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Towards a Basic Realignment in U.S. Politics

WHY LABOR NEEDS ITS OWN PARTY

By H. W. BENSON

Any discussion of politics in the United States must sooner or later get around to the question of a

“third” party.

Some caution against having “too many” parties. Others insist that another major partv could only be

a “protest” movement that could never win. Still others insist that the “two-party system”

is so deeply

entrenched in American life that it can never be replaced. Then there are those who warn against “class”
parties, praise the virtues of “broad coalitions” that represent all the peoljle and shun concentration of

too much power in too few hands.

Most of this argument misses the mark; for what is at stake is not the “number” of parties, or

EVen

the two-party system as an abstract principle, but the reality of current American politics embodied in

two real, not abstract, parties:

the Democratic Party and the Republican Party.

The basic fact is this: since the organization of the majority of the American industrial working class,
an achievement of the last 15 years, the sfructure of the nation’s political party system has become utterly

obseolete.

Power bumps back and forth,
like- the old 'Toonerville Trolley.
But. that section of the population
which: iz largest in pumbers, most
strongly organized, strategieally
placed, and powerful, is hardly rep-
resented inside either of the two
old parties.

That part of the population is
the working class; and it scarcely
obtains formal representation even
in the party which it regularly
supports and usually puts in pow-
er, the Democratic Party.

What is necessary is not just
“another” party but a thorough-
going reorganization of U. 3. poli-
tics; a realignment of forces to
truly represent reality. And in this
realignment a party of the working
people must emerge: a labor party.

Consider for a moment the ab-
surd line-up of classes in the ruling
parties.

Bedfellows

The Republican Party has tradi-
tionally combined a most open con-
cern for the big monopolies with
the support of masses of independ-
ent farmers, Those who farm the
farms are trapped in one party
with those who farm the farmers.
Monopolists who control the stock-
yards and packinghouses mulet the
stock farmers who sell their ani-
mals at low prices to the meat trust
only to discover that the public
pays. sky-high prices on the retail
market. The milk farmer is milked
by the dairy trust.

Yet they all cohabitate in one

party, whose slogan might truly be

“What's good for General Motors
is good for America."”

i Now the farmer is becoming res=
tive and turns toward labor.

i In Michigan, a new organization
of dairy farmers collaborates with
the CIO. In Iowa, and other grain

states;-new-farm-organizations are:

&

rising, contemplating not merely
cooperation with the AFL-CIO bat
actual affiliation to it.

The farmer, fthen, is looking
away from big business. But what
does he find in the other party?

The Democratic Party unites the
Slave Dealers of the South with
the New-Dealers of the North.

This party held power for 20
vears with the support of the dem-
ocratic masses of the cities: work-
ers, Negroes, and poor people. Yet,

in Congress,- the ‘party -is domi-

nated by the representatives of the
Southern planters and mill owners
who choose its top leaders and run
its main committees.

Here in the South, the party re-
mains in power by excluding the
masses from political life: the
whites by trickery; the Negroes by
terror. Backwardness and dictator-
ship, that is the Democratic Party
in the South.

And in the North? The Demo-

cratic Party is run not by the mil-"
lions who put it in office but by ex- -

clusive machines of bosses, some
legally and others only morally
corrupt. The rich and. powerful
who buy the Republican Party out-

right have to buy the Democratic’

Party through its political bosses,

Such is our "two-party system."
Would another set-up put too much
pewer in the hands of one class?
Could ancther system increase the
influence of a small minority and
thwart the will of the majority?

Anyvone who answers such ques-
tions should ask himself: what do
we have now?

Millions of farmers vote Repub—
lican only. to learn to their dismay
that they have turned the country
over to Wall Street. And millions
of workers and Negroes vote Dem-
ocrat only to discover that they
have turned the mation over to
slave-dealers, or at least to a coali-
tion of Southern reactionaries and
Northern Wall Street agents.

The Difference

As the people switch back and
forth in the dizzying quest for
proper representation, they never
get what they want. At bottom, the
power of wealth and monopoly re-
mains; privilege and exploitation
dominate in both parties.

High prices; growth of monopoly; war
and imperialism; cyclez of unemployment
and prosperity; corruption in govern-
ment; high taxes for the poor; ever-
higher profits for the rich; small business
to the wall; concentration and monopoly :
It continues alike wunder Republican
rule as it did under the Democrats,

Do yeu mean to say, it will be asked,
that both parties are the same? Not at
aH.

They are as different as a Stanley
Steamer and a Model T. Ford. But both
are outlived in the age of jet-propulsion.

As we have just pointed out: they are
different. Each appeals to different
classes; each proposes a program differ-
ent in important respects. To put it
trothfully, each deceives different sec-
tions of the population by different de-
viees,

But in this respect they resemble one
another: the voters who put them in
power cannot get what they want.

A Fable

Farmers vote for a better life and
higher income for themselves. They get
high monopoly prices for the machines
they must buy.

Labor and Negroes vote for demoe-
racy. They get right-to-work laws, and
terror -at the Southern polling booths.

They vote for Lehman; they get East-
land at the head of the Senate Judiciary
Committee.

_(Turn ta last pagel T
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‘Trade Unions and Politics

THE

IN SHORT PA

By BEN HALL

GIANT

* The union movement is already deep in politics, and not because
it is weak but because if is so strong.

Basie industry is organized ‘and labor by its sheer economic power,.

is able to win.concessions from the employer But what it wins on the
industrial field is taken away in the legislative hall.

If it wins a union shop, “right to

- work” laws are passed in the states

and the Taft-Hartley Law in the
nation. If it raises wages, income-
tax laws shift the burden off the
rich onto the poor.

-80-it goes. The more powerful
the unions become, the greater

comes the pressure from Big Busi-

ness to.underminé by law what
cannot.be cut down in open fight.

The great paradox of political life is
this: Labor is ot the peak’ of its economic
power, enrolling the majority of industrial
workers. Yet its political and legal posi-
dionis at a low point.

Not beeause it is inactive. There is
wmiore political aetivity in and by the
+Jabor movement today than ever. But
most of the activity -seems deliberately
framed toward self-stultification and
frustration.

The political arm of the united labor
movement is the Committee on Political
Education (COPE), replacing and com-
bining the CIO-PAC and the AFL's

LLPE. Like its predecessors, it formu-

latés programs and demands; it ecalls
upon workers to vote; and where legally

permissible, it endorses- candidates. For-

decades, this has continued.

For  decades, labor's political commit-
fees have predicted ond onnounced great
victories at the polls; yet, a sobering few
moments after each victory, labor dis-
covers thot the- fruits of victory have
eluded it. What are the mechanics of this
disillusionment? '

STACKED CARDS

Periodically COPE  will publish an
accounting. of  the voting ‘record of com-
gressman. It will point out that the poli-
ticiang whom it supported, or whom' it

will support, ‘ voted” “right” on 70 per-

¢ent, 90-per-cent, or 100 per cent of the
questions that came before .Congress.
Mozt of them are, of course, Democrats.
And’ these- whom it opposed voted
“wrong”; most of theze are Republicans
and Southern reactionaries.

One gets the impression that a liberal
bloc in Congress is clearly and militantly
aligned against a reactionary bloc. But
all:this is self-delusion.

The record shows only what was al-
lowed to comie before Congress for a
vote, The two-party system stacks the
cards.

The key questions are seldom voted om,
©r, it they are, the vote is a formal ges-
fure.

What labor requires is a militant polit-
jeal'fight in and out of Congress for its
program. But it is satisfied with a
simple raising of hands on a selected few
issues;

The men who are elected to Congress
are not: crusaders chosen by labor to
wive encouragement to the fight; they
are: political time-servers of the old
parties chozen by bosses and wardheelers.

WORDS AND DEEDS

Take examples from only two fields:
foreign policy and civil rights.

The labor movement stands four-
square for Negro rights in all its plat-
forms, declarations, resolutions. Words
are not enough but they are something.

Before acting, it is necessary to decide

that the cause is just.

And so labor solemnly declares that
the Negro is entitled to full democracy
and demands measures of all kinds to
implement these rights: the right to
vote in the South, the end of the South-
ern filibuster system, etc., ete., etc. .

- In 1954, labor boasted of a great
“mctery” when- the Democratic Party
won control of Congress. Meanwhile

" Negroes in' the South:are shet to death -

Lister .Hill,

in Democratic Mississippi for trying to
vote.

The Supreme Court throws out segre-
gation in-the schools, 100: Southern Con-
gressmen sign a manifesto ealling for
resistance to the Supreme Court decision
and giving moral encouragement to those
who would erush the rising movement of
Negroes. for democracy. On the list of
signers of this notorious call for human
degradation are two men supported con-
sistently by labor political committees:
chairman of the Senate
Labor Committee, and John Sparkman,
labor-backed candidate for vice-president
in 1952.

How seriously can Negroes take labor's
printed declarations, how. significant can
the platforms be treated, when the poli-
ticians octually endorsed by labor are
not bound by i#? Or, as in this case, are
found on the side of its enemies?

But the- apologists for these “liberal”
allies of slave-dealers will . retort: Hill
and Sparkman arve liberals on general
questions, but they can resist the South-
ern “tradition” only at the risk of polit-

Jical defeat.

 Let us put them aside, then. What

.about the Northern liberals? Where are
_they?

100 reactionaries in Congress signed a
manifesto, Where are the liberals to sign

their own manifesto to give encourage=-:

ment and support to the Southern Negro
fighters?

We speak, now, of the hundreds of
politicians who were supported by labor
in 1954. Here, in the midst of the most
eritical strugpgle of American democracy
in a generation, they cannot even rise to
the heights of a simple declaration.

‘What has happened to labor's plat-
form—where is it and who is fighting
for it?

We go further: While courageous men
are dying for democracy in the South,
where Demoerats rule, it is impossible
to list .a- half-dozen white statesmen,
politiciang, candidates, senators, repre-
sentatives, in all the 48 states combined,
who have spoken out clearly and com-
pletely on this issue as individuals. And
we do not refer to vague declarations n_:lf
sympathy for the plight of the Negro in
general,

We want to know: which side are you
on in this struggle? Who has spoken
out in support of the Montgomery boy-
cotters and said that they are right? Who
has called upon the Negro to go ahead
with his fight to wvote and to attend
school in equality? And who at the same

+ time has denounced by name those in

Congress and in- the states who give
moral suppert to those who shoot down
Negroes and who encourage resistance
to the simple demands for democracy?

Not Stevenson, not Truman. Who?

Up to yesterday, the labor-backed
liberal wing of the Democratic Party
was concerned only with party unity
with the slave-dealers. And so they re-
main to this day.

Lobor's program, platform and demands
are one matter: but what it gefs ond
whom it supperts are quite a different
thing.

THE SAME GULF

On foreign policy: the same gulf be-
tween lofty thoughts and sordid reality.

Some five years ago, Walter Reuther
promulgated a vast program for material
aid to the peoples of Asia, pre:]u:ated on
éncouraging their vevolutionary aspira-
tions ‘to democraey, against colonialism,
for peace and economie progress, That
was his-program, and properly -interpre-
ted, it could have been a rallying call to
oppmssed peop]es the world over.

‘Buf once these words: were put on:
paper, ‘the labor movement preceeded as

.

(A

usual ‘o - elect: its: wsual candidates to -

office.
During the Indochina crisis; while: -the

nation seemed on the brink of a new war, .

Paul Douglas, labor-backed. senator

‘from Illinois, -was-asked by reporters-at
8, UAW educational conference: What.is.

the Democratic. program in this crisis?

.His: reply. was astoundmg and almost

unbelievable. He said that he did not
know what the party’s program ecould
be because the small band of liberals in
the Senate were not consulted on policy
by the party’s leaders! If Douglas, a
duly elected senator, is kept out of the
party's most crucial decisions, the labor
movement must be locked out completely.

