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with an indictment of the Natlonal
Executlve Committes, the Militants,
and all those associnted with them,
a5 eommunists” and “insurrec-
tHonlsts"—an term which he uatbered
with all the horror and hatred of
a prosecutor demanding a wverdict
nganst o revolutionist in the dock.
In spite of the unbelievably dull
presentation of his speech, It newer-
theless sought- to bring forward
gome of the politieal differences at
bottom of the fght, and in general
it might be remarked that the rep-
regentatives of the 0ld Goard were
Iegs Inclined tham were their oppo-
ments to rest thelr case on purely
organizational polnts and legalistic
detall. However hulicrously exag-
gerated were Oneal's and  Wald-
man's effortz to label the 8P, lead-
ership “communist”, their speeches
were aimed at emphasizing the fact
that their intransigence wis based
primarily upon differences in prin-
ciple and polley rather than on ob-
geure aquabbles of persons  and
poste, The Ailitants did indeed
make at least one distinctive effort
to emulate the Old Guard in this
respect when the New York Btate
Committes of the Left Wing clrei-
lated 8 statement summarlizing the
fssues in the conflliet  The char-
aeter of the statement, however,
falled to set the tone for thelrs
gpeechios in the eonvention, which
is saving a good deal in criticlsm
of their position, especially when
it is borne in mind that the state-
ment itself was far from mecting
the obviows requirements of the
sltuation,

The high point reached by the
il Guard WIS undoubbedl §
marked by the one-hour speech of
Louils Waldman, Bkillfally con-
structed, polished. effectively though
at times too melodramatically de-
liversd, agegressive through and
throungh, it was designed to rally
every avallable delegate around the
banner of the Right wing for the
purpose of geiting the best possible
gendd-off for bis new party. His
castigation of the Militants reeked
of the reactlonary soeial  demo-
ernt's hateed of everything pro-
gressive and revolutlonary o the
labor movement. Nor did he remain
gllent about the principal ally of
the Milltants—Hoean and his Wis-
conzin  delegation — although his
boldness here was hased primarily
upon the fact that, after a mesting
with the Hoan delegation, it had
become clear that 1t woeuld not sap-
port the demands of the Old Guard.
To the Militanets' criticism of his
firtptions  with LaGuardian and
Hoosevell, Wialdman thercfone
challengingly rveplied with what
Norman Thomas coalled & “fo
quoque”—that is, “so are yon,"
You condemn Waldman, he said,
but yom praise Hoan for dolog no
Iess In Wisconsin with ihe LaFol-
lettes than Waldman is supposed
to have done in New York with
LaGuardin. Why the discriming.
tion between Hoan and Waldman?
Hecouse you have Hoan's wobel—
This rather provocative comparison,
which aroused conslderable inter
est, and not only among the Dress,
did not sueessd In drawing elabo-
rate replies from the Militants who
took the floor subsequently.

In the morning session following
the midolght meesting which waa
taken up mainly by the speech of
Waldman and Thomas' reply, a
number of hbrlefer presentations
were made by spokesmen of the
contending factions, For the moat
part they followed the lead glven
by the two principal speakers, al-
though some of the rank and fle
Milltants, like Jobn Fisher of IlH-
nols, distinguished themselves by
iz truly aggressive and oneom-
promising demand they made for
a clean break with the Old Goard,
not merely organizationally  but
above all politically. However, 1t
had become clear at this polnt that
virtually every delegate had al-
ready declded his course, and that
the vote was predetermined.

Old Guard Overwhelmed

Four proposals were before the
conventlon on the New York con-
test. The first proposal, made by
Oneal for the Old Guard, to seat
fta MNew York delegation g a
whole, was voted down oo @&
welighted ballot: 4,397 in favor and
0,822 against, with some 1,200 not
voting, ‘These 4307 thus repre-
gented the maximuom outelght sup-
port which the Old Guard counid
count on In the convention,

The Reading delegation proposed
a compromise motlon to seat 22
members of each of the New York
contegtants. Obviously deslgned to
take a “neutral” position in the
dispute and to continue the exis-
tence slde by side in one party of
the Right and Left wings, this met
with acorofnl rajection by the con-
glgtent elements of both aldes. The
motion lost by & vote of 3,537 in
favor and 11,087 againsi

