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“SHOULD PROGRESSIVES
WORK IN THE
DEMOCRATIC PARTY"‘"

Following is a transcript of a debate,

sponsored by the Friday Night Socialist

. Forum and held May 8, 1959, - at Bugene
V. Debs Hall, 3737 ﬁWcodwazd, Detroit.

. Speaking in the affirmative was Carl
‘Haessler, former managing editor,
- Federated Press, For the negative was
George Breitman, former editory, 'The
lﬁliﬁant. ‘
.The moderator was -Dr. Henry Herrmarm,
-Associate Professor, Philosophy of
- Education, Wayne State University.

~
~arl rhesslers a@ffFrmative

I vionder why I was’ asked to pare
ticlpate in this debate. Kriowing the gang that the
first speaker, the affirmative speaker, would be wup
against, I suppose the manager of the forum decided
it would take a brave man to come up here and present
that paint of view, I tried-it about a year ago at
she Central Methodist Chuich, where I was the unaf-

., tiliated speaker, and ‘three other third party speak<

ers had the floor, ant I got a pretty good drubbing,
but it didn’t bother me, especially as one middle-
aged-bourgeois member of the audience came up and
said, "I thank you very mach, You have the same peér-
suasive chardcter of present:mg ‘thé subject as Dr,
Henry Hitt Grane. j_And I don’t know if he thought
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that was complimentary or not, but I have been
compared to preachers before this, although that
is not exactly my line,

However, I am serious in taking this

.. side of ‘the:case, and not from inexperience, Al-
-*mbst 50 years ago, I debated on this general sub-
Ject, except it was capitalist parties vs. Social-
ist Party, at the University of Wisconsin, One of |
my opponents, white-haired like myself, took one
of the opposing views, and I imagine he'll take
the floor in the general discussion tonighte I
was a Socialist Party member, very active in Mil-
waukee after I was fired from the‘University of
Illinois. I reached the glory of being a member
of the City Central Committee of the Socialist
Party there, and also of the five-man State Exe
ecutive Committee of the Socialist Party. Later
on I was active in campaigning for Senator-La-
Follette when he ran for President in 1924, which
was supposed tc be the extension to the country

as a whole of the third party — the Progressive -
Party - that had been founded in the state of
Wisconsin, And when Henry Wallace, ex~Republi-
can, ran for President in 1948, alsc using the
name of the Progressive Party, I was somewhat
active in that campaign, In fact, I remember a
debate here, in which a lawyer for the Republi--
-can Party, -a professor for the Democratic- Party,
- ard yours truly for the Progressive Party, dis-
cussed the platforms, Well, let's get down to

the subject, "Should progressives work in the
BDamocratic Party?"

‘ I take that to mean, should pro-
gressives, who are interested in organized po-
litical action, work in the Democratic-Party,
If you are a progressive along general, vague
social lines, and don't spend much time on po~
litical parties, I should say don't wark in
any political party. Why work in a party if
you're not politically organizationally inter-
ested? So I wonder if my adversary will accept’
that restriction of the subject. I hop» he does,
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because he has plenty of ammunltlon besides that,
because a year ago, the Democratic Party was mch
cleaner looking than it is today. Since the No-
vember victory, the sweeping November victory of
the Democrats in the national election, great

. things were expected of -that party by the labor
peaple who supported it, supported them with mon-
ey, with speeches, and-most of all, with work in
the precincts, So far, there has not been wvery
much visikle fruit on the national scale, for
labor or for progressives, of this victory of the
Democratic Party,

In the state of Michigan,-of course,
there has been same fruit. I should say, for ine-
_stance, the victory of the Democratic Party-in the
last elections, not-only in !'58, but in '56, 54,

'50; '48 —— that those victories have paved the
way, for instance, for the Democratic control of
the State Supreme Court for the first time in the
history of that body. Democrats were tied once
before with the Republicans; but this-ic the
first time that the Democrats have a 5-3 edge in
the state Supreme Court, And it-was due solely to +
the fact that Governor Williams, elected by ori-
ginal Democrats and by labor Democrats over and = i
over again, had the opportunity to fill vacancies
by appointment on the Supreme Court, and those
appointees, in almost all cases, excepting for
Justice Clark Adams, were elected when the time
came’for them to face the voters, And as you
know, the greatest frvit of the State Srprema
Court Democratic control was the deoision in the
Ford strike unemployment benefit case. They re~
versed the previous Republican decision that’

- strikers in one plant of the Ford company would
make all menbers throwa out of work -—- 21l

" ployees thrown oui of work at the Ford Mo*or Co.

-~ ineligivie for uvanenpioyment benefits. The Re=
publlca::s » representirng General Motors and Ford,
thought tnis was sound doctrine, The Democ*rats,
this- year, representing Labor and Democrats genefw
ally, thougit the other interpretation was sound.
Well, that's-the most outstanding Supreme Court
labor v1ctory that has been aclueved, i think,any—
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where in the United States, And it has been achieve-
ed in a state where labor == organized labor ~- has
for all practical purposes captured the Democratic
Party.

The Democratic Party, without labor,
in this state had been nothing except & Governor
once in a while who couldn't get anywhere with a
Republican legislature., Now with the appointive
power in Democratic hands for the courts for these
many years, for the circuit courts, the probate
courts, the common pleas, here and throughout the
state, the judicial temper of a corporation-minded
reactionary court in an industrial state has been
decisively altered, and I ask you whether this
could have been done by any other political means
than the means that were actually employed., For
instance, to make it personal, because that's
what brings it dcwn to cases, could the Socialist
Workers Party with its 4,000 votes in the Spring
election in the state of Michigan have done any-
thing even approaching that? Could the Socialist
Labor Party with a few thousand more votes through-
out the state have done anything in that line? I
don't have to ask you if the Republican Party eould
have done it. They could have, but they wouldntt
have, The Democratic Party got in a position to -
do something.on the Supreme Court and they did it.

