
Thesis Approved

By

Major Adviser

Dean

t



SOCIALIST LABOR, 1876-86

BY

FRED R . VAN VALKENBURG

A THESIS

Submitted to the Vacuity of the Creighton University 
in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements 

for the Degree of Master of Arts 
in the Department of 

History

OMAHA, 1947



TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
INTRODUCTION iv

Chapter
I

II.
i/S.*•
Q Ill

IV

V

SOCIALIST LABOR ORGANIZATION IN THE 
UNITED STATES, 1860-76 ..............
THE INFLUENCE OF THE INTERNATIONALE 
UPON THE LABOR MOVEMENT, 1870-75 . . .
LABOR UPHEAVAL AND SOCIALISM,

1875- 80 .........
LABOR, SOCIALISM, AND ANARCHISM,

1880-86 ..............
THE AMERICAN LABOR MOVEMENT, AND THE 
INFLUENCE OF SOCIALISM AND FOREIGNERS.

1876- 86 .........

1

10

23

43

73

BIBLIOGRAPHY 84

rr
ë o j ' O  'J i



INTRODUCTION

Prior to the Civil War, and for a decade after
wards, the American labor movement was not a success. 
Temporary progress was evident in a number of these 
decades, but always some situation or circumstance de
veloped to retard or bring disaster to the movement.
In the decades of the seventies and eighties emerged 
the first successful and continuous labor movement-- 
the Knights of Labor, and, more especially, the American 
Federation of Labor, for the Knights collapsed during 
the early years of the 1890's.

In resisting many of the demands of labor, em
ployers often charged that the agitation was the in
spiration and work of un-American persons, socialists 
and foreigners. It is the purpose of this paper to 
present a study of this labor movement in order to de
termine wha/t influence socialists had upon its begin
nings and its early character, and to establish to wha.t 
extent there were foreigners in this movement and what 
influence they had in the formation and upon the prin
ciples of this American labor movement.



CHAPTER I

SOCIALIST LABOR ORGANIZATION IN THE UNITED STATES
1860-76

Modern American socialism began in the United 
States after the Civil War. It received its impulse 
from two sources in Europe: the International Work
ingmen* s Association, founded by British trade union 
leaders on September 28, 1864, and, a movement in 
1863 in Germany, headed by the socialist, Ferdinand 
Lassalle.^- The International Workingmen's Associa
tion was influenced throughout its history by Karl 
Marx who wrote its inaugural address. The concep
tion of economic labor organization which was ad
vanced by the International Workingmen’s Associa
tion or Internationale underwent a process of change*
in the course of years. Through conflict with the 
rival conception of political labor organization 
advocated by American followers of Lassalle and 
through contact with American reality emerged the

^John R. Commons and Associates, History of 
Labour in the United States« (New York: The Macmil
lan Company, 1926), II, 204; Selig Perlman, A History 
of Trade Unionism in the United States, (New York:
The Macmillan Company, 1923), p. 73.
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American trade unionism.^

Between 1866 and 1870 the Internationale had no 
organizations of its own on American soil. From 
1870 on the Internationale had sections in nearly 
every large city in the United States, centering its 
activity in New York and Chicago. 3

The earliest German forerunner of the Inter
nationale was the Communist Club in Hew York City, a 
Marxian organization based on the Communist Manifesto 
and established October 25, 1857. The membership was 
small, but later some of its members were to become 
prominent in the American Internationale. Three of 
its outstanding members were Friedrich A. Sorge, Con
rad Carl, and Siegfried Meyer. The Club had connec
tions with Karl Marx and corresponded with the com
munist movement abroad. The Club became a section of 
the Internationale in October, 1867.4

The most important Geiman forerunner of the 
Internationale in America was the General German 
Workingmen’s Union, later Section 1 of the Inter-

t

nationale. It was founded by fourteen followers of 
Lassalle in New York City in October, 1865.5

p. 75.
Commons, op. cit., II, 206-207.

5Ibid.. p. 207.

Commons, op. cit., II, p. 206; Perlman, ojd. cit.,

4
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The difference between the ideas of the Inter
nationale and those of Lassalle was that the former 
advocated trade unionism prior to and underlying po
litical organization, while the latter placed the em- 
phasis on political victory before anything else.Q

The Lassallean Hew York Union and the Communist 
Club merged their interests in the fall of 1868 to 
found the Social Party of Hew York and Vicinity with 
Friedrich Sorge as president. It was their purpose 
to participate in local elections, but the Party did 
not survive after the elections of 1868. In January, 
1869, the Party reorganized as the General German Work
ingmen’s Society, and in December of the year became 
Section 1 of the Internationale. * 7 Siegfried Meyer was 
a delegate to the National Labor Union convention in 
Philadelphia in 1869, and Sorge represented the Society 
at the next annual convention in Cincinnati. 8

Toward the end of 1870 two other foreign sections 
of the Internationale were formed. One was French, the

^Perlman, ojd. cit.. p. 75.
7Morris Hillquit, History of Socialism in the. 

United States. (5th ed. Rev.; New Yorks Funk & Wagnalls 
Company, 1910), pp. 177-178; Commons, ojd. cit., II, pp.
208-209.

8Commons, ojd. cit., II, p. 209
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other was Bohemian (Czech). They with the German Work
ingmen’s Society formed the nucleus of the Internationale 
in America. Other sections were formed in 1870 and 1871 
in New York City, Chicago, and Williamsburgh, N. Y . 9 10 * 
In April, 1871, there were eight sections with 293
members. 1 0

Between 1871 and 1872 the Internationale spread 
rapidly. The sections increased from eight to thirty 
or more and there were sections in New York, Chicago,
San Francisco, New Orleans, Newark, Springfield, Wash
ington, and Williamsburgh. The membership was about
3,000 persons, 1 1  composed of Americans, Irish, Germans, 
French, Scandinavians, and Bohemians.12

Besides the foreigners certain native American 
intellectuals welcomed the Internationale. In 1869

9 Ibid.
10John R. Commons and John B. Andrews, Documentary 

History of American Industrial Society, (Cleveland: Clark 
and Company, 1910), IX, 357.

^ I n  his History of Trade Unionism Selig Perlman 
estimates the maximum membership for the period 1870-76 
at 1,000. Morris Hillquit in his History of Socialism 
claims there were 5,000 members. The one estimate is 
probably too low, and the other is too liberal, Because 
of the growth of the Internationale between 1870 and 1872 
and the number of sections and affiliated unions through
out the country, it is more likely that the membership 
approached 3,000 or 3,500.

12Hillquit, ojd. cit.. p. 179.
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these Americans founded the Hew Democracy or Political 
Commonwealth. This organization disbanded in 1870, but 
in the summer of 1871 its members organized two native 
sections of the Internationale in Hew York City, Section 
9 and Section 12. The latter was headed by two sisters, 
Victoria Woodhull and Tennessee Claflin. Thi3 section 
became involved in a fight with the foreign sections 
and the central committee in 1872 when it began to 
center its activities on woman’s rights, free love, uni
versal language, and pantarchy rather than on the better
ment of the laboring classes. In March, 1872, Section 
12 was expelled from the Internationale by the General 
Council in London. Section 12 and other American 
members who sympathized with it refused to abide by 
this decision of the General Council, and four months 
later they organized in Philadelphia the American Con
federation of the Internationale. The organization 
soon fell into a state of lethargy and passed out of 
existence within two years. 1 3

The first national convention of the Interna
tionale was held in Hew York City on July 6 , 1872. ' 
Twenty-five delegates were present representing

15Commons, History of Labour. II, 210-216;
Hillquit, ojd. cit.. pp. 179-181.
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twenty-two sections. The convention assumed the official 
name of the North American Federation of the Interna
tional Workingmen's Association, and adopted a set of 
rules and regulations for the government of its affairs. 
The executive functions were vested in a Federal Council 
consisting of three Germans, two Frenchmen, two Irish
men, one Swede, and one Italian.14

At the fifth World Congress of the Internationale 
at the Hague in 1872, the anarchist faction led by 
Bakunin had become so strong that it threatened to take 
control. Marx and his socialist colleagues deemed it 
wise, therefore, to move the General Council to New 
York and entrust it with a faithful Marxian, Friedrich 
A. Sorge. This ended the Internationale as a world 
organization, but the move enormously increased the 
stakes of the factional fights within the American 
members of the Internationale.15

Between 1869 and 1873 the Internationale held 
sway over the foreign labor movement. During 1873-74 
strife and dissension within the Internationale prevented

1 4 Ibid.
15Commons, History of Labour, II, 214-215;

Perlman, oj). cit.. pp. 187-188.
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it from taking a leading part in the labor movement 
which grew out of the panic of September, 1873.^® 
Springing from a socialist movement in 1873 in Chicago 
which demanded relief from the civic authorities for 
the unemployed, the Labor Party of Illinois was formed 
in January, 1874, with a membership of about 2,000.
It was Laasallean in character but resembled the Inter
nationale in form of organization. This secessionist 
movement proposed the abandonment of organization into 
trades unions and placed the emphasis on the success 
to be obtained through political action. In the East, 
harmony did not prevail in the Internationale. In 
April, 1874, several sections left permanently to 
form in May with a number of Lassalleans the Social 
Democratic Party of Forth America. Two .Americans, 
later to become prominent in the trade union movement, 
were made national officers: Adolph Strasser and P. J. 
McGuire.  ̂ But by the middle of 1875 both of these 
'»dissenting" groups had begun to support many of the 
original ideas of the Internationale. During 1875

■ /

l^Commons, History of Labour, II, 219, 227.

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 218, 227-228,
230-231; Hillquit, ojd. cit., p. 184.
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attempts were made to unify these various factions of 
the Internationale* Actually no agreement could be 
reached but a form of cooperation, with the Internation
ale dominating, was evolved because all three groups 
were interested in capturing the national labor conven
tion in Pittsburgh in 1876 and in converting the English- 
speahing labor movement to socialism.

On July 15, 1876, the Internationale held in 
Philadelphia its last national convention. Torn by 
national and international strife, the organization had 
come to its end. The General Council was abolished and 
the records and documents were entrusted to Sorge and 
Carl Speyer.

Not only the labor movement but now the social
ists themselves were divided. But that did not hinder 
them. Without an international or national organization 
to unify their efforts, they continued in existence as 
separate associations or political parties for many 
years to come. Their activities and organization were 
determined to a large extent by development in the 
American labor situation.

Prom 1870 to 1876 the practical trade union

•^Commons, History of Labour, II, 233-234.

19Hillquit, 0 £. cit., pp. 187-188.
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activity of the Internationale had been gradually 
replaced by its activity on behalf of the propaganda 
of socialism.

During this period the sections of the Inter
nationale probably never exceeded a membership of 
3,500, nearly all foreigners. But these units became 
a preparatory school in trade union leadership for 
many of the later organizers and leaders of .American 
labor.



CHAPTER II

THE INFLUENCE OF THE INTERNATIONALE 
UPON THE LABOR MOVEMENT 

1870-75

Prior to 1872 the general labor movement had 
centered somewhat around the National Labor Union, 
founded in 1866, This was a loose federation of na
tional trade unions, city trades’ assemblies, local 
trade unions, and reform organizations of various kinds. 
It did not excel in economic methods but rather its 
chief agitation was carried on in politics and directed 
along two lines: the eight-hour movement and green- 
backism. From 1866 the organization had tended to em
phasize politics— an independent labor party to assist 
the wage earner. Not until 1872 did it actually become 
independent of the old parties. But the larger national 
trade unions, dissatisfied with the turn to politics, 
had already withdrawn two years before. 1

Between 1866 and 1870 the Internationale tried 1

1 Perlman, o£. cit.. pp. 44-45, 56-57; Commons, 
History of Labour. II, 153-157; Norman J. Ware, The 
Labor Movement in the United States. 1860-1895, (New
York: D. Appleton & Company, 1929), pp. 6-7, 10.
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to establish itself through affiliation with the National 
Labor Union. Attempts were made to establish mutual 
relationships between the two organizations and with 
the advent of William H. Sylvia to the presidency of 
the National Labor Union in 1868 it seemed that an 
alliance might be effected for Sylvia believed their 
cause a common one— "a war between poverty and wealth." 
But he died July 27, 1869, and the cause of the two or
ganizations was never united. 2 The Internationale in 
America set out to establish its own organiza/tion.

Socialists were active participants in the agi
tation for the betterment of the laboring classes in 
the 1870's. Especially in the years following the 
panic of 1873 they were prominent in the agitation for 
relief for the unemployed. Most of these socialists 
were men who had joined already established socialist 
labor organizations or who were members of American 
labor groups. 3

After the Civil War Frenchmen and Germans, seeking 
a, haven from revolution-torn Europe, flocked to the

^Hillquit, ojd. cit., pp. 166-170; Commons, 
History of Labour. II, 131-132.

