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The Significance of the Elections
Three Stages of Our Labor Party Policy

By Wm. Z. Foster

IN the months preceding the election, as the LaFol-
lette movement was taking shape and volume, the
leaders in it made the most extravagant prophesies

relative to its prospects in the struggle against the
two old parties. Many of these declared that LaFol-
lette would certainly be elected. Others expected he
would carry the entire West. Even the least optimis-
tic believed he would win enough states to throw the
presidential election into Congress. The country was
psychologized with the idea that LaFollette would
make a great sweep, even the representatives of big
capital conceding that he was the man that Coolidge
had to beat.

The election results have dispelled these exag-
gerated hopes and fears. Although 5,000,000 ballots
cast amount to a large vote, the outcome in reality
constitutes a serious defeat for the LaFollette move-
ment in view of the previous overestimates of its
strength. The election shows again the tremendous
power of the capitalist dictatorship, which by its skill-
ful playing up of the "red" scare, and by its ruthless
use of economic terrorism, literally forced millions to
vote for the representative of big capital, Coolidge.
The Progressive Movement, and with it the labor un-
ions that took part, have suffered a major political
defeat.

The spectacular appearance of the Progressive
Movement in its independent role and the consequent
absorption by it of the farmer-labor party movement
make it necessary for the Workers Party to reconsider
its labor party policy. The question raised is whether
our Party shall continue to carry on a militant cam-
paign under the slogan of "For a Mass Farmer-Labor
Party." The Central Executive Committee, in a state-
ment published in the Daily Worker on Nov. 7, an-
swers this question in the negative. It declares that
it "completely eliminates the immediate possibility of
the growth of a mass farmer-labor party of indus-

trial workers and poor farmers, distinct from the
Workers Party. A general agitation' campaign by the
Workers Party under the slogan of 'For a Mass Farm-
er-Labor Party,' would not be profitable or successful.
Our chief task in the immediate future is not the
building of such a farmer-labor party but the streng-
thening and developing of the Workers Party itself as
the practical leader of the masses and as the only par-
ty that represents the working class interests and
knows how to fight for them."

This constitutes a reversal of the previous policy,
and in order for us to understand its causes and im-
plications, it will be well to examine our labor party
policy to date in its three political stages: (1) the
entrance of the Workers Party into the movement for
a labor party; (2) the withdrawal of the Workers
Party from the labor party as a definite organization;
(3) the discarding of the labor party slogan.

Adoption of Labor Party Policy

When in 1922 the Workers Party declared in
favor of participating in the effort to build a labor
party, we were confronted with a developing move-
ment of the working masses for political expression
independent of the two old parties. Under the pressure
of the "open shop" drive and the complete and con-
stant betrayal of their interests by the Bepublican and
Democratic parties, which the masses had supported
under the old Gompers policy of rewarding friends
and punishing enemies, great numbers of organized
workers were awakening to the need for some kind
of a labor party. For four years the number of state
and local federations of labor on record for such a
party was rapidly increasing. The growth of the
Farmer-Labor Party of the United States and the
Conference for Progressive Political Action were but
two manifestations of the general movement in favor
of independent political action by the workers. The
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oppressed masses were seeking a political instrument
to use in their own behalf.

This movement of the workers for a political or-
ganization of their own offered great advantages to
the Workers Party. The duty of Communists and the
general principle by which a Communist mass Party
must be built is the participation in the daily strug-
gles of the workers against the capitalist class. The
growing labor party movement offered us an excellent
means of reaching the masses with our propaganda
and of furnishing them with practical leadership in
this, their first important step towards definite polit-
ical organization.

Some elements in our Party looked askance at
the proposition of working for the formation of a labor
party, but the advantages were so patent that their
opposition was broken down and the Party launched
into the campaign. This campaign was waged with
vigor. It was not long until the Communists became
the acknowledged leaders of the labor party move-
ment everywhere. Every place that sufficient con-
sciousness developed amongst the workers and poor
farmers for a political organization of their own, our
hand was in evidence. The consequence was that our
Party derived the most substantial advantages. The
Workers Party became a definite and recognized factor

in the labor movement. Its gain in experience, pres-
tige, and influence was invaluable.