« Of course one of the justices on the
Supreme Court is a socialist, a man who spent 30-
days in jail in the good old xilitant days of t37,
for defying a Republican judge's anti-labor injunce
tion, Justice George Edwards of the Supreme Court;
and of course the state chairman of the Democratic
Party several times ran for office as a socialist,
in and around Ann Arbor; and the man who controls
the money bags of the Democratic Party, Walter
Reuther, was a socialist within my own experience.
In fact in 1938, when I was-finctioning ‘o some
degree as his brain truster, I founded his local
union paper and edited it for a number of years,
Reuther consulted me 2s to whether he should cone
tinue paying dues to the Socialist Party, I said -
no. And we discussed it, and I said if you want to
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rise in the UAW and reach an important position,
and if you'll then want to spread your activities
beyond that, don't get tangled up with 2 small
group that's getting nowhere, even faster than
-Norman Thomas is growing older, but get out from
under. Don't have these entangling little alli- -
-ances sticking to you. Free yourself, And he did,
And he freed himself to such a great degree that
a few weeks ago, when Jimmy Hoffa, who used to be
his friend in West Side strikes, accused Reuther
of being a socialist, Reuther said he hadn't ever
been in the Socialist Party except one year, dur-
ing the depression. I know myself-he had been a
-Socialist Party member for 5 years, and-his father
had been for 30 or 40 years before that, but he's
entitled to a change of opinion and he's entitled
to change his memory of the facts too, If there
are other people with better memories than he has,
well, that's.their hard luck, because he'll deny
it, and-everybody will believe him and nobedy will
believe those who have counter-evidence. :

Well, ycu see, with three former.
socialists at the controls of the Democratic Party
:-.in this state, things are beginning to be done,-

~But you still have a die-hard Republican Senate,
as a result of that overbalanced legislature
created by an amendment to the constitution, but
-.;even that will crumble, Some Senators are fear-
-ing for their seats, some Republican Senators;
some of them, while they're not exactly afreid
for their seats, are ready to make deals with
the majority party in the Sanéte and even more so
in the House, and so I think Michigan is a very
good example of progressives working for organ-
~iged political action in the majority party, the
Democratic Farty, of this state.

==, Now, there are similar achieve-
‘ments, not quite so great, in other states., There
..1s the state of West Virginia, I was sitting in
the United Mine Workers office in Washington, -
talking to Denny Lewis, the brother of John L.,
and-he was criticizing Reuther, saying he was -
wasting a lot of semey on labor political action,
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"and we don't go in for that." And I said, "No, you -
don't, except in West Virginia." And he said, "Right,
Carl." 1In West Virginia, the United Mine Workers
controls the Democratic Party, and they've elected
two U.S. Senators, ousting the Republicans in the
last election, and they contropl the Governor, most
-7 of the legislature{ West Virginia has very good
mining legislation, and considering that it's a
~ hill-billy state, up in the mountains, not much
- v« “doing industriaily, West Virginia has a pretty fair
7o record,’ législatively, as far as states go, That
~we? . -legislative pecord was established by the Democrat-
¢ “i-ic Party, which is- owned by the United Mine Workers
S3E '591'-'5!!1‘6"1'5@&. T A T e

Jhesd Rt o7 Now let's take the state of Minnesota
< . where the Demoératic Party is so ther~ughly con-
*"-trolled by-the 0ld Farmers Non-Partisan League,-the
. - radical. farmers in the state; and by the unions,
sthat it really ’isn't ewen called the Democratic
7 Party. :It's called the Farmer-Labor Democratic
i Party.: And’in Minnesota, they've done pretty well,
17:t “too, They élected a Senator,” Eugene:McCarthy, to
-~ supplant the old Repubkican die-hard, Senator Thye;
i 4o they've eleeted a' good mumber of liberal Congress-—
- men, they've got a Democratic Governor, and things
in- that state are coming ‘aleng’tto. Of course,
they've got judicial drags, and there are legislate
-7 dve drags, the press is not Democratic, to say no-
~ “1°. thing of being pro-labor, -but there' s“a'state on
-7 . ~the move too, RTINS R '

el -You take those thrée states, Michi-

" .5 'gan, Minnesota and West Virginia, and you have a
itet o rstaft-for-a pretty fair ‘infiltration by progressive
- *% . labor, meaning those :people ‘who ‘are -interested in
427 organized political actior, -toward the beginning of

- a labor party under the Democratic name, Then if )
-« 7 you consider that California wentwiole-hog against
4.7 . the Republicans in -November, and the Democrats core
©77 trol not only all the state offices, except - one I
-~ “believe, but both houses of the legislature, and
that good legislation is ‘going through, there's:
another state -- a state of course of crackpots,.
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especially around Los Angeles,— but crackpots of=-
ten make good organizers and good advance guards
for the prog-essives 1n the party.

- And then, north of Callfornia, -the
longshoremen, Bridges' union, the lumber men, and
the building trades have had for many years a tight
_legislative conference which ‘put :the fear of-labor,
. if not the fear of God, into the leg:.slators, and
1o and behold, “in 1958, two of the remaining Re-
publlcan Congressmen —- the state has four Congress-
. men <= were defeated, one Republican is left, three
-are now Democrats in Congress, and both Oregon Sen—

. ators-are Democrats, where for years and -years, no

‘Democrat was ever: sent east.: -The Governor had
. been Demoorat., A liberal ”Repubhcan deféated him’
" this year, but the legislature keeps track. of him,
and ‘Oregon is doing pretty wéll., The‘legislature,
Just a few weeks ago, adopted a resolution urging
Eisenhower to relax the controls on trade with China,
Of course, they did it for business reasons, but
there you are, with one more state, North of Ore~
gon is Washington, with a similar record, not quite
so advanced, but getting there.,

Then you-take the state of New Yor'k
'in the &st. of course, the needle trades union

- sabotaged the promising third party movement when

‘they split the American Labor Party to form a liber-
al wing, The American Labor Party hes since become
defunct, the Liberal Party has not yet been buried,
but maybe it will revive, or maybe something else
will take its place. The defeat of the Democrats
in New York City, New York State, because the party

+ there listened to the Tammany gangsters instead of

to organiged labor, is something that will be re-
membered, and there's a much better chance than ‘

to work,

" for any of the sp.'linter parties, the little parties,

Now Itd llke to ma.ke it plain again
that I'm not opposed to. small parties, to small
parties as such; .they keep the torch burning and
are the vanguard . of polltlcal think:mg and politi-

7.



cal feeling, which is even more important than -
thinking., But they don't accomplish anything in
this country in.an organized political way., It's
the major parties, one or the other, that should
be infiltrated, and then captured. And the Demo-
cratic Party, which is falling apart in two sec-
tions -~ has been for a number of generations -
is the most promising, and the results I've ci-
ted should encourage us to goon with that, The
other Democratic states of an industrial charac-
ter, where the unions are strong, like Connectiw
cut with its big sweep of Congress in the '58
election; Massachusetts, where the Democrats
finally got control of the State Senate (they al-~
ready had the lower house); and New Jersey, where
a Republican was rétired for a Democratic U. S.
Senator; and Chio - I know Chio is regarded by
the Militant. and other groups-asa shining exam-
ple of what happens when you use ‘the Democratic
Party instead of ‘smaller parties for-your work
but Ohio.is just in the beginning of the Democrat-
ic capture, the Democratic infiltration by labor,
and you'll see results there too.

. . . Now what is the objection to this
point of view? I've heard it before, and I'm not
going to take away Gecrge's thrnder by outlining
it to you. All I want to say is that anything you
carn -say against the Democratic Party you .can say’
== and much more — against the Repuhlican Party,
I would like my opponent in this discussion to
take up the points that I have presented, of con-
sidering the practicality of organized political
action by taking over an already established par-
ty, instead of going through the agony of trying
to set up one of your own, .

