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LABOR: KEY TO A BETTER WORLD

Wiy Socialists Look to the Working Class as the Force for Social Progress

By HAL DRAPER

For social change toward a better world, so-
_cialists believe the most important and indeed
- decisive social force is the struggle of the work-

ing class. " Why the working class?

. Why do socialists believe there is a special
connection between their own great goal of a
new- society and the interests of labor, this one
segment of society? Is it because we “idealize” workers

* ds being better, or.more clever, or more honest, or more
courageous, or more humanitarian, than.non-workers?
- —Isn’t it rather true that the workers have time and
again - “followed reactionary courses and leaders and
have by no means showed any invariable affinity for
progressive causes? -Don’t they follow the Stalinist to-

talitarianism wv countries like France and Italy; and-

Wwhere' they do not, are thaw own trade-union bureau-

grats (like .the British) much of an asset to genwine:

sgcwbwm ,E‘iq;qen@f_t.__m-b% mwl -ond- deceived. lile
wcﬁdﬁ"f'go'cis y? Arenlt.t] eu ﬁued—wu‘.hrac&

;i-i'f widice in the U. S sometimes even more so- than the,
wppér-classes? If it is true that workers are “mwmlly
pm-socwlwt why is it they have made such a mess of
t?zmgs, voting for reactionaries and fakers and support-
ing the statug quo? . .. And so on along the same lines,

Most of this type of questlonmg is based on pure and
simple misunderstanding of the socialist viewpoint
about_the working class. Especially in this country,
where the socialist movement has always been rela-
tively weak, the most popular anti-socialist notions are
most often foundet{von simple misinformation about
what socialists believe, because their voices have not
been loudly heard:

Socialists do not "ulealin" workers in any sense what-
ever.

_Taking them man for man, as individuals, there is no
reason to argue whether workers are “better” human
beings than others because they are workers. This
whole approach, whether pro or con, has nothing to do
with the socialist conception.

Good or Bad People?

Let’s underline this in a different way. If we try to
view social issues ‘as merely conflicts between Good
People and Bad People, then surely we must say that
men who insist on starving others are Bad. The T5-
cent-an-hour wage minimum-is surely a pittance, Yet
opposition even to this pittance would be strong among
employers, especially small-industry employers, while
it is virtually absent among workers. Is this the trend
among such employers because they are Bad Men? We
would find, rather, that these employers are just as
likely to be kind fathers, generous friends, charity-
givers, indulgent husbands, and not the type to deliber-
ately run over children in the street. They act one way
a§ individual atoms in the social fabric; they act an-
other way as part of their class collectwlty

- They explain. thls, when they do, by saying “Business
is business.” This is their way of distinguishing their

individual and human thoughts and role from their role .

as a member of the business: community—that is, of
their class. In the latter case, the conditions of exist-
ence and interests of “business” make out of them a
soeial force that has little resemblance to their indi-
vidual psychologies.

! Like every other class or group, the working closs is
more than the sum of its individual atoms.

. Man for man, workers are not “naturally” more pro-
socialist than anyone else. It is a question of what
direction they are pushed in by the conditions of their
ekistence as a class and by their interests as workers,
just as this is the question with every group.

' This indeed is one reason why so often socialist ideas

tend to be initiated in a systematic way not by ideolo-
gists from the working class but by men from the
“educated classes,” the bourgeoisie and intellectuals,

men like Marx or Engels, for example, who were not .

p&‘o]eta.rlans themselves — although it should be
noted that the 1mpulsmns to the systematization of such

eas- were coming from the working mdsses’ struggles .
'ahd conditions, not from other sections:of society. Indi-

a:class, and where it ds organmd._-mﬁt;j-_l
“conseious fashion.. The South is.

vidual ideologists were led to align themselves with the
working class. _

If they were drawn in this direction, it was because
here was the dynamic social force which they recognized
as the decisive one for putting flesh and blood on ideas.

When a working class is politically and socially unde-
veloped, it is well-nigh inevitable that its members will
be filled with all sorts of backward and even reaction-
ary notions. For example, it has often been found in the
U. 8. that racial intolerance decreases with amount of
education; college graduates are ‘less prejudiced, ete.
Now, in general, the children of the working classes
get less schooling than the offspring of the middle
classes and bourgeoisie. So, according to ‘this pattern,
workers should be far more filled with racism than the
rest of the population. But what is instructive is to see
where.this neat pattern does mot hold.

Class Education

. It holds best. where labor is-most poorly. organized as
¢ least - class-
Lomly a; auldr‘o'ﬂof
racism but also a sinkhole of umon-bustmg and open-
shoppism, Toward the other end of the scale, racism is

.nowhere so assiduously combated as in the more mili-

tant mass-production unions that sprang from the CIO
upheaval, like the United Auto Workers, not to speak
of the socialist movement which takes a vanguard role
against racism.

Here anti-racism is not a function of school edycation;
it is a function of class education.

More than 'that: in a union like the UAW or the CIO
as a whole, the organization iz often more anti-Jim-
Crow than the sum of its members. That is,the dynam-
ics of the elass push it as a whole more strongly against
racism, which is divisive of the class, than do the indi-
vidual opinions of its members.

What we have been emphasizing, then, is that the

socialist sees no special magic in the “worker” as an
atomized individual. The special “advantage” of the
working class (if we may call it that) springs from
certain inherent drives of its class position in society,
its ineradicable interests as a group, its conditions of
life; and this “advantage” comes into play insofar as
this class organizes itself, as it is inevitably driven to
do, and transforms the thinking and ideas of its indi-
vidual eomponents in the course of its class experiences.
We will seée what this “advantage” is.

Now It is this sort of thing thot the socialist calls the
development of class-conscicusness. As other articles in
this issue explain in sufficient detail, this country is the

one modern country in the world where the working class .

is still ot o rather elementary stage of class-conscious-
ness. Therefore it is particularly in this country, and
most particularly among academicians who have no roots
in the real social struggle of our times, that the special
role of the working class is most persistently questioned.

It would be much harder to do so in Great Britain,
for example, where this “special role of the working
class” is the daily headache of the Tories, who face as

‘opposition a party which proclaims itself as a class

party in its name.

Or in France and Italy, where (as we shall see) the
special danger of Stalinism is closely connected with
the Stalinists’ ability to use and abuse the “special role
of the working class.”

Or in almost any other European country, where the
working class is strongly organized as a class. Or even

in leading countries of "backward” Asia, where promi- .

nent roles-are played by socialist parties-in the domes-
tic struggle for pewer..

.U. S. Out of Step - R AN

In ﬁns respect, it is the Umted States whlch is “out
of step,” which is the exception to the rule (as we.dis-
cuss on page 2), and while American bour geois think-
ers may be grateful for their exceptlonal position, they
have no license to deny the rule.

The "rule" is that all over the world organized work—
ing-class struggle is inextricably bound up with every--
effort toward freedom and human emancipation, Where
the working class has been defeated, democracy and
progress and humanity has been defeated too. Where the

" forces of freedom have fought, it Is the working-class

forces that have been in the van.

There is no other sector of society of which this or
anything like it can be said—mnot the middle class, not
the “intelligentsia,” not the “educated classes,” not the
students, not the “managers,” not anyone else except
the organized proletariat, for good or ill.

What is this “advantage” which the working class
possesses willy-nilly, by virtue of the terms of its own
existence under capitalism? Here are in outline form
the special chardcteristics inherent in a social class
whose individual human components (remember) are
no better ‘or worse than you or I or any other Tom,
Dick and Harry.

(1) The conditions of life of the working class lead
it to organize in the first place—and most solidly as a
homogeneous movement.

There is, of ecourse, one other class which rivals

the working class in this respect: the capitalists them- -

selves, whose class-consciousness and
sense of class solidarity are ever-present
models for the workers themselves. But
we are speaking of forces for freedom.

Nowhere and at no time has a pre-

ers or peasants) been able to duplicate
the organizational achievements of the
working class.

The difference is no reflection on the
individual farmer. By terms of their life,
they live in atomized groups which stress
self-sufficiency, separateness, reliance in
individual effort; they are not thrown
together in crawds and subjected to si-
multaneous stresses in the heat of 'social
struggles as are workers,

Workers are taught organization net by
their superior intelligence or by outside
agitators, but by the capitalists them-
selves. They are organized on the assem~
bly lines, in the factory gangs, in shifts,
in work teams, in the division of labor of
capitalism itself. Capitalism cannot live
and cannot grow without "organizing™ s
workers and teaching them the virtues of
a form of “solidarity," of working #e-
gether,

It teaches discipline. It enforces cen-
tralization of effort. It hammers home

[Tura to last pagel

dominantly agrarian population (farm- '
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CHAPTER 2

The Special U.S. Background

- Why American
la” or Is Different’

. By~GORDON HASKELL

-7 .The American labor movement is dlﬁ'erent

from the labor movement in any other country.
One of the ways in which it differs most strrk-
ingly from most other national labor move-
ments in the capitalist portion of the world is
that it is non-socialist and even anti-socialist.

How do ~American socialists account for this fact?
Most important of all, doesn’t this non-socialist charac-
ter of the American working class contradict the so-
cialist analysis of capitalist society and prove that, in
America at “least, socialism is a utopian ideal with no
real political future?

The enemies and critics of socialism have for a long
time claimed that the peculiar history of this country

" yenders it-immune to serious socialist “infection.” In
* fact, when one surveys the formidable stream of anti-
. socialist literature devoted to proving that socialism

does nct and csmnot have any real mass appeal to the
money and energy should be poured out to convince
people that they are immune to socialist conviction.

Amel‘[:a. liké every other country in the world, has a
uniqie history, and the madern American labor move-
mient, like all otlier sections of our society, is a product
of it/ Socialists for the past century, including Karl Marx,
hdvé discussed and analyzed at length those features of
American history which have made the American work-
ing class and its labor movement different from those of
.othér lands. In fhis article, we will #ry to summarize
briefly the highlights of this analysis, and fo see what
implications it has for the socialist approach and move-
ment in America today, =

Socialists and their opponents agree that the chief
Treason a mass socialist movement has failed to develop
in this country lies in the relative fluidity of American
society throughout its history.

In much of Europe, the present ruling capitalist class
was able to come to power only after a bitter struggle
agamst the: feudal ruling class which preceded it. The
ecenomic. development. which. made. this struggle pos-
sible, and its ottcome inevitable, also created a modern
working class, From the time this class became strong
enough to put forward its own claims to social and po-
litieal recognition and power, it was opposed by a rul-
ing cluss which knew from experience that revolution-
ary change is possible, and sought to use every means
at its disposal to make sure that the bourgeois revolu-
tion ‘remained the last one,

No:Individual Escape

The modern European working class grew up in an
historically old continent with firmly established social
and economice patterns. Father and son followed grand-
father in the same occupation, or at least in the same
class. The history of Europe as well -as the concrete
circumstances of life tatght them that social, economic
and political oppression could only be fought by mass
niovements, The possibility of individual escape from
their circumstances was restricted. pretty mueh to im-
migration abroad, not to a rise out of their class in
their ‘own country.

.In the néw continent of America the situation was
far different.

. Up. to the close of the last century the great, open

frontier beckoned anyone who found life too difficult at

h&me. The vast wedlth of the country made.much room
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further up on the economic ladder, because the ladder

itself was growing by leaps and hmmds. The succeeding
-waves of immigration produced an American working

class stratified in skill and status and broken up along
national lines. All of this Worked against the develop-
ment of the kind of social and political self-consciousness
which makes the working classes of Europe an'indepen-
dent political as well as economic sector of society.

