R e e Y

§ s p— -

SATURDAY, JANUARY 18, 1936

By JOHN WEST

The recent decision of the Biu-
preme Court, invalldating the AAA
when taken against the background
of the Schechter Case declston last
Bpring and the probabllity of fur-
ther declslons against the New
Dxal in the near fufure, brings Into
sharp focus many basle problems
eoncerning the meaning and nature
of the complex institutional strue-
ture of the American state. It is
wholly Impossible to understand
these problems except In the illu-
slon-dispelling  lght of Marxian
theary. Any othér approach con-
demna us to wander ln the fop and
mista of legal “fletlons”—as  the
English political philosepher, Jer-
emy Bentham, s acenrately called
them—and to spend our tlme, lke
Dy Quizote, arpguing about drenms
and Aghting agalnst windmills,

The need for the light of unecom-
proflaing Marxlan theory could
not be more grgently shown than
by & stidy of the press of the
Communlst party and the Socialiat
party doring the week following
the AAA declslon. The first edlto-
rlal of the Dally Waorker demanded
to know whether Amerieans were
going to continue to allow nine old
mren by averthrow “the declslons of
the people’s representatives” Dur-
ing sucessding lasues, the Dally
Worker has carrled to ever-increns-
ing belghts it campalgn  agninst
the “mutocratle ollgacehy™ of the
Bupreme Court. “The King of Eng-
land,” the editor says fn bold-faced
type, “cannot nullify acts of Par-
liament, but the Supreme Court can
invalidate acts of Congress, It 1s
not only a monarch, but am TIM-
LIMITED monarch io boot.” Amnd
“the astonlshing part of it"—and
the Indignation of the Dally Work-
er Iz here excended only by fts
surprise—"ia that this power . . .
Is absslutely UNCONSTITTITION-
ML The Imlly Worker shouald
really retain the Amerlean Liberty
League to bring sult against this
ontrage;: It teo fs & mtalwart de-
fender of the Constitution,

Dally Worker Finds the Issge

The big I=sue before the American
people, then, according to the Dally
Waorker, I8 glven In a front page
box: "Unfte for action to demand
that Congress and the Presldent:
1. Repudinte the right of the Sn-
preme Court to declare laws un-
constitational. 2. Impeach judges
who usurp the democratic rights of
the people. 2. Amend the Constiia-
tlon to prohibit the Supreme Court
ﬂl't:ln declaring laws uneonatitution.
n ) L]

We are reminded that, In Franoe,
the Communist party not dizsimi-
larly demands that Laval and the
Chamber of Deputltea disarm  the
Fasclst Leagues and onst the Fas-
clat officers from the army. And
the C. P. of France iz similarly

“artonithed” that the “ropresenta-
tlves of the people” contione to
allow such  sobverslve  activities

aEninst the Repablic.

The Bocialist Call, If in less gross
form, takes what {s essentinlly the
same point of view., Norman Tho-
mas wrltes: “Now aix old men on
the Bupreme Court of the 1. &
ngaiost 3 of thelr colleagues hand
down a declslon which practically
destroya the constroctlve program
which has been set up. . . . You
have a complete pleture of judiclal
oligarchy. . . . I joln with my gom-
rades in demanding Immediate and
drastle actlon to end thig Judieinl
ollgarchy. . . . Heal change depends
upon An end of this judlelal oll-
garchy, thia government by the
dead hand of a Constltution, which
Is given livlng power by the par-
tienlar political and economic doc
trinea of the old mon on the Su.
prema Dourt bench. . . . It hecones
the most Important slngie Immedi-
ate task of the Party and the en-
tire labor movement to push the
Workers Rlghts Amendment,”

Better In N. Y. Post

Such apalyses and such propo-
#als have, of course, nothing in
common with Marxism. They are
reformist, not Maorxist. In charne
ter. This is sufficlently indieated
by the fact that the Hberal New
York Evening Fost, the shrill New
Deal defender, has taken exactly
this same appreach to the Supreme
Court in ifs  editorlals following
the AAA declslon, except that its
warids have been more challenging
aml maore vigorously writton: and
It has proposed the same reform
LLIEEH T T i

What, then, s wrong with thig
approach? Where does 1 differ
from Marxism?

