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I N M E M O R I A M
BY RUDOLPH SCHWAB.

Let not the muffled drum, nor slow and solemn knell.
Mourn for our comrade who has passed away;
Nor rain hot tears upon his mortal clay.
Furl not the flag, nor let your sorrow swell,
Let not your dull and dismal dolour dwell;—
The International I Come comrades, play!
Salute! The scarlet standard raise today!
He served, he led; he served and led us well.
Catch up his flaming torch and hold it high!
Forward! The dizzy heights are yet unsealed;
Roll drums! Close ranks! March on! Resume the road!
We cry not out for help, we need no goad;
Ere ebon night to silver dawn has paled
Our scarlet standard from the peak shall fly.





B O O K  I



The Working Class is THE thing. It
must effect its own emancipation. Who
ever is not of the Working Class owes to
that Class whatever advantages of educa
tion he has enjoyed. It should be his
pride to bestow such acquisitions upon the
Working Class. If he affects disdain for
it, then bis acqisitions are worthless, and
he is in the Movement only to exploit it.

—DANIEL DE LEON.
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I N T R O D U C T O R Y

W hen, on Saturday, September 14, 1918, our National Sec
retary, Arnold Petersen, urged upon me that I undertake to
add to  the present volume such of my reminiscences durin*
the period of my close association w ith our late com rade,
Daniel De Leon, as I considered of value as a contribution to
the history of the Socialist Labor P arty , I was a t first taken
aback. I  knew w hat th a t m eant in point of research, in gather
ing  again the m ass of m aterial that had passed through my
hands during the form ative and m ost stressful period of the
P arty ’s existence and I also felt that, not being able to give to
so im portant an undertaking a measure of time ample enough
to  insure painstaking perform ance, I  would have to  rely, ex
tensively, upon the indulgence of the reader, the more so since
I can not, by any stretch of the imagination, be considered an
historian, either by others o r by myself.

However, the idea once implanted did not let me rest, but
continued to  revolve in the mind. I realized tha t the tim e is,
perhaps, not far distant when tha t which I  can say now, as
well as the m aterial I can yet gather and preserve in print,
for such use as our movement might be able to  make of in the
future, could not perhaps be said and gathered any m ore and
m ight be thus lost forever. Accordingly, I made an effort to
free myself, for a short time a t least, from all other w ork and
bend to the task, hoping that, wherever I m ight fall short in
regard to the m anner and form of presentation, the reader
m ight find com pensation in the substance presented.

 ̂  ̂ Inasmuch as this is to  be, chiefly, a narrative of the ac
tivity in our movement, and of the effect produced upon tha t
movement, of the most notable man the movement has pro
duced, and only incidentally a narrative of the intim ate asso-
ciation th a t existed for so many years between him and m y
self, I  have endeavored to adhere closely to  the text, deviating
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therefrom  only when considerations of historic accuracy made
it necessary to  refer to m atters on which we were fated to  dif
fer in spite of otherw ise undisturbed and harm onious rela
tions, both official and personal.

I t  has not been an easy task to do justice either to the
man or to  the subject. F or one thing, De Leon has not gone
hence long enough to  give all of us the proper perspective of
his life and of his w ork; and, for another, the men and women
of his own generation can not, in the nature of things, per
ceive always the full effect his life and his w ork have had and
yet will have upon conditions, political, industrial and social.
As the im posing figure of De Leon recedes into the past, and
as the further evolution of our social system  will add to m an
kind’s experience and produce new viewpoints, in that m eas
ure will the effect of De Leon’s w ork come out clearer and
ever clearer. Today, we may be prone often to fail in distin
guishing between cause and effect. A more distant historic
perspective will bring out the one and the other, and, when
th a t time has come, an abler hand may undertake to  present
to  the world the true w orth of the man as well as the true
significance of his work. But such as this present effort is, it
m ust needs be accepted, and it is herewith subm itted to  the
jury  of the readers.

Brooklyn, N. Y., October 15, 1918.
H E N R Y  K U H N .
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D A N I E L  D E L E O N
WHEN HE FIRST ENTERED THE LABOR MOVEMENT 1886



P A R T  I

From 1886 to 1896.—Make-up of Early S. L. P.
De Leon’s Entrance into the Party.—‘‘Bor
ing From Within” .—Formation of S. T. &
L. A. and Endorsement of Same by S. L. P.
Forerunner of Industrial Unionism.

My earliest recollection of De Deon dates back to the year
1886, the days of the H enry George campaign and of the “N a
tionalist” movement, a collectivist movement that had sprung
up after the publication of Edward Bellamy’s “Looking Back
ward,” a book tha t stirred up not a  little in terest in those
days and that was industriously spread by all who took a
more than passing in terest in Socialism. De Leon delivered a
lecture on some subject connected with tha t N ationalist move
ment and I had gone over to New Y ork to  hear him. O f the
lecture itself I have today no recollection whatever, but the
lecturer, how he spoke and how he looked, all that I can con
jure up before my mind’s eye as distinctly as though it hap
pened yesterday. A portra it of De Leon, published in the 2Sth
anniversary souvenir of the W eekly People, depicting
him as he looked at the time of his entrance into the Socialist
movement, corresponds precisely with the mental picture I
have of him when he delivered the aforesaid lecture; if that
portra it be made part of this volume, it will greatly enhance
its value and be an aid to  the reader. I t  will be observed that,
on this picture, De Leon wears a stiff collar; when I got to
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know him  better, a  few years later, he had emancipated him 
self in that respect and he rem ained in tha t state ever after,
while the rest of us continued the slaves of convention in the
m atter of wearing collars.

In  1889, the seat of the National Executive Committee of
the Socialist Labor P arty  having been transferred  from New
Y ork to Brooklyn by the national convention held in Chicago
th a t year, the P arty ’s agitation was, naturally , directed from
th a t point. The then N ational Secretary was Benjamin J.
Gretsch, a young Russian law student, and I remember well
the day when Gretsch, a t one of the m eetings of the body,
proposed th a t we arrange an agitation tour w ith De Leon as
th e  speaker. This tour, undertaken in 1891, and extending as
far w est as the  Pacific coast, brought De Leon over to  our
meetings, first before he started  and again when he had re
turned, and we bad, besides, his frequent and com prehensive
reports while en route.

An Exotic National Committee
To my mind, that tour was the beginning of the change

th a t was to transfo rm  the Socialist Labor P arty  from the
body it was then, into the body it became la ter, the two be
coming more unlike each other as time w ent on. W ith  the
advent of De Leon, a powerful intellect and a m asterful and
com manding personality was brought to bear upon what was
a t first a decidedly peculiar situation. Looking backward over
these many years, in the light of all th a t has happened since,
and in the light of all I myself have learned, I can not today
help thinking that we, the then N. E. C., and the entire P arty
for tha t m atter, must have looked ra the r quaint to  a man like
De Leon. Gretsch and I  were, sometim es (as the com
position of the body happened to  change), the only
ones on that com mittee able to  speak English. Correspond
ence in th a t “foreign” tongue, unless dealing with simple rou
tine m atters, had to  be “explained” to  the rest of the mem
bers. They were full of devotion to  the cause as th e y . con
ceived it, m any of them  were excellent men in point of char
acter, but they were strangers in a strange land, called upon
to  handle a  situation the potentialities of which they had no
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■way of understanding or of meeting. I t  is true, they  u n d er
s tood  their own organization, because 99 per cent, o f  th a t
w as composed of men like themselves, but w hat could he
done with and could be made of tha t organization, all th a t w as
to  them a book with seven seals.

S. L. P. Chooses “ De Lconite”  Secretary
A few m onths after De Leon had returned from  th a t to u r,

G retsch resigned his office to  take up the practice of law and ,
for the reasons outlined, the mantle descended upon jnc.
T here was hardly any one else in sight; it was a case of feeing
the “logical” candidate. W ell do I  rem em ber the m isgivings I
entertained as to my ability to  fill the office creditably, b a t
all reluctance was finally swept aside by the urgings of m y
co-m em bers on the committee. L ittle did I know then  w'hat
the  coming y ea rs‘would have in store for me and how th e  con
dition of com parative complacency, then prevailing, woul.1
change to  one closely resem bling a running battle w ith scarcely
a  breathing spell between different actions. I took  office in
Septem ber, 1891, and, from tha t time on, came into ever closer
personal contact with De Leon, learning to know him  p er
haps as intim ately as one m an m ay know another. I  w as then
ju s t beyond 32 and De Leon was 7 years my senior. H e a  m an
of broad education, of much experience in life, of g rea t in 
tellectual force, whose active and comprehensive m ind rapidly
digested the new experience he was gaining th rough his con
nection w ith the Labor movement and, who, thereupon, fo rce
fully reacted upon his environm ent. I, on the o ther hand , a
proletarian, taken from the workshop and put in to  an  office,
still plastic, eager to  learn, with some practical experience in
the Labor movement, both in its economic and in its political
phases, having gone through the K nights of Labor during  the
palm iest days of th a t order as a member of the B ookbinders’
Union and having been, for several years past, a m em ber of
the S. L. P. A voracious reader, I had, since 1883, read w h a t
Socialist literature I could get hold of, in both  E nglish  an d
German, and I  shall never forget my first reading of the C om 
m unist M anifesto and the impression it made upon me;.
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De Leon Instrument of Providence
N aturally , the influence upon me by a mind like De Leon’s

-■ras g rea t and did much to shape the entire course of my life,
tfee m ore so since tha t influence was constant for over 20
y ea rs  of close co-operation through the storm  and stress, the
endless difficulties and the incessant struggles of the Socialist
m ovem ent of America. Indeed, no sentient human being
co u ld  have escaped being influenced by a per,sonality such as
D e  Leon’s. Elis vast knowledge, made mobile and available
h y  a  virile m entality, the purity  of his motives engendering a
flaw less devotion to  the movement, his absolute fearlessness
*tid steadfastness in the face of whatever might befall, never
-wavering, never faltering, never perturbed, no m atter w hat
d isappointm ents, setbacks and difficulties the troubled waters
of the  L abor movem ent m ight cast ashore, he was, indeed, a
tower of strength. I t  was as though Providence had first
shaped  and then selected him as an instrum ent to hold aloft
A c  banner of the Social Revolution at a time and during a pe-
n o d  when, seemingly, no one else could have so held it. And,
©oupled w ith these rugged characteristics of the leader, the
forerunner, the pioneer of a new Social O rder, were the more
kozaan characteristics of the man, the friend, the companion,
lite husband and father. Sunny of disposition, kindly, vivaci-
«wts, alw ays ready with an anecdote or a jest, which latter he
l«ad to  “get out of his system  or ‘bust’ ”, as he often used to
say , D aniel De Leon, the man, certainly was a being far dif
fe ren t from  the horned and hoofed fiend his enemies used to
dep ict him  when, in their incessant assaults, they could find
ao vulnerable spot in his arm or and were compelled to resort
to th a t style of warfare. The maxim, “ If you can’t beat your
foe, call him nam es,” is as old as the human race rand is always
new ; perhaps it always will be.

Still “ Boring From Within’*
B ut, even to  an Intellect like De Leon’s, the L abor move

m e n t was a new problem wherein he had to  get his bearings,
m o re  especially as to its economic phase. Thus, during the
aejst few years, 1891-1894, we see tha t strenuous efforts were
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made to inocculate the trade unions of the land with Socialist
revolutionary principles by means of a method designated in
those days as **boring from within.*’ These efforts were made
in the local unions, in the local central bodies and, through
these, it was sought to carry the revolutionary propaganda
into the national conventions of the American Federation o!
Labor, as well as of the Knights of Labor. In regard to the
former organization, these efforts culminated, in the early
90’s, in the election of Lucien Sanial as the delegate of the
New York Central Labor Federation to the annual national
convention of the American Federation of Labor, at Detroit,
Mich. It must here be borne in mind that Section New York,
S. L. P., was represented in the C. L. F.; that Sanial was the
Section’s delegate to that body; that the C. L. F. chose him
as its delegate to the Detroit convention of the A. F. of L.,
with the openly understood and expressed purpose of carry
ing the propaganda of Socialism into the latter body. The
capitalist henchmen, dominating that body, knew precisely
what he had been sent for and the issue was clear. Sanial
made a memorable fight in that convention on the question of
his admission as a delegate, but his credentials were rejected.

K. of L. Invaded
De Leon, on the other hand, carried the fight into the

Knights of Labor. To the present generation of readers,
some brief explanation must be made to make the situation
intelligible to them. The Order of the Knights of Labor was
an organization originally quite different from the American
Federation of Labor, in organic structure as well as in underly
ing principle. It was founded by a set of men who, however
deficient in understanding of our social fabric according to
present day standards, had a purpose higher and purer than the
A. F. of L. ever laid claim to. They really wanted to organize
the working class as against the capitalist class, not only the
skilled crafts but all of the working class, skilled and un
skilled, with a decided tendency to go after the unskilled first
on the theory that they needed organization most. There ex
isted in the Order a distinct revulsion against the craft union
spirit and, in a crude and groping way, they had hold of the
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germ  of the idea of industrial unionism, as far as that was pos
sible in those days. I rem em ber well the zeal and devotion of
some of these men and their earnestness, being myself a m em 
ber during the 80’s and com ing in contact with some of the
leading spirits in the then famous D. A. 49, the m ost radical
of the "D istrict Assemblies’’ as the  local central bodies of the
O rder were called. A healthy class instinct anim ated them
and, to  paraphrase a familiar saying, “T hey were on the  way,
though they didn’t know where to  go.’’ O ften have I  mused
w hat m ight have been had the S. L. P. of 1899 existed in 1883,
had it been possible to  instil in to  that ferm enting mass the
spirit and the knowledge the S. L. P. of 1899 possessed, backed
by the power and m aterial resources then a t its command en
abling it to  transm ute class instinct into class consciousness.

A t one tim e the O rder had a membership far beyond the
million mark, but capitalist influences, scenting the rising dan
ger, had provided the antidote by the form ation of the Am er
ican Federation of Labor, in 1881, and the incessant fight it
had carried on against the O rder had told. But that alone
would not have m attered so much had not these same capital
ist influences carried the corroding poison of corruption into
the Order. I ts  m anagem ent had slipped out of the hands of
the elem ent tha t had founded it and a set of crooked politi
cians, headed by one Terence V. Powderly, as General M as
te r W orkm an, was a t the helm. Thus, when De Leon entered
the order, via D. A. 49, the organization had long ago passed
its zenith and was on the downward p art of the curve. But
it still had respectable num bers and, w ith all the vim of his
energetic personality, De Leon set to  w ork to clean out that
nest of fakers. He beat Pow derly and made him quit, only to
see him  rew arded with a political job by the capitalist clas.s
he had served so well. He beat Pow derly’s successor, a fel
low nam ed Jam es R. Sovereign, but it was found in the end
th a t the whole fabric of the organization was ro tten  to  the
core and no th ing  could be gained by capturing w hat had been
reduced to  a nest of crooks.

8. T. & L. A. Formed
T hen came the next epoch in the development of the So-
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cialist movement of America, the formation of the Socialist
Trade and Labor Alliance.

R ight here, it is necessary to  note, for the sake of his
to ric  accuracy, tha t in all this prodigious work, from  its very
beginning back in 1889, down to the year 1902, De Leon had
been ably and chiefly assisted by two men; H ugo Vogt, a for
mer student of jurisprudence, whom the Bismarckian anti-
Socialist laws had exiled from Germany; and Lucicn Sanial,
in his younger days a  French naval officer, who had long been
active in the Socialist movement, first in France and, later,
for many years in America. Sanial was De Leon’s senior by
about 18 to 20 years, while Vogt was about 7 years younger
than De Leon. O f the two, Vogt was perhaps the more able
and certainly the m ore efficient, partly  because of mental a t
tributes and also because, being himself a German, he was in
a position, up to  1899, to  wield considerable influence within
and upon the many German trade and other labor organiza
tions which, in the very nature of things in those days, had to
serve as a fulcrum whenever the S. L. P. lever had to be ap
plied to dislodge some obstruction in the path of the revolu
tionary  movement. Sanial, lacking this advantage of position,
was, nevertheless, a valuable man. An effective and fluent
speaker in English, despite his atrocious French accent, a
w riter of clear and forceful English, a man who had quite a
reputation as a statistician, in physique broad-shouldered,
heavy-set, of venerable appearance, he was the very antithesis
of the  rather undersized, frail and youngish-looking Vogt.
Sanial certainly was a good third of the De Leon-Vogt-Sanial
team. Vogt, cool, calculating, logical, and wielding a force
ful tongue and pen; Sanial, though old enough to have been
Vogt s father, more mercurial in tem peram ent, optim istic often
to  a fault, often inclined to be visionary, easily impressed with
th is scheme or that to advance the cause, but for all that al
ways stable in his fealty to that cause.

