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.for its independence and longing for the day when the work-
ers of the United States will compel, their government to
withdraw its troops from that unhappy island country. Gomp-
ers was seized with the bright idea of stopping in Haiti and
asking General Russel, American Charge d'Affaires and Con-
sul Ray how Haiti Ifked being invaded. He also asked the
dummy president, ruling by the grace of the American troops.
'Naturally, he is able to report that Haiti is delighted with
the invasion. But let Gompers talk for himself:

"At Haiti," he naively reports, "the vessel stopped for a
few hours." (Lots of time for Sammy to whitewash an in-
vasion which he approves of in advance.) . . . . "I called

• upon General Russel and Mr. Bray, American consul. Gen-
• eral Russel told what the Americans had done to make the
country safe for its inhabitants" (3,060 of them have been
killed by American troops) "and to advance it from its primi-
tive state. A road has been built over the hills for 70 miles

: into a territory almost unknown." (The Roman conquerors
also used to build military roads.) "I asked General Russel
what was the feeling of the Haitians toward the United
States. He said it was excellent.

" . . . . I then asked President Borno (of Haiti)
the same question: 'What are the relations between the
United States and Haiti?' PresWeat Bermo said they were
very friendly. I then mentioned that froai time to time there
appeared in the press of the limited States denunciations of
the American government aad demands that the marines be
taken from the island. President Borno smiled and said:
'It is only the outs that are dissatisfied.'" (Only the disin-
herited and the despoiled, Mr. Gompers, are ever dissatis-
fied. That's why President Gompers and President Borno are
satisfied with American capitalism and American imperial-
ism.)

The president of Haiti continued enlightening Gompers.
Of the protests of the bleeding Haitian people he explained:

"One, two, or three men might some day send out a state-
ment contrary to what is the opinion of the great majority of
the Haitian people. Naturally, people in the United States
may think that there is some basis for the charges made.
But there is not. We have the most friendly relations and
General Russel has proved a great friend to Haiti."

It is publicity given to facts like these that may cost
Gompers the presidency of the Pan-American Federation of
Labor when it meets in Mexico City in December. He
nearly lost it in the Congress ef 1921, when the opposition to
him was so strong that almost all Latin-Americans wanted to
prevent his reelection. They united on Morones, president
of the Mexican Federation of Labor and tool of Gompers.
Morones was clever enough to keep quiet until after the
nominations were closed, and them resign, leaving Gompers
as the only candidate. Even at that, Gompers received only
the votes of the delegates from Samto Domingo (picked by
the American government), Porto Rico (American colony)
and the United States. The others did not vote.

To save Gompers, Morones is likely to point out that
.Gompers supported the Obregon government against the De
La Huerta revolt in 1923. But so did the National City Bank.
So did Mr. Hughes. So did the house ef Morgan. So did
the oil interests. They supported Obregon against the Fas-
Cist revolt of De La Huerta because (1) the latter was backed
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by British oil interests; (2) Obregon had recognized the tre-
mendous debt which, with interest, will amount to $2,000,-
000,000; (3) Obregon had agreed to emasculate Article 27
of the Mexican constitution, which protects the natural re-
sources from foreign imperialism. He agreed to nullify it
by declaring it non-retroactive in respect to oil and mineral
steals already made by American interests. (They own two-
thirds of the oil lands and four-fifths of the mineral lands
now under exploitation.) And (4) Obregon had agreed to
recognize the claims of American citizens for damages suf-
fered in the Mexican revolutions. For these reasons of great
weight to labor statesmen such as Gompers, he, along with
Morgan, Rockefeller (National City Bank), Coolidge and
Hughes, supported Obregon against De La Huerta.