In the name of the Wisconsin
delegation, Mayor Hoan proposed &
second compromise in & motlon to
seat 32 of the “Thomas delegation"
and 12 of the Old Guard delega-
tlon, on condition thht all dele-
gates peated should agree to abide
by conventlon declelons and to mee-
cgnize the reorganized Biate or-
ganization. Repeated demands from
the  floor addressed to the Right
wing for the purpose of obtaining
& categorlical Tea or No with* re-

gpect to the conditions, failed of

guccesz. The Right wing wasg—and
properly so—adamant in its demand
for all or nothing. The Hoan mo-
tion was thereupon defeated by a
vote of 4303 in favor and 10,201
agalnst, with some scatiering ab-
stentions. It was the last effort to
arrange for the peaceful cohabita-
tion of the confiicting corrents
And the defeat of even 8o “eoncil-
intory” a proposal is sufficient evl-
denee of the depth of the division
which the uimost in parllamentary
maneuvering was unable to bridge.

The defent of the Hoan motlon,
however, gave the Wisconsin dele-
gation the basla for It final vote
“We have dong onr all; nothing
remains but o sent the Milltanta”
—thia was the gpirit in which they
easl thelr final ballot on the mo-
tieon of the Credentials Commitbes
to seat the Militant delegation as
a whole. The frenzied cheers of
the convention when Wisconsin's
favorable vote was cast on the mo-
tion was elogoent of the thorough-
Iy ambiguous position which the
Hosn delegniion had taken through-

!out the fight in the last two years

The motion of the Credentials Com-
mittee was carried by a voie of
g4 In favor and 4800 against,
with o few abstentlons,

It had been expected by many
that this woete would be the signal
for & walkout on the part of the
pntire Ttght wing. The Right wing
had, however, decided upon another
strategy, Waldman's defeated group
withdrew, and proceeded forthwith
to set up "The Boclal Democratic
Federation' and to lzsue stalements
to the press denounclng the M-
tonts and mll their worke The
politically allied delegations from
nther states, on the other hand, re
mained in the Convention—ihough
thenceforih playing a comparative-
I¥ minor role—apparently aiming
to carry throogh the split in a morea
Iefsurely manncer at home, hoping
therehy to achleve the maximom of
disruption in the Sociallst Parly
[EFMET,

Meanwhile, the Convention pro-
ceeded to complete its orgamization,
The Committees were elected with
soplid  Militant majorities, and

Statement of Minnesota S. P. on
Farmer Labor Party Question

{Continued from Page 1)

cver glven a mayoralty candidate,
on the express promize not to use
the poeliee in indusirial Jdispotes
Despite the treachery of Latimer,
the Farmer-Labor parly has re-
fused Lo expel this man from its
ranks or even to discipline kim in
any MmMANnEer. .

The state Farmer-Labor-machine
has continued to make unprincipled
blors with eorcupt bourgesis poli-
ticlans against the will and inter-
cate of the rank and file. It has
stifled democracy within the party.
Tt has &t all times sopported the
most corrupt and reactionary sec-
tion of the trade union movement
agninst progressive trade uoionists

A national Farmer-Labor poarty,
even If it arose under the hest pos-
gible variant-—that is, based on the
peonomic organizations of the work-
ers and farmers, as in Minnesola—
could look and act no differcntly
than does the Minnesota Parmer-
Labor party, Our experlence with
the Farmer-Labor party in Minne.
gota, makes us certain that 1t is
not the duty of the Soclalist Party
of America to throw it efforts be-
hind @& national Farmer-Labor
party. Today and in {he near fu-
ture great sectiona of workers aAre
nwakening to political eonscious-
ness.  To channelize the masses
inte a reformist party is a crime
against the working class amd the
armera of America. Nowhere has
it been shown that American work-
ers muost go through the school of
a reformist party. Suach & step
would be a backward one. It would
retard for many years the develope
ment of a revelotionary soclalist
movement.