3Gompers, ojo. cit.. I, pp. 50, 60-62, 92-98; 
Commons, History of Labour. II, 219-221.
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United States. Many of these men were deeply imbued 
with revolutionary socialism.^ in the early 1870’s New 
York City harbored refugee leaders and soldiers from 
almost all European countries. They sought their ends 
through revolution. Thinking of .America as a place 
from which they could spread their gospels, they tried 
to inject their spirit into the customs of their new 
country.5 Behind the activity of these men was the 
International Workingmen's Association or Internationale. 
And during the early seventies the Internationale un
questionably dominated the labor movement in New York 

City. 6
Throughout the first half of the seventies the 

socialists used the Internationale as their primary 
agency to spread propaganda among the American working
men.^ That there were socialists enrolled in American 
labor unions is quite probable, but that they were

^George D. Wolff, "Socialistic Communism in the 
United States," American Catholic Quarterly Review, III, 
(July, 1878), 534. '

^Gompers, o^. cit., I, pp. 50-51, 61-62; Hillquit, 
op. cit.* pp. 178-179.

Gompers, ojd. cit.. I, pp. 51, 60.

^Hillquit, ££. cit.. pp. 178-179.
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infiltrating as agents of the Internationale or any 
other socialist body as was charged is difficult to 
prove. Certainly, however, the socialist doctrines 
held a great attraction, at least at first, for some 
.American labor leaders.

Early in his career, when Samuel Gompers was 
groping for something fundamental upon which he could 
base a constructive program, a very intimate German 
friend, Karl Laurrell, gave him something tangible, 
something that would give Gompers a "background phil
osophy "— the Communist Manifesto. With Laurrell's 
help as a translator, Gompers read the German text. 
Gompers says that the Manifesto brought him "an in
terpretation of much that before had been only an in
articulate feeling." Besides the Manifesto, Gompers

0
read economic literature of Marx, Engels, and Lasalle.

Karl Laurrell advised Gompers to keep in touch 
with the socialist movement, to listen to what they 
had to say, to attend their meetings, but not to join 
their party. Gompers followed this advice and after a 
while was even admitted to the meetings of the inner 

circle of the Internationale. Erom the men who made

8Gompers, ojd. cit., I, pp. 74-75.
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these meetings he learned the fundamentals of the labor
movement* Others who attended these inner-circle
meetings were Peter J. McGuire, J • P. McDonnell, Fred
Bloetê , J. S. Speyer, Louis Baer, Karl Speyer, and Henry 

9
B a e r .

Peter J. McGuire was b o m  in Hew York City in 
1852* In 1867 he became a wood-joiner and five years 
later joined the union of hi3 trade. There he fell 
under the influence of German-speaking socialists.
His career was remarkable and his activities contribu
ted greatly to the life and success of the American 
Federation of Labor. McGuire, prior to attending an 
evening high school, had received his early education 
at Cooper Institute where he and Samuel Gompers were 
schoolmates. 9 1 0  11 He was a regular attendant at the inner- 
circle meetings of the Internationale. 1 1

J. P. McDonnell came from a middle-class Dublin 
family. He participated in the Fenian movement and 
was intimate with Karl Marx and the Internationale 
after 1869.12 He spent several years in Marx’s London

9 Ibid., pp. 74, 87-88.
iOcommons, History of Labour, II# 231.
11Gomper3, ojd.  c i t . ,  I# p .  88«

^Commons, History of Labour, II# 222.
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office. He represented Ireland at the Congress of the 
Internationale at the Hague. Shortly afterwards he 
settled in Hew York and became one of the inner circle 
of the Internationale. 1 3

Even before 1870 the Internationale was a 
potent force in American labor. One of the larger 
labor organizations in Hew York City was the Die Ar- 
beiter Union, a union of the German trades’ assembly 
formed in 1866, and the center of the Gexman trade union 
movement in that city. By 1868 it was being influenced 
by the Internationale, mostly through the efforts of 
Conrad Carl and Eriedrich A. Sorge. 1 4 Adolph Douai, 1 5

1 3 Commons, History of Labour, II, 222.
14Sorge is considered the father of modern social

ism in America. He was born in Saxony. He took part in 
the revolution at Baden in 1849 and then lived as a refu
gee in Switzerland, for two years. He went to London in 
1851 and subsequently to-Hew York where he earned his liv
ing as a music teacher. At the Hague in 1872, Sorge 
formed a lasting friendship with Marx and Engels and be
came their official interpreter in America. Ibid., p.
207 ftn. Ho. 5.

13Douai was born in Altenburg, Geimany, in 1819, 
of a poor Erench family. He took part in the revolution 
of 1848, was imprisoned, and migrated to Texas in 1852.
He was an abolitionist and was forced to leave San Antonio 
after editing a paper for three years. In Boston he spoke 
in favor of atheism and afterwards found it wiser to move. 
In Hoboken, H. 3 ., his advanced views again prevented him 
from leading a successful career. He established a
school in Hew York and edited the Die Arbeiter Union. He 
became co-editor of the Hew YorkerHTolkszeitung in 1878 
and kept that position until his death in 1888. He became 
Marxian in the early seventies and was the first popular
iser of Marxism in America. Only Sorge excelled him as an 
authority in the socialist movement. Ibid., p. 223 ftn.
Ho. 39.
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editor of the Arbeiter Union which amounted to the 
official organ of the trades’ assembly, came under 
their influence also and began to print extracts of 
Das Kanital in the newspaper. By 1870 the trades’ as
sembly had decided to affiliate with the Internationale 
in Europe. 1 6

Although the Internationale was to continue as 
the principal labor organization until the middle 
1870’s, there were indications early in the decade that 
all was not well within the organization. It was often 
rumored in New York that the Internationale was feared 
by all reactionary elements and governments of Europe 
and that they tried diligently to discredit it3 work 
as ’’Communism". The American press furthered thi3 at
titude by addressing the members as "citizen" and later 
alluding to them as being connected with the French 
Commune. Thus, the Internationale speedily acquired

"I 7the reputation of being a powerful revolutionary agency.
In addition, the reputation of the Internation

ale was not improved by some of its demonstrations and 
the strife which took place within the organization.
In the summer of 1871 two sections of its members * 1

1 6 Ibid., pp. 223-225.
1 ’̂Gompers, ojd. cit.« pp. 51-52.
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participated in a huge labor parade of 25,000 men in 
Hew York City, sponsored by the workingmen’s unions 
and the Arbeiter Union. The members of the Internation
ale carried a red flag and a banner inscribed with the 
French slogan: "Liberty, Equality and Fraternity."
Other banners were carried in the parade, some of them 
indicating that force would be used to attain labor’s 
ends. The parade was apparently a success but the 
prominence given to force, to red flags and the revo
lutionary element did not aid the cause of labor. Then, 
in the fall of 1871 and throughout 1872, Section 12 
did much to hurt the cause of the Internationale, and 
of labor in general, since it purported to be acting 
as part of the Internationale and in the interest of 
labor. The leaders of this native American section 
issued a circular in which they made the Internationale 
responsible for free love, pantarchy, and other extreme 
doctrines. Enemies of the labor movement were joyful.
The press used the strife which developed between Section 
12 and the Internationale as an opportunity to ridicule, 
to discredit, and to classify labor purposes as Commu
nism. Even after these radicals were expelled from the 
Internationale in 1872, their antics still got space 
in the press and generally hurt the labor movement. 1 8

l®Gompers, ojd. cit., 1» PP» 53-54, 55-58.
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But the foreigners who composed the main ele
ments of the Internationale in New York City by 1873 
were not able to agree among themselves* The dissen
sion that followed resulted in a secessionist movement 
and the founding of the Social Democratic Party of 
North .America* This withdrawal was aided and abetted 
by Adolph Strasser, a recent immigrant from Germany who 
later was president of the Cigarmakers’ International 
Union and prominent in the early organization and growth 
of the American Federation of Labor* 1 9

It was at this time, the winter of 1873-74, 
that the socialists were most prominent in agitating 
for relief for the unemployed in Chicago and New York 
City* Following the panic in September, 1873, times 
were exceedingly hard and there was an increasing num
ber of unemployed. In Chicago, sections of the Inter-*
nationale in conjunction with several other labor or
ganizations sponsored a great unemployment demonstration 
of 20,000 men on December 13, 1873. The city council 
in Chicago made empty promises to the labor groups and 
the demonstration led to no practical results. But- out 
of this movement grew a new socialist agency» the Labor

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 221, 410 ftn.
No. 43, 511; Perlman, o^. cit.. pp. 77, 140.
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Party of Illinois. Practically all of its members lived 
in Chicago. It was predominantly foreign, composed of 
twenty-two sections— 15 German, 3 Polish, 3 Bohemian, 
and 1 American— and all but one member of its executive 
committee was of foreign birth. 20 In New York, the 
Arbeiter Union, members of the Internationale, and rep
resentatives of the workingmen's council, in December, 
1873, worked out a plan for a mass meeting in Cooper 
Union on December 11 to consider a program for relief 
for the unemployed. A large crowd, including some 
communists, was present. Out of this meeting came the 
plan for a massive demonstration in Thompkins Square 
the following month. In the meantime, the city stirred 
uneasily as street meetings were held and out-of-door 
demonstrations were carried on, led by such men as
Theodore Banks, P. J. McGuire, Patrick A. Dunn, and

•

John Brophy. The newspaper press began hinting at the 
"Commune11. But the preparations for the Thompkins 
Square demonstration progressed, and even Mayor Haven- 
meyer was induced to give his promise to address the

2 0Commons, History of Labour, II, 220-221, 228; 
Omaha Daily Herald, December 23, 27, 1874; Hillquit, 
0£. cit., pp. 183-184; Omaha Daily Herald, December 23, 
27, 1873.
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meeting.*^
However, trouble and internal dissension de

veloped as the workingmen's union lost control to the 
Internationale and in turn to the radicals, or so oalled 
communists* This latter group used the situation to 
their advantage by issuing propaganda not in harmony 
with the true purposes of labor. The daily press seized 
upon these dissensions, propaganda, and activities as 
"good copy". The city felt that the Communists were 
in control and that they were about to stage a revolu
tionary uprising. The police commissioner cancelled 
the permit for the proposed mass meeting. Nevertheless, 
on the morning of January 13, a large crowd assembled 
in Thompkins Square. The police were directed to break 
up the assembly and did so, somewhat brutally. Mounted 
policemen rode down the crowd. They justified their 
harsh and brutal actions by the charge that Communism 
was rearing its ugly head. Nor sometime afterwards the 
police were quite active in dispersing any crowds 
which tended to collect on the streets and in breaking 
up any meetings called to consider the situation. ^2

2lGompers, op. cit.. I, pp. 90-93; Hillquit, op. 
cit., p. 183; Omaha Daily Herald, January 6 , 13, 1874; 
Omaha Weekly Bee, January 14, 1874.

22pmaha Daily Herald, January 13-14, 1874; Omaha 
Weekly Bee, January 28, 1874; Harper's Weekly;, XVIII 
(1874), 98; Gompers, op. cit., 1» PP« 92-97, 220-221.
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The conditions which partially shaped the 
happenings of the Thompkins Square riots prompted 
various labor organisations to search for something 
constructive. Some members of the Internationale were 
staunch trade unionists and wanted to start an American 
labor organization. They included Ferdinand Laurrell, 
David Kronburg, J. H. Monckton, M. J. McCloskey, George 
H. Forde, J. Harvey, Joseph Allen, J. P. McDonnell,
Fred Bolte, Karl Bertrand and Robert Blissert, This 
group formed the Association of United Workers of 
America which proposed to further and promote trade 
unions. In 1875 this organization affiliated with the
Internationale.

By thi3 time, however, the Internationale was 
breaking up. From the time in 1872 when the General 
Council had been transferred from London to Hew York 
City, the organization was on the decline. In Europe, 
workingmen had begun political parties to take the 
place of the federations of the Internationale. In 
America, there had been almost constant strife and

t

dissension. Less emphasis had been placed on organizing 
the workers into trade unions; more activity had

23Gomper3, op. cit., I, pp. 101-102; Commons, 
History of Labour. II, 222.
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been devoted to politics and propaganda. Besides this, 
with the panic of 1873 and the ensuing years of depres
sion, the drift into politics appeared in socialism as 
well as in the labor movement, and these political 
attempts or campaigns were in a large way either ama
teurish or unsuccessful.

240onmions, History of Labour, II, 222; Perlman, 
op. cit., pp. 75-76.



CHAPTER III

LABOR UPHEAVAL AND SOCIALISM 

1875-80

In July, 1873, the national trade unions 
attempted to reconstruct a national labor federation 
on a purely trade-union basis in the form of a national 
industrial congress. But the panic of 1873 proved 
disastrous to this national organization just as well 
as it drove out of existence most of the existing labor
organizations. Another attempt at national organization
\

was made in the Rational Labor Congress at Pittsburgh 
in 1876. But those who attended were greenbackers and 
socialists and had only politics, not trade unionism, 
on their minds. Consequently, the attempt ended in 
failure. 1

However, from 1873 date the beginnings of a gen
eral organized American labor movement. One of these 
was the Noble Order of the Knights of Labor. While it 
was founded in 1869 by Uriah Stephens, it did not be
come important in the labor movement until after 1873. 
The other was a small trade union movement centered 1

1 Perlman, op. pit., pp. 57-58; Ware, op. cit., 
pp. 11, 15, 42-43.
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around the Cigaimakers’ Union. With the practical 
disintegration of the organized labor movement in the 
seventies, these two groups would survive, grow stronger, 
and be responsible for the great revival in the labor 
movement during the decade of the eighties. 2

The middle 1870’s were particularly disastrous 
times for labor unions. The depression since 1873 grew 
worse. The trade unions for the most part were unsuc
cessful in weathering the unemployment and the wage 
reductions. Those which survived declined in prestige 
because of the failures of the strikes they waged.
Between 1873 and 1875 the cigarmakers struck unsuc
cessfully against working conditions and wage reductions. 
In the textile industry there were a number of unsuc
cessful yet bitterly fought strikes. And in the long
strike of the anthracite miners in 1874-75, President»
Gowen of the Philadelphia and Reading Railroad got rid 
of the miners’ organization, and shortly afterwards in 
1875-76, of the Molly Maguires. 3

Moreover, any efforts of labor to organize

2perlman, 0£. cit., p. 6 8 ; Ware, op. cit», PP» 
23, 26, 42.

