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About Browder’s “Out of Work”

Unemployment and

Vulgar “Marxism”
by Vera Buch '

A popular pamphlet on  unemploy-
ment giving the workers 2 Marxian an-
alysis in simple language, weuld fill a
real need in the present situation. Evi-
dently this is the sort of pamphlet which
Earl Browder wished to produce in his
Out of a Jeb. But it iz no Marxian
analysis which Browder gives; it is a
confused mixture of syndiealist miscon-
coptions and liberal illusions. Qut of o
Job does not popularize Marxism, but
volgarizes it.

Browder's economic “analysis” distin-
guishes two kinds of unemployment:
“cyclieal,” causcd by crises of capitalist
production, and “permanent,” which, ae-
cording to him, is a new develapment of
the last ten years, caused by rationaliza-
tion. Qutside of a few phrases without
explanation such as “unemployrent is
permanent’ (paged), “Capitalism is built
npon wnemployment and reproduces un-
employment upen o mass seale” (page
109, in no place in the paniphlet is there
an analysis of the real cause of unem-
ployment.

“In the early days of cupitalist devel-
opment,” says Browder (Fage 4) "“un-
cmplogment was slight i ‘good times' or
‘prosperity’ and became serious, livge-
seale unemployment only during ‘bad
times’, or “‘depressiow’, times of ovists.”
Merx has plainly pointed out that the
formation of the industrial reserve army
was impossible in the really sarly days of
capitalist production since then the com-
position of capital changed but wvery
slowly, and with its accumulation there
kept pace, on the whole, a corresponding
growth in the demand for labor.

Now take the fellowing paragraph
{page 10}:

“Capitalism  beging  with  unemploy-
ment. . Capitelism  conmel  wrise  until
there has first been ereated a large body
of propertyless persons, who hnve no land
or other megns of lving. Properiyless
persons are culled proletarians and ¢s o
cliss ave the proletariat. The cxistence
of wunemployed proletariat ds the first
eonditfon for the beginning of ecapifal-
m!!

What Browder is trying to deseribe in
these wague confused sentences is the
expropriation of the peasantry, the driv-
ing of the farmers off their land, which
took place in England and Western
Eurcpe during the 15th and 16th and
even during the 1Tth centuries during
the transition between foudalism and
capitalism. '

But where doeg the “unemployed pro-
fetariot” come in which Browder claims
is the “first condition for the hegpinning
of capitalism”™? The peasanis who got
work in the factories were certainly not
the unemployed. And those who were
expropriated and could not get work be-
came heggars and thieves, not prole-
terians and were a tremendous source
of embarrassment te the state authori-
ties. They wore victlins whose horrible
fate testified mutely even at that early
dav to the ruthless hloody nature of the
capitalist monster then in its babyhood.

But now we coine to the real source of

RBrowder's confusion here. He does not
know what a proletarian is! Here is his
definition: “Propertyless persons  (per-
sots, mind you'ly are cefled profetarians,
and as « cless are the prolefnrint” Wha
are these propertyless persons who as a
¢lass are the proletariat? Capitalist =o-
ciety teems with “persons™ withownt prop-
erty. There are great numbers of pro-
fessional people, tcachers, doctors, law-
vers, ete, who do not owhn property.
There arce swarms of begpars, burglars,
gunmen, prostitutes - and other inhabi-
tanis of ihe underworld who do not own

property. Public hospitals are full of
propertyless persons.  S¢ are  insane
asylums. Children and youths do not as

a rale own property. There are hun-
dreds of thousands of tenant and share-
erop farmers who do not owid property.
And there are finally the agricultoral
and industrial workers, the wage work-
ers. According to Rarl Browder, all
this gpreat heterogenous mass makes up
the proletariat. A true anarche-liberal
conception. There iz only one Marxian
definition of a proletarian. A profefarian
i a wege worker,

Whal should have been zaid in this
paragraph is that capitalism had to have
as its foundation & body of free laborers
—free in the double sense that they were
not chattel slaves, were not bound cither
to land or Jord, and also that they owned
no means of production—and henee had
to s2ll their labor-power to the capitalists
who owned the imeans of production {the
factories, machines, ete.) The expro-
priated peasants who went into the fac-
tories became the industrial proletariat.
Those who did not hecamnco, not prele-
tarians, birt beggars and thieves.

