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Sﬂeﬁdﬂs on - the Cleveland Conference

* By ISRAEL AHTER
THE CHAIRMAN
It was called a conference for Progreasive Political Action.” William

H. Mnmmch.m ¢ should have told us what was («u
tohmwmhmﬂjuamm used to beat the bass drum for tl
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g Up jumped
{Oneat of the Socialist Party,

‘of ‘the notorious yellow sheet,
‘New York Call. breathless and

s your speech to

Quite
s Oncal should have been so
irous of having a copy. Johnston

plicd Mr. Oncal
ment will serve as the future guide
for_ the illustrious cditor of the New
B York Call. the vociferous proponent
% of a Labor Party of the toiling mas-
ses: the Labor Party that Oncal and
‘the
doy

" Yellow, oily. smirking. bowi
® the representatives of the big unions.
with the reactionaries and with the
J# Socialbst counter-revolutionaries who

¥ congressm: I
-‘present cditor of ! " onc of the
most reactionary organs of the day.
and joking with Hillquit. champion
of the raid on the Workers Party
[i5 delegates to the Conference!
2f " Borsbastically nominated as per-
, tmanent chairman of the Conference,
a3 the “best wan and most worthy
ta represent the interests of the work-
s €5 for \hich reason | rixe ta place
i nomination the name of William
M. H. Johnston.” The poor bool
Who numinated him was so avercome
with the scriousness of his job, that
“he gave the already seriously handi-
capped  chairman  (mentally and
mordlly) the further hurden of an-
other initial.

35

% Johnston. ireasy. slick

. who had already sold out

in Washington to the “progressive

/% bloc"—sold his soul (if he had any)
and his influence.

William H. Johnston chairman!

THE MACHINE

There is nothing more necessary
¥ Ahpp 3 machinc. It is the most de-

yallow Socialists aclped to turn |.

res
1o

X | ignoring the others.

* at ol
refts. Division of the
tor Berger, “so-

only creaked afew times, When somne
delegatey séemed to forget that this
wab a conference for “progres
litical action.” 3

the delegates from the local libor
unions derhanded to be scated and
the secrctary of the Credentials Com=
mittce tried to make the conferencg|
belicve that it did nat understand the!
English language. And when
Hayes. of the Typographical Union,
told Mr. Keatiog. the reporter of the
Credentials” Committee  that  the
<ol

the, call anything It

The machine creaked a little and
on—reporting the next
morning the names of “safe” dele-
were scated. and totally
Otto Branstet-
ter. the londest of the yellow So-
cialists, was a member of the same
| committee and recognized the names
of sevcral militant umionmen. such
as Merrick. of Pittsburgh, and Harri-
«on. of Cleveland. and others. These
would be votes for a Labor Party
Forget it' Their pames were not
even reported!

It creaked again—a loud creak. a
noisy. ominous creak whea the
Workers Party  delegates  asked
about their credentials.

Ominous silence .. The secretary
replied that “no credentials had been
received” He was a Farmer-Labor
man .. the reactionaries and Social-
ists had tricked him He did not
know that the betravers of a Labor
Party had hidden. the Workers Pariy
credential  He did not know that
when the credential of the Young
Workers' League was found it h
the word “held” across the face

Then ‘the vicious attack by Keat-
ing! The machine bellowed! Tt
The epithets flew fast and
thick: “un-American.” “against the

seachine had thinks in hand a

 agal
of the

x |shre of its hand.

flag and constitution,” “disruptive.”

i, there was a flare-up, and then the
qain.

‘But i once

n
evaded. Of course the machine felt
It had canvassed
the delegates at the conference and
knew thuir stand.,So sure were they
that they announdhd in the press the
day before the conference that there
would be NO\labor Party.

But they did ot know how strong
the sentiment for the Labor Pacty
was. They did not know that they
would have such a narrow esca
64 ‘votes ta 521 Had Yhe Workers
Party delegates an Tocal union
delegates been seated the vote would
bave been stll closer. Had these
delegates been admitted, there would
have been a fght in the conference
from the start to the fini h

Bill Dunne would have ripped the
mask off the face of the “leaders™
He would have shows them up. He
and Ruthenberg would have mobil-
ized the many vacillating delegates
and brought the lLabor Party aver
the top!

That is why the Workers Party
delegates  were ated!  The
machine may crack once in a while.
but it is dangerous in these times to
expose it to too many possibilitics
The Rank and File Conference of
the Railroad Unions was in session
in Chicago there was danger
that the Workers Party and local
union delegates would crystallize the
same rank and file sentiment—and
bring the machine ta a standstill

The machine withstood the attack
of the sponsors of the Party.
It creaked—loud. But it remained
intact.

It was » good machine—but only

How  they
told the worky
Labor Party"
be the nucle:

from ethe ful
P

would be prei

© Yes. yes. jop
2%
what they wool
<n’t aronnd!
But Clevelan
matter. There
ers of the

of th

thy
election and
So the Socifl

and betravers

The Socialist
of their react
gates. Again
cemained for
i1 committee.
Party because

ers ot
political actiog!

nemies.

1n 1922, the Socialists of America
‘be | committed

These loud, bdastinj

sound the call.for the Labor Party.