The members of the Socialist Wor-
kers Party, who are very strong pluggers for
third party action, who work day and night, es-

- pecially in campaign time, tirelessly too '
~through the rest of the year, certainly.excite

- my:admiration, If their purpose is to keep a-'

live 2 certain doctrine, presented:to any who'll
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listen, I will say that's fine, But if their pur-
pose is to capture political control of the come
manity, of the state, or of the nation, then 1
think they are taking the road that is long, tor-
tuous, ‘full of detours, obstacles, costly, and in
the end, barring a revolution, unsuccessful, And
why?

P -

1 “Well, I think the Socialist Workers-
Party members know the difficulties, for instance,
of merely getting on-the ballot in industrial

*stateés, - The fatigue, the disappointment, the cheat-
ing against petition circulators that those in con-
trol of political action exercise, if they fear they

- might lose somé precinct or Some ward or some’dis-
trict because'a third party is. in. the picture,-And
-then, also, the inability to attract followers,

-in that the American voter is swayed not.by reason
but by emotion, and ‘the 'emotioh of enjoying a de-
féat is:not widéspread enough to mike a good third
party feasible, - ‘There should be some prospect of
winning "¢rice in-a while, in order to attract the
mass American voter, I don't see¢ it in any of the
third parties that have emerged so far, '
I have one more point; The organi-
zation of a party, of a third party, is a terri-
fie: job, and a very disappointing job, and if-
you have:a party shell already set up for you,
why not take it over? It'!'s a good Wall Street
game,'.like the American Car and Foundry Company A
being taken over by lawyers and financiers, to be-
came A.C.F Wrigleys — Wrigley's Super Markeks,
The corporate set—up is all there., And so with

. the Democrats, the political set-up is all there. -
And if you think you can't sneak up and capture it,
you have less imagination and power of adaptive

.~ action than I give you credit-for. You've captured
three key states — Minnesota, West Virginia, Mich-
igan -~ then you capture another state, and then
for a while there's a set-back because the glowing
prospects that were held ouf by the party speakers
don't come true all at onée, The takeover has to
be ‘postponed a little bit, There are obstacles; but
at least you're on-the right road, Now, George, you

’ s - . ':9.9f
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George greifman : negative

. I shall begin by defining what I
have in mind by the térms "progressive," "work in'
and "Democratic Party.

By progressive“ I mean two things:
F'irst, the great social forces that have the power
to decide the fubure — the working class and its
allies, the working farmers, the Negro people and the
youth, Second, I have in mind the smaller, radical
- groups and individuals who‘are repelled by the capi=
talist eystem;, its anarchy, militarism, depressions,
regimentation, inequality and debasement of human
and cultural values, and who favor the replacement
of this system by one based on ‘cooperation, plan-
ning, brotherhood and promotion of the interesta
of the majority. In short, I use the term “pro-
gressive" for those who are pro-labor or anti-
capitalist, who-are anti-war, anti—fasczst. anti-
Jim Crow, pro-socialist,

‘By "work in" I -mean belong to, be-
come & member of, vote for, support or endorse.

’ Now, about the nature of the Demo-
cratic Party, B

: Socialists say that political pire
ties represent express, r=flect class interests,
This doesn't mean that parties necessarily say they
represent. class interesis; nor that 21l thsir meme
bers think they do; nor éven that all their members
come from the same. class, (The truth of this propo-
sition doesn't depend on what socialists say, or

what anti-socialists say, It can be tested by
facts, the evidence of histary, objective anaiysis.)

When socialists say the Democratic
Party 1s a capltallst party, theéy don't mean that
most ‘of its megkers are capitalists., Obviously not.
If the capitalists had to depend on their cwn num-
bers, they couldn't elect a justic_e of the peace,

10,



for they are a tiny part of the population. Actue
ally, most supporters of the Democratic Party are -
workers, farmers and members of the middle classes,
But they aren't the ones who decide the real aims
of the party,
Nationally, the Democratic Party
38 8 coalition — of capitalisis and union lead-
ers, of Soubhern whitc supremacists and Northern
Negroes, of corrupt machines in the cities and un~
organized or looszly orzanized farmers on the land,
of conservatives and liberals, etc.

" This eozlition explains-why the
Democratic Party says the things it says, why it
writes the platforms it writes —- for it appeals
to conflicting inierects and tries to hold them
together. It also explains why the Democratic
Party sometimes says civieren® things than the
other capitalist party, the Republican Party, for
the Republican Part 7 l*es a somewhat different com-
position and following, makmq its major appeal
for support to the micile classes and non-union-
ized sect.ions of the working class.

B‘I it doesn®t determine which
interest controls, dominates, runs and uses the
Democratic Party, ’»e gay it is dominated, as the
Republican Party i dcm..nated by a‘minority of
its members — by 2 small group of m~nopoly capi-
talists who also control the economy, the govern~
ment, the means of communication and the educatione
al system.

It doesn't. matter what the Demo—
cratic platform says -- the chief-function of this
party, as of the Repnblican Party, is to protect

-+ the intereésts of the monopoly rcapitalists at home

an abroad, It doesn't matier what the candidates
of this party say during election campaigns (they
usually say what they *hink will win votes s hot
what they think) --~ what counts is what its office-
holders do 2bout the important issues of the day,
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Only a few éxamples. are possible now:
The overwhelming majority of the.

people of this country, and of“the members of both
capitalist parties, want peace, the relaxation of

international tensions, a ban on nuclear explosions,

and so on, - But what do they get? Wars, war crises,
preparation for war, militarization, the draft, a
permaneht arms economy and crushing taxes to main-
tain it, the continuation of the cold war and cold
war propaganda, And the Democratic Party's chief
complaint against the Republicans is that they
dont appropriate and spend enough for these pur-
poses! On this issue the Democratic Party surely
serves the interests of the ruling class faithe
fully and consistently,

The Democrats differ from the Re-
publicans -vecasionally on what to do about unem-
ployment, because the Democrats usually have great-—
er support among the unemployed and want to retain
that support. But their differences are minor,
sometimes insignificant. They agree on the basio
things: That the present economic system must not
be reorganized to abolish -unemployment. That when-
workers :are laid off through no fault of their own,
they should suffer cuts in their living standards,
rather then the employers, That jobless compensation
should not be paid for the duration of unemployment.,
That the work week should not be shortened. These
are things the capitalist cizss thinks too. :

The Jim Crow system in the U.S.
is the scamdal of the world. Nevertheless the Amer-
ican ruling class shows no intention of abolishing
it within the time of anyone now livings In the
South, the Democratic Party is a one~party dictator-
Shlp dedicated to mintaining white supremacy, In
Songress, it provides the bulk of the votes against
meaningful civil rights leglslation. Northern Demo=
crats have to make some gestures to keep the Negro
vote, but their liberalism is rarely more than skin
deep on this question, If you elect liberals like
Hart and MeNamara, who swear undying devotion to the
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eivil rights cause, the first thing they do when
they get to Washington is vote to elect the South-
ern Democratic enemies 6f the Negro people to the
key Congressional posts, which are used to bloeck
civil rights.and all other progressive legislation,
Liberals like Governor Williams will make impas-
sioned speeches about injustice to Negores in the
South, but no one has ever heard him utter a single
word about the most Jim Crow city in the North —
right on his own doorstep, Dearborn, whose mayor
boasts that no Negro can live there. So it would
be putting it mildly to say that the Democratic
Party's policy on civil rights is in accord with
that of the ruling class, which always benefits
from hatred and discord among the workers.