This does not at-all mean that the American workers
played no distinguishable role in American  polities.
The fact that men could escape to the rigors and oppor-
tunities of the frontier did not mean that they were
immune from grinding exploitation and poverty in all
parts of the countyy. From the end of the Civil War
there were repeated efforts to form workingmen’s par-
ties and trade-union organizations.

From that day to this, the workers’ movements have
been in the forefront of every social and political
struggle for democracy and social reform. The pioneers
of every movement—whether to broaden the franchise,
establish public education, create a system of social and
old-age insurance, or abolish racial discrimination—
have found that their strongest support came from the
workers and their movements,

These have been movements of reform within the
capitalist system. Generally speaking, the workers have
formed the shock-troops of political movements led and
controlled by middle-class and capitalist groupings. The
workingmen’s parties which were formed at various
times failed to survive the demand for immediate, con-
crete results in a society whose apparently limitless
capacity to expand opened the prospects for such re-
sults to any massively organized pressure group.

Movements of Reform

The American trade-union’ movement’s history has
run parallel to the political history of the working class.
Although many of the unions here were originally or-
ganized by socialists, and an early American Federa-
tion of Labor convention adopted a statement which
looked to the socialist reconstruction of society as the
ultimate goal of the labor movement, the dominant ten-
dency of the American labor movement has been merely
to’ win better wagés and working conditions for' its
members rather than to seek to change the ecormmlc
system,

The American workers have made enormous gains
through their trade-union movement. But these gains
have been stubbornly contested at every step by the
employers, and the resultant clash has offen led to bitter
and even bloody struggles. In these batties the employers
have traditionally been able to count on the police and
even the armed.forces to_assist them in crushing the re-
sistance of the workers, Yet time and again the American
working class has shown a solidarity, erganizational im-
agination and capacity to sacrifice and struggle which
is unsurpassed by the workers of any other country.

The American labor movement grew up as a move-
ment of the skilled workers. For many deeades attempts
to organize the semi-skilled and unskilled workers of
the new mass-production industries were thwarted by
the amployers on the one hand, and ignored or even
opposed by the old leadership of the AFL craft unions
on the other. But during the ’30s the workers flocked
into the CIO unions and finally succeeded in establish-
ing powerful and stable unions in the strongholds of
the giant monopoly industries which had resisted or-
ganization up till that time.

The rise of the CIO marked a sharp turn for the
American labor movement. The industrial unions were
formed in dramatie struggles involving sit-dewn strikes,
piteched' battles with city and company police, general
strikes which bordered on local insurrections (Minne-
apolis, Toledo), all of this marked by a high degree of
“disrespect for authority” and “direct action.”

The remarkable and apparently sudden change from a
very backward ond collaborationist weorking class to
quite violent and militant struggles was characteristic of
a fendency in American life toward sharp transforma-
tions and toward the easy use of violent methods by all
classes, particularly by the bourgeoisie. Here we see an-
other aspect of the frontier tradition, not that aspect
which safety-valved ‘the class struggle but that uspecf
which sharpened methods when it broke out.

This development tended to create unions W:th a
lively rank-and-file democracy and mass-membership
participation. From a narrow instrument for the pro-
tection and advancement of the interests of the skilled
workeérs, the organization of the mass-production indus-
tries tfransformed the American labor movement into a
social organization which seeks to represent the inter-
ests of the working class as a whole.

"Organize the Unorganized” :

For the old eraft unions, “organize the unorganized”
was-a relatively empty slogan. For the mass industrial
unions it is a pressing necessity, Large sectors of un-
organized industry are a constant threat to the exist-
ing unions. This accounts for the strenuous efforts to
extend union organization to the South, where the
workers confront the employers once again in the bhru-
tal, gloves-off and no-holds barred kind of strugeles
which used to be charaecteristic of union battles
throughout the country.

The same is ‘true of the trade-umon movement’s atti-

tude toward equal rights for Negroes and other minori-
ties. The old AFL unions had (and many. stlll have) a
shameful record of discrimination against minorities,
This was part and parcel of the skilled-worker, craft-
union, “aristocracy of labor” philosophy of these unions.

In the mass-production industries, however, it was
soon found that diseriiination was an immediate, di-
rect threat to union sclidarity and_survival. The em-
ployers made it a practice to bring Negroes in to
scab against striking workers. Many Negro workers,
having suffered disecrimination at the hands of. the
unions, saw_nothing wrong in getting jobs at the ex-

-pense of the organized workers. Quite ‘aside from ideal-

istic social considerations (which alsg were present),
the CIO unions took the lead in fighting diserimination
both inside the labor movement dnd:as practised by
employers, and many AFL unions were impelled to
follow their example:

The old divisions in the American working class which
hindered its organization and delayed the development of:
its” self-consciousness’ have beén- tending to' disappear.
Divisions: along- lines of national origin have been re~
diiced in importance ‘as the mass of the workers are now
nutive-born. Even' prejudice and" discrimination against
Negroes, that deep: disease of ‘American society; no long~
er plays the same kind of vitiating and divisive role. Re-
giohal differences and craft differences have tended to
be” rediiced in importance by the urbanization and geo-
graphic unification of the country, and by the reduction
of the skilled trades to small islands in a vast sea of
semi-skilled and unskilled production workers.

All this has tended to reduce the special characteris-
tics of the American working class as compared to the
working classes of Eufope. Nevertheless, the American
workers remain politically backward as compared to
their brothers in Europe, as we pointed out at the be-
ginning of this article,

This relative political un-self-consciousness of the
American workers and their labor movement is due to-
day primarily and above all to the aristocrati¢ eco-
nomic position which this elass enjoys as compared to
the working class of any other country.

World Labor Aristocracy

The United States bestrides the capitalist half of the
world like a colossus. It out-produces, out-sells, out-
consumeg every other country in the world, and most
of them combined, It has reached this pre-eminent posi-
tion as a result of the general tendency of European
capitalism to decline and decay hastened along by two
world wars which devastated Europe while leaving
the United States intact.

The American workers share in this prosperity. Just as
American capitalism is just about the only "going con-
cern” in @ world where the earlier-born capitalist sys-
tems are gasping for life, so the American working class
is the "labor aristocracy” of the world.

Their pesition today is roughly analogous to the
position of the British working class at the high point
of British lmpermhst development, when I:hey shared*
(however meagerly) in the exploitation of ‘millions of,
colonial slaves. That situation then produced a ritish
working class which lagged far behind its brothers in
many countries of the Continent in politeal activity

" and consciousness, and the present situation has the

same effect on the American working class.

But there are many disturbing elements in the pres-
ent prosperity of this country.

For one thing, it depends for its continuation on =

“vast expenditure for armaments, and hence on the

world tensions which make this level of armaments
politically and socially acceptable to the American peo-
ple. A prosperity based on such a foundation is the
least likely to endure, It is threatened internally by the
necessity to continually expand the armament sector in
order to keep the rest of the economy on an even keel.

And it is threatened even more ominously by the
logical issue of an armament race: world atomic war.

‘Such are the problems which face the modern American
working cldss and its labor movement. The Historic de-
velopment which has thwarted the rise of independent,
socialist class-consciousness in this country has neverthe-
less produced a class which is more homogeneous and
better organized than ever before in ifs history.

Whether or not it will rise to face and solve the new
problems which confront it depends not only on its his-
tory, but. on the conscious activity of all who see the
problems and are determined to struggle for their solu-
tion on a progressive basis.
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m The Irrepressmle Conﬂict

The Class Struggle—
And the Trade Unions

By BEN HALL

“There is no class struggle in America”: 'I:his
precept now belongs in the American catechism
along with the little boy who chopped down the
cherry tree but wouldn’t lie. And, as pres_.cnbed
by the official Way of Life, unions obstn_lately
refuse to “recognize” the class struggle_ al}d
boast proudly that they remain aloof from it.

But it “recognizes” the unions; in fagt, it creates
them. Despite the most sincere protestations of labor
officials, unions practice the class stru_ggle and a hun-
dred times a day demonstrate its persistence. .

In his recent quest for a smattering of resp_ectablhty,
Walter Reuther has lately cautioned against class
strife, and the formation of a Labor Party. But heis a
living refutation of himself:
® He appeals t6 workers fo form, join, build, and be

loyal #o their own class organizations—unions. He insists
Fhat they conduct their affairs without outside interfer-
ence and excludes not only the Cnmmu!lisf Party but
lawyers, bankers, storekeepers, and employers. Unless he
were a worker under the jurisdiction of a labor uniom,
.even J. Edgar Hoover would be barred from membership.
The union is a class institution. e

@ He insists that unions concentrate on raising the
Hiving standards and rights of their membership, that

they demand and fight for higher pay, shorter hours, -

better working conditions, security—even if this means
cutting into employers’ profits. These are class aims.
® He crusades for pensions for wage-workers. After
reaching the age of 60-65 (“too old to work but too
-young to die”) and after putting in 20-25 years of_ serv-
ice and sweat on the job, workers must retire in dignity
.and security. What is this demand but a dramatic con-
fession that tens of millions of men and women are
fated to live out their whole lives as hired wage hands—
in America?

e And through unions, workers fight for maternity
benefits, hospitalization, life insurance and death bene-
fits, From the hour of birth, through the long years
of work, to pensions, to death—all under the surveil-
lance of unionism. These demands and the unremitting
struggle to achieve them are the unconscious recogni-
tion -of the workers as a class, fixed within modern
capitalist society.

Challenge Employer "Rights"

® And far more through the unions: Reuther, and
other labor leaders who publicly spurn the class strug-
gle, challenge virtually every right of the employers:
their right fo hire and fire, to fix wages and hours, to
regulate the speed of production and the intensity of
labor, to discriminate, to promote, to transfer workers.
The only right which they concede in theory is the gen-
eral “right to own and manage” but they resist every
effort to define this right concretely as a limitation on
the range of unionism and the scope of its.demands.
Tt was such a refusal by the labor leadership that
helped to explode Truman’s Labor-Management Con-
ference in 1945.

® And they, the labor officials, call upen workers to rally
4o their own class political organizations—not a-labor
party it is true, but to a labor Political Action Commit-
4ee, or a Labor's Ledgue for Political Education. And
hrough this class-dominated political institution, candi-
‘dates for public office ore judged; fested; rejected, -or
endorsed on the basis of union criteria: Will- their candi<
dacy advance or retard the cause of labor? The conclu-
sions they reach are usually wrong, for they persist in
supporting Democrats and Republicans, but the question
4hey ask is correct: Will their candidacy advance or re-
4ard the cause of labor?

@ And their political organization is not satisfied with
vote-catching and ward-heeling. It tries to elaborate a
program and a philosophy; concerning itself not only
Wwith wages and hours but with all the problems faced
by the nation: war and peace, foreign policy, democ-
racy, race relations, industry, education, health, gov-
ernment. .

It does not—not yet—propose that the power of gov-
ernment be placed in the hands of elected representa-
tives of a labor party, but it does insist that all polities
be guided by labor's outlook. And it.appeals for support
mot only from union workingmen but from all the
poorer, ordinary people.

When he stepped into the UAW president’s chair,
Reuther summarized his aim in a slogan: “Make the
UAW the vanguard in America and the architect of
“the future.” Such is. indeed the role of the working
class, vaguely and formlessly hinted at in the words and
actions -of union leaders, foreshadowing its clear and
conscious role tomorrow.

On the big questions before the counfry, the majority
of the working class tends toward a common point of
view. And that. class against whom. it struggles, the capi-
‘falist class, which owns the-machinery of production and
‘which therefore is able to live off the labor of others,
also tends toward a common point of view. In industry,
in politics, in society the organized workers are pitted
«against the organized employers: there is your class
-struggle. p

“First organize them, then unionize them.” That is
the slogan of the United Auto Workers, It is a succinet
.statement of the task of unions, not only to enroll’
;workers as_union members but to change their whole
.outlook, to make them think as.union men. No. class
 ’struggle, no class-consciousness in America? But &

loyal, enduring union-consciousness is deeply rooted-in
the organized working class. And this union-conscious-
ness is class-consciousness at a lower level.

