Labor Party Movement
in the United Siates

By Israel Amter, :

Several months ago at the convention of the American
Bankers' Association, Frank Munsey, a well-known publicist and
newspafm' proprietor, delivered an address on the t
political and economic situation in the United Stafes, unsey
rapkly demanded a re-alignment of American political forces.
He declared that there was no differences between the official
Eosilion of the Republican and the Democratic Party. The time
ad come for the parties fo take a realistic stand and join forces.

; What we want, said Munsey, is a Republican-Democratic
Party composed of the conservatives of the whole country, against
the radicals who must now be forced out into the open.

Nicholas Murray Butler president of Columbia University,
who also stands high in conservative circles, has made the same
demand. Chas. Nagel, who served under Taft, and Lindsey
Garretson, who served under Roosevelet fake a similar aftitude.

Y All of these statements were applauded-—-the Bankers’
Association voting {o publish Munsey’s speech im pamphlet form.

The time has come for a reorienfation, Leading progres-
sives and radicals, parficulary in the ranks of the wﬁlm y
Party have seen that. La Follette and Borah are the two men
who have perceived it most clearly and are working towards ’, ,
realization of this plan. Their methods are different—both of
them are ambitious. Both realize that the workers ol
are getling a new point of view—and without them and the !
ressed farmers, no new movement can succeed in the United
tates. It is the lesson of the Russian Revolution :
bmﬂu a new perspective info the mind of the American er

and farmer.,
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mamipulate forces. He is a friend of the farmers. He has not
hesilated 1o electioneer for Non-Partisan candidates. He again
knows how fo win the sympaihy of the workers, He srxuored
the Seamen’s Act, which was supposed to protect the American
seamen, but which to-day is a dead lefter. He delivered a speech
at the last convention -of the American Federation of Labor,
ard was hailed by Gompers as Labor's candidate for the
presidency in IW{. Like Borah and others of his group he
dares 1o stand up and speak for Sovier Russia. His points of
contact with all secticus and fendiniles in the Labor Movement
are obyion:

Fie osmo ob e cocnast Pardy, the brufal attacks on the
Commaarst Party, which, i 1919, was driven underground and
tie reactionary attitude of the ALF. of L. bureaucracy, left the
Sungrican working class politically unorganized and untrained.
fue organization of the Farmer-Labor Party by the Chicago
Iedevauon of Labor in 1019 did not achieve the results hoped.
Lyen the membership of the Chicago Federation did noi support
it as it should have. Although the Chicago Federation of
Luhor is one of the most progressive in the country, there was
lacking political insight and penetrating, militant leadership 1o
build u]p a party capable of meeting the bourgeoisie in America.
. n February, 1922, a conference took place in Chicago to
discuss the question.of a Labor Party. During the few years
preceding the date of the conference, the American working
class engaged in colossal struggies against their employers.
The iremendous steel and railroad strike of 1019, the coal strikes
of 1920 and 1921, the packing house strikes—all of which were
ivllowed by the fearful ymeni of 1921; the espionage in
tidusiry; the unmitigated use of police, private guards, State
wnsiabulary, militia and Federal t against the workers; the
igsuance of brutal injunctions; the denial of the right of Micketing
and even of striking; the confiscation of union funds for the
payiment of fines and indemnities;—ali of these factors induced
the progressive elements in the couniry to meet in conference to
discuss ihe possibility of a Labor Parly,

Several ln;fe labor orgauiuiwui had already goue on
record in favor of a L. Party. The United Mine Workers,
the Railroad Brotherhoods, the Amalgamated Clothing Workers,
the Nou-Partisan League. the Farmers National C%uucil, the
varicus proletarian semi-proletarian political parties, and a
mass of confusionists participated in the conference. As a result
i view, the conference adjourned
without having accomplished anything concrete. It decided to
convene again in December to take up the question once more.