My final example is civil liber-
ties. ‘We are still. suffering from the effects of
the witch hunt launched to silence all opposition
to the cold war. The record shows that the Demo-—
cratic Party served the capitalist class just as
zealously. in this witch hunt as the Republicans,
The Democrats passed and enforced the Smith Act
to gag political dissent, Democratic presidents
transformed the FBI into a political police force,
The Democrats started the misnamed government
"loyalty" program, A& Democratic president ini-
tiated the "subversive" blacklist., Democrats
spearheaded the passage of the Internal Security
Act of 1950. Liberal Democrats tcok the lead in
passing the Humphrey-Butler "Communist Control"
Act of 1954, We tend to think of this as the era
of McCarthyism,-but the Democrats, liberal as well
as conservative, were in th:ore doing *heir falr
share of gnawing away at the Eill of Rights, And
not only in Washington, but in Lansing too. The
Trucks Law of 1952 was the worst and most renrese
* sive law ever passed in Michigan, All the Cemocrats
in the legislature voted for it, Williams, begged
by the civil libertarians to veto-this biil to
turn Michigan into a police state, said he could
see no reason not to sign it, and sign it he did.
For the next four years he ignored all appeals
that he call for its rcpeal. It would still be
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on the books if it bad been 1uf*t up to him, rather
~ than thevU.S. Supreme Coa@u, ahxcn fznally struck
. it dOWn. ’ . : )

- Hav1ng glven an analysis of the

Democratlc Party, for better or worse, I want to

.~ indicate.now why it is wrong from just about every

concéivable angle for progressives to-work in it,

. I'11 take up the labor movemert flrst the radical
.’_groups seeond. .

Unlcns are created in the first
place ‘because there is 2 fundamental clash of in=
terest between workers and capitalists. A neces~
sary condition for the effective functioning of
unions is that they be independent of the cap1tal~
ists; as we all know, a company union, an organi-
zation dominated by the employers, does not and
cannot defend the workers'interests. I believe it
. can be stated as a law iw the mcre independent a
_union is of capitalists, of individual capitalists

" and of the capitalist class s & whole, the better

able it is to defend the workers'interests, Or if

.. Jou don't care for the word "law," let me put it

(‘,thls way: Independence of the labor movement is a
first pr1n01ple, recognized and expounded by the

- best union leaders like Debs and Haywood.

.

) : This has always been true, but

it is especially true today, when the monopoly

- stage of capitalism expands the role of the state -
- and gives all struggles, including labor struggles,

an openly rolitieal character, What labor in our:

' country-needs above .everything else is a party of

its own, which can fight for the needs and aspira-

tions of the workers on the political field as

- unions can on the economic field. (The present

steel negotiations show how inseparable these two

fields are becoming.}’

But instead of having a party of
its own, the labor movement is dependent, in the
political sphere, on a party contrclled by the
capitalists and promoting the interests of the
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capitalists. It is a tail'to the Democratic kite,
at one union leader put it,

This must be designated as a vio-
lation of the principle of independence on the basis
of which the union movement was created,

- It is not only wrong in-principle,
however.. It is also harmful in practice, and the
cause of most of thie ills besetting the labor
movement today,

It was reported not long ago that
the unions spent more money on the last congression-
al election than the Democratic campaign committees
dide What have they gotten in return? UAW secrete
ary~treasurer Emil Mazey said about a month ago:

"We won an election last November but until now we
have not received a single thing from this rictory."
This is true after every election.

_ The present Congress, controlled
by the Democrats the unions helped to elect, has
refused to end the filibuster, It has refused to
extend jobless compensation for a year, It has re~
fused to énact a federal standard for jobless com-
pensation, It is on the verge of passing the Ken-
nedy-Erwin bill to further restrict the indepen~
dence of the‘unions by subjecting them to govern-
ment control, a bill which becomes worse and worse
every time Congress takes it up. And at the re-
cent conference on unemployment in Washington, all
the AFL-CIO could get from the leaders of the Defiioe
cratic Party was a promise to study the question,

No wonder Jack Crellin of the De-
troit Times commented after the jobless conference
that the AFL-CIO seems to be’getting a "mighty
poor return on its investment," And he added, iron~-
ically, "At least Jimmy Hoffa get 6 per cent on his"

Hoffa is not our idea’of a model
labor leader, any more than Reuther is, But some-
times they tell the truth too, I think Hoffa did

15,



that in a recent interview with the Detroit Free
Press. Asked to comment on the alliance between the
UAW and the Mid igan Democratic Party, he said:
"The UAW has less power that way, If I got you,

I don't have to worry about you, The Democrats
control the UAW in Michigan. Reuther has got him-
self into a trap and doesn't know how to get out,"
Reuther knows-how to get out all right, but ex~
cept for that, I think Hoifa's statement comes
close to the truth, which I would put this way: -
That, thanks to this aliiance, the Democrats have
much more influence in the labor movement than
the labor movement has in the Democratic Party.

: The Democrats can .take the
unions for grantsd, beceuse they feel they have
them in their pociict; because the unions, having
sworn not to create tisir own party, have nowhere
else to go. ‘Who can ceny this? Uixiecrats get
more concessicns from the Democrats than the union
leaders do because they tlwreaten to bolt and form
their own party. The union leaders not only have
become dependent on the Democratic Party, they
have become its captives, And this is one of the
reasons why the Demo.radic Party has been moving
steadily to the right year aiter year. So labor!s
support of the Demccrats is wrong in all respects
-~ from the standpoint of principle, from tne prag-
matic standpoint of resulis.

. What the labor movement and its
“allies need is to make a clean break with both
_capitalist parties, and form an indcpendert labor
party dedicated to winnirng control of the govern-
ment and putting into effect a progrem thet will
meet the nqus of the majority of the peoplc.