Withdrawal from Farmer-Labor Party

The first stage of the W. P. labor party policy,
that is active participation in the struggle to build a
farmer-labor party, came to an end with the devel-
opment of the LaFollette movement as distinct from
the two old parties. This was caused thru the
swallowing up of the Farmer-Labor Party generally
by the LaFollette movement. The first active manifes-
tations of this took place at the St. Paul convention
of the Farmer-Labor Party on June 17 of this year.
The growth of sentiment for LaFollette to take the
field and the likelihood of his doing so upon an inde-
pendent ticket tended sharply to cut to pieces the
June 17 convention. LaFollette completed the job by
his denunciation of that gathering. He succeeded in
driving out of it most of the mass elements and at-
tracting them to the July 4 conference of the C. P. P.
A., where they were quickly absorbed into the general
LaFollette movement. The National .Farmer-Labor
Party, born at the June 17 convention, was the merest
shell of an organization.

This situation made necessary a rapid change of
policy by the Workers Party. The only basis upon
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which our Party can afford to participate in a farmer-
labor party is if this party puts us in contact with
great masses of workers to whom we can propagate
our Communist program effectively. This the National
Farmer-Labor Party emphatically did not do. It was
composed only of the Workers Party and more or less
vague numbers of sympathizers. The masses had gone
to LaFollette. Under these circumstances for the
Workers Party to support McDonald and Bouck, the
candidates of the National Farmer-Labor Party, would
have been a serious error. It would have meant the
Workers Party doing almost all the work of the cam-
paign and getting none of the credit for it. It would
have amounted to what was practically only the Com-
munist movement making the fight on behalf of non-
Communist candidates and slogans.

Confronted by this condition, the Central Ex-
ecutive Committee, after extended debates, unhesitat-
ingly cut loose from the National Farmer-Labor Party
and placed its own presidential candidates in the field.
In substance, the farmer-labor party movement in its
organized form had become useless to the Workers
Party as an organizing and propaganda instrument,
so it had to be dropped. The experience of our Party
in the campaign showed this policy to be a wise one.
As it was, the Workers Party was able to place a clear-
cut Communist program before great masses of work-
ers for the first time. Invaluable political experience
was gained in many directions. The casting off of
the dead body of the Farmer-Labor Party, killed by the
LaFollette movement, was absolutely essential to the
life of the Workers Party.

Discarding Farmer-Labor Party Slogan

The Workers Party is now entering upon the
third stage of its policy regarding the farmer-labor
party movement. This consists in going one step fur-
ther than dropping the farmer-labor party as an or-
ganization and also dropping it as a slogan. This
is necessary because the farmer-labor movement, due
to its absorption by the LaFollette movement, is no
longer a living factor in the workers' struggle, at least
for the time being. The farmer-labor party movement
has been destroyed root and branch by the LaFollette
movement.

In order to understand this it is profitable to
glance a moment at the evolution of the modern labor
party movement in the United States. It is not neces-
sary to examine here labor party movements that took
place in the early days of trade unionism. The one
that is important to us began to take shape about 1918.
It consisted almost altogether of trade unions, various
city and state bodies voting to go into politics as or-
ganizations. Thus it was almost entirely proletarian
in character—a real labor party movement. In 1920
this movement, finding its principal center in the
Labor Party of the United States, headed by John
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Fitzpatrick, held a convention and broadened its social
base by setting up an alliance with the more con-
scious elements among the farmers. It became, con-
sequently, the Farmer-Labor Party of the United
States. Thenceforth, all over the country, wherever
the workers went into politics in masses their organ-
izations took the form of alliances with the farmers.
They established farmer-labor parties.

Now this evolution has proceeded a step further.
The farmer-labor elements have joined forces with the
petty bourgeoisie generally and have merged into the
Progressive Movement under the leadership of LaFol-
lette. At the 1920 convention which founded the
Farmer-Labor Party of the United States various sec-
tions of the petty bourgeoisie, organized in the Com-
mittee of 48, were present and tried to establish an
alliance with the workers and farmers. But in this
they failed, although even in that convention they
proposed LaFollette as the candidate for president.
Parley Parker Christensen wras nominated. It was
not until the July 4, 1924 conference of the C. P. P.
A., which endorsed LaFollette, that the farmer-labor
elements and their organizations were definitely and
nationally amalgamated with the petty bourgeois ele-
ments into the Progressive Movement. In thus ex-
tending their base to include the petty bourgeoisie
generally the conservative workers in this country
are simply doing what has been done in Europe. The
difference is that, whereas in most of the European
countries the workers have first built up proletarian,
or near-proletarian organizations, and then entered
into alliances with petty bourgeois organizations, here
in this country they are attempting, in the LaFollette
movement, to build this alliance with the petty bourge-
oisie from the ground up in the one organization.