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 177-179, 181; 
Ware, op. cit.« p. 45,
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politically or along the lines of trades' unions at 
this time were cut short hy the great strikes of 1877,
On top of previous wage reductions the principal rail
road lines proposed to make further reductions of ten 
per cent in June and July, 1877. On July 17th, the 
day after a ten per cent reduction went into effect 
on the Baltimore and Ohio lines, the trainmen at Mar- 
tinsburg, West Virginia, staged an unplanned strike. 
Local authorities and state militia failed to control 
the situation and order was not restored until two 
hundred Federal troops arrived in Martinsburg. The 
strike, however, had spread to Wheeling and to Cumber
land and Baltimore on tfie Baltimore and Ohio line.
At Pittsburgh the strike assumed more serious propor
tions. The Pennsylvania Railroad was disliked by the 
community, and the populace and the state militia 
sympathized with the strikers. Mobs gathered, a.nd 
from July 21st to July 26th there were riots, violence, 
looting and incendiarism in Pittsburgh. When Phila
delphia militia were sent to restore order, the mobs 
beseiged the troops in a railroad roundhouse, set fire 
to the shops and the cars, and forced the troops to 
withdraw from the city. About five million dollars' 
worth of property was destroyed, and a number of rioters
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and troops were killed and wounded.^
Other disturbances occurred in Philadelphia, 

Reading, Scranton, Altoona, and Harrisburg in Pennsyl
vania.. In Hew York there were strikes in Hornellsville, 
Buffalo, and Hew York City. Purther west, there were 
rioters also. Railroad traffic was stopped in Cincin
nati, Toledo, and Columbus, Ohio. In Chicago the 
strikers for a while controlled sections of the city 
and clashed several times in bloody battles with the 
militia and the local police. Strikes also took place 

in Louisville, Hashville, St. Louis, Pt. Wayne, Indiana, 
and San Prancisco. The strike did not reach Hew England 
or the Sohth, with the exception of one road in Texas. 
The strikes failed in every case. * 5

The public mind was already uneasy because of 
the revolutionary uprising of Paris workingmen who had 
set up the famous "Commune of Paris" in 1871. Then 
too, this uneasiness was continued by the wave of

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 185, 187-189; 
Omaha Daily Herald. July 18-21, 24-25, 1877; Ellis 
Paxson Oberholtzer, A History of the United States Since 
the Civil War, (Hew York: The Macmillan Company, 1926), 
IV, 15-14, 15, 16, 18-19.

5Commons, History of Labour, II, 190; Omaha 
Daily Herald, July 24-29, 1877; Harper»s Weekly, XXI 
(1877), 647; Omaha Weekly Bee, July 25, August 1, 1877; 
The Hation, XXV (July-December, 1877), 49, 65.
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criminal actions of the Molly Maguires in the mining 
regions of eastern Pennsylvania between 1870 and 1876.6 

Throughout the railroad disturbances the news
papers of the country protested against the violence 
and lawlessness. Some of them even dared to attack 
mildly the railroads, not aparing, however, the strikers 
and the elements of society who joined them. The atti
tude of the press toward the railroad employees was not 
hostile but certainly it was not encouraging. The men
were conceded the right to strike but not to seize

7property, use intimidation or physical force.
\ Many newspapers, perhaps reflecting some public
opinion, recognized a difference between the railroad 
strikers and the rioters. The latter were often classed 
as tramps, socialists or communists, or as a lower el
ement of society. Two Omaha papers, the Daily Herald*
and the Weekly Herald, did not believe that the railroad 
men were the ones who destroyed the property of the 
railroads. The commune gangs and other roughs and ruf
fians committed this action.® Dispatches from Pittsburgh * 7

6perlman, op. cit.. p. 69.
7Omaha Weekly Bee. July 25, August 1, 1877;

Omaha Daily Herald, July 18-22, 24-29, 1877.
8Omaha Daily Herald. July 26, 1877; Omaha Weekly

Herald, July 27, 1877.
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to the Chicago Inter-Ocean stated that many of the most 
intelligent strikers repudiated the outrageous acts 
committed in Pittsburgh; that the strikers claimed 
these lawless demonstrations were incited by leaders 
of the discontented classes; and, that these lea,ders 
were backed by the communistic societies and only used 
the strike to cover up their real designs and purposes. 
The Chicago press believed that the real strikers were 
not affiliated with the lawless mobs. A lower grade of 
men, those who had neither character nor position to 
lose by their action and who held themselves liable to 
no law whatever, were the ones responsible for the dis
order and violence. To the St. Louis Republican the 
methods by which the strikers worked were like the 
bloody measures of the Paris Communists in 1871. The 
Indianapolis News held that every Communist was a 
traitor and should be dealt with accordingly. The New 
Orleans Times believed that the communist mob should be 
suppressed before that the mob could riot and destroy. 
And the Augusta Constitutionalist cautioned that foreign 
and domestic capital had better invest in the South 
where no Communism existed rather than in the North.9 8

9Omaha Daily Herald, July 24-25, 27, August 4,
8 , 1877; Harper’s Weekly, XXI (1877), 647.
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These were the times when the first communistic 
cartoons made their appearance in the United States. 
Harper's Weekly carried a number of these deriding and 
ridiculing the communists and socialists between 1879 
and 1 8 8 1 . Other writers of the period indicted com
munists and socialists and foreigners more strongly, 
making them responsible for the agitation within the 
labor movement and for secret plots to overthrow the 
existing order of society. Ludwig Bamberger claimed in 
the Deutsche Rundschau (German Contemporary Review) that, 
whenever in America a communistic congress or insurrec
tion took place, Germans were the leaders or exercised 
control. He saw the German ascendancy in the Interna
tionale in America and assigned the origin of the rail
road strikes of 1877 to German influences in this 
country. He believed that the socialist propaganda had 
won the mass of the working class in America and that 
the socialists had produced a conspiracy extending over 
the whole country. The Catholic World seemed inclined 
to interpret the daily press reports to the effect that 
during May and June, 1878, attempts were being made to 
organize and arm the disaffected against the existing

^Harper's Weekly, XXIII (1879), 92, 272, 428, 
716, XXIV (1880), 225; XXV (1881), 224.
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order of society; and that in a. score of American cities, 
including Chicago, Cincinnati, Milwaukee, and San Fran
cisco, companies of men met secretly night after night 
to drill, to accustom themselves to the use of arms, and 
to listen to inflammatory speeches.li And, moreover, 
the inspiration of this agitation came chiefly from men 
of German birth.-* 1-2

Goldwin Smith, an Englishman, accepted the ex
istence of communistic elements as being present in the 
riots of 1877, but he blamed European society and gov
ernments rather than American institutions for the 
events. In addition, he noted that the attempt of the 
Internationale to extend its operations to America had 
proved a failure.13 However, while several American

HThis news probably became current because of 
socialist actions in Chicago, and perhaps elsewhere. In 
that city existed the Lehr und Wehr Verein. These were 
armed bodies which drilled and practiced in military fas
hion, their object being to compel respect for the social
ists. The first of these was incorporated in the State 
of Illinois in 1875 by the German socialists of Chicago.
The socialists said these bodies existed so that the work
ingmen’s just demands would not be answered with bullets. 
Nathan Fine, Labor and Farmer Parties in the United States, 
1828-1928, (New York: Rand School of Social Science, 19^8), 
pp. 106-107.

l2Ludwig Bamberger, "German Socialism," trans. 
and ed. Rev. I. T. Hecker, The Catholic World, XXVII 
(April-September, 1878), 433, 444, 453.

^Goldwin Smith, "The Labour War in the United 
States," The Contemoorary Review, XXX (June-November, 
1877), 534.
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writers were willing to accept the fact that socialism 
existed in the United States, they presented views some
what different than those of Smith. Socialism existed 
in our midst14 and the communistic organizations spread
ing throughout the country would involve many and bring 
untold woe to all.15 Sewer-diggers, street-pavers, 
hod-carriers, stone-hewers, horse-car drivers, daily 
laborers, these were the ones who had listened so 
eagerly to the appeals of "fools or knaves," these were 
the ones who in a popular commotion would be led most 
easily to commit acts of violence while the instigators 
stood aloof to see how the situation might end.16 
All the political- parties had made an appeal to the 
workingman in his state of misery and starvation and 
the proposition of the Communist, "Property is robbery, 
was the most tangible, .Thus, Communism obtained the

14George D. Wolff, "Socialistic Communism in the 
United States," American Catholic Quarterly Review, III 
(January-October, 1878), 536.

15John Gilmary Shea, "The Rapid Increase of the 
Dangerous Classes in the United States," American Cath
olic Quarterly Review, IV (January-October, 1879), 266.

16Rev.sidered in i t s ---— ----------------  - —
ican Catholic Quarterly Review. IV (January-October, 
1879), 453.

ust J. Thebaud. S. J., "Socialism Con- gin and Pirst manifestations," Amer-
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largest following and the chief result was the riots of 
1877.  ̂ The Nation believed that there had been a spread 
of a movement among the workingmen of the country and 
that at the bottom of it was a small body of Communists 
of the French and German school. The .American Commu
nists were not strong enough to act, but they were 
strong enough to make the people fearful of riots and to 
stimulate that kind of legislation called "labor legis

lation".-1-®
While most of these writers admitted the exis

tence of socialism or communism in the United States 
and implied that these doctrines had a direct connection 
with labor or the workingmen, and that the foreign ele
ment in a measure was responsible for the situation, 
George D. Wolff analyzed the state of affairs in a more 
pointed fashion:

It is fashion among newspapers to attribute 
the sudden exhibition of socialistic communism 
to these foreigners [those French and Germans 
who came to the United States between 1865 and 
18773* To them is due the open expression of 
it in its wildest, rudest form. But the seeds 
of socialism have long been germinating and 
taking root in our soil. Poverty, destitution, 
want of necessities of life have come upon ' * 18

17]£. s., "The Labour question," American
Catholic Quarterly Review, III (January-October, 1878), 
722.

18The Nation, XXVI (January-June, 1878), 302.
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thousands of workingmen, and the fierce passion 
engendered by these deplorable conditions has 
only hastened the growth of what was beneath the 
surface, and caused it to spring more ra,pidly 
into visible open existence.19

Pour years of cumulative misery, depression, 
unemployment, and want undoubtedly had a serious effect 
upon the American workingmen. Whether of foreign or of 
native birth they were certainly not unaware of socialism, 
the socialists, and the doctrines or promises which they 
held out to the wage-earning classes of society. Native 
Americans, no less than foreigners, would be moved by 
the appeals of socialism. It is true that a fair percen
tage of the American workingmen of the 1870’s were for
eign. Almost 32 per cent of the persons engaged in man
ufacturing, mechanical and mining industries were of 
foreign birth. Of those persons engaged in trade and 
transportation 25 per cent were of foreign birth. And, 
of the persons engaged in manufacturing, mining and 
mechanical industries and trade and transportation 30 
per cent were foreigners. In all these cases, one Ger
mans were the predominant foreign group for they num
bered slightly more than 500,000 and constituted a little 
more than 9 per cent of those of foreign birth engaged 19

19 Wo Iff, 0£. cit., p. 535.
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in these occupations.20
Some of the more important labor leaders of the 

time were foreigners. James L. Wright of the Knights 
of Labor, second in importance only to Uriah Stephens, 
was born in Ireland.2^ J . P. McDonnell, who was the 
foremost labor leader in Hew Jersey, also came from 
Ireland.22 * * 25 George Gunton, closely associated with Ira 
Steward and his eight-hour movement, was b o m  in Eng
land.2*5 Adolph Strasser, the president of the Cigar- 
makers’ International Union, was a recent immigrant 
from Germany.24 Friedrich A. Sorge, also associated 
With Steward and the eight-hour movement and an impor
tant figure in labor until the twentieth century, was a 
European.2*5 Samuel Gompers was born in England and had 
come to America in 1363.26 And Frank Roney, one time

20Statistics of the Population of the United 
States at the Tenth Census. (Washington: Government 
Printing Office, 1883), I," Table XXX, 720-723.

2 -̂Ware, op. cit.. p. 28.
22Commons, History of Labour, II, 222 ftn. No.

31.
/

25lbid., p. 302 ftn, No. 2.
2^Ibid., p. 217 and ftn. No. 26.
25Ibid., pp. 88, 209.
26Ibid.. p. 306.
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president of the Omaha moulders’ union and later prom
inent in the Workingmen’s Party of California, had been 
born in Belfast, Ireland.27 Probably a number of other 
leaders, some of them of less importance, were of 
foreign birth. In addition, there were those leaders 
of the Internationale and the socialist groups, most 
of whom were considered foreign for several reasons: 
their birth, or the facts that many of their followers 
were not ".Americanized," and that the public looked upon 
them as not having accepted the American ways as yet.