This rapid sketch of the two men is here inserted for the
reason of the part they will play in these pages up to a certain
point, and, for the further reason of preparing the reader’s
mind for the astounding later developments, in the course of
which both gave way under the terrific strain  the movement
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im poses upon men who have to stand in  the breach, so to
speak. These tw o of the tri-partite  team  succumbed; the
third, De Leon, like a rock ju tting  out in to  a  raging sea,
breasted the dash of the angry waves until the grim reaper,
death, laid low the m ortal part of him ; his other part, that
which in the language of Sam French can not, will trot and
did not die, is im m ortal and will be w ith us as a living force
as long as the struggle for human em ancipation will go on, is
influencing our thought and action today and will continue to
influence countless other human beings yet unborn.

Factors Three
R eturning from  this digression to the subject in hand, and

taking up again the thread of the narrative when the Socialist
T rade and Labor Alliance was about to  be formed, several fac
to rs must now be borne in mind. One is tha t the backbone of
the new organization was D. A. 49, K. of L. This D istrict
Assembly pulled away from  the rapidly crum bling parent
body and helped to form the S. T. & L. A. I t  furnished per
haps the best and the cleanest element of its com ponent parts,
the one least affected by tendencies to be described later. I t
was largely an English-speaking element.

A nother factor that entered into the situation was the
Central Labor Federation of New York, a local central body
largely composed of German “progressive” unions and these
often dominated, overtly or covertly, by influences not always
friendly to the new departure and becoming less so when, in
the course of time, the revolutionary posture of the  S. T. &
L. A. became more marked and, correspondingly, more in
convenient to this element. The origin of the Central La
bo r Federation goes back to  the year 1886, and was the re
sult of a breaking away from  the u tterly  corrupt and faker-
led Central Labor Union, a body so ro tten  and stcnchful and
so honeycombed with capitalist political influences that, to
use a phrase of Artem us W ard, i t  was entirely “2 m utch”
even for the none too clean "progressive” unions which had
fakers of their own aplenty. But the  membership in these
unions, still to  an extent under the Influence of th e  traditions
of the movement in Germany, made it advisable and even
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necessary for the “progressive” faker to be m ore careful a a i
not ply his d irty  trade as openly as did his proto type in  tlie
C. L. U. In the C. L. F. fakerism was still an excrescence, t o
be hidden if possible, and to be explained and apologized fo r
if it came to light; in the C. L. U. it was innate, sh a m e le ss^
open, part and parcel of its very being. M oreover, the m ate
rial interests of these two sets of fakers often clashed, the
C. L. U. set being prone often to  disregard entirely those o f
the “Dutchmen.”

T o the two foregoing factors m ust now be added a th ird ,
som ewhat loosely connected with the other two, namely, th a t
swarm of “progressive” organizations, form ing a sort o f
com et’s tail to  the “progressive” movement, singing societies;,
sick societies, burial societies, crem ation societies, fire insur
ance societies, athletic societies (so-called T urn  V ercrns),
and so on ad infinitum , their m em bership partly  middle class
but chiefly w orking class, the la tte r portion dovetailing closcly
into the various unions of brewers, bricklayers, w aiters, m u
sicians, fram ers, carpenters, cabinet-m akers, pianom akers, b a k 
ers, etc., etc., that made up the C- L. F. De Leon’s fertile
mind invented and added thereto the pretzel varnishers an d
the horse-tail scrubbers and, while these had no real ex ist
ence, they nevertheless were instrum ental in causing a n ea r-
assault upon him at one of the la te r m eetings of the N ew
Y orker V olkszeitung Publishing Association, after the figh t
was in full swing and the tem perature had risen ra ther h igh .
An irate “progressive,” deficient in sense of hum or, shook
his first in De Leon’s face, was shoved back none too gently by
him and, rushing back a t him  again with evil intent, had to
be tapped on the nose by an innocent bystander.

No one can understand the situation then prevailing, un
less aware of the existence and understanding the significance
of these three factors and then adds to them a fourth, the
New Y orker Volkszeitung, a daily newspaper professedly
Socialist, and serving as the bond tha t connected the factors
tw o and three. F or the sake of historic accuracy it m ust I»e
noted that there were three o ther bodies tha t joined the nev*-
organization, a small central body in Brooklyn, called the
Socialist Labor Federation, a  so rt of offshoot of the N eer
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Y ork  C. I. U., the U nited H ebrew  Trades, located in old New
Y ork, and  a small central body in Newark, N. J., but these
did n o t m aterially  affect the general situation here depicted,
n e ither of them  being “factors” in the sense described. T he
B rooklyn and the N ew ark bodies were composed of the same
elem ents as was the New Y ork C. L. F. and ran in the same
ru t in  a  different locality. The U. H. T., on the o ther hand,
w as n o t stro n g  enough in those days greatly to  affect the
com plexion of the Alliance as a  whole. Im m ediately
upon the form ation of the S. T. & L. A., opposi
tion  began to raise its head, a t first rather unde
fined and  impalpable, but taking shape and com ing o u t
in to  the open after the national convention of the S. L. P .,
held  in 1896, had endorsed the S. T. & L. A. W hat is here
rapidly  sketched embodied, of course, an enorm ous am ount
of w ork of which De Leon had an ample share. He was in
defatigable, speaking, lecturing, organizing, both in the trade
unions and in the P arty , both locally and elsewhere, aside
from  L is  w ork as editor in  chief of The People, the official
P a rty  Organ, his efforts ably seconded by the tw o men al
ready  m entioned, Sanial and Vogt.

Labor Faker An Indigenous Product
A t this juncture, it is well again to  digress a little and

th row  a backw ard glance a t w hat the P arty  organization had
been doing and how it had been faring in the meantime. This
w as .ray specific field and to it I had devoted alm ost my en
tire  attention , taking a hand only now and then in the w ork
on the economic field. The P arty  organization had developed
wonderfully, the num ber of local “Sections” having increased
from  113, in 1893, to 200 in 1896, with a mem bership increase
th a t sent us close up to the 6,000 mark. The P arty ’s vote
showed m arked increases where we had been in the field be
fore, and newly-form ed Sections, in many parts of the coun
try , had raised the political standard and had added to  the
to ta l figures.

T he strikingly able m anner in which De Leon conducted
The People, attracted  to the m ovem ent many strong  men
who, in turn , reacted upon the building up of the organiza-



R E M IN ISC E N C E S O F D A N IE L  D E LEO N .

lion. T he People had become a paper admired, respected—
and feared by such as had reasons to fear it. De Leon knew
th e  American labor faker to  be one of the m ost serious ob
stacles in the path of the revolutionary Socialist movem ent
and he dealt with him accordingly, camping on his trail, ex
posing his crooked capitalist connections and thus conveying
to  the duped rank and file the needed warning. T he capital
ist atm osphere in the United States, productive of rich pick
ings in politics and in industry, breeds the labor faker as a
swam p will breed mosquitoes. D uring an election campaign,
the capitalist politician will “shell out” in exchange for labor
organization “endorsem ents” even if he knows them  to be
w orthless as vote producers, while on the industrial field
strikes may be threatened, may be called and may be settled;
labels and union “stam ps” may be granted and may be w ith
held, all of which furnishes endless opportunities for the labor
crook to feather his own nest at the expense and over the
hack of his rank and file. All of this is rather self-evident
and would scarcely deserve mention were it not for the bane
ful effect that condition has upon the general Labor move
m ent and, necessarily, upon its revolutionary wing as well.

New Y ork City has, during the last th irty  years or so,
furnished another striking example of the indigenous growth
of the American labor faker. A t the time when, due to the
industrial expansion of Germany the im m igration of w ork
ers  from that country began to  slow up, a heavy Jewish im
m igration began to set in, tending to  transform  or at least to
affect, vitally, the character of the city’s population. Jewish
onions were formed in great num ber and numhjsrs, a Jewish
central labor body arose, the United H ebrew  T rades, which
body  became the incubator of a set of labor fakers second to
none the country over.

De Leon understood this condition, he knew w hat it
m eant and that it must be fought day in and day out, m erci
lessly, w ithout let-up, never balking at reiteration if reitera-
ation would drive the im portant lesson home to the rank and
file. W ith the labor faker as an American “institution,” De
Leon has dealt exhaustively and scientifically in h is' “Two
P ages from Roman H istory ,” a pam phlet based upon two
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lectures delivered by him in New York, one that no serious
student of th e  American Labor movement should be w ith
out and, indeed, should know by heart.

S. L. P. Endorses S. T . & L. A.
U nder such conditions did the S. L. P. enter upon its

ninth national convention of 1896. T hat convention marked
another milestone in the P arty ’s development towards an ever
clearer perception of its  true  mission in the Labor move
m ent of this country. H aving grown to  a state of m aturity,
it took  a step which, in 1893, would have been impossible.
The newly-founded Socialist T rade and L abor Alliance was en
dorsed w ith the clear understanding of w hat th is step im
plied; that i t  m eant a declaration of w ar against the "pure
and simple” trades unions of the land, typified by the A m er
ican Federation of Labor, the erstwhile powerful K nights of
Labor having in the meantim e alm ost vanished from the
field. A t the convention, the subject was introduced by Vogt,
leading off, on M onday, Ju ly  6, w ith a carefully prepared
speech which, in substance a t  least, is to  be found in the
“Proceedings of the N inth Convention of the Socialist Labor
P arty ,” and De Leon then followed by introducing the reso
lution of endorsem ent, the  “Resolved” part of which read:
“T hat we hail w ith unqualified joy  the form ation of the So
cialist T rade and Labor Alliance as a giant stride tow ards
throw ing off the yoke of wage slavery and of the robber
class of capitalists. W e call upon the Socialists of the land
to carry the revolutionary spirit of the S. T. & L. A .  into all
the  organizations of the workers, and thus consolidate and
concentrate the proletariat of America in to  one class-consci
ous arm y, equipped both w ith the shield of the economic or
ganization and the sword of the Socialist Labor P arty  bal
lot.”

T he opposition, w hat there was of it in the convention,
did not pu t up as much of a fight as m ight have been expected;
it  was overwhelmed, not alone in num bers, but also in point
of ability and forcefulness displayed on the side of the this
tim e tru ly  progressive element. W hen the vote was taken,
it  stood 71 in favor of the resolution and 6 against, w ith one
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delegate not voting. I t  is in teresting  to note that even such
a dyed-in-the-wool labor skate as one G. A. H oehn, of St.
Louis, caved in and voted in favor of taking tha t revolution
ary step forward, though, no doubt, never for a mom ent in
tending to live up to his vote. But for all that it had been a
battle royal, the speeches made setting  forth  clearly the new
road the P arty  was to journey on. Sanial and V ogt took a
very prom inent part in that debate and De Leon’s effort,
closing the same, was particularly brilliant.

Gold and Silver in 1896
The political situation of th a t day was in teresting  and

was also decidedly hot. The capitalist forces had, a t the out
set of the Presidential campaign, divided along the line of th e
creditor and debtor divisions of capitalist interests, the for
m er waving the “full” dinner-pail, while the la tte r allegedly-
objected to  the crucifixion of mankind "on a cross of gold.’’
The Republicans, headed by M cKinley, stood for the main
tenance of the gold m onetary standard, objecting strenuously
to  the cheapening of money, which they  clearly saw w ould
result if the Dem ocrats, headed by Bryan, were successful in
foisting upon the country the free coinage of silver a t the
proposed ratio of 16 to  1, i. e., a t the ratio  of 16 ounces of
silver to  1 ounce of gold. The Populist P arty  had, inciden
tally, been swallowed, hide and hair, by the Dem ocratic P a r ty
when Bryan raised the free silver standard and became their
jo in t nominee for President. The free silver craze, an eco
nomic absurdity flying in the face of the very cornerstone of
Socialist economics, the law of exchange value, had to  be
com batted by us and we had thus to  occupy a rather difficult
position, appearing to the ignoran t as though we were sup
porting  the position of the  pro-gold-standard Republicans.
The w ork of th a t campaign imposed heavy burdens upon D e
Leon who, with speech and pen, had to  maintain the P arty ’s
position under these difficult conditions, in addition taking
upon him self the candidacy for Member of Congress, in the
old 9th Congressional D istrict, w here he conducted a very
vigorous campaign and polled a vote of 4,300.



P A R T  II

From 1896 to 1906.—Enemy Machinations
against Party Policy.—Kangaroo Outbreak.
Kanglets Imitation of Same.—Formation of
I. W. W. Formulates Policy of Industrial
Unionism.

The election over, the internal situation of the P arty  o r
ganization again required attention. The opposition against
the  P a rty ’s trade union policy began to show signs of pos
sessing some degree of organization in a  greater measure
than had been the case theretofore. In  a country like ours,
where, to a greater extent than elsewhere, the capitalist class
is dependent for its political dominance upon w orking class
votes, it is by  virtue of th a t fact and by the very instinct of
self-preservation impelled to  w atch closely any attem pt, on
the part of any portion of the w orking class, th a t may be
m enacing to capitalist interests. W e may safely take for
gran ted  tha t the steady grow th of the S. L. P. did not escape
its atten tion ; likewise we may take for granted  th a t the po
tential dangers of tha t grow th were fully understood and ap
preciated; and, ditto, we may take for granted th a t appropri
a te  steps were taken to dispel th a t potential menace as far as
could be done. W hat dark lantern w ork was resorted to in
engaging the leading actors of the conspiracy against the
P arty , and to egg on their semi-conscious or wholly uncon
scious camp-followers, will probably never be known.

The conspiracy soon took shape, however, m anifesting
itself, a t first, in more or less concerted assaults upon the
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P arty ’s policy in local organizations, then in ever more con
certed attem pts to  have that policy reversed by forcing one
general vote after the other upon the P arty  organization,
and, when all this failed, by an open attack  in the editorial
columns of the New Yorker Volkszeitung, which paper, quite
naturally, became the rallying point of the conspirators. By
the time the Volkszeitung editorial attack was made, things
had already come to a head and the fight was on in  earnest.

Tommy Morgan at Buffalo
Concurrently with this w ork of m ining and sapping

within the P arty  organization, the same kind of w ork was
carried on in the C. L. F., the rather ro tten  filling in the warp
of the S. T. & L. A. Open conflict with the C. L. F. was
hastened when, in a Labor Day souvenir issued by tha t body,
advertisem ents of capitalist politicians appeared, and when
the body itself could not be made to take a decided stand
against the enterprising fakers who had engineered that so it
of thing, the fight was carried into the national convention
of the S. T. & L. A. held, in 1898, at Buffalo, N. Y. Both De
Leon and I were delegates. To have some so rt of counter
weight against De Leon who, as the fakers well knew, was
after their scalps, they had secured Thom as J. M organ, of
Chicago, a man who had evoluted from a machinist into a
lawyer, a rather queer personality, as vain as a peacock and
known all over the country as Tom m y I. I. I. M organ, which
modification of his name he had earned by the constant re
iteration in his speeches of the personal pronoun, first per
son, singular. He had some reputation as a speaker and
w riter and had acquired further fame as the introducer of the
famous "P lank 10," embodied in the program  of the A. F. of
L. at the D etroit convention, u tterly  disregarded by the of
ficialdom of the organization and then knocked out at the
next convention, at Denver, Col. M organ was a Socialist
"too." His “P lank 10,” calling for the collective ow nership
of the means of production, was to  transform  the A. F. of L.
in to  a Socialist body, not all at once but bye and bye, which
explains th a t Tom m y M organ was the possessor of a robust
optimism and withal a rather unsophisticated man, provided
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we assume that he believed what he professed to believe.

Mr. Morgan did not cut a very heroic figure at Buffalo.
He had a bad cause (or case) to defend and he knew it;
moreover, he had De Leon to contend with, as a counter
weight to whom he was rather too light in the head. The con
spirators had a narrow margin of votes in their favor, yet
were powerless to do much with it. A running fight ensued,
but before the convention adjourned De Le*n was compelled,
for some imperative reason, to return to New York. Before
he left we held a council of war at which it was agreed that,
whenever the majority tried to put through some crooked
motion bearing upon the fight, which naturally meant at
tempted exoneration of the fakers, I was to move to refer
such matter to a general vote of the membership. That was
done. I made the necessary motions; Comrade Jacob Alex
ander, of Albany, N. Y., seconded them. The situation was
such that the majority could not hold its vote together to op
pose such motions, some of their adherents not daring to
vote against, the result being that every such motion was car
ried to so refer.

After that convention the S. T. & L. A. and the C. L. F.
parted company. Prior to that convention, the Volkszeitung
element and its co-conspirators within the Party used to ac
cuse us loudly and lengthily for harboring in the S. T. & L. A.
such scamps as they declared that C. L. F. leading element
to be. After the convention, all sins being forgiven, both
these elements promptly fell into each other’s arms and joined
forces against the Party. The struggle was on.

Taxation Taxes Party Patience
The supreme test was soon to come. The situation pre

sented several elements that must now be made clear. When,
as has already been mentioned, the New Yorker Volkszeit
ung began to attack the Party’s trade union policy openly in
its editorial columns. The People, of course, hit back and a
rather interesting polemic ensued. The Volkszeitung, anxious
to raise dust to obscure the real issue, had injacted into the
controversy a side issue, namely, the question of "taxation,”
claiming that the working class is made to pay taxes out of
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its wages and that, inferentially, the working class was, for
that reason, interested in the taxation policies of the capital
ist political parties. This position was vigorously com batted
by De Leon, as the editor of The People, and by Vogt, the
editor of the German P arty  organ, the “V orw aerts.” De Leon,
in an editorial article under the caption; “Sign-Posts T hat
Will Have to Guide the P arty  for the Safe-keeping of a Daily
People,” and published in The People of April 2, 1899, sum
med up the entire register of Volkszeitung sins committed up
to that time. The Volkszeitung now felt the pressing need of
addressing itself also to the English-speaking portion of the
P arty  s membership, so as to make clear to that portion the
beauties of its taxation position.