Whnt s wrong, with it i= hat,
Inatead of clarlifying, It obseeros
and glossez over the fondamental
elass lz=pes which are the souree
and oot of historical developmont ,
nid, Instesd of exposing, It vells
il =oftens the role of the =tate.

Marxism and the State

Marxi=m §8 primacily  distin.
guishied by abalyzing every. soelal
and politieal problem feom 8 eloz
point  of view. In conlemporars
imperinlizt sseicty, this meanz th
Marxism nlwavs eoxplaing and i
terprets events only In the Hght of
the  fundnmeninl  confier  whose
course determines the direction of
historical development @  the  eone
flict hetween the honegeci=ic  aml
the proleforlat. In terms of this
conflict, Marxlsm interprets  the
role of the state ne the polities]
executive of the bonrgeoiaie. whoae

the state, connty.

historical fanction is Lo mal.utl.ln
the soclal power of the bourgeolsle
andl to uphold the system of pro-
perty relatlons upon which that
gsoclal power is based.

The state, however, B not on
"abatraction”™ It I8 actualized in
a whole involved maze of concrete
historlcal forms Im the United
Btates these Imclode the Pederal
executive (the Presidént and hls
subordinates and administrative
departments), the Pederal legisla-
ture (Congress and the departments
and commissions it ereates), the
Federal judiclary (from the Sa-
preme Court down), the Pederal
army, navy, prlsons; together weith
all the branches (execative, begls-
lative, jodiclal, military, poaliee) of
amd munieipal
governments. ‘These are all In a
great varlety of ways, part of the
glate apparatus. Thelr central and
primary historical functlon 8 to
pagure the maiptenance of capital-
st property relatlons: fhat Is, to
uphold the elpss role of the bonr-
geolsie,

It 13 only from an anderstanding
of this basle function that a cor-
rect analysis can be made of the
varfous actions and activitles of
the different subdivislons of the
wtake appanratns.

The Reformist Approach

The approsch of the Dally Work-
er amd the Boclalist Call, however,
instend of proceedlng from the
hagle analyals of the claga astroggle
and the class role of the state, and
thenre gelng on to a detalled anal-
yala of the partlenlar acts in gues-
tlon {(here the AAA declsion), does
juat the opposite, ‘They take the
confllet betwern  {woe  subdivisions
of the state apparatus {the Supremi
Court on the one s=ide, Roosevelt
nnd Congress onm the other) as
primary; and consequently  they
totally obscure the basle class role
which these two subdivislons share
In common, and thus also obseure
the fundamental eclass conflet of
modern soclety.

In terms of their approach, the

NEW MILITANT

Supreme Court Integral Part of the |

Capitalist State

Supreme Court ls the representa-
tive of “Wall Street,” of the “fAnan.
clal oligarchy,” the “Tories.” Con-
gresg, in conflict with the Sapreme
Court, is "the people's representa-
tive” (this is the Dmily Worker's
own phrase). We are, then, called
on to support Congress agalust the
Supreme Court, In order o make
var will felt and (o =etnme oor
“rights.™

Denial of the Class Struggle

What follows? What follows s
the deninl of the revolutlonacy
class siruggle for workers' power,
which i and must be the struggle
not to win “control” over the ex-
fsting state machinery, but a strug-
gle agninst the existing state, a
gtroggle to gmnsh the present state
——which I8 the instroment of Boor-
peals rule—and to erect in its place
the revolutionary workers” state,
What follows i soclal-democratic
paclinmentacism, grodualism, Kaut-
skylam, all over again, In this
manner does history take ita e
venge on the corraptlon of theory,
The approach of Ehe Communist
party and the Hoclallst pariy o
this problem—which i naturally
naot an isalited example—lz pnret of
the propagation of an anti-revolu-
tlonary ldeclogy. In the case of
the Communizt party It must be
nnderstond as one item in the pre-
paration for the posslbility of sup-
porting Roosevelt In November—a
possibllity which will be reallzed
if the Far Eastern erisis sufficiently
decpens, Indésd, the courrent an-
alymes and phrasts of the C. P fan
hardly he distinguished from those
of the Presldent,