How many individual members of labor unions were 
of foreign birth can hardly be deteimined, but it is 
possible to indicate some of the numbers of these for
eigners. The Arbeiter Union, which remained fairly 
prominent in New York City until the middle 1870’s,
represented more than 2,500 workers, most of whom might

•

well be considered foreign.28 The Furniture Workers’ 
National Union had thirteen locals in eleven cities in 
1877 with 1,369 members. This union’s agitation was 
conducted only among Germans.29 Another German national

27ibid., p. 258 and ftn. No. 11.
28Ibid., p. 223 and ftn. No. 36, 225.

29lbid., p. 226
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union, the German-American Typographia, organized in 
1873,30 probably had enrolled a large number of non- 
Americanized members. The Molly Maguires, who had ex
isted until 1875, were mostly Irish.31 And in the 
1870’s the mining industry was the only major occupation 
in which the foreign-bom outnumbered the native-born.32 
But there were other occupations in which foreigners 
were prominent. Strasser’s Cigarmakers' International 
Union was not purely American in its origin. Its first 
membership was foreign.33 The Labor Party of Illinois, 
the political expression of some of the trade unionists 
of Chicago, had twenty-one foreign sections and only 
one American section.34 And in Cincinnati the Social- 
Political Workingmen’s Society claimed 250 members.35

During the 1870’s 2,812,191 foreigners migrated 
to the United States. Of this number the Germans were 
the most numerous, 718,182, while the Irish ranked

30Ibid.
31lbid., p. 182
32Tenth Census. I, Table XXXI, 735.
SSperiman, ojd. cit., p. 72; Gompers, 0£. cit., I,

110- 111 .

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 228.
33jbid., p. 270 ftn. Ho. 1.



37

second with 436,871 persons.3® Thus, the Germans con
stituted more than 25 per cent of the immigrants, and 
the Irish more than 15 per cent. During this 3ame 
period there was a fair number of foreigners engaged 
in gainful occupations. In some of these occupations 
these foreign-born represented between one-fourth and 
one-half of the total workers employed:

OCCUPATION PERCENTAGE
OP FOREIGN-BORN36 37

Engineers and firemen..........27.58
Saw and planing mill operatives • . 27.86
La b o r e r s ......................28.09
Employees of railroads

(not c l e r k s ) ..............29.61
Boot and shoe m a k e r s ..........35.56
Iron and steel w o r k e r s ........36.32
Masons (brick and stone) . . . . .  38.30
Cotton, silk and woolen mill

operatives............ .... 38.31
Steam boiler makers ................. 45.27
Marble cutters ...................  46.06
Cigarmakers . . . . .  .............  47.07
Miners ............................. 53.89
Tailors and tailoresses . . . . . .  59.16

However, the total number of foreign-bom

36Pine, 0£. cit., p. 90; Statistical Abstract 
of the United States. 1946, Sixty-seventh number, 
"(Washington: Government Printing Office, 1946), p. 109.

37Tenth Census, I, Table XXXI, 725, 728, 731, 
732, 735; Table XXXII, 746-751. Author calculated 
percentages.
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persons engaged in all occupations in the United States 
for the same period numbered 3,494,647 and constituted 
20.09 per cent of the total number of persons at work.3^

The success of the socialists of the 1870's 
and 1880's and of their policies has been largely de
termined by the events of history which occurred after
wards. They were not a success. However, at times 
during the seventies and eighties undoubtedly there were 
many Americans who feared that they would succeed and 
others who hoped they would not fail. The socialists 
of the seventies had made an impression in American so
ciety. First, there was their Internationale and its 
dominance of the labor movement; and, secondly, during 
the depression yea.rs their policies and doctrines, 
their talk of a better living for the wage-earners,
stimulated serious thought and discussion about their

*

ideologies. This is evidenced by the events of the 
seventies and by the large publicity given them in the 
press, the writings, and the forums of the times.

Within labor especially, the socialists had 
made some progress. The Furniture Worker*' National 
Union was under the complete control of the * * *

58Renort on the Population of the United States
at the Eleventh Census: 1890, (Washington: Government
Printing Office, 1897), XVIII, Part 2, cxliii.
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Internationale* During the winter of 1873-74 the 
socialists were mainly responsible for the agitation for 
relief for the unemployed in Chicago and New York,40 
and this would have raised their prestige among any 
workingmen who were in misery. In 1875, the United 
Workers of America, a union of Irish workingmen, affil
iated themselves with the socialists, and in Chicago 
in 1876 one-third of the German-Typographia Union were 
socialists.41 Then, in 1876, was foimed the Working
men’s Party of the United States, representing about
3,000 members.4  ̂ The Pittsburgh cabinet makers were 
socialists, and the city itself was somewhat influenced 
by socialist thought.43 While in Chicago in 1878 more 
than twenty trade unions endorsed the Socialist Labor 
Party.44 By the next year this city was to become the

39

39commons, History of Labour, II, 225-226.
4QIbid.. pp. 219-221; Hillquit, ojo. cit., p.

182; Gompers, ojd. cit.« I, pp* 92-94; Omaha Dai,Iff 
Herald. December 23, 27, 1873.

4^Commons, History of Labour. II, 222, 226.
42Ibid.. p. 270; Pine, 0£. cit., p. 101.
43t . v, Powderly, Thirty Years of Labor, 1859 to 

1889. (Columbus, 0.: Excelsior Publishing House, 1889), 
p. 191; Ware, op. cit., p. 35.

44In December, 1877, at Newark, N. J., the name 
of the Workingmen's Party of the United States was 
changed to Socialist Labor Party of North America. Hill 
quit, ojo. cit., p. 192.
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center of the socialist movement. There, the section 
numbered only 870 members but published four socialist 
papers: the Chicagoer Arbeiter-Zeitung (daily), the 
Verbote, the Socialist, and the Nye Tid. There were 
socialists in the Chicago Trades Council and in the 
State legislature.45 * Terence V. Powderly complained 
bitterly about the activity of the socialists and their 
••raids" upon labor:

Por years prior to 1886, whenever a labor 
meeting was called in any large city a number 
of men, calling themselves Socialists, would 
flock to the gathering, and either attempt to 
officer it or cause it to break up in disorder.
To do either one was considered a victory by 

N the "radical element," as they were pleased to 
term themselves.45

The activity of the socialists was not limited 
to agitation during the strikes of 1877. The many 
labor troubles and the destitution of the times had 
made the minds of the wage-earners more receptive to 
the teachings of socialism, and the socialists sought 
to take advantage of the situation.47

Demonstrations were arranged in all great in
dustrial centers. Proclamations were issued, street-#
corner meetings were held, and some of the most eloquent

45Commons, History of Labour, II, pp. 279 ftn. 
Ho. 34, 282-283.

45Powderly, 0£. cit., p. 527.
47Hillquit, op. çit*» P* 204.
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speakers--McGuire, Parsons, Sotheran, Savary and others-- 
made lecture tours through, the country. 48 Great mass- 
meetings to express sympathy for the strikers were held 
in Philadelphia, New York, and Chicago.48 49 Several 
mass-meetings took place in Newark and Paterson, New Jer
sey. In Brooklyn, about 2,000 attended a meeting which 
declared in favor of public ownership of railroads. In 
New York, more than 10,000 persons gathered in Thompkins 
Square to hear addresses by John Swinton, Otto Walther 
and Alexander Jonas. During 1876 and 1877 twenty-four 
newspapers were started, eight of them in English: in 
New York, Boston, Milwaukee, Cincinnati, Detroit, In
dianapolis, and St. Louis. Fourteen newspapers in 
German, one in Bohemian, and one in Scandinavian were 
established. Of these twenty-four papers, eight were 
dailies. By January, 1879, the Socialist Labor Party 
numbered about 100 sections in twenty-five States, with 
an estimated total membership of 10,000.50

48Ibid.
49Pred E. Haynes, Social Politics in the United 

States. (Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1924), p. 55; 
Omaha Daily Herald, July 25, 1877.

SOnillquit, op. cit., pp. 203-205; Haynes, op. 
cit., p. 55—56.
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Prosperity returned to the United States be
ginning in 1879. With the era of better times there 
was an increased demand for labor, and wages rose. 
Correspondingly, the general dissatisfaction which had 
existed from 1873 to 1878 disappeared. Workingmen 
were less responsive and even indifferent to appeals 
by socialists. By December, 1879, the membership of 
the Socialist Labor Party had declined to between 
1,500 and 2,500.51

SlHillquit, op. cit., p. 207; Haynes, op. cit.,
pp. 56.



CHAPTER IV

LABOR, SOCIALISM, ART) ANARCHISM 
1880-86

The disastrous times of the 1870's had a 
serious effect on the membership of the American trade 
unions. Shortly after the panic of 1873 the trade 
union membership in New York City was approximately 
45,000. However, within one year, December, 1874, 
this had decreased 25 per cent to 35,765. By 1877 
there were about 5,000 union members in New York City.
In Cincinnati the union membership in 1878 was not more 
than 1,000. During the early seventies about thirty 
national unions existed in the country; in 1877 this 
number had decreased to nine. In 1901 Samuel Gompers 
estimated that the total membership of all trade unions 
in 1878 was 50,000.1

Prosperity began to return to the United States 
in 1878-79. With the increase in business there was a 
revival in the labor movement. Many city federations 
of organized trades, amalgamated trade and labor unions, 
and trade assemblies were organized. Most of these 
were formed after 1879, since only a small number of

-̂ -Commons, History of Labour, II, 176-177.
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the labor unions of the sixties and seventies survived
the depression.2

One of those labor groups which had weathered 
the upheaval of the seventies was the Knights of Labor. 
For nine years this secret organization had slowly grown. 
In 1878, because of the public attitude toward secret 
labor organizations and the attitude of the Catholic 
Church, the Knights abandoned their secrecy and much 
of their semi-religious ritual. This Order was inter
ested primarily in a union of all trades— skilled and 
unskilled. In 1878, Terence V. Powderly, a machinist 
arid twice mayor of Scranton, succeeded Stephens as the 
leader of the Knights.3 With the arrival of prosperity 
the Knights spread rapidly from regions centering 
around Philadelphia and Pittsburgh. The membership 
was 9,287 in 1879; 28,136 in 1880; 19,422 in 1881;
42,517 in 1882; and from that time on there was a large 
and steady growth to 1886 when more than 700,000 belonged

4to the Order.
The other survival in the seventies of the

2perlman, ojd. cit.. p. 81.
5Ibid., pp. 68-71; Ware, 0£. cit., pp. 24,26, 29.
4Ware, 0£. cit.« pp. 35, 66-67
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labor movement was the trade union movement grouped 
around the Cigarmakers’ Union. Gompers and Stra3ser 
were the two leading spirits in this union. The mem
bership of this union had dropped from almost 6,000 in 
1869 to 1,016 in 1877. But from this latter date there 
was a slow and steady growth. There were 2,729 members 
in 1879, 4,400 in 1880, and 14,604 in 1881.5

Gompers and Strasser patterned their organiza
tion after the British unions, giving the international 
officers complete authority over local unions, increasing 
the membership dues to build up a large fund, and adopt
ing an extensive benefit system. They developed a 
philosophy of pure wage-consciousness. Theirs was a 
movement which accepted the existence of capitalism 
but aimed to enlarge the bargaining power of the wage- 
earner. It divorced itself from any movements which 
would replace the wage system by co-operation, whether 
voluntary, subsidized, "greenbackistic," socialistic, 
or anarchistic. This was a militant but pure and simple 
trade unionism that was accepted by the new national 
unions and by those which had survived the depression.
It was active, practical, taking advantage of the

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 176, 306-307; 
Perlman, ojd. cit., p. 72.
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circumstances to better itself and its members«6
By 1880 there were in existence eighteen national 

trade unions, and between 1881 and 1883 nine more were 
formed.^ In the whole country there were 2,440 local 
trade societies. Of these, the States of Pennsylvania, 
Ohio, Illinois, and New York, had more than half, and 
Pennsylvania alone harbored slightly more than 25 per 
cent of the total. Perhaps one-half of these trade 
societies were attached to national unions, and about 
thirty of them were city trade assemblies.®

Toward the end of 1880 and early in 1881 the 
socialist movement received some reinforcements.
Several parties of political refugees arrived from 
Germany. They were welcomed heartily and a number of 
public meetings were held in their honor. Then in 
February, 1881, the Social Democratic Party of Germany 
sent F. W. Fritsche and Louis Viereck to the United 
States for propaganda purposes and to solicit funds to * 8

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 307-309;
Perlman, ojo. cit., p. 72.

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 313; Perlman, 
op. cit., 81-82.