Nothing seemed more pitiful than the union move-
ment in the late 1920s. Tt had been decimated by an
open-shop drive after the First World War. In the

United Mine Workers, John L. Lewis had crushed union -

democracy, expelled progressives who wanted to fight
for industrial unionism® everywhere, and carried the
union into decline. The craft unions which dominated
the AFL were hostile or indifferent to the organization
of the unorganized mass-production. industries. Racket-
eering flourished. The AFL remained aloof from poli-
tics, and when.the depression hit, fought every demand
for government aid to the unemployed. :

In the erisis.of 1929, industrial unions were almost
obliterated. The Miners Union and the needle-trades
unions were reduced to a small fragment of a still-
organized minority holding on with desperation, Unions
a result of the class struggle? It seemed ludicrous.

CIO—The Great Revival "

Yet, it was out of this union movement that the great
revival-emerged. John L. Lewis for the United' Miners,
David Dubinsky for the Ladies Garment Workers, and

“Sidney Hillman of the Amalgamated Clothing Workers

Union formed the CIO and opened the great strike
struggles that broke open-shoppism in the mass-pro-
duction industries. . ¥

It was class struggle on a giant scale as auto workers
and rubber workers seizéd the factories in mass. sit-in
strikes and defied all the threats of courts, police, militia.
and vigilantes.

In February 1937, 2000 sit- in strikers in GM plants
in Flint, Michigan, were directed by court order to quit
the plants. Governor Murphy was toying with the idea
of ousting them with militia. They sent him a letter:

“We, the workers in the plant are completely un-
armed, and to send in the military, armed thugs, and
armed deputies will mean a bloody massacre. . . . We
‘have. carried on a stay-in strike over a month in order
to make General Motors Corporation obey the law and
engage in collective bargaining. We have decided to
stay in the plant. We have no illusions about the sac-
rifices this decision will entail. We fully expect that if
a violent effort is made to oust us many of us will be
killed, and we take this means to make it known that if
this result follows from the attempt to eject us, you
are the one who must be held responsible for our
deaths.”

Their courage won. It was such a spirit that brought
unionism to mass-production industry. The CIO was
born in a wave of intense class struggle.

® It brought a measure of democracy into industry. For _

the first time, the giant monopolies were forced to rec-
ognize the class organizations of their workers in auto,
steel, rubber, oil. Industrial unionism was founded.

® It struck a blow against racial diserimination in in-
dustry. Negroes poured into the new unions with equal
rights and they won security on the job, the right to
promotions, to seniority. Thousands of Negroes became
trained workers' leaders in the course of strike strug-
gles and union-building.

e It revived political democracy. It enrolled millions
into industrial unions and quickly brought them into
politics. It entered into election campaigns which be-
came the forum for airing opposing social programs
and demands and not simply a contest between:-Tweedle-
dee and Tweedledum.

The No-Strike Pledge

During the Second World War, union officials made
an all-out effort at class peace. Virtually every impor-
tant union with the exception of the United Mine Work-
ers gave a “no-strike pledge,” promising under no con-
ditions to strike for the duration of the war. They
were ready to_surrender their weapons in the interests
-of uninterrupted production of munitionis to defeat
Japan and Hitler Germany. _ _

But although they were ready to give up the class
struggle and freeze the unions in a state of suspended
animation, they were not ready to give up the unions, or
let them be destroyed. The no-strike pledge, which was
presumably an “unconditional” pledge, was actually
founded on an unstated but decisive condition: democ-
racy must remain and unions must be protected. .Only
the Stalinists, for their own pro-Russian anti-labor ma-
tives, were ready to enforce the pledge to the point of
destroying unions.

The no-strike pledge proved impossible to enforce -be-
cause the class struggle is impossible to eradicafe in
capitalist sociefy. Wherever a free labor movement ex-
ists, the class struggle tends to spring to life within it
‘Even_the most. conservative unions (yes, even gangster
and racket-ridden unions) contain the potential for re-
generation as fighting institutions of the working class.
Those who would wipe ouf the class struggle, or. ot least
the possibiilly for an orgeinzed working-class struggle,
would have to desiroy root and branch every vestige of
unionism.

The class struggle is not ereated by the quirk of in-
dividuals nor can it be set aside at their whim. It is
“provoked” by the very nature of capitalist society and
cannot be shrugged off as inconveniént even during
wartime. If the labor leaders were quite eager to live
in peace and harmony, the employers and their political
representatives were not. In fact, the more the unions
stressed their peaceful intentions, the more provocative
became the employers: Once the unions announced that

they would not tolerate strikes, the bosses had a free
hand to fire union activists, to chisel 'on wages and -
piecework, to speed up production by squeezing "j.ir(iﬁ;—
ers, to violate contracts in a thousahd smill ways,
while controls made real wages drop behind prices.

The class struggle erupted, unofficial but real. ‘De-
spite government pressure, harangues from -the.capi--
talist-owned: press, and appeals from labor iofficials,
strikes began—so-called “wild cats,” unattherized-and
"spontaneous. Only in the United Mine Workers Union
were the top officials courageous enough to organize
and lead strikes to defend working standards.

) Btit in other unions the strike movement ‘went on.as
“fwild-cat” stoppages opposed from abové but led by

- -rank-and-file gnion militants from below, in‘defiance of

official poliey. Literally hundreds, if not thousands, of
unauthorized strikes sprinkled the country during:the
war, reaching every industrial city and every indus-
try. The rubber industry was shut down by a general
strike in the Akron rubber plants, unauthorized but
solid. In Detroit, two or three new walkouts began every
day. The movement began as a series of semi-sponta-
neous, isolated, disconnected incidents but grew in
scope,

The no-strike pledge and resistance to it invaded th
internal life of the unions as movements to rescind the
pledge mounted. In the Rubber Workers Union, in the
shipbuilding unions, and even in the solidly Stalinist-
controlled United Electrical Workers, caucuses were
founded to fight to rescind the pledge. But it was in the
United Auto Workers that the movement reached its
I_'zeight. In local unions, the pledge became an election
issue and by 1944 a nation-wide rank-and-file caucus
was formed in advance of the union’s convention, -and
gained one-third of the votes for rescinding. i =

Union officials who resisted the movement against
the pledge too firmly or who sought to crush and expél
nhauthorized strike leaders found themselves in- trou-
ble. (The downfall of the Communist Party in-the labor
movement, the most vicious and unrelenting ehemy of
striking miiltants, dates from this period. It was in the
struggle against the no-strike: pledge that progressive
unionists began to learn that Stalinism is‘a reactionary
anti-working-class force.)} - d

Stalinist Role Exposed -

President Dalrymple of the United Rubber Workers

Union dreamed of emerging -as the strong man who
would at last make the no-strike pledge stick; he sus-
pended locals; he fined strikers; he expelled union mem-
bers. But when the dust settled, he found it wise to
retire without running for re-election. In the United
Auto Workers President R. J. Thomas, Secretary-
Treasurer George Addes and the Stalinists, who formed
‘one united bloc, were stern advocates of the no-strike
pledge and sought to restore piecework to the auto in-
dustry where unionists had struggled for-years for its,
removal. Militants who had fought against the pledge
and against piecework rallied behind Walter Reuther in
1946, elected him in place of .Thomas, and in a bitter
caucus  fight in the mext years, crushed  the Addes-
Thomas-Stalinist bloe. A }
. When the CIO was founded, we saw :that a united
labor officialdom could split in two, with one section
leading mass struggles, even violent ones, ‘to :establish
unionism in the basic industries. The war years were
even more instructive. We saw that American unionists,
if need be, were ready to cast aside their old leaders.
and take up the class struggle:in new ways.

When the First World War ended, union-busting
began. Unions which had enrolled millions of new mem-~
bers were forced back by a successful employers’ open-
shop drive. But unionism was finally established in the
class struggle after the Second World Wanr.

When the war ended in 1945, the union movement
was freed of the shackles of the no-sirike pledge. The
official union leadership called- mass strikes in every
industry. Instead of going backward, unionism moved
forward as millions went on the picket lines in auto,
steel, oil, rubber. In these strikes, the:leaders sought
to make up for the passive war years and it. was into
these mass movements that the rank-and-file move-
ments of the war years disappeared.

These were the days when unionists showed how
little -respect they felt for some of the sacrosanct privi-
leges of ’their employers. “Open’the Books,” “Wage In-
creases Without Price Increases”—these slogans of the
GM strike of 1945-6 inspired unionists everywhere. The
right of employers to the inviolate secrecy of their
financial manipulations was challenged; their unilater-
al right to set prices was called into question.. Although
these rallying slogans have been shelved; they will be
revived. . ' = - A

Now the unions are strong, self-reliant and entrenched.
‘But it Is impossible for them to.relax in the.comfortable
enjoyment of class peace.

Employer Offensive
The employing -class tolerates unionism - because it
can do nothing else; but for the last decade, ever since -
the powerful post-war strike wave, it pushes for gov-
ernment curbs on union power. And it has been suc-
cessful: te S s

The Taft-Hartley Law holds the threat of govern-
ment-injunction over every mass strike; it imposes po-
litical curbs and qualifications on union leaders; it-
makes it illegal for strikers to vote in NLRB elections,
a provision successfully used to smash unions in Iocay
cases. An employers’ nation-wide “right-to-work” cam-
paigh ‘is in full swing, putting over state laws out-
lawing the union shop. New laws are before. Congress
to curb the right of unions to participate in election
campaigns. What employers cannot achieve -in. open
class struggle on the industrial front they win on the
political front. ;

'_l‘he class struggle by the employers against the
unions -continues. : :

The unions are forced to defend themselves: it is the
pressure of it§ class enemies that impels the AFL.and
CIO to unite. No class strugele in America? The unity
of AFL and CIO. tells a different story, as does:all of
American-labor. history. i S
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B CHAPTER 4

The Inseparables -

e Worki ing Class:

Bulwark of Democrac

) ay H. w BENSON

The fate of the working class depends upon
democracy, and the fate of democracy depends

upon the working class. This simple truth

illaminates” all problems of modern politics.
Where labor enjoys democracy, it will fight
- tenaciously to preserve it. Where it has lost de-
*mocracy, its first goal becomes if§ festoration.

_ Tt is fashionable sometimes to say that we must
choose between the “security” of totalitarianism and
“the “freedom’ of capitalism. Nothing could be more
“deceptive. = -

_ For the working class, security and democracy are
inseparable. When totalitarianism is imposed upon if,
labor loses all control over its own daily life; it is tied
#o the factory like a slave; it can set no limits to its own
exploitation; it loses all conirol over its own standard of
living: it is arbitrarily assigned to work where, when,
and how it pleases the dictatorial ruler.

In the first days of Hitler’s rule, German trade-union
officials deluded themselves that democracy could go and
unions remain. They imagined that if they supinely
endorsed the dictatorship and closed their eyes to the
outlawing of political oppositionists, the organized
union movement might continue intact. Such terrible
illusions were smashed along with the whole German
labor movement as the workers fell victim to the Nazi
machine. But never again! The lesson was learned at
an awesome price; but never will a free working class
again capitulate without a struggle to totalitarianism,

The whole pyramid of social life rests upon the labor
of its producers, which in modern society is the working
class, Lasting works of art, great musical compositions,

spectacular ‘achievements of science, classics of litera-
ture—all are made pessible by the toil of millions who
provide leisure for the artist, scientist, and writer. But
dabhor makes possible more than the flowering of cul-
ture; upon its back rises the exploiting rulers and own-
ers, 2. small minority that enjoy the luxuries and lush
Jiving viewed by others only in dreams.