SYMPATHY IS NOT ENOUGH

But let us consider current events,
Last month Chester Bowles, speaking
before the 7th annual UAW conference,
outlined a program for foreign policy
which generally expresses the view of
the most advanced sections of the labor
movement,

He spoke with sympathy for the as-
pirations of Asians and Africans for
freedom. “Many people, perhaps, a good
share of people, feel the time has come
for America to have a new and different
foreign pelicy, "he said, adding: “Peoples
throughout the world are asking, what
is our national purpese?”’ He spoke of
China and how a small band of Com-
munists were able to win control of the
cpuntry, “While we backed Chiang Kai-
shek he was living in the past and trying
to build hiz future on' corruption and
feudalism and all of the things that the
peaple of China were prepared to reject.”
He deecried the fact that America had
backed colonialism in Indochina while
“we allowed Communism to capture the
leadership of a nationalist movement.”

And he might have spoken of Spain
where “we' allied ourselves with the
Franco regime, and of Korea where “we”
helped to install dietator Rhee, And he
could have told how Eastern Europe was
carved up after the fall of ®ermany. He
could have spoken of many more such
things, and the UAW and its leadership
would have nodded in approval.

For our labor movement, at least its
most progressive sections, would like to
find a democratic foreign pelicy; they
want to appeal to the peoples of the
world and give support to their struggles.

But they cannot. They vitiate their own
good intentions because their platform
remains on paper while they continue to
support the Democratic Porty.

WHERE WERE THE DEMOCRATS?

“My party is going to be tested on all
these issues," said Chester Bowles, “and
I believe the Democratic Party is going
to stand up to that test, I believe it is
going to prove itself before the American
people.” With these few words he wipes
oul everything that he =aid.

And with the same thought labor wipes
out its own platforms.

The Republican Party administration
has been in control of the White House
for only four years. Politics; say the
Jeading Democrats and Republicans,
stops at the water's edge. The fundamen-
' tal line-of U, 8. forelgn policy has eon-
tinued without serious challenge from
either party for decades.

It has banked upon and backed not the
world peoples’ struggle for freedom and
justice but their exploiters and oppres-
BOTE.

For a new democrotic foreign policy?
OFf course. But if it is o come through the
election of the Democratic Party, we ask:
Where was your progressive policy in the
20 years of your administration?

Eisenhower was elected president in

1952 and the Republicans won control of:

Congress. What did the majority who
put them in office want? Obviously, they
did- mot want to repeal the great gains
won under the New Deal; no one would
dare to suggest such a step for it. would
mean political ~suicide. “They wanted
lower prices; they wanted an end to the
Korean War; they wanted lower taxes
for the people; they wamted to root out

corruption in government.-

But think: This was the program of
the labor movement! It is precisely to
such aims that COPE will dedicate itself.

Why, then, were millions duped into
voting Republican?

Obviously because they saw no altern-
ative.

Could - they toke labor's political plat-
form serioasly? The unions devised excel-
tent plonks but on administration which
they had -supported had been in power
for decades. And the evils and discontenis
remained.

But:.above all, no one had'an oppor-
tunity-to vote for-{ebor's platiorm; they
could only elect candidates:endorsed by
[labor, -and that is. quite another thing.

‘We “counld : summarize ~the. ‘dilemma;:
labor had" its .political. committess te

.write down its' desires:but the voter has

no -chance to-support these desires; the
voter may support! candidates - backed by

labor's- - committees - but they are nat

pledged to.labor’s programs.

- Thatswas the dead-end in-1952.-So-it ie
in ‘1956.

How, for example, shall the Negro vote
in 19667 Labor's ‘committees are for
democratic Tights; but they do mot run
for office; the Negro-can vote for candi-
dates backed by labor, but they are
deliberately evasive at best,”What is he
to do?

- FOR INDUSTRIAL DEMOCRACY

And 5o it will remain uatll -the-union
goes forward from a Committes on Polit-
ical Educatien to an independent Laobor
Party.

We face this fact and say: there must
be a realignment of forces; there must
be a labor party.

But there are those who find this fact
somehow unpalatable; they do not like
“elass"” terminology. But while the name
“labor party” is an honest expression of
what is and would present the issue with-
out deceit to the people, a. name is still
just a name.

The old parties and the class alliances
they represent are not fitted to modern
times. Let the realignmént take place
demoeratically; in any new progressive
people’s party, let those who bring a
majority of the popular support ‘emjoy a
majority control. With this simple demo=
eratic precept, the working-class charae-
ter of the new movement would be guare
anteed,

The old parties are foundéd on a quite

different principle: these who bring’' the
most money get the most power in its
affairs.

Amnother objection: a labor party
would proveke “class conflict.” We warn

the reader to be partieularly careful

here.

Note: if the Democratic:Party is cons
trolled by a tiny minority of bosses and
Southern  landlords- while 17 million or~
ganized workers rally support to it, that
presumably. does not stir up. “class am-
tagonisms,” although it would be hard
to find a more provocative set-up. But if
the vaszt majority who put the party in
power should have a correspondingly
large share in its actual affairs, that
would create -distasteful class antago-
nism! :

Actually, all this is only 2 round:

about means of announcing that the
minority -of bosses wouid not permit the
majority to rule in “their” party.
. A democratic and progressive. third
party would be the party of labor and
its allies; it would be based on laber's
strength, labor's program, labor's soecial
weight. It would be the natural comple-
ment to labor's struggle for industrial
democracy.
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Page Three

Support the Fair-

Dealers?

LABOR AND
THE DEMOCRATS

By HAL DRAPER

Remember .

Back in 1948, Truman upset the pollsters by
his unpredicted victory, after a whistle-stop
campaign in which he hauled out all of the
best phrases of the Fair Deal and polished them
up: In a moment of glowing gratitude, he told
the press mext day, “Labor did it!”

.-In fact; labor -had a great part in doing it. It was
done against.-the propaganda of the one-party press,
against the apathy of the Democratic machine itself,
and in spite of the fact that Truman himself had done
little or nothing as president to make labor happy.

He had brought back the most hated of anti-labor
weapons, the injunetion, and had used it to break three
preat strikes; he had, not long before, appealed to
Congress for a 'law a goed deal more vicious than the
Taft-Hartley Law—a law to draft strikers into the
army; -his record of positive accomplishment- was not
impressive. Expecting his defeat anyway, important
sections-of the-labor movement were getting ready. to
break away. Even William Green, semi- fossilized presi-
dent-of the AFL; was talking about @ labor third party,
not to speak of several CIO leaders. -
_*But as ecandidate; Truman. delivered the goods—with
speéeches, He inveighed against the,‘’special:interests"
and: hearfless big business, even if it was not-always
clear what he proposed to do about it. This is sometimes
ealled “‘social demagogy” -but in’ capitalist politics it-is
considered very smart. He seemed to be telling labor
that-he was for labor's program; he seemed to 'be telling
the small farmers that he was for their program; and
threy warmed up-and flocked to vote for him, sweeping
him back into the White House,

'The ‘Republicans were perfectly correct when, scan-
dalized, they accused Truman of making a “class”
appeal, stirring up “class antagonisms.” He did, in that
same ‘‘smart” fashion. It got him elected, even though
the labor-leaders who flocked to him insist on making
speeches- denouneing -the idea of a labor party with a
“narrow’” class appeal.

BACK TO NORMAL

"We did i#!" crowed labor too, echeing Truman, not
bothering to denounce itself for this ebviously . “class"
analysis. In those briefly happy days, there was a tem-
porary upsurge even of wild talk about “taking over"
and "transforming' the Democratic Party inte a relichle
instrument. of labor's Interests.

One reason why this talk died down pretty rapidly

oa?

was. that, as soon as the Candidate became the Presi-~,

dent again, he went back to normal. You can’t put but-
ter on a speech about the “special interests.”

Truman and the Democrats made no. attempt to de-
liver on promises of civil-rights legislation. They made
no meaningful attempt to repeal the Taft-Hartley Act.
Truman went in for more strikebreaking, as the rail-
road workers found out.

His labor supporters were tarred with the festering
cotruption that. boiled up out of his administration.
Labor had to fight against Truman-appointed war-
mobilization agencies infested with dollar-a-year bi
businessmen like the same C. E. Wilson who later tol
us “what's good for General Motors.”

We got the Korean war. In foreign policy, we also got
the U, 8. turn back to friendship with the Franco fas-
cist regime, and the change of line back in favor of
Chiang Kai-shel. _T

We zot the “subversive list,” instituted by none other
than Truman, and the government-initiated witchhunt
which got started long before MeCarthy.

"This wae the Democratie Party back at the old stand,
with a Fair Deal sign-over it.

“TAKE OVER" THE PARTY?

A second reason, no doubt, why the talk died down of
“taking over the Democratic Party" is more basic: What
does it mean to take ever o party like the Democratic
Party?

(Incidentally, most of all this applies to the Repub-
‘lican Party even more, but we are not discussing the
‘Republican Party separately because there is no impor-
tant tendency in labor's political movement to orient
in-that direction. All the real questions of labor’s de-
pendent politics concern the Democrats.)

Theze two old parties are not programmatic group-
ings, but power coalitions and federations of machines.
The Democratic Party is a coalition of city political
madchines and' bosses, Southern reaction, and labor an
liberal pressure: politics. When the chips arve down, it
fotlows -the politics of the more enlizhtened Northern
capitalists: tempered by the vicious racism and Dixiegop
vonservatism of the Southern white-supremacists. In
this Popular Front, there is a division of labor: The
workers and farmers provide the votes, and the city
machines and Southerners run the Democratic admin-
-istrations; while ‘the ldbor-liberals mutter angrily and
sometimes - even protest audibly. :

Truman-may have got back to the White House by
pitching his *‘class-'appeal’ in‘ one direction:-but ence

back in the White House he knew what class had to
be followed in deeds.

Now then: suppose labpr and its liberal allies *“eap-
tured” this party in some sense—not merely in some
small town where it could elect the aldermen, but where
it counted, in the national seats of power. Suppose, for
example, labor and its liberal allies made a real fight
at a Democratic national convention and sought to put
over its own program, candidates, and party leaders: ...

Would the Southern reactionaries bow to majority rule
and accept the new leadership and spirit that had “cap-
tured” their party? The very thought is ridiculous, of
course. They would walk out. They even walked out on
Harry Truman in 1948,

Or the eity machine politicians—would they simply
salute their new leaders, underwrite the new program,
and go along no matter what? The thought is almost
as ridieulous, Could all the capitalist politicians and
wardheeling fakers who infest the party submit to a
labor-‘captured” Democratic Party simply out of a
spirit of disciplinef This spirit doesn't exist.

Or would the labor movement simply capture itself
in “taking over"” the Demcecratic Party? Would: it not
rather be, at the very possible best, the beginning of
a general sweeping realignment in. American politics
that would produce precisely what the labor leaders say
they want to avoid: a party of labor? ,

Even if we assume for the sake of argument that it
is ‘conceivable, if not likely, that labor should really set
about- reforming this power-coalition called the Demo-
cralic Party and give it a progressive program -and
some likelihood that the program will be carried out:
is it reasonable to expect that it could beat the en-
trenched Demoeratic poltical machines on their own
w]f!.[aivn’ inside the party, and make the effort worth-
while?

PRESSURE-GROUP POLITICS

So, as we were saying, these were some of the-con-
siderations which put a quick end to the burgeoning idea
of “taking over” the Democratic Party. But what is the
olternative to that, if labor is to stay in political activity,
-as it must?

For the labor leaders, the alternative was—and still
is—going back to the status of just another “pressure
group” in the Democratic Party. Get behind the good
things and good men; complain about the bad things

-and bad men-—try to move the party over to the “left”
‘as a-whole. . ., [

There are a number of difficulties about this pres-
sure-group role, even though organized labor is so big,
so powerful and so influential that it is the most feared
or courted single presure group in politics.

The first dificulty is inherent in the fact that labor is
not inherently a pressure-group at all, even though it
tries fo act like ene. 1t is a separate class. i

What we mean concretely is this: If the natural-gas
lobby can pressure both the Democratic and Republican
Parties into jumping through the hoop, that is natural;
‘because the interests of the oil and gas men, while only
one sector of the total business interests, fit inte the
capitalist-party program; and as long as their speeial
demands: do. not hurt all of business too much, they ean
get their way. True, it is another robbery of the publie,
but that is what bourgeois politics is for.