For rsdicals and socialists, the
situation is even more zlszr-cuf, Our goal —— the
creation of a new society ‘through working cl&zsS3 pom
litical action —— requires that we heip the lahor
movement to break awcy from capitalist parties and
capitalist politics; and to expand the influence
and organization of radical and revolutionary
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groups and parties fit to procide ieadei*s.hip to the
workers in a fight for a better society,

_Neither of these objectives can-be
served by working in the Democratic Party. Again,
it is wrong in principle and wrong in avery other
way that can be measured. The highways are littered
‘with the political corpses of radicals and social-
ista who entered ‘the Democratic Party with the idea
of making it radical, and who ended up by becoming
mere liberals or even conservatives  themselves,

The main function of the radical
movement today is educational and propagandistic,
pending the time — not as distant as some radicals
think -—- when it once again can lead the people in
great actions and struggles; To educate means
first of all to say what is, to tell the people the
truth, What good is a radical, what right has he
to any hearing, if he doesn't meet this minimum con-
dition?

But you can't be in the Democratie
Party and tell the truth to the people. The first
thing demanded of you in the Democratic Party is
that you support its candidates, that is, help
spread the propaganda that the election of Demow
crats-is in the interests of the people, If you.
do this, you have to lie, you have to cover up the
fact that the Democratic Party stands for the eold
war, more armaments, little or no help to the un~-
employed, racial oppressiorn, restrictions on the *
Bill of Rights, retention of the'Taft-Hartley Act,
maintenante of the status quo generally, .

7 In'short, the condition for work-
ing in the Democratic Party is that you must ‘abdi-
cate the primary function of the radical., If every-
one did it, it would mean the d=ath of all organ-
imed radical opposition to capitalism, .

7 7 The final test of a policy is in
its results, Thé policy we. are debaling tonight
is not a new one, and it has been tested for a
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long time., The labor moverent 1as been working in
and supporting the Democratic Party for the last
25 years: Isn't it true, Brother Haessler, that
the Democratic Party today stands to the right of
where it stood 25 years ago, and not to the left?
The main sections of the radical movement have -
been supporting the Democratic Party, directly or
indirectly, with only a few lapses for over 20
years: Can you claim, Brother Haessler, that °
radical influence in the Democratic Party is great-
er than it was 20 years ago? Can you claim that
radical influence in the country is generally
greater today than it was in the days when the
radical parties considered it their duty to op-
pose the Democratic Party at the polls?

‘ Supporting the Democratic Party
is at best an exercise in futility for radicals,
and one of the causes contributing to their de-
cline, At worst, it is a betrayal of anti-capi-
talist principles that are at the heart of radi-
calism, and without which it must decay and die,

It is also a repudiation of the
whole past of American radicalism, If it's right
to support the Democrats today, if it's wrong to
oppose them at the polls and to work in every other
way to expose their reactionary character, then
everything the old socialist movement did in its
best days was also wrong and should be renounced
rather than pointed to as an inspiration for the
future, If it's right to support the Democrats
today, then Debs was wrong in helping to organize
the Socialist Party, in running those magnificent
election campaigns, in teaching that it is un-
principled for socialists to support capitalist
candidates; then Debs was just a hopeless sectar
ian, whose example has little to offer us today,
(Which, incidentally, is what William Z, Foster
and the Communist Party now are saying.)

Speaking of Debs reminds me of
the question that people sometimes ask: What hap-
pened to the old idealismpf the socialist movew
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ment, the seif-saerificing spizit of solidarity and
militancy that the American radical movement used
to know? What happened to it was that the lead-
ers of the movement, lacking or losing confidence
in the capacity of the workers to change society"
and govern themselves, began to find all kinds of
pretexts and rationalizations for deserting the
policies of class struggle and embracing the poli-
cies of class collaborztion. One of the manifes-
tations of this change was the change from the old
principle that it's the caty of socialists to op-
pose capitalist party ca.loldates, run independent
candidétes and use election campaigns to expose the
nature of capitalism and present the truth about
socialism ~= a change from this tradition to argo-
ments that independent campaigns achieve nothing,
that you must not lei yourself get "isolated,® that
you must adjust yourself to the politics-of the la-
bor bureaucrats rathor than fight then.

' You can'’t create 1dealism, you
can't maintaln mili ’fanvy and devotion to the great
goals of the socialist future through such maneue
vers, Take the workers into the Demccratic  swamp
of opportunism, horse trades and dirty machine po=-
1litics, where any piece of filthy work is justi-
fied if it helps win the next elegtion, and you
can't. expect anything but that it will sap the
workers® militancy, cevoticn to principle and
class-ckonsca_ousness -~ if they remain there and
don't drop out of politics altogether demorali.zed.

. The future lies with the youth —-
the young people just beginning to recover from a
.+decade of cold war conformism, They've heard en—
ough lies to last-them for a lifetime, Vhat they
need is the truth, simple and direct, Only if they
+get it will they respond with those reserves of
militancy and bravery thit are especizlly charac-
teristic of the young, tnat ceem to°be the prere-
quisite of every geuuLne revclution, and that can
revitalize American radicalism as an effective
fighting force. You'll gst nowhere telling the
youth white 1.1es or half iruths about the Democrat-
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ic Party. You'll be shirking your duty to them and
to the future if you tell them to go work in the
Democratic Party,

: Therefore the policy dictated to
progressives is to oppose the Democratic Party, not
to work in it or get others to support it., Those of
us who are workers should strive in cur unions to
bring about a break with capitalist politiws and the
formation of an independent labor party., Those of us
who are radicals and socialiists should .do everything
we can to fight the two-party system, utilize elec=
tion'campaigns to spread socizlist ideas and influe
ence, and run socialist slates for office, if posw
sible along the general lines of the Independent-
Socialist ticket in New York in 1958,

, That tivket, bringing together in-
dependent radicals, former Brogressive Party mem-
bers and Socialist Workers Party members in a uni-
ted socialist campaign against both capitalist par-
ties, was an encouraging progressive alternative to
the compromising, demoralizing, self-defeating po=
licy of working in the Democratic Partw, The Social-
ist Workers Party advocated similar united left-wing
tickets here in Michigan in the 1957 and 1958 elec~

tion campaigns, The other radical groups in the
- state rejected its proposals in those years, We hope
they will respond differently to proposals for a
united ticket of radicals, socialists and progrese
sives in the 1960 campaign, nationally and iocally.
If they don't, we promise we will still try to act
18 socialists should, by placing a socialist ticke
et on the ballot in Michigan and running a campaign
that will help promote independent working class
political action by openly telling the truth about
capitalism and socialism, '

Rebuttal by.-Carl Haessler:

_ Let me say first, that many of the
things that Brother Breitman said about the Democrat-
ic Party as a whole are true enough. And I had no
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thought of denying that when I presented the case,
What I was arguing was =ifective political action
as against propaganda action, and I notice that
one of the most significant things that Brother
Breitman said was that for some time to come radi-
cal third party action would have to be of a pro-
pagandistic nature, : :