8Tenth Census, XX, "Report on Trades Societies 
in the United States," 2; Commons, History of Labour,
II, 311 ftn. Ho. 19.
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aid tlie socialists in Diet elections. These deputies 
were warmly received by the American socialists and a 
number of trade unions. They spoke at mass-meetings 
in Hew York, Boston, Newark, Philadelphia, Milwaukee, 
and Chicago. But such events were only temporary 
revivals for the socialists.^ The change in the indus
trial conditions in the country together with discords 
among the socialists over politics and trade unionism 
had brought about a definite decline in socialism by 
1880.10 The presidential election of 1880 caused more 
strife among the socialists. The trade union faction 
a:nd the left-wing charged that the national secretary 
of the Socialist Labor Party, Phillip Van Patten,11 
and the editor of the Nationalist Socialist, John 9 * 11

9Hillquit, op. cit.. pp. 207-208; Haynes, op. 
cit., p. 59.

10l . Winterer, The Social Danger or Two Years 
of Socialism in Europe and America, trans. Rev. J. P. 
Roles, (Chicago: Belford, Clarke & Company, 1886), p. 
93; Commons, History of Labour, II, 271-275, 288-290.

11Phillip Van Patten was an American, active 
and prominent in the socialist movement for ten years 
without interruption. Por six years he served as na
tional secretary of the Socialist Labor Party. In 
1883, disheartened by a factional fight within the 
Party and by the general condition of the socialist 
movement, he abruptly severed connections with the 
socialists and entered into the employ of the Govern
ment. Hillquit, op. cit., p. 217.
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McIntosh, with being too friendly with the paper money 
reformers and the Californian, Denis Kearney. This 
factional fight became more serious after the Party 
sent delegates to the Greenback nominating convention 
and obtained only the adoption of a. meaningless reso
lution. When the Party accepted the compromise with 
the Greenbackers in a referendum vote in August, 1880, 
such action precipitated a secessionist movement.12 *

After the elections of 1880 the German, Bohe
mian, and Scandinavian subsections and the radical 
members of the English-speaking subsection of the 
Socialist Party in Chicago, recommended the election 
of a new national executive committee and stronger 
action in the future in the field of trade unionism. 
Poliowing this, the central committee and the Agitation 
Committee of the Grand Council of the Armed Organiza
tions issued a call to all revolutionists and a.rmed 
workingmen to get ready to offer armed resistance to 
capitalism. The English-speaking socialists in Chicago

remained loyal to the Party.^
In hew York, in November, 1880, a number of 

radical members withdrew from the Socialist Party and

12pine, p_p. cit.« pp. 109-110; Haynes, ojo. cit., 
p. 60; Commons, History of Labour, II, 287-294.

-'-̂ Commons, History of Labour, II, 290; Ware, 
op. cit., p* 307.



49

formed a revolutionary club. The leaders of this group 
were Wilhelm Hasselman, M. Bachman, and Justus Schwab. 
Similar clubs were formed shortly afterwards in Milwaukee, 
Boston, and Philadelphia. In the latter city most of 
the members were newly arrived, German socialist immi
grants. In Chicago, Paul Grottkau, August Spies, and 
Albert R. Parson were the leading members of that 
club.14

These were the beginnings of the revolutionary 
movement in America. On October 21, 1881, these revo
lutionary groups formed a national organization at a 
convention in Chicago. This convention had been called 
by the groups in Hew York City, where the revolutionary 
club had in the meantime affiliated with the Inter
national Working People’s Association, the Black Inter
nationale, which European anarchists had organized in 
July, 1881, with its headquarters in London. Delegates 
to this convention came from Chicago, New York, Phila
delphia, Boston, St. Louis, Louisville, Omaha, Kansas 
City, Milwaukee, Paterson, Jersey City, Jersey City 
Heights, Union Hill, and Hoboken. They formed the '

14Commons, History of Labour, II, 291; Haynes, 
op. cit., p. 60; Hillquit, ojd# cit., pp. 213-214.
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Revolutionary Socialist Party. 15
Until 1883 there were,numerous differences 

between two groups in the Revolutionary Socialist Party. 
At the second convention, October 19, in Pittsburgh, 
the trade union group, representing Chicago, St. Louis, 
Cincinnati, Omaha, and the Vest in general, compromised 
with the revolutionists from the East. The trade 
unionists sent Parson, Spies, Meng, and Rau to repre
sent them. The eastern revolutionists, who had become 
anarchists, sent delegates from Brooklyn, Philadelphia, 
Baltimore, and Hew York. More than twenty cities were 
represented at this convention.!6

This new party had wavered between a radical so
cialism and anarchism until the Pittsburgh assembly.
This convention was attended by Johann Most,!? an

IScommons, History of Labour, II, 291; Ware, ojo. 
cit., p. 307; Hillquit, 0£. cit., p. 214.

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 293-294; Haynes, 
op. cit., p. 62; Hillquit, 0£. cit., p. 215.

17Johann Most was born in Germany in 1846. In 
1868 he settled in Vienna, where he was soon imprisoned for 
spreading revolutionary propaganda. Upon his release he 
was expelled from Austria. He returned to Germany and be
came a Marxian. He served a teim in the Reichstag. , Several 
times he was arrested, once in connection with an attempt 
on the life of William I. He was expelled from Germany 
after this last arrest and went to London where he edited 
Qie Preiheit. His views were very extreme and radical. He 
became converted to anarchism in 1878. He spent sixteen 
months in a London jail for praising the assassination of 
Alexander II of Russia. He was released in October, 1882, 
and went to Uew York. The revolutionary faction of the 
socialists received him warmly, and, after a tour through 
the country, he settled in Hew York to renew the publica
tion of Die Preiheit. Commons, History of Labour, II, 293 
ftn. Ho. 77.
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anarchist who had arrived in New York the previous De
cember. He soon became the leading figure of the new 
movement in the East. He did not believe in trade 
union action; he did believe in acts of violence against 
capitalists and state and church officers. He would 
abolish the state and the church, and have the people 
confiscate all capital. His ideal society was a col
lection of loosely federated independent groups of pro
ducers. Most and his followers compromised with the 
Chicago faction and trade union action was endorsed. 
However, the Pittsburgh Manifesto of the International 
Working People * s Association, issued by the convention, 
condemned the state, the church, and the school system, 
and advocated the use of force and aims.Is

Prom 1883 Chicago definitely became the largest 
center of this new movement. It controlled and elected 
the members of the Information Bureau, a sort of con
necting link with the other sections throughout the 
country. August Spies was named the English secretary 
of the Bureau, and Paul Grottkau, William Medon, and J. 
Micalonda were elected as the German, Prench, and Bohe
mian secretaries respectively. But New York City and 
Johann Most were more representative of the philosophy

•ISlbid., 291, 294-295; Ware, op. cit., p. 308.
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of anarchism endorsed by this revolutionary body 
because in Chicago there was a blending of anarchism 
and trade unionism to produce a kind of syndicalism.19 
By 1885 the Chicago group was composed of twenty sec
tions, with a membership of about 3,000, At the same 
time the total strength of the Black Internationale 
throughout the whole country was estimated at 7,000 
members, and its press was represented by eleven news
papers, two of them in English but the majority of them
in German.29

Nevertheless, although syndicalism was promi
nent as a philosophy as early as 1883, a syndicalist 
movement had not yet begun. Not until the genera,l 
labor upheaval of 1884-87 would it develop.21

A more purely American anarchism was represented 
at this time by the International Workingmen’s Associa
tion or Red Internationale. This secret organization 
was formed in San Francisco by Burnette G. Haskell in 
1881 and gained a following because of the anti-Chinese

l9Commons, History of Labour, II, 296. 

29Haynes, ojd. cit., p. 64; Hillquit, ojo. cit.,
p. 221.

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 298.
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agitation. Its membership was mostly native .American 
and it advocated socialism rather than anarchism. How
ever, it declared allegiance to the anarchistic Inter
nationale in London. There were two divisions to this 
organization, both independent: the Pacific Coast Di
vision managed by Haskell and the Rocky Mountain Di
vision established by Joseph R. Buchanan, of Denver, 
in 1883. The strength of this Party was greatest in 
1887, when a liberal estimate of it3 total membership 
credited it with 6,000 members. It was at this time 
that the organization became amalgamated with the So

cialist Labor Party.22
All this time the Socialist Labor Party was 

struggling to maintain its strength. Between 1877 and 
1881 the Party ha,d declined in membership. The return 
of prosperity made the socialist doctrines and princi- 
pies more unpopular and unintelligible each year. Then 
too, good wages and plenty of work made the wage-earner 
indifferent to the numerous wrongs in the world.23 * 
Between 1881 and 1883 anarchism had attracted its mem
bers, especially the radical elements.24 By the latter

22nillquit, 0Ci cit., p. 231; Commons, History 
of Labour, II, 298-300.

23The Nation, XXXIII (July-December, 1881), 503.
24(3ommons, History of Labour, II, 300.



54

date its total membership had decreased to thirty sec
tions with between 1,500 and 2,000 members.2  ̂ During 
1884 the socialists renewed their activities to revive 
the Party, and by 1885 they had expanded to sixty-one 
sections** 26

During the lS?©^, and especially in the latter 
half of the decade, there was a certain resentment by 
the public press against the presence of foreigners 
and socialists within the labor movement, But during 
the first half of the decade of the eighties this 
feeling had disappeared almost completely. Little 
reference was made to the undesirability of the for
eigners and socialists. Scant attention was paid to 
them or their doings.27 Prosperous industrial con
ditions from 1878 to 1883, an increasing demand for 
labor, good wages, and the absence of general misery 
and discontent were greatly responsible for the public 
disposition toward non-American or radical elements.

The arrival of a brief but sharp industrial

Sfintere?, ojd. cit., p. 93; Commons, History of 
Labour, II, 300.

26Haynes, o£. cit..p. 64; Hillquit; 0£. çit., 
pp. 220-221; Commons, History of Labour, II, 300.

27Omaha Daily Herald. 1873-78, 1885-86; Omaha 
Weekly Bee, 1877-81; Omaha Daily World, 1883-86.
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depression in 1884 altered the situation somewhat.
More publicity was given to agitation within the 
labor movement in 1885, and especially in 1886. This 
press discussion in many cases expressed sympathy for 
the cause of labor. The critical or unfriendly pub
licity was directed in a large pa,rt toward the anar
chist groups. It might be noted that between 1870 and 
1881, labor problems were publicized in the daily press 
only when its members, directly or indirectly connected, 
contemplated or actually did something wrong. Beginning 
in the eighties, however, American labor had begun to 
'receive more favorable press comments, particularly in 

the form of editorials.28
The number of foreigners who migrated to the 

United States in the eighties was almost double that 
of the seventies. There were 5,246,613 immigrants.
Of these the number which arrived from Great Britain 
was the largest, 1,462,839. From Germany came 1,452,970 
persons, and from Ireland there were 655, 482

280maha Daily Herald. 1873-78, 1885-86; Omaha 
Daily World, 1883-86; Omaha Weekly Bee, 1877-81; Omaha 
Daily Reoublican, January-June, 1886j The Nation, XXXVII 
(July-December, 1883), 46, 70, 132, 289; XXXXII (January- 
June, 1886), 376; Hamer1 s Weekly XXV (1881), 326; XXVI 
(1882), 378, 413j XXVII (1883), 608; Commons, History of 
Labour, II, 370-372.
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immigrants.^9 Thus, the British constituted 27.88 per 
cent of the total number of immigrants; the Germans 
numbered 27.69 per cent; and the Irish numbered 12.48 
per cent. About 22 per cent of those persons engaged 
in trade and transportation in the United States were 
of foreign birth; almost 32 per cent of those engaged 
in manufacturing and mechanical industries were not Amer
ican born. Of those persons engaged in both these 
classes of occupations 27.86 per cent were foreigners. 
However, of the total number of persons engaged in 
gainful occupations in 1890, 22.95 per cent were foreign 

born.30
One of the ideas of the seventies, that there 

were many foreigners within the labor movement, seemed 
to persist in the eighties also. This belief was prob
ably due to several facts. There were foreigners, in 
both decades, and in those fields of labor which re
ceived the most publicity and which probably contributed 
more than any other fields to the industrial progress

29Qommons, History of Labour, II, 360 and ftn. 
No. 9; Bine, ojo. cit., p. 90; Statistical Abstract of 
the United States, 1946. Sixty-seventh Humber. (Washing- 
ton: Government Printing Office, 1946), p. 109.

^ Eleventh Census, XVIII, part 2, cxliv. Author 
calculated percentages.
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of the United States. Then too, these foreigners tended 
to group themselves into social, economic, regional or 
other units within labor and consequently they probably 
over-emphasized their presence. Besides this was the 
idea., current and somewhat widespread in the seventies 
and early eighties, that radical or socialist groups 
within labor were foreigners. Native .Americans would 
not be gullible enough to accept radical or socialist 
ideasl One writer of the period believed that in the 
case of Chicago the socialists, with rare exceptions, 
were Germans, French, Norwegians, Poles, and Bohemians—  
those of foreign birth.31 Indeed, there is some found
ation to the belief that there was a definite foreign 
element in labor. Selig Perlman mentions the predomi
nance of the foreign element as the "distinguishing 
characteristic of the tr.ade unions of this time". The 
Illinois Bureau of Labor in 1886 gave this composition 
of trade unions in that State: 5 per cent Poles, Bohe
mians, and Italians; 10 per cent British; 12 per cent 
Scandinavians; 19 per cent Irish; 21 per cent Americans; 
and 33 per cent German.32 Colonel Richard T. Auchmuty, 
a pioneer worker for industrial schools and an authority

31winterer, op. cit., p. 186.
32perlman, op. cit., p. 82.
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in regard to the building trades, stated in 1889 that 
the best workmen, those who commanded the steadist em
ployment, were of foreign birth.33

Socialist appeals to the .American workingman 
were hardly successful during the years 1880-83. The 
radical element itself was in a critical state for the 
Socialist Labor Party was first rent by schism, and then 
had to protect itself from "raids" by the Red and the 
Black Internationales. But the American labor movement 
still contained its share of socialists despite the 
factional struggles of these three.

