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RETRTRVL

| We were asked, “How do you stand on
| centralization?”

| Now, although we are not much of an
| organizer, the question comes under the
head of things that we have an opinion on.

We are a centralizer—55 per cent.

We are a decentralizer—45 per cent.

That makes 100 per cent.

But we are not an extreme *centralist,”
like capitalism.

Our reason for this is in the fact, that
| (as we think) the capitalist's system, when
[ fully centralized, ‘will be unloaded into a
| garbage dump. Jts “center” won't save it.

(Note: The question is not How to handle
| cupitalism?—at least not yet. The ques-
tion is How cin we organize working class
power?) A. F. of L. is highly centralized—
it's centrifugal force was in the person of
| Mr. Samuel Gompers, now dead—that is, in
A sense.

“Now that my position is clear I will apol-

|ogize for assuming that I have a right
| support centralization or decentralizatic

|50 long as I'm honest about it—and
exceed the four-bit limit. o
Manisind first must leamn to act
Before it can tribute éxact.
pdoptk, 1 may s well be

red eards—you've seen them, On

vage among other things i -rlmn
Agriculture—Department,
Farming—Industry.
Laborer—0ccupation.

Now, I take exceptions to that word
luborer. I am not a member of the Indus-
trial Laborers of the Earth.

I'm_simply a worker—an unassuming
member' of the Indusirial Workers of the
World. I recognize no craft—skilled or

non-skid. 1 don't want the word “slave’
put in my book in place of “laborer”-
worker is better, holy as the name labor it.

What's the matter with the words:

Exploitee.

Employee.

Wage-carner.

Producer, ete.

Note—My reason for “kicking” is in the
fact that the word LABOR implies a
WHOLE of USEFUL PEOPLE, but
“Laborer,” on the other hand, insinuates
there is an assortment of disunited Ygrades”

—establishing a division of labor—creating
“differences” . 7 s

We're ig Union of Workers.—
(T-b. S\