Now Marxiste do not believe that
Congress Iz “the people’s represen-
tatlve” They belleve that Con-
gress, like the Supreme Court, s
part of the apparatus of bourgeols

atate rule. They do not deny that
genulne and bitter cobflict can
arige between Congress anod the
HSupreme Court, or between any
other subdivislons of the state -ap-
pacatias, nor do they deny the nec-
eusity for Interpreting and annlysz-
ing these eonfliets, and attempting
b use them where possible to the
workers. But such confliets, they
peint ont, are never struggles be-
tween representatives of the work-
ing class or of “the people” on the
one aide, ond representatives of the
bourgeoisie on the ofher, There are
nlways confllets between  different
sectlons or gronps within the bour-
geolaie, sections which on the given
issue have opposing needs and op-
poging ldeas of how best to advance
the basle bourgeols Interests. In
all cases, therefore, such conflicts
are snbordinate to the underlying
class conflict, which cannot express
itself directly within the bourgeois
stale apmicatos,

How the “"Founders™ Reasorned

It was in this way that fthe
“founders of onr country,” whe
reasoned more clearly abont these
matters than our peesent Stallndets,
reformiszts and ecntrizte, understoosd
the complicated governmental foring
which they established under the
Constitution—that magically pow-
erful docnment which they designed
to legallze the power of property.
The intrilcate “checks and balances”
betwern the theee branches of the
Federal government and  between
the Federal sovernment and the
Htntea, with the probability of fre-
quent conflict which  these con-
tained, wore medant by théem wot al
all toe “puarantes”’ demoeracy, but
to make sure that what demescracy
there was wonld not get out of
bonnds.  “Every Instltution,” wrote

{Continoed from Page 1)
Willlam # Foster and Earl Brow-

der. It was headed: “Sweep Away
the Autecratie Power of the So-
préme Coort™

This manifesto has created a
furore among those few Htaliniats
whoe retaln remnpants of Marz and
Lenin's teachingas and still recall
the Htalinlst arguments of yest o
day. Well It might! Buch a whole-
gale borial of ity professed prooe-
iplea by & working class party
without s0 much as a funeral ora-
tlon, such an open domplng over-
board of all 1ts traditlons has never
before been seen In the political
history of the labor movement In
this declaratlon, the American Com-
munkst party completely breaks
with its past and goes over without
concealment or equivecation to the
worm-ecaten platform of  liberal
reformism,

‘This ia Indlcated at the very be
gEinning of the manifeste, which
acknowledges that “the Communist
party criticized the AAA becauss
of 1ts produce destruction program,
becanse It hedped to ralse the cost
of living, because It helped malnly
the rich."” This is by no means
the whole reactlonary essence of
the AAA but It will do so far as
it goes, What Gollows? Does the
C. P. atill condemn the AA& and
the Roeosevelt adminlstration that
put It through?¥ Quite the con-
trary.

They concentrate their attack,
not upon the AAA and its anthors,
baut upon the Supreme Court which
killed It. What reasons do they
give for thus reversing their posi-
tion? Ldsten, O ye faithfol! “The
Communist party now fights the
Bupreme Court decision becanse it
deprives the farmers of the little
afd they recelved from the AAA,
hecpuse the Sopreme Court declsion
autlaws any attempt on the port
of the people to fght wWall Street,
becanse this declslon  would  selll
further help the rich &t the cxpense:
af the pooe"

What iz the substoncs of such
argumentsy First, the rich farimers,
frogether with the banks, Inserancs
companies, awd corporntions) nre
wow  deprived of thelr sobzidies
[rom the AAA, pald for with the
bleod of the masses, They must,
therefore, be conthonel,  Sceond,
the enemy of Ehe workiug class is
ot capitalism nnd all it fnsiito-
tlonz, bk only  the Wnall Streeet
finniaelers and their judicial strong-
haold. -Third, althsugh the AA4 i
owe of the most cunoing and effi-
Tient  instruments of  dostrnetlon
ned extortlon devized by the Themo-
ceitle agents of the raling cinss, it
must be defended because the nltca-
reactlonary Liberty Leacuers whe
nppsRe it omay invent o swworse o,
This iz “the policy of the lesser
evil™ with o vongeance, On this
gronmd every nction of the Roose-
vl regime cnn be Justified-—and
probably seon will be, if we réad
the signa aright,

Onee the first step 15 tnken, the

doscent to the Avernns of Liber op-
portunism iz easy. Hovieg become
the supporters of the HRoosevelt
farm program against the wltra-
reactlonaries, the Stalinists go far-
ther. They call upon Roeosevalt him-
self to make good his speeches, and,
as father of the AAA, bo protect his
offapring against “the autocrocy of
the Suprome Court” and to take up
ke struggle against “entréenched
grecd”™. “Mr. President,” they shout,
“repudiate the Rullng."