And as to the childish story which Haberman circulates
to the effect that Hughes does what Gompers tells him and
withdraws battleships at the command of the "labor dictator"
of the United States, we shall turn that legend inside out
and point out that Hughes does what Morgan tells him to,
and Gompers does what Hughes tells him to. Hughes does
not oppose recognition of Russia, or favor Obregon, or send
or withdraw battleships, or keep troops in Haiti or Santo
Domingo, because Gompers tells him to, but Gompers sup-
ports Obregon or opposes Russian recognition or praises the
occupation of Haiti because Hughes tells him to. Or, more
correctly, both of them do what Morgan tells them to, and
Gompers is the agent of Morgan in Latin-America. Unless
the Communists succeed in December, Morgan will continue
to be the real boss of the Pan-American Federation of Labor.
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Struggle For Unity in the World
Labor Movement

By A. Losovsky

IN its development the labor movement has under-
gone very many crises. One of the most important
crises, from the point of view of its character and

effects, was the split of the national and international
labor movement. The roots and source of the split can
be found in the European war when the leading ele-
ments of the socialist parties and labor unions tied up
the destinies of the labor organizations with those of
their native capitalism. That is where the chronology
of the split in the labor movement should be begun,
that is where the cause of the long and bitter struggle
within labor lies.

Pour years of war and six years of peace opened
the eyes of the working masses to the source of the
weakness of labor. Experience has shown that the
more submissive the socialist parties and the trade un-
ions were to the bourgeoisie, the more enthusiastic the
labor leaders were in defending the capitalist system,
the more deeply did they drive the wedge into labor,
and the weaker did it grow in face of the native and
international bourgeoisie. The history of the last ten
years is the history of the fall of the social-democratic
parties and reformist unions, the history of the slow
regeneration of the proletarian forces through the
creation of Communist Parties, revolutionary unions
and minorities. The split of the political parties, the
separation of all the healthy proletarian elements were
preliminary conditions for the liquidation of the crisis.

The process of the formation of Communist Par-
ties began in every country, with the exception of Rus-
sia, together with the outbreak of military action and
found its international expression in the formation of
the Communist International, whose Fifth Anniver-
sary and whose successes we have recently celebrated.
While the political labor movement put the question
of the speediest formation of Communist Parties point
blank before all the revolutionary elements, the inter-
ests of the labor movement demanded the mainten-
ance of a united trade union movement at any price
and a struggle within it for a revolutionary program
and revolutionary tactics.

There was no contradiction in the fact that the
revolutionary workers split on the one hand the social-
democratic and the so-called independent parties in
order to create revolutionary Communist organiza-
tions, and on the other hand struggled with all their
energy against those Communists who were deter-
mined to split the irade unions at all costs. The dif-
ference in the characters of these two labor organiza-

tions forces the Communists to adopt different poli-
cies towards them in order to gain one and the same
end, the conquest of the masses. In any case, the
birth of Communist Parties has been accompanied
everywhere by the slogan: "Struggle for united trade
unions, struggle against the theory of the destructidm
of the unions," and where such ideas did arise, the
Communist International declared a most relentless
war upon them.

But if the Communist International has always
struggled against the splits of the labor movement,
why has the Ked International of Labor Unions been
created? The Red International of Labor Unions was
created after the Amsterdam International had thrown
in its lot with the League of Nations, after the Amster-
dam International, together with the represemtativee
of the biggest employers' organizations, had begun to
strangle the revolutionary labor movement in every
country, after the Amsterdam International had de-
clared a ruthless war upon the .Russian Revolution and
the Communist International. At the beginning of
1920, the discontent witk tke old program amd tactics
had already taken shape, but this discontent was still
insufficiently clear and ideologically indefinite. It was
necessary to introduce unity into this variety, to
gather the revolutionary forces of the world labor
movement around an ideological and organizatioBal
center, to work out a clear line and establish a joint
revolutionary front in tke figkt against the corrupting
influence of reformism. Hence the organization of
the R. I. L. U. in 1920 and its further growth. From
its very inception the R. I. L. U. emphatically opposed
the split of the trade unions. This can be seen from
the following facts:

(1) The R. I. L. U. opposed the slogan of the
destruction of the unions.

(2) The R. I. L. U. has proposed to the Amster-
dam International to re-establish the unity of the
French and Czecho-Slovakian labor movements.

(3) At all of its Congresses, the R. I. L. U. has
adopted decisions urging all the revolutionary unions
to join the respective industrial internationals.

(4) The R. I. L. U. has openly declared on several
occasions that as soon as the revolutionary unions are
admitted to the respective industrial internationals,
the International Propaganda Committees would be
dissolved.

(5) At its Second Congress the R. I. L. U. raised
the slogan of the united front and it has since repeat-
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edly urged joint action upon the Amsterdam Interna-
tional.