Drawing the lessons from our ox-
perience  with the Farmer-Labor
party in Mioncsota, we say cale
gorically that 1t {s the immedlate
duty of the Socinlist Party of Amer-
ica to build its own revolutionary

Hoopes of Pennsyvlvania was fitting- (7

I¥ rewarded by being selected as
Chalrman  of Monday's sessions
These were deveted for the most
part to the nomination of Thomas
ag Presidential candidate, of Nel-
ann (of Wisconsin) as Viee-Presi-
dentinl enndidate, and to the vari-
ons specches and- demonstrations in
econnection with the nominating, ac-
coptance, ete.  Since a considerable
part of Tuesday's sesslons  (the
Convention  adjourning Tuesday
night) were glven over to the elec-
fionz to the Natlonal Committes
diseussion and action on the Flat-
form, Committes reports, and varl-
oug politieal resolotions, had to be
sandwiched in here and there as
the oecaslon permitted. The re-
silts were confusing on the surface,
but nevertheless of the uwtmost sig-
nifAeanss in the tendencies which,
explicltly or implicitly, emerged.

Organization Questions

T & confuged and distorted, but
very teal, way, the Conventlon was
faclng some of the problems in.
volved im the step to the left
marked by the rejection of the New
York Old Guard. For example, the
report of the Organlzation and
Campalgn Committee contalned @
provision “That a Western Btates
Oreandzation Committee be set up
having as its chairmain A member
of the M.E.C." This mel &t onoe
with a bitter and slashing attack
from the Right. Graham of Mon-
tana and the demagogic McEay of
Washington led & reactioDary on-
glaught against “dictation” and
“the meddling of college boys from
New York HBoth were frank in
stating that they would not abide
by any such arrangement, that
guch a Qommittee would not be rec-
ognized o their states. McEay
regebed & climax in his demand:
“You leave us alone and we will
leave you alone”  The proposal
wag then watered down to provide
for a committes elected by the wes-
tern states, rather than appointed
by the NELC.; and was passed over
the continuing opposition of the
Right.

Trade Union Policy

The same result followed the
presentation of the report oD
“Trade Union Policy,” Bection (7)
of thls report provided: “The Na-
tional Executive Committee i3 in-
structed by this convention to set
up & permanent National Labor
Committer. Each local organiza-
tlom ghall elect a Local Labor Com-
mittes whose duty it wlll be to
coordinate the action of Soclallsts
within the Trade Unlon in order
to carry out the polley of the
party. . . %' This secHon was as-
galled from the Right; a Wisconsin
delegate moved to strike it out;
Grabam, McEay and others suop-
ported the motion to strike out on
the grounds thet the policy of the
Bectlon meant the bullding of Com-
munigt “cells” in the unlons, that
It would isolate the Bocialista from
the unions, that the business of the
Soclalists was to follow and not to
try to lead or “interfere with™ the
trade ynloms, that it meant party
“dictatorship”—and In general gave
all the reactionary arguments com-
mon to thelr camp, The defense of

the Committes report showed inter-
pating variations. Fisher of Illinols
spoke sharply from a clear-cut left
position, and made bis remarks an-
ather attack direct againgt the Old
Cuard. David Lasser of New York
defended the Committes, but at the
anme time dissociated himself from
any policy of bullding “cells™ o

fattempting to “interfere with” the

mass organizations. A compromise
was proposed to change “shall” to
“may" in the Section of the report
under discuzsion. Paunl Porter spoke
for the compromise, and emphasiz-
ing how thoroughly he was agalnst
any “dictatorship from the top.”
Through fits Chalrman, Muorray
(sross of New York, the Committes
accepted  the compromise; Gross,
however, expressing his personal
disapproval of the change. Bal
Glenn Trimble of California, =&
memhber of the Committes, rejected
the compromise from the left, and
forced a vote. The compromise
carried. The motion to strike out
ihe entire section was lost—with
the Wisronsin delegating  voting
with one or two exceptions to strike
out; and the sgectlon as amended
wng adopbed.

The peculiar status of the Wis-
eongin delegation was agaln brought

&

Marzist political party, the only
party that can truly represent the
American workers and farmers,
and cope with modern  industrial
conditiong.  Oune experience In Min-
nesoln proves that for Soclalists to
nasist In building a Farmer-Labor
party only weakens the Soclallst
Party and misleads and econfuses
the workers who are seeking the
way out of their misery and op-
pression.