What I3 the most elementary prio-
ciple of Marxzism? The state iz the
executive committes of the ruling
class, The bead of the state acts
an chairman of that committes, To
ask ot to expest that any officer of
the bourgeols state will carry on n
rédl stroggle agalnst hla masters
and thelr fnstitotlons I8 to put one's
falth in miracles. This ls the simp-
leat AB.C, of revolutionary dectrine.
And the Stallnlstsa today flont It
without a word of explanation ox
apology. Could betrayal be more
abaoliite?

Anyone who knows anything abant
the history of Amerlcan polltice s
aware that the tripartite division
of the governmental apparatus into
the parlinmentary, presidential, and
Judielal arms was exprissly deslgn-
ed by the raling classes to strangle
the expression of the popular will
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'PLOWING UNDER THE AAA

and to safeguard the property and
privileges of the rulers of the He-
public. The executive and the ju-
diclal branches, as checks apon the
larger and more représentative Con-
gress (capltalist control  over
which s somewhat more difficult),
divide the labor of careying out the
arders of the ruling class.  The
Bupreme Court's power fo declare
laws unconstitutfonal s simply &
madification and magnificatlon  of
the Presidgent’s velo power. How-
ever loudly they bellowed, no Presl-
dent and no Chonrgeols politielan
has ever dared to fight anything
but sham battles with the Supremse
Court, the priocipal legal pillar of
the exlsting veder and the Holy of
Holles of Amerlean bourgecls de-
MmeECady.

But, having called wpon to lead
the masses in a crosade for “‘the
restoration of populer government,”
the Stalinista find It necessary tue
prove that previous presidents have
suceeasfully fought the awtodTacy
of the Bupreme Court and that
popular government once extsted in
the United States. They procesd
to rewrite American history as fol-
lows: "“The history of our country
showa that Presidents who really
meant to fght sutocracy (1) ropa.
dianted reactionary declaions of the
supreme auwtocrats of the country.”

Rewriting American History

Every one of the examples they
elte are false and misleading, “Lin-
caln did not recogolze the Deed
Beott deciflon” The truth is that
he eritleized it before becoming
Presldent and obeyed [f until the
Civil war broke out. “He led the
people inte the CGlvil 'War te wipé
out slavery.” What an [denllzntion
and falsifeatign of history-  Lio-
coln led the people Into the Clvil
War to wipe oot the power of le
slavelislders and conguer power for
the bourgeolsle—and was finally,
after much hesltation, foreced o
emanclpate the slaves to accomplizrh
these ends. “President Tacksomn, the
great Demncrnt,” they soatinoe in
the veln of a apeech by Postmaster
Farley, “refused to reeopnize  Su-
preme  Court  declsions.”  Jackson
wias a0 slavehelder and a servant
of slavcholders, just- as Roosevell
iz n pollileal servant of the wage
glave-holders of capltalism. e 414
ignore o Supreme Court decizlon—
when the court aftempted to pro-
fect the londs of the Cherobecs In-
dinns pzainst their selzure by the
(Georgin  glavebolders! “President
Grant fnereased the memership of
the court to echange a Sapreme
Court decision"—He did so to val-
arlaesthe paper motey issued darlng
the Clvil War and held by the fnan-
clal arlatocracy!

These ph'llp'll.', Wl ow vie wiltl
the Liherty League and Henrsl in
posing g defenders of the Constl-
tution, ecbo the old ery of the
pettyhourgeals libernla: “The Con-
stitwtion does not give the Snpreme
Conrt  the rlght to declare laws
passtd by Congress gnoonstitation-
al.™ But thi= cry has no historleal
foundation. Although the powers

of the Bupreme Court are only
vaguely defined, judielal supremacy
s in no respect preciuded, and the
records of the Constitutlonal Con-
vention, as Charles A, Beard has
praven, show the court was to have
sich poewer.  The Supreme Court
hna exercized this right without
restriction since the days of Johm
Murshall, and will continte to éx-
erclse it so long as bourgecls de-
moerney  survives o thiz country.
These pithful wretches comploin:
“the Hupreéme Court has usarped
is powers.” But the Supreme Court
I3 wwet alope o that. S0 has' the
President, and, even more, 0 has
Bl entive power of the stote heen
nsurped by the eapitalist closs [rom
fhe masses of the people.  The Su-
premee Court i3 one of their azen-
cieg of domination; tife Presidency
is another. Revolubionists will get
rid of thess uwsurpess by overthrow-
ing them altoegether.