But if the labor movement tries to “pressure” the
major -parties into (say) repealing the Taft-Hartley
Law, it finds itself up against the solidarity of all busi-
ness interests, who are entrenched in the old parties.

Laboi's distinctive program, even where exceedingly
modest, tends to raise sociely-wide issices and fests, by
its very nature—issues and teals which are not resolv-
able by pressuve-group medans.

CAN'T USE THE SHUTTLE

That is 'a fundamental difficulty. There Is onother diffi-
culty in fabor's pressure-group palitics which is mere
immediate—and which has wrought havoc with lebor's
effectiveness on the political field.

A pressure-group in this political tug-of-war can
hope to exert its pressure only in one way: by promis-
ing support or withholding support—votes or campaign
contributions, or anything.

Every social, economic and political pressure group
in the country can operate this way. The neo-Klansmen
in the South ean threaten to bolt to the Republicans.
The farmers can mutter about voting Demoerat instead
of for Eisenhower. The NAACP leaders can hint cau-
tiously about voting GOP. Even the natural-gas men
can grumble over Eisenhower's veto with the implied
threat of punishing him with votes or, more likely,
campaign contributions. So it goes.

But labor ecannot operate this way.

Labor's political movement cannot shuttle its votes
back and forth between the two old parties, or success-
fully threaten to do so. If Adlai Stevenson refuses to
make even a verbal obeisance in favor of the Negroes’
epochal fight in the South, can Reuther and Meany ‘‘get
even” by announcing support of Eisenhower and
Nixon? If labor is dissatisfied with what it gets from
the Democrats, outside of talk, where is it to go?

‘In the last analysis, this too is the cutcome of the fact
“that ‘laber is not merely -0 pressuregroup, -not-merely

-
-

even a very big pressure group. It has a progrem, even
when its leaders do not formulate one or are incapable
of formulating one. l#s program. branded on its fore-
head ond unconcealable, is: labor's needs and inferests,

Its leaders can ignore this program, as they most
often do successfully; its leaders can reduce this pro-
gram to empty words, as they do very skillfully; its
leaders can betray this -program, as they de in good
time too. But the program is there because it is spelled
out in the course of the daily struggle in the shops-and
factories over the conflicting interests of two different
classes, 1

Because the program is there, the labor leaders are
prevented even from maneuvering with the more reac-
tionary of the two parties and are-inevitably orientdd
toward that party whose brand of social demagogy
appeals in its direction.

THE SPINNING WHEEL

Now; everybody knows this is so. Hence the difficulty.

As long as lobor has nowhere else to go, what is- the
pressure upon the Democratic machine to heed its com-
plaints, protests, proposals or lamentations? '

True, on a local scale in some areas, labor politics
has flirted with “liberal” Republicans, as in New York'
City, but not where the main issues are decided,

True, the labor leaders can try to threaten, not that.
they will break with the Democrats and go to the Re-
publicans, but that their vank and file will—unless
such-and-such measures are carried out. Or they can
threaten, usually with more justice, that unless the
Democrats concede a few more crumbs, the worker-
voters will just sit it -out despite doorbell-ringing.”A

small component of lahor’s enormous pressure<ower \is -

thus brought into play. Even this small comporent has
power, But -how little compared to what is posgible,“as
can' be seen from the present politieal impotence’ ‘of
labor's political arms in"an important election year. :

In 1948 there was an enormons pressure on Truman,
besides his fear of defeat. This was the Stalinist-led
Wallace candidacy of the Progressive Party, ‘which
momentarily threatened to attract-away part of the
working-class support indispensable to Truman's elee-
tion. This was an important reason for Truman’s leftish
talk in the campaign.

In 1952, and again in 1956, the fear of a Southern
bolt.-is either the reason or the pretext for the pussy-
footing on'the Jim Crow question even by Northern
Democratie liberals, like-Stevenson.

But-they-are not afraid that labor will bolt.

No, laber is in their pocket. Safe. Don't-have to worry
about it much. W's the other side they have to worry
about, the reactionaries, the current “"moderates.”

So labor’s tremendous. political strength is expended

like & free-spinning wheel stuck up in empty |ir; going

nowhere,
L 3

A TRANSITIONAL ROAD

Sooner or later labor will have to break with this

‘Democratic Party and do what overy other working

class in the world has had to do: form its own party.
But there are different roads through which this can
happes,. -

Meanwhile the great majority of the trade-unionists
d.o_ not-see or agree with this necessity. The most po-
!:tm‘aﬂy conscious among them believe in working with-
in and supporting .the Demoecratic Party. In gpite of
!‘.he !essons of experience, the leap over to a new.party
is still too great, at least for this period of war-economy
prosperity.

~-But for ws, who are for o labor party, this does -not

mean an end to our dialogue with such - workers.- We have

- @ very important thing to tell-them:

You, fon avhatever veason, ure against forming .o
!abq:- party now. You want to support Democratls
against Republicans, and good. Democrats against bird
Derwoerats, You want to do this not because you are o
careerist or are looking for a wardheelers' job, bt be-
cause you think labor's interests demand that you sup-
port the lesser evil against the greater evil.

Very well, then, you will work within the Democratic
Party, but— '

Work!

You're for a forthright eivil-rights program by the
Demaerats? Then fight for it. Dow't just advoeate it:
fight for it, for that is the only way it will be won,

Demand that your leaders «l the Democratic Party
conventions—and there will be a platoon of labor lead-
ers there as delegates—fight all the way down to the
floor-ou behalf of a few propositions of elementary de-
mocracy : clear endorsement of the desegregation deci-
ston of the Supreme Court; strong provision for its
implementation; vepudiation by name of all those who
are fighting to keep the Negroes wnder, like the signers
of the Southern Congressional Manifesto.

Insist that the Democratic platforin firmly call for
the repeal of Taft-Hartley. Call for abolition of the
congressional seniority system whereby the Southern
bloc automatically comtrole a Democratic Party-con-
trolled Congress.

Implement Reuther's threat that “You cannot have
My. Eastland and have us at the same time.”

Labor's political machine can work in the Demo-
cratic Party by capitulating to its machine, or it can
work to really achieve those good things which it claims
it can convinee the'Democrat‘s to aceept.

So far, it has mainly tagged along as o fifth wheel
of the party, not as a dynamic left wing of i,

Yo, who want to work in the Democratic Partyr
fight at least for what YOU believe in, since you dis-
agree with our Labor Party views; and if you fight for
it in the Democratic Party we will see whether yow are
right, and ean rveally get what you want; or whether

your fight- will merely open up a different and broader
‘road leading ' to- genuinie indepeident labor politiés, a
“dabor party, by bréaking with this-party. \

ol
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Yésterday and Today

PAGES FROM
LABORS HISTORY

By JULIUS FALK

In the history of the American labor movement there is a moral
and a lesson for the labor movement of today: the need for and the
inevitability of independent working-class political action.

In the past century the voice of independent labor politics has often

‘been low, but seldom mute; and in innumerable instances it was loud,.

clear and full of promise.

Even before the Civil War the
organization of workingmen's par-
ties often coincided with the limit-
ed successes of unions of skilled
craftsmen. The first of these par-
ties dates back to 1828—in New
York, Philadelphia and elsewhere—when
suffrage for white males was only rarely
limited by property gualifications.

The issues on which these parties
fought corresponded to the elementary
human needs of the time such as the ten-
hour day and equal, decent and free edu-
eation. In-a number of cities these par-
ties met with considerable success at the
polls, :

But the working class 'was as yet weak.
Numericglly they were a tiny mimarity
of the mational population; and politj-
cally they were disoriented by the pull
of stronger parties on the outside and by
the dactionalism of Owenite utepian
" eolonizers within. In a few years these
iabor parties disappeared from the na-
tional scene, and in the panic of LB37
their trade-union complements were deci-
mated., Sy

Although. - shorHived, their historical
value is permanent as eorly demensira-
tions of the irrepressible nature of the
class siruggle and its political expression,
be it the struggie between merchant capi-
#alist. and croft worker .in the 1820s or
Between finance capital and the .industrial
proletariat o century later. .

Tollowing the Civil War there were a
host of third parties, Sometimes they
were union-based labor parties; in many
instances, however, they were alliances
of exploited worker and oppressed farm-
er. For éxample: e

The National Labor Union, organized
in 1846, from its inception placed its
reliance on political action, _

In' 1874 the Greenback Party was
formed. Primarily an agrarian reform
movement; it nevertheless formed an alli-
ance with trade-unionists and, as the
National Party, received 1,000,000 votes
in the elections of 1878. The popularity
of ‘the Greenback-labor alliance, induted
by the depression of 1873 was wiped out
during. the economic revival of the early
1880s.

THE POPULIST PERIOD

By 1884 another depression was in the
offing. The Knights of Labor, theoretically
an all-embracing radical movement whose
vertebrae were made up of industrial
$rade-union assemblies, experienced a tre-
mendeous rise in membership and militancy.
The Knights, growing from a sect to @
moss movement with a membership of
around 700,000, plunged into intensive po-
litical activity.

Mass strikes and independent electoral
activity became the earmarks of the
vear 1886. In New York, the Knights,
the Socialist Labor Party (formed ten
vears earlier), single-taxers, reformers,
etc., organized the United Labor Party.
With Henry George as its candidate for
mayor in 1886, the party received 68,000
vote=—30 per cent of the total cast. In
Chicago the same year, and on the heels
of the Haymarket affair, a Tnion-based
United Labor Party also won 30 per cent
of the votes cast in its municipal elec-
tions. )

* But the United Labor Parties like the
Nutional Party were overcome by eco-
nomic recovery and internal weaknesses.

The impulse of underprivileged masses
to break out of the restrictions of striet-
1y bourgeois politics was continued -in
the People's Party (the populists), 'I_'he
People’s Party was largely an agrarian
protest movement but it was more than
that. It developed into an alliance of
farmer and urban worker who saw no
{undamental conflict of immediate in-
terest, This alliance added to the power-
ful impetus given to the populists in the
1890s. -

In the presidential elections of 1892
" the People’s Party-polled pver a._mﬂlh_m

votes for its candidate, General Weaver,
and. in_the congressional elections two
years later the party received more than
1,500,000 votes,

But the People’s Party, too, could not
suryive the economic revival of the late
1890s and itz internal disharmony. It
committed political suicide by endorsing
the Democratic Party’s candidate in
1896, Bryan, and was shortly absorbed
by that party. )

POST-WAR EXPLOSION

Where labor and agrarion discontent in
the pest-Civil War period was manifested
in labor parties and allioances of farmer
aad worker, the spirit of profest was sus-
toined in the early 1900s by the Secialist
Party ond the Notional Nen-Partison
h”-l- T o

The -former differed from labor par-
ties, mot only in its socialist - platform
but in its lack of an affiliated trade-
union base, Nevertheless it became a
mass ‘party of social protest, recruiting
its .gtrength from. worker and farmer
alike and\gaining six' per cent of the na-
tional vote in 1912,

The Non-Partisan League differed
Irun:x the People’s Party anmd the earlier
National Party in.its almost exclusive
concern with agrarian reforms and re-
eruitment of farmers. Also, unlike the
Greenbackers and populists, the Non-
Partisan League failed ta put up nation-
al slates and sought electoral victories
by pressing for its éandidates in primary
contests of thé major capitalist parties,

On the heels of the 1918 armistice the
drive toward labor political independence
found renewed sirength. The uwnions had
grown - enormously during war-time pres-
perity. With the war ‘over, the elass strug-
gle Burst forth with an unprecedented vie-
lence ond magnitude.

In 1919, 25 per cent of the non-agri-
cultural working class were engaged in
fierce, protracted strikes. From the Bos-
ton police strike to the Seattle General
Strike led ‘by the AFL Centval Labor
llUni-:n. “strike" was on the order of the

ay.

What enthusiasm existed among the
working class for the war-time Wilson
administration was largely dissipated by
the negative political consequences of
the war, by the threat of depression

(soon realized and reaching its depths®

in 1921 with five million tmemployed),
and by the open-shop offensive which was
a conspiraey of government and capital-
ists to destroy the trade-union move-
ment.