However, shonld a national
Farmer-Labor or labor party arisc
in America, the revolotlonary So-
clalists must find the path to work
with such & party in order to show
it supporters the only road that
will lead to the satisfaction of their
nocds, to their emancipation—the
organization of s revolotlonary So-
clalist Party, the overthfow of caps-
italist dictatorship, the smashing
of the capitallst state machinery,
the expropriation of the expropria-
tors, the cstablishment of a work-
ing class democracy and of a social-
igt economy.

At all times the revolulionary
Socialist Party must hold intact its
ranks, must not dissolve its organ-
ization, but must turn §ts energles
to the bullding and strengthening
of its own organization. It must
patlently explain to the masses the
fallpcies of & labor parly in the
period  of  capitalist deeay, A
Parmer-Labor  party cannot  stop
fasetam. Ii ean only pave the wWay
for fasclsm by lulling the workers
tp  slesp—as  was  so  (ragleally
shown by the fallores of the social-
democratie parties in Germany and
Austriz. MNor can reformist parties
prevent the outbreak of imperialist
war, ‘This was proven in 1014,
when beirayals of these pariles
drowned the workers of Euarope in
a =ea of hloeosd.

Today it is only a revolutionary
Bocialist Party, working closely

with sister parties in all countries,

that can yeld together and edoeate

the working class, galn the alle-
ginnee of the farmers, lead the on-

slanght against Ananee capitalizm,

overthrow the capitalist state, -
tahlizh the rule of the proletariat
apd lead America and the rest of
the world te the establishment of
a world soclalist economy.

We therefore conclude that the
Boclalist Party cannol be the in-
stroment that initlates or bullds
the Farmer.-Labor party. We must
be prepared to face the develop-
ment of this reformist Farmer-La-
bor party as o force locally and
natlonally in a practical manner.
The Soclalist Party must always
be -in the posltion of analyzing the
Faurmer-Labhor party in ifts  truoe
light, educating the workers to ita
inevitable reformist results, its
dangers, and to the fact that only
the achlevement of Socializm
through the leadership of a disei-
plined, revolutionary Socialist Party
can  permancently solve the prob-
lems of the working class

We propose the adoption of this
statement as the poliecy of the
Bocinlist Party on the Farmér-

Labor Party question, We further
propose that this policy immedinte-

Iv he put inte action natienally.
Himew it is impossible to set a blue
print for procedore in local in-
gtances that merit diferent tactics
hecanse of difference in conditions,
we should resolve that no local Bee-
tion of the Boclalist Party shall be
permitbed to negotlate, endorse, or
permit amy of its membership to
enter Into  relationship with &
Farmer-Labor FParty without first
consnlting with the MNatiomal Ex-
eoutive Committee for permission.
In making decisions on all such
cages, the ME.C. shall aet in ac-
cordance with the poliey as hereln
alabad.

out during the norminations to the
N.FE.C. Hoan, In aceepting nomi-
nation, stated that he did so oon-
ditlonally, sinee, as he put it, his
very conslderable duties in hig own
gtote might foree him to withdraw
later on.  His  elestion, however,
followed in due course.

Conflict on the Platform

It was the dizcusston and action
on the sampaign Platform which
brought gut most fully the condlict-
ing ecurrents present  within  the
Convention, It had been rumored
that foor platforms were undeér con-
sideration: one prepared by Harry
W, Laldler, one by Gus Tyler, one
by Herbert Zam, and a foorth
which had been puoblished in the
June issue of the Soclallst Appeal.
The Platform Committes, controlled
by the Mew York Milltants, first
reported oot what was said to e
essentially the Laldler platform: a
document throughout of etandard-
ized soclal-democratic  reformism,
with scarcely a breath of revolu-
tionary content. ‘Thers wa3 no
phrase in it which could not have
been whole-heartedly accepted by
the Old Guard. When it reached
the flear, it becaime at once appar-

Belgian People’s Front
Mirrors France’s Future

{Continued from Fage 1)

the Belgian Natiopal TUnion and
the Freoch People’s Froot s that
the Stalinists are excloded from it
—aa wet. ‘The Belglan Communist
Party has been so Inslgnificant &
force that hitherieo there bas been
ne gecaslon to take fts participation
or approval serlously. That is why
Repard bitogly refera to the Calh-
allea and Liberals in Belglom as
“remctionary parties”  These par-
ties of the Belgian Center are of
course in no way to be distio-
gulshed from the French Radicals,
excapt In this: that the Belgian
Soclallsts have long puarsued the
policy of pacticipating with them
in coalltion govermments, even with
Socialist premiers, a pollcy only
recently acercdited in France.