(6) At the Hague International Peace Congress
the E. I. L. U. attempted to propose the united front
with the Amsterdam International. Similar attempts
were made after the occupation of the Euhr, and prior
to and after the Frankfort conference.

(7) The E. I. L. U. has always considered the
united front in the trade union movement as a first
step towards organizational unity of the broken sec-
tions.

(8) Whenever a tendency to split the trade
unions began to develop within the Comintern and
E. I. L. U., the latter always emphatically opposed
this tactic, championing the unity of the labor move-
ment by all the means and forces available to it.

All these facts are known to anyone who has fol-
lowed more or less attentively the activity of the E. I.
E. U., who is acquainted with the decisions of its Con-
gresses and of its Executive Bureau. In fighting for

unity, the E. I. L. U. was not based upon any abstract
considerations, but upon a desire to enhance labor's
capacity of resisting advancing capital by means of
united labor organizations.

How did the Amsterdam International and the
organizations affiliated to it respond to the action of
the E. I. L. U? By frantic baiting and expulsion of
Communists from the labor unions. Had the E. I.
L. U. guided itself by the same motives as the Amster-
damers, that is, by a desire to rid itself of its oppon-
ents by any means, a split all along the line would
have been an accomplished fact. However, in this
question the E. I. L. U. did not base its decision upon
the sentiments of individual revolutionary workers,
but upon the interests of the class struggle, and there-
fore, in spite of all provocations, it has remained at its
old position, against splits and for unity.

The Third Congress of the E. I. L. U. drew a logi-
cal conclusion from the four years' struggle for unity.
The external situation has become more favorable to

unity in spite of the increasing destructive tendencies
on the part of the reformists. The situation became
more favorable because the realization of the neces-
city of unity penetrated the minds of the broad
masses. It has found a reflection, incomplete and dis-
torted as it may be, even in the heads of many of the
leaders of the Amsterdam International. In connec-
tion with the bourgeois policy of the Labor Govern-
ment of Great Britain, a change has taken place in the
labor movement of that country. All this together
creates a favorable situation for the successful prose-
cution to the logical end of the struggle for a united
world labor movement. It was such a logical conclus-
ion that the Third Congress of the E. I. L. U. made in
proclaiming the slogan of the merging of the two Inter-
nationals by means of an International Unity Con-
gress.

It should be admitted that both at the congresses
of the Comintern and E. I. L. U., this question aroused
opposition, due chiefly to the fact that the opponents
of this slogan had not fully comprehended the tactic
of the E. I. L. U. and Comintern in the trade union
movement. It met with special opposition on the
part of the German delegation, which saw in the slo-
gan of the merging of the two Internationals "oppor-
tunism" and even "Menshevism." May we not ask
these comrades, why Communists may be in one na-
tional organization with reformists, and not in an
international one? Those opposing it paid a tribute,
without realizing it themselves, to the splitting tenden-
cies manifested by a certain section of the German
workers. Approaching this question seriously, it is
perfectly obvious that the fears have absolutely no
ground. Our desire for unity must be shown by deeds,
and the proposal for the calling of an international
unity congress is the best proof that to us unity is
not an empty phrase or manoeuver, as some "wise"
comrades think.

The Central Council of the German Communist
Party adopted a resolution on this question which has
everything but clearness. It is said there that the slo-
gan for amalgamation of the two internationals should
be understood in the sense that such amalgamation
can take place only on the basis of the program of the
E. I. L. U. All great things are simple, but not all
simple things are great. I must disillusion the Ger-
man comrades and tell them that to understand the
decision of the E. I. L. U. and of the Comintern in
this way is not to understand it at all. Of course, it
would be best had everybody recognized the E. I. L. U.
platform, but what need would there be of talking of
amalgamation of the two Internationals? Were all
to recognize the E. I. L. U. platform there would be
nothing to discuss. Are not we proposing amalgama-
tion of the two Internationals, the creation of a
united international, in spite of the fact that half Of
the workers organized in the trade unions do not recog-

nize the E. I. L. U. platform? We have not the least
fear of finding ourselves in one international organiza-
tion with those who do not recognize our platform.
Our program has been recognised by history, and it
will be ultimately recognised by the whole working
class. This is entirely sufficient to make us perfectly
unafraid to conduct a struggle for our ideas on the
wide arena of a United International. This proposal
of unity is not, as some comrades think, an exclusive
combination of the leaders of the E. I. L. U. and of
the Amsterdam International. No, such things are not
done by means of exclusive combinations. Unity in
the world labor movement can be established only if
we succeed in arousing tens of millions of proletar-
ians, in getting them interested in this campaign.