The Democratic Party is regarded
by my opponent as one of the few things in the
world that doesn't changs, Everything else is
changing, even the Republican Party, some of the
Republicans are libersl, vote in the Serabe on the.
liberal side, But the Democratic Party does not
change, It's a stinking mess of coriuntion and
reactions  Just summaricing in threé words what
we've hedard for the last 30 minutes, Now that is
obviously an exaggeration. It's permissible in
partisan debate, and I won't try to knock it down,
I notice that nothing was said by Brother Breitman
with regard to my opening point, Which was the
capture of the Michigen Supreme Court by the labor-
backed and labor-financed Democratic Party,

- Certainly Governor Willizms sign-
ed the Trucks Act. The Republican Supreme Cours °
upheld the Trumks Act and then it went to the U.S,
Supreme Court and the U.S. Supreme Court knocked
it out., Did one person go to jail in the mean-
time under the Trucks Act? Was one person fined
in the meantime? - Very effective debating, Erother
Breitmin, but let's have all the facts., And so we
can take up other things that were mentioned,

« S Certainly in the U.S, govermment
President Truman started the loyalty mrogram for
government employees. But why did he do it? I
don't know if he should have done it even in view
of the whole facts, but the reason he did it was
because McCarthy and his‘gang, both Democrat and
Republic¢an in the Senate, were starting a witch
hunt, and Truman, mistakenly or not, thought that
this loyalty program was one way to stop it, It
wasn't that Truman's heart was in the red-baiting
campaign but you know McCarthy's heart was there,
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and Truman, as well as those who adviced him, thought
that this was one way to put a brake on the witch
hunt movement. Of course, people suffered, they
would have suffered even more if this hadn't been
put up. But it was not, as Brother Breitman says,
one of the worst smells of the Democratic Party in
Washington. It was an attempt to keep a bad thing
in check. -

- So I think we would proceed moyre
fruitfully in this matter if we came down to cases _
in our own state, where things are getting along
pretty well, Of course you say that the Democrats
rule labor in this state, Nobody thinks so except
the speaker and a few of those who agreed with:him
beforehand, The whole camplaint in this state, in
the press, in private party councils of the Reppbii--
cans and of ‘the cld-line Democrats themselves, is
not that the Democrats have captured the UAW and its
sister unions, but the other way around, Who ‘1s the
nationial committeeman from Michigan? Is he a Jabor
man, or a pro-labor man, or is he an old-line Demo-
crat? Who got the biggest vote of all the candie
dates in the spring election for public office} Was
it an old-line Democrat or was it Brother Woodcock,
vice-president and crown prince of the UAW, a man
who used to be on the National Executive Commitgee
of the Socialist Party? Those are the kind of Demo-
rats that own the party in this state,

, -And my program to you is that
":here- - are other states emerging into a simi-
lar situation, where organized labor is strong en-
ough, where it has the money to put up, which
talks in political campaigns, as our splinter par-
ties know only too well (they could talk a lob
louder if they had a lot more money)s Those are
the things that are promising and those are the
things that the youth of our-country, if they are
interested, organizatiocnally, politically, and not
Just as’a pure sect of propagandists, if they're
interested in getting things done politically,
helping to guide their course, that's the kind of
directian that the youth, interested in organized

22;



v
-

political action, should take,

: * Now I've heard, and I used-to
spout-it myself, and I believed it for many, many

| years," that what’ Brother Breitman has proposed to-

-hight is theé true ecoursé, "I no longer think so,

. We have to- recognize conditicns in this country,

that it's the two-party systeém, very hard to over-
throw, that-you start working politically effecs

. tively by getting ‘into thai party, and you realize

that ‘the national' party doean't mean anything ex—

--~cept once in four yéars., It's a coalition of
-.:state machines, and ‘Wwhen you begin to get your

hend-in the state machine, you're getting to be

-one of the 1ittle levers, and then you and your-

friends reach out and get hold of bigger levers,
and finally you-control the whole thing, As I
said a year ago, you get into that Democratic
car, and when the time comes, you grab the wheel
and -then you run it. You run it the'way you and
your other labor members want it run;, and then
the Michigan car, the New Jersey car, and the
Minnesota car, and the California car, and the
-Pennsylvania car, and the West Virginia car and- -
all the others, then you get together, you'll
have a national fleet of cars. Not run by old-
line Democrats, Co 4

» - In fact, enlightened Northern
Democrats have begun to realize that the party
doesn't need the Dixiecrats in order to .win na=
tionally, They're telling them to go to hell.
And-the Dixiecrats aren't doilng it. You watch
1960, the Dixiecrats know they can no longer rtn
-the Democratic Party but they know that by the
seniority 'system, which Brother Breitman thinks
is so terrible, the Dixiecrats can still hang on
to certain committee chairmanshipsi They now_have
both the speaker of the House_and thé majority
leader in the Senate. But what did those two men
do just a few months ago? They formally severed
their connection with the Dixiecrat causus, the
Southern group, and affiliated with the Western
caucus. Both Speaker Rayburn and Senate majority
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leader Johnson, Now Brother Breitman may think
they did this with the fell intent of running the
Western states. My opinion is that they climbed

on a"bandwagon, On a growing bandwagon. And in
time, Rayburn, who is way up in his seventies, will
retire on a fat pension, or he'll die, Other Southe
erners will-die too, some will get defeated by
younger men, the chairmanships will go around, and
you take a freshman Senator like Hart, coming up
to Washington and asking for his committee appojnt-
ments, and he's apt to be in the Senate for a long
times I know hé married a millionairess -- the
daughter cf a sweatshop manufacturer of the worst
odor in Detroit, the late Mr, Briggs, who used to
pay his women 10¢ an hour and cheat them on over-
time, Well, Briggs isn't in control and I doubt
whether Miss Briggs, now Mrs, Hart, controls Hart
himself, I know that Hart has wrong things about
him, I know that in the last campaign he bragged
he was one of those who red<baited against the
Communist Party. Of course, all sorts of people
have red~baited against the Commnist Pariy; Nor-
man Thomas has done it as effectively as Walter
Reuther has done it. But that's polit’cal. oppor—
tunism and not conviction., Because one of the
grievances that the Socialist Party in my cpinion
Has against the reds, against the Communists, is
that the Communists have mede a going concern of

a number of countries and the Socialists never
have, But that's just family bickering, apart
from the main course tonights What should a proe
gressive who is interested in organized political
action do? Should he work in the Democratie Party?
Yes, that's what I repeat for George's retuttal,

Rebureeal by.Georgev Br’eim: |

When Brother Haessler says that
the Democratic Party can become a lahor-dominated
party, he puts me in the position of trying to prove
a negative, which is a difficult thing to do. On
the bus the other day I overheard two teenagers:

Y

2he

-



One asked if the other believed in ghests,  The

- second said, "No, there are no such things." The

first said, "How can you say that when you can't
prove it? Go ahead, prove that there are no ghostst
A1l the second could do was mutter that you ean't
prove the moon isn't made of green cheese either,

It's hard to prove a negative to
the satisfaction of 2ll. I've tried to show how the
unions and many radicals have been working for a
long time to move the Democratic Party to the left,
and all that's happened is that its moved to the

right. I say it's your job to disprove that, Or

to show why efforts to reform the Democratic Party
will have any different results now than they had._in
the pasti It's not enough tou merely assert that

the Democratic Party can be changed from an instru-
ment of the capitalist class into an instrument of

- the working ®lass -~ you have to demonstrate this

possibility by current developments and trends, by

" logic, by the lessons of experience, which I've

tried to uses

But Brother Haessler makes my job
easier when he nlaims that the Democratic Party
already has changed, and already has "for all pracs
tical parposes” been captured by labor in Michigan,
among other states. .This is a question of fact
which all of you can teat for yourselves. Let me
cite & few of the many examples you will find show-
ing thet the labor movement, far from controlling
the Democratic Party in this or any other siate, is

-a captive of the Democratic Party; is a prisoner-

' 5';‘ of the Williamses and the Staeﬁlers; is the tail,

-not the dog,

Just four months agb the Michigan
AF1-CIO decided to conduct a fight for a state law
to pay unemployment compensation for the duration

.. of unemployment. This was a big steép fowatrd for

. the labor movement, They shcwed they were serious

- - _when they got the Democratic minority leader in
- .-.lansing and other Democrats in the House to agree
... Yo sponsor-and introduce the bill., Then Willinms
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stepped in, He didn’t attack the bill directly,

Just said that it was different from what he favore
ed, and he would have to study it. But that did it.
The Democrats in Lansing backed away on the double.
Not one of them would introduce the bill after that.,
The AFI-CIO helped to elect 67 Democrats now in
Lansing, but not one of them will even introduce

this bill. However, that's not the worst part —-

the most miserable thing of ali is that the AFL- L
CIO then dropped the proposal too ~- its own pro-
posal, They don't advocate in May what they said

was necessary in January. Three days ago the AFI~
CIO held a conference in larsing on uremployment ,

and failed to even mention this bill that they

said was necessary in January -- even mention it

as one of their long-range objectives, Labor sup-
plies the money and the votes to elect the Demo-
crats, but the Democrats have a greater voice in
determining labor!s program than labor has in detere ..
mining the Democrats!t,

Another example of who's captured
who: We in Michigan pay among the highest consumers
taxes in the country, -The Democratic platform of
1948, 1950, 1952, 1954, pledged opposi%ion to ad-
ditional consumers taxes, In January, 1955, the
Republicans introduced a road emndtiuction program
involving an increase of 2¢ a .gallon in the con- -
sumers tax paid on gasoline, The CIO denounced
this plan, So did-Williams, He called it a"po-
litical plunderbunds" and said "it almost made me
gag." Almost -~ but not quite. Because less than
a month later, he accepted a so-called compromise
in which the added consumers tax was setag 14¢ ra-
ther than 2¢. The CIO then dropped its opposition
to added consumers taxes, And its members in the
legislature voted for the increase. Of course if
a Republican Governor had vioclated his platform in .
such a fashion, the CIO would have denounced him
from hell to breakfast as a man whose promises
were worthless, whose platform wasn't, worth ‘he
paper it was printed on. But that's not tue
point I'm trying to make now, The point is, this
is another example of how the. labor movemen:'s own
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program becomes conservatized as a result of its
" alliance with the Democrats; another example show
ing who is the master in.this alliance, You are
urged to be practical, but I really can't think

of anything more utopian than the idea of trying
to capture the Democratic Party away from its
bosses, It's not a democratic organization con-
trolled by its members. It is a highly bureau-
cratic structure dominated from the top. You
can't take it away from its bosses., If you did

in this or that isolated case, you'd either be
expelled, or the anti-labor elements would walk
out and get the recognition of the nztional party.
And you would end up having "capiured" only your-
selves, , ‘
The second thing to understand
about this is that the union leaders don't want

to capture the Democratic Farty, They're as much
against capturing the Democratis Party as they

are against forming a labor pariy, because they
don't want labor to have its own party, no matter
how it originates. Until 1952, the CIO delegates
at the Michigan State Democratic Convention nsed

to meet in a caucus to discuss what they, the CIO
delegates, were going to do. But at the epring
convention in 1952, some of them talked incauticuse
1y about "taking over," Well, they were-quirxlr
squelched by Gus Scholle, who told them, “You won't
capture anyone but yourseives." Since 1972, the
labor delegates at the LCemocsratic convent®on ro
longer even meet as a caucus, as a semarte proup,
They have less intention of "taiking over™ thrn
ever before, My point here is, you'll have just

~ a8 big a fight on your hands trying to gst ths
unions to capture the Demoeratic Party as you will
in trying to get them %o denice to form a lebor
party. The difference is; when you win the Jabop
movement to a labor party, you'll have scmsihing,
while if you finally succeed in getting ths unions
to. try to take over the Demosratic Farty, you'll
have accomplished little, because the Damcevatic
Party won't let itself be captured, .Froz a rirely
practical standpoint, whick has been invoked here,



.

it is far more realis%ic to keep fightirg inside
the unions for a labor party than to try to make
the unions try to capture the Democratic Party,

Brother Haessler speaks about
great accomplishments from labor infiltration of
the Democratic-Party in Michigan. He spoke on it
at some length, but in the end he had - only one
concrete example of an zccomplishment, and that
was the decision of the Michigan Supreme Court
on unemployment compensation, But this decision
is not really as remorksblie as he szys. All it
provides is that under certain conditions, workers
laid .of f as a result of a strike in other states
shall be eligible for unemployment compensation,
But according to Williams and the UAW, around 35
other states in the country already have provisions
similar to that, And nobody would seriously claim
that their having such provisions is the resvlt of
the Democratic Party or courts being controlled by
the labor movement in those states,

Brother Haessler asks if this
could have been done through any other ferce than
the Democratic Party; if it could be done by the
Socialist Workers Party or any of the othcr sinall
radical groups at the present time, Obvicusily
the answer is no, They are not in a positiofi now
to get a mjority of the state Suvpremz Courl. But
it doesn't follow that labor thérefore is foreced
to rely on the Democratic Pariy, It can get Jon-
cessions of this modest caliber by exert’ng mass
pressure on both capitalist parties; witiioul supe
porting either, And it can get much Ligcer core
cessions by forming its own party to figit both
old parties. The alternative should noc be row
stricted $o the small radical porties of today
or the Democratic Party of ioday; %he shoize for
progressives is also between the Democratis Party
of today and the labor party that the union move=
ment is now capable of building,