Accordingly, there appeared, on April 29, 1899, a sheet
designated as the “M onthly English Edition of the New
Yorker Volkszeitung,” which, in the course of time, came to
be known as the “Taxpayer” for short. The paper opened
with an address “T o the Members of the Socialist Labor Par
ty,” which related all the grievances the Volkszeitung had by
this time accumulated, and for the rest it was given over en
tirely to an exposition of its taxation position. Silly, vapid,
inane, labored, much of it in rather curious English, it w as
a success as a contribution to the humorous literature of the
day, but it also angered the Party . To get that sheet into the
hands of the P arty  membership, the Volkszeitung had cooly
made use of the m ailing list of The People and, when taken
to task about that, it claimed, with equal coolness, that it had
a perfect right to do so.

W ith this view the P arty , of course, disagreed em phati
cally and an acrimonious controversy ensued. To understand
how the V olkszeitung had access to and could use the mail
ing list of The People, it must be observed that, under an
agreem ent made in 1891, when The People was started, the
“Socialistic Co-operative Publishing Association,” the cor
poration that owned the Volkszeitung, printed the paper and
in return received the revenue derived from its sale. T he
same arrangem ent, entered into at a la ter date, existed in re
gard to  the German P arty  organ, the "Vorwaerts.”  In  the
course of the aforesaid controversy, a situation arose th a t
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finally caused the National Executive Com m ittee of the Party
to subm it to  the membership, for a general vote, the questionr
“Shall the P arty  sever all connections between it and the So
cialistic Co-operative Publishing A ssociation; continue, th rough
its  National Executive Com mittee, the publication of its o r
gans, The People and V orw aerts, and demand from  the said
Association the unconditional surrender of all p roperty  be
longing to  the said organs, including the ir respective m ailing
lists and the am ount of subscriptions paid in advance?”

The V olkszeitung was now a t the parting  of the ways»
Repudiation by the P arty  was staring  it in the face and th e
situation, from  its point of view, was growing desperate. A t
the very outset there was no doubt how that vote would g®
and, as returns began to come in, speculation as to the out
come became certainty. The aforesaid call for the genera!
vote, accom panied by a  statem ent that set forth the succes
sive developments tha t had taken place, was issued on Ju n e
6, 1899, and the vote was to  close on August 1 of th a t year.
F or the Volkszeitung, tim e was both sho rt and precious; ac
tion  of some so rt had become imperative.

Kangaroos Break Loose
The fight tha t had raged for some tim e past now becam e

still more intense. In  the  National Executive Com m ittee
there was just one loose wheel, a man nam ed Stahl who, a»
out and out V olkszeitung supporter, tried  to  obstruct w here
he could O r  thought he could but was pow erless to  do m uch
m ore than ju st nag and irritate. But elsewhere the  conspira
to rs were better represented and they put up as vigorous a
fight as they could. W e fought in the Assembly D istrict o r
ganizations of Section G reater New York, we fought in the
V olkszeitung Publishing Association, we fought in the local
unions of the S. T. & L. A., we fought everywhere with ton 
gue and pen, De Leon always leading, always in the thick o f
it, yet always cheerful, always full of resource, never falter
ing, never dispirited. I t  was then often said of him tha t he
would rather fight than eat. Finally, after the contending
forces had, on July 8, 1899, collided in actual physical con
flict, a t a m eeting of the General Com m ittee of Section G reater
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New York, came the culmination of the struggle on July 10,
1899, in the shape oi an unsuccessful midnight raid on the
Party’s national offices, then located in the building of the
Volkszeitung, at 184 William street.

To enter here into the details of that memorable conflict
would lead me too far afield. These details have been set
forth, exhaustively and documentarily, in the "Proceedings of
the Tenth National Convention of the Socialist Labor Party,’’
to which the student of Party history must be referred. That
midnight raid of July 10th was no mere riotous outburst.
Far from it. It was premedidated, had a definite purpose
and was based upon a theory. This was the theory: On Sun-
day, July 9, 1899, there appeared in the Volkszeitung a call
for a fake General Committee meeting of Section Greater
New York, to be held next day. At this meeting the con
spirators gathered and proceeded to ‘‘depose’’ all Party of
ficers, local, state and national. Then they "elected" a new
set of "officers,” whereupon, after gathering numerous and
promiscuous re-enforcements, and, after providing these with
sundry weapons, they came down to the Party headquarters
demanding surrender of what they claimed was theirs. They
got "theirs.” After the fight was over, it was De Leon’s
coolness under stress, his commanding personality, his knowl
edge of our legal status, that saved the Party’s property and
foiled the raiders. It is true that, in expectation of the raid,
we had removed all we could and thought essential, but enough
was left to have made valuable booty for the foe. We, who
had fought fiercely in that midnight battle against thrice our
numbers, were either wounded or exhausted. He had been
planted at his'desk, his room securely barricaded and when a
squad of police, guns in hand, arrived and stopped the fight,
it was he who took the situation in hand. He showed the
officer in command that we were in lawful possession, that
we had been assailed and he demanded that the invaders be
thrown out. They were thrown out.

Cleansed Party Wins Legal Battle
The abortive coup de main at once cleansed the Party in

New York of the disloyal element. Having come out in the
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open, it could be dealt with and was promptly ejected. Hence
forth, these men had to carry on their fight against the Party
outside of the breastworks and that fight then took shape in
a variety of forms. To begin with, the Volkszeitung at first
succeeded in obtaining a temporary injunction against the
members of the N. E. C., the purpose of which was to prevent
them from publishing The People. Next came attempts to
lay hands on Party  funds through various litigations. They
sought to confuse the working class of the land by setting up
a counterfeit S. L. P., with a counterfeit The People. In its
application for an injunction, the legal exigencies of the case
were such that the Volkszeitung was estopped from including
in its petition the real editor of the real The People, De Leon,
who was thus left free to  hammer the foe to his heart’s con
tent. And, oh, how he did hammer that foe I Reading The
People of those days is an education in itself.

In this protracted legal battle, the Par ty  finally won out
all along the line. W e won out in the injunction case and
did not go to jail though we came very near it at one time,
so near that the Volkszeitung, in a premature but
very triumphant news item, announced that we would
have to go to the lock-up; we won out on the bal
lot contest and preserved our name and emblem in
New York State; we beat them when they tried to
lay their claws on funds that had been gathered by the Party
for a Daily People. No doubt there were powerful influences
at work behind the scenes that favored a different outcome,
but the conspiracy’s methods had been too raw, its procedure
too illegal, to make possible its being upheld in court with
out establishing precedents that would, at one time or other,
recoil upon the established political parties of capitalism
whenever they might have a “family row.’’

In the light of subsequent events, it is not without inter
est to quote an utterance of the New Yorker Volkszeitung of
a much later date which illustrates the true attitude of that
sheet towards the revolutionary Socialist movement. In  its
issue of September 2, 1909, more than ten years after the fu
tile attempt to disrupt the S. L. P., tha t  paper said: “Yes, the
New Yorker Volkszeitung went so far in its defense of the
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American Federation of Labor that it accepted the risk of a
split in the Socialist movem ent of America in order to pre
vent a split in ihe trades union movement of the land, and
to keep up the American Federation of Labor as the united
body of American unionism.” I t  must, of course, be under
stood tha t accepting the risk” is used in a purely euphonious
sense, for the New Y orker V olkszeitung and the elem ents
behind it had little use for a truly revolutionary Socialist
m ovement and certainly experienced no pangs of conscience
in trying to disrupt it, The only m ovement it had any use
for was one th a t i t  could control and that would fall in with
the many petty  and often unclean interests tha t centered
around the paper. The S. L. P., having grown beyond its
leading strings and m aintaining an attitude of uncom prom is
ing hostility to  these interests, was not a thing to be preserved
from the Volkszeitung point of view and its disruption, if i t
could be accomplished, was a “risk” gladly assumed w ithout
any qualms of conscience.

In 1899 it was not difficult for a Socialist to  properly ap
praise the true character of the A. F. of L.; and it was not
difficult on September 2, 1909, while today, in 1918, its true
character has become so unmistakable that it m ay readily be
discerned by "the man in the street,” but while m ountains
m ay heave and worlds may fall, so long as the New Yorker
Volkszeitung sees in the pure and simple unions the pasture
it must graze on, so long will it maintain its conception of
"economic determinism.” And that, of course, carries with
it  the defense of the A. F. of L. against the assaults of rev
olutionary Socialism and the maintenance of that champion
of "Labor and Democracy” as the “united body of American
unionism.”

Before closing this chapter, and taking leave of the New
Y orker Volkszeitung and its works, it is well to  revert, once
m ore, to an editorial utterance of that paper in its issue of

ay 13, 1914, ju st after Daniel De Leon had forever closed
his eyes upon the world and its inhabitants, wherein, and in
whose behalf, he had so valiantly battled for so many years.
This editorial utterance, w ritten on the occasion of De Leon’s
death, not only illustrates luminously the petty  mind of the
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person who penned it, but is also typical of the set of mon-
tal misfits conducting that paper. It is safe to assume that
even at this very hour, when event after event the world
over proves the unerring foresight of De Leon, as well as the
immense value of his teachings; when it is clearly seen by
millions of men and women, who never heard of De Leon,
that the foundation that he sought to place the revolution
ary Socialist movement on is the only safe and feasible one,
the only way out, viz., the integral, revolutionary, industrial
organization of the workers of the world, enabling the work
ing class, everywhere, to take and hold and operate the
means of production and distribution, so that, in time of a
world crisis, when an old social system is seen in the throes
of dissolution and a new order is being born, aye, even in
such an hour would the insect minds of the Volkszeitung
staff in all likelihood again pen the lines penned on May 13,
1914.

Here is the Volkszeitung’s editorial. It is a "gem” in
more ways than one that should not be left out of this vol
ume but should be embalmed for future contemplation:

"DANIEL DE LEON.
“He, who expired on Monday evening, fared as did so

many before him, he died a few decades too late; he outlived
himself.

"True to his maxim to destroy what he could not rule,
he concentrated, during the last fifteen years, his vitality
and will-power upon tearing down what he, personally, had
helped to create.

“And therein he was great, far greater than in construc
tion and erection. De Leon was, indeed, a destructive geni
us, i. e., he was great in demolishing, in tearing down. With
an hatred that was insatiable and unstillable, he fought since
his entrance into the American labor movement—since 1892
—against every movement of the working class of this coun
try that showed success and that seemed to be in the as
cendancy. It was contrary to his nature to perform con
structive labor, he was the born caviller, who, everywhere,
had to find fault, with whom only one person the world
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around could do the right thing: Daniel De Leon.
"His fights against the Knights of Labor, to whom he

himself had belonged, against the A. F. of L. and the So
cialist Party, which he hated most heartily, no less than he
hated the Volkszeitung, are too well known to our readers
to deserve here more than passing mention. With the ex
ception of the K. of L., which at the time of the De Leon-
Samal fight were already in a state of dissolution, the en-
mity of this man never had any evil consequences for those
attacked by him, the sufferer was almost always the Amer-
lean working class which was by him entangled in struggles
through which the capitalists alone would benefit. The reac-
üonaries in the A. F. of L. were for many years greatly
aided by the formation, set on foot by De Leon, of the So
cialist Trade and Labor Alliance, and again, later, of the
Industrial Workers of the World, and a Gompers, who
would most likely have long ago been swept away by a pro
gressive wave, is still the president of the A. F. of L.

Therefore, was De Leon’s friendship far more dan
gerous than his hatred. The S. L. P„ led by him alone after
the split in 1899, soon lost through his methods and tactics
all importance, until, during the last years it was nothing
but a rump, giving testimony of departed splendor. It died
before him and burled him in its ruins.

“His death does not tear a gap......... ”

It IS hard to say which is the more remarkable in this
performance, its animus, or, its stupidity,—real or pretended.
It IS certainly superfluous to lose one word as to the at
tempted characterization of De Leon, the would-be charac-
terizers being utterly unfit to appraise either the man or his
work, but the alleged likelihood of a "progressive" wave
that was to have swept away a Gompers is so ludicrous
when one contemplates the “sweeping” propensities of the
b. P. delegations at the national conventions of the A. F. of
L., as to cause a feeling of mingled merriment, disgust and
anger. If memory serves me right, it was Mr. Victor L
Berger, one of the high lights of the S. P., who at the New Or
leans, La., convenUon of the A. F. of L. moved to increase
Gompers’ salary; and it was Mr. Max Hayes, a sort of sec-
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ond-grade light in  the S. P ., who seconded the m otion; and,
if again m em ory serves me right, the m otion carried unani
mously. Increasing Mr. Gompers’ m aterial prosperity and
m aking his job more desirable to him looks like a queer p re
lim inary to “sweeping him away” !

The V olkszeitung’s closing observation to the effect
that De Leon’s death did not tear a gap is plausible enough,
for, surely, it didn’t—in the ranks of the Volkszeitungites.
They, on the contrary, heaved a vain sigh of relief when they
heard the news, vain because dead or alive they can no t hope
to  escape De Leon, who, in his every w ord and every deed,
was and is a standing reproach to  the V olkszeitung element,
a  reproach grow ing more formidable as tim e passes on.

National Convention of 1900
W e now arrive a t the time of the national convention of

the Party , held in New York, June 2 to June 8, 1900, the
largest, the m ost enthusiastic and the m ost fateful conven
tion  the P arty  had ever held. P rio r to  the convention, the
local and general situation, having shaped itself as the result
of the b itter strife, had led to prem ature action tow ards the
establishm ent of the Daily People. A t a general m eeting of
the membership of New Y ork and vicinity, called to  consider
this m atter, a plausible statem ent was subm itted which tried
to show how, by doing this and by not doing som ething else,
the funds in hand would be sufficient to  see the venture
through. N ot being able to see things in the rosy light p re
sented, I opposed, but such was the enthusiasm of the meet
ing, such the desire for action that would place into the P ar
ty ’s hands a daily paper to  m eet the constant attacks of the
daily Volkszeitung, th a t I  stood praetically alone and the
m otion to begin publication on July 1, 1900, was carried over
whelmingly. Thus, at the tim e the national convention met,
preparations were already well under way and the conven
tion simply endorsed w hat had been done. Aceordingly, the
Daily People was launched on the above date with funds in
hand much below the m ark that had always been set as a
minimum requirem ent. T hat spelled future troubles which,
in due tim e, came thick and fast.
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Another momentous step, taken by the 1900 convention,
was to  insert into the Par ty ’s constitution a provision that

No officer of a pure and simple trade or labor organization
shall be a member of a Section.” This, too, was an action
that grew directly out of the bitter struggle the Party had
gone through, which struggle dominated the minds of the
membership and created a psychology favorable to the adop
tion of such a measure. When going over the speeches made
a t  the convention in support of this measure, one is struck
by the ever recurring note in most of them that it would pro
tect our membership against pure and simple contamination;
tha t  failure to adopt the measure would make possible their
becoming corrupted by the allurements held out to  them when
officers of such organizations, and that this corruption would
then be carried into the Party organization. Viewing this
contention in the light of all tha t has happened since and in
the light of the fact that the S. L. P. has since thought best
to again abolish that provision, it may, perhaps, be said that
the pure and simpler had about as much ground for the coun
ter contention that S. L. P. men, becoming officers of unions,
would be apt to  become a danger to pure and simpledom, a
menace to the labor faker, that might often disturb his peace
of mind and make life a burden to him, due to the revolu
tionary propaganda these men would carry on amongst the
membership from the vantage point of officers of the union.
The class struggle is, after all, not an affair of today and to 
morrow only and it is a long road that has no turn.

Unable to  see that any good, but that, on the contrary,
a  lot of harm might follow the adoption of such a measure, I
opposed it. The idea of protecting S. L. P. men in that way
did not appear very convincing to me. I thought that many
of them might be able to take care of themselves and, if there
were any who could not or would not, we could get rid of
them as individuals rather than to "protect” them by such
sweeping preventive legislation. Also I was the National
Secretary of the Party. I had my finger on the pulse of the
organization, knew a good deal about- local conditions and
thought I had a fairly clear idea of what was likely to hap
pen as a  direct result of taking such a step. The labor faker
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was not a strange species to me and I knew the pure and
simple union to be largel}- dominated by capitalist interests
and even permeated by bourgeois ideology, but I did not for
get that most of these organizations were, nevertheless, formed
in obedience to the pressure of the class struggle and that
they furnished a legitimate field for our propaganda. The
exception, when such unions are formed at the behest of the
boss, does not alter this general fact. When such organiza
tions were formed, our men, as a rule better equipped than
their fellow workers, w'ere looked to to take office. Forced
to decline, because their Par ty  forbid it, they were placed in
a position which to maintain required more than can be ex
pected from the average man. Instead of the rank and file
being impressed with the rectitude of their stand, it worked
the other way. The rank and file naturally regarded such an
attitude as an act of hostility against themselves, regarded
the party that ordered it as a hostile force and its members
in their union as instruments of that hostile force. Thus it
meant that our members had to vacate the field and leave the
labor faker in undisputed control. I t  was he and the S. P.
that would profit.