_‘_Propeﬂl"y Confers Power

The princes, slave-owners, kings and capitalists pos-
-8ess not only wealth, but what accrues to wealth—social
power. By outright purchase or subtle influence, they
gather up intellectuals and brains; newspapers and
writers; lawyers and lawyer-politicians; teachers and
clergymen; judges, prosecutors and police. They own
closets full of theatres, televisions, buildings, meeting
halls, radio, printing presses, billboards, universities,
and comic-boak publishing houses.

In the last analysis out of this complex of men, insti-
tutions and machines emerges one concentrated sum-
mary motto: Labor must remain on the botiom; the
owners must remain on top. Let the tides of empire
‘rise and fall, coime pestilence and plague, or prosperity
give way to poverty, so long as the owners remain own-

_ ers, they dominate society.

But the working class begins with nothing. By its
~labor, it makes everything possible; but it, itself, owns
‘neither property nor power. If starts as a mass of im-

potent obgects of exploitation. But one power it does

" pbssess; the power of numbers. In modern nations. it is

already the majority. But this power remains nothing
‘unless it is organized; without organization, it is blown

about like mere dust. In the words of “Solidarity -

Forever”.
“It is we who plowed the prairies,
Built the cities where they trade,
Dug the mines and made the workshops,
Endless miles of railroads laid.
Now we stand outcast and starving
'Mid the wonders we have made,
But the union makes us strong.”

The history of the working class is one_ long stubborn
and continuing struggle up from below o rise out of the
status of work-oxen to the dignity of human beings; For
this it must unite. But to organize it must have the right
to meet freely: it must have the right to speak; to pub-
lish notices, newspapers; to strike; to vote; fo influence
government. ‘

In short, it must have democracy or remain enslaved.
The working ‘class, by its very mature, must become the
champion of democracy. Freelom is no luxury for it, it
is a bare necessity determining the workers’ life and
the fate of his family.

Labor Must Have Béinocracy

Wherever democracy lives, the working class organ-
izes its political parties, its trade unions, its coopera-
tives and other institutions, In the United States, un-
like almost everywhere else, the organized labor move-
ment is confined almost exclusively to unions. Here,
more than 16,000,000 men and women organize to win
a better life.

Their unions publish thousands of newspapers, week-
ly and monthly, reachmg millions of readers. Thou-

_sax_lds of workers meet in their union halls every. month

to ‘discuss the affairs of their unions, their concl;hons
of Iabor, their role as citizens. Their delegates assemble
by the thousands to make decisions that can affect not
only matters of trade and job but the course of govern-
ment, foreign policy, war and peace. Last month, 3000
United Auto Workers delegatés convened in Cleveland
and made'de_cisions that will guide hundreds of thou-
sdnds of workers in America’s biggest industry and will
affect other millions. Organized- labor, with itsefedera-
tions and its comventions constitutes a parliament of
the working class in modern society.

Organized labor stands for democracy but not in full
awareness: it is often inconsistent, contradictory, or in-
complete in its approach, most. strikingly in its defense
of the capitdlist social system.

In politics, unions are satisfied with little less than
full democratic rights; but in the economy they are
amazingly modest. A small class of private capitalists
own and monopolize A‘merica’s productive wealth. Pow-
erful as the unions are, they only modify the fringes
of capitalist power in industry. But the basic core of
arbitrary rule inm the economy prevails.

Economlc Dictators Decide

A group of economic dictators decide what should be
_produced, where, at what price, at what time. It decides
whether to continue or discontinue production; how
many workers to hire, and when; despite the unions, it
possesses the initiative in hiring and firing, subject
only to minor controls. It decides when to expand pro-
ductive capacity or contract it. And all these decisions
it makes with iittér disregard for the needs of workers
or of society, motivated by one eoncern: profit-making.
In polities, labor demands a republic. In the economy,
it prefers a limited ‘monarchy, leaving power in the
hands of king-capitalist only checked and modified by
labor. Unions have yet to demand 'the end of autocracy
in industry and the establishment of full democracy.

Socialism is nothing more than the fullest exponsion
of democracy, its permeation of every aspect of social
life, industry as well as politics. No political princes: no
economic dictators. Modern socialism begins with the de-
‘mand for social and economic democracy; American un~
‘fonism_has not yet consciously gone beyond the demand
for political democracy.

The apologists for class ru!e insisted that political
democracy would destroy society under *mob” rule and
that a small prwﬂeged minority must always hold
tightly to the reins of govemment. Now, these argn-
ments which. once seemed so imposing are rejected out
of hand. But the apologists for capitalist class rule have
‘little more to offer: the working class, they argue, can-
not rule itself demoeratically; it must be controlled and
ordered by an economic elite of owner-eapitalists. It is
this 20th-century variation on the theme of anti-democ-
racy that holds American labor spellbound!

Wherever the issue is simple and clear, unions are

quick to oppose restrictions on civil liberties and arbi-

‘trary state controls. They fought poll taxes; they re-
ject the Taft-Hartley Law with its affidavits; they re-
-gist-curbs on:the ng-ht to strike; they stand agamét
‘gtate licensing of union orgamzers.

‘s really "communism."
.and rooted out, compliant corporation apologists dis-

"But things are not-always so simple. For at least ten

years, democracy in Amierica has -been:efoding: By 14w,

by bureaucratlc deeree, by official -and private intimida-

tion, free speech has been curbed and the spirit of lib-

erty undeemined, The Age of Conformity ushers in the
American Party Line.

Wifth the Tide

At first, organized labor went with the tide. It seemed,
then, that all this was aimed merely at the Communist
Party, and labor was content. Besides, the first begin-
nings were made under Roosevelt with the Smith Act
and under Truntan with the “loyalty” program. The
unions could not allow themselves to believe that such
liberal friends of theirs were ehipping away at democ-
racy.

But with time, the full outlines of the danger hecame
clearer; when the cry of “treason” was leveled even
agamst the Democratic Party, labor was alerted. Liber-

_als, New-Dealers; union militants were falling victim.

The settling mood of eringing subservience was endan-
‘gering a labor movement which could thrive only if dis-

- sent was encouraged, not repressed.

In Flint, Michigan, several General Motors workers
reputed to be Communist Party members refused to
testify before a congressional committee. A group of
hysterical, miseducated ‘workers virtually threw them

-out of the plants. The local capitalist press applauded

this act of anti-democratic violerice and ‘drew this omi-
nous lesson: That’s the way to handle communists, it

_gloated, and that's the way to Iw.ndle sit-in strikers zf

need be!

Unions are learning how the mood of anti-democracy

quickly spills over into anti-unionism. In the "loyalty™
and “security" program, union activists are victimized.
If "communism" is outlawed, there are hundreds of fee-
ble-minded local politicians who remember that unionism
¥ "subversion™ is to be invented

cover that unionism subverts the institutions of "free
enterprise.”

Sound the Alarm

The witchhunt smog stifles the spirit of unionism and
a wave of revulsion against the witchhunt begins in the
labor movement. Unions begin to-speak out against the
excesses and arbitrariness of the security program.
The most socially cofscious unions sound the alarm
against the whole anti-democratic drift.

“The ten-year period since the end of World War 11,”
reads the resolution adopted by the UAW convention’s
Resolutions Committee, “has witnessed a series of un-
paralleled assaults upon the Bill of Rights which

‘threaten to undermine the basic liberties upon which

our country and our lahor movements have grown
strong i

Unionism flourishes only on the ‘soil of democracy.
Where preductive wealth is.concentrated in the hands
of a small class, democracy is in danger and can be
defended only by the organized resistance of organized

millions from below. It.is the working class which pos-
‘sesses. that organization.

For a hundred years,-democracy in the United- States
depended upon the independent farmer, the- majority
¢lass in a predominantly .ag_:ricu_}bu.ral country. But that
‘era has gone. With the rise of modgrn mdustry, the
formation of monopolies and the concentration of . pro-
duction in the hands of rich capitalists, this petty-
bourgeois democracy of the independent producer was
defeated. For a time, American politics degenerated
into a private game for wardheelers, bought and paid
by big money; and the courps, the legislatures, the
executive offices became the blatantly subservient teols
.of the rich.

‘Power of the Working Class

I+ 'was the rise of organized labor that.refurbished de-
mocracy in the United States. It is frue Rhat unions re-
main tied to-capitalist-politics; in actuality they function
as a wing of the Democratic Party in collaboration with
so-called liberal bourgeois politicians. Even thus weighted
down, they have succeeded in making politics the battie-
ground for decisive social questions. Every office-holder,
every candidate reckons with the power of the orqulliud
working class.

When ‘MeCarthy was riding high, some gloomy fore-

casters saw this couniry on the threshold of fascism.,

Now that MecCarthy has retired to the shadows, some
‘people might fear the rise of totalitarianism without
‘him, a “McCarthyism” without McCarthy. In the steady
accumulation of anti-democratic practices are we drift-
mg into dictatorship? All sueh ealculations omit what
19 qumtessentla.l' orgamzed labor.

We live in a democraey, a ecapitalist democracy that
“has been: whittled down.and enfeebléd, but a kind of
demoeracy nevertheless. The working cIaSs, powerfully
organized and undefeated, stands as the limit to- ahti-
‘democracy. We cannot “glide” from demoeracy into

:dictatorship. Those -who would try: to crush ‘démeeracy *

-must first try to crush labor. And should any ‘such
struggle begin, ‘we- aré ‘confident’ that labor amf detrloe-
“racy would win.-
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By ALLAN LAWRENCE _

Trade unions are first formed to-achieve sim-
" ple aims: to"win higher wages, to seek shorter
" _hours, to improve working condit‘ions."B_ut';hese
simple goals are only-the beginning. As unions
become stronger, as the working class becomes.
larger, new and far more complicated tasks are
forced upon them. In common with all thinking
militants in the labor movement, socialists try to un-
derstand the connection between the original basic aims
of the trade unions and the broader problemis which
concern organized labor. ‘
- Historically, socialists have always been among the
most active organizers of the trade umion movement.
{There have been quaint cases of misguided sociallst_ic
sects who viewed the active role of other socialists in
the unions with misgivings or outright hostility. But
this was a queer aberration in the main line of socialist
development.) In some -countries, powerful socialist
parties existed before the appearance of strong trade
unions; there, socialists took the lead as the founders
of trade unionism. Socialism and unionism are the two
main interflowing streams that form the modern Iabor
movement. Only in the United States, distinet in this
respect from every other democratic nation, is the labor
movement confined exclusively to the union movement,

A Driving, Unifying Force

/7
Socialists are not merely sympathizers or mild sup-

porters of the labor movement. They look to the organ-
ized working class-as the class that will lead society to
peace and freedom, a not unambitious view! In organizing
the working class, unions perform a task that no other
institution can accomplish as fully. On the job, at the
machine, or bench they organize the working class to de-
fend its most basic, elementary and continuing interests.
The worker rises early in the morning to rush to work.
He returns toward eveining. The best part of his mature
tife is spent at the job. The wnion is as important as the
work-day; through it, the worker fights to live through
these long days in human dignity; and he stands with kis
union to examine and oversee the conditions under which
he works. This is the common concern of all workers and
cuts through every distinction and. difference. It is a
driving, unifying force that brings the working class to-
gether, regardless of race, regardless of politics, regard-
less of religion.