Brother Haessler points to the
difficulties of building a labor party. I think
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program becomes conservatized as a result of its

" alliance with the Democrats; another example show-

ing who is the master in.this alliance, You are
urged to be practical, but I really can't think
of anything more utopian than the idea of trying
to capture the Democratic Party away from its
bosses, It's not a democratic organization conw
trolled by its members. It is a highly bureau-
cratic structure dominated from the top. You
can't take it away from its bosses, If you did
in this or that isolated case, you'd either be
expelled, or the anti~labor elements would walk °
out and get the recognition of the nztional party.
And you would end up having "captured" only your-
selves., , ‘ '

The second thing to understand
about this is that the union leaders don't want
to capture the Democratic Farty, They're as much
against capturing the Democratis Party as they
are against forming a labor party, because they
don't want labor to have its own party, no matter

how it originates. Until 1952, the .CIO delegates

at the Michigan State Democratic Convention nsed

to meet in a caucus to discuss what they, the CIO
delegates, were going to do. But at the srring
convention in 1952, some of them talked ircauticuse
1y about "taking over," Well, they were-quixkly
squelched by Gus Scholle, who told them, “You won't
capture anyone but yourseives." Since 1972, the
labor delegates at the Cemocratic convention no
longer even meet as a caucus, as a senarite group,
They have less intention of "taking crer” thrn

ever before, My point here is, you'll have just

" as blg a fight on your hands trying to gst the

unions to capture the Democratic Party as you will
in trying to get them to decice to form a labor
party., The difference is; when you win the Jabor
movement to a labor party, you'll have sonething,
while if you finally succeed in getting the urnions
to.try to take over the Demonratic Farty, you'll
have accomplished little, because the Damcciatic
Party won't let itself be captured, From a rrely

practical standpoint, which has been invoked here,
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ne overstates them, The labor movement in the
United States is big enough to build its own pare
ty; it is bigger than the labor movement in other
countries that have a labor party. It can-do it
if it wants to, In its very first election, a la-
bar party would sweep the big cities in the United
States, Here in Detroit it could elect five or
six Labor Congressmen to replace the Democrats.
It could do this in all the other big cities too.
From the very beginning it could have in Congress
a large bloc of Congressmen who would fight for
the things labor wants, and which it doesn't
have there now, From the start it would emerge
as the setond party; rather than a third party,
because the Democratic Pariy minus the labor
movement will amount to very little, Wl“at’
lacking for this is not personnel, what's lack-
ing is not the people with the experience to run
such a party, or to be its candidates, or to get
it on the ballot, or to do its precinct work,
What's lacking is the will, which is paraiyzed
by the opposition of the top union leaders. The

. Job of progressives in the labor movement is to
. fight to crystallize that will by opposing the
.political pollr..z.es of the leadership, not to -mp-

port and aid them,

I might say if we're going to
ment.ion "a]ll the facts' that Justice George Fds
wards, who is presented here as something of a

. -+ hero because he spent 30 days in jail as a union

_organizer in 1937, also. has another achievement in

.his record -- namely that in 1949, as president of
the Detroit City Council, he was the one who intro-

.. duced and pushed for the passage of the reactionary
. City Loyalty Investigating Committee. And it is

.. Edwards among others who .is pointed to as one of

‘theé bulwarks of liberaliem on the Supreme Court,

It is like the attempt here to defend the Demo~

‘crats pushing through witch hunt measures on the
ground that they were trying to prevent “he Repub-

" 7 1licans from pushing through worse witch hunt mea-

. .sures, which.seems to me to.be carrying the argu- °

ment of‘ the "Lesser--evil" to the point of absurdity,
290



: I was interesied by Brother Haess-
ler's advice to Reuther to abandon the Socialist
Party, and avoid those "entangling little alliances."
Reuther was to some extent perhaps persuaded by him;
at any rate we know he left the Socialist Party for
substantially such reasons, The trouble is that he
got engaged instead in one big alliance, with the
Democratic Party, and it's that in which the labor
movement is badly entangled and hamstrung.

For progressives to spend their time
and effort working in the Democratic Party is nei-
ther progressive nor practical. This policy does not
result in teaching workers that théy cannot trust
capitalist politicians and parties. Instead, it ree
sults in strengthening illusions that the Democratic
Party is a lesser evil, and that they can solve their
probléms through that party rather than needing a new
party. It does not educate the workers to act along
the lines of class struggle in politics, On the con-
trary, it encourages and justifies the continuation
of class collaboration in politics., ~You cannot serve
the cause of socialism and progress by telling the
workers that the Democrats are worthy of support
despite their pro-capitalist, pro-war, " pro-witch
hunt, pro-Jim Crow program, Therefore, we appeal
to Carl Haessler and all other progressives who fa-
vor spending their condiderable talents in the Demo-
cratic Party to reconsider.

The world tide is now against capi-
talism, Workers have ended it in°many parts of the
world. In the United States tood, incurable sick-
nesses are coming to the fore - growing dise
content with foreign policy, a new permanent

army of -unemployed, a deepening demand for ine

tegration, an intense restlessness and instability,

New opportunities are about to open up for radicals,

Let us try to work together to meet theme We still
have differences among ourselves, Without denying °
them or forgétting them, let us work togethe:r im
those areas where we see eye to eye —— in our poli-
tical opposition to war, depression, racial oppres~
sion, infringements of civil liberties. Let us get
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mgeﬁhan - on these issues, and do in 1960 what
the mrogressives and socialists did in New York
last. year: Let .us put :in the field a united In-
dependent~Socialist ticket that will challenge
both eapitalist parties and educate 2ll the peo-
ple that it can reach to understand the necessity
for.a new party and a new society,

F real Rebuttal
by Carl Haessler.

I have a few minutes in what
you might eall re.rebuttal, I haven't anything
to say against Brother Breitmans's peroration,
I think the ideals expressed are noble; are
ideals that I agree with, I further have nothing
to say against his appeals for certain people to
devote themselves to the organizing of an indee
pendent labor party, If they wish to, let them
do it, And let me say: further that I myself am
not enough interested. in political organization
work to work in the Democratic Party, What I've
been presenting is a practical program for those
who are politically, orjjanizationally interested.
If you want to work and athieve practical poli-
tical results in this state and a number of - 8
other states, do it through the Democratic Par-
ty. Don't waste your time trying to achievs
practical results in these non-existent or bare-
1y existent third parties of all SOrts. That‘,

all I was proposing,.

To come down to a few triviai
points, I didn't parade George Edwards as a lero,
he's not one of my heroes. I was simply shows
ing the course of evolution by labor control of
the Democratic Party in this state, Here was a
Jailbird, in jail for the contempt of the
courts in our state, He is now sitting on the
topmost court in the state, and bawling out lowe
er judges for not acting in a progressive manner,
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