In the course of time, events proved that we had drawn
the bow too tight and when, some years later, the Party
abandoned that position, the damage had been done and
could not easily be repaired. In all the years De Leon and I
had been working side by side, we had never differed on any
matter of importance until this measure was being agitated
and, much as I respected his foresight and reasoning powers,
I could not be convinced. However, opposition to the meas
ure amounted to little, the lay of the land being such that it
carried overwhelmingly in the convention and in the subse
quent general vote of the Party.

The
Troubles and Tribulations

1900 convention having become pa.st history, the
Party  now entered upon a phase of its existence different in
many respects to any we had so far passed through. To all
appearances, we were at the height of our strength. The
fight with the would-be disrupters was still on, but they were
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now an outside foe. The struggle itself had acted like a
tonic upon the organization, stirring our members into in
tense action and vastly increasing their aggressiveness, in
dividually and collectively. The phrase, ‘‘the fighting S. L.
P.”, often heard in those days, had a real background and,
therefore, a  real meaning. The organization, the country
over, had suffered but little in point of numbers and that lit
tle was more than made up by a closer drawing of the ranks.
W e had a clean-cut tactical program, thoroughly understood
and accepted by the membership and we had, for that reason,
a unity of purpose never attained before.

As an off-set we had on our hands a daily paper that was
sapping our strength, the maintenance of which imposed
struggles which, in the long run, seriously affected tha t unity
of purpose. I t  is an old, age-long experience of the race,
that it is far easier to  start a quarrel than to end it. T h ^
experience, paraphrased and applied to the Labor movement,
may be given expression by saying: I t  is far easier to  start a
labor paper than to give it up. I t  proved so in our case. As
parents with a sickly child on their hands, one tha t can
neither live nor die, will strain themselves to the utmost, even
to the point of utter neglect of their healthy offspring, so
will a labor organization go to almost any length to save a
paper. It is emotion, not practical considerations that will
govern—naturally so. Individually, all will be aware that the
organization’s strength is being sapped; collectively, they
will be unable to act in accord with this conviction. Thus,
all continue to hope against hope, waiting for some mir.acle
tô  turn up, meanw’hile straining under the load, yet no one
willing to assume the responsibility of applying the coup de
grace. Such part of the membership as is finally 'inable to
stand the strain drops away, thereby intensifying the burden
carried by those who refuse to quit. Frantically casting
about fo. measures of relief, all sorts of plans are proposed,
mistakes, or what to some looks like mistakes, are made,
opinions collide, animosities are engendered and lead to open
hostilities. That, in rapid condensed outline, was our experi
ence. Troubles and tribulations multiplied and most of them
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flowed from  the same fountain head,—the heartbreaking at
tem pt to accomplish the unaccomplishable.

M any were the sad features embodied in this chapter of
the P arty ’s h istory  and it may be said tha t an organization
th a t can go through all tha t and survive, is in tru th  inde
structible. The elem ents the P arty  had sloughed off before,
really were no t and never had been S. L. P . They were an
incubus, a foreign grow th, not part of our being; to  get rid
of them left our anatom y in tact and im proved our well-being
once the operation was over with. T he defections we w ere
now to experience were of a different character, for it was
often blood of our blood and flesh of our flesh that had to be
to rn  away. True, there were am ongst the lo t characters
u tte rly  unw orthy, fair w eather soldiers, with us while the tide
was running high, but flotsam  and je tsam  cast ashore as soon
as the tide ebbed. Such w ere the Hickeys, Daltons, Schul-
bergs, Porkers, Currans, etc., etc., but there were m any others
who, if not subjected to  so terrific a strain, would not have
been lost. I  have reason to  th ink tha t even the intrepid De
Leon was deeply affected by w hat happened, many conversa
tions I had with him pointing tha t way, though, of course, he
could not linger with those w ho fell, and was, by the logic
of the situation, compelled to  press on resolutely, come w hat
might.

Kanglcts Cast Their Shadowlct
I t  was in the year 1902 that m atters came to  a head. Be

cause of the legal fight with the Volkszeitung, the national
convention of 1900 was prevented from  placing the  m anage
m ent of the Daily People directly in to  the hands of the N. E.
C. A Board of T rustees, composed of th ree m em bers, was
chosen, consisting of Hugo Vogt, P e te r Fiebiger and Joseph
H. Sauter. The form er became the m anager of the paper,
the second its treasurer, and the th ird  became nothing in par
ticular that I can remember. N ot one of the three is in the
P arty  today. The first, V ogt, afte r the experience we went
through with him, th a t will be described later, and after he
had become an attorney-at-law , left no stone unturned to
wreck the P arty  and the paper, bringing suit after suit against
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us. He shaped m atters so, while still in charge of the m an
agement, that wage claims of his cronies, claims th a t he was
supposed to have had cancelled and could have had if he
acted in time, claims that the loyal P arty  members w orking
on the paper did cancel, were left uncancelled and became in
his hands so many clubs to assail the P arty  with. The sec
ond, Fiebiger, while he did not commit any positive act
against the P arty  such as many of the others were guilty of,
nevertheless condoned every act of rascality com mitted by
the crew he was with, himself sued the P arty  for money he
had advanced and did so at a time when he and Vogt had
reason to believe, o r thought they had, tha t now the psycho
logical moment had come to give the P arty  the last blow.
The third. Sauter, did not do anything at tha t time, but later,
afte r he had landed in the S. P., he published over his signa
ture, in an S. P. paper, the would-be witticism suggestin,g
that the most appropriate epitaph for De Leon would be:
H ere L IE S  Daniel De Leon, as he always did,” a "w itticism ”

which characterizes the "gentlem an” better than  would a long
essay. Marx, while he lived and fought the battle of the dis
inherited of the earth, had his traducers; and, for the same
reason, it is but fitting that De Leon should have had his,
yet it is well for posterity to know w hat so rt of vermin such
men have had to  contend with.

So severe was the strain upon the P arty  imposed by the
ever increasing difficulties of m aintaining the Daily People,
that things began to  crack. The first crack showed up in the
Board of Trustees. Vogt, entirely misplaced in the position
he occupied, began to give way under the strain; he began to
drown his troubles in drink. He was surrounded, or sur
rounded himself, with an element which, far below him in
m ental status, ably assisted him on the downward path.

he mechanical departm ent of the paper became demoralized
and things came to  such a pass that the N. E. C  had to  in ter
fere. The legal obstacles that had, in 1900, led to the forma
tion of the Board of Trustees had disappeared; the Volks-
zeitung had been beaten in court and we were in undisputed
possession of the paper. Impelled by the situation prevail
ing, the N. E. C, initiated a general vote of the P arty  to  so
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arnend the constitution as to abolish the Board of Trustees’
form of organization and place the management of the paper
directly into the hands of the N. E. C. The Par ty ’s vote so
decided but, even prior to the taking of that vote, as early as
1901, trouble had been stalking abroad. There was on the
Daily People staff a man named T. A. Hickey, a rather worth
less individual, irresponsible, blatant, shallow, an ardent dis
ciple of John Barleycorn and a crony and protege of Vogt.
The la tter had helped him out once before, when he had got
himself in trouble with the N. E. C. in 1900, because he had
got drunk and allowed meetings that he had been sent to
cover to go to smash. The phyrric victory Hickey had gained
a t  that time with the aid of Vogt and his followers, made him
more impudent than ever and also less cautious. He had, in
the spring of 1900, agitated in Pennsylvania, under the aus
pices of the State Executive Committee of tha t state, had
taken literature from the N. Y. Labor News Co., a Party  in
stitution, had sold the same and had failed to  settle. The
manager of the Labor News, unable to collect, finally pre
ferred charges in Section New York. Hickey, feeling im
mune because of the support and backing he thought he had,
refused even to  appear before the Grievance Committee of
Section New York when his case came up. He certainly did
have all the support and backing “he thought he had,’’ but he
also had made his reckoning, without Section New York,
which body promptly expelled him.

Intrigues Ad Infinitum
Thereupon, the Party  was made the victim of a  series of

intrigues which, for sheer impudence, transcended anything
I ever experienced in any organization. The intriguers had
a safe majority in the New York State Executive Committee,
Hickey himself being a member of tha t  body. An attempt
was made to disregard the Section’s act of expulsion by set
ting up the claim that Hickey was still a member of the State
Committee, because he represented on that committee the
membership not of Section New York alone, but of the en
tire state. Section New York thereupon appealed to the N.
E. C. and that body ruled “that no expelled or suspended
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member can hold office in the Party.” The next move was
to have the State Committee "give Hickey a trial,” which
meant that he was to carry his case on appeal before the
State Committee although he had refused to stand trial in the
Section, A ruling to the effect that a member who refuses
to stand trial in his Section thereby forfeits his right of ap
peal disposed of that move. In the meantime, one of the
Hickey supporters on the State Committee, Forker, had be
come so utterly discredited that he had to disappear’from the
scene; another one. Wherry, had eliminated himself before
that; the majority the intriguers had on the committee was
vanishing; indeed, the election of a new member to succeed
Hickey, which had meantime been ordered and was being
voted upon, would turn that majority into a minority. De
termined to prevent this, Vogt, the secretary of the State
Committee, held up the counting of the vote and the seating
of the new member as long as he possibly could. When,
finally, he had to do so the whole plot collapsed, for with the
seating of the new member, Ebert, the intriguers were re
duced to two, H. Vogt and P. Murphy, as against J. Ebert.
A, C. Kihn and myself.

 ̂ Hickey, the individual, it must be borne in mind, was
quite too insignificant to have caused all this turmoil, but he
served as a pretext, a rallying cry, so to speak, for all those
who either had turned or were about to turri against the
Party, and who later aimed at its destruction. These events,
before their final consummation, of course, led to a complete
rupture between De Leon and Vogt, the break taking place
in my office and in my presence. Vogt, as already stated,
had been holding up the counting of the vote for the new
member on the State Committee under all sorts of shifty pre
texts so as to escape being outvoted in that body on the
Hickey matter. De Leon, already irritated almost beyond
endurance by what he saw going on, was beset by members
from all sides who, aroused over the scandal, complained to
him about Vogt’s wanton disregard of Party constitution and
Party procedure. De Leon came up to my office one day,
wanting to know what had been done about counting the
vote and seating the new member. I replied that nothing
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had been done; th a t Kihn and I had demanded tha t V ogt act
bu t that, w ith V ogt and M urphy on the other side, the com
m ittee was tied and V ogt in possession of the returns on that
vote. A t this juncture Vogt walked in. De Leon turned to
him, asking: “Vogt, how much longer are you going to dis
obey the orders of your State Com mittee?’’ V ogt turned and
walked out of the room  and De Leon, in a voice quivering
w ith indignation, again asked: “Is  th a t all the answer you
have?’’ There was no answer and the tw o men never spoke
again.

In  this way, and over so w orthless a character as this
H ickey, ended a friendship that dated back to 1886, sixteen
long and eventful years, during which these tw o men had
fought side by side, always in perfect concord as to  the prin
ciples and tactics of the Party . I t  was in fact V ogt who had
attracted  De Leon to the S. L. P., who had made him  ac
quainted with the economics of Socialism and had been in
strum ental in having De Leon enter the P arty  as a member.
Sic eunt fata hominum.

In trigue, like politics, makes strange bed-fellows. I t
brought together a H ickey and a V ogt, thereby becoming the
instrum ent that estranged a De Leon and a Vogt. I t then
brought together, or a t least gave a common purpose, for the
tim e being, to another two incongruities, to wit: Julian Pierce
and Vogt. W hile Vogt was the m anager of the Daily People,
P ierce was the m anager of the Labor News. W hile by no
m eans the equal of V ogt intellectually. Pierce was by all
means the better m anager. There was no love lost between
the two, the less so since it had been Pierce who had, right
fully, ftioved against H ickey in order to make him pay w hat
he owed to the Labor News, thus becoming the little stone
th a t started  the avalanche tha t swept Hickey and V ogt out
of the Party . Pierce had offered his services to  the N. E. C.
as m anager of the Daily People when, after the abolition of
the  Board of T rustees, the N. E. C. took charge. H is offer
accepted and he installed in the office. Pierce a t once pro
ceeded to launch some underhanded scheme to inveigle the N.
E. C. into discontinuing the Daily People.

Fate got at Pierce, not via the drink route—he being too
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sober a man for that—but he had become infected with some
scheme to build up a big printing plant, and the Daily People,
demanding so many sacrifices, did not fit in to  th a t scheme at
all. He had looked over the books, at least he said he had
and by painting in the blackest tin ts all that looked unfavor
able, while at the same time w ithholding all inform ation that
tended the other way, he tried to sweep the N. E. C. off its
feet. He failed. At that time, and with the conditions then
prevailing, to propose to  stop the paper by simple executive
action was either hare-brained lunacy or it was an attem pt to
discredit the N. E. C. with the P arty ’s membership. Short
w ork was made of Pierce and .his scheme. H aving made the
statem ent that “the heart had been taken out of him," he was
asked to  resign which he did.

Lampooning Little Kangs
W e then entered w hat m ight rightly  be called the period

of lampoons. I t  rained lampoons from  all sides, the ir au
thors proclaim ing a burning, unquenchable desire to "save"
the Party. These productions look rather funny by retro-
spect, especially when one considers w hat has since become
of the saviors ’ but a t that time this feature was not overly
conspicuous; they were, on the contrary, evidences of a rather

^ the Party.
■ W  that element w anted to do w ith the P arty  after the

apture has never become very clear to  me. T here seemed
to be as many tendencies as there were groups of plo tters,
each group heartily despising the other. The first of these
lampoons was the one of Mr. Julian Pierce. I t  was a 24-page
affair, dated May_ 28, 1902, full of elaborately gotten-up pre-
Ihe" N F  r  ®^"tation, directed against De Leon,

^  Secretary, in fact, everyone who
i n .  from T  No. 2, em anat-
r L l T r  \  hy  th ;ee m en:

f ? urran, Jam es Reid and H erm an Keiser, the three
professing to  represent a Rhode Island state convention, said

w ereThen'a"„d t  P™ «^dings of which
A l t h o u T . u f  remained a profound mystery,

g claiming to  represent a convention held allegedly in
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April, the Rhode Island lampoonists hitched their car right onto
the Pierce lampoon, dealing with matters that had transpired
after the date of the alleged state convention. The ostensible
purpose of the production was to stampede the Party into a
special national convention, “without the formality of a gen
eral vote, provided a majority of the Sections of the Party
demand it,” as it was put, evidently hoping that, by means of
this trick, they might secure some sort of rump convention
and split the Party.

Still another lampoon came from a set of malcontents m
New York, styling themselves a “Committee of 31,” of which
one Herman Simpson was the reputed author, but that de
serves but passing mention. The Pierce lampoon was an
swered by the N. E. C. in a manner that squelched that gen
tleman. The Curran-Reid-Keiser affair was met in a way that
gave the Party membership a chance to attend to the squelch
ing thereof. A call for a general vote was issued and when
that vote had been counted there was but little more to be
said on the subject. The Simpson lampoon the N. E. C. paid
no attention to at all, but Section New York did, with the re
sult that the “Committee of 31” also vanished from the scene.

Pierce’s Self-Photography
When the Pierce lampoon made its appearance, De Leon

had received a copy, mailed to him by Pierce himself as ap
pears from De Leon’s letter to me on this subject. This let
ter is characteristic of De Leon. It depicts accurately how
he felt and how he viewed this attempt to throw the Party
into confusion. Pierce, by the way, spread his lampoon with
a lavish hand all over the country, even timing the mailing ot
same so that they were to arrive, everywhere, on about the
same day. Evidently, he expected a tremendous explosion,
and one can imagine how keenly disappointed he must have
been when his “clever” scheme produced hardly a ripple.

“Milford, Ct, June 12, 1902.
“Dear Kuhn:—The watch arrived safely and duly, and

was delivered at the house. The expressman knows us well.
Many thanks.
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“Yesterday’s People came in 6 pages. I imagined it \va^
to so continue, and thought the move premature. Today’s
came in 4 pages. W as yesterday’s a ‘trial trip’?

“At the beach yesterday afternoon I met Langner. The
moment he saw me, he said smiling:

“ ‘Did you know there is a  new S. L. P.?’
“ ‘No. Where?’
“ ‘Pierce started one in Philadelphia.’ And he went on to

tell me that he had received a voluminous ‘statement’ from
Pierce, in an envelope marked with the S. L. P. Arm and
Hammer. He had not yet read the thing all through, but he
thought the affair ‘smelled of Hanna.’ I  told him what I
thought of the wooden-nutmegger; that he was more ass
than knave.

“When I got home I found one of these ‘statements’ in
my mail. Pierce sent me one himself. Having other matter
(tinkering on the boat) in hand, I laid it 'aw ay; today I read
it through.