The best unions have always tried to organize the
broadest sections of the working class and in the social-
ist view, the labor movement as a whole must try to
bring in the vast majority of the class. The closer the
union movement-becomes identified with the majority.
of the working class, the more it tends to become a
class, labor movement. -Socialists have always fought
for the formation of industrial unions to organize the
mass production industries because they want the
broadest and most powerful form of union organization.
Today, this principle is a mere commonplace. But be-
fore the rise of the CIO, it was the socialists together
with sympathizing union activists who carried on the
task of educating ‘the union-ranks to the need for in-
dustrial organization. And ofttimes, they were vilified,
expelled, and fired for standing up for industrial un-
ionism. In the end, their view proved correct. 'k

Against Discrimination!

And because they view the unions as an organizing'
backbone for the whole working class, socialists seek to
eradicate every last vestige of race discrimination and

prejudice in ‘the labor movement. Negroes and other
minorities must be admitted to full and equal member-

ship in every trade and every industry; they must Te-

eeive every chance to'be promoted into the skilled trades
and to receive apprenticeships; and they are entitled
to equal pay for equal work, equality in seniority and
other job rights. And the unions, in unifying the work-
ing-class, must strive to eradicate discrimination not
only ‘within its .own house, and on the job, but every-
where in society. The white worker will remain en-
slaved so lomg as the Negro is an objeet of discrimina-
tion. On this count, the labor movement has made many
strides forward. The CIO has always oudtlawed dis-
erimination; now the united labor movement preposes
to move in the same direction. Socialists stand for the
most thoroughgoing enforcement of the union position
against discrimination and support the formation of
special Fair Employment Committees inside the unions
to carry it out.

If the union movement is to organize and unify the
working class with all its divergencies, with its differ-
ing national origins, differences in race and religion and
politics, it must be deeply and sincerely democratic. De-
mocracy permits the voluntary coexistence of all ten-

- ‘dencies in the working class on a free; voluntary basis.
Socialists, as consistent defenders of democracy, oppose
every and all racial, religious, or political qualification
for union membership. n %

. It is easy to be a demecrat in theory But a little harder
in_practice. Socialists defest the program and principles
of.the Communist Party. We were the first to warn the
.labor movement against Stalinism, even when America’s
leading labor officials. were collaborating with it in the

e

at Socialists Want
In the Trade Unions

T

unions. But, however much we hate their views we defend
their democratic right to maintain them, and oppose dis-
abilities against members of the CP in the unions; we de-
fend their democratic right to speak, to maintain mem-
bership, and to hold office. At the same time, socialists
campaign against their political views and seek. every-
where to defeat them in elections,
Democracy is a need of all society. But in.the unions:
it is indispensable if they are to remain loyal-te.the
working class and dedicated to its interests. With ‘the
best will in the world, union officials (like officials

climb into higher pay brackets, to win status and secur-
ity denied the average worker, to escape from the
strain and monotony of factory life, and to form a
closed machine-corporation in the union with common
bureaucratic interests. Democracy acts as a counter-
weight to this tendeney; but not just democracy as a
system of formal, constitutional rules, but living, spir-
ited, fighting democracy. Socialists stand for democracy,
inside the unions, for real democracy; for the right to
form organized caucuses and groups to press for
changes in policy and program or to change the union
leadership.

The biggest shortcoming of American unionism is its
lack of full democracy. Only a few wnions tolerate or-
ganized dissent; most labor officials expel opposition
groups out of hand.

Against Racketeering!

- Racketeering is recognized as a deadly cancer on the
body of organixed labor. Naturally, socialists like all good
unionists want to destroy corruption and keep unions
clean. Nothing can be more despicable than those who
would -turn the union from a noble, liberating institution
into an organized grafting machine. The best antidote fo
racketeering is democracy; a membership that defends
and retains its democratic rights against every aHempt
to infringe upon them. Such a membership will be able to
fight off racketeering. But where democracy is destroyed
or turned into o shallow form, the union is helpless be-
fore every bureaucracy, honest and dishonest. To' keep
the unions clean, socialists propose to keep them demo-
crafic. L

Those who are afraid of demoeracy argue that the
unions cannot tolerate caucuses within them because
they must remain “united” against the bosses. But
unity does not mean unanimity. If a union is to remain
in the hands of the membership and not become the
plaything of a ¢lique it must allow full democracy.

The significance of democracy hecomes more marked
when we consider the deeéper meaning of unionism, as
examined from the socialist view and as revealed in
actual life. So far, we have mentioned the. unions in two
aspects: ;

1. As. fighting organizations of the working class.

2. As a democratic assembly of the working class,
representing all its wings and varieties. v

Pure and Simple Unionism

The unions begin by fighting for wages, hours, and
conditions. But is that all there is to unienism? One
philosophy, now almost obsolete if not.extinct, came-ta
be known as “pure and simple trade unionism.” It held
thaf unions ‘should .concenfrate solely and. exclusively
on the problems of the job and-trade; it sneered at long:
‘range goals; it minimized politics; above all it opposed
support to any party, least of all to a labor party. .

In the socialist view, such "pure and simple" usionism:
is not only shortsighted and narrow: it would render
unions incapable of facing reality. Socialists “advocate
the most active participation of unions in politics; labor
needs unions but it also needs its own political party. Of
course, socialists want labor to form a socialist party but
at the very least, the unions should found their own
labor party. And of course, once labor has its own party,
it must adopt @ platform dealing with all the issues of
the day and seek to win the people to i#s side so that it
can win thé majority. )

The arguments that raged between these two points :

of view in the past can be ignored because real life has
so effectively exploded “pure and simple” unionism.
AFL and CIO alike are deep in politics. They have not
formed a party but they have set up their own political
organizations, the PAC and LLPE. And these political
organizations are compelled to speak out on every ques-
tion; and they must try to get the support of all the

-people. The CIO and AFL remain tied to capitalist

politics and support capitalist candidates. But the issue
is no longer: politics or no-politics. It is bourgeois poli-
tics or working class politics. :

For Social Democracy!

Unions today stand far political demoeracy; socialists
propose. that they go. further and fight for secial: de-
mocracy as well. Society cannot be truly demeeratic
when a.small, minority of eapitalists monepolizes own-
ership and control of industry and grasps the lion’s
share of wealth and industry. Political democracy and
industrial autocracy are incompatible. 'Foward  the
great ideal of social demoeracy, the extension of demoe-
racy into every sphere.of life especially. into.industry,
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the trade unions have an inspiring role to.play. Evén,
within present day capitalist soctety; they have won for

the workers a share in control over industry. Through j

unions, shop committees, plant elections, grievance pro-
cedu_re one gets a glimpse into the rudiments of con-
trolling industry. The union can beecome the most effec~

tive instrument~in preparing the working class to-run

industry. .

- The ‘socialist view on unions can be sumniarized as =

follows: S

1. For the formation of free and indépendent unions
to fight to raise the standards of the working class. -

2. For organization of the whole class without dis-
‘erimination. = =

3. For full democracy including the right to form
democratic caucuses. Tt T N

4. For equal rights to Negroes and all .minorities in=
side the unions and for defense of their rights in
society. :

5. For political action through the formation of &
labor party.
: 6. For full democracy in society; for democracy in
mdl;s_ti'y by the socialization of industry under. workers’
control. R

The ISL Program in Brief

everywhere) tend fo rise above the working class, to -

-The .Independent Socialist League stands for socialist
democracy and against the two systems of exploitation
which now divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism.
. Capitalism cannot be reformed or liberalized. by any:
Fair Deal or other deal, so as to give the people freedom,:
abundance, security or peace. It must-be abolished-and
replaced by a new social system, in which the people.
own and confrol the basic sectors of the economy, demo-:
crafically controlling their own economic and political
destinies, y e

Stalinism, in Russia and wherever it holds power; is a
brutal totalitarianism—a new form of exploitafion. 1#s |

agents in every courtry, the Communist Parties, are un-
relenting enemies of soclalism—which cannot exist with-

out effective democratic control by the people. )
These two camps of capitalism ‘and Stalinism are today

. at each other's throats in a worldwide imperialist rivalry

for domination. This struggle can only lead to the most
frightful war in history so long as the people leave the
capitalist and Stalinist rulers in power. Independent So-
cialism stands for building and strengthening the Third
Camp of the people against both war bloes,

The ISL, as a Marxist movement, looks to the working
class and its ever-present struggle as the basic progres-
sive force in society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas of socialism in the labor movement and among: all
other sections of the people. iy

t the same time, independents socialists participate.

‘actively in every struggle to better the people’s lot now

—such as the fight for higher living standards, against
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in. defense of civil liberties.
and theztradesunian;movement. We seek fo_join together
with all ether -milifanfs in the labor movement as a left
force working for the formation of an independent labor
party and other progressive policies. e o

The fight for democracy and the fight for socialism are
inseparable, There -can be no lasting and genuine democ-
racy without soclalism, and there can be-ns socialism
without democracy. To_enroll under this banner, join the .
Independent Socialist_League!
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* Enemy Within

By ALBERT GATES

Confusion-and ignorance on the nature of the
Stalinist phenomenon penetrates all areas of
‘contemporary political activity. If that-is true
 of the summits of political rule in the West and
© elsewhere, it is just astrue of most of the labor
. movements of the world. _

The -confusion, ignorance and, above all, perplexity

of the bourgeois world in meeting the challenge of Stal-
inism, has understandable class roots. It looks upon the
Stalinist- world solely as a revolutionary threat to
capitalism. And the bourgeoisie is correct in looking on
Stalinism’ as a threat to itself, even though it fails
Just-the same to understand the underlying pressures
b for Stalinist expansion and prefers to think of the
.- ‘movement on the basis of outlived ideas rather than
- Jjntelligent analysis.
" To the bourgeoisie, Stalinism represents an “ex-
treme” form of socialism (doesn’t it call itself social-
ist?), based on the threatened violence of willful and
rhalicious men, in contrast to the more venerable and
Teasonable socialism of the reformist type.with whom
it was always possible to get along in one fashion or
another, ; 3
” The labor movements of most countries of the West,
* -gven the more sophisticated of them, are confused about
Stalinism. And while they may—quite often do—regard
the phenomenon as a modern slavery, they have no
clarity on the subject.

No Clarity on Stalinism

The influence of the reformist socialists on the labor
" snovement has not helped to establish any clarity in the
£ Western labor -movement. If this is true of Europe,
what can one say about the American labor movement

¢ which is so undeveloped- ideologically?
B . The American labor movement has, indeed, inflieted
= = serious defeat upon the Stalinists in this country.
The Stalinists have been thoroughly isolated, though
they control several small unions outside of the main
union constellation. But their defeat has not been the
yésult of an-ideological struggle. It occurred simiulta-
ieous with the government drive against Stalinis:.m on
grounds that seriously threaten the civil liberties ‘of
rall genuinely socialist, radical and non-conformist

movements and individuals.

* In brief, the annihilating defeat of American Stalinism
- was achieved through bureaucratic means in o period
‘which' saw the decline of the Communist Party in gen-
eral. No great ideclogical victory was won over Stalin-
ism—neither by the bourgeoisi¢ nor by the labor leader-
ship. The victory was gained by an appeal, not fo any
fofty ideals, but to a chauvinistic and reactionary com-
bination of ideas, arising out of the cold war. The victory

produced McCarthyism and the Truman-to-Eisenhower
Toyalty purges. ~

The same success, achieved here percisely because of
? the unique position of the United States in the world,
its continued ‘economic power and geographie isolation
5 .,ias well as ideological isolation), has not been du_pli-
“eated .elsewhere in the world. For while the United
States can and does avoid the enormous economic and
JPolitical pressures of other countries, particular in
~Asia, these other countries are not able se easily to
solve more simple economic and political problems, upon
which ‘Stalinism feeds like a social cancer. |

A Revolutionary Movement .