During the eighties the unions in cigarmaking, 
cabinet making, brewing, and other occupations in which 
Germans were prominent counted many socialists. The 
socialists were also in the lead in the city federation
of unions in New York, Chicago, Cleveland, St. Louis,»
Milwaukee, and other cities with a considerable German 
working population.34 That the socialists in New York 
were active was indicated by the strategy on the part 
of some trade unionists. This latter group, Gompers, 
Louis Berliner, Laurrell, Strasser, McDonnell, and James 
Lynch, decided about 1880 to get control of a newspaper

33Commons, History of Labour. II, 315.
34Perlman, op. cit.. p. 209; Ware, op. cit., 

p. 223; Commons, History of Labour, II, 313.
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to promote the cause of trade unionism and to retard 
socialistic activity. Their choice fell upon the 
Socialist, an organ printed in English and controlled 
by a fusion of members of the old Internationale. The 
trade unionists got control of the paper.35

The Cigarmakers’ International Union had dif
ficulties with its socialist members in Mew York City.
A dispute arose within the Union over the policy of 
the international officers. The socialist faction 
finally lost the dispute, due somewhat to high-handed 
methods by Strasser and Gompers who opposed them. The 
radicals formally seceded in 1881 and formed the Pro
gressive Cigarmakers’ Union. This organization soon 
spread outside of New York. It recruited its members 
from among socialists and the recent immigrants•^

Nor were Knights of Labor without their social-
»

ist troubles. Theodore Cuno, a reporter on a German 
newspaper, was made the grand statistician of the 
Knights in 1881. He, John G. Caville, Michael J. Heaphy, 
and others of the Brooklyn local were socialists and 
caused Grand Master Workman Powderly some concern with 
their tactics of "boring from within" the Knights in * *

35Gompers, ojd. cit., pp. 126-128.
^Commons, History of Labour, II, 399-400; Ware, 

on. cit.., pp, 184-185, 263-265.
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the interest of the socialist ideal.37 In December, 
1884, Powderly issued a circular in which he condemned 
the presence and the actions of radicals within the 
Knights. He claimed that those who waved the red or 
black flags and threatened the destruction of property 
did the cause of labor no good. He condemned those who 
preached revolution. Powderly admitted that the rad
ical elements had been attacking his organization:

There were Anarchists in the order and the 
reading of that circular hcd the effect of in
tensifying their animosity toward one whom 
they had hitherto endeavored to make a convert 
to their theories. They began a system a [>icj 
destructive tactics that well nigh drove tne 
order out of existence. Their agents became 
members with the avowed purpose of sowing the 
seeds of discord, and in many places assemblies 
lapsed rather than follow the lead of the Anar
chists. Hot only have Anarchists of their own 
volition entered the order for the purpose of 
tearing it down, but they have been hired by 
the monopolists to become members for the pur
pose of giving an anarchistic turn^to the^ 
doings of assemblies', so that public opinion 
might be turned against the order.38

Theories concerning the present and future 
success of the radical elements of society were posed 
by two writers of the day. A prominent Catholic clergy' 
man believed that there was no danger, at least for 
many years, for Communism to become generally popular

3^Ware, ojd. cit., pp. 94, 104-105.
38Powderly, ojd. cit., pp. 538-540.
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in the United States, Much less opportunity existed 
that it would change or seriously affect American in
stitutions. Americans might experiment with Communism 
on a small scale hut never as a nation. It could not 
he forced upon them because there would always he too 
many who opposed it. Americans might sympathize with 
Communism and its movements hut heyond this it could 
not influence them.39 The other writer accepted as 
true that there were avowed socialists or communists 
among the workingmen. He also acknowledged that social
istic and communistic agitators endeavored to win over 
the wage-earners. Hot only had these efforts met with 
little success, hut the workingmen had no sympathy with 
socialistic or communistic theories. How long this 
would continue as a fact depended on the future. The 
workingmen were going to have to he treated fairly and 
justly and in turn respect the law, or there would he 
a social revolution involving confusion and destruction 
of property and of life.40

From 1879 to 1882 the labor movement was essen
tially opportunistic and exhibited no particular class 
feeling and no revolutionary tendencies. The solidarity

39Rt• Rev. James O’Connor, "Socialism,'' American 
Catholic Quarterly Review, VIII (January-Octoher, 1883),
241 • 40George D. Wolff, "The Wage Question," American 
Catholic Quarterly Review. XI (January-Octoher, 1886), 
324, 325, 344.
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of labor was recognized by the unions, but they did not 
attempt to put it into practice. Each trade struggled 
more or less successfully with its employers. But the 
situation changed as the depression of 1884-85 began to 
affect the wage-earning groups. The uhskilled and the 
semi-skilled began to participate in the movement, and 
labor organizations took on the character of a class 
movement. The idea of the solidarity of labor was put 
into practice. There were general strikes, sympathetic 
strikes, nation-wide boycotts and nation-wide political 
movements. However, the year 1884 was one of decisive 
failure in strikes, most of which were waged against 
reduction in wages and for the right to organize. The 
failure of these strikes brought into use another weapon 
of labor--the boycott. And in the latter part of 1884 
and during 1885 labor used this new weapon extensively, 
at times on a national scale in an effort to secure its 
demands. Most of these boycotts were originated or 
supported by the Knights of Labor. However, the strike 
was an effective weapon in 1885. The Knights of Labor 
achieved notable success with its victorious strike 
against the Gould railway system— the Vabash, the Mis
souri, Kansas and Texas, and the Missouri Pacific rail
roads. Their triumph, together with the widespread 
newspaper publicity they received, may have tended to
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exaggerate the use of the strike and the power of the 
Knights.41 Nevertheless, they had become a power in 
labor, and their membership reflected their increase 
in prestige. Between 1883 and 1885 the Order increased 
its membership from about 50,000 to 111,395, and during 
the next year its enrollment jumped to a phenomenal 
729,677. The trade unions had had a slower but steady 
increase in membership also. From approximately 50,000 
in 1878, they had increased to about 200,000 in 1883, 
and to 250,000-300,000 in 1886.* 43 This increase in mem
bership also took place on a smaller scale among the 
Radical labor organizations, particularly the two In
ternationales. Until 1884, even though they emphasized 
trade union action, the Chicago revolutionists had little 
influence in that city. At a labor demonstration in 
August, 1883, sponsored by them, only a few German trade 
unions, the typographical, the furniture workers, the 
house carpenters, and the Lehr und Wehr Verein partici
pated officially. Their invitations to trade unions 
prior to 1884 seemed to have gone unheeded. However,

4lperlman, 0£. cit., pp. 84-90>
4^Vare, ojd. cit., pp. 66-67.
43Commons, History of Labour, II, 177, 314, 396.
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the depression of 1884-85 changed the situation«44
The Chicago local of the Progressive Cigarmakers’ 

Union in June, 1884, urged the unions to secede from the 
conservative Amalgamated Trades and Labor Assembly and 
to form a central labor union with a progressive policy. 
With the German unions of the metal workers, carpenters 
and joiners, cabinet makers, and butchers as a nucleus 
the Central Labor Union was organized.44 45 By the end of 
1885 this body had a membership of thirteen unions, 
mostly German, but some were the largest in the city.
Its rival body had only nineteen affiliated unions.46

Prom the outset the Central Labor Union was on 
very intimate terms with the Black Internationale and 
took part in the processions which the latter organized, 
Before long, the Central Labor Union was in open sym
pathy with the Black Internationale. Some of the in
dividual trade unions made the demonstration of this 
sympathy even more openly. The carpenters’ and joiners’ 
union admitted that almost all of its members were

44Ibid.. pp. 386-387; Ware, 0£. cit., p. 313.
46The members of the Socialist Labor Party re

mained with the Amalgamated Trades and Labor Assembly. 
Commons, History of Labour, II, 388 ftn. Ho. 90

46Ibid., 387.
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anarchists. The metal workers’ union was another body 
of anarchistic character. In St. Louis, a Central 
Labor Union was modelled upon the Chicago pattern in 
1885, and was composed of nine German and four English- 
speaking trade unions.47

On the Sunday preceding Labor Day, 1885, the 
Central Labor Union organized a grand march. Mayor 
Harrison and Martin A. Poran were the speakers at this 
demonstration which was estimated at 10,000 people.
This revolutionary movement, until November, 1885, con
sisted mainly of German trade unions. At that time the 
English-speaking element and the unemployed, organized 
by Albert R. Parson and his helpers, participated in a 
great parade for the eight-hour day in Chicago, and were 
the principal figures. Up to that time the public at
tention had not focused on this movement.48

The English-speaking element was slow in join
ing the Black Internationale. Prom the depression year 
of 1884 on, however, the unemployed were more responsive.
By the autumn of 1885 there were thirteen groups of the 
Black Internationale in Chicago. One of these was an 
American group with more than 1,000 members. The Americans * 4

47Ibid., 387-388; Ware, 0£. cit., p. 313.
4®Commons, History of Labour, II, 389; Ware, ojd. 

oit., p. 314.
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had been recruited largely through the efforts of 
Parsons, Spies, Griffin, and Gorsuch. They were also 
greatly responsible for the membership outside of 
Chicago for they periodically made 3peahing tours* Con
sequently, American groups existed in Alleghany City, 
Kansas City, Cincinnati, Chicago, St. Louis, Covington, 
(Kentucky), New York City, Cleveland, Philadelphia, and 
in Kansas and Nebraska.49 The total membership of the 
Black Internationale vras about 5,500 or 6,500, and 
Chicago contained a larger concentration of members 

than any other city.* 50
Active agitation in Chicago for the eight-hour 

day had begun in 1885. In November, 1885, the Eight- 
Hour Association was organized to lead the movement.
The Amalgamated Trades and Labor Assembly, the Social
ist Labor Party, the Knights of Labor, and the Central 
Labor Union cooperated in this association.5^ On Sun
day, April 25, 1886, Chicago witnessed a parade-demon
stration for the eight-hour day.52 * Once more, the

4°Commons, History of Labour, II, 389-390.
50Ibid., 390-391; Hillquit, o£. cit., p. 221.
^Commons, History of Labour, II, 391-392.
5^0maha Daily Republican, April 27, 1886; Omaha

Daily World, April 26, 1886.
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radicals were associated with a cause of labor in a 
major agitational move and once again the press, and 
afterwards the public and the civil authorities, would 
class the events as inspired by communistic, socialis
tic, or anarchistic elements. Foreigners would be 
classed as all three types, and upon them would fall 
much of the blame for the ensuing situation.

The Chicago demonstration contained about 4,000 
people and several bands of music. Banners inscribed 
with labor’s demands were carried by the demonstrators. 
The parade wound through the main business district end 
ended at the lake front, where between 10,000 and 25,000 
persons gathered to listen to speeches. On one platform 
Parsons spoke in English, Michael Schwab in German, 
Harasch in Bohemian. On another platform John A. Henry 
and Samuel Fielden spoke in English, and August Spies 
in German. The speakers advocated violence and force, 
and numerous red banners were in evidence.53

By May 1, 1886, this movement had become general. 
Chicago was the center of the agitation. In St. Louis, 
Boston, Cincinnati, Milwaukee, Detroit, Louisville,; 
Pittsburgh, Baltimore, and Hew York City, a less 55

55Ibid.
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demonstrative and less united movement took place.54 
In Chicago about 40,000 men struck for shorter hours 
and within four days this number had increased to almost 
80,000. All trades were affected, especially lumber 
yards, railroads, and furniture factories. Some firms 
promptly conceded to the demands of the strikers; others 
would not. In New York City about 12,000 people assem
bled in Union Square to hear John Swinton and John Mackin 
talk in behalf of the eight-hour day.55

There was a riot in Chicago on Monday afternoon, 
May 3. A meeting had been called by Spies in the vicin
ity of the McCoimick reaper x̂ orks which had been em
ploying strike-breakers since the beginning of a lock
out several months earlier. Bystanders, workmen, and 
tramps, at the meeting engaged in a skirmish with the 
strike-breakers as they were quitting work for the day. 
When the police arrived on the scene, the mob stoned 
them. The police fired into the rioters, killing and 
wounding a number of them. Spies was highly indignant. * 55

54pmaha Daily Republican, May 2, 1886; Omaha 
Daily World, May 1, 1886; Gompers, 0£. cit., p. 292.