Beiween February and December 1922, many important
eveuts took place. The violent coal, textile and railroad
Court  issued the
Coronado decision, whereby workers were held liable to a penalty
of three times the amount suifered by their employers as a
result of u strikewhich meant -practically the confiscation of
the Union funds, The Supreme declared the Child Labor
Law unconsiitutional.  But the most infamous event was the
issuance oi the Daughm{' Injunction, whose 3im it was fo put
tn end to strikes—1to declare them illegal. to subject anyone fo
) resecution who  displayed the aliilmﬂ sympathy with the
strikers, cither by word of mouth, tel or in wriling,
wbouxp«wwdthuuﬁmnchﬂymm ise. It was the most
far-reaching the most g edict ever issued by the United
States Govermment against the Workers. Atiorney General
Daugherty declared ly that he would use the whole jorce

of United States Government in defense of th: Gpen Shop .
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obvious, It was to forestall the creation of a lLabor Party a
week later at. Cleveland, at which, it was presumed, the Com-
mupists would be present, and at which a radical program might
be adopted and a clear class standpoint manifesied.

The Socialists and the “‘progressive” and conservative
labor leaders attended this conference, only to go to Cleveland
to sabotage the idea of independent political action by the
workers. The Socialist Party, which made a big noise bejore the
conference, completely sold out the idea in Cleveland. Hillquit
openly worked with the retrogressive group of the conference--
and (hus postponed the establishment of a. Labor Pgriyy

The Cleveland Conference adopled a programy that the
progressive conference at Washingfon would have been ashamed
of. It tried to “railroad” through every idea. First of all, it
refused 1o seat the delegates of the Workers Party, the Youug
Workers' League (the organization of Comununist youth), and
the delegates of the local unions. The progressives in the
conference were unorganized and without leadership and made 1o
fight for the Commumists. Then the reactionary leaders, together
with the Socialists, Hillquit, Oneal and Berger, endeavored 1o

+ prevent all discussion of the very purpose for which the conference

was convened, viz., the quesiion of a Labor Party. But the pro-
gressives forced them o grant this discussion on the basis of
a resolution that they had submitted to the Resolution Commitiee,
which the Committee tried to suppress. The Railroad Brother-
hoods were against a Labor Party, The Socialist Party was
foo cowardly to put up a speaker at all. Their commitieeman
in ‘the Resolution Committee voted againsy the Labor Party. The
betrayal was complete. The Labor Party was lost by a small
majority.

The conference adopled one idea, however, that was good
for the promotion of a Labor Party. It allowed Municipal and
State Labor Parlies to be created for municipal and State
elections. It was understood also that the groups participating
in the Labor Party conference would accept the obvious meaning
of this decision. It denoted a United Front of all working class
organizations—with the idea of the eventual formation of a
National Labor Party.

The Commumnists do not regard the failure to form a

Labor Party at this conference as a calamity, On the contrary,
it is good that matiers should develop somewhat more before 2
Labor Party is formed. The Socialists are rvevealing themselves
more and more udyn bulwarks of capitalism. In New York
Citb. St. Louis, and”in the State of Rhode Island, they rejected
a United Front in the November elections with the Waogkers
Party., At the Cleveland Conference they voted against seating
the Workers Party delegates! noi, as the spokesmen for the
reactionaries stated, because the Workers Party is made up of
Communists who are “un-American”, but because the Workers
Party is trying to “disrupt the American labor movement”,
2 Since the Conference, United Fronts have been organized
in several downs—in San Francisco with the Workers Party in
it. In Chicago, the Socialist Party nominated its own candidate
for mayor and then expected the Farmer Labor Party and the
Chicago Federation of Labor to endorse him. This has completely
estranged the working masses of Chicago and exposed the
piratical tactics of the Socialist Party.

The Farmer Labor Party and the Chicago Federation of
Labor, totally disgusted with the outcome of the December
Conference wish (0 establish the Labor Pariy at once. The
Communists are against this step. A Labor Party that is not
a Real United Frout of all progressive and radical proletarian
elements will be no Labor Party. The Labor Party must have
Behind it the organized labor forces of the couniry—the trade
vnions.  Until they, or at least a large section of them open!
suppori the Labor Party the Labor .Party will not be successful.

The United Mine Workers are on record in favor of a
Labor Party. At Cleveland, their delegates managed (o evade

voling on { Tmtion. The Nationalization Prefram recentl

l_iﬂ% by the UMW.A., but which is repudiated‘t the oﬂicinyl
r_umul of the miners, demands a Labor Parfy. The rank and
ile of the miners are for a Labor Party. The rank and file of
all the organmizations represented at the Conference are for a
Labor Party. The movement in favor of a Labor Pariy, therefore,
is only . The ists are carrying on a militant
wg favor of it. The Trade Union Educational League,
o>

had success in the amalgamation movement, has added
&Iﬁ a Labor Party to its program. v
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