CresW/ 18 Sonnds the
/{Retreat

' LABOUR PARTY " BUT NOT A * PARTY
OF LABOUR.”

!
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Dllrin'g"the weeit, Mr. F. H. P. Creswell
has addressed himself to the Labour Party’s

1T a

National Council in a letter occupying four
columns of the ‘‘ Rand Daily Mail ”’ (to: saw

: nothmg of the editorial pats on the haek).
There is no doubt that the letter 1s intended
to force the pace of the party in the direction
towards which Creswell. thinks it ought to

- travel. By the welcome given to it in the

s DT

Dady Prbss that direction may be very easily

guessed .at. It is a direction away from a

‘“ party. of Labour? towards a ‘¢ broad-bas-

ed ”’. amorphous party of the lower middle

class, -promising all things to all men, this °

year, next year, sometime, never L.

The great war was fought in vain for Lolo- _

nel Creswell. So far from bringing enlight-

) cracy. This ¥ no great concern of ours or
- of the working class. But it is our business
to acquaint the rank and file of the Lsabour
Party whither they are being led by their
‘“ Daily-Mail *’-blessed - leader.
‘Briefly, the letter may be summarised thus

enment to him it has fossilised him in his
.grandmotherly notions of middle-class demo-

First, a description of the evils of the pre-

sent econamic system, in language reminis-
cent of Creswell’s more eloquent and more
~militant days. He sounds the toesins of re-
> form——toesins undistinguishable from those
- which led ;ten million men to slaughter—all-
~ embiracing words hke Wilson’s—leading to
love, or wrath consuming quite, according as
p]atform and o{hel ﬁupport z may declde
Then follows
political par*tles—-’che Labour Party mcluded
—in which he says that the Labour Party.
““ has failed to fill the bill.” Vvhy has 1t
failed to £ill the bili? Because it is almost as
bad as the S.A. Party, the Unionist Party
and the Nationalist Pariy; whlle these par-
~ties are out to safeguard the *‘ pecuniary
interest of ‘the landowners " ete., the Labour
Party is out to back up the - ¢ pecumary 1n-
terest of the mmmal v.orkerc: ' (\Tot-e words
quote(] ) - B -
In 8o far as Creswell objects to narrowing
a party of Labour to certain se-ctlons of man-
" ‘ual workers he-1s right. But that is not l’%
ot

complamt Indeéd he mentions the non-v

ing black worker. But he does not want t4
. spread out in that voteless direction, other-

~wise we should have seen little of this Cres-
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lanks of the. party of “th‘h we havo had

recent painful experience.’
. Therefore he urges his party to serap 1ts
(umbl ous platform and decide on six or ten
ma nks such as ¢ Land values taxation,’

}?«;? ipal enterprise,” "‘‘ abolition of in-f
dentured labour,’”’ and so on, all very desir-
able if combmed ‘with the sine qua non of
the political dictatorship of the proletariat.

But the means to the end is the acid test,
no less than the end ;’1tself We have had
enough of ‘‘ objectives,’”’ and the high- -sound-
ing slogans of reform. 'How you propoese pro-
ceeding to attain them is the test of your
_sincerity. Creswell discards the: proletariat
as the power of emanc1pat10n He gives the
lie to that central assertion of the Labour
movement-—that the - emancipation of the
working cla%s must be the task of the workers
themselves. The only¥ place in the world
where Creswell’s Ten Points are pursued to- -
day is in Russia, under the regime of the
manual worker whom Creswell, in his incor-
rigible -hlindness, so much desplses as a poli-
tical and moral force. It is only the intel-
lectual stodgine<s® and political stupidity of
that lower middle class whose political ideas
he represents that could produce the incon-
gruit) of a- celf—appomted Labour leader deny-
ing the political existence of those he is lead-
ing—or miskeading. But for that stupidity,
the obvious inference- would he that to mis-
lead is his direct aim. . I

But this is nothing to what follows Having
said in effect: * Don’t base your party on
the appeal ‘to the - manual workers, it will
lead to intriguing and corrupnon "’ this poli-
tical virgin procecds to say:

.~ “The partty should requlre all 1ts candi-
dates to place these (ten points) in the fore-
front of thejr addiesses as-policies they are
pledged to, and outsidesof these they diould g

be free to ':ettle with their constituents, and
with those “on whom they rely for platiorm
and other support, as to any partlcular Views
of tlieir own.,”’

If AuckIand Park Sportmé Club (or other
_'support ”’) wants you to vote’ 'bhelr(“av, you
are free to bargain any ¢ partmular views ’’
of 'your own so long .as it isn’t in the ten
points., Chuck overboard the driving, power
of the ‘“ manual workers’’ with no bribes to
give, and base your party on the ‘“other sup-
port ’—that, immaculate ‘middle class whose
mtelests vary in'every constlteuency, water-
ing 1ts milk- here and sugaring its sand there
to the tune of high Creswéllian moralisings.

- As for Creguell’ s complaint - about the ex-
clusion of ‘‘ brainworkers,’’ this is too thin

“altogether. None knows better than he that

thls distinétion is never mada m the Labour

wellian screed in the capitalist press. The |

thing to go for is a vote-getting political
party, with the best vote-getting name and

~ the best vote-getting platform. That is the

sum and substance of this clarion call.
That is bad enough! But fancy a leader
of Labour’’ talkm ~about the ¢ pecumary
- 1nterests of thh manual workers >’ in opposi-
. tion to the peéuniary interest of the proper-
 tied classes. He seems to ~have forgotten.
- what little he once knew; that the opposi-
tion is not a merely “ pecumarv ’’ one, but
the opposition of vested interests of roperty
-—-to the demand of the toilers for life and for
~ liberty.

.Tory on the hindquarters of a Labour Leader.

*l loud. and u-reremnt laughter.”” -

| workers”’ that he warns hisa party that sole
reliance on them will lea,d to ¢ wntmual in-
f trxgmng sud more coarse corruption in the

- i"“"f’Let, the workers pursue the spectacle 6t mth -'
So seared is Creswell of the “manusl ,

“aPecumary interest of the manual
" workers "1 There is the escutcheon of the,

-"

movement. dt looks as if L. were seéking
excuses to quit. If there are wu. 7 class con-

Jscious workers left in the Labour Party they
'. should take this insulting document at it§

~ ttue value, not that of rthe ¢ Rand DIMsily
- Matl,”” and encourage.its writer to go and

ft)rm that mgddle-class ** Democratio”” party -
of -his Heart’s desire outside the ranks of

D.‘I.J_..
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« Electmns for the Pet-mgrad Somt ‘ac-
Cecording to a wireless® message from Moscow
~ have resulted as follows: 847 Bolsheviks ;. 49

in sympathy with Bolsheviks; 147 from the
United Labour part.les ;- 227 Dezparbyfny or [n-

dependente __¢The. Tlmes.’ -

The tyranny of a mmorltyl B .: ’
The export of tea and coffee fmm Hdland

oxiept to Bolshevist Rusais (and Hungtry) |
Holland ~b The 'l‘lmes.”

has been sanctioned by the Dutch mebar of
No blockade! - o S