Both parties were openly, eynically

- and brutally on the side of the anti-union

offensive. The question of independent
labor politics grew inescapable.

NATIONAL LABOR PARTY

The president of the AFL, Samuel
Gompers, held fast to his political-de-
pendente policy, looking for favors from
those who were busy issuing anti-union
injunctions and sending the militia
against striking workers. But just as
craft-unionism found itself surrounded
and threatened by the wave of strikes in
all the mass industries, so did Gompers'
anti-independent political bias initially
fail to smash efforts by more militant
unionists to break out of the strangling
grasp of the two-party fetizh.

Numerous local laber parties sprang up
throughout the nation, organized and led
by progressive trode-unionists. The larg-
est union in the coutnry, the United Mine
Workers, representing 400,000 workers,

‘adopted a motion to organize a laber

porty at its 1919 convention. only o have
it sobotaged by the opposition ond pas-
sivity of the UMW's conservative leader-
ship.

!gut over the heads of the top national
leadership the unionists in city after city
and state after state organized their
local ‘parties. In November 1919, many
of these local labor parties were amalga-
mated into, the National Labor Party.

=

The convention was tremendously im-
pressive for its numbers of unions repre-
sented and militant spirit reflected in its
program.

Gompers, however, stepped up hiz op-

* position to labor's political insurgency

and the effectiveness of his active hos-
tility was clearly seen in the 1920 nomi-
nating convention of the Labor Party.

The party succeeded in plocing itself on
the 1920 ballot as the Farmer-Labor Par-
ty—in only seventeen states, which is a
partial explanation for its small vote of
around one-quarter of o million. However,
to this figure, as an indication of palitical
and social protest. must be .added the
negarly one million votes for Eugene Debs
en the Secialist Party ticket.

It was im-the 1920s that the movement
was organized which had perhaps the
greatest potentiality in the long history
of labor and third-partyism for develop-
ing into a permanent and powerful un-
ion-based party of the working class:
the Conference for Progressive Palitical
Action. Ly

THE CPPA TRIES 3

The CPPA owed its formation- fothe:
activities of the AFL-afiliated railroad -

unions. which numbered nearly 1,500,000
—more than a third of the entire AFL
membership. .And among these railroad

vnipns it was: the 300,000-strong wma-..

chinists union headed by ex-socialist
William Johnston which spearheaded the
CPPA. -

The leadership of these railroad un-
ions was not made up of radicals; basie-
glly it was as yet congervative in tem-
perament and moderate in social outlook,
But the railroad workers had come to en-
joy a fresh sense of power and.aythority
in their great numbers; they had nat
soffered crushing defeats by the time of
the CPPA’s founding conference in Feb-
ruary 1922, as was the case with many
of the major unions; they redented the
railroads’ return to private owners by
the government which ‘had takén over
their bperation during the war; they had
been enthused over the Plumb Plan
which would have given the unionists
some control over their own destiny.

The railroadmen had thus gained a
broader vision which went bevond the
limited purview of economic class organ-
ization, They witnessed havoe wrought
on the working class first by the Demo-
cratic Parfy administration under Wil-
gon, then by the Republican rule of
Harding. They recognized the threat to
their own union’s stability in the unjon-
busting activities of both parties.

The AFL roilroad workers' loeadership
responded to and reflected the self-essur-
once anmd heightened social vision of the
rank and file. It organized a conference to
explore the peossibilifies of nom-partisan
political ' action.

At this conference, held in Chicago
(February 19522) were representatives
from the Farmer Labor Party, state la-
bor parties, the Non-Partisan League,
the Socialist Party, ete. (The only wing
of the labor movement not invited was
the Communists.)

LA FOLLETTE'S STAMP

The first Conference for Prugressive
Political Aetion was not organized to
form a labor party, but those who at-
tended and favored the formation of
such a party hoped that the movement
would shortly strike out on its own po-
litically.

However, at the second conference of
the CPPA held in Cleveland during De-
cember 1922, the differences hetween the
cautious railroad union leaders and some
of the pro-labor-partyites came to the
fore and prompted a split in the organi-
zation. By a narrow margin this con-
ference rejected the immediate forma-
tion of a labor partv and the- Farmer
Labor Party withdrew its support, eon-
demning the CPPA with particular
vehemence. -

Despite this split the CPPA was
forced by the pressure of events to move
in & leftward direction.

Faced with the choice of Davis or his
rival Republican twin,
CPPA chose an independent course.
Meeting in' St., Lonis during Febroary
1924, the CPPA decided on a nominating
convention to be held three months later.

Coolidge, the

lette was the unchallenged nominee of

the CPPA for the White House.
Although a powerful and popular figure,

he was not the most fortunate choice for

the future of labor political action. But ~

with the CFPPA developing into a mass

movement, aid with its ticket headed by

LaFollette, the AFL nctional leadership

waos forced for the first time owt of its

national nen-partisan shell, and it broke

precedent by endorsing the candidate of

the Progressive Party. The attitude of the

AFL, however, was not designed to lead

the movement but to follow it, content to

have LaFollette stomp the new party with

his own particular brond.

FOUR YEARS TCO SOON

In the elections, LaFollette garnered
5,000,000 wotes. It was a remarkable
showing, although he only carried his
own state, Wisconsin. Seventeen per cent
of the voters cast their ballot for a party
which, for all its programmatic deficien-
cies and special appeal to farmers, was
a party which owed its existence to the
political consciousness and independence
of the trade-union movement.

But the trade-union leaders were dis-
traught. Five million votes were not'
enough. They had expected ten. Their:
own holdness had frightened the railroad
union leaders and their AFL superiors
back to their -more natural-conservatisn.

The pre-election proposals 'to organize -

a permanent labor-party: after the elee-

tions were dropped. The-excuse was the |
“small” vote. The Wisconsin senator was

among the first to scuttle the movement :
and the CPPA was given its coup de

grace at its February 1925 convention. -
Thus ended a promise.

In 1925 the CPFPA was ebandoned. Four '
years “later ‘come the ' Grea? Depresiion, -
the harbinger of mass discontent and moss -
radicalization. s the middie-thirties came -

“he dynamic orgenizing drives of the-CIO. .
‘What would -have hoppensd-to American -
pelitics.during Hiese years had the leader- - -

ship of the CFPA- faced up-to-its respons -

sibitity and pressed the-orgonization of'a -

labor party? ’

What would have happeiied. if the 15
million depression unemployed had-a La- 3
bor Party to champion its interests- and =t
if ‘the rising CIO had a pelitical party .
to champion the cause of ~indastrial
unionism? ‘ .

The questions perniit,anly speculation,
but that does mot gainsay'the’ likefilood
that the political relationship of class
forces in the United States today would
bie vastly different, and a happier one for
the working class.

NOW IT CAN BE DONE

What is the significance of the past
failures of the American working class .
to organize itself on a permanent po-
litical basis? What can we learn from it?

To begin with, it must be recognized
that the inability.of the working class in
the past to found its own party was not
purely fortuitous. While its development
was not precluded by objective circum-
stanees, laborism was at least seriously
handicapped by a multiude of social fae-
tors which no loitger exist today. .

And that is the point, the main lesson.

In the earliest workingmen's parties,
organized more than a céntury ago, their
power to survive was limited by the fact
—among other reasons—that the work-
ing elass was composed of a small eco-
nomic minority of widely dispersed
craftsmen, internally separated by eraft
jealousies and a laek of intercommunica-
tion. Today a concentrated ~industrial
proletariat represents the majority of
the population of a unified nation.

In the post-Civil War period the politi-
cal rebelliousness of the working class
was often drained off by utopian pana-
ceas and by alliances with farmers in
which unionists and workers played a 5
subprdinate role: thus the political fate
of the working class was -made unduly
subject to the frequent fluctuations of
the mood, politics and economies of the
agrarian population.

Teday that is aoll changed The specific
weight of the farmers compared to the
workers is now light with regord to num-
bers and social weight. Where the dwin-
dling Knights of Laber seught an alliance -
with the populists, foday it is the discon-
tented farmer which seeks the cover and
suppor? of the mighty AFL-CIO.

With America’s industrial revelution
c_>f the 1880s followed by waves of mass
immigration, the bourgeoisie was able
uJ;timately to discourage the political as -
well as the econemic organization of a
new muolti-lingual working class by en-
couraging national and racial antagon-
isms. Today, the working class is essen-
tially a cultural entity, with the main
residue of divisive bigotry in the work-
ing class anti-Negro racial. prejudice,

{Continged on next_page) -
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At this July convention Senator LaFol- _
|
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Jim Crow and the Democrats

THE NEGRO FIGHT
NEEDS A NEW PARTY

By MAX MARTIN

A recent column by the N. Y. Post’s Murray Kempton gives an
incident which lights up the relationship between the rising tide of
the Negroes' struggle for civil rights and contemporary American lib-
eralism. Inasmuch as liberalism is the dominant political ideology of
the labor movement, such an illumination also reveals a good deal about
the relations between the Negroes' heroic battle for democracy and the

political views and actions of the
unions.

According to Kempton, the “First
Lady of American Liberalism,” Eleanor
Roosevelt, tendered her resignation from
the national board of the National Asso-
ciation for the Advancement of Colored
People on April 16. As explanation for
her move, she claimed that pressure-of
time prevented her from attending board
meetings. Ome week later, Mrs. Roosevelt
obviously experienced a change of mind;
she ‘returned to the board.

"This much is in the public domain. But
Kempton goes on to some informed spee-
ulations about the real reasons for her
resignation.

He states that “the leaders of the
NAACP had no reason to he unconscious
of her discontent with what had gone on
at. some of the meetings she had attend-
ed.” The NAACP for instance, supperts
the amendment.uf Representative Powell
{Dem.—N_. X.). to bar federal financial
grants to schools which refuse to start
desegregation. Mrs. Roosevelt opposes. it.

But what must be even more painful
to her are the eriticisms which such
NAACP leaders as Roy Wilkins have
made of Mrs. Roosevelt's favorite candi-
date, Adlai Stevenson,-and the Demo-
eratic Party as a whole. And while. the
Negro- leadership has tempered these
eriticisms insofar as publiec expression is
concerned, there can be no doubt that in
privite (at NAACP board meetings, let

us say) it has relaxed its restraints.
Hence Mrs. Roosevelt’s discomfort and
nmmynnce.

She has expressed on a number of scca-
sions her bewilderment and dismay at the
criticisms made of Stevenson on the score
of Megro rights; and there is no reason to
doubt that her puxzlement is gesuine, since
there is no reason to believe that she un-
derstands or is capable of understanding
the conflict which exists between the ef-
forts of the Negroes to put an end once
and for ol to the eutrageous Jim Crow
system and supporting the Demeocratic
Party

To Mrs. Roosevelt and te thousands
of liberals, including those whose ties
and loyalties to that party do not have
the “official” quality- which exists in the
case of Mrs. Roosevelt, the Democratic
FParty is the be-all and end-all of politi-
cal life and all political struggle has to
be accommodated to it.

But the fight of the Negroes, like all
significant social struggles by progres-

sive elements of society, runs squarely
into conflict with that party.

Every action taken by a Southern Ne-
gro or a group of Southern Negroes to
realize any one of the democratic rights
which all citizens theoretically enjoy im-
mediately brings the fighters against Jim
Crow face to face with some governmen-
tal authority. One of the causes of the
increasing - concern with palitics shown
by the unions lies in the fact that year
by year the workers find that their de-
mands are no longer realizable by eco-
namie struggle alone, but require action
in the halls of Zovernment for their
actualization. As true gs this is for the
unionists, it is eyen-more true and more
directly apparent for the Negroes.

ROADBLOCK TO FREEDOM

Just consider: Do the Negroes wish to
vote? Then they face the resistence of
the various state election boards and
commitiees.

Do they wish to put an end to segre-
gated schuols? The school systems of the
various: Southern state governments
stand in the way.

Do they desire’ an end of segregated
transportation in Montgomery? Then
they have to fight the municipal govern-
ment of that eity.