But bow do these people (ro)ssss
te uproot the reactlovary power of
Thi- 2upreme Conrt? Iy constito-
fntioial amendment, no less, A
noble egterprise, ndeed! lad s
pull out the teeth of the eapltalist
tiger with a palr of sugar-tongs,

If IRooscvell won't torn the trick
{mnd it is apparent that they either
balf-hopse he will, or nt least wish
their duped followlng to belleve he
conld de sa) then n Farmer-Lahor
government- will. The Farmer-Lobaor
government will presumably ahalish
all the evils of eapitalism, W not
capitnllsm Hself, Among the other
things It would do. aceording to
thiz manifesto, 1s to “use the army
nind- Natfonal Guard to protect. the
warkers agninst the violent atrike-
brenking netlvities of the seabs and

e  p —

Hamilton, “calealated to resteain
the excess of law-maklng and to
keep things in the same state In
which they happen to be at any
glven period was more lkely to do
good tham harm,™

MNor have the masters of Ameri-

ccan deatinyg ever been  too  mueh

disturbed over logal fActioms Theyx
have understood that the central
question is the gquestlon of elass
power, not lostitutlonal form, and
they have consistently approached
the (Conostitution, the Supreme
Court, and the other branches of
government jn  the light of that
understanding. During the admin-
[ntrations of Washington and Jobhn
Adams, for example, the Bupreme
Court played a minor role. ‘The
qiveation of 1ts “right™ to invalldate
acts of Congress or of States as
uneonstitutional, left ambiguous in
the Constitution I1tself, was not
openly ralzed. The Federalist porty,
representing the commercial, bank-
ing and Indostrial interests—that
iz, th progresslve class at that his-
torieal stage—held control over the
executive and legislative bronches,
and eould keep the courts {n the

hickgroand.
The Joffersonian Reaction

Buat the Jeffersonian reaction,
swept on by the agracian and plant-
ing Interestz, ousted the PFederal-
ists from the Presidency and Cone
gress, The Federalists, conseguent-
Iy, defented on ome  front,  Kept
their grip on the Judiclary, and
used the Supreme Court to contluue
the advance of thelr hasle program.
Thraough thele Chief Jostles, Mar-
ahall, they immediately proclaimed
the power of the Supreme Court to
pgs o1 the constitutlonality  of
laws (the ecase of Marbury va
Sfadison). In & long serles of bril-

-

thugs of the manufacturers; and
not to shoot down worKers atriking
for & living wage." In Minneapolis
there I8 a Parmer-Labor mayor
nanked Latimer. Recently his po-
les killed two atrikers at the 3teut-
wear plant and wounded over 20
more. But the Stalinlsts forget
this Httle experience along with the
whaole history of the strikebreaking
role of reformist governments,

The Stalinlzt maoifesto concludes
with the following appeal. YAl
progressive, liberal, and  radieal
forces in the country most unite in
n rommon front against the com-
mon  epnemy—Wall Street.”"  Here
the craslng of all olags lnes 18 as
plalp a8 the nose on goe's face
The maln entmy I8 oo longer cap-
italism, but itz Incarnation, the
devil of Wall Street. Throighout
the whaole manifesto there iz Dot
the least hint that there exists an
economie system of slavery called
capltaliam that s reaponsible for
the evlls under which we suffer.
Mothing there that has not been
gald, and said better, In the past
centary by hundreds of lberal and
petty-bonrgecis politicians!