“Surely, the lies in it are thick enough to cut with a knife.
Yet the thing gave me a certain enjoyment. I t  forcibly re
minded me, at every turn, of my boyhood pleasure watching
a big field rat caught in a trap, rushing at the bars, and grind
ing his teeth at me. For  all that, there is a coarse low cunning
in the performance that is typical of Master Pierce. He
strikes the attitude of having been victimized because he de
sired to impart ‘accurate,’ ‘exact,’ ‘truthful’ information to the
members on the 'm atte r  of the Daily People, whereas the fact
is that what he sought to do was to stampede the Party  mem
bers into abandoning the Daily People upon an inaccurate,
inexact and untruthful presentation of the situation, in that
all that made against the Daily People was exaggerated, and
all that was in its favor was suppressed. Possibly, some un
guarded members may be caught by this birdlime. If so, you
will get questions, and may have to knock him off that false
posture.

“I presume you will get a copy yourself, and then you
will see all its ‘beauty spots.’ I c.an’t part with mine. I t  is
‘killing’ to  see him, HIM , HIM, coquetting with the Vogt
element: it is charming to see him throw bouquets at Simp-
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son; but I was disappointed to see no bouquet throw n at Mc
Donald for ‘valuable services rendered to the Labor News by
his German and French translations.’

T he ‘docum ents’ which he reproduces I did not go through
very  carefully. There is one which it seems to me is missing.
The le tter he sent to the N. E. C., after he was sacked from
the business m anagem ent of the Daily People, in which he
falsely states tha t he had stated  in his ‘report’ to  the Board of
M anagem ent w hat was to  be done with the Daily People,
plant, o r som ething to tha t effect.

“Then, also, I miss the letter to  the  N. E. C. in which he
proposes a tem porary m anagem ent for the Daily People,
shortly  after his enthusiastic proposition of consolidation un
der himself, and before his alleged discovery of the ‘complete
w reck’ of the Daily. But I  will go over the ‘docum ents’ m ore
carefully. I would like to  know to w hat extent he succeeds
in his plan to  throw  consternation am ong our members. I t
will be a good test of their clearness of vision. T he ‘state
m ent’ carries its own refutation.

“ I t is a lovely feeling to  be out here, where I  am no t
bound to take notice of this and kindred m atters m entioned
by you. I  remain cool and ‘judicial.’ D on’t, when you get
to read the thing, miss the place where he fabricates having
told me to be damned. The ass does not realize th a t by pub
lishing his le tte r to me and my answ er to  him, he makes tha t
part of his story look very fishy.

“At any rate, let me know all th a t goes on. W e here
philosophize on the ‘H exenkessel’ [w itches’ cauldron—H. K.].

“ I wish you would let me have the date of the Daily Peo
ple in which I had the translation  about the Moscow police.

“Fraternally ,
“D. De Leon.’’

T he disturbance of 1899 had been designated by the P arty
as the “K angaroo exodus,’’ and from tha t designation the
latter-day disrupters, of 1902, inherited the appellation of
‘K anglets,’ indicative of their more diminutive size and im 
portance. Follow ing these precedents, if ever there are o ther
attem pts to either capture Or kill the S. L. P-> we shall, per-
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haps, be obliged to descend still farther along the zoological
scale and, finally, get down to the field mouse.

Rhode Islandiana
In all these attempts to capture a Party that did not want

to be captured, as soon as the conspirators found that they
had lost, they concentrated the batteries of their abuse upon
De Leon. It is true, other Party officers came in for their

, share, but he was by far the chief beneficiary, which goes to
show that they reasoned not so incorrectly after all, clearly
discerning that he was their chief obstacle. When the first
information about the Curran-Reid-Keiser move had reached
me, though I had not yet seen the lampoon itself, I had writ
ten to De Leon, then at Milford, Conn., so as to keep him
posted. He replied as follows:

“Milford, Ct, July 5, 1902.
“Dear Kuhn:—Necessarily incomplete as must be the in

formation contained in yours of yesterday on the R. I. call
for a national convention, I can form no opinion. It may
simply be a circular calling for a vote to secure the necessary
five sections’ endorsement to serve as a basis for a real ‘call
for a general vote to hold a convention,’ to be issued by the
N. E. C. If, however, this is not so, and R. I. has actually
presumed to exercise N. E. C. functions, then their conduct
is a glaring violation of the constitution. If the matter is
legitimate, I would counsel you to raise no objections to sub
mitting the proposition to a general vote for a convention,
just as soon as the necessary number of sections has endorsed
it. Only, the N. E. C. in fixing the date, should see to it that
it does not conflict with the campaign..

“While I see a possibility of the R. I. ‘call’ not being il
legitimate, I must admit that the conduct of those who seem
to be running affairs there of late, does not justify the opinion
that the ‘call’ may not really be illegitimate. It is certainly
possible that they have wholly lost their heads, and have ac
tually ‘issued a call for a general vote to hold a convention.’
Government must be with the consent of the governed. If
the sections can allow anyone of them to cancel their vote.s
on the constitution and the N. E. C. and to set himself up
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with N. E. C. powers, and thus countenance Anarchy, then,
I say, they are hopelessly gone, and the Par ty  organization is
foundered. But all this remains to be seen. I t  may be well
to have a letter-box answer stating the  constitutional provi
sions on this head, and bringing out the point that, in order
to secure the endorsement of the requisite number of sec
tions, a section could communicate with many or all, but that
the vote of the sections on such a communication is not and
can not be ‘a vote on a call for a general vote to  hold a con
vention.’ Such a call can only issue from the N. E. C.

“I duly received your le tter of Sunday, June 29th. It,  to
gether with the committee’s reports in the Daily People gave
me a good idea of the ‘Conspiracy of the Pinheads.’ W hat
self-photography by the men who shout ‘bosses,’ ‘tyranny,’
etc.

“I sent you yesterday a telegram to  the Picnic grounds
cheering the Daily. Did not get today’s People, and can’t
tell whether it reached you.

“W e had a lovely July 4th.
“Fraternally,
“D. De Leon.’’

day or so later, having meantime eome into possession
cf the Rhode Island lampoon, I wrote to De Leon again, giv
ing him more precise information, but, not having more than
one copy and tha t  one needed in New York, I  did not send
the document. H e replied, still not fully believing in the full
crookedness of the Rhode Island move, as is attested by his
answer to my letter.

“Milford, Ct., July 7, 1902.
“Dear Kuhn;—Back this evening from a clam-digging ex

pedition to  the Long Island shore, I received your two letters
of the 5th and the 6th. So, then, the ‘R. I. Call’ is as idiotic,
malapert and vicious as all that? I have seen none. Would
like to see one, so as to see by my own eyes such an exhibi
tion. A. M. Simons had at least the fact before or behind
him of two N. E. C.’s in New York. But the only ehaos that
prevails in New York is the chaotic condition that the pin-
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heads are in, due to the failure of their R. I. allies to  throw
tne section on its beam end.

“What IS the N. E. C. going to do about it? If you have
not erred m your report of the ‘call’ (!)(? ) and it really as-
sumes the Anarchic posture of appointing Section Providence
an iV E C then they have to be dealt with summarily. But
how A Committee of a Convention is not a body recoo--
mzed by the constitution. Such a committee can not be ‘sus
pended. Guess you will have to communicate officially with
luc State Committee or the Section, or both, so as to get
something tangible. “

‘ I also think it would be well to send someone to Provi-
dence, and « «  some of the men, and ascertain to what extent
the rank and file are hypnotized into making fools of them-

ves, an getting material ready for a new organization. In
many respects Brower is the fit man; he can connect with
our Alliance men. The talk I had with O'Connor showed
that they are onto Kroll, at least. It can not be possible that
all those men are gone to the dogs.

to a l e s f  "tT  organizationsto a test. _ The section that does not give the thing a back-
handed swipe is not worth the powder to blow it to hell.

I dont break my head to fathom Curran. His ‘policy’
satisfies me that he is deficient in thinking powers and is

‘'^«''Sht. But what does interest me is
J id  f r ?  ‘yPOg'-aphical errors seem to increase.
A.id from what you say I judge that all is not well in the
composing room.

T le Z o 'k  vacation.
cial aspects?

course"  ̂ convention. Of
course, not one in response to Anarchy. But a Party conven
tion would afford excellent opportunity to size up the ele
ments and castigate the crooks. Unfortunately these how-
^ver,^are, one after the other, placing themselves outside the

Glad the Picnic was a success.
"MacDonald, I can assure you, is not in m y  councils; so
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th a t he can’t know that my purpose in going off on a vacation
was to  escape the ‘general wreck.’ And I also need not as
sure you that for penetration and acumen I, for one, would
no t go to  F rank  [“F rank” is M cDonald’s first name.— K.].
The ‘general w reck’ will be the fate of the pin-heads. I have,
however, a  p re tty  clear idea tha t the S. L. P. is about to cast
off a slough. Some m eat may have to be dropped or torn off
along w ith the slough; and then the organization will ‘burn
more intensely’ and scorch the carcasses of ‘the field’ more
m ercilessly than ev?r. The only thing I am now keeping m y
eyes on is the conduct of the sections. W ill these deport
themselves as the occasion requires? If  they do, all is well.
Even if I  have to  live on bread and w ater, I  shall then fall to.
T he occasion is critical, and as promiseful as it is critical. No
w onder the owlish pin-heads are in a flutter. All the same, I
hope the Daily People finances will mend so th a t I  may not
need to  consume my vitals.

( “I  wish you to  tell Hossack to  be sure and come ou t here
for a few days. W ill you have to  give up your visit, and
Shaynin?

“I t  occurs to me tha t you will not henceforth have much
to say against m y plan for a new form  of N. E. C. A t pres
ent any scalawag can make out the N. E. C. to  be in turm oil
because of actual o r im aginary turm oil in the section.

“Be virtoo-us and you will be happy. I  who am happy
tell you so. The vegetable garden is bloom ing like the rose:
we have green peas and cauliflowers to furnish Legget’s
[“Legget”—a New Y ork restaurant—H. K.]. The boat cleaves
the Long Island sound to perfection and her captain is look
ing like a fighting cock.

“W hen you come, bring an ex tra pair of stockings for if
we take a sail I like to  see the boat lean over so tha t she
takes in the w ater over her gunwales.

“D. De Leon.”

Getting Things Pat
Soon thereafter I was able to send to  De Leon the docu

m ent itself, together w ith some other m atter foreign to th is
issue and he was then in a position more clearly to judge the
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thing. On the whole he seemed to favor a special conven
tion, doubtless because he felt the urge to meet and annihi
late these fellows, as surely he would have done had the con
vention been decided iipon in a regular constitutional m an
ner. I did not see the situation in that light at all, not believ
ing for a second that the S. L. P. membership could be stam 
peded into voting for a special convention demanded by such
men em ploying such methods. De Leon sizes up Curran quite
correctly when he says the man hoped that the N. E, C. make
the mistake of refusing to call for a general vote as that would
have given him an opening to call a rump convention. De
Leon’s next le tter reads;

“Milford, Ct., July 8, 1902.

m orning your two letters en-
I am glad to see they do not
the Party . They make a show
I would close my eyes at the

false pretense, and call the th ing simply irregular. L et them
come to  the convention. But I urge you not to oppose the
holding of a convention. Remember, th a t many a man is
m erely roped into endorsing such a R. I. proposition, but if
the N. E. C. acts in a way to make him think it w ants no
convention, then he goes wholly over. By taking the stand
tha t I outline, such people will easily be held straight, an.i
the R. I. crooks will find themselves left.

"As to the document I need not say to you it is dastardly.
I t  is a patchw ork of Simpson, Curran, Pierce and Kroll. No
wonder they were two whole m onths in getting  it out.

“L et New Y ork vote quickly and vote for convention and
vote for Pittsburgh.

“W hat a Jesuit that Curran has turned out!

“Dear Kuhn:—I got this
closing documents. In  a way
actually put themselves out of
of trying to be constitutional.

“Fraternally,
"D. De Leon.

P. S. Curran does not imagine the P arty  will stand by
him. He calculates upon some mistake in New Y ork to  justify
a rump convention. D. DL.”
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Needless Apprehensions
The action of Curran and consorts had created amongst

the Party  membership red-hot indignation. I had issued in
the Daily People a warning, pointing out the unconstitutional
character of the proposition and urging the membership to
keep cool. The New York State Executive Committee had
branded the attempt at creating confusion in a stiff resolution,

Sand other Party  organizations were taking similar action.
Both of these matters are referred to by De Leon in his next
letter, the first disapprovingly, the second with approval. But
De Leon no longer desires that the membership vote for a
convention at the behest of men adopting such means to bring
it about.

“Milford, Ct., July 9, 1902.
“Dear Kuhn;— was yesterday in such a hurry to mail

you my letter that I did not say anything about the ‘Answer’
of the N. E. C. and the ‘Statement on Condition of People.’
The la tter is magnificent and timely. I also enjoyed the in
formation that the former gave me. Of course, we knew
Pierce to be a liar.

“I also received this m orning yesterday’s and today’s
People together. The action of the N. Y. State Committee
I find good. Such action, even perhaps more emphatic, should
come from Sections, State Committees and individuals. They
must repudiate the Curran Jesuit move, both as to its m eth
ods and its contents, and I shall certainly watch with inter
est the conduct of such bodies. They are brought squarely to
the touch, and can now show what there is in them.

“But for the same reason I regret to see your ‘Warning*
in yesterday’s People. In the first place you ought to be
cautious. I t  may be said your office does not authorize you
to address the P ar ty  members except as the mouthpiece of
the N. E. C. A color is given to  the claim that you pre
judged. In the second place. I hold tha t In this particular
Curran issue the N. E. C. should act with studied neutrality.
The Curran statement aims, true enough, at killing The Peo
ple: but it expressly assails and marks out for decapitation
you and me—two officers under the N. E. C. At such times
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as these it is the part of wisdom not to be too strict con
structionists of constitutions. A stric t construction would re
quire the immediate suspension of the three signers and of
every organization that refuses to bounce them. They, in
trying to make themselves safe by a not too flagrant or im
pudent violation of the constitution, have actually hanged
themselves: they enable the N. E. C. to take the attitude of
complete neutrality in a P arty  row, and thereby to  afford the
P arty  a legal way to smite them. I hope the tone in your
‘W arning’ was a mere outburst of ju st and excusable indigna
tion, and that the N. E. C. will take the course I map out:
Condemn the R. I. method as unconstitutional and unw ar
ranted, and at the same time submit to  the membership the
question w hether they care to have a special convention on
the R. I. m atter. In  tha t way the best good is obtained.

“E ither the membership is stalw art or it is timid.
“If  stalw art, it will vote NO on the N. E. C. call; and the

Curran crew will thereby get a double slap in the face; their
call is ignored, and their purpose is knocked down by the NO.

“If the membership is timid and has been frightened by
the partly plausible libels of the Curran Committee, then they
will want a convention to  look into the m atter. The ques
tion of a convention being put by the N. E. C , these men
will vote on^ tha t call, and ignore the Curran Committee.
Only those in the conspiracy may vote the other way, but
they will surely feel em barrassed, and their conduct be scored
against them. No plausible reason would there be for an un
constitutional course, there being a constitutional door opened
by the N. E. C. And, finally, the C urran conspirators will
feel constrained either to  come to our convention—a th ing
they certainly have sense enough to know will be mighty un
pleasant to  them, and which I know will mean their annihila
tion— or they will stay away, and then they stand exposed by
themselves as standing out against the P arty  itself.

“Curran wants no convention of the P arty ; we should
hoist him by his own petard by taking him at his word, and
furnish him a convention, but a legal one. The bald, brazen,
denunciatory language of Curran against the P arty  itself, is a
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deliberate act on his part to  irrita te  the P arty  into an attitude
th a t will free him from  the necessity of m aking good his
charges. H e knows the N. E. C. would never countenance
such a convention as he calls, and he expects to see the N. E .
C. simply repudiate his convention. IF  T H A T  H A P P E N S ,
T H E  PA R TY  IS SM ASHED. T here would be quite a num
ber of well-intentioned members and people who could be
bam boozled into the belief tha t we were afraid, and have
som ething to hide.

“If  the N. E. C. issues a call along the lines indicated, I
would urge th a t the tone of judicial calmness and neu tra lity
be preserved. Make no mistake about it:  C urran expects no
general vote to be called by the N. E. C. on w hether a con
vention shall be called or not. Such a call will be a bom b
shell in his house. Let not the ex-Jesuit Sem inarist C urran
walk into capitalist political preferm ent upon the streng th  of
carrying the scalp of the S. L. P. dangling from  his belt. T he
unconstitutionality  of his course, though expected by him  to
ac t upon the N. E. C. like a red rag  before a bull, is so clever
ly  woven th a t it will fail to  strike many, and no th ing  bu t a
call for a general vote by the N. E. C. itself, w ith the C urran
charges for the subject of the special convention, will save
such members. I have said enough. W e have knocked him
out at each move. W e can knock him out for good now, and
clear the atm osphere immensely. F rankly, I have a sneaking
leaning for a convention. T he subjects these people b ring
up are all w orth thorough exposition.