Some comrades have been so fearful of reformism
that they ask anxiously: "And what will happen if
the Amsterdam International accepts our proposal and
agrees to an international unity congress?" To this
we reply: "Splendid, we will be the first to hail the
acceptance of this proposal by the Amsterdam Interna-
tional, for our unity resolution is intended to establish
such unity." "And if you are in a minority in the
United International?" ask these same comrades. "If
we are in the minority, we will fight for a majority,
and we hope to win such a majority." "Are yon ready
to attend an international unity congress without any
preliminary conditions?" the comrades fearing oppor-
tunism continue to ask. "Yes, we are ready to go to
an international unity congress without preliminary
conditions. The relation of forces at the unity con-
gress will determine the program and tactics of the
United International." "But should the Amsterdam-
ers raise preliminary conditions, what then?" "The
negotiations will show, if such will take place, which of
the preliminary conditions raised by both sides are ac-
ceptable to both sides, and which are not. The working
masses will judge between us." "But should the AM-
sterdamers reject all negotiations?" our comrades per-
sistently continue to question. "So much the worse
for them. We will not give up our struggle for unity.
The Amsterdamers did not want the united front but
this did not cause us to give it up. The same is true
of this question."

Our struggle for unity is calculated upon the
masses and is based very little upon the good will and
sentiments of the leaders. Inasmuch as unity of the
world labor movement is what the masses need, we
must fight for it and mobilize the great masses against
those who obstruct it. And that unity is menaced is
beyond doubt. There is danger from various sides.
First, from the right wing of the Amsterdam Interna^
tional. This was manifested at the Vienna congress,
where the right Amsterdamers endeavored to make the
resolution as obscure as possible in order to leave
themselves all sorts of loopholes. After the Vienna
Congress the Bureau of the Amsterdam International
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sent a letter to the All-Bussian Central Council of
Trade Unions proposing to open negotiations on the
basis of the Vienna decisions, naively assuming that
the Russian unions would fail to note the trick.

The Amsterdamers propose to conduct negotia-
tions on unity on the basis of two preliminary condi-
tions :

(1) They are prepared to negotiate only with the
Russian unions and only on the affiliation of the Rus-
sian unions to Amsterdam.

(2) The negotiations on affiliation must be based
upon the program and constitution of the Amsterdam
International.

That the right wing Amsterdamers raise such
conditions is natural. They 'continue the sabotage
which they began at the Vienna Congress. They con-
tinue the line followed by them for a number of years.
If we take the correspondence between the Amsterdam
International and the All-Russian Central Council of
Trade Unions for the last two or three years we will
find that their latest proposals contain nothing new—
all these proposals have been made repeatedly, and
t!-e A. I! f. C. T. U. haa -^variably r-^l'ei that it dH

not participate in the working out of the program and
constitution of the Amsterdam International and has
no reason for accepting them as preliminary condi-
tions.

Thus the right Amsterdamers are engaged in
sabotage. There is nothing strange about this, as sa-
botage of the unity of the world labor movement is
their profession. Such activity is quite understand-
able. But what is less understandable is the participa-
tion in such combinations of representatives of the
left wing. Do the leaders of the left wing of the Am-
sterdam International suppose that this is the shortest
road towards the establishment of unity in the world
labor movement? If they think so, they will soon be-
come convinced of the erroneousness of their point of
view. Some of the leaders of the Amsterdam Interna-
tional apparently suppose it possible to dictate condi-
tions, forgetting that conditions are worked out in
accordance with the real relation of forces. The real
relation of forces in the labor movement is far from
what the right and even the left wing Amsterdamers
think. That is why both the former and the latter may
be advised to throw out of their heads the idea that
they can force their will upon the revolutionary move-
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ment. Nothing but confusion will result for them
from this sort of policy.