(me stands aghast before this
apectacle of complebe  eapltolation
ta the most volgenr petty boorgeols
reformiam. Ewvery trace of ¢lass
conscionsness has  been  expunged
from this Stalinist decument. Mot
i phrase that any inforlated petty
bourgesis could not subscribe to
wlth both handa, or that will oot
be uttered time and again by po-
litical demagogues of the Demo-
eratde party.  The Stalinlsts  are
mot inconsistent In I]E"Iﬂﬂ.l'llﬂ.il‘l[ that
Ronmevell lead them In oA struggle
agningt the renctionaries, Nor will
it be Inconsistent with thelr present

parlicy If they sapport Roosevelt In
the ¢oaming electionz, For the posi-
tion represenbed in this  oficial

docnment alone iz indistinguisbabie
from that of the eft wing of the
Meemaoeratie party, which 1= still
we hope they will admit, a capitnl-
ist party.

What do those honest Wﬂr]-!ﬂ-‘rsi

and revolutiomsts who still remain
in the ranks of the Stalindst garcty
think af sneh o line? Soprely there
are still some among them whe are
elngs-conetjons enongh o recoftize
tivis surrender of the fGrst priociples |

of Marxism and draw o few con- |

clusions from it.

The leaders of the party who
hove lssued this doeement, pod who
slpvizhly repent today the thread-
bairee phrmes  of  polty
radlealism,  condemuing  the  Swu- |
preme Court for e asnronbhon nl‘I
pever, are themselves the
of panrpers. They

of revolationi=zr, the
Marx amd Taenin,
to dlstmest such
niagnerade in

Woerlers, lenrm |
charlatans,’ w]m
the borrowed ooa-
tvimesr of Communism. They are
yomir grentest enemies.  They can-
nek il will not defend vour in-
teresta,  They will Inevitably he-
tray yon as lightly as they have*
here betrayed the prinelples of
ommunizm.
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The Supreme Court, the New Deal and t the Class Struggle

s

lant decislons, Marshall maintained
thelr position. But, It should be
notleed, the Federalists nsed the
fupreme Court not to restrict the
power of the Federal government,
but to extend it, to enlarge its
sphere of operation, and to eatab-
lish fta clear soverelgnty over the
Gtates. The alms of the bourgeolsle
could not be served without a
strong natlonal government.

PBut deaths on the Sppreme Court
bhench and the Jacksonlan move-
ment altered the relatlonship of
forces. By 1857 the Democrats,
now openly and almost exclnaively
the party of the slave-holders, were
i control of the Supreme Court,
with Taney at its head. o, in the
Iveed Heott decsion, the Suprome
Court reversed the tradition of
Marshall, and declared for “stales”
rights" ngaiost the Federal govern-
ment. In actoality, of conrse, the
decision was not for the legal fle-
tlon, “states’ rights,” but for the
alave-holdera: by itz terms, the
Court declired that Congress had
no power to leglsiate concerning
slavery. The Philistives of those
days thought that thed the battle
wikg over, and that the Northérn
industrialists had lost, Or, at most,
they {ovelghed against the anto-
cratic usurpatlon by the Jupreme
Conrt.

Judleiary and Class War

Hut the bourgeols weas not golog
to let legal fictlons block its his-
tocie road, Organized, in BeMpoTary
alllanees with the frke Western
farmers, into the mew HRepublican
pairty, 1t accepted the challenge:
and fought ont the i=sue of control
of the state wvot v the jodicial
chambers, but on the feld of batthe,
Wefther the acta of Congréss nor
the decisions of the Court, bnt the
Northern armies declded the basie
class qguestlon —the gquestton of
which class, the bourgeslsle or the
plantation owners, was to  hold
power.  And this ks the manmer in
which every class which means
hiztorie busziness seitles the baskc
guestlon.

The satruggle which the worklng
clazs faces at the present time, the
strugele for power and for the
overthrow of the bourgeoizsle and
its atate, Iz not expressed in Aany
direet way in the conflict betwesn
the New Deal (upheld by the
President and Congresa) and  the
Bupreme Court.  The struggle of
the working class, In its political
aapect, 15 a slcuggle agninst every
hranch and division of the =state.
The conflict between the Supreme
Court and Congress represents In
part a econflictk between diferent
sections of the bourgeslsle, In parr
# buregucratie contest for contreol
of the immenss: and highly luerk-
tlve governmental apparatns, The
AAA declaion 18 porhaps ehicfly im-
portant for reemphasizing the fact
that the New IDeal was metely o
perles of femporary deviees to tide
capltallam over & dangerons spot
and that, with profits now mount-
fug, 1t has ontllved lts usefulness,
The Hupréme Court, by a reason.
able divislon of Iabor, I3 given the
Job of andertaker. PFor Roosevelf,
the New Deal réemalng now as pare
demagogy—as a serles of aglta-
tlonal phrases: wholly dlvorced from
socinl  reality, with the help of
which he hopes to retaln enough of
middle-class and labor sentiment to
enable him to secure pe-eleetion.

