'UPON ONE POLICY WE ARE ALL UNITED
and that is to

Tnsure Yie KJucy Workes fin 1525

MOST complete discussion upon future party policy is possible today

because we have the DAILY WORKER.
reads the DAILY WORKER, yes, and every one that does not because
he cannot read English, will understand this to be an advantage of prime
importance to the theoretical development of our members.

But the DAILY WORKER serves the party in many other ways.
is an all the year around weapon against the foe, it is an educator, it is
a propagandist—and also, it is a hond,
member, city to city, district to distriet.
helps to centralize our party into the effective machine it should be.

We must keep the DAILY WORKER and make it safe for 1925. To
do this we must give our dollars generously today.
win, then the DAILY WORKER must live and prosper,
WORKER, forward to victory, or~nothing.

INSURANCE POLICIES are in the hands of the branches.

priced $10, $5 and $1.
that every member shall buy.
$5 POLICY.

agreement. That is the POLICY to
DAILY WORKER FOR 1925.

The Central Executive Committee has decided
Every member should buy no less than a

And while the party seeths with discussion over our future policy
and tasks, there is one Policy upon which there must be unanimous

CENTRAL EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE,
William Z. Foster, Chairman,
C: E, Ruthenberg, Executive Secretary.

Every party member who

it

a chain, which ties member to
It is the DAILY WORKER that

If we expect to
With the DAILY
it should be easy to choose.
They are

BUY A POLICY to INSURE THE
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By ARNE SWABECK.

T the height of our farmer-labor
maneuvers, we organized the
[llinois labor party. It was made to
order like most of such parties were.
Altho, even at a time when there was
a movement making toward the form-
ation of such party, the Illinois labor
party never succeeded in rallying
great masses of workers despite the
sincere efforts for a unmited front dis-
played by our comrades. Neverthe-
less, it became recorded in our annals

as another “conquest.”

To our party the dangers were great
in this experiment; the advantages
were nil. Farmer-labor parties with-
out mass support do not offer a field
for maneuvering to broaden and deep-
en the struggles of the workers and
|our participation therein tends to
| gerlously obscure the Communist aim
in the class struggle, even from the
view of our own comrades.

The Illinois labor party had to be
extremely carefully nursed for fear
that it would remain still-born. The
provisional committee launched to
form the party invited all labor and
fraternal organizations of the state to
participate. Some 3,000 local organiz-
ations were invited. About 30 local
‘unions responded, of which 25 were
of the United Mine Workers, some
workmen's circle branches and other
fraternal groups. With few excep
tions the delegates who attended the
Peoria convention, at which the party
was formed, and who had also fought
in their locals to put the response
across, were either Workers Party
members or close sympathizers. The
fact that this convention was arrang-
ed simultaneously with, and in the
same city as the convention of the
United Mine Workers, District 12,
helped to bring the delegates there.
And naturally, great care had to be
used to retain these few non-sympa.
thizing elements, in order to maintain
the farmer-labor appearance, which
was destined to rally the masses.

Care became so much more neces-
sary because immediately upon the
issuance of the call for the formation
of the party, it became branded by
the reactionary trade union officials
as another attempt to split the labor
movement and to form another
“pbranch of the Communist Party,”
and one Chicago carpenters’ local
union even withdrew its elected dele-
gates. The situation was delicate.
To really interest the delegdtes—ex-
ceptions as well as party members
and sympathizers—and the unions
which had responded to the necessity
of the labor party it became necessary
to attribute to it the qualities of fight-
ing the battles of the workers and
to make it appear the real leader in
the class struggle, It was a natural
opportunistic outcome of our general
opportunist method of applying the
united front tactics in this movement.

We were faced with a practical
problem, We attempted to form a
state farmer-labor party and the out-
come corresponded with the material
conditions avallable, The program
adopted, althe an improvement over
the many which our party at the time
was manufacturing wholesale, ex-
pressed not only the duml fllu-
|slon of a parliamentary tion

of the workers, but also tlo bility
of the farmerlabor party leading the
struggle for emancipation.

One delegate at the convention
the statement in a committee
that, in considering the program, one
point was overlooked, namely,
that of proposing an amendment to
the United States constitution vuch
would provide for the enactment of
the lawg demanded. Undoubtedly, this
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ILLINOIS EXPERIENCE SUBSTANTIATES
THE MAJORITY POSITION

a farmer-labor party was quite a sim-
ple matter.

Our immediate practical experience
amounted to this. Our® farmer-labor
party united front was at its very
best a parliamentary unity. The Illi-
nois labor party was organized while
the old farmer-labor party (Fitzpatrick
group) was still in existence. There
could be little difference between the
twe as long as the farmer-labor ve-
neer had to be maintained. The rank
and file workers eould discern no dif-
ference, except that the Illinois labor
party had been branded Communist
and we appeared as the splitters of
the labor movement who had to have
our own little labor party the same as
the Fitzpatrick group. The old farm-
er-labor party was discredited. The
Illinois labor party never succeeded
in rallying the masses of workers and
farmers; it not give our party
connection with the wide masses. The

nois labor party alive for the period
of its duration was the Workers
Party; it paid the bills. The sym-
pathetic elements took part because
of the Workers Party and could just
as easily have been rallied for the
struggle directly under our own ban-
ner.