So long as the mass political movement of the
workers remained in the labor party stage, that is
merely the labor unions in politics, it offered an ex-
cellent field of propaganda for Communism. But when
it reaches the stage of a farmer-labor party, the Com-
munists had to wage a war against petty bourgeois
influence by demanding the limitation of the organi-
zation simply to industrial workers and poor farmers.
And finally, as it has now passed from the farmer-labor
stage into that of the Progressive Movement, the center
of gravity is shifted to the petty bourgeois elements.
The organization loses its proletarian character ,and
adaptability to proletarian ends. The Communists
are forced to withdraw. The Workers Party could
not follow the farmer-labor movement into the trap
of the petty bourgeoisie.

Now we come to the crux of the situation. This
alliance of the labor officialdom with the petty bourge-
oisie, supported by the workers, is an established fact.
It is true that the Progressive Movement has received
a setback in the elections. This will hinder its devel-
opment. Gompers will run back to the old parties and
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most of the bureaucracy in the unions will do like-
wise. Pessimism will seize upon the "progressives"
who will hesitate to form a third party in this situa-
tion. But the movement, representing as it does the
discontent of the broad masses of petty bourgeoisie
and workers, will live, even though it does not crys-
tallize definitely into .a party immediately. In the
near future insofar as the masses of workers take any
political action at all, it will be in the shape of this
alliance with the petty bourgeoisie.

To break this alliance and to bring the workers
into political action on their own behalf, is one of the
big objectives of the Workers Party. This cannot be
done by the formation or attempted formation of a
mass farmer-labor party. Only a very small percent-
age of the workers, and these the most radical, are
now -prepared to break the alliance with the petty
bourgeoisie. To attempt to form these into a party
would be merely to set up a rival to the Workers Par-
ty. This would be sheer folly. The Workers Party
must absorb these advanced elements directly into its
own rai?ks or, where this cannot be done, to form
united fronts with their organizations upon vital is-
sues of the everyday struggle.

In the era of the developing farmer-labor party
movement, when masses of workers all over the coun-
try were demanding a party of their own and before
this movement was swallowed up by LaFollette's or-
ganizations, the advocacy of the slogan "For a Mass

' Farmer-Labor Party" was practical and beneficial for
the Workers Party. But now, when such a mass
farmer-labor party is out of the realm of possibility
for the near future, the advocacy of the slogan in a
general campaign becomes distinctly detrimental to
the Workers Party. It would sabotage our organ-
ization. In the future, as the Progressive Movement
runs its course, the Workers Party will criticize its
policies from a Communist standpoint. After doing
this, then to tell the workers that what they have to do
is to form a farmer-labor party Would not only be rid-
iculous but would shove the Workers Party into the
background and ruin its interests. In our fight against
LaFollettism we must not only propose to the work-
kers a Communist program but also a Communist
organization.

When the LaFollette movement swallowed up the
farmer-labor party movement in the months preceding
the election it left us with two dead things on our
hands. One of these was a dead organization, the
National Farmer-Labor Party, and the other was a
dead slogan, "For a Mass Farmer-Labor Party." The
Central Executive Committee was quick to see the
necessity of ridding the Workers Party of the dead
organization, and now it has also rid the Party of
the dead slogan. As against the LaFollette movement
we must raise the slogan not of an impossible farmer-
labor party but of the Workers Party. Now, more
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than ever, the Workers Party must throw itself into
all the struggles of the working class, political and
industrial, establishing the widest mass contacts and
leading those struggles into ever-widening fields and
for ever-growing demands. Not a retreat to sectarian-
ism, nor the creation of opportunistic substitutes for
Communism, but immediate and direct participation
of the Workers Party in all phases of the class strag-
gle.
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Anatole France

"THE GREAT ARTIST WHO HAS JUST PASSED
FROM OUR MIDST, THE CLEVER AND GOOD MAN,
WHOSE WORKS WILL IN THE FAR-OFF TIME BE THE
APOLOGISTS OF THE CAPITALIST CULTURE OF THE
19TH CENTURY, CARRIES IN HIS FRAIL AND AGED
ARMS ALL THAT IS BEST IN DEMOCRACY IN ITS CLOS-
ING EPOCH." ' Victor Serge.