" Stalinism is a kind of rvevolutionary movement in

the sense that it seeks to replace capitalism, though its

zeplacement is a new form of totalitarian tyranny, Its

anti-capitalism is its great strength in a world divided

into an-economically unhealthy West and a semi-capi-
- talist and colonial world, the latter containing the vast
majority of the world’s population. Stalinism chan'l-
pions  the restive masses of these countries in their
struggles for independence, and above -all, in their de-
' sire for land reform. And it does this; while the West
still presents itself to this great part of the world as
the advocate of colonialism; a dying colonialism to be
. sure, but a colonialism, nevertheless.
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"- was gained by riding on the same witchhunting swell that-

he Stalinist Threat
Jo Labor and Unions

Certainly, Stalinism offers these great masses of the
West and East a leap from the exploitation of capital-
ism and imperialism into the exploitation of the modern
slave society. But many people do not see this as
clearly as they see the older evils of capitalism.

.They see the skillful Stalinist propaganda in their be-
half, They see and hear the Stalinist slogans of liberation
and land reform. It is this they do not see or hear from
the West—not from the United States, allied as it is with
all the reactionary feudal elements of Asia fighting land
reform; not from “enlightened" Great Britain; and cer.
tainly not- from the smaller empires, France, Belgium,
Spain, who hang onto their colonies with a deadly grip.

Thus, Stalinism is enabled to appear to the world as

the chgmpion of the oppressed. In industrial countries, -

its parties have the “tradition” of working-class organi-
zations; these parties are considered by many to be part
of the working class, This is the mistake of reaction-
aries, progressives, labor leaders and many socialists
alike. :

Again, the basis for this belief is to found in the
“revolutionary” nature of Stalinism. But Stalinism is
revolutionary only because it seeks the destruction. of
capitalism. We have, however, also said that it is reac-
tionary, because it seeks the replacement of capitalism
with the totalitarian system of bureaucratic collectiv-
ism, the modern slave society.

Anti-Working Class

One need only look at-Russia to see what it means
to say that Stalinism is anti-socialist and anti-working-
class. No new name for the working class has as yet
been invented or employed to descfibe the Russian pro-
letariat. Russian workers have been called slaves—
modern industrial slaves. But that hardly suffices to
describe their economic role. The Russian worker is at
the mercy of the state and the state party.

The Communist Party is not his party; it is the party
of the bureauctracy. There is no other party for him
because this is a one-party state.

He has no unions unless you accept the cynicism of the
Russian rulers and consider the state-controlled end di-
rected "unions” as genuine coin. :

He has no organizations he can call his own.

He cannot leave his job and seek another. He cannot
bargain with his bosses.

This is sufficient to indicate how different is his class
position from that of the workers of the West.

The unique position of the Russian slave workers
should indicate, then, the nature of the Stalinist move-
ments abroad with respect to the working class.

"Our movement has described Stalinism as “a reac-
tionary, totalitarian, anti-bourgeois and anti-prole-
tarian current IN the labor movement but not OF the
labor movement,” and as a product of the social crisis
of our time. ‘

Stalinism is not a “left” wing of the labor movement, .

or a “right” wing, as some believe. There is a gulf be-
tween Staliinsm and “all sections of the labor move-
ment_.” - . :
Stalinism is not a working-class movement, nor any
wing of a working-class movement. We say this not be-
cause it has a:-bad program or a wrong one, but because
it represents the anti-proletarian class interests of the
bureaucratic ruling class of the Russian empire, .

The working class is simply an object of manipula-
tion by Stalinism: The entire history of Stalinism bears
this out. The Communist movements controlled and di-
rected from the Kremlin have been the- witting (some-
times unwitting) instruments of Great-Russian Stal-
inism. The national and international interests of Stal-
inist Russia are what determined .and continues to de-
termine the strategies and tacties of its world move-
ment,

The Line Changes

From the Fadical “Third Period” of Stalinism in the
first half of the *20s—which: divided the world into two
simple camps, Stalinists‘on-the one hand and fascists
on the other—to the: policy of “collective security”;
from the Hitler-Stalin-pact-and the invasion :of Poland
and Finland, to the no-strike pledge; from opposition to
the war, to its most fanatieal prosecutors—through all
this the Stalinist movements were dragged into a:maze

of 'ever-changing policies, none of them.designed. to-ad-
vance the inferests of the working class, the labor
movgments, socialism and human society, one step for-
ward.

Of more recent memory, we have only to recall the

war years. Certainly the' Ameriean labor movement
should remember it well. For in the beginning, while
Stalin was in partnership with Hitler, the slogans re-
sounded from coast to coast: “Dewn with Imperialist:
War!” “The Yanks Are Not Coming!” “March on
Washington!” “Demonstrate for Peace!” “Strike for
your Rights!”
. These slogans were repeated in similar form, with
due regard to different national conditions, in all Allied
countries. But ‘overnight, without a moment’s warning
or hesitation, Stalinist world strategy and tactics
changed. Hitler’s march into Russia transformed the
latter into a Western ally and at once the world Stal~
inist movement became the most rabid super-patriots
and partisans of the war. -

Anﬁ-Union War Record

Everything was now subordinated.to the war effort,
seemingly to the,war effort of the Allied nations, but
actually to the war effort of Russia, to which all else
was auxiliary.,

® In the United States, the Communist Party demanded
that all unions pledge not to strike for the duration, no
matter what the reason, and it was the most adamant
supporter of the no-strike pledge against even conserva-
tive labor opponents of it.

® The Stalinists championed the reintroduction of incen-
tive-pay schemes in indusiry and demanded the restora-
tion of piecework in industry where it had long ago been
abolished, &

® They whipped their unions info line in behalf of the
war effort and expelled workers whom they believed did
not work hard or fast enough. .

® They denounced the "March on Washington" move-
ment which was initiated by Negro leaders as a means
of expressing the struggle for civil rights and against
discrimination in industry and the armed forces, and
which forced Roosevelt to set up FEPC to head it off.

® They cautioned colonial peoples ta_abandon their fight
for independence—especially those peoples who were the
colonials of the Allies.

_' And when the war was over, we witnessed just as
abrupt a turn, this time in behalf of the imperialist-
expansionist policy of Stalinist Russia.

The turns of the Communist Parties never origi-
nated in the needs of the working classes anywhere, not
even in-mistaken or distorted understanding of those
working-class needs. They originated in the Kremlin,
and the policies around which the moyement of these
turns began were based solely upon the needs of Rus-
sia’s new ruling class to maintain and extend its power.

> , = Y T T = ozt T
Aspirations for Power -

Today, however, the Stalinist social system is no
longer confined to Russia. There is a Stalinist empire in
being. So that while it is true to say that the Com-
munist Parties serve the-interests of the Kremlin, they
also serve still another interest: their own aspirations
for power, to become a ruling class in the image of the
Russian. )

Stalinism has to be fought not merely as the agent
of the Russian ruling class, but also as the would-be
imposers of a Stalinist regime here at home, where it
would seek to rule in the same totalitarian police-state
manner, with the same methods and social ‘objectives
that obtain in the lands of the Kremlin.

The satellite countries of Europe offer one image of
the new slave state; China and North Vietnam an-
other. Their basic characteristics, however, are the
same. -

They are all totalitarian states based on a new bu-
reaucratic exploitation; they are all anti-proletarian;
they are all anti-socialist.

.The fight against Stalinism, however, cannot be won
by military or bureaucratic means so long as capitalist
exploitation, oppression, and imperialism abound. The
fight against Stalinism has to be fought upon political
grounds, and those grounds can only be a progressive
social program, a genuine socialist program of peace,
security and freedom, which alone can offer the peo-
ples a democratic alternative to Stalinism which is at
the same time a revolutionary alternative to capitalism.

WHAT IS
INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM?

In five special pamphlet-issues of Labor
Action, the basic ideas of Independent So-
cialism are vividly and simply explained.

No. 1—The Principles and Program
of Independent Socialism

No. 2—Independent Socialism and -
- War

No. 3—The Fair Deal: A Socialist
Analysis

No. 4—Socialism and Democracy
No. 5—What Is Stalinism? -

10 cents each
Copies are-still available.
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CHAPTER 7

Independent Political Action

The Next Step:

By MAX MARTIN

“We live in a world where everybody is bound
to take care of himself. Yet the English work-
ing class allows the landlord, capitalist, and re-
tail trading classes, with their tail -of lawyers,
newspaper writers, ete., to take care of its inter-
ests. No wonder reforms in the interests of the
avorkman come so slow and in such miserable
dribbles. The working people of England have
but to will, and they are the masters to carry
every reform, social and political, which their
situation requires. Then why not make that
effort?” '. .

The question with which Frederick Engels ended his
article “A Workingmen’s Party,” from which the above
sentences are quoted, and whjch he directed to the Brit-

ish workers in 1881, can no longer be relevantly asked
of them. It is the American proletariat and its economic

- institutions, the trade unions, which are called upon to

supply an-answer to this cogent query.
. The English workers proclaimed their declaration qf
political independence from the capitalists 50 years ago
and have had their own political party since that time.
In the United. States alone out of all modern countries
in the world do we find the workers without a political
party; only in this country do the workers continue to
give political support to a party of their class enemy.
The American labor movement has yet fo assert this
elementary condition of dignity. It may grumble privately
at ‘what its "friends" in the councils of government are
doing, and from time to time it may even grumble pub-
licly. But when election time rolls around, the Democratic
Party knows that, no matter who its candidates and what
its:program, no matfer how it has disregarded the inter-
ests of labor during the preceding four years, still the
trade unions will support it and campaign for it and give
it their votes. ,
- This is one of the facets of the: poliiteal underdevel-
opment of the American ‘workers, which contrasts so
sharply with their frequent combativeness in economic

struggles. "The historical roots of this situation have'

already béen explained in another article in this issue.

Labor Parties Attempted

To be sure, attempts at labor party formation were
made. Many times throughout the 19th century local
and regional groups of workers formed political parties
and launched candidates for office. But these were sl-
most -always isolated local affairs of a transient char-
acter. Or else they were the efforts of groups of work-
ers, sometimes new immigrant workers, alienated from

the mainstream of the American working class. Their -

character was in many ways similar to that of the
various socialist groupings and parties in this period.
The character of the labor movement's attitude to-
ward politics in this country was best summed up in
Gompers’ famous phrase: “Reward your friends and
punish your enemies,” Day-by-day participation of the
workers in politics was excluded; on election day, the
trade unions would urge their members to vote for this
eapitalist eandidate and against that one. These “rec-
ommendations” of labor were almost always confined to
municipal and state elections.
“ From a narrow point of view, this policy could be
said to correspond to the interests of the then trade-
union movement. If a local craft union in the building
trades was concerned that its members should have
jobs, wasn’t one way of achieving this to get the work-

. ers to vote for that candidate for alderman who would

promise to have the construction of a new Municipal
Building turned over to a builder with whom the union
had contract? And if the concern of the craft unions
of the AFL was solely with muinicipal and state poli-
tics rather than national politics, didn’t this correspond
to the fact that what the unions wanted out of politics
was safety regulations -and factory legislation for the

abor's Own Party

form, the party of liberalism. That its attitude toward
politics. was serious could be seen by the role which
John L. Lewis’ suppoert to the Republicans in._'1940
played in his resignation from the office-of CIO presi-
dent, and the subsequent withdrawal of the Miners
from the CIO.-

Hand-in-hand with these attitudes went the creation
of trade-union political machines. In the 1936 presi-
dential elections there was created, as part of the wave
which producéd the CIO, Labor’s Non-Partisan League,
which in contrast to the old Gompers policy of endors-
ing this or that capitalist candidate mobilized the
workers for cohesive action in the elections.