And ‘of course, It is no secret as to
which party Is in control of the state and
city governmenis #hroughout the South.
The struggle against racism in the South
is @ struggle against the Democratic Party
in the South.

The Jim Crow system consists of an
intermeshing network of institutions and
practices; primary among these are the
legal structures throughout the Southern
states which provide the skeleton and
backbone of the entire system. To end
segregation and discrimination govern-
mental action is reguired and for that
the Negroes need either governmental
power or effective strength to influence
the government. - -

In Montgomery, for instance, it is not
so much the bus company which stands
in the way of victory; it, facing the
enormous_loss of profit which the boy-
cott has produced, might by now have
yielded to the pressure of the Montgomn-
ery. Negroes; but the police power of the
city government has been adamant.

Many of the gains registered by the
Negroes in the last. decade have come
through governmental action. The pro-
gtam of such organizations of the Negro
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undergoing annihilating blows,

In the 1890s and again in the early
1820s, the bourgeoisie almost succeeded
in annihilating the trade-union move-
ment. What possibility, one may ask,
was there for such a weask union move-
ment to successfully orpanize its own
political party? Whatever merit there
muy be to this argument, it can no longer
be offered today; for unlike the past, a
frontal assault on the very right of un-
ionism to exist is not even whispered
aloud by any representative bourgeois
politieian.

In the middle 1920s when the CPPA
leaders abandoned their child, they could
point to a tnion movement that had been
declining for the past five years, By 1925
the AFL alone had to admit the loss of
one and a guarter million members. It
might have been argued: how can we be-
gin to build a union-hased labor party
if the base itself is in a state of disinte-
gration?

Today, however, the AFL-CIO has 15
million. members ond is growing as against
the AFL's three million—and declining
number—in the earlier period. More than
that, today, the majority of the working

class in the decisive economic sectors of

the country are organized.

Another factor which militated against -

the formation of a stable labor party up
until the 1930s was the matter of “pub-
lic opinion.” In the early days of Ameri-
can labor struggles it was a relatively
easy matter for the powerfully en-
trenched anti-union forces to incite the
broad mass of people against the unions.
As late as the early 1920s, during the no-
torious Palmer raids, the bourgeoisie
was capable of establishing in the minds
of millions a mythical alliance between
a mythical bomb-throwing bolshevik and
# very real labor organizer. These un-
founded suspicions were a major obstacle
to unionization. -

Today, all this is a matter of history.
Unions have broken through public pre-
judice. They have bétome an accepted
part of American life.

A majority elass, an organized class,
an increasingly homogeneous class, an
experienced class: therein lies the pres- .
ent power and potential of the modern
American working class. And its tradi-
tions of the past, which often recognized
the value of independent political action,
combined with this new power, indicate
that it will seek fulfillment as a politi-
ca!ly organized class, as labor has done

‘inl‘every other country in the world.

people as the NAACP reqguires for its
realization in life more of the same.

But right here the major snag eppears.
Far the fact is, and many Negroes realize
it, that both major political parties have
run out on the Negroes, have turned their
backs on them. They are contont with giv-
ing out vague platform rhetoric and o
minimum of democratic concessions for
the Negroes, most of them on paper, as a
substitute for that which the Negroes jus-
tifiably want—+#he complete abolition of
the Jim Crow system.

NOWHERE TO GO

But the situation is even more specific
than that. For it is more than the “twe
parties™ in general which is on trial; it
is the Demoeratic Party: specifically, that
is, the party of the New and Fmr Deals,
the party of “liberalism.” -

But this party,consists of three ele-
ments: the liberal-labor bloc, the South-
ern racists; and the conservative big=eity
political - machines.” And of these three
groupings, it is the last two which domi-
nate and control-the party and the Hrst
grouping which plays the subordinate
role, It iz the Bouthern racists who will
control the important committees in Con-
gress, in the evemt of a i)emocrane
vietory,

Moreover, at every turn, the congres-
sionhl liberals, the so-called spokesmen
for the liberal-labor bloe, have them-
selves capitulated to the conservatives
and reactionaries. They have doné s on
the question of civil rights, as tht-y ‘have
on all other major questions. '

Thus the struggles of the Negroes for
democracy inevitably result’in eriticisms
of the pussyfooting Stevensons and of
the party as a whole. But it is at this
point that the Negroes face an dver-
whelming dilemma.'

For os long es political life in the
United States remains frozenm within the
structure of the two-party system, there
is really nowhere else to turn._ All that
the leaders of the NAACP. can do is pri-
vately condemn vigorouwsly and. publicly
deplore—less vigorously, And here and
there a voice suggests that the Negroes
should vote for the Republicans. o

Thug Congressman Adam Clayton
Powell has offered such a suggestion sev-
eral times during the past few months.
And Roy Wilking made a speech in which
it appeared that he was urging the col-
ored people to vote for Eisenhower,

Now there is a good possibility that
large numbers of Negroes who have
voted Demoecratic during: the last twenty
years or so may cast their ballots for
Eisenhower in 1856. Such a development
could take place on the basis of sucress-
{ul Republican exploitation of the elaim
—already advanced by Nixon—that it
was a “Republican” Supreme Court
which made its anti-segregation ruling.
But the Negro leadership as a whole and
the overwhelming majority of the Negro
masses know that no more can be ex-
pected from the Republicans than from
the Demoerats.

LABOR VS. RACISM

But so long as the political cholces in
this counfry are confined to the parties
which now monopolize political life be-
tween them, aill thet the Megroes can do
is issue vogue threats of voting Republi-
ean in the hope thot this will apply enough
pressure on their "friends" so as to pro-
duce a few grudging concessions. But if
the Negro masses in this country face this
dilemma, the same applies equally to the
labor movement.

The unions find themselves in thm
squeeze In Tespect to many matters
which concern them—and what political
matters do not concern them in this day
and age? But more specifically, they run
up against this blind wall in regard to
the very question which we are discuss-
ing, ecivil rights.

Many commentators have noted that
the unions have not at all risen to their
social responsibility in the struggle for
the rights of the Negm Too often they
have not emgaged in any meamngfﬁl
“campaigns but have instead eontented
themselves with rhetorieal declarations
in favor of desegregation, étc. A symp-
tom of this situation was manifested in
the refusal of the labor movement to
join ‘in  the ‘“‘one-hour work stoppage”
proposed by Powell some weeks ago,

OUTLAW
JIM CROW.

MAKE EVERY ACT OF
RACE DISCRiminATiON
a CRimivaL OFFENSE/

The union movement has a clear and
patent stake in the current fizht of the
Negroes. It is more than a struggle for |
an end to segregation; it is a struggle
for democracy.

And throughout its history, the unions ’
have participated in many significant so- |
cial struggles which were nat immedi-
ately concerned with the: eeomomic de- -
mands of [abor. Unions were -deéply: in- *
volved in the fights for universal suf-
frage, for free public education, for the
rights of women, and many other issues.
They participated in such struggles, not
out of political morality and idealism
alone, althopgh that too is not.to be dis.
counted, but out of recognition that these ~
political demands coincided and inter-
meshed with the needs of the workers.

The battle for civil rights, the strug-
gle for democracy which it repm.%ents in
another such fight,

The Jim Crow system acts as a divis=
ive barrier in the effort to ofganize the
“unorganized workers, and .hinders the
efforts to win gains for the working
elass. It is a roadblock in the way of
eomplete unionization of the South,

A victory over the Jim Crow system Is
simultaneously a victory® oveér the anti-
ldbor Southern reactionaries whi taday
block unionization of the Scuth ond whao,
fhrough their control of Congress, hinder
lobor's efforts to fight against anti-labor
legislation,

‘TAKE THE OFFENSIVE

A good part. of the labor movement,
and more particularly that section of it
which was organized in the CIO has at
ieast a respectable record on Jlrn Crow.
It helped to achieve an end to diserimi-
nation in hiring and promoting in many
industries, to wipe out wage inequalities,
ete. And in addition, it brought thou-
sands of Negroes into the rapks of or-
ganized labor, and brought them in on a
basis of equality and solidarify.

But now, under eonditions of this mo-
mentous struggle, labor has not added its
might to the aid of the embattled Ne-
groes. Many reasons have been advanced
for this. The uncertainty of the unions
that they could bring out large mumbers
of their white members in demonstra-
tions is one factor. Their fear that large
proportions of theiy white mennbers in
the South would leave their union or-
ganizations, and perhaps organize a dual
racist union movement, is another

But overriding these facts is the lack -
of a perspective by the labor movement
about taking the economie, social and po-
litical offensive. If the unions had a
clear-cut program for going over to the
offensive, for marshalling an all-out
campaign to organize the South, to fight
for democracy, then these factors wonld
not have the weight they currently ap-
pear to have.

Then the unions could begin an im-
mense educatiopat job among their mem-
bers to solidarize them with the struggle
of the Negro masses. Then they could
have a perspective of bringing unionism
to millions of Southern Negro and white
workers, with a momentum which would
overshadow the racist prejudices of ‘some
white workers. Then they could enzage
in a meaningful joint struggle with the
Negro masses for civil rights and de-
moeracy.

But such a perspective runs into #he
wall of political #imidity which today
blankets the-labor movement. For such a
perspective @ new political party is re-
quired, the decloration of laber's indepens
dence on the ”Iﬂleal field,

The responsibilty for lmtiating- a new
party rests npon the unioms; The labor
movement, in ‘alliance with the Negroes
and with the liberals of the middle class,
can and must forge the new politieal
instrument which can advance a pro-
gram to end Jim Crow and many cther

injustices and inequities in our sucmty. et



LS

Page Sh

M et i
e e N LC T ¥

LABOR ACTION

rxroexn  Vanguard or Tail-End?

- THE EXPERIENCE OF
THE LIBERAL PARTY

By GORDON HASKELL

The Liberal’Party of New York is a unique type of political organi-
2dtion. ‘Nothing like it exists anywhere else in the United States.

* Despite this uniqueness, an understanding of the Liberal Party
cdn be very helpful to anyone who wants to understand American labor
politics at mid-century, precisely because this party exhibits in a strik-
ing and highly developed form many of the characteristics and trends

‘whieh ‘exist in the rest of the field
of labor politics in a less clear-cut

way. . )

The Liberal Party is and has

been -sinee -its ineeption a bundle
of -paradoxes and contradictions.
.1t is a party baséd on labor which
hotly denies that.it is a labor party.
" T is'a party, furthermore, which rep-
rezenta ‘only one seétion of the New York
iatior movement .and is ‘treated at best
with coolness ard usually with hostility
by the rest of the labor movement.

't.is an organizationally independent
party which seeks at ‘most elections to
trdnsform itself into an adjunct of the
Démocratic Party, and even when it is
vebuffed and forced to run its own eandi-
daltes, tries to disguise itself and its role
as' muéh as possible from the public.

It. iz a party which seeks to recruit
members and activists on the basis of
cldims to its independence, incorrupti-
bility and forward-looking, principled
program; but when election-time rolls
ardund, seeks to ram down the throats of
these same members and activists one
politicdl deal with the Democrats after
anbther,*winks at the corruption of its
ally, ‘and tends to forget its program
urtil after' the election is safely past.

TENSION-RIDDEN

How has the Liberal Party momaged to
survive, much less “to" function all ~these
years, In view of the fact that it is a
soft of half-labor half-party? The answer
is ‘that it could only have survived this
todg’ becamse it has expressed in its own
wdy the undecided, tension-ridden polit-

-ical _position of American labor as @

whole, and beyond that because it has
expressed it in the pecalior political sur-
roundings of New York.

The  Liberal Party was originally
created for the purpose of corralling the
large radical and independent wvote. in
New York for New -Deal Demoecratic
candidates. It was created by a section of
the. Jabor movement (the leaders of the
International Ladies Garment Workers
Union and the United Hat, Cap and
Millinery Workers) with an old socialist
tradition ‘which had adapted itself in the
main to the.political philosophy of the
American labor -movement, but which
sought an instrument through which to
express and-at the same time contrel the
radical and independent sentiments and
aspirations of the most advanced .polit-
dcal.public in. the country.