Playing Reaction’s Game

To bulld ap and emphiostze, as
the Communist party and the So-
clalist party are doing, a large
scale eampalgn to curb the Supreme
Conrt playa inte the hands of re.
agtlon. It 18 not that the demand
to curh the court I8 in {tself wrong.
Indeed, It wonld be on the whole a

galn If it were sccomplished. The
Court I8 an  additional barrier
ngalnst even partial immediate de-
mands of the masses—as the
H#chechter and AAA declslona In
thelr “restrictive” interpretations
of the “Interstate commerce” and
ngeneral welfare” clauses, interpre-
tations which can be applied direct-
ly against any social security or
public works acts—serve to bring
L.

Nevertheless, =uch o parilamens
tary demand az the curhlng of the
Bupreme Court shonld have only a
minor and secondary place in the
agitation and practical program of
a revolutionary working-¢lags party.
Otherwise It =serves to dizorient
and deceive the masses, and bo tarn
them aside from more Important
tasks. It is the business of the rev-
elutionary party not to foster but
to smash paclinmentary Hlusions;
mot to suggest the possibility of
reforming the bourgeciz stabe, bat
to make clear, In the living experis
ence of the masses, the neceslty
for destroying that state and of
gefting up In ks place a new atate,
the workers' gtate. "The prime rea-
goh  why a revolutlonary party
enters  Into pARrllamentary CcADM-
paigns {8 to bring its own full rev-
olutlonary program openly  before
the masses, ks parllamentary rep-
resentiatives sit not to win “vleto-
rieg™ for the workers in CongEress
or the Conrts—which, even on tha
amallest seale, 2 Inerensiugly {0u-
gory in the decliwe of capitnlism—
hitt to expose the inner workings of
the bourgenls state mochinery be-
fore the eves of tne masses. Hevo-
lutionists ptilize bonrgeasls porlls-
mentarlsm as one means  for  de-
steoying bonrgeols parllamentarizm.

Parliamentary Activity Supple-
meniary

Parllamentary activity of all
Einds must remaln only sapplemen-
tary to the basle work of promaot-
ing and steengthening the basle
organizations of the mosses, The
peor farmers must ook frst not to
Jongress and the Supreme Court
but to their unions, cooperatives,
leagues, and demonstrations, for
henefits and relief, The workers
will have the “right” to orgaoize
when they take that right throuvgh
the lodependent atrength of their
trade unlons, amd cease expecting
it to be handed down from on high
by “favorable declslons.” ‘The one
effectlve “carbh” of the Supreme
Court 1s. precisely,—the organised
sfrength of the masscs,

The real business of the revalu-
tionary party is the organizatlon of
the working class and its allles for
the conquest of power. Every im-
mediate demand, every particunlar
campatgn, Iz correct, I8 Justifed,
only so0 far as, In its historleal im-
Micatlons, It alds in this cenfral
task; and 18 on every occasion to
be condemned insofar as it turns
the clasa aslde from the road to
POWer,
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Luxemburg

Annwersary

LECTURE AND DANCE

—Speech by NATHAN GOULD, National Sec-
S.Y. L., on “The Life and Work of Karl Lich-

kneeht and Rosa Luxembourg.” Short musical program.

9000 M. —Dancing, refreshments,
SATURDAY EVENING, JANUARY 25,

220 East 14th Strect, N, Y

(rood band.
1936

o Ko Hat check 25¢

Auspices: Spartacus Youlh League, N, Y. District
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i TUCKER P,
Fraternal greekbings from Gegegpe Meany, David Dubinsky,
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TIWAS RENXNEDY

E sosenh Sehlossherg, Frank Grosswaith, Spencer Miller, Jr.,
E Hilla W. Smith, George Rhodes

At SATURDAY, JANUARY 18, AT 1 P.M.

E Frank’s Hofbrau, 1680 Broadway (near 52nd St.), N.Y.C.
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Luncheon Symposinm

celebrating
THY FIFTEENTH ANNIVERSARY OF

Labor's Own School '
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