What is the explanation of this policy of the
Amsterdam International? The explanation is that
there are a number of people within the Amsterdam
International who are ready to split it rather than
agree to unity with the revolutionary workers. At the
international congress of metal workers, the French
representative stated that should the Russian union
be admitted into the International, the French union
would withdraw from it. To those who formed a life
and death alliance with the bourgeoisie, to the under-
tones of the left bloc, to those standing on their hind
legs before Herriot and occupying the footboard of
the government chariot—to those of course, a split is
preferable to unity. It is necessary at all costs to
break the will for further splits and destruction of the
labor movement existing among a considerable section
of the Amsterdam Internaitonal. How can this be
done?

This can be done only if all the revolutionary or-
ganizations affiliated to the R. I. L. U. and all the
Communist Parties realize that the struggle for unity
of the world labor movement is a struggle to be waged
seriously and for a long time to come, that it is not
a manoeuver, not a chess move, but a real desire to
establish unity in the world labor movement in accord-
ance with the demand of the masses. This unity can-
not be established by mere negotiations between the
leading elements of the R. I. L. U. and of the Amster-
dam International. Unity can be the result only of
long, determined, systematic work among the masses.
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It is necessary to make millions and tens of mil-
lions of proletarians take a stand on whether they
prefer unity to a split. It is necessary to explain in
the every day work of the R. I. L. U. adherents (the
struggle for shop committees, for the eight hour day,
the organization of the unorganized, the creation of
militant leadership, the work among the youth and
women, the struggle against reparations and the
Dawes plan, the anti-militarist work, the fight for the
liberation of the colonies, etc.) that the principal con-
dition for the success of the struggle is the creation
of unity in the national and international trade union
movement. Of course, if we merely talk of unity
without linking it up with the everyday struggle of
the masses, we will not move a step forward. But if
we link up our everyday struggle against national and
international capital, our battles for the eight-hour
day, the better condition of labor, our defensive and
offensive action, with the question of the unity of the
labor organizations, we will rally the masses round
this slogan and make it the militant cry of tens of mil-
lions of proletarians.

How much time will be needed to .establish unity,
it is difficult to state. If this depended only upon us,
very little time would be required. But since this de-
pends upon the reformists, it is possible that it will
require much time, for we shall encounter desperate
sabotage on the part of all the deadly enemies of Com-
munism. However, no matter how many efforts may
be required, the Comintern and the Red International
of Labor Unions will follow the chosen path and will
secure, in spite of the sabotage of the reformists, unity
in the national and international labor movement.

Progress of the International Unity Movement
the movement for international unity, initiated by

•*• the Red International of Labor Unions, is profoundly af-
fecting the labor movement is demonstrated by the corres-
pondence now going on between the Amsterdam International
and the All-Russian Council of Trade Unions. Below we
reproduce the letter sent to the Russian Unions by Amster-
dam under date of September 11, and received in Moscow on
September 20, together with the reply of the Russian Unions.

Letter From Amsterdam to Moscow.

Our Executive Committee at its meeting of Sept. 11, con-
sidered your communication of the 26th, and authorized us to
send the following reply:

It was always our desire which we expressed on several
occasions to restore the prganizational unity of the trade
union movement for the splitting of which we assume no re-
sponsibility. We are also in agreement with you when you
say that "the struggle between labor and capital, which is
becoming ever sharper, can succeed only when the forces
of the economic proletarian organizations will be concen--
trated and when the unity of the international trade union
movement will become an accomplished fact."

It is necessary, however, to understand clearly that there
is a fundamental difference between the policies which you

recognize as basic to your activities and the policies which
we are following, a difference which is much more than one
of degree. It is very difficult therefore, to harmonize these
two so widely-departing points of view. But we are ready
to make all efforts to solve this problem.

However, before we feel in a position to enter into nego-
tiations as you propose, it is our desire to have you give us
in written form something .concrete to serve as a basis for
discussion, and in order that we may see upon what points
of principle and tatties an agreement would be possible. We
therefore request you to send us such a written proposal by
which we could judge whether there is a common basis for
agreement.

As you know, we received from the Vienna Congress
very definite instructions as to the conditions upon which we
can enter with you into any sort of negotiations. But this
question must not be raised at present. We need not em-
phasize the fact that our Executive Committee could aot
accept any decisions on the question of unity which go beyond
the instructions of our congress, without consultation with
our General Council and possibly with another congress.

In the expectation of your reply, we remain with fraternal
greetings,

Chairman: Purcell, Secretary: Oudegeest.