550maha Daily Republican, May 1-2, 1886, Omaha 
Daily World, May 1, 1886j Commons, History of Labour, 
II, 392.
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He prepared and issued a call for revenge.56 During 
the evening of May 3, a circular in German with an 
English translation attached was circulated in Chicago:

Revenge— Workingmen to armsi Your masters 
sent out their “blood-hounds, the police. They 
killed six of your brothers at McCormick’s this 
a,fternoon. They killed them because . . . .  
they had the courage to disobey , • • • your 
bosses . . . .  because they dared to ask for 
shortening hours of toil. They killed them to 
show you, free American citizens, that you must 
be content and satisfied with whatever your 
bosses . . . .  allow you, or you will get killed. 
. . . .  When you ask them now to loosen your 
burdens, they send their blood-hounds to shoot 
you and to kill you. If you are men . . . .  
then you will rise in your might, and destroy 
the hideous monster who seeks to destroy you.
To arms— we call you; to arms.

YOUR BROTHERS57
On the following evening about 3,000 persons 

gathered at a protest mass-meeting on Haymarket Square 
to hear speeches by Spies, Parsons, and Samuel Eielden. 
Most of the crowd had dispersed by the time Eielden 
began to talk. He became violent. About this time 
more than 100 police appeared and began to move into 
the crowd. Pielden protested. Immediately afterwards 
a bomb was thrown at the police, killing one man and

56The Ration, XXXXII (January-June, 1886), 374; 
Omaha. Daily Re-publican, May 4-5, 1886; Omaha Daily World, 
jfjay 4-5, 1886; Commons, History of Labour, II, 392.

^7Omaha Daily Renubiican. May 4, 1886.
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wounding others. They opened fire upon the crowd, and 
a number of people were wounded. 58 on the next day, 
besides Spies, six others were arrested— Michael Schwab, 
Adolph Fischer, George Engel, Louis Lingg, immigrants 
from Germany; Oscar Neebe, an American of German parent
age; and Samuel Fielden, an Englishman. Albert R. 
Parsons escaped but gave himself up during the trial.
All of these men were convicted of murder in August; 
four of them, Parsons, Pischer, Engel, and Spies, were 
hanged in November.* 59 *

The Haymarket affair brought to an abrupt halt 
the eight-hour movement in Chicago, although about
40,000 workingmen obtained concessions from their em
ployers during the week of May 1 to 7.59 The events 
in Chicago were blamed on the anarchists. The news
papers and the public recognized them as a separate,

»

radical, a,nd most often a foreign, group whose efforts 
American labor did not applaud. The Anarchists were 
characterized as the lowest class of foreign nations,

58Omaha Daily Republican. May 5, 1886j Omaha 
Daily World, May 5, 1886; Harper’s Weekly, XXX (1886), 
315; The Nation. XXXXII (January-June, 1886), 374; 
Commons, History of Labour, II, 392-393.

59Commons, History of Labour, II, 393-394;
Hillquit, op. cit., pp. 225-229.

6QOmaha. Daily World, May 12, 1886.
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coming from the scums of Europe to he pests of labor 
in this country, and as men who regarded every govern
ment as tyranny.61 Chicago was pictured as a city in 
which socialism existed and where anarchy and the 
methods of the French Commune had been preached more 
openly and defiantly than in any other city except New 
York.62 Two Pittsburg papers, the Commercial Gazette 
and the Pisnatch, stated that the revolutionaries be
longed to the criminal classes and the police should 
subject them to constant surveillance and espionage, 
and that no punishment could be too severe for them 
because they were enemies of labor and the law alike.
Other press releases concerning the country-wide eight- 
hour movement attributed the disturbances to a few 
Irish, but the trouble was caused mainly by socialist 
and anarchist Poles, Bohemians, Russians, Italians, 
Germans, and Swedes.63 William Bech, ex-chief of the 
Milwaukee police force, in an interview gave his estimate 
of the spread of socialism in Milwaukee, where the Bay 
View riots had been mild compared to the Haymarket affair. 
He believed about one-fifth of Milwaukee’s 170,000

OlQmaha Daily World, May 5, 1886.
6^Qmaha Daily Republican, May 5, 1886.
63Pmaha Daily Republican, May 7, 11, 1886; Omaha 

Daily World, May 10, 1886.
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people were socialists and that the socialist doctrine
Z ? Apredominated among the Poles, Bohemians, and Germans. * 

The day after the Chicago catastrophe, Terence 
Powderly vigorously denounced the anarchists.65 The 
other labor organizations throughout the country con
demned the violence also. Most of them pleaded for 
mercy for the sentenced men and the .American federation 
of Labor even adopted a resolution to this effect. 
Within the Knights of Labor there was much the same 
feeling, particularly for Albert Parsons who had been 
a Knight for ten years. But Powderly used his personal 

' influence to prevent any official action on the part 
of the Knights. After the Chicago tragedy, the Black 
Internationale practically collapsed. The workingmen 
in the West withdrew their support and all that re
mained were a few intellectuals.®* 6

64pmaha Daily Re-publican, May 7, 1886.
6 5pm aha Daily Re-public an. May 6, 1886.
^commons. History of Labour, II, 394; Ware,

o_o. cit.. 316-319; Hillquit, 0£. cit., 229-330.



CHAPTER V

THE AMERICAN LABOR MOVEMENT, AND THE 
INFLUENCE OF SOCIALISM 

AND FOREIGNERS 
1876-86

Between 1876 and 1885 the two main ingredients 
of the organized American labor movement were the 
Knights of Labor and uncoordinated trade union groups. 
The national tra.de unions really were not uncoordinated 
in their activity for each individual union possessed 
'more or less a certain amount of unity, coherence, and 
firmness of purpose. But there was no large and respon
sible national organization or federation through which 
their activities might be coordinated and developed upon 
a nation-wide scale. Much of the same was true of the 
unions affiliated with the Knights of Labor. However, 
through the General Assembly, in theory but not always 
in fact, these unions were provided with the machinery 
for coordination. Structurally, the Knights were a 
highly centralized form of government, although they 
seldom functioned in that manner until after 1881.1 
Nevertheless, the official actions of the Knights as

l-Ware, ojo. cit., pp. 61-63.
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expressed, by Powderly or through the General Assembly 
were something which the locals or districts could look 
upon as the criteria for their local or district action; 
whereas, the national trade unions, as separate, inde
pendent organizations, recognizing no central authority 
outside of their own trade, had to depend on conference 
committees, conventions, or loosely and unenthusiasti
cally organized national federations of trades to coor
dinate their efforts in all trades on a nation-wide 
scale. The trade unions had no common denominator of 
unity such as the Knights of Labor provided for the or- 

' ganized labor within its ranks.
The Knights profited because of their centralized 

organization and because the labor situation was what 
it was. All the trade unions held their own and most of
them progressed. However, by 1881 the trade unions,

* *

isolated as they were from one another, felt the need 
of a common bond. Efforts toward federation had failed 
in 1873, 1876, and again in June, 1881.2 But a disaffec
ted non-trade union group of the Knights of Labor called 
a conference for this purpose to meet August 2, 1881, 
at Terre Haute, Indiana. Out of this meeting came the

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 318; Ware, op.
pit., pp. 243-244.
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call for a trade union congress to convene in Pittsburgh 
on November 15, 1881.3 At that time 107 delegates, rep
resenting eight national and international unions, eleven 
city trades’ councils, forty-two local trade unions, and 
three district and forty-six local assemblies of the 
Knights of Labor, met and organized the Federation of 
Organized Trades and Labor Unions of the United States 
and Canada.* 4

Prom 1882 there was a noticeable lack of harmony 
between the Federation of Trades and Labor Unions and 
the Knights. While the Federation and the Knights mu- 

xtually endeavored to remain on as friendly terms as 
possible, certain individuals and various trade unions 
voiced objections to relations with the Knights. After 
1884 these complaints became more numerous. They were 
in the nature of two grievances: the Knights should 
not be included in the Federation because it was intended 
for trade unions, and the Knights were proselytizing 
among the trade unions and absorbing some of them into 
the Order. By 1886 these grievances seemed more serious

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 318-320; Ware, 
op. cit.. pp. 244-247.

4Commons, History of Labour, II, 321-323.
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and real to the trade unions.5 In the meantime the 
Federation had not been the success that its organizers 
and officers had hoped for. Moreover, two other factors 
contributed to the situation to prevent any success of 
attempts to reconcile the growing disagreement between 
the Knights and the trade unions. One of these was the 
factional fight that developed within the Cigarmakers ’ 
International Union between the Strasser-Gompers clique 
and the socialists. The latter seceded and formed the 
Progressive Union but the feud was not settled, and by 
1886 the Knights became a third party in the dispute 
because of the efforts of the socialists to secure out
side support and because the International Cigarmakers 
and the Knights became involved in a struggle over the 
situation of a strike of the cigaimakers in Hew York 
City, and the use of union labels on cigars. This con
flict between the Knights and the Cigarmakers was a 
sort of culmination of the dissatisfaction of the trade 
union group toward the policies and activities of the 
Knights.® The other factor in this situation was the 5

5Ibid., pp. 329, 398-399, 402; Ware, op. cit., 
pp. 69-71, 248-249, 254, 256.

®Commons, History of Labour, II, 399-401; Ware,
op, cit., PP* 256, 267, 271-272.
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rise and prominence of Samuel Gompers in the trade union 
movement. Out of this muddled situation of factional 
fights, of conflicting opinions, of grievances, and of 
reluctancy on the several sides to effect a reconciliation, 
Gompers got his first real opportunity to demonstrate 
his leadership and to provide a solution for the trade 
unionists of which he was one. It was obvious that the 
Federation was failing, that a serious problem confronted 
organized labor especially as viewed through the eyes 
of the trade unionists, and that the controversies of 
the time were not adding to the prestige of any one of 
the several parties.

When treaty negotiations between the Knights 
and the trade unionists failed in 1886, the latter in 
the final convention of the Federation of Trades and 
Lahor Unions at Columbus, Ohio, declared themselves on 
December 9 as the first annual convention of the .American 
Federation of Labor.7 From the outset Samuel Gompers 
was the outstanding figure in this new organization. It 
was he who was greatly responsible for the American 
Federation of Labor doing what other attempts of national 
unions had failed to do. Aiding Gompers in giving birth * I,

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 401-402, 407- 
410; Ware, op. cit., pp. 285, 296-297; Gompers, op. cit.,
I, 259-261, 268.
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to this pure and simple trade union federation were 
Adolph Strasser and P. J* McGuire. Other trade union 
leaders of twelve national unions® cooperated in this 
convention to found the new organization. Prom out 
of the Cigarmakers1 Union, the most energetic and 
aggressive of the trade unions, came the impetus for 
the formation of such a national federation. Both 
Gompers and Strasser were cigarmakers; both they, McGuire, 
and other trade union leaders were Knights of Labor.^

Thus, in 1886 the American labor movement pre
sented more unity, and a more definite philosophy, even 
though it apparently was divided into several camps* the 
Socialist Labor Party with a platform advocating class 
struggle, independent political action, and the cooper
ative commonwealth as the ultimate goal; the Knights of 
Labor with their principle of one big union, and their 
willingness to experiment with co-operation and politics;

®The twelve national unions represented were: the 
iron molders, typographers, German-American typographers, 
granite cutters, furniture workers, miners and mine labor
ers, journeymen tailors, journeymen barbers, metal workers, 
carpenters and joiners, lasters, and cigaimakers. ' Also 
there were six city trades1 councils and seven local trade 
unions represented. Commons, History of Labour, II, 410 
ftn. Mo. 43.

^Commons, History of Labour, II, 306, 410; Ware, 
op, cit.t pp. 243, 259; Gompers, op. cit., I, 264, 265,
269; Lewis L. Lorwin, The American Federation of Labor, 
(Washington: The Brookings Institution, 1933), p. 17.
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and the American Federation of Labor with its autonomous 
craft and industrial unions and its emphasis on economic 
activity alone.

Out of the decades of the seventies and eighties 
came the first really consolidated, continuous, and 
successful American labor movement. Previous labor his
tory had been the story of organization, failure, and 
re-organization with labor constantly shifting from 
anti-monoply programs, co-operation, political activity 
or other enthusiasms in its attempt to find some stable 
formula of success. To the foreign elements, and in a 
rneasure to the socialists, must be given some credit 
for the solution of labor’s problem.

The training school for trade unionism was in 
part the socialist movement during the sixties and 
seventies, particularly the American branch of the In
ternationale. ̂  Those who helped found American trade 
unionism came from both the Marxian and Lassallean 
schools, although they modified their philosophy and 
their practices in the work of developing this American 
movement

lOperlman, op. cit.. p. 72; Harry A. Millis and 
Royal E. Montgomery, Organized Labor, (New Yorkî McGraw- 
Hill Book Company, 1945), p. 59.

~^Gompers, op. cit.« I, 381; Millis and Mont
gomery, op. cit., p. 59.
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When the failures of purely native ideas sent 
American leaders looking for something tangible and 
practical, they found it in the school of the foreign- 
born, job and wage-conscious trade unionists. These 
foreign workingmen were not tempted by the American 
enthusiasm for co-operation or for anti-monoply poli
tics. This attitude was greatly the result of their 
foreign philosophy which was antagonistic to these en
thusiasms for co-operation and monoply politics. This 
philosophy was the Internationale's "class conscious" 
philosophy out of which grew the trade union "job and 
wage consciousness."12 Immigrant followers of the In
ternationale in America organized trade unions in their 
own trades, especially among the Germans. From 1877 on 
they resisted well the enthusiasm for politics which 
irresistibly drew those' of the American labor movement 
and many of their socialist friends. Instead, they ear
nestly strove to build up their trade unions.13 Gompers, 
Strasser, McGuire, and others are examples of this group.14

12selig Perlman, A Theory of the Labor Movement, 
(Mew York: The Macmillan Company, 1928)7 P» 193; Millis 
and Montgomery, 0£. cit., p. 59.