The Belginn Labor Party lost
aupport not because the leadership
refused to add the Stalinists to
the present coalitlon. This would
have simply meint adding a oy
gorclal-patriotic (and inexperienced)
competitive organization to a very
old and golng concern.
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The developments in Belgiom ane
the consequences of the course puar-
sued by the P.O.B. in the sphere of
"People’s Front” policies and the
actual experience that the Belgian
magses have already had with the
governments  established through
the coalition of the Soclallsts, the
Catholics and the Liberals. The
Belglan workers have already had
their Sociallst premiler, true, his
name is not Blum but Vandervelde.

Belgiom the Mlrror for France

The experlence of these conlition
governments was mirrored In Aus-
trim, where Soclalists entered into
coalition governments with Clerl-
cals, and pursued the self-eame
gocial-patriotie, sirikebreaking and
capltnlating policies. [t i disgost
and disilluslon with such policies
that underlies the losses of Van-
dervelde and Co.

It ought to be noted that Bel-
gluom 18 in a somewhat advanced
stage as regards ite economic de-
velopments as well. In Belglum
the devalpation of the currency
which 1s pending in France has al-
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ent that the left wing dJdelegates
were prepared to opén up a fAgbt-
ing attack on it all down the line,
Jack Altman of New TYork there-
npon stepped  forward and moved
to have the platform referred back
to the Commitbes; and this action
was taken.

On Tuesdey the Platform made
it appeargnes in 4 somewhat rnodi-
fied form, with certain sections de-
lebed, nnd in o few cases sentences
from the Appeal Platform—a docd-
ment of militant class strogele,
thoroughly imbued with wvigorous
revolntionary splrit—substiteted for
phrases from the orlginal. In sub-
stance, however, the Commitlea
Platform was not aliered, remain-
ing a consistently reformist state-
ment—a fact attested by the sup-
port It recelved from the Right
wing delegations. Laldler, for the
Committes, read the Platform para-
graph by paragraph, stopping at

though mot in its original) called
for a society in which “the indos-
tries of the country shall be soclal-
Iy owned. . . ." The Right wing
proposed o change *soclally” to
“pablicle.”  Laidler accepted the
proposal;  King, of Michigan, a
member of the Commities, objected ;
anil, on a vote, King was upheld.

The Rﬂud to Power

Left wing delegates from Arkan-
#a8 and Minnesota, moved certain
ghiort buot important changes in
sentences  dealing  with  the war
question. The most important test,
however, came on the motion of
Whitten of Arkansas to substitute
the paragraphs in the Appeal Flat-
form on “The Road to Socialism™
for the watery, reformist statement
glven In paragraph eleven of the
Committee Platform. The issue at
this point was 'I'.‘ELHI.'E'!'_F clear: it
wig in effect on the altogelher de-
cizive question of the road to power
anid the mnature of the Workers'
Btate; with the Committes Plat-
form giving the reformist answer,
and the Appeal Platform the revo-
|ationury answer. Delegate Whit-
ten presented his case well, and
was applanded with fuoll enthosi-
asm by the rapk and fle delegntos
of the Left. David Lasser at one
point interrupted to engoire sar-
castically  whether Whitten was
proposing an amendment or an en-
tirely mpew Platform—a  justified
question, which served to polot the
issge even more clearly.

The division was by a rising vote.
Remarkably  enough, MWhitten's
amendment lost only by a vote of
42 In faver, T2 agaimst (with a
numbser of abstentions). His sup-
port came chiefly from the delega-
tiome of Tllinois, Minnesola, Indiana,
Colorado, California, with seat-
tered wvoles elsewhere, There was
particolar interest In the XNew York
vote, which beld a balanes of power
on the question. Only two dele-
Entes from New York were seen to
rige in favor of Whittens motion.
Wisconsin, Pennsylvania, and the
Light wing delegations thus had
their way with the Platform.