PAC and LLPE are Born

The creation of the CIO Political Action Committee

for the 1944 elections signifiéd the establishment of a -

more permanent political machine under the direct con-
trol of the more progressive of the two labor federa-
tions of the country, for permanent participation in
all phases of political life. In the 11 years of its exist-
ence, PAC has grown and strengthened itself, has es-
tablished branches in local wards and precincts, has in
many areas taken over or become the mainstay of the
machine of the Demcoratic Party, and has played a de-
cisive role in many elections, inecluding the 1948 elec-
tion of Truman to the presidency.

The AFL, reluctantly perhaps, but nevertheless, fol-
lowed suit, in correspondence with the growth of indus-
trial unionism- in its ranks. In 1952 its endorsement of
a presidential -candidate—the Demoecratic candidate at
that—for the first time in its history, not counting the-
1924 support it gave to LaFollette, marked a turning-
point for it, as had its earlier creation-of its own
politieal machlne, Labor’s League for Political Educa-
tion.

With these developments has gone a broadening of
labor's political horizens. The two labor federations
concern themselves today with all political and social
questions, lobby actively for all types of legislation, in-
cluding those not within the purview of the immediate
narrow interests of the workers, operate on all political
levels, and do so on a day-to-d#y basis.

The organization of millions of workers in the miass-
production industries necessarily multiplied the political
and social problems of the labor movement manyfold.
This situation, plus the ever-increasing infervention of the
government into all phases of life, partficularly the econ-
omy, created a condition in which labor saw many gains
which it had won on the picket lines taken away in the
hails of government. Indifference to politics was no long-
er. possible.

Progressive -Develoi’:menfs

These developments are progressive ones, but none-
theless they rémain confined within a reactionary con-
text. The political machines and activity of the trade
unions serve one capitalist party, the Demoeratic Par-
ty; PAC and LLPE are machines which can form the
basis of an independent-labor party but today are in-
struments for the election of capitalist politicans, They
are labor machines which the labor movement has

placed at the disposal of one-of the political parties of

the capitalist class.

industries it organized, and these could be more easily . #

satisfied in the munieipal councils and state legls-
latures?

The Narrow View o

To be sure this meant ignoring the needs and inter-
ests of the broader, unorganized working class, not to
speak of society as a whole, but the narrow craft unions
were concerned only with the interests of the *aristo-
cratic” dues-payers enrolled in their ranks.

The vast change which has occurred in the political
life of the American working class in the last few years
followed the creation of the CIlO, that is, of industrial
unionism. Naturclly therefore, the first manifestations of
& new attitude toward politics occurred in the CIO,

From the very beginning it intervened in national
political life, indieating its preferences in presidential
elections. And unlike the AFL, in which many leadeérs
are supporters of the Republican Party, it was from
the beginhing the supporter of the Democratic Party
and -6f Roosévelt’s New ‘Deal, of that party which
staemed tcmt to: be the party-of political and social re-

Not that the labor leaders are as enthusiastic about
the Democratic Party as they were during ‘the heyday
of .the: New-Deal or that they are very sanguine aboub
the possibilities 'of that party enacting labor’s program.
But out of timidity and conservatism and on the basis
of mistaken ideas, they continue to tie labor to the
Demoeratie Party. This ‘timidity and conservabism:re-
flect the comparative prosperity of the “workers and
the comparative absence of sharp social and class
struggle.

The labor movement would not even consider the idea
of‘economic - organizations which enrolled the workers
and bosses together. But they continuerto organize in
the same political party with the bosses and the repre-
sentatives of the bosses. As justification for this theéy
give the shopworn arguments of the “lesser-evil” : If
labor’formed its own party, the Repub!wans would win.
and. labor’s influence and prestige in the government
would disappear. Those few wretched reforms which
trickle down to us from the Democrats would end antd-

- the reactionaries would take over the country, with alI

of its consequent evil for the workers.

Leaving aside the facts thot labor's influence in fho
government is negligible today under Eisenhower, and

yeslerduy under Truman got labor nothing, -and that the

reforms' which the Democrats are able fo give labor are
trivial in nature and grow fewer every day, the fact is
that labor’s lack of independence confributes heavily fo
its low influence and the paucity of its political gains,

Every member of a trade-union negotiating commlt-
tee knows that the way to get a good contract is to be
tough and militant during negotiations, to make large~
scale demands and be prepared to fight for them. The _
trade-unionist who begins contract negotiations by ask-

i L\’i

ing for next to nothmg, ‘and informing management e

that the union will sign the contract regardless of
whether management agrees even to its tiny demands;
would get nothing. But the labor movement as a whole .

acts in just this way when it comes to polities. i

A Show of Independence ‘

A show of independence on labor’s part and the for=:

mation of ‘an lndependent labor ‘party -would resultin an
increase, not in a decrease, of its influence and gains.
The creation of a labor party would put the capitalisés
and their political representatives on the defensive and
force them to give more consideration to the needs an;i
demands of the workers than they do today. ol

British labor had to.go through such experiences t00.,
Anti-picketing laws in the early 1870s had made the
English workers take up independent political action in
1874. And sure enough, as a result, Gladstone’s Liberal
Party (read the Democrats) was defeated and the
Tories (read the Republicans) were elected. The very
next year the Tories repealed the anti-picketing laws
and passed other pro-labor legislation including a-
broadening of the franchise. An accident? Hardly, -

“Even from the narrow view, militant independence by -
labor is the best way to squeezé the most concessions, ;ouk
of the present powers-thaf-be. And the new’ unify of the
AFL and ClIO eliminates the: argument .that labor's spli:l
makes a political party of its own unfeasible.,

That a labor party will come to the United States
should be doubted by no one, despite the fact that a
clear-cut movement toward it is not now present.

* America cannot and will not escape the historical de-

velopment to which every capitalist country is subject.
All-sharpenings of the class struggle, an economic re-
cession, a_major debacle for America in international

events, as extension of the witchhunt to the labor move- -

ment, an intensified war danger, or a squeeze by the
war economy on the living standards of the workers,
can produce a movement for a labor party. -

And despite today’s economic prosperity, the lang;-—
time trends of the war economy involve a cutting of the
workers’ living standards and an elimination of the
gains which the workers have achieved. This long-range
prospect and the shorter-range economic and political
vicissitudes which the workers face, can produce an
intensification of social conflict and of political an-
tagonisms.

What is certain is that an independent labor party wi{l

———
arise. Independent Scocialists will look sympathetically
upon all developmenis in the labor movement toward its
creation and will participate to the best.of their chlli'lr
in such developments ‘with the aim of deepening and
sharpening the struggle so that a party of the workers
may come sooner, rather than later, and have a sfronge‘ﬁ
program, rather than a weaker one.

The creation of an independent labor party WIII only
be-the first step. That step will-have to he followed by
a struggle for a socialist program for the labor party;
and a struggle for that party to take power in the na<
tion. It is the beginning of the road which leads the
working class to take command of the nation with a
program to reorganize society on a socialist—which ia
to say, on a democratic—basis. But this first step will
not, given the current political situation in the country, -
be a small one; it will represent a tremendous lea ”p
forward for the workers and for all of society.

The Time Is Now

The time for that step is now. As Engels sgid i m tho
same article from which we have quoted above:

“And yet there never was a miore w1despread feelmg
.« wthan now that the old parties are doomed, that the.
old shibboleths have become meaningless, that, t.he old
watchwords are exploded, that the old panaceasiwill

not act any longer. Thinking men of all classes I;egm 2

to see that a new line must be struck out, and that. thls
line can only be in the direction of dernocracy But. ..
democracy means the dominion of the working cIass,
neither more nor less. Lét, then, that working classpre-.
pare itself for the task in store for it—the ruling of

this great empire; let them understand the responsibili~’

ties which mev:tably will fall to their share. And the
best:way o do this is ‘to use the power already in their
hands, the actual majority they possess in every large
town.in the kmgdom, to send to-Parliament -men of thelr
own. order.”. - _ = T T
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{Continued from page 1)

every day the advantages of pooled effort, and the subordina-
_/tion of the interests of an individual to the needs of the group.
.. Tt does not teach this.lesson equally to all workers: it is
plainer for assembly-line workers in. the mass-production in-
dustries than for (say) an office secretary who takes dictation
from a personal boss, who works with a boss rather than with
 fellow workers. We use this simple example so that that reader
_can himself imagine the various degrees of “education” which
the conditions of capitalism grant to different kinds of work-
‘ers, and link these various degrees up with the social ideolo-
.gies which arise from these different strata of workers, simply
con the basis of this first point: class organization.
~(2) The interests of workers as a solidarized group, organ-
_  zized by capitalism, lead them to struggle. =
This is the whole theme of the article on page 3, and so we
‘can’ pass over it briefly here. What that article will emphasize
‘so ¢learly is that this can take place quite apart from the
conscious desires and wishes of the labor leaders themsélves.
- Labor leaders; who have risen from the ranks of lowly work-
ers and aspire to be asccepted as respectable and responsible
merabers of bourgeois society, often want to substitute pleasant
and friendly conferences with management for any kind of
-conflict. Having freed themselves from the condition of exist-
= ‘ence to which the mass of workers are condemned, they are
% +“hourgeoisified,” they want to integrate themselves into the
: -ruling class, or at least find as respectable a niche there as a
‘corporation lawyer.
g “And indeed they could do so—so many others do!—if not for
‘the fact that it is_the working class that they are standing on

“sentafives in order fo oppose the bosses’ inferests; but the
‘bosses accept the friendship of these labor leaders only insofar
“as they "behave'; fronr below these bourgeoisified bureaucrats,
there always arises the pressure of mass demands, the unslak-
able needs of the workers which cannot be “wished away with
Jfine talk- about class-collaboration, the ‘aspirations steaming up
from the depths of the class for delivery of the goods. .

‘Class Struggle Instru ments L

~-'Some bureaucrats can continue their precarious balancing-
-act for substantial periods, in “normal” times of class gquiet
particularly, as everybody knows; but even the most conserva-
tive and most bourgeoisified union leader must to some extent
satisfy the class needs of his constituent base, or else—. This
4s in the worst case; of course, and there are not a few such
“worst” cases in the bourgeoisified labor bureaucracy of- this
country.

“+- But it is by no means the typical case even here. Timidly or
militantly, consistently or hesitantly, competently or .crudely,
even the conservative union leader who does not “believe” in
class struggle must be its instrument to the extent that he
functions as-a labor ‘leader at all. T
5 (3) The-directions of the workers’ organized struggle ins

- evitably tends to be against capitelism—or, to put it more
finely, this struggle always tends to go outside the framework
of capitalist institutions and ideas.

Steadily the labor movement’s insistence on social responsi-
-bility for all asepcts of life comes in conflict -with the capitalist
ingistence on the rights of private property. For the essence
-of-capitalist private-property relations is that this whole area
.of man’s life—the economic- sphere—is to be withdrawn from
-the rule of social responsibility and is to be ruled by the
unilateral power of capital, as its birthright.

Many are the compromises that capitalism has been forced
into here, as is well known, the compromise being mainly that
(a) the state is accorded power to intervene as representative
of “society,” provided (b) that the associated capitalist class
~ -retain full control of this intervening state. (This is the proc-
ess of “statification” under capitalism in a nutshell.)  But
‘whatever the compromises, the workinglass movement—even
‘the undeveloped union-conscious labor movement of this coun-
try—ecan nevér be satisfied. ?