Letter From Moscow to Amsterdam

Your letter of Sept. 11 was received on Sept. 20, could
not be taken up earlier than Oct. 23 at the full meeting of the
Presidium of the All-Russian Central Council of Trade Unions.

We read with satisfaction your declaration that you too
are desirous of creating organizational unity within the trade
union movement.

We do not believe this is the time to enter into a de-
tailed discussion as to who is responsible for the split in the
international trade union movement. We must point out,
however, that generally speaking, there was never in exist-
ence such a thing as a real unified concentrated and all-in-
clusive international trade union movement. We believe that
our present common desire may lead to the ending of the
split in our movement, and we are very glad to meet your
request for a written statement to serve as a basis for future
negotiations.

We, on our part, desire the creation of a unified trade
union movement, nationally and internationally, the maximum
possible unification of all trade unions, those affiliated with
the Profintern, those affiliated with the International Federa-
tion of Trade Unions, as well as the unions standing outside
both these organizations, upon the condition of the accept-
ance of the principle of class struggle.

We need not go into detailed explanation as to why we
are struggling for such unity, the unity of all trade unions
which accept a real anti-capitalist orientation. You know just
as well as we do that the unity of the International Trade Un-
ion movement is a basic condition for a successful struggle
against the offensive of capital, the Fascist reaction, as well
as against the capitalist system as a whole.

The best means of arriving at such unity and the cre-
ation of one unified trade union international we consider the
joint calling of an international labor congress. The question
of how, when, and where, such a congress could take place
would be easy to settle in the course of negotiations. We take

. note of your opinion that there is a basic difference between
the policies and tactics upon which we base our work in the
unions, and your own policies and tactics and that the differ-
ence is "much more than one of degree."

The significance of this phrase is not very clear to us.
The fact is that there is nothing new in the differences exist-
ing between us. They have been known for years and have
certainly been taken into consideration by the Vienna Con-
gress of your Federation. In the proper time and at the proper
place we shall be perfectly ready to discuss in detail our
differences. But for the present we want to say that what-
ever our real differences of opinion are, we are perfectly will-
ing to do all in our power to find a common basis. .

We declare that the chief, most important, guiding prin-
ciple of the trade unions we consider the irreconcilable con-
tradictions between capital and labor, a consistent class strug-
gle between the class of wage workers and the class of capi-
talists for the complete abolition of +he system of capitalism
and the liberation of the proletariat from the yoke of capital-
ist exploitation and its resultants of poverty, ignorance and
slavery.

On the basis of this we propose the following: A break
with all kinds of collaboration with the bourgeoisie, a united
struggle of the workers and their organizations, nationally
and internationally, against world capital. The acceptance
of this condition would make possible the unification of all
those labor organizations which are really struggling for the
liberation of the working class.
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We shall expect your reply and particularly a notification
regarding the time and place of the first meeting of the rep-
resentatives of the two organizations.

Although we are perfectly ready when necessary to con-
tinue our correspondence on the question of unity, yet it ap-
pears to us desirable in the interests of the cause to enter as
soon as possible into a direct exchange of views, thus pre-
paring the way for further steps that will lead to the desired
end.

With comradely greetings,
Chairman All-Russian Central Council of Trade Unions,

Tomsky,
Secretary: Dogadoff.

The prosecution of the international unity program is an
application on the international field of the program long ap-
plied nationally and industrially by the Trade Union Educa-
tional League in America, with the approval and support
of the Red International of Labor Unions. And just as the
Trade Union Educational League has been the principal
fighter for national and industrial unity, so is it today the
only force fighting for the application of the international
unity program to the labor movement of the United States.
Under the deadening regime of Gompers the American labor
movement has cut its connections even with Amsterdam,
but the progress of the world labor movement in the direction
of unity and class struggle will make easier our task in
America.

1
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S. SAKLATVALA
Communist Member of Parliament

The Labor Party Conference
An Unreal Assembly

By Harry Pollitt

THE Labor Government is out of office. That is
the outstanding result of the British elections.
The Labor Party, which must not be confused

with MacDonald's government increased its total vote,
however, and the conservative victory was won at the
price of the demoralization of the Liberal party, which
went partly to the Labor party and partly to the
Conservatives. Having achieved their principal ob-
ject, the carrying into effect of the Dawes plan, for
which the Labor Party was allowed by the capitalist
parties to enter office, MacDonald was promptly kicked
out.