War Plank Disputed

Approximately the same division
oseenrred on the motion of Delegate
Parshall to sirike out the pacifist
paragtaph of the division on imnwe-
diate demands dealing with “Mi1-
tarism and War,” and to sobstitute
the simple double slogan of the
Appeal Platform ("Not a penny,
not a4 man, to the military alms of
the government; unconditional op-
position to any war engaged in by
the American government.”™) Here,
amusingly enough, after voting
Parshall down, the Convention
moved to add the Appeal statement,

The motion of Ernest Erber of
Niinsis to amend the final para-
graph by sabstituting the corres-
ponding paragrephs of the Appeal
platform — unfortunately - defended
wenkly by Erher because of the
shortnesa of time allotted to him—
wid, voled down by a walee wvote.
A number of additlonal paragraphs

the end of each to ask for objes-|on  “'Boclalized Medicine,” *“The
tiome: when there were none, the | Commonwealth Plan,” ete, were
paragraph was adopted; i there | thrown jnlo the pot. “When the

were objections, the paragraph was
debated.

An interesting division occurred
on the wvery flest paragraph: The
Platform (im {8 revised form,

rendy taken place. The masses of
the workers and of the peity bonr-
geolshe have already felt the effects
aof devaluation, and have added this
to their alrendy exlensive experi-
cnee with & “Natlonal Tnion™ (or
n Peaples Front) pgovermment
which can put through only the
policy of Anance capital. ‘This has
provided an added impolse to drive
the middle classes into the arms of
elerlen]l Faseiam,

Stalinists Gain Despite Themoelves

Az for the Communist gatns,
these were seored not becaonse of
ihie policies they porsue but de.
spite them. The Belglan workers,
moving to the left, sensing and
seeking a revolutlonary solotion to
thie erigls, turn towards the OP,
In precisely the same way that the
German workers swung away from
the soclal democracy towards the
CLE. up to the very day that Eitler
assumed power.

What we dhserve in Belgium to-
day, wag observed in its time in
Austrin and in Germany. The in-
itial stages of the same process are
alec obszervable In  France. Im
France, we bave the self-zsame dis-
integratlon of the parties of the
Center  (the Radicals), and the
growth of the right and the left
wings. Onee France will have had
its experience with the govern-
ments in which Socialiste particl-
pate, and which Communists sup-
port, or alse participate in . . .
then the French Fasclsts will Hke-
wiae begln scoring their spectacn-
lar galng In this latter respect
Belgium today mirrors the fotone
of the French People's Front.

Criticlsm Boomerang for D. W.

The Daily Worker, In the person
of Repard condemns the Belglan
Aoclalists for Jolning a government
“on a program of salvaging capl-
tallst profitsa.”” This Is ABOQ for
every revolutionist. But in the case
of Repard, this is not revolution-
ary criticlem bot Btalinist hypoe-

Platform was then adopted as a
whale, a considerable group of left-
wing delegates rose to thelr fest
demanding that thelr names be in-
serted in the records as opposed,
Two more vigorous siruggles re-

milned for the crowded closing
minutes of the final session : on the
Farmer-Léabor Party resolution and
ithe United Front. In between, a
niumber of significant motlons and
resolutions deallng with the Y.P.
8.L., the war question, "armed in-
aurrection,” dhanges o the Consti-
tutionm amd the Declaration of
Principles, were passed without
discussion, and will not be taken
up here, ginee they failed to revesl
clearly the demarcations and ten-
dencies in the Convention itself,

The Farmer-Labor Party

The Committes report on  the
Farmer-Labor Party was sambign-
ous Im the extreme, and of a kind
o provide no reslstance to the
maneuvers of the Stalinists on this
question. It favers a Farmer-La-
bor Party, but declores that one is
not possible in 1936; It states that
Soclalists must work vigorously for
it in the unlons, and spends most
of it space diseossing the form
that & “genuing” Farmer-Labor
Porty should take. It was attacked

sharply both from the right and
from the left. The left opponents
distinguished their  opposition

clearly from that of the Right
pointing out the extremely reaction-
ary character of the opposltion from
the right; and at the sime time
ceiticizing vigorously the confused
and bazically reformist character
of the Committee resolution,

At the same time that it attacked
the Committee resolution, the left
wing took positive actlon when
Pemble of Minnesota, ag a minority
member of the Committes, intro-
duced ag a substituie o shortened
form of the Rezolution on the Prob-
lem of a Farmer-Labor Party
passed at the pre-Convention Con-
ference of the Soclalist Party of
Minnegota (this i3 reprinted elge-
where in this lssue—Ed.). Pemble
defended the uncompromising “revo-
Iutionary perspective of the Minope-
sofa resplution,. The Minnesota
resolution was lost on n volee vote;
and the majority resolution carried

by a vote of 100 in faver, 64
aEainst.