Party came on the carpet.

jabor || “* Audtria,
laird, * Bulgaris.

where theyl ’.
s and ¥

triyed them ipto the

n
hands of

ther of their betrayals.
g defenders of the

working class! ' These valiant cham-
pions of a Labor Pas
boasted of itl+ They

riyl

that the “Ametican
o New Yark would

s
T achery of the
their parties, At last

we would begin the action that Brit-
ish workers had s

rted more than

m;
ould fight | $

Their hest men
sent in Cleveland to.

t like the Second and
lists! Bragging of
1d do while the eocmy

nd was quite another
stood the stalid lead-

Hailroad  Brotherhoods,
enemies of a Labor Party. And some
farmers, who had “tried out™
rding”

policy at the last

fdund it eflective

lists went in with the

| mang—of the leaders! Johnston 1o
illgsit—the whole array of fakers

of the working class!
ts early gave evidgnce
nary, sentiment in wot-

onary,
ing not to seat the local union dele.

when Workers
But it
James Oneal to votc
against the Labor
“the American work-
t ripe for independens

of_the future Labor | Am:
arty alone would | &1
save the American working ch

have sold" pat the Revolution;
y have dold out the Labor Party,
and Hendersons of the working
¢lass movement. *
These the apostles of the great be-
trayal!

.
THE LOST FIGHT

It was a valiant group—the Far-
mer-Labarites, the delegates of the
gamated Clothing Workers, the.
nesota State Federation of Labor
and scattering delegates. ‘1t was an
honest group of men who knew
what they wapted—but did not
know how to get it.

Fitzpatrick. Nockels, Brown

"
Party and determined to make the
Bght of the conference on that issuc.

When the local upion delegates
were ot 10 be seated Hayes made a
little ight. But the groop was sileat.

When the Workers Party dele-
gates were refused admittance, Cra-
mer made a fine speech. But the
group was silent.

When the committee did not re-
port out the resolutions. the group
awoke. It was a spasmodic fight.
with no fire and vigor.
was waiting for the discussion on
| the Labor Party.
| That was how it lost the fight.

It was clear to everybody-—cven
the machine—that the reason the
rejected delegates were not seated
was that there was danger (1o the
machine) of a Labor Party being
formed and the Gompers “non-par-
tisan™ policy being thrown into the
discard

Heace  good strategy demunded
that the Farmer-Laborites Aght for

the seating of cvery militant. The

these Sel masns, Noskes,, Tura-|would «f !
They [failed 1o apply in this ‘con-

that

ference | dominated by labor , and

learned in their

chine whth a more powerful macBine.

1€ thi group

section ‘of the working class, which
sought admittance to the conference
and was refused—the Communists of
the Workers Party.

THE TRAITOR

s
Even” the militants have their, party

traitors.
re was Levi in Germany, mem

|

| thelbmand that the comstitutional

Darty ta the end that fally rthey
shoyld take over all power -asd
establishx warkers' republic. i
This he was too cowardly: to do—
Salutsky, who calls timseif a Com:
munjst! 1
Perhaps it 18 good the conference |
did pot seat the Workers Party de-

pofitical fakers the tactics they |have | jgaicq They should have had to sit
truggles against thelyryy 1o Salutsky
bosses: that you can only bedt alma-¢  prowledge him as one of their oW

the traitof, and

ishes 10 win, it Wt reiained in the confereace, a_traitor
fight with and for the most militant . 1o his party and the working elass. -~

_They rejected the Workers Party:
ut Satuisky, yellow-spined Salutsky,
who refused: to kpeak for his party,

This cowacd and trocxade has no
lace in the ranks of resolutionary
America
IN PROSPECT
he conference produced no Labor
But the Labior Party is in the
process of creation. The working
class of America. the rank and file

ber/ of the Exccutive Committee of of fhe organized workers demand a
the €ommunist Party of Germany.| Labor Party.

who criticized the Farty when the

workers were in the midst of action. (o accept the treason
was expelled and quickly degsn-' ence for Progressive I'obitical Action,
king thru the Independent ' Iy refuses to be party to the betrayal

He
crated.

The Farmer-Labor Farty refuses
this Confer-

Socialipts info the United Social De- of the hopes and aims of the workers
mocratic Party—into the Jap of 1~ of America. :

action.
There was Williams of the Triple

The militant workers of the goun-
try stand behind the Farmer-Labof’

Alliance of England. who betrayed | Party and the (hicago Federation of

the striking workers during the tre-| Lahor

mendous strike of 1920 and for that

The Workers Party . will
ork hand in hand with these fight-

was expelled from the Commumbt!ing workers for the formation of a

Party of Great Britai

And there is Salutsky. member of | the

Labor Farty—this the first-step in
political  enlightenment  and

the Central Exccutive Committee of | emancipation of the workers and

the Workers Party of Americal
Hi party was maligned.
accused of one of the most heimos

crimes that workers can be guilty of | Wi [
{ —disruption of the labor. movement|against the capitafists. the reaction?

1g waf|

farmers of the country.

Forward in united front with the
rank and le of organized labor and
the erganized working fafmers,

when the capitalists are engaged in a|arx 1rade union bureaucracy. the

campaign to smash up working class| low Socialists and Mr. Salutsky!
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