"Is  anything being done to find out who was a t tha t con
vention, and w hat it did really do, and who in R. I. approved
of this lampoon?

“Fraternally ,
“D. De Leon.”

In  the foregoing le tte r De Leon goes in to  the subject
quite closely, considering all possible contingencies. Being
away from  headquarters, and depending upon inform ation
m ost if not all of which had to  be indirect and second-hand,
he was apparently apprehensive on two points: One th a t the
N. E. C. m ight play into C urran’s hands by angrily refusing



R EM IN ISC E N C E S O F D A N IE L  D E LEO N . 47

to issue a call for a general vote on the question of holding a
special convention, thereby enabling Curran to try  and get
together a rump convention to split the P arty ; and, the other,
th a t a portion of the membership m ight be shaken by the
wild charges made by the Curran committee. N either of
these apprehensions had any basis in fact. The N. E. C. never
dreamed of playing into Curran’s hands, having from  the first
made up its mind as to what he was up to. In  due time the
call for the vote was issued on the initiative of the N. E. C.
and September 15, 1902, was the date set for the vote to close.
T hat call laid the Curranites out flat. In gathering my m ate
rial for this work, I had to  reread it and I enjoyed every word
of it. The fact that Curran had been the chairman of the
Committee on Constitution and had, in that capacity, reported
to  the 1900 national convention the very constitution th a t
now he wanted so nonchalantly set aside, was used as the un
derlying text and it was used effectively. The other appre
hension, tha t part of the membership, or a considerable part,
m ight be shaken by the Curran move, was equally w ithout
foundation. The brazen effrontery of Curran, first, in that he
set himself up as the N. E. C., dem anding from an outraged
P arty  that its vote be returned to "him ” ; second, th a t in the
Opening paragraph of his lam poonist call he openly threatened
Section organizers with dire consequences if they failed to
circulate his production, saying, literally, tha t "failure on the
p art of any such person to communicate this statem ent to
the Section and to  furnish it to the members of the Section,
will be followed by us w ith definite charges against the per
son so transgressing,” and, further, tha t if any members be
came aware that an organizer had failed to distribute the lam 
poon he wanted "prom pt advise of the facts in order tha t we
m ay take action against the guilty person” ; and, third, that
instead of m aking definite charges against officers according
to their respective functions, he hurled vague and cloudy ac
cusations against w hat he called ‘‘m anaging powers,” all this
and more besides simply enraged the membership and caused
short w ork to be made of him and his “call” when the P arty
took its vote. In fact, the Curran impudence helped to settle
the entire “K anglet” issue much quicker than m ight have been
possible without his “aid,”
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Eccentric Centrists
But still another nest of treason had to  be cleaned out

a t  Pittsburgh, Pa., where a coterie of lightweights, whose
vanity had been stimulated by Sanial having made them be
lieve, which they gladly did, tha t they were the “logical cen
te r” of the United States and that, therefore, they were the
right men in the right place to take a hand in this general en
deavor to  “save” the Party. They had all along held that to
them should go the seat of the N. E. C. and they thought that
now had come the time for them to act. Accordingly, they
sent an “investigation” committee to  New York, evidently ex
pecting to find there disaster, confusion and chaos, plus a
disposition to hand over to them the whole Party, boots and
baggage. Finding none of these things, nor any sign of the
aforesaid disposition, they returned to Pittsburgh and set up
an S. L. P. of their own. But this eccentric creation of the
“logical centrists” was not to  be of long duration, for, rather
early in their career, they had the misfortune to  lose their
treasurer and, incidentally, their treasury, whatever that may
have been and since, in addition to  this mishap, they had es
tablished and had on their hands a non-supporting paper,
they did not linger very long.

Exit Lucien Sanial
Before closing this chapter, it must be observed that

Sanial, too, had succumbed. When that “investigation” com
mittee came .from Pittsburgh he, already rotten-ripe for a
fall, threw in his lot with the disrupters. An attempt was
made to go and see him to talk matters over, but he evaded
meeting the issue after he had at first agreed to meet a com
mittee of the N. E. C. Thereafter, not to be outdone by his
confreres, he followed the prevailing fashion and issued a
very sonorous lampoon.

At the present day, Sanial is a very old man. After he
had said good-bye to the S. L. P. he joined the S. P. and re
mained with that party for some years. But he left the S. P.
a short time ago and the last heard of him was to the effect
tliat, in conjunction with Simpson, Stokes, Spargo, A. M.
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Simons, W alling , Bohn and a lot of o ther  such “socialist
celebrities, no t  to forget Mr. Samuel Goinpers, P res iden t of
the A merican Federation  of Labor,  he helped to  organize, a t
Minneapolis, Minn., the so-called "N ational Alliance of L a
bor and Democracy, which, if m em ory  serves me right,  is
engaged, besides m any  o ther  th ings, in some such un der tak 
ing  as harm oniz ing  the in terests  of the w ork ing  class and
those of its capitalist exploiters, a  ta sk  th a t  m us t be very  con
genial to  Mr. Lucien Sanial— God bless him!

I. VV. W . Organized
W e now  come to the events of 1905, the y ea r  the  Ind us

tr ial W o rkers  of the W o r ld  was organized a t  Chicago, 111., an
event wherein De Leon partic ipated  with all th e  a rd o r  of his
soul, believing that ,  a t  last, the hour had s truck  th a t  would
see the w ork ing  class, in la rger  num bers  than ever before,
take the first step tow ards the form ation  of a formidable o r 
ganization on the economic field, based upon th e  unqualified
reco,gnition of the class s t ruggle  and all th a t  implies.

A t the end of 1904, and the beg inn ing  of 1905, the N. E. C.
had arranged  for a national o rgan iz ing  and ag ita tion  tour,
w ith  F ran k  Bohn as the organizer and  speaker. A t  the time
of the national convention of the P a r ty ,  in 1904, Bohn had come
from  Michigan as a delegate thereto, had taken an active part
in tha t convention and had begun to be looked upon as a
“coming man.” H o w  he came and w en t  will appear later,
bu t in 1905, while en route  on the aforesaid  tour, he received’
at S t  Louis, Mo., an invitation to  a ttend  a  conference to be'
held at Chicago, 111., w here said conference was to w ork  out
and adopt a manifesto  to  be addressed to  the “W o rk e rs  of
the W orld , ’ call ing upon them  to form a new organiza tion  of
Labor,  based upon the class struggle  and being  industria l in
form  as opposed to  the old craft union organizations. Bohn
reported  the m a t te r  to  headquarters  and w as ins tructed  to go
ahead and a ttend  the conference. B eing p resen t a t  tha t  g a th 
ering, he became one of the signers of th a t  ra th e r  famous
m anifesto  which, when it appeared, had the  effect of a t ru m 
pet call and raised  high hopes everywhere am o ng s t  forward-
looking w orkingm en.
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T he m anifesto was also a call to attend a convention that
was to m eet on June 27, 1905, at Chicago. De Leon went as
one of the delegates of the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance
and took*a notable part in the work of that gathering. T hat
convention was the sta rting  point of the organization known
as the Industrial W orkers of the  W orld (I. W. W .), an organ
ization that «placed itself, by  its declaration of principles,
squarely upon a revolutionary basis on both the economic and
the political field. The form ation of the I. W. W., regard
less of w hat has happened in after years, must be considered
one of the m ost im portant events in the history  of the Am er
ican labor movement, an event that has already had far-reach
ing consequences and is certain to produce many more, not
necessarily by any future action of that organization, because
it has become rather discredited w ith the m ore solid and
sober-m inded portion of th e  w orking class, but by virtue of
the  ideas it  has form ulated and crystallized during the few
earlier years o'f its existence. Never before had the idea of
industrial unionism been so clearly form ulated and that idea
is today ferm enting everywhere am ongst the w orking class,
never to  disappear again, for our future industrial develop
m ent is bound to  give tha t idea ample and continuous nourish
ment.

But the forces tha t were a t w ork when the S. L. P. was
split in 1899, at once became active in 1905 to carry discord
in to  the ranks of the I. W . W . The launching of such an o r
ganization, w ith such a program  for action on both the politi
cal and the economic field, and, m oreover, w ith a form of or
ganization tha t would make of it a terrible and most direct
menace to  the capitalist em ployer, could not but strike te rro r
in the capitalist camp. An organization which, instead of
sp litting  up into autonom ous craft units, «would organize an
entire industry into one big union w ithout regard to  the vari
ous crafts employed therein; th a t would then federate all the
industries; and that would not enter into any kind of trade
agreem ents with the boss, such an organization would be
som ething not to be regarded lightly. F rom  mere rethorical
m etaphor, the “Giant” Labor was threatening to become an
actuality. Som ething had to be done to shear this Samson of



REMINISCENCES OF DANIEL DE LEON. 51
his strength-imparting locks and Delilahs had to be found to
attend to the shearing.

Anarcho-Syndicalist Coup D’Etat
To be sure they were found. Internal friction became

manifest during the very first year of the organization’s exist
ence. Due to the looseness with which the first convention
had to be called, discordant elements had found their way into
the organization, birds of ill omen that had been active in the
past when the ranks of the revolutionary phalanx of Labor
had to be disintegrated, a process capitalism will continue to
resort to until the rising tide of the social revolution will be
come so strong as to render the efforts of its agents nugatory.
After the first convention every succeeding one that the or
ganization has held marked an eruption of some sort until in
1908 the real coup d’etat was staged and enacted. The I. W.
W. passed under the control of an Anarcho-Syndicalist, a
physical force element, which had packed the convention with
a  lot of plug-ugly delegates, many of them representing purely
fictitious locals, and had refused to seat properly accredited
delegates from bona fide organizations, amongst these De
Leon himself.

This element, once it found itself in control, promptly Un
did the work of the 1905 convention; the political clause of the
preamble, or declaration of principles, was eliminated and the
organization placed squarely upon a physical force basis. Sub
sequent history has demonstrated, amply and convincingly, the
logical and inevitable consequences that flow from assuming
such a posture; the Anarchists did what they are always fated
to do, furnish the raison d’etre for the police spy, demoralize
the working class and discredit the very name of Labor. The
career of the I. W. W. since 1908, most of this time under
the leadership of Haywood, furnishes a striking lesson of
•what not to do, a lesson that should not be lost sight of by
any^ thinking workingman. That, as has happened, leading
spirits of the I. W. W., about one hundred in number, were
Indicted and, after a sensational trial lasting for about four
months,  ̂were sentenced to varying terms of imprisonment,
that in itself does hot cover the case, for even the revolu-



52 R E M IN IS C E N C E S  O F D A N IE L  D E  LEON .

tionary Socialist, fighting the w orking class battle on the
highest civilized plane tha t is possible today, may be per
secuted by a capitalist government. T hat has been done in
the past the world over and is likely to  be done in the fu
ture, but tha t they—the I. W . W .—so conducted their "or
ganization” as themselves to  furnish a  handle to  their prose
cutors m aking it possible to  convict them  on their own show
ing as sabotagers, physical forcists and as men disregarding
the political institutions of the land, that is the real offense
from the standpoint of the Labor movement. In  the last
analysis it is the movem ent that will be saddled with a good
portion of the responsibility for the folly and the misdeeds
of the com paratively few. De Leon in 1908, w ith prophetic
vision, told them  ju s t w here they would land, but like so
many others before them they  would and did not heed.

Dc Leon on I. W . W . Convention
R eturning again to  the tim e prior to th a t first conven

tion of the I. W . W., I  had never seen De Leon so intensely
interested as he was in everything pertaining to that im
pending event. So filled up was he w ith the subject, tha t we
spent many hours going over the ground and casting up the
possibilities of the new' move, the persons apt to  play a role
and the good or evil influence they m ight exert. W hat were
De Leon’s views after the convention may be gleaned from
h's le tte r to  me w ritten when at St. Paul, Minn., which let
te r  I feel happy to have in my possession and be able to  add
to this volume, as it portrays accurately how De Leon felt
at that time and, also, in w hat position he felt himself to  be at
Chicago in regard to Debs and in regard to  other m atters.

“Globe H otel, 260 E ast 6th St.,
"St. Paul, Minn., July 9, 1905.

"D ear K uhn:—Although the bulk of my le tte r is on
business concerning Chase, I send it to you lest you grow
jealous at my w riting to Chase only.

" I  feel so happy and have so much, so very much to  say
th a t I simply could not begin to  tell the story in writng. F or
one thing, I feel very tired. I am w riting or starting  this let-
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te r while a bath is being prepared for me, after which 1 am
going to  sleep (I have arrived here from  Milwaukee a t 11
a. m. and it is now about noon). This forces to my pen two
m atters:

F irst, yesterday’s Milwaukee meeting. I t  was fine. Ex-
S. P.’s crowded around me. They have joined us or arc
about to do so. Berger, they say, is dead. Enclosed clipping
tells the tale as to whether we are ‘Union W reckers’ and
discredited with the w orking class.

“Second, as to  the Chicago ratification m eeting held night
before last. You may wonder and m ay have grieved th a t I
did not speak. Grieve not. As you may have seen from a
previous le tter of mine to Chase, I  did not much care for that
ratification m eeting after the speeches of Debs and mine on
the convention floor. Nevertheless, if a ratification meeting
was to be held, I  was going to speak w ith Debs and have the
m atter stenographed. But, the m atter of the ratification
m eeting hung fire due to the lack of funds to  secure the Au
ditorium ; besides, the m atter was brushed aside by the palpi
ta ting  issues tha t confronted the convention. W hen, finally,
the m eeting was decided on, it was too late for the A udito
rium, and the convention hall had to do. On the speakers’
question we beat down the crooks, as you know, and every
thing was in good trim. Thus stood m atters up to  Friday
afternoon. By that time, I began to feel indisposed. For
one thing the heat in Chicago during the convention week
was intense; for another, the heat in the convention hall and
in my committee room (Com m ittee on Constitution with Sher
man who was elected President and w ith M oyer) was in
tenser; for still another, the work was still in tenser; add to
that the sooty atm osphere of Chicago, by noon of F riday I
had a splitting headache. You know I am on the lookout
against apoplexy. This was the alternative— either join the
dem onstration of the ratification m eeting and then run the
risk of breaking the Milwaukee, possibly also the St. Paul
date, or give these dates a chance and le t the ratification
m eeting go. My decision depended upon a third contingen
cy—would Debs be present? H e had left Chicago to  hold a
4th of July oration somewhere in D akota and he was to have
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been back on the 5th. He had not yet returned by noon of
the 7th (the ratification m eeting day) and there were ru
mors tha t he would not be back in time. If he appeared at
the meeting, then my absence would be construed as a
dem onstration against him; if he did not show up and I did,
then his absence m ight be construed as a dem onstration against
me. In view of all this, I went to my hotel, undressed and put
cracked ice on my head, and arranged w ith Shaynin (I ant
called for my bath; shall continue later).

"H ere I am again. The w eather is pleasant. I  had a
two hours’ sleep. Begin to  feel like myself. W ell, to  pro
ceed. I arranged with Shaynin that he was to go to the hall
and keep me posted by telephone. T here was a telephone in
my room. The first message was 7.45—no Debs; secon#,
8.00—no Debs; third, 8.15—no Debs; fourth, 8.30—m eeting
in full blast and no Debs. I  breathed freely. If Debs had
turned up, I would have taken m y chances of a stroke of apo
plexy; as he was not turning up, policy and personal safety
coincided. I had T rautm ann called up, told him of my phys
ical condition, authorized him to express my deep regret to
the m eeting and to make my apology. Shaynin remained on
guard to notify me in case Debs should turn up; I would
immediately have gone to the meeting. W ell, he did not turn
up; I slept—9 hours— the first sleep in two weeks. T hat tells
the whole story  and no bones broken.

“I t is the convention's opinion that t  he S. T. & L. A.
delegation presented the m ost dignified appearance, and con
ducted itself accordingly. ‘W eeping Charley,’ ‘Moth Maily,’
‘A. M. Simons, Editor,’ Ex-G overnor Coates,’ etc., looked
like baked owls. W e trium phed all along the line. H ayw ood
tells me The People should be in every m iner’s hands, etc.
But I- shall not proceed on these lines or I ’ll never end.
T rautm ann, H agerty  and I spoke in Milwaukee last night.

"N ow  to Chase proper:
"1.—^Enclosed are the stenographer’s receipts—$78.75 in

all for 19)4 days. H aving received $75.00 from Chase, I am
out $3.75.

“2.—‘As the stenographer charged for the two half days
when the convcatioa was in recess for the com mittees to
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work, I got him to take the ratification meeting w ithout ex
tra  charge. H e now has everything—from  the first w ord of
the first day to the last word of the 11th day at 1 p. m., when
the convention adjourned, including the ratification meeting.
As I made him put it in the second receipt, he holds the
notes in trust subject to the disposition of the Daily People.

“3.—Impossible here to  condense the run of events Other
wise than to say that the notes are absolutely our property
as the convention found no way to  join in defraying the ex
penses. Trautm ann and Schultz, of Milwaukee, told me the
Milwaukee Brewers’ Union donation of $25 will be sent to
The People. But Schultz wants copies of The People there
for. I have referred all that to Chase.