United Front Resolution

The Convention ended with a
gshort bot  bitter debate on  the
United Front resolution, The ma-
Jority report, far from clear In
form, included . clauses providing
for United Fronts with the Com-
munist Party. (At an eaclier sos-
gign o proposal from the CP. for
a united election ticket and a stand-
ing joint committes on united front
actions had been tabled without a
dissenting volee.) A minority res-
olution against any United Front
involving the C.P., introdoced by
the Right wing, was lost 67-89, The
Left wing was anxious to foree the
lasme (it Is significant that on this
iszue alone during the last scssions
did the New York Militants stapd
with the left wingers who had
fought the central questions with
respect to the platform). Darling-
ton ITeopes openly threatened to
split if the question were voted on.
After hasty caucossing, Thomas
took the floor for the Milltants and
proposed to earcy the mattér to a
referendam, o be held after the
November clections, The Conven-
tion thus closed, as it had
on the thin edge of & split, but this
second  time more profound and

far-reaching In its implications

riay. If the Relgians are to be
damned for supporting Belglan
capitalists, why is Blum to be sup-
ported by the French Stalinistg?
For Blum came out openly in his
speech at the Balle Wagram with
the statement that he was aceept-
ing the prémiecship not oo the
basis of & Soclalist program, but
on the basls of & People's Front
program, which, =sald Blum, is &
program of eapitalism. Or is there
perhaps & program  of capltalism
which does not salvage capltalist
profite?

Every criticism that Repard levels
at the Belgian “National Unlon™
applies with equal force to the
People’'s Front; even Repard's crit-
belsm of the Belgians for their
dumping the de Man Plun  This
Flan was proposed by the P.O.B.
leadership in the very first days of
the leftward move of the masses
after the German debacle. It pro-
posed  to  “lmmediately”™ institute
gpcialism by buying out the capi-
talists, nationalizing all key indos-
triea, ete. It served ite purpose of
sidetracking the masses from rev-
olutionary struggle.

Hepard I8 guite outspoken in his
condemnation of the Belgian Plan,
nnd we would like to know when
ha will tell va a little somethiog
about Jouhaux's FPlan, a modest
editlon of de Man's Plan, which
wis likewlse proposed and similar-
ly dumped in France. And, again,
what has happened to the economic
demands of the People's Front
program, and its own “New Deal™?
When are the Laval emegency de-
crees to be abolished? When are
the rich going to be “soaked™?
What about the 2Z-year military
gervice in Franoce?

Oneé  the demagogy of the
People's Froot will have becn bared
to the massed o France by the ac-
tions of the People's Front Gov-
ernment, then 1t will be clearly
scen that the People's Front 18 mot

—

an obstacle but an ald to Faseism;
that it is merely ap extended ver-
sion of the coalition governments
in Austria, Belgium, ete
Growth of Revolutionary Vanguard
A section of the Belglan van-
guard has learned well the lessons
of the experience in Germany and
Ausiria. It is this section—Action
Socialiste Roevolutionalre—that hag
been expelled from the P.OEB, for
having refused to accept dombly
the geli-same policies of eapitula-
tion that brought about the debacle
in Berlin and Vienna, What has
hitherto rendered the working class
impotent in the face of [ts mortal
coemy bas been the absence of an
organized revolutionary vanguard.
The most hopeful sign of the devel-
opments in Helgiuvm lies in  the
steps toward such a vanguard. The
future of Belgivm depends upon
whether the vanguward {8 able o
fuse itself with the rmasses of
workers before the social-patricts
of the Becond and the Third Inter-
nationals have so demoralized the
masses, and have sorrendered such
Impoertant positions as would ene
able the Fascists to launch a gen-
eral offensive, and slide into power,
In atill another countrs.
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