He continues: “The warkers must pro-
duec o surplus over and adove flheir
wriges, or clse the capilolist will shut
dawn his foctory and throw the prole-
tarint infe the streets without o gnb"

Apparently Earl Browder actually be-
lieves that if five or six million workers
in the U. 8. today are unemployed it is
because they did not produce a surplus
while working. Here is Browder's second

big error. He does not know this fun-
damental Marxian concept, that the
workers swust  produce  surplus-value

while working. The oceasion when the
surpius labor-time of workers is reduced
to zero is ome practically never occur-
ving, What then actually happens in
times of industrial crisis? As far as the
individual capitalist is roncerned, he
finds his orders falling off, his products
piling up ern his hands. Then he lavs
off some of his workers. Heeause they
were not producing surplus? Nol Re-
cause they wers producing too mueh. The
normal capitalist erisis is one of over-
production combined with a restricted

“wmarket, with low consumptive power of

the masses, The capitalist eannot ratf-
iz¢ hiz profit because he cannot sell his
goods. But the swrplus valie ds there,
praduced by the workers and rvemaining
“eonealed’” as Marx puts it, in the goods
which the capitalist has on his hands

: b

Two Miners

by Frank Vratar

THE UMWA TRIDISTRICT
CONVYENTION

The Hazleton Tri-District Convention

of the United Mine Workers of America,

whicll began on May 2, was opened with
ithe usual blessing by a priest. luring
the copvention and after, there were poli-
ticians conferring with the leaders and
prominent delegates, trying to persuade
them for thiz or that candidate in the
primary clections, In order to protect
himzelf against any rank and file oppo-
sitien and =e as Lo be able to knock them
down whenever he wanted, lLewis got
strong-arm protection, including detce-
tives, Here is what ome of their own
papers suid about it:

“Dgmiel T. MeFeleory, pomdur Huzle-
town delective und chawplon lobbyist, s
on fned fooking after the cures ond
needs of the delegutcs. Dan iz a popular
freul”

The first day of the conventicn paszed
with speeches and the appointment of
the different committees, The second day
the Secale Committe gave their report,
caliing for & continuation of the preszent
agreement for a number of years. We
didn*t expect anything else from the
Lewis officialdom—in view of the fact
that the present agreement Ineahs wage
cuts and the Lewis officialdom is for it

But here the Lewis-Kennery-Boylan
crew met with strong opposition.  Tho
unorganized, this oppesition was very
strong and gave a big blow 1o the Lewis-
Bovlan officialdom.

At the Convention there were the pro-
fessionul supporters of the Lewls ma-
chine but there were also old experienced

The capitalist is thus glutted with prod-
ucts coutaining surplus value, bur be-
canse they weye producing too much of
it.

Lat us follow this error of Browder's
to some logical conelusions. It Jeads
directly to class collaboraiion. 1 Brow-
der believes what be writes here, he
should advise workers: “"Work harder to
produce a surplus and you will keep your
jobs.”  Exactly ibe arguments of the
A. P oof L., the SP and numberless lib-
eral elements. And exactly, too, the
argunments of the employers whe five
their workers because “they are not muk-
ing anyvthing opn them.”™ And exaetly,
iou, the argument to win over the worker
1o sympalhy with the boss beeause the
boss, too, is losing.  As Marx puts it
{Capital, veol. iii, page 2713 : “The vulgar
ecomomist does practically no more than
to translate the gueer concepts of the
capilalists, who are in 1he thralls of
compelition, ine a more thearetical and
generalizing lhnguage and to attempt a
vindication of the correctness of these
conceptions.”™

Analyzing further we find Lrowder
headed for another errov. He seoms to
Leliave that workers work without pro-
ducing surplus value. . Where does the
surplus value come from if it 15 not pro-
duced by the workers in the factories?
There is only one other place it could
come from and that would be from the
market, fram cirenlation. This must
be the conclusion if we Tollow Browder's
line of thought. And thus he falls into
one of the main errors of the vulgar
economists against whom Marx polem-
ized sixty years ago.

Even Browder’s deseription of the suf-
fering of the workers under unemploy-
menl is insuficieni.  What is laeking
here (pp. 14-15) is any mention of the
problems of high rent, high cost of liv-
ing, lack of =zacial insurance, etc. all of
which beeome greatly intenzified in times
of unemployment.  These prolems on
the one hand invelve the family of the
worker, the women and the children, n
the class struggle, and on the other en-
gage Lhe working class in the struggle
agamst other sections of the hourgoeisic
than the employers themselves, landlords,
chain store companics, ele. A steoggle
for social insurance involves thr workers
immediately in oa sfrugple apainst the
ecapitalist state as such, Failure to kerp
such problems as these always in mind
shows above all a syndicalist tendency to
sce only the struggle In the shaps and
nothing else.

{Concluded in the nexi issue)