During the elections MacDonald again demon-
strated his petty-bourgeois orientation, befuddled the
issues, arid tried to obliterate as much as possible the
distinction between the forces of labor and the cap-
italists. The most spectacular instance of this was
the "exposure" of the fake Zinoviev letter. Learning
that the Tories were about to spring it as an election
canard, MacDonald himself published the forged let-

•ter in an attack upon Soviet Russia and the Com-
munists. How little political profit he got out of this
is seen in the fact that the Communist Party of Great
Britain was able to call a mass meeting of more
than 8,000 persons in Trafalgar Square, London, in
protest against the unsavory incident.

More important than the loss of office by the
Labor Government, more important than the growth
in the Labor Party vote, is the gradual development
of a left-wing section within the British labor move-
ment and, thence, in the British Labor Party. As
yet indecisive and faint-hearted, it is still the sign
of deep stirrings going on within the British working
class. The stories by Harry Pollitt and Tom Mann,
in this issue, take on added significance in the light
of the events in Great Britain since they were written.

# * * *
<-pHE Twenty-Fourth Annual Conference of the Labor Party

A was held in an atmosphere of unreality and emotionalism.
It was clear from the start that the delegates and the Execu-
tive were dominated by the political crisis, and that any at-
tempt at facing the real fundamental issues which confront
the workers, and which, if faced, would have resulted in
strong criticisms of the government, would be suppressed.

In Mr. MacDonald's opening speech there was no attempt
to give an analysis of the economic and political situation
that we find ourselves in and what the next steps are. Noth-
ing but platitudes and high-stepping; Sirid above all, under all
the bravado, a strong feeling of personal pique running all
the time. That Mr. MacDonald is surely the most command-
Ing figure in the British labor movement, so far as the offi-

cial type of delegates are concerned, was seen in the slavish
adulation that was lavished on his every sentence and ges-
ture. If the working masses think they are ever going to
smash their oppressors by eloquence and high moral talk
and ideals, they are in for some sad disappointments. Es-
pecially when these things are only the cloak under which
capitalist rule is still being carried on. MacDonald's letter
to Zaghlul Pasha, and his adoption of the Experts' Report,
are the real guides to what MacDonaldism really means in
action, not in phrases.

Because the general election dominated the whole con-
ference the Executive were not only anxious to suppress
criticism, but were doubly anxious to expel the Commun-
ists from the Labor Party. They felt this necessary in order
that the middle-class politicians now dominating the Party
could carry still further the policy of "liberalizing" the
Party, and making it easier to appeal to the petty-bourgeoisie
and renegade liberals, by throwing out of the Party the only
real revolutionary forces in Great Britain.

This issue thus became the main question at the Con-
ference. The debate was the best I have heard at any con-
ference. Of course, it was known that the Communnists
were going to be defeated, so Mr. MacDonald very astutely
let the debate have full rein. The discussion took place on
the following recommendations of the Labor Party Execu-
tive.

(1) That the application for affiliation from the
Communist Party be refused.

(2) That no member of the Communist Party
shall be eligible for endorsement as a Labor candi-
date for Parliament, or any local authority.
The Executive would have liked to have gone much far-

ther. In fact, they would have done so, but they were afraid
that the trade unions would object. However, a very small
local Labor Party, the Sutton Divisional Labor Party, had
placed on the Agenda the following resolution:

"That no member of the Communist Party be
eligible for membership in the Labor Party."
Now this resolution hadn't a dog's chance of passing if

it had been left to the Sutton delegate to fight thru. So
by a really magnificent piece of strategy, MacDonald decided
to tag it onto the end of the discussion that was taking place
on the report of the Executive Committee. This meant, of
course, that it had a better chance of being accepted, and if
any criticisms were levelled against it afterwards, the Exe-
cutive would say it was a conference decision arising out of
a resolution placed on the agenda by an affiliated organiza-
tion.

The result of the debate is, of course, known. We were
defeated on all three issues. How that will work out re-
mains, of course, to be seen. To my mind one fact stands
out as clear as daylight. These decisions represent the first
open steps being taken by the leader of the Labor Party to
exclude Communists, not only from the Labor Party but the
trade unions as well. Sp long as the Labor Party is built up