It is, on the one hand, a vestige of the
socialist training and tradition of the
older-stratum of the radical wing of New
York labor, and on the other an attempt
‘to. find a road to the independent political
influence,-action.and power of the Ameri-
can lahior movement of tomorrow.

A ﬁ,’EB'A'Cl.E

Some examples -of the twists and furns
of Liberal Party politics diring the past
seven-years-may be the best way of -illus-
4ratirig how -the Liberal Party leadership
hasiéttemptéd-to meet the dual pressures
upon-it: the demarnd of its active member-
ship-for-mere indepéndence, and the ac-
<cepiance by most of the membership and
<cerdeinly by the leadership of -its rele-os
am adjunct of the Democratic Party.

In 1949 “there was a 'ﬁfw '}gork Citiw;
mayoralty - campaign. e emOLER
(b;'gaed -:‘by the bulk-of the AFL and

- CI0)-ran the incumbent Mayor O'Dwyer
. forwreselection. The Liberal "Party sup-

ported Newbold Morris in a coalition
with -the Republicans on a Yiglean gov-

. ermament” basis.

Within one short .year, the picture

“had -changed completely. O'Dwyer -re-

signed -amid .a big political -stink. A

' Democratic hack, Impellitteri, ran.as.an
| independent ~against -the machine. The

f T S

machine, in an effort to-recover from the
O'Dwyer secandal, nominated Judge
Ferdinand Pecora for mayor, and the
Liberals supported him.

Why? Because there was a. guberna-
torial eampaign that year, and a sena-
torial oné to boot. In their desire to re-
elect Senator Lehmah .and to defeat the
Dewey machine on a state level, the LP
leadership decided to back the Demo-
cratic slate up and down the line.

The result: Impellitteri won a smash-
ing victory against the New York Demo-
cratic machine, Lehman won handily, and
for months the leadership.had to explain
to the membership why it had been
necessary for them to exert themselves
on behalf of a couple of party hacks
like Pecora and Walter Lynch, the Demo-
cratic candidate for governor.

A-¥ICTORY

In 1951 the Liberal Party reached the
peak of its prestige. Since there was no
national or state campaign that year, the
‘pressure of the ranks for an independent
candidacy in the election for president of
the City Council became overwhelming.
The LP can Rudolph Halliey against candi-
‘dates of both the Democrats. and Republi-
eans, and elected him in a smashing vic-
“tory.

But in this campaign, as in all others,
the _party exhibited a marked reticence
about-appearing before the voters under
its own -name. It sooght to set up an ad-
ditionsl- party in ' the ‘hope of winning
independent. Republican votes, and won
almost none. It permitted Halley to run
his campaign on a straight anti-crime,
anti-corruption - basis, and put its city
program in mothballs for the duration.

Nevertheless, the ranks and the leader-
ship felt enormously encouraged by their
success. It had been demonstrated that
in certain circumstances the Liberal
Party could be the strongest party in
Lhe city.

‘THE COUNTS CAMPAIGN

In 1962 thé party leadership made a
frantic attempt to use their new-found
prestige to induce the Democrats to run
acceptable candidates for major posts,
Needless to say, on a national level they
supported  the Stevenson-Sparkmal.
ticket. But the Democrats refused to
nominate a liberal Democrat (like Har-
rimdan) for the Senate, and with obvious
reluctance the LP leadership nominated
their own candidate George S, Counts
for the post,

He ran against - liberal-Republican
TIves and Demoerratic hack Cashmore,
and gained a whopping 485,000 votes on
the Liberal Party line in the midst of
the Eisenhower landslide, At the same
time Stevenson got 410,000 votes on the
Liberal line as compared to 220,000 for
Truman in 1948.

Here again. a measure of independence,
foreced on a reluctant LP leadership, had
paid off. In this campaign, again, the
leadership had gone all-out for Stevenson,
tnd :Wad ‘done very little to promote the
Counts campaign. It weas clear that a
large number of voters want an inde-
pendent-party, and will show it whenever
‘they .are-glven half a chance. '

HOW IT CAMPAIGNS

~ In 1953 the New York City mayoralty
campaign was again divorced from state
and national campaigns. Early in the
year, both Democratic and Republican
Parties showed great division and un-
certainty with regard to their candidates.
After a long series of negotiations with
both, the -LP leadership ‘found itself
-unable to make a gatisfactory deal,
decided to yield to rthe practically  ir-
Tesistible pressure “from the ranks, and
-ran ‘Halley again,” The Dem&ﬂg:‘!ﬁic ‘ma-

chine was thrown into panie by the pros-
peet of lositig City Hall outright, and got
behind a wreliable orgamization liberal,
Bobert Wagner Jr.

The campaign again showed the basic
strength of the - sentiment for indepen-
dent polities in New York City. The LP
ot 468,000 votes while the Republicans,
flushed with national victory, got 661,-
000, and Wagner. was swept into office
with over a million votes,

.No campaign showed more clearly the
distanee between the LP and the rest of
the - labor-liberal niovement in America
than the campaign of 1953. Wagner was
backed not only by both the AFL and
CIO councils in the city, but by a whole
galaxy of top national liberals from Mrs.
Roosevelt up and down the line. Their
cry was for party regularity, for sup-
port to the Democratic Party as such.

Instead of reacting forthrightly ond

militantly fo this challenge, the LP leader- -

ship sought to win by clever maneuver,
Once again the campaign concentrated on
“"clean government" -issues -and - virkaaily

ignered the Big economic and social prob-

lems of the city. Once again +he LP sought
to.evade the challenge that I+ was run by
"labor bosses" -by--effacing itself during
the campaign and disappearing into o

" series of “independents for Holley" or-

gonizations, with #he idea that this was
the way to lure -independent votes inte
the fold.

UNSTARCHED

The, defeat. of Halley- for mayor seem-
ed to take the starch out of the Liberal
Party leadership. In 1954 they end-q‘_rsei]
the whole Democratic slate in advance
in exchange for the measly plum of
Democratic endorsement for one Lifieral
for municipal judge. =~ -

Rumors flew thick and fast fo the ef-
{ect that the party was going to be dis-
solved. David Dubinsky, head of the
ILGWU, openly speculated on whether
the party should continue to exist, and
informed it that it would have to count

‘less heavily on the ILGWU for finaneial

support than in the past.

The result was that Harriman, though
elected governor, polled only 264,000
votes on the Liberal line . . . less than
the unknown and defeated Lymch four

years earlier.

In 1955 the LP annual dinner was
dominated by Demoeratic dignitaries.
Hdrriman and Wagner sat on the dais,
along with De Sapio, the leader of Tam-
many Hall! Adolph Berle, state chair-
man of the party during the preceding
vears, resigned without bothering to
wait till a successor had been found.

And it appears, at the present writing,
that in 1956 the LP will just go through
the motions while supporting Democrats

at every level.

L ]
THE OLD GAME

Flushed with the Halley victory in
1951, Alex Rose, a Liberal Party leader

and president of the hat workers unioxn,

had written in his union’s paper:

“The heads of centrol labor bodies
across the land still play the game the
old way, by way of promises of 'favors'
from local bosses, by personal maneuver-
ing with old-line politicians. They show
no confidence in their own latent sirength,
They are either too lazy or tos uncompre-
hending to assert the political power of
their membership, With tragic consequen-
ces to the best interests of labor . . . they
fail to mobilize all of labor's political
pofentialities."

The sad fact is that Rose and his col-
leagues in the leadership of the LP also
“play the game the old way,” though on
a higher level than the men he con-
demned in the above paragraph.

They are not interested in the *‘per-
sonal” deals and maneuvers with old-line
politiciana in the narrow sense of the
word ‘“‘personal.” But their whole meth-
od ‘of polities is to seek to organize a
mass base for the purpose of being able
to exert pressure on the "old-line poli-
cians,” not for the purpose of winning
elections and taking.over the city and
state governments. K ;

Though they bemoan their icolation in

New York, and tend to blame some of
the worst deals they have been forced to
make on the faet that the rest of the
American labor movement has failed to
follow their example, they have not
raiged their voices in the national coun-
cils of labor to demand that the Liberal
Party be extended nationally, or that a
new party be formed into which it would
be incorporated.

ONE WAY OR ANOTHER
As a matter of fact, it is clear that the

particular brand of palitics of the Liberal

Party con only continue to exist as long
as there is a real political hunger for an
independent, honest perty of the common
people which is never satisfied. But while
it feeds on this hunger, the LP leaders
brand of politics often teads to demoral-
ize it rather thon to satisfy it.

As year after year the ranks have to
zecept the leaders’ stories of “great vic-
tories™ won behind closed doors; as year
after year they are compelled to support
candidates- whom they had previously
opposed, or vice versa, they either turn
ito political cynics or leave polities
altogether. There is a large turnover in
the active membership, and a tendency
for the old cadres to become bored, indif-
ferent and inactive.

‘In addition, the’ LP leaderhsip is now

confronted with the fact of a united

labor movement. That unity is bound to
have consequences in the political fune-
Fioning of the labor movement in Amer-
ica goes without saying.

To the extent that the LP is a unique
and maverick pelitical animal, there will

be-pressurg to kill' it off and coordinate

thé polities of the tmions which have
been the backbone of'the LP with those

of* the rest of the movement. Thus we '

may find that all the paradoxes and com:
tradictions which have- wracked the LP

-from its inception may be capped by the

biggest and-most irohical paradox of ‘all:

that the party fades just on the eve of

the political realignment in America
which-it had so long awaited.

Fortunately, the LP is not foredoomed
by any iron law of history to continue
to- waste away on the diet of crambs
from other parties’ tables to ‘which its
leadership has confined it for so Jong.
For in addition to this leadership, which
is -pretty well frozen in its hard-bitten,
dogmatic theory of ‘maneuverism, there
has always been a sizable and healthy
section -of the rank and file: which has
pushed for a truly independent role for
the Liberal Party. ) ;

A NATIONAL EXAMPLE

They are convinced that the LP can
actually win elections if it goes to the
voters in its own name, with its own can-
didates, and advocates its own program
during elections as well as in itz educa-
tional literature.

And they understand that even if the
party should fail at first to win as a
really independent political movement,

the tactic of running ita own slate would

put far more pressure on the other two
parties to match it with good candidates
of their own than has been the case when
the LP has maneuvered for an accept-
able candidate at the top of the ticket,
and. in return for this great boon from
the Democrats, has agreed to support
most any machine hack they might run
for all the offices lower down.

The pressures in American society
which have brought about the unity of the
lobor movement are working inexorably
to.bring obout a general political realign-
ment also. By the very faect of Its exist-
ence os o separate political party, the
LF has been able to exercise more pres-
sure on the Pemocrats in" New York than
hus the labor movement in any other part
of the country.

_Tltough its successes have been mini-
mized by the timid tactics of its leader-
ship, once new political winds begin to
blow the example of the Liberal Party
will not go unnoticed by the militants in
the rest of the lalior movement through-
out the country.

There is no denying the fact that the
LP militants who are for an independent
policy for the party have been wearied
and in part demoralized by the tacties
of their leaders. But the worst thing
they could do now would be to mive up
the good fight.

Even though they have not yet suc-
ceeded in getting their party in any con-
sistent way to play the inspiring role of
which it is capable; their effort: have
not been in vain. Compared: to the po-
litical role of the bulk-of the labor move-
ment and the liberals in the country,
theirs has been a noble one,-And it may
well be that the day.is not far off when
they will .be able to set.a real example,
to spread the idea of truly independent
labor politics -far beyond. the borders of
New. York. )

s
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‘s Toward a New World

THE SOCIAL MEANIN(

OF LABORS POLITICS

By ALBERT GATES

Behind the faeade of a war-economy prosperity, two tremendous
pheniomena have oceurred; both of them still unfolding: the unification
‘of the labor movement and the struggle of the American Negro.

It would be a mistake to observe
these.in isolation. from -one an-
other. The two big parties must
enlarge their activities in their
competing efforts to win these two
largest segments of the popula-
tion; the labor and Negro move-
ments must, in turn, be deeply in-
volved in these efforts,

It is easy to dismiss the signifi-
cance of labor unity and its politi-
cal meaning in faver of the more
spectacular struggle of the Ne-
groes all over the country, and
most particularly in' the South. In
the long run, however, labor unity
contains the potential for greater
gains of the American people as a
whole, white and Negro. Further-
more, the Negro struggle, as we
shall show, is intertwined with that
of labor, quintessentially in the
area of politics.