13perlman, A Theory of the Labor Movement, p. 195
14Ware, op. cit., p. 105; Gompers, o_£. cvt., I,

57, 78, 102, 103, 114, 214, 249, 336, 337.
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Within the trade union movement, particularly as it 
began to center around the Cigarmakers’ Union, the lead
ers studied the labor question both theoretically and 
experimentally. Through their studies of Marxian so
cialism, the application of it to the actual labor sit
uations, and the results they obtained, these men came 
to some definite conclusions.15

This new trade union movement was purged of 
socialist tendencies, of the Marxian socialism which 
had been the object of the many attacks by the press 
and the public during the seventies and eighties. That 
philosophy emphasized the evils of capitalistic man
agement; held that labor created value, and profit was 
mostly robbery; and urged the wage-earners to attain 
political power to remedy the evils. These American 
labor leaders took what they needed and what was good 
in that socialism, mostly the conception of economic 
labor organization. But the failings of that socialism 
helped them to formulate policies of their own. They 
became more practical, more aware of their opportunities, 
Socialism proved to be s, school for these leaders, not so 
much because of what it taught, but because of how they

■'■̂ Perlman, A Theory of the Labor Movement, pp. 
195-196; Millis and“Montgomery, op. cit., p. 59.
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used it. Being more consciously American than foreign, 
they discarded the radical, revolutionary, and idealistic 
ideas when they launched their program. They were willing 
to be 30cia,lists only in so far as that program was not 
a hindrance to the success of labor in America.

However, there were those who did not evaluate 
so well the socialistic thought and in turn adapt it 
and themselves to the labor situation in America. These 
pure socialists, radicals, or revolutionaries remained 
tied to the theories, developed by foreign or native 
inspiration, which demanded some kind of social upheaval 

' a.nd rearrangement of society to secure the ends of labor* 
Prior to 1887 they appear to have been more successful 
in their appeals to the American workingmen in times of 
depression and economic crisis, but they never succeeded 
in holding the wage-earners' interest for long. Not even 
the workingmen could be converted to the ideas of social 
revolution, particularly those which hinted of the use 
of violence. Their propaganda excited a temporary, and 
sometimes serious, interest among the wage-earners, es
pecially those of foreign-birth or non-American outlook; 
but the interest always proved temporary. They are 
charged with other than the most open tactics, but to 
what extent they "bored from within" labor organizations 
is difficult to determine. That they did not overlook
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such opportunities is probably true; that they did not 
achieve any notable success is also true.

The presence of foreigners in .American labor 
cannot be ignored. They were there in small numbers, 
but at times were concentrated in one area or one occu
pation so that their presence was more obvious than 
that of native workingmen. Never did these immigrants 
constitute as much as one-third of the gainfully 
occupied. Throughout the seventies and eighties they 
undoubtedly had a larger representation than this in 
some particular occupations, but for the two decades 
they were definitely a minority— about one-fifth of 
those engaged in gainful occupations. Indeed, the public 
was aware of their presence, but at times tended to 
exaggerate it. Even so, this foreign influence had its 
usefulness, for many of these foreigners had had valu- 
able experience with European labor problems, and, thus, 
some of than were able to contribute advantageously to 
the American labor movement.





85

BIBLIOGRAPHY

Primary Sources

Do ciments

Commons, John R., and Andrews, John B. Documentary
History of American Industrial Society, Vol. IX. 
Cleveland: Clark and Company, 1910.

Report on the Population of the United States at the 
Eleventh Census: 1890. Vol. XVIII, Part 2. 
Washington: Government Printing Office, 1897.

Statistical Abstract of the United States, 1946,
Sixty-seventh Number. Washington: Government 
Printing Office, 1946.

Statistics of the Population of the United States at 
the Tenth Census. Vol. I. Washington: Govern
ment Printing Office, 1883.

Biographies, Memoirs and Writings of Public Men

Gompers, Samuel. Seventy Years of Life and Labor.
Vol. I. New York: E. P. Dutton Company, 1925. 
These memoirs of an American labor leader cover 
quite well and efficiently the course of labor’s 
struggle from the 1860’s to 1920. Gompers re
lied not only upon his memory, but upon written 
records and the recollections and papers of his 
early associates and friends in the labor movement. 
The work contains a wealth of infoxmation for the 
decades of the seventies and eighties. Especial
ly persons, their actions, and their beliefs, 
which are most valuable and most difficult to be 
found elsewhere, are included in Gompers’ story.
The author is biased to some extent. Neverthe-» 
less, his information is most necessary and valu
able for a study of socialists, foreigners, and 
beginnings of trade unionism.



86

Powderly, T. V. Thirty Years of Labor, 1859 to 1889.
Columbus, Ohio; Excelsior Publishing House, 1889, 
This is a history of the attempts to form organi
zations of workingmen for the discussion of 
political, social, and economic questions. The 
author tells of the early history of the Knights 
of Labor, mentions strikes and upheavals of 
1860-90, and discusses co-operation, the eight- 
hour movement, and the anarchists. He is biased, 
and his feelings color his story in numerous 
places. His information is useful because he was 
the leader of a large labor organization.

Newspapers

Omaha Daily Herald. 1873-74, 1877-78, 1885-86. 
Omaha Daily Republican. Janua,ry-June, 1886. 
Omaha Daily Vorid. 1883-86.
Omaha Weekly Bee. 1874, 1877-81.
Omaha Weekly Herald. 1877.

Secondary Sources 
Special Histories

Commons, John R., and Associates. History of Labour 
in the United States. Vol. II. New York; The 
Macmillan Company, 1926.
This is the best work on the history of labor in 
the United States. It is based almost exclusive
ly on primary sources. Its coverage and details 
are extensive for the period 1860-1910. This 
history is not only comprehensive, but critical 
and analytic. It is particularly helpful in trac
ing the course of socialism in labor during the 
1870's and 1880's. It contains valuable informa
tion on the presence of a foreign element in Ameri
can labor during the same decades. The work is 
well documented.



87

Pine, Nathan. Labor and Farmer Parties in the United 
States. 1828-1928. New York: Rand School of 
Social Science, 1928.
Almost two-thirds of this work is concerned with 
socialism, and fair coverage is given to it in 
relation to labor for the period of 1860 to 
1920. The work is not greatly detailed and is 
partisan toward socialism. It is not documented, 
nor can the source of the material be determined.

Haynes, Fred E. Social Politics in the United States. 
Boston: Houghton Mifflin Company, 1924.
Much of the author’s discussion on Marxian 
socialism is based on Morris Hillquit’s History 
of Socialism, and he depends to a great extent 
upon Commons for his facts on the labor movement. 
His interpretations and style are quite good, 
although the work is not intended to be an ex
tensive coverage of these two topics. Haynes 
does show the part of social and economic factors 
in American politics. The book is not too well 
documented although at the end of each chapter 
are selected references which represent the 
materials used by the author.

Hillquit, Morris. History of Socialism in the United 
States. 5th ed. revised. New York: Funk and 
Wagnalls Company, 1910. .
The author of this work gives the socialist 
theories and activities a favorable but often 
critical treatment. It is the oest survey 
available on the history of socialism, and is 
quite valuable in connection with the labor 
movement. Hillquit presents the circumstances of 
socialism’s origin and the manner of its growth. 
He covers the period 1775-1909. He was a promi
nent member of the Socialist Party from 1893.
The work is mostly undocumented.

Lorwin, Lewis L. The American Federation of Labor. 
Washington: The Brookings Institution, 1933.
This is a history concerned with the founda
tions, character, policies, and achievements of 
the American Federation of Labor. As source 
material the author used records in the archives 
of the A. F. of L., personal correspondence of 
Samuel Gompers, the minutes of meetings, and 
other unpublished material. Frequent use was



88

also made of secondary source material. Only the 
first chapter of this work was helpful, for it 
covers the origins of the Federation. The work 
is scholarly, well written, and thorough, hut it 
is partisan to the Federation.

Millis, Harry A., and Montgomery, Royal E. Organized 
Labor. Vol. Ill of The Economics of Labor.
Edited by William Homer Spencer. 3 vols. New 
Yorks McGraw-Hill Book Company, 1945.
This work is in the nature of a survey of the 
whole history of organized labor in America. It 
is not detailed or extensive in coverage and 
was valuable only for interpretations on socia
list labor.

Oberholtzer, Ellis Paxson. A History of the United 
States Since the Civil War. Vol. IV.
New York: The Macmillan Company, 1926.
This work was useful for an account of the 
strikes of 1877. It is a good history but 
the author at times selected his facts so that 
he presents only one side of the story.

Perlman, Selig. A Theory of the Labor Movement. New 
Yorks The Macmillan Company, 1928"¡I 
This is a presentation of the theories behind 
the labor movements throughout the world for 
the period 1870-1925. Perlman has a keen 
analysis of the philosophies and activities 
of the .American labor* movement. His theories 
are logical and feasible though subject to 
modification if carried beyond the period of 
his writing. Nevertheless, the work is valu
able for its clear and thorough discussion 
of the mainsprings behind the labor movement 
in the United States.

Perlman, Selig. History of Trade Unionism in the
United States. New Yorks The Macmillan Com- » 
pany, 1923.
This history is in part a summary of work in 
labor history by John R. Commons and Associ
ates, and in part an attempt of the author to 
carry the work further. As a general survey 
there are four useful chapters relating to the 
period of 1870-1886. Much of the discussion is



89

simply a generalization or a digest of the details 
contained in Commons’ work. (Perlman was co
author of Volume II. of Commons’ History of Labour«) 
However, it was particularly helpful because of 
Perlman's analyses, interpretations, and conclu
sions.

Ware, Norman J. The Labor Movement in The United States, 
1860-1895. New Yorks D. Appleton and Company,
1929.
Por the most part this is a treatment of the origin* 
organization, and history of the Knights of Labor. 
The author treats the American labor movement from 
the viewpoint that the Knights were the first to 
originate a truly American and democratic labor 
movement. He takes issue not only with some facts 
but with interpretations as presented by Perlman 
and Commons. The work is detailed, thorough, and 
well written. Ware drew extensively upon Powderly’s 
memoirs, official proceedings of the Knights, and 
a collection of letters and manuscript material 
belonging to John Hayes, an associate of Powderly 
and the last leader of the Knights. Secondary 
sources are well represented in his research. The 
work was generally useful for the period of 1878- 
1886, and especially helpful for information on the 
beginnings of trade unionism, and on the cigarmakera.

Winterer, L. The Social Danger or Two Years of Socialism 
in Burone and America. Translated by Rev. J. P. 
Roles. Chicago: Belford, Clarke and Company, 1886» 
Winterer was a representative in the Imperial Ger
man Parliament. Both the author and the translator 
are outspoken critics of socialism. This work is 
in the nature of a survey of the spread of socialism 
in Europe and America during 1884-1886. It pre
sents the views of an European looking at the 
socialism in America and its effects on the working
men. The Appendix is a highly colorful and detailed 
account by Roles on the Haymarket tragedy and the 
trial of the Chicago anarchists. The work is not 
documented.



90
Articles in Periodicals and Magazines

Bamberger, Ludwig. "German Socialism," Translated and 
edited by Rev. X. T. Hecker. The Catholic World, 
XXVII (April-September, 1878), 433-453.

Harper's Weekly, XVIII (1874), XXL (1877), XXIII (1879), 
XXIV (1880), XXV (1881), XXX (1886).

M. F. S. "The Labor Question," American Catholic
Quarterly Review, III (January-October, 1878), 
721-746.

The Nation, XXV (July-December, 1877), XXVI (January- 
June, 1878), XXXIII (July-December, 1881),
XXXXII (January-June, 1886).

O’Connor, Rt. Rev. James. "Socialism," American Catho
lic Quarterly Review, VIII (January-October, 1883), 
222-242.

Shea, John Gilmary. "The Rapid Increase of the Danger
ous Classes in the United States," American 
Catholic Quarterly Review, IV (January-October, 
1879), 240-268.

Smith, Goldwin. "The Labour War in the United States'; " 
The Contemporary Review, XXX (June-November, 1877), 
529-541.

Thibaud, S. J., Rev. August J. "Socialism Considered 
in its Origin and First Manifestations,"
American Catholic Quarterly Review, IV 
(January-October, 1879), 431-455.

Wolff, George D. "Socialistic Communism in the United 
States," American Catholic Quarterly Review, III 
(January-October, 1878)’, ’522-562.

Wolff, George D. "The Wage Question," American Catholic 
Quarterly Review, XI (January-October, 1886), 
322-344.


	Table of Contents
	Introduction
	Chapter I: Socialist Labor Organization in the United States 1860-76
	Chapter II: The Influence of the Internationale Upon the Labor Movement 1870-75
	Chapter III: Labor Upheaval and Socialism 1875-80
	Chapter IV: Labor, Socialism, and Anarchism 1880-86
	Chapter V: The American Labor Movement, and the Influence of Socialism and Foreigners 1876-86
	Bibliography