The Illineis labor party seemed to
fit the description of the thing the
minority proposes to rear, the “left
block radical farmer-labor party,” and
vet the short experience was enough
to demonstrate that such party could
never give class political leadership
or fight for the class interests of the
workers, as also being propoesed by
the minority. Such leadership can
be furnished omnly by a centralized,
disciplined party, based upon individ-
ual membership, united ideologically
for a common goal—a Communist
Party. The Illinois labor party likei
all other such parties would have been |
shattered at the first pressure of a
real struggle. It could not even with- |
stand the pressure from the appear-
ance of LaFollette on the stage. It
disappeared. Today it is non-existent,
while the Workers (Communist) Party ‘
lives and grows stronger.

A few days after eur party had de-
cided to enter the presidential elec-
tion campaign under its own banner,
the Cook county branch of the Illi-
nois labor party held a conference. It
registered the fact that LaFollette
had announced his candidacy and
that the national committee of the
national farmer-labor party (organ-
ized at St. Paul, Minn.) had with-
drawn its candidates. Our party mem-
bers, who came there as delegates,
had finally come into their own. No
longer were they compelled to pro-
pose a farmer-labor party solutiou.‘
They could now make a Communist
criticism of the LaFollette movement
and also propose a Communist solu- |
tion—the Communist candidates and
the Communist program. ‘

An appeal for a farmer-labor party
at this juncture would have been a
dead slogan. It remained dead dur-
ing the election campaign in spite of
‘our efforts to revive it. Nothing has
happened since which could revive
it, except that our minority comrades
are set upon it. To the working
masses it is dead. “But,” say the mi-
nority comrades, “the class struggle
continues and will become ever more
intense.”—Surely, and that is just one
more reason why the Workers (Com-
munist) Party should consciously
strive to gain the leadership of the
proletariat in these struggles, direct-
ing them towards a real struggle for

only active section keeping the Illi-

their class-interests.

OPPORTUNISTIC CONCEPTION
OF POLITICAL ACTION

By JOHN WILLIAMSON.
HERE are the minority members
of the C. E. C. leading their
followers with their confused the-
ories? We find an illuminating ex-
ample in the article of Comrade Karl
Reeve, printed in the Dec. 4, issue of
the DAILY WORKER. Let us quote a
few of its gems:

“The C. E. C. majority statement
would lead us to believe that we
must have faith in the Workers
Party only on the industrial field.”
And again:

“For the C. B. C. majority thesis

. « . broaches no effort to win the
leadership of these misguided work-
ers and poor farmers thru the united
front on the political field.” And in
conclusion:

“The majority emphasizes ‘the unit-
ed front from below.’ We must have a
united front to combat child labor
exploitation, ‘the Dawes’ plan,’ for na-
tionalization of mines, etc., we must
have a special C. E. C. sub-committee
to restate the old ways and to fer-
ret out new ways of applying the unit-
ed front. But we must desert the
united front on the political field.”

The most {lluminating thing ahout
Reeve'’s article is his utter misconcep-
tion of political action and what ¢com-
prises political demands. We find
him stating that attempts at forming
the united front on such issues as
“child labor, the Dawes’ plan and the

nationalization of mines” is limiting
ur united front tactics omly to the
industrial field. Anyone with the
slightest conception of Marxism or
the elementary concepts of Commun-
ism knows that the greatest inter-
national political issue facing the
world proletariat today is the attempt
of American capitalism to enslave the
German working class thru the Dawes’
plan.

Need we go further to show the ut-
ter bankruptcy and misunderstanding
of the minority thesis when such par-
ticularly obvious political issues as
those the C. B. C. majority thesis puts
forward as concrete issues upon which
we can form the united front, are
termed “deserting the united front on
the political field”?

The C. E. C. majority thesis states
very definitely that our united front
efforts must be from below and it
does not behoove Comrade Reeve to
sneer at this statement as this is the
basis of the united front as expound-
ed and understood by the Comintern.

This is only another indication of
the idea of the minority that the far-
merlabor party slogan is the only
form of the united front on the poli-
tical fleld. This theory leads directly
o a mere parliamentary conception
of political action, a very opportun-
istic and dangerous tendency, that
wants to limit our conception of po-
litical aetion to a farmer-labor party

or such a slogan.
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UP WITH COMMUNISM!

DOWN WITH

FARMER-LABORISM!

By J. B, WIRKKULA.
EVER since I have been in the
labor movement, which has since
I was old enough to actively
participate in it, have I been con-
fronted with such a contrast as the
esent controversy in our party, or
ommunism vs, farmer-laborism. It
is so ridiculous. I cannot fathom it
in any other way than that in our
party there exists a certain element
which is utterly non-Communist. This
is being demonstrated in the dis-
cussion,

Now, when we onee have the Work-
ers (Communist) Party, even to think
of us advoecating some liberal or any
other party but our revolutionary
to | party, is & step aside from the cor-
rect route—lét alone to actively par-
tk!lm:: in foolish “man

there can exist only two kinds of gov-
ernments and they are: a government
based on proletarian dictatorship or a
capitalist government based direetly
or indirectly on capitalist dictator-
ship. Mid-way governments are out
of date. “Blg biz” is too strong for
them. We can't go back to '76, thus
no midway government can serve the
workers.

Should we, therefore, kid ourselves
and the working class with some other
form of working class rule than the
dictatorship of the proletariat? I say:
No! We must build up the Workers
(Communist) Party to a Communist
mags  party by carrying on wm
front campaigns “from below,” 1. e., to
secure influence and members from
among the actual wage workers and
m farmors and not maneuvers
“from the top” by trying to capture

delegate, with many other wor MM““ n government (a [some political party from hands
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