The unity of the American labor
movement today is not a return to
the unified labor movement of old
Samuel Gompers. In the first place,

at the pont of its greatest strength, -

the: AFL of Gompers encompassed
only a small fraction of the Ameri-
can working class, Today the un-
ion. movement, some sixteen mil-
lion strong, contains the most im-
portant “section of the working
class in the basic industries.

Secondly, the labor movement 1is
no longer the special preserve of a
couple of million craft workers. It
is the home of ‘the massed millions
of industrial workers, AFL and
CIO, that form the backbone of the
working class.

Unification of the two labor or-
ganizations means more than sim-
ple addition. There is a dynamic
quality to the unification of the
American labor movement that
contains a far greater potential for
struggle and influence on. all levels
now that both former sections have
become one,

BENEATH THE SURFACE

It is quite true that the ideclogy
of the union movement is still
backward. That is to say, the ideol-
ogy of American unionism has not
advanced very far beyond pure-
and-simple unionism, and some-
times it is not even pure. The domi-
nant ideology of this nation, the
richest of all capitalisms, exerts a
dominating influence over the un-
ion movement,

But even that is not the whele
truth, for underneath the apparent
placid acceptance of all the reac-
tionary and trite “principles” of
American capitalism, the labor
movement by its intrinsic social na-
ture comes into violent conflict
with the ruling class and its peli-
tics. That the labor movement is
not very often aware of this role
it plays is not the decisive thing at
this point in its development,

It has taken the labor movement
some years to understand that gen-
eral social and political questions
affect its very life. Polities was al-
ways a dirty word in this country

since if connoted wardheelers, pre-
cinct captains; city and national
machines, corruption, horse-trad-
ing, plain and:simple sellzouts. The
elementary. reaction against this
kind of politics always had a
healthy kernel to it.

Within the last twenty years,
however, the labor movement has
come to learn, no matter how half-
ingly and confusedly, that politics
in the large sense dominates the
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whole of life in a thousand and one
different ways.

The: labor movement has come
to learn after some bitter experi-
ences that the enormous economic
gains it has made over the years
in the most bitter and protracted

campaigns against the financial

and industrial ruling class were
often lost in the wink of an eye
through. the instruments of reac-
tionary politics in the form of
state and national legislative and
administrative bodies.

These experience:'s have produced
an interest in politics which the
labor movement never had in the
days of Gompers’' dominating po-
litical slogan: *“Reward your
friends and punish your enemies.”
Today labor participates in poli-
tics as it never has before. Over-
tones of the Gompers-policy, it is true,
still exist. In some areas, they are still
quite strongz. Very often labor leaders
play the game of politics at its lowest
possible level: horsetrading.

The important thing about labor's par-
ticipation in politics now is that it is
done more consciously and with political
machinery created by both sections of
the labor movement befoxe they were
united. With unity this pal’t:ctpaticn will
be heightened.

The weakness of labor’s political ac-
tion today is its confinment to bourgeois
politics in the arena of the two major
political - parties. Sometimes the labor
leaders make feeble “threats” of an in-
dependent pohtmal party if the labor
movement iz once again betrayed.

DISTORTED POLITICS

Even so, the political activity of the
labor movement today is a distorted
form of class politics. Right now it is
expressed through the united federa-
tion’s Committee on Political Education
(COPE), successor to Labor’s League
for Political Education and the Political
Action Committee, as well as througzh
many local bodies.

In one place. or another, lahor has
tried either to take over the machinery
of the Demeocratic Party, with which it is

most closely allied, or to directly deter-

mine the course of the party, In either
case, there has been more unity in the
political struggle by AFL and CIO sec-

. tions than ever before in American po-

litical history. The Eisenhower admin-
istration has strengtheneti that unity,
incomplete as it is.

It is guaranteed that the lobor move-
ment. will continue to receive the same
disuppuinimnh setbacks and defeats at
the hands of both parties as long a3 it
follows . its present course. Soomer or
later, and we think sooner than most be-
lieve, the labor movement will learn that
there is mo progressive alternative for it
save Independent political activity
through the instrument of an independent
laber. party,

In a more concentrated form, the Ne-
gro people will learn the same lesson,
and may learn it more easily and quickly,
if indeed they have not learned much of
it already. The greater exploitation of
the Negroes as workers and members of
a different race, iz ecatalystic. in the
process of class development and. politi-
cal differentiation among them. Negroes

have now a certain consciousness: of. the

political struggle that is a little in ad-

- vance of the labor movement.

HALF AND HALF,

Negroes are presently engaged in one
of the greatest of social struggles. The
courage and intelligence of their fight
puts on trial alI political forces in the
country, What is more, the struggle is
carried on in the heart.of a reactionary
South whose political ue:ght. in Wash-
ington is far beyond its soeial and eco-
nomi¢ importance. , Palitics -being . what
they are in this country, hoth parties feel

. the threat of the Negro struggle.

The Democratic Party appears fo the
nation as a schixeid, "half free and half
slave.” The Republican Party too feels the
pressure of this struggle upon jtself. I+
desires to win back the Megro vote. Af
the same time it fears setting into motion
an even greater movement: than now ex-
ists among the most exploited people of
the natien, a struggle with repercussions
for the entire warld:

With a long memory of the Cw:l War
and the Reconstruction. period, the Ne-
groes in their overwhelming imajority
supported the Republican Party for
more than sixty years. This adherence
was not broken until the coming of the
New Deal and the Roosevelt era.

With the same solidity as character-
ized their support of the GOP, the Ne-
groes supported the Democratsc Pm'ty
For them, the sbéidl-reform' meaning of
the New Deal transcended in importance
the fact that the Southern political ma-

chine was powerful in the New . Deal

Pparty.

This phase has not changed yet. But
there are signs of restiveness among Ne-
gro voters with the Democratic Party.
They resent the new power of the South-
ern reactionaries in the ruling cireles of
the party. They are appalled by the. evi-
dent weaknesses of the outstanding
spokesman of the party, Adlai Steven-
son.

Aside from the liberal bloe and the
all-too-occasional voice of Walter Reu-
ther, the party is unable to make up its
mind: Should it pacify its Southern wing
on the grounds of- practical polities, pla-
cate the Negro masses with some face-
saving platform, or follow the advice of
Truman and ignore the Boutherners on
the theory that most of them have to go
along with the party and that the party
can win without them?

Whether or not 1956 sees a mass de-
fection of the Negro voter from the
Democratic Party, if that party comtin-
ues as it has, that defection will surely

come. If, however, the Democrstic Party

does break with the Southerners, then

it will occur because of a certain kind |

of mdependent role, more militant, more
purposive, by the labor movement in the
party. By then a new political stage will
be reached in American politics.

BASIC TENDENCY

The recent evenis, however incanclu-
sive they appear fo be at this fime, re-
flect, in ocur opinion, the basic tendency

in American labor politics teward inde-

pendent politics and away from the fwo

mojor capitalist porfies and #heir ideolo- -

gies. Genuine social progress in the United
States. depends in large measure on the
completion of that development, namely,
the organizction of an independent labor
party.

The error of the lahor leaders, big and
small, in their thinking about such'a
labor party, is that they do not under-
stand its social role. They conceive of-the
Iabor party not as a broad movement re-
flective of the people as a whole, but as
a union party. In this, they merely ghow
that their own pohtlcal horizons are at'lll
limited.

Thus it is that at one and the same
time they may threaten to organize gn
independent labor party and declare
against it on the grounds that it wou
be- too-narrow since labor does not cop-

stitute an absolute numerical’ m&}onty |

of the people,

The whole concept:c-rr of ‘the labor par=
ty, however,. is based upon its universal
character as the political representative
of the people, not merly the organized
labor movement fighting for the' political
enforcement of a wage. rise. The latter
is of relatively  small importance com-
pared to the great social problems of onr
day that encompass foreign policy, mili-
tary policy and the economic -and politi-
cal problems of our times.

We do not pretend that t.he.questmn
of unionization of the South and the o=
ganization of the unorganized are unim-
portant in view of the political obstacles
to organization- placed before the labor
movement in many states, We only mean’
that these problems are part of a larger

social program which can only be cham-".

pioned by the labor movement, and must;'“
be championed by it

Foreign affairs, military policy, recc-'
tionary legislation, the condition of ol
mincrities In the naotion are of vital' cop-'
cern to all. They involve the -deepest in-
terests of all the people who are, in truth,
unrepresented politically.

A FARTHER GOAL

The - powerful labor movement is the
greatest force for such progress. Its mil-
lions of members represent, historically
and socially speaking, the most progres-"
sive section of the American people. THe
struggle of the Negroes, for: examplb
will have ne final resolution except in’ t.he-
political deve]upment we propose.

So while it is good to record labor's
political activity- and partmpahlm in
American: polities, it
enough. The' labor movement will ma
its greatest progress when its -ideolo
passes the point of sm:p]e trade-unio:
ism and involvement in bourgems po'fi-'

tics, and moves toward genuine' indepen-"

dent political action through an indepen-

is -mot nea.rl!g ‘

dent labor party speaking for and repre- _

senting the entire nation.

For us soclalisfs, this advance by Hu-'

organized workers will have a ‘broader
meaning than for he rest: of fhe lobor

movement. For us it will’ also be on g

toric' step on the road of the Amerita
workers' development toward sociali
consciousness. : :

British Labor also went through this
pattern: from pure-and-simple ' trade-

‘unionism to political support of the Lib-

eral' Party, then to alliance’ with thsat

Same bourgeois party as an independent= |
ly organized political foree; then to: the

Labor Representation Commlttee then tp
the formation of the British Labor Party
as a “third-party™; after a while, to the
‘adoption by the Bntsh Labor Party of 2

socialist program; and finally to the

emergence of the Labor Party as Lh? '

strongest single party of ‘the land—the
“first party” of the people.

We are confident that the American -

working eclass will move this way too.
And once it gets zoing, there will be 0o
stopping it.

This is the 7th of LABom A.CTIUN"B‘
series of annuel pemphlet-issues on .
basic questions of socialism. Our regit-
lay articles and features will be back”,
next week as wugual, including the |
YOUNG SOCIALIST CHALLENGE which |

appears every week as a section of
LA, J :

The firsl siz pamphlet-issues are

Aows:;

(1) THE PRINCIPLES AND PROGRAM |
OF INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM,

(2) INDEPENDENT SOCIALISM AND
War.

(3) THE FAlR DEAL: A SOCIALIST
ANALYSIS.

(4) SOCIALISM AND DEMOCRACY. |
o

- CLASS,

Alzo: BEHIND YALTA—THE TRUTH
-ABOUT THE SECOND Wunm WAR. ‘

still availuble at 10 cents eack, as fol-:

(5) WHAT [s STALINISM? =
(6) SOCIALISM AND THE anma-'- -
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Labor Needs Its Own Party ——

*

{Continved from page 1]
But hold on: Has there been nothing but
reaction, profiteering, anti-democracy?

' Masn't there been the New Deal, social
" legislation, rising incomes, better standard

of living for the masses and a hundred
and one other things?

Of course, and we have no intention of.

painting a picture of unrelieved gloom
and utter blackness. There has been
progress, great progress.

But that simple truth alone tells us
very little. The important guestion is
this: how was that progress achieved?
how did modern social legislation get on
the books?

It was not because of the Democratic-

_Republican two-party system but despite

it.

The Russians now have fheir folk-tale
of the evil Stalin who plotted to turn
their nation inte a nightmare of terror,
We have a charming dream to go along
with it. It tells how a noble hero, Frank-

_lin D. Roosevelt, sat by the fireside and

_lifted a nation out of despair into hap-

piness, .
But the fairy tale of Prince Franklin
is for children, It was not he; it was not

_the Democratic Party; it was not a club

of hondrable politicians who happily de-

Tivered the social legislation of the New
. Deal era to a grateful people.

