmers offered and advocaied
a plan whereby the basis of the parly organization shall be
economic organizations of workers and farmers, the trade unions,
cooperatives and farmers'organizations, The Pike-Shipstead-
Magnus Johnson machine wants to organize the party on a
geographical basis, The workers and exploited farmers have a
plan whereby the trade unions, cooperatives and farmers’ organi-
zations shall elect delegates, and these delegates shall compose
the convention of the parfy and decide upon officers, nominations
and policies, The machine of the well-to-do farmers, small
businessmen and lawyers advocate a plan whereby the represen-
tation would be based on the vofe cast in the districts for Magnus
Johuson at the last election. To all appearances the issue is
only a question of befter organization, but in reality it is a
question of class-struggle. The question is whether the advanced
part, the organized workers and organized farmers shall
dominate in the party, or the uncertain, vague gellatine of voting
masses. On the other hand the question is whether the well-to-
do farmers and small businessmen shall be the leading elements
of the party, or the workers and exploited farmers. The debate
over this question, between the Minnesota Union Advocate, which
is the official organ of the Minnesota State Federation of Labor
representing 175,000 workers, and the Minnesota Star, which
was at one time a labor paper but which sold out entirely fo the
business interests and is now the organ of the Pike machine, is
highly instructive.

The Minnesota Star of September 14 says: “Between three
and four hundred thousand voters of Minnesofa have coni-
missioned Senators Johnson and Shipstead to go to Washingion
and do something—or at least say something.

“If we could assemble a convention in Minnesota, really
represenfative of the mass-mind of this state, it would be just
and .:Eer for this convention to tell our Senators what to say
in ington. This is entirely different from a Federation
convention, based on a dues system impossible of fair apportion-
ment, felling these Senators, the Congressmen and the other
elected officials what they may or may not do. J

“Such procedure may go in Russia where the franchise
is perhaps wisely resfricted at this time, but it won't go in the
state of Minnesota where the electorate know how fo read and
write and are capable of at least same capacity to think.

“History has shown that the men of America whom we
revere the most believed in mass democracy, not dictatorship.”

The Minnesota Union Advocate in "its issue of Sep-
tember 13 made the following brilliant reply to the Pike machne
and the Minnesota Star: “State chairman Pike favored a regular
Farmer:Labor convention of the party delegates elected on the
basis of the vote cast for the candidafes . . . Such a gathering
would be futile and foolish and was abandoned, ’

“It was then decided to call together those economic ele-
ments that snve the party its birth and sustenance: the organized
farmers an ormized workers, and other pr: sive economic
elements ., . . . Pike’s argument against the composition of
the conference is based on a lack of understanding of political
forces. Although he knows as a matter of fact that Foliﬁul
movements are based on economic interests, and the Farmer-
hhorPartyhadit.onglnmtheﬂn:ﬂileo!the
elements for political expression and lﬁf.m" relief, he persisis
in the splendid fiction that pure * :
justice” are the basis of political control. ?

' “That is the kind of ‘“dope” the hdmofedtbepeom g
and have picked their pockets while under its infl but the
farmers and workers and other useful elements in esofa .

“know that the Farmer-Labor Party is based on the economic
' interests of these elements, and are determined that they will not

o5 o o ascuois honaSe 5 viows b 5y




has United States, Minnesota shows the most ad-
vanced situation. Minnesota made the first organized split from
the Republican and Democratic rr and it is in Minnesota
that we see now the firsi signs of a differentiation of the classes
within the big people’s movement. We see the first separate
wganization worfus and exploited farmers within the general

s movement, against the capitalists. The organization of
Farmer-Labor Federation in Minnesota is of national
significance. True, it is noi affiliated with the national organisa-
lion of the Federated Farmer-Labor Patg.' The motion made
at the convention for sending delegates to January convention
of the Federated Fnrmer-lfnbor Party was withdrawn due to
technica) formalities. But the Farmer-Labor Federation of
Minnesota is based upon the same principles as the Federated
Farmer-Labor Party, The Farmer-Labor Federation organized
the left wing but at the same time it remained with'n the
official Farmer-Labor Party of Minnesota, and will participate

the primaries of this pa_rtgoiun as the national organization

of the Federated Farmer-33 Parly organizes the left wing

of the working class which it can reach, and ai the same time

serves as a propaganda imstrument for a broader Labor Party,
Help to Sglit the Capitalist Class!

The revolutionary elements in the United Siates today
have very complicated lasks. We must support the La Follette-
Shipstead-Magnus Johnson movement in s struggle against
the capitaiist vernment, Yei at the same fime we must
criticize them ly and mercilessly because their program
is shallow, narrow-m and in the last analysis serves but
the interests of the small businessmen and to-do farmers.

We must act as a driving force to compel the La Folletie-
Wheeler-Shipstead-Brookhari-Magnus Johnson forces (o make an
open split with the gfficial Republican and Democratic parties,
because that means that the farmers and small businessmen will
separate politically from the trusts, big business and bank capital.
But at the same time we must make every effort to organize
the workers and exploited farmers vnte and apart from the
La Folletie third party movement. e must exert ourselves to
the uimost to create a powerful, broad Laber Party.

It would be a utopia 1o believe that the mighty, broad
Labor Party could be orgamized at ome stroke, within twenty-
four hours, or at a single convention, and it s for this reason
that we must do our utmost to help organize the Federated
Farmer-Labor Party, which means fo organize the lelt wing of
the labor movement, and to use it as a driving Jorce and
propaganda instrument to win over the broad masses of workers
and exploited farmers for a class party.
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