: ® 4 eg ope
-Social Responsibility ‘
} *Its best sections (UAW, for example) raise slogans lik
4rade-union intervention in the setting of prices or in peering
‘over the capitalists’ books to check their profit. In periods of
intense ¢lass struggle, sit-downers take over the factories
swithout a. qualm over the rights of private property. The
tendency .of the unions in politics is to support federal controls
‘all the way down the line—over offshore oil, or natural gas, or
‘prices, or the Salk vaccine, or health insurance, ete—in the
' ‘name of social responsibility vs. private property. Insofar as
‘this support of “statification” takes place without concomitant
4nsistence on control by a social democracy, this is indéed
labor’s contribution to the bureaucratization of ecapitalism,
rather-than its democratization. -
Buf .given a socialist framework it is this insistence on social
responsibility vs. private property which is the germ of the
_labor movement's inherent and ineradicable "creeping socialism.”
The intuition of the reactionaries is not altogether baseless
.- 4n this respect, though wildly exaggerated and viciously direct-
" sgd, Even Samuel Gompers used to argue that his simple slogan
| iaf “More!” for the laber movement was a more “revolution-
| sary” slogan than- anything the socialists offered. And surely
_jt.is true.that, insofar as labor incessantly presses for “more”
out of the -economic pie for itself, even when decent wages are
jrgeompatible- with capitalist needs; insofar as labor presses
f£or ¥more” secial responsibility and less rule by private profit;
Zinsofar as labor presses in this direction without drawing ‘back
when the capitalists yell too violently, to this extent labor
.drives the logic of its own existence outside the bounds: of the
‘capitalist framework, and tends to explode it. : e
, Of: course, we socialists would maintain, and “experience
:;unanimously shows, that this does not happen except when
the working-class movement grows up to adopting socialist
eadership and program; but all we are stressing in the pres-
ent “connection is that the class conditions and needs and in-
terests of the workers drive their organized movement, in the
course of its struggle, right up against the bounds of the capi-
talist, systemq :
.+ This is.not true of any other group in society—only of indi-
viduals from other classes, who may decide to throw in their
Jot-with -the working-class struggle. It.is enlightening, for
texampletpimake a study of the type-of politicgl: program coms=
= : :

order #o' reach so high. For the ‘working class needs repre-.

Labor: Key to a Better World — —

monly adopted by non-working-class parties which set out to
express. protest and struggle: radical peasant parties, or urban
parties appealing to the middle class, or farmers’ parties in
the U. S.

Peasant parties most typically stop well short of proposing
the abolition of capitalism, confining themselves to proposals
for improving their class’s lot in ways compatible with the
yule of private property; for the peasant is a very tenacious
small private-property-holder himself, and does not easily see
beyond this questiom.

In a quite different kind of case, as in the.case of the Nazi
appeal to middle-class elements, a kind of pseudo-anti-capital-
ism was patched up by directing slogans against bank capital
as distinct from “good” productive capital; or, as in the case

“of Henry Wallace's program, supporting “progressive” capi-

talists against “reactionary” capitalists. . )

But what is noteworthy is this: only in the case of working-
class partes, all over'the world, does the program:and goal of
the- movement turn fast or slow foward a basic assoult on the
bastions of the capitalist. system itself. 1

Now obviously not all American readers will consider this
inherent turn of proletarian parties toward anti-capitalism
as necessarily a good thing in iteslf, nor are we arguing this
point at the moment. The fact itself is what we point to, as
illuminating the “speeial role of the working class,” for the
benefit of so many Americans who cannot seé that the working
class as @ class can and does play any special role whatsoever.

Courage, Boldness, Militancy
(4) The conditions and interests of the working class not

only push it toward: organized struggle against capitalism but -

impel it toward a courage and boldness and militancy. which
are well nigh onique to it, at critical moments of struggle
when these qualities are called for.

Now at first blush this may seem to be in contradiction with
our earlier statements that workers are not necessarily per-
sonally “better” in any sense. Are we now saying that workers
are braver and bolder? :

Only with the same qualifications previously explained. We
are.talking about their potentialities’ as an” organized class—-
plus perhaps, for many individuals whatever carry-over takes
place from organized behavior to personal behavior as a result
of education. and conditioning in life situations. But it is the
class behavior we are interested. in. ;

Stereotypes are bad, including class stereotypes, but while
we should avoid them we should not ignore the kernels of truth
that they often contain (and, containing, exaggerate). Thus:
there: is the “timid professor.” We have known many pro-
fessors not at all personally timid. Yet the sweeping stereo-
type contains a kernel of truth about the impact of academic
life and its pressures upon the social psychology of professors.

In the last chapter of his White Collar, a study of the mid-
dle class in America, Professor (non-timid variety) C. Wright
Mills draws a generalized picture of the new middle class
whieh, 'as it happens, was also quoted in our last week’s issue
of Challenge in conenction with a study of student types. Here
it is again, in odr present connection, as summarized by Debbie
Meier. .

The new middle class are the “"rearguarders,” says Mills; wait-
ing for someone else to move. As a group they have ne ecohesion,
but are on sale-to the highest bidder or the most likely winner,
“They ‘have no steady discontent or responmsible struggle with
the conditions of their lives. For discontent of this sort requires
imagination, even a little vision; and responsible struggle re-
quires leadership.”

As individuals with private positions, confinues Mills, "they
hesitafe, confusgd and vdcillating in their opinions, unfocused
and discontinuous in. their actions . . . they have no targets on
which to focus their worry and distrust. They may be politcally
irrifable, but they have no political passion. They are a chorus,
too afraid to grumble, too hysterical in their applause.” In the
short run, he concludes, they follow the panicky way of pres-
tige; in the long run they follow the ways of power.

This scathing portrait by Professor Mills is a portrait of a
social class, not an insult directed against middle-class indi-
vidoals; just as we have been analyzing the social potentiali-
ties of a class, and not “idealizing” workers.

But surely, with this portrait before ome, and realizing the
truth that it contains, it is easy to see why middle-class groups
simply cannot work up the dynamic drive which is necessary
before one can be “couragecus and.bold and militant.”

Struggle "For Something Better”

Let us take a-simple model: a factory worker -on a picket
line can, and often does, abuse entering scabs and may have
to be restrained from physical attack; he is not constrained-
by motions of bourgeois respectability from acting this way,
even though he may be quite “respectable” and “bourgeois” in
his behavior on all other normal occasions. He is more alien-
ated from class society, mo matter how he thinks—or- how he
thinks he thinks. But go along the scale of workers up (or
down) toward more and more “respectable white-collar work-
ers and employees, to office employees, to bank tellers, to fash-
ion-house fitters, to . . . college professors. And try to imagine
them yelling at scabs on a picket line. ) ; _

Not because we think yelling at seabs is itself the height of
courage or boldness or militancy, but because it is a handy and
visualizable token of ‘what is at stake: the dynamism of: the
class in its organized struggle for “something better” and.
against what-is. We should rather examine the record of the
working class in far more crucial situations than mere strikes;
we should rather see how some of the heights of valor and
self-sacrifice have been reached by unknown workers, not
named heroes, in revolutionary struggles; but these are not
visualizable for the average American reader, who after all is
himself the product of a society dominated by middle-class
medioerity. z

(5) Finally, we are talking about the organized and militant
anti-capitalist struggle of the only class which has the social
power and weight to abolish the old order and build a new
soclety. .. _

Whatever a historian says about the role of force in revolu-
tions; it iz a, Marxist principle that' social revolutions are not
made by bullets. This is the caricatire of socialist revolution
implanted in the mind of the ignorant man by certain types
of policemen and ‘certain types-of professors, The Marxist-so--

cialist believes that when the working
class, and its associated allies from
other sections of the people, are in their
massed majority ready for the abolition
of capitalism, it is their social power
which will determine the result in the
last analysis:

The social power of the class depends
not only on its numbers. It depends also
on its homogeneity and organizability,
as we have discussed, its striking power.
It also depend$ on the indispensability
of the services which it performs in
keeping the world’s work going.

No class has its hands so. closely on the
basic “work without which the system

grinds to ao halt. Not a wheel can turn -

without them. No other class can precipi-
tate a social crisis by the deliberaote de-
cision of its erganized. cadres as in a
large-scale strike. When the working class
goes into battle, all of society is em-
broiled, for all depends on it. Every time
the working class stirs, the rest of society
shakes. Yet there is debate over its "spe-
cial role.™

After all of the above, there is still a
deeper “why” to be asked, a question that
goes behind all of the points we have
made up to now. Within the confines of
the plan for this pamphlet-issue, we

N_° SOCIAL Ph@GMM ;
In the laSt analysis, the “reargnard”
character of the middle classes, which
Professor Mills points to, reflects their
political and social blind-alley. They ¢an=

- not give society a lead becaise there is

no social program which in any way cor-
responds to the special interests of the
middle eclass. From the conditions of
their existence arises mno~pointer to a
way out for all of society. A

In contrast, the working -class, as the
bottom layer of all classes, canmnot even
stir without pointing to a program, even
when it itself rejects it: the abolition of
eapitalism, its class antagonist, and the
assumption of social responsibility’ by
the demodcratically organized people re-
gardless of private profit. b

At bottom, it is because the inferests
of the working class, inherently contained
in its struggles, point a program for a
basic transformation and reconstruction
of society that this class is pushed to-take
a vanguard role in every struggle’ for
freedom and emancipation. TREE

We need hardly spend much space af-
firming how cognizant we are of how
often the working class and its interests
have been deceived and betrayed by ifs
enemies and false frinds. The history of
capitalism, from one point of view, is
nothing but a history of continued dup-
ing of the working class. In fact, decep-
tion of the working class is one of the
most important conditions for the main-
tenance of capitalism or any other ex-
ploitive system.

It is hardly necessary for us to learn
all about this, then, from critics who like
to argue that socialists’ “faith’” in the
working class is misplaced. It is hardly
necessary for -us fo be told, also, that
today, in good part, the Stalinist menace
feeds on its ability to dupe and deceive
the working class in a number of capi-
talist ceuntries like France and: Italy:
The battle for socialist democracy
against both eapitaliSm and ‘Stalinism

_can even be summed up as the battle to
free the working ‘class -from its decep-
tion by each of these class enemies.

CRUCIAL WORKING CLASS

But this is a battle which, by defini-
tion,; is won as soon as the workers are
“undeceived.” It is meanwhile a down-
right irrelevancy in this. connection for
crities to tell us, as they do every so
often, that because the working class has
so long-been deceived and betrayed, we
must condlude that it is hopeless.

‘We point. out only: It is the working
«¢lass that it is erucial for the reaction to
deceive, not the petty-bourgeoisie or any
of its fellow rearguarders. And. this is
because only the working class can lead
the movement to overthrow it, whether
it be capitalist. or Stalinist reaction.

The. socialist revolution, once observed
Rosa Luxemburg, is a war in which there
are necessarily an unending- series of
“defeats” followed by only one victory.
We guarantee nothing, of course, except
‘the honor and dignity of fighting for a
new and better world, rather than the
vileness of adapting one’s mind and
heart to a vile one. We guarantee ¥ no

one that the working class is predestiried 5

to “behave according to our -blueprints”
even if we sit by in interested passivity
toisee whether it does so. We offer only
a road of struggle and a choice of allies
in the only war worth fighting, the bat-
tle for a socialist democracy against the

rival world blocs of war and exploitation, -

have an_opportunity only to ‘point to it.-

e |
.';
}




	v19n19-p1-may-09-1955-LA
	v19n19-p2-may-09-1955-LA
	v19n19-p3-may-09-1955-LA
	v19n19-p4-may-09-1955-LA
	v19n19-p5-may-09-1955-LA
	v19n19-p6-may-09-1955-LA
	v19n19-p7-may-09-1955-LA
	v19n19-p8-may-09-1955-LA