-THEY FOUGHT

These gaoins were won because the
people fought; they fought a feng and
dramatic class batile.

Farmers gathered by the thousands,
guns in hand, te prevent the foreclosure

_of their land; they toured the roads in
. trucks enforeing their produce strike in

a National Farmers Holiday Movement

' which rallied millions.

Veterans marched on Washington for
their benus.

Unemployed farming

demonstrated,

_into leagues and councils.

And finally, tens of thousands of work-
ers seized the factories in a wave of sit-
in strikes that broke open-shoppism in
industry. ]

In the wave of protest, the Seocialist
“Party grew: Norman Thomas. polled al-
most a million counted ballots alone in
1932, Mass indignation mounted and was
‘even misdirected into the Communist
Party whick grew in size and influence,

These struggles, these demands, this
‘mood compelled the politicians to yield,
and nnder the pressure of ‘the rising
people they quickly enacted a series of
Jaws which the people took and went on
to demand more.

CONUNDRUM
Let us ask a question: if the great gains

':nf the past generation came from the two-

party.system, or at least from the Demo-
cratic Party, how can you account for

* #his fact: since the era of the great social

gains in the mid-thirties, social legisia-
tien has greund to a halt. At best, it is
reduced to a dribble.

And yet, the forces of labor and liber-
alism are not weaker; they are far more
powerful than ever.

In 1932 the union movement counted
only two million. Now it enrolls 17 mil-
Jion. -In- 1932 the Southern Negro was
beaten and disorganized. Now he is
shaking up the whole South and rousing
the attention of the country.

Twenty-five years after labor’s great
victories, George Meany, AFL-CIO pres-
ident, announces that labor's legal and
legislative position is at a historic low
point.

In these years, the rising of the peo-
ple was slowly brought under control
and curbed by the two-party system of
“Democrats and Republicans, When the

first popular waves subsided, political

‘power remained in the hands of political
buosses, slave-dealers, and the rich.

The peolitical forms and structure of
‘American politics are now outlived mnot
‘because there has been no progress but
‘because there has been so much progress.

The people are too powerfully ergan-
jzed to permit political parties to be run
by narrow cligues.

‘FOR A REAL CHOICE

In fact, the political structure is al-
ready cracking up: the Democratic Par-
ty is torn between Southern reaction amd

labor liberalisnw. Walter Reuther ex-.

plains: “you cannot have Senator East-
land and have us at the same time." The
‘Nepro deserts the Democratic Party
iwhi}e the farmer is deserting. the Repub-
Hfans. But where are they all to gol
What is $o replace the decaying Demo+
cratic-Republican system?

No crystal ball is handy. The reorgani-

zation and reorientation can swirl about

in ¢onfusion while fantastic alliances are

patched together on.the spur of the mo-

ment. None can match the fantasy of
the old Democratic Party: Eastland and
the Negro; Reuther and the “right-to-
work” Democrats—all in one coalition!
We say simply this: if the coming palit-
ical realignment is to be understandable,
if it is to achieve the moaximum for the
people, then a labor party must be formed.
Let those who want to rally to democ-
racy and security for the people gather
around a party ef the working closs. Let
those who are ready to defend privilege
and exploitation form their own party.

For the first time, the people can have
a clear choice of alternatives.

-DEMOCRATIC WAY

Why a labor party? Doesn't that seem
“dogmatic”? Such objections quickly
spring to mind.

Remember, always, that the United
States is the only modern demoeratic na-
tion where there is no labor party.

And now, politics can only give a true
pieture of what is happening im real life
when such a party is formed here.

To understand why there should be a
labor party, consider first the question

~of democracy.

Democracy means the domination of
government by the popular masses
through the forms of free diseussion,
free organization, free elections. But the
vast majority are poor; a tiny minority
is rich, This becomes the great danger
to popular democracy; for those who
own wealth dominate society, not
through mumbers but through influence.

When a %iny closs of bankers and in-
dustrialists con dominate the ovenues of
discussions, the press, the rodio, televi-
sien; when they can buy and sell polifi-
cians and intellectuals, then they con
thwart the people even under the forms of
demeocrocy. Where concentrated wealth
accumulates, democracy con live enly
when the force of momey is conterbal-
anced by the organized people.

For a half century after the founding
of the Ameriean republie, democracy de-
pended upon the support of millions of
free farmers and small merchants who
were dJetermined that bankers and com-
mercial combines should not thrust the
people aside. They were the backbone of

‘the Democratic Party. But with the rise

of slavery and the dominance of slave-
owners, and with the rise of industry,
fhe old base of demoeracy began to crum-
ble; the old alliances were torn asunder.

THE MEW CLASS
A new party, a “third” party if you

like, rose to lead the fight against the
spreading of slavery. It was the Repub-

Jitan Party; and to it went the support

of the masses of people in the North who
wanted democracy,

During and after the Civil War, great
fortunes were made; industry four-
ished; trusts consolidated toward the
end of the century; the Democratic Par-
ty was dominated by the former siave
owners;  the Republican Party became
the direct tool of big business, which be-
gan impartially to buy and sell both par-
ties. It was an age of the open domina-
tion-of Big Business..

Democracy was: kept alive by short-
lived popular political upsurges, inside
and outside the two parties and cutting
across both: Populism, progressivism,
free-silver. The old base of democracy,
the free farmer, had been undermined.
The importance of agriculture in the
economy was in decline; industry was
growing. The revolt of the farmer
proved to be futile and despairing; the
rule of big business continued unchecked.

Meanwhile, a new class was rising: the
modern industrial weorking class.

But in its vast majority it was unor-
ganized, backward, and largely foreign-
born. Although a small minority of the
class succeeded in organizing itself, and
an even smaller minority founded an
active socialist movement, the vast ma-
jority remained in.disarray, organized
only as voting cattle by corrupt capital-
ist political machines.

So it remained until just yesterday.

But now, the whole social balance in
America has shifted.

Democracy finds its new social base in
a new class: the working class. In the
last ' 25 years, this class has organized
itself industrially; it has lifted itself
into political consciousness; it is a force
so powerful, so invincible that no. other

class ean move without taking its anood

into account. . -

Yet, while the <lass stroeture has
changed; politics remains formally what
it was fifty years ago.

There is no party, there is no consclous-

¢’ organized faction of any perty, that

expresses and represents the fundamen-

Aally democrotic class -of our: Fime. -

If welass antagonisms, the self-interest
of social groups, do exist in reality,
then let them be expressed openly and
honestly in the forum of publie discus-
sion and politics. 1t would be a good
thing: when a banker decries “social-
ism"” and lauds “free enterprise,” let the
world know that he is really talking of
his profit ledgers.

If class antagomisms do not exist in
real life, then no party could possibly
provoke them.

American politics today, however, sue-
cessfully expresses the self-interest and
clagz desires of a tiny group of rich and
privileged, Hypoerisy is their device;
they are satisfied with the reality of
selfish class rule; they prefer not to talk
‘of classes. 2

But if a laber party must not be organ-
ired because class interest is an evil thing
that must be barred from politics, what
holds the iabor movement together? Why
de workers orgonize into unions? Unions
ore class organizations; they enroll only
woge-earners; they exclude their employ-
ers; they unashamedly advocate a pro-
gram in the interests of the .working pec-
ple; they sirive ceaslessly for higher
wages, shorter hours, pensions ond insur-
once for workers,

Could there be any more scientifically
defined ecluss movement?

SOCIAL MOVEMENT

Should any union leader suggest that
the AFL-CIO and its affiliates dissolve
bhecause the orpanization of the working
class provokes “class antagonism,” he
would be hastily dispatched to a rest
home, y .

The antagonism between worker - and
hoss is not created by the union; the
workers organize because such a conflict
of interests already exists, If they can-
not organize, they live not in some para-
dise of class harmony but in a state of
super-exploitation.

If the working class is organized in
industry, why not in politics?

We may be told: It is true-that the
union oreanizes only workers, but it is
not true that the union movement adopts
a program only for workers; don't the
most progressive union leaders always
remind us that we want not a “nickel in
the pay envelope"” movement bhut ene
which will be responsible for the needs
of all the people?

Precisely! And that is what proves our
contention to the hilt. In other words, the
union which may appear to employers as
a “narrow” self-seeking grab for money
is actually a great social movement.

Although it is actually organized on a
class basis, it nevertheless is ready to
take on the fight of all the poor people,
workers or not, organized or not.

In fact, because the union is o working-
<lass movement and Is compelled %o fight
against the big monopolies, it and it alone
has been capable of stimulating such a
pregram and of rallying millions behind
it. The working class must lead the natien.
And @ labor party can de no more ond
must do no less.

LEADING THE NATION -

But 16t us get down to brass tacks,
The labor movement falks about leading
the nation; the UAW, for example, ealls
itzelf the vangopard in America, in words
and in yesolutions. But these lofty goals
are never guite brought to life.

How, we ask, does the labor movement
propose to lead farmers, Negroes, pro-
fessionals, and the poor?

Fundamentally, the task is political:
the unions must show how to organize
government in the interests of the peo-
ple. But in the last analysis, at present
they have only this to offer: elect Derno-
crats.

But in order to. elect o government
which will in reality corry out a people's
program, it is mot eaocugh to pick and
choose the few liberals whe peep modest-
Iy like rare flowers among swamp rocks.
A new movement, a new party dedicated
fo social progréss must come forward,
and that is e lebor party.

Twenty-five years ago, industrial m-
ionism was a dream. Yet in the course of
a single peneration it has changed the
face of America and brought millions of
workers into conscious political life.
With their rise, democracy in America
took on new significance but it was still
fimited and curbed inside parties domi-
nated by others.

And now, while the united labor move-
ment hesitates in uncertainty, & great
movement for democracy arises in the
South, arousing hundreds of thousands
of Negroes to demand equality.

For a labor party! It has been the
need of our generation. It is now the
imperative -demand of- the hour. -

The Independent Socialist League stands
for socialist democrocy and against the
two systems of exploitation which now
divide the world: capitalism and Stalinism.

Capitalism cannot be reformed or liber-
alized, by any Foir Deal or other deal, so
as to give the people freedom, abundance,
security or peace. It must be obolished
and replaced by a new soclal system, in
which the people own and control the
bosic secfors of the economy, democraki-
cally controlling their own economie and
political destinies.

Stalinism, in Russia ond wherever it
holds power, is a brutal totalitarionism—
a new form of explaitation. Its agents in
every country, the Communist Parties, are
unrelenfing enemies of socialism and have
nothing In commen with, socialism—which
cannot exist without effective democratic
cantrol By the people.

These fwo camps of capitalism and Stal-

+inism are today of each other's throats in

a worldwide imperialist rivairy for dami.
nation. This struggle can enly lead to the
most frightful war in history so long as the
people leave the capitalist and StaHnist
rulers in power. Independent Soecialism
stand{ for building and strengthening the
Third Comp of the people against both
war bloecs.

The I5L, os a Marxist movement, lookn
to the working class and its ever-present
struggle as the basic progressive force in
society. The ISL is organized to spread the
ideas ef soclalism in the lobor movement
and amang all other sectiens of the people,

At the same time, Independent Socialists
porticipate actively in every struggle fo
better the people’s lot now—such as the:
fight for higher living standards, agalnst
Jim Crow and anti-Semitism, in defense of
civil liberties and the trade-union move-
ment. We seek to join together with aft
other militonts in the labor movement ay
a left force working for the formation of
an independent labor parly and other pro-
gressive pelicies.

The fight for democracy and the fight
for secialism are 'parable. There coa
be ne lasting and genuine democracy with-
out saclalism, and there con be no seclal-
ism without democrecy. To enrcll under
this banner, join the Independent Socialist
‘League!

 Get Acquainted!

Independent Socialist League
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, N. Y.

O I want more information about
the ideas of Independent Social-
ism and the ISL. '

O T want to join the ISL.
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LABOR ACTION

Independent Socialist Weekly
114 West 14 Street
New York 11, New York

Please enter my subscription:

O 1 year at $2. 0O New
[J 6 months at $1. ] Renewal
] Paymesnt enclosed. {7 Bill me.
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