“The rem aining am ount ($600.00 less $78.75 already paid
the stenographer) will have to be raised by us in the way the
present fund was raised. I would insert a statem ent in The
People to this effect (stating  also exactly when the steno
graphic report will begin to appear) ju st as soon as Chase
will have perfected arrangem ents with the stenographer for
transcribing the notes. I have referred him to Chase with
whom he was to communicate immediately. I find I have
not his address; by this mail I am w riting to Clarence Smith
to send Chase the stenographer’s address immediately, so
that Chase can initiate the correspondence should the stenog
rapher not be as prom pt as he promised. C O N V E N T IO N
M EM BERS AND S Y M PA TH IZER S W A N T T H E  R E 
PORT. The Coates-Simons clique maneuvred to  take the
stenographic report from our hands and then p igeon-hole it
W e foiled them.

 ̂ would suggest tha t certain episodes of the con
vention report be given the right of way. Haywood also is
of that opinion, seeing that it would otherw ise take very long
before those episodes would appear in the regular course.
The episodes are the following in the following order: a)
Ratification meeting; b) Episode on the exclusion of law
yers; c) Episode of speeches—Debs, I, etc.; d) Episode of
debate on adoption of preamble.

“I have arranged with the stenographer for this sequence,
subject to Chase’s decision, he, possibly finding practical or
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technical difficulties in the carrying out of th is plan. 1 do
not suppose that the publication will s ta rt before 1 return.
But if it can be started, then the first day’s report m ight go
in before my return. Any one a t the office could correct the
stenographic imperfections. T rautm ann is to  furnish us all
the docum ents tha t were read. In th a t way we save much
money for transcribing.

"6.—U nder this head Kinneally is m ainly interested.
Chase incidentally. I  have received from  the Alliance,
through Kinneally and Gillhaus, a to tal of $110.00 in cash.
Of th is am ount, $10.00 was to be kept in reserve in case a
levy was made at the convention. None was made and the
am ount m ight go to  the stenographer’s fund. Possibly, how
ever, the Alliance m ay w ant it, seeing th a t a call for funds
will soon be issued from  the headquarters of the new organ
ization. If these $10.00 are deducted, I would have had $100.-
00. My bill against the Alliance (18 days, from  June 21 to
July 8, a t $5.00 per diem) is $90.00, leaving me w ith $10.00
over and above the bill—unless the S. L. P. assum es the ex
penses for the pre-convention days, in which case the am ount
due the Alliance would be proportionately  larger. But I give
notice th a t my expenses were com pulsorily larger than the
ta riff allows, and I  had to incur them. I  make a rough es
tim ate tha t the three weeks in Chicago, especially owing to
the last two, left me about $10.00 beyond the reckoning.

“7.— Albert Ryan, an excellent fellow and one of the
W estern  Federation of M iners’ delegates is to  be in New
York, probably before my return. If  so, be good to  him. He>
will call a t the Daily People office.

“I t  is with difficulty I refrain from  taking up convention
and other kindred m atters. But I  must. A score of things,
occur to  me sim ultaneously. But to dash them  off here
would be but to  jum ble them. The New Y ork delegates will
be back by the tim e this reaches the Daily People building.
I  shall let all of you buzz them. M oreover, I expect local
com rades to be arriving every minute. The St. Paul Pioneer
had it that the ‘sane element’ won out and Coates was elected
President!II The enclosing clipping from the Chicago Chron
icle tells a different yawp. It is not the De Leon-H agerty
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Debs might prove instrum ental in the w ork of creating in
America a united economic Labor mo'vement of revolutionary
character. Indeed, those who knew De Leon best knew only
too well that this very desire often led him to misplace his
confidence and expect of some individuals attitudes and deeds
to which he himself could readily rise, but which were way
beyond the calibre of such men to  assume and to  perform.

The above observations are m ost strikingly illustrated by
a  le tter of De Leon—w ritten  more than two years after his St.
Paul le tte r—addressed to “W illiam D. Haywood, Denver,
Colo.”, and delivered to Haywood by St. John at Chicago, a
few weeks after its date. The term  "daily le tter” was used by
H ayw ood in a le tter sent by him from his prison cell a t Boise,
Ida., to De Leon, and refers to the D aily People which H ay
wood had received regularly during his im prisonm ent. Never
did Haywood answer De Leon’s le tter of Aug. 3, 1907—not in
w riting, nor in person. But this le tte r is a very interesting
contribution to the history  of the .American Labor movement
and I am pleased to be able to include it in this volume, since
it shows, in De Leon’s own words, just how he viewed the pos
sibility of Haywood becoming the rallying point for the rev
olutionary American Labor movement and how he viewed his
own position in the m ovement brought about by the intense
w ork done during its formative period. The real De Leon was
quite ready to step aside if the animosities, engendered of ne
cessity during the early struggles of the movement, stood in
the way of the movem ent’s unification. I t  was the movement
and always the movement th a t was to be considered never
the individual, no m atter what services he m ight have ren
dered. We see thus in the real De Leon a man very different
from the imaginary De Leon that his enemies constantly pic
tured. How Haywood fulfilled the hopes De Leon at one time
placed in him has been shown in the course of time. He, too,
proved to  be a “hollow tooth.”
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"Editorial D epartm ent Post Office Box 1576
’Phone 129 Franklm

" D A I L Y  P E O P L E
2, 4 and 6 New Reade Street

{Removed to 28 City Hall Place)
. "New York, A ugust 3d, 1907.

Wm. D. Haywood,
"Denver, Colo.

"D ear Comrade:—

uuch, I know, must have been the shower of congratu
lations tha t poured upon you on your acquittal that I pur
posely kept in the rear lest my voice be ‘drowned by the mul
titude.’ Moreover, how glad I felt needed no w ords; m y
‘daily le tte r’ will have reached you prom ptly, anyhow.

Besides that, I had a special reason to wish to  avoid
the crowd. W hat I now have to say I say banking upon the
message that your lawyer Miller delivered to  me in your
name at Boise last April. He said you would have liked to
meet me and talk  things over in the hope of coming to an
understanding. I am about to leave for Europe to the In ter
national Socialist Congress. Things in America remain in a
disturbed and disordered condition. Nevertheless, it is a
state of disorder and disturbance from which your acquittal
IS calculated to  bring speedy order and harmony. The cap
italist class has again w rought better for the Social Revolu
tion than that class is aware—it has, through your now cele
brated case, built you up for the w ork of unifying the Move
m ent upon sound ground. Those who have been early in the
struggle have necessarily drawn upon them selves animosi
ties, However undeserved, these animosities are unavoid-
able, and what is worse yet, tend to disqualify such organiza
tions and their spokesmen for the work of themselves speedily
effecting unification, however certain the soundness of their
work may make ultim ate unification. Im portan t as their
w ork was in the past, and will continue to be, not through
them could a short cut to victory, through united efforts, be
made. The very value of their work in one direction in te r
feres with their power in another. As I said, the capitalist
class, through this late persecution of you, has ‘produced’ the
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unifier— the Socialist who understands, as the Socialist La-
:.or P arty  does, that, w ithout the ballot, the em ancipation of
the W orking Class can not be reached; and that, w ithout the
industrially economic organization of the w orkers, the day of
the w orkers’ victory a t the polls (even if such victory could
be attained under such circum stances) would be the day of
the ir defeat; last, not least, the Socialist who is unencum
bered by the anim osities inseparable from  the early stages
of the struggle. W e are again in the days when the old Re
publican party  was organized out of w arring  free-soil and
abolitionist, and of up to then w avering elements. Thanks
to your own antecedents, your celebrated case, the unanim ity
of the W orking Class in your behalf, and your trium phant
vindication, the capitalist class has itself hatched out the
needed leader. T he capitalist class has throw n the ball into
your hands. You can kick it over the goal.

“The season is so solemn that I  shall speak solemnly.
Upon the wisdom of your acts it now depends w hether the
ball is to be kicked over the goal within appreciable time, o r
not. The S. L. P., of which it has been slanderously said is
run by one man, myself, ju s t because it is a self-directing
body, is sane enough to listen w ith respectful attention  (even
tho’ it may disagree) to  one who has so long filled my post
in its ranks. My individual efforts may be relied upon by
you, if you desire them , tow ards the Work that circumstances
have combined to  cut out for you.

“Men who are incapable of appreciating straight-forw ard
and consistent action have long been pronouncing the S. L.
P. dead, m ore lately also the I. W . W., and myself as merely
anxious to ‘hang on to som ething.’ The soundness of the
.S. L. P. principle, coupled with the power of its press, in
sures i t  against any such death. As I stated in the course
of the recent debate ‘AS T O  P O L IT IC S ’—so long as its mis
sion rem ains unfulfilled, the S. L. P. will hold the field un
terrified; the day, however, when the I. W. W. will have re
flected its own political party, in other words, the day when
the vicious nonsense of ‘pure and simple political Socialism’
will be a t an end, it will be w ith a shout of joy  tha t the S.
L. P. will break ranks.
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cu 7  I take ship for Europe,
p a l  be back early the second week of September. I should
be pleased to hear from you. In order to insure the delivery
of this, and not knowing your address, I forward it care of
our mutual friend. Vincent St. John, to be delivered to you
in person.

“With hearty wellwishes—
“Yours fraternally,

“D. De Leon.

r, ‘7 ’ I send you a clipping from the Daily
from F l k r ‘' ‘T  r  w r itte jfrom Franklin, Ind. on the subject of your nomination for
Governor m  Colorado. Perhaps you saw it before now."
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of European Socialist Parties.—The Russian
Revolution and Recognition of De Leon’s
Work.—The New International.—Epilogue.

The following year, in 1906, I  resigned my position as
the National Secretary of the P arty , the reasons being made
known to the membership in a statem ent then issued. T hat
ended the close, alm ost every-day-contact I had for all these
years been in with De Leon, and I could only see him occa
sionally. F rank  Bohn was elected to  succeed me. W hatever
hopes had been entertained as to how he would conduct the
w ork of the office were soon dispelled. Very soon De Leon
used to send me word to  come and see him and when I called
he complained about Bohn’s ineptitude, his carelessness, lack
of method, etc. I had myself observed, when inducting him
into the w ork of the office, that there was som ething lacking '
in the man, but I had concluded that he would learn, adapt
himself and break in in time. Before long, however, he de
veloped other traits, assumed an attitude of hostility  tow ards
De Leon and began to intrigue against him. A situation
arose that finally led to his resignation a t the session of the
N. E. C. held from Jan. 5 to  8, 1908. His place had to  be
filled tem porarily, pending the election of a perm anent suc
cessor, and I had to  jum p into the breach to  take charge of
the office until the vacancy could be filled by a general vote.
F or a short tim e this brought me again in close touch with
the affairs of the P arty  and, also, with De Leon.
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Natural History of Mr. Frank Bohn
A purpose of future usefulness will be served if we now

digress a little and devote a little space to the further evolu
tion of Mr. Frank Bohn. Having ceased to  be the National
Secretary, he continued for a time to linger in the Par ty ’s
ranks, intending to use it, it may be supposed, as a fisherman
uses a pond. In  the fall of that same year, 1908, the regular
state election was due in New York state and, in due time,
the S. L. P. held its nominating convention. Bohn was a
delegate to that convention, and so was I. Many of us sus
pected that for a good while past he had maintained close
connections with S. P. circles and that he was plotting, but
he had not yet been unmasked and could still obtain the votes
of unsuspecting members. But "as murder will out,” so did
he have to show his hand in the end, and he did so at the
time of this convention. On my way to the meeting room
on the top floor of the Daily People building, then located at
28 City Hall Place, I stopped at De Leon’s office as was my
habit when in the building. De Leon, as soon as he saw me,
exclaimed: "You are just the man I wanted to  see; look at
this!”—handing over to me a letter. I t  was a letter Bohn
had written to B. Reinstein, at Buffalo, N. Y., wherein he
sought to draw Reinstein into the support of a plot to pre
vent the nomination of a state ticket by the S. L. P. Thus,
Bohn, after he had himself elected a delegate to a convention
that had only one function and that to  nominate a state ticket,
at once began to intrigue to prevent the very thing he had
been elected for and, worse yet, he tried to enlist other Party
members in his treasonable plotting. As a scheme it was
about as foolish a thing as could be imagined; only a person
utterly ignorant as to the spirit of the S. L. P. membership
could have conceived such a “plan.” He no doubt took
chances. If he succeeded, all the better, for he could then
enter the S. P. a conquering hero; if he failed he could point
out that he had made an effort and get credit for that. But
his inborn ineptitude cropped out again when he tried to
make Reinstein a partner in his scheme. He never made a
bigger mistake in his life when he permitted himself to as-
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sums that, because Reinstein advocated a “Unity Resolu
tion” he would, therefore, be available for Bohn’s under
handed work. Reinstein, feeling the insult to him implied in
such “reasoning,” promptly forwarded the Bohn letter to
De Leon.

I took that letter with me to the convention, my mind
made up to put an end to the career of the gfentlemen in the
S. L, P. Bohn, not having had a reply from Reinstein, prob
ably felt ill at ease and did not know what might be in the
wind. At any rate, he was not on hand when the committee
on credentials made its report. I deferred action, preferring
that he be present at the coming exposure. But he failed to
turn up and I finally asked for the floor on a matter of per
sonal privilege, exposed his treasonable scheming and moved
that as a matter of form his seat in the convention be de
clared vacant and that the contents of the letter be made part
of the record of the convention. Towards the close of the
convention he finally did show up and he was then curtly in
formed that he had been unseated. Thereupon he landed in
the S. P.—naturally. Next we see him in the role of an or
ganizer of the Anarchist Chicago I. W. W., raiding the head
quarters of the Detroit I. W. W. (now the W. I. I. U.) at
Paterson, N. J., driving up with a truck in the dead of
night and, with the aid of several henchmen, carrying off the
furniture of the organization. After that he again turns to
“national politics," and we see him in the New York Times
advocating, day after day, the election of Woodrow Wilson
as President of the United States. Again he appears, in the
company of Gompers, Sanial, Simpson, Spargo, Simons,
Stokes, etc., etc., as one of the founders of the “National Al
liance of Labor and Democracy"; again in the New York
Times as a writer on international or world politics, dis
pensing, ex cathedra, opinions on the redrawing of the map
of Europe and sundry other matters; and, more recently, he
went with Mr. Gompers, Russell, Spargo and a few other
“socialists” on a quasi government mission to convince the
Socialists of England, France and Italy of the error of their
ways, from which mission he seems just to have returned.
Verily, Mr. Frank Bohn is a very versatile man, at home in
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every saddle. He also seems to be the happy possessor of
an unerring instinct that enables him to  discern on which
side his bread is buttered. Mr. Bohn, way back in 1906, often
urged me to undertake the w ork of w riting a history of the
S. L. P. Today I am rather pleased that I was unable to  ac
comodate him, because at this much later date I am able to
include in th is present effort a part a t least of the natural his-
tory of Mr. F rank  Bohn, rather a mere sketch, it is true, but
sufficient to furnish a fairly good photograph of the gentle
man.

As to Socialist “ Unity’*
A t the aforesaid session of the N. E. C , in Jan . 1908 a

m atter was broached which, for the second time during all
t e years De Leon and I had worked together caused me to
^*if “ m atter of importance. I t  was the so-
called U nity Resolution” introduced by Boris Reinstein on
behalf of Section Erie County (Buffalo), N. Y. Reinstein
had been a t the S tu ttgart International Congress and had
there received the stimulus that led him to  inject tha t ques-
non  into the S. L. P. I was present a t tha t N. E. C. session,
De Leon having asked me to attend. Called upon to express
my views, I  took  the floor to point out the hopelessness of
such a  move. The m inutes of the session mention the m at
te r  in these words: ‘‘H enry Kuhn was given the floor on the
subject and stated his reasons for being skeptical as to  the re
sults to  be expected from the adoption of such resolutions.”

\ ^ ' ^ ^ P . t ’cal then, I am more than skeptical today, fo r
all tha t has since come to pass has re-enforced my convic
tion that unity with the S. P. is not p o ss ib le -a n d  is not de
sirable If It were p o ss ib le -a t least not now nor fo r  probably
a  long time to  come if human foresight has any value I
stated  Jhat the S. P., predicated as it is upon the A. F.

f L., and the A. F. of L., via the National Civic Federation
and numberless other influences, dom inated by capitalist in - '

tv. unitewith the S. L. P. upon a basis th a t left the S. L. P. a factor
to be reckoned with. T o  have us disappear as an organiza
tion by attachm ent to  the S. P. as individuals would, of
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course, be entirely acceptable to them, but hardly to oursel-
yes.

The move made in 1908 came to naught, the S. P. N a
tional Com mittee taking it upon itself to  decline the invita
tion for a conference, not taking the trouble to refer it to its
mem bership. Since then the S. L. P. has several tim es over
been induced to spend and wa.ste tim e and effort on the same
elusive task, the last tim e at the invitation of the S. P., a gen
eral vote of that party  having decided to invite the S. L. P. to a
“U nity Conference."

T here may be such of our members who reason tha t these
unity  conferences bring the S. L. P. position to the attention
of the S. P. membership and that they have, for th a t reason,
a propagandist value. I doubt whether any considerable por
tion of that membership ever hears about the result of these
conferences, and I  also doubt that the  few who do, ever get
m ore than a very  much tw isted version thereof.