A Visit With Sun Yat Sen
By Alfred Wagenknecht

A CCOEDING to the best circles in Shanghai, Dr.
• t X . Sun Yat Sen was dead. International imperial-
ism hugged this rumor to its bosom and hoped for days
for its verification. The foes of imperialism also hoped
and wondered whether a dirty thirty pieces of silver
had at last reached a Judas and robbed them of their
foremost leader.

In Canton, a few weeks later, we were visited one
sunny afernoon by Liao Chung-hai, the Civil Governor
of Kwangtung province. Thus officially the labor re-
presentatives of the Philippine independence move-
ment, and I, were invited to visit Dr. Sun Yat Sen.

The trip to Honan, where the Generalissimo has
his headquarters, for Dr. Sun is the head of the South

To the Philippine representatives, who had for
years been attempting to win their liberation by peace-
fully penetrating the bourgeoisie of the United States
and its parliamentary machine at Washington, this
answer caused surprise. They at once and very force-
fully entered into long explanations, centering around
the impossibility of the Filipinos ever winning their
independence by the methods America used against
England in 1776. Dr. Sun listened and, when argu-
ment had at last been completed, curtly, but with an
indulgent smile, replied: "Every state is predicated
upon force."

The development of people's revolutionary parties
in all the colonies and semi-colonies of the orient,

China army, has. its military aspects. Canton and - their mass composition and discipline, the need for an
Kwangtung was under martial law. The merchants
and compradoras, whom imperialism was feeding with
profits and commissions, had organized successive
strikes against the Sun Yat Sen government. Mer-
chant's Volunteer Corps, true fascist! bands, had been
organized by them, armed by them, drilled by them.

The automobile which awaited us in front of our
hotel was guarded by soldiers. We stepped into the
car, the soldiers mounted the running boards, revolv-
ers were drawn, and amid continuous piercing shrieks
of the auto-horn we raced down the Bund, traffic
scattering to the curbs.

Two miles behind us. We stepped from the
automobile aboard a speed-boat which literally shot
us across the Canton river. Upon the floating wharf
immediately facing the entrance gate of the headquar-
ters of Dr. Sun, we were confronted by the first detach-
ment of his body-guard. The command of "Attention!
Present arms!" was responded to by Governor Liao
with a deep bow and the removal of his hat to the
soldiers. We, each in our own way, attempted similarly
to convey our high regard to a soldiery armed to fight
against the imperialist plunderers who hope to suck
China bone-dry.

A wait of five minutes brought Dr. Sun Yat Sen
from some distant inner recess into the reception room
to which we had been conducted. His walk was firm,
his carriage erect, his eyes clear and friendly. With-
out a word having been spoken he became one of us, a
massenmensch, dangerous if a demagogue but invalua-
ble if a -true leader in a revolutionary mass movement.

A hand-shake all around and we took our places at
the conference table. "What do you think of Philippine
independence, Dr. Sun?" was the question immediately
asked by one of the Filipino representatives. Dr. Sun,
in a brief ten seconds, looked keenly at each of the
five Filipinos present and then answered by asking,
"How large js your army ?"

alliance between such liberation parties so that all
suppressed peoples of the Far East might make com-
mon cause against international imperialism, close
cooperation with revolutionary workers' and peasants'
parties of the Occident, one mighty organization of the
proletariat of the world, all the oppressed in a victor-
ious battle against the oppressors—these constituted
the subjects of conversation for the next hour.

It seemed to me that the old Sun Yat Sen that
Shanghai and Hong Kong knew was dead. But in
his place stands a new Sun Yat Sen, more formidable
and powerful than the old. It is a Sun Yat Sen, so
I surmise, who having discovered the significance of
November 7, having studied the strategy of the Rus-
sian workers, peasants and soldiers in their victory
over the imperialists of the world, now knows how.

It was in this spirit and as a message to the rev-
olutionary masses of America, that I accepted from
him his autographed photograph.

DR. SUN YAT SEN, PRESIDENT OP THE REPUBLIC OF
SOUTH CHINA AND LEADER OF Kuo MIN TANG, PARTY OF
THE REVOLUTIONARY NATIONALISTS OF CHINA, SUR-
ROUNDED BY FILIPINO REPRESENTATIVES, AT THE HEAD-
QUARTERS OF Kuo MIN TANG, CANTON.