There may also be such of our members who are born
strateg ists and who think th a t these unity conferences pan
be used to  m aneuver the S. P. into an untenable position.
These fail to  understand the peculiar jelly-fish character of
the S. P. organization. T hey reason from an S. L. P. organ
ization viewpoint—too much so. I t  is true tha t the S. L. P.,
caught in a position that violates accepted tenets of the move
m ent, would suffer in standing and in morale, but the S. P.—
never.

A nd if there be such of our members as really yearn for
unity with the S. P. on sentim ental grounds, who have not
gotten over deploring the “split” and all tha t sort of thing,
le t these by all means “unite” and leave us alone to  fight our
own battles. A t best they do not understand and live entire
ly  in the past. Political parties and m ovements are not im
m utable; they are organic structures changing with changing
conditions of which conditions they are the products. The
lay of the land in the U nited States is today such that there
HAS TO  BE an S. P., and, for the same reason, there HAS
T O  BE an S. L. P.

This much m ust be said on the purely practical side of
the unity m atter: If we of the S. L. P. perm it th a t the fur-
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ther existence of our movement be continually called in ques,
tion, for that is the inevitable impression created upon the
public mind as well as upon our own membership, we simply
weaken and injure our movement to that extent. We show
a lack of faith in the correctness of our position, which show
ing or which lack-whichever it be-tends to demoralize us
«md CCIUS6 discord in our rBnks.

Europe Blind to American Conditions
Far more weighty are the objections upon the ground of

principles and tactics. The unity resolutions of the Interna-
tional_ Congresses, from whence our unity advocates derived
their inspiration were adopted with an eye to European con
ditions and with scarcely a thought of us in America We
were, to them, a negligible quantity anyway. These con
gresses, as De Leon correctly stated at the 1900 National
Convention of the Party, were really peace demonstrations
and their unity resolutions manifestations of the instinct of
self-preservation. In an atmosphere such as prevailed on
the Euiopean continent at least, an atmosphere surcharged
with the constant danger of impending war, unity, where it
did not exist, became a measure of defense; there was always
an urgent desire to draw their forces together so that, if the
blacx war cloud threatened to break, they might hope to
avert the calamity by concerted action. How these hopes
were fated to be frustrated has been amply demonstrated by
subsequent events and that, of all men, Daniel De Leon was
T t ? g i g a n t i c  forces
that broke loose so shortly after his death, that is one of the
tragedies of life. There is perhaps not a single S. L. P. man in
the land in whose mind the same idea has not arisen- all felt
that now we need De Leon, need his counsel, his jiidgment.
his guiding hand.

When the storm broke in Europe, we did see some queer
and to many unexpected developments in the Socialist move
ments on the other side of the Atlantic; and yet, we need
not be overly astonished at what happened there after A«-

i’aPPen was predicated upon
what did exist there prior to that fateful day. A man sitting



6S REMINISCENCES OF DANIEL DE LEON.

on top of a volcano and likely to be blown up any minute is
not in a'position to evolve fine points in tactics. His atten
tion is apt to be absorbed looking fox help, however vainly,
and his mental processes will be of a kind that scorns fine dis
tinctions as to source and possible effectiveness of that help.
This simile may not fully cover movements composed of
numbers of men, but it comes near enough to explain how such
movements, situated as were those of continental Europe at
least, will develop a tendency to look for mass instead of
class, using the latter term in a purely sportive sense. Nor
could we, placed in exactly the same predicament, expect to
be any different.

De Leon, who attended congress after congress, and who
went there with his eyes open for seeing things below as well
as above the surface, came back again and again with the
same conviction, viz., that so long as conditions in Europe
remained as they were, America was the country where, for
reasons geographical, political and economic, the true rev
olutionary position of the Socialist movement must be worked
out We had long talks each time he returned. He under
stood clearly the difficulties of their position; he saw, with
equal clearness, their shortcomings flowing from these dif
ficulties; and he saw also the inevitable psychological situa
tion thereby created. But there was no way out that we
could see. I distinctly remember a long conversation we had
—it was after the Stuttgart Congress, I believe, where Bebel
made a speech, saying, in substance, that in case of invasion
he, at his ripe age, would shoulder a gun to defend the father-
land—in the course of which conversation I asked De Leon
whether he thought that the German movement would fall in
line behind the government if made to believe that they had
to ward off a threatened invasion. His answer was that he
thought that was just what would happen. We did all along
consider a European war unavoidable, it being only a ques
tion as to how long it might yet be avoided. We were also
clear upon the point that any capitalist government could
succeed fooling the bulk of its people into believing that any
war that it might become involved in was a war of defense.

In view of all this, where is the sense for us to be gov-
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erned, when considering the question of unity HERE in
America, by European concepts or by the utterances of In
ternational Congresses scarcely ever meant for us? That
question must be considered and decided upon grounds that
govern OUR conditions of existence—the industrial and po
litical conditions prevailing right here in this country and
which are, in spite of all that has happened during the last
few years, essentially different from those prevailing in Europe
prior to 'the war, to say nothing of what these conditions arc
there today. We know we have nothing in common with the
S. P. as to ultimate aim and, necessarily, we can not have any
thing in common in regard to methods and tactics to attain
that aim.

Victor L. Berger’s Different Goal
To illustrate the difference as to ultimate aim, and to

make clear that, when the S. P. talks about the Co-operative
Commonwealth or about the Socialist Republic, it does not
mean what we mean by such terms, I shall present the fol
lowing. I have before me a pamphlet, containing a long
speech made by Victor L. Berger, of Wisconsin, in the House
of Representatives, on Thursday, July 18, 1912. I shall quote
from that pamphlet (which, by the way, is issued by the
Government printing office, Washington, D. C.) as follows:
Page 16

GOAL OF SOCIALIST PARTY.
Mr. CLINE. Mr. Speaker, I understood the gentleman

to say in his address that the Socialist Party was in favor of
common ownership of most of the agencies of production
and distribution.

Mr. BERGER. For the collective ownership and the
democratic management of the social means of production
and distribution.

Mr. Cl i n e . H ow are you going to evolve the system?
A NATURAL AND SCIENTIFIC ORGANIZATION

OF SOCIETY.
Mr. BERGER. We believe that everything that is neces

sary for the life of the Nation, for the enjoyment of every-
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body w ithin the N ation, the Nation is to own and manage.
Therefore we shall take over the trusts, railroads, mineSi
telegraphs, and other monopolies of national scope.

E verything that is necessary for the life and develop
ment of the S tate, the State is to own and manage. T here
are certain business functions tha t the S tate will have to take
care of, like in terurban lines, for instance.

Everything th a t is necessary for the life and develop
m ent of a city, the city is to  own and manage, like, for in
stance, not only stree t cars and light and heating plants, but
also abatto irs, public bake shops, the distribution of pure
milk, and so forth.

Everything the individual can Own and manage best, the
individual is to own and manage. T hat is simple enough.

In  other words, the tru st as a business has reached a
stage where it is unsafe in private hands; it is a menace to
the Nation as long as it is in private hands. I t  can only be
m anaged by the Nation fo r* th e  profit of everybody. T he
same holds good for certain private monopolies in cities, as far
as the cities are concerned.
T H E  N A T IO N  CO U LD  G ET T H E S E  P R O P E R T IE S

E A S IE R  T H A N  T H E  TR U STS GOT TH EM .
Mr. C LIN E. How are you going to  change the p resen t

economic basis? Give us a concrete statem ent of th a t prop
osition.

Mr. BER GER . T hat is easy enough. W e surely could
get the tru s t properties in the same way the trusts got them.
The trusts  paid for the ir p roperties alm ost entirely in w atered
Stock, preferred and common. W e can give the best security
in existence today—United States bonds.

Mr. C LIN E. Have the governm ent buy them?
Mr. BERGER. Have the G overnm ent buy the tru s t

properties. W hy not? But pay only for the actual value.
T hat will be paid for out of the profits of these trusts  in a
very short time.

Socialist Revolution Purchaser of Social System
W hat does Mr. Berger mean? I t  m ust be assumed th a t

Mr. Berger, today an S. P. ex-'Congressman and a big S. P .
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hgiit Withal, knows how the political state arose; that he
knows u  IS based upon the institution of private property
and. in fact, had its origin in the rise and development of
that institution; that he knows the political state HAD to as
sume the function of a protector of that institution and there-
by, ipso facto, became the maintainer of class divisions and
the defender of class rule in society; that he is familiar with
vvhat Lê wis H. Morgan and Frederick Engels have said on
hese subjects and that, lastly, he can not escape the conclu-

.lon that, if the institution of private property falls its su
perstructure, the political state, must also fall. When we
hear some ignoramus talk about the social revolution buying
out a social system, we smile. When we hear Mr. Berger
talk a* he does, we don’t smile. We ask ourselves- What is
?hem feM u, <='-°wd, trying to make

eni feel that they will get some coin out of the “deal"? Or
perchance, does he mean what he says, namely, that his' “so-
cialtsm implies the continued existence of the political state
with U. S. bonds for the capitalists that may have to let go
of their properties if ever the S. P. “gets there"? Whatever
regard I have for the clear enunciation of Socialist principles
upon which alone correct Socialist tactics can be based im-
pels me to assume that Mr. Berger means what he says and
that_ he wants what he asks for, which leads me to the con
clusion that his “socialism" is not my Socialism, and from
which reasoning I draw the further conclusion that I don’t
want my Party to unite with his party.

Going over Mr. Berger’s speech in its entirety and con-
sidermg the place and the occasion of its delivery, it strikes
me that he Presents his “socialism" almost like a business
proposition wĥ ich may be adopted or rejected on its good or
bad points. The evolutionary processes at work within so-

s«rcely_ touched upon and his hearers must have
been under the impression that his “socialism” was some-

to whom Socialism does not appear solely as a problem in
ethics that may be discussed from the standpoint of good or
bad, desirable or undesirable, but, chiefly, as a theory of so-
cuil evolution to be considered only from the standpoint of
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its being true  or untrue, its tru th  or untru th  to  be determ in
ed by the facts and the in terpretation  of facts that the evo
lutionary processes bring to light, to  us, I say, that speech of
Mr. Berger in the H ouse of Representatives appears singular
ly deficient. W hy does he deprive himself of the terrific
force that an argum ent based squarely upon the evolutionary
theory would im part to  his effort? W H Y ?

Different Tactics
I  have before me another pam phlet, entitled: “The Social

is t P arty ,” issued by the "New Y ork S tate H eadquarters.”
On pages 10 and 11 thereof, I find an address “T o Organized
Labor,” adopted a t the ‘“National Convention, Chicago, May,
1908.” I quote;

The Socialist P arty  does not seek to  dictate to  organiz
ed labor in m atters of internal organization and union policy.
I t  recognizes the  necessary autonom y of the union move
m ent on the economic field, as it insists on m aintaining its
own autonom y on the political field.”

Ju st so— you m aintain your “necessary” autonom y and
we maintain ours, you leave us alone and we leave you alone
— that is the S. P. position; a position which, were it possible
to maintain it, would forever prevent the w orking class from
using all its powers to  free itself, from  ever com ing together
and, w ith common purpose, act as one united force on both
the political and the economic field. This S. P. “reasoning”
strikes one as though the w orking class were composed of
two parts; one part consisting of "political” men and women
and the o ther p art consisting of “economic” men and women
and th a t the tw ain will never meet. W e, of the S. L. P., who
perceive the w orking class to be composed of an aggregation
of individual units, having the same general in terests as
against the in terests of their capitalist exploiters, can not pos
sibly accept th a t so rt of “reasoning” ; to  us th is pretended
dualism appears to  be the rankest kind of treasonable non
sense, calculated to  confuse and bewilder and divide the
w orking class in its struggle for freedom th a t calls for united
action in any direction made possible by our form of social
organization. But we also perceive th a t this apparent non-
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isted that raised some good-sized waves and every ten years
or so some event would mark, in more or less striking man
ner, the progress made. The year 1895 saw the formation of
the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance, an event of no mean
importance. Ten years later, in 1905, we witnessed the birth
of the industrial union movement, engendered by the S. L.
P. and carried in the womb of the Labor Movement until the
hour of its birth had struck. In 1915 ancether wave would
have been due, because prior to 1914 we were drifting head
long into the biggest industrial crisis this country ever saw
had not the war intervened and staved it off. The European
nations had then perforce to stop sending their surpluses
to us, being busily engaged in blowing them up in the air and
we, in turn, were kept busy to produce and let them have
more for the same purpose.

I t  is the undying glory of De Leon that, w hat we so
clearly perceive today, he saw many years ago and he spared
no effort to  make us sec it; and that, besides being a pro
found thinker and clear reasoner, he was also a prodigious
worker and a dauntless fighter who threw the whole weight
of his powerful personality into the fray and helped us to
build up tha t organization of men and women, the Socialist
Labor Party, of which it can be said without any exaggera
tion, and without even an attempt thereat, that it is the most
advanced, the most conscious, and the most clear-cut Social
ist organization on the face of this earth. And whenever the
S. L. P. banner was raised in other countries, in England, in
Australia, or in South Africa, so strong proved the guiding
principles of our movement, tha t  these parties were always
true chips of the old block. W e occupy an advanced posi
tion and can not, for tha t very reason, boast of large num
bers; we should not even desire large numbers NOW. I t  is
our fate and our mission to hold grimly to the position we
now occupy, for the lay of the land today is such that we can
not at tract and hold the mass of the working class without
sharing, or pretending to  share its errors and, thereby, be
traying it. Our time will come, is bound to  come, when so
cial evolution has advanced sufficiently to make our position
understood by tha t  mass. That does not mean that we must
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o r  can afford to  sit still and let evolution do our work. That,
evolution can not do; we must do it. We must constantly
hold up to the mass of the working class the mirror of it*
errors and its follies; we must gather the elements of the
working class that have become clarified and weld them into
our organization; we must work unceasingly to help build up
the revolutionary organization of Labor on the economic
field; we must each serve our movement with what capacity
nature has endowed us with and to the extent our individual
circumstances permit.

In a country like ours there will always be men and
women in sufficient number to hold aloft the banner of the
S. L. P. so long as the S. L. P. is true to itself. W e owe it
to the memory of De Leon, we owe it to ourselves, and wc
owe it to the working class never to  lower that banner, never
to be switched aside from our course, never to barter ulti
mate aim for temporary gain no matter what the allurements
In  the words of De Leon’s favorite hymn we must

“Dare to be a Daniel,
Dare to stand alone;
Dare to have a purpose firm.
Dare to make it known------’’

and when we arc approached by such as cry "peace” whe*
there is no peace, or propose "unity” with something there can
be no unity with, it is for us to  knock that proposition squarely
on the head and then utilize it as a text to show why there
can not be such a thing.

Armageddon Breaking Loose
In 1914 we saw how the productive forces of society,

having outgrown the social forms within which they were
confined, blew up with much eclat, drenching a world in blood
of which drenching the end is not yet. We also saw how the
majority of the Socialist parties of Europe were drawn into
the swirl of events and became active participants in the up
heaval on one side or the other of the conflict. By this I do
not mean that the individual units composing these parties.
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engaged in the struggle, fo r they were powerless to prevent
that. W hat I  do mean is that these parties as such, by the ir
acts and their utterances and by the position they took, be
came participes crim inis, lin ing  up w ith  or even becoming
part o f the ir respective capitalist governments.

The leaders o f the European Socialist movement are fam
ilia r  w ith  Socialist economic theory; they must have under-
■Uood fu ll w e ll the true nature o f the catastrophe, how i t  came
about and w hy i t  came about and what i t  meant to  the w ork
ing class. But they have always *been singularly deficient
when i t  came to the practical side o f things, the matter o f
methods and o f tactics, the m atter o f organizing the w ork ing
class so as to make o f i t  the power i t  could and should be. I t
may be argued tha t po litica lly  backward conditions would
have made it  impossible fo r most o f the European countries
ta adopt and pursue policies which, barring the present ab
normal and hysteric conditions, we always fe lt free to pursue
in America. Such an argument would explain that these pol
icies could not in  the ir entirety be adopted and applied, but
i t  does not explain how the leaders o f the European move
ment could remain so cold and so unsympathetic and so un
interested towards these policies which encompassed the
wfiole range o f Socialist thought and action. One would rea
son tha t the principles o f industria l unionism, provid ing that
fo rm  o f organization o f the w ork ing  class which enable it  to
take and hold and administer the industries o f the land when
the day is here to “ expropriate the expropriators" and to sup
plant the po litica l state w ith  the Industria l Socialist Repub-
iic, and which also and at the same time provide the form
of organization tha t can most effectively conduct the w ork
ing class struggle in present society, that such principles
would appeal to the inte llect o f these men and cause them to
exert themselves to also make them the intellectual property
of the ir rank and file.

Yet what did we see? We have seen a De Leon carrying
this message to them again and again, yet hardly able to
make an impression. De Leon, a man o f marked ab ility , con
tro llin g  the three chief languages used at these international
gatherings, a man abundantly able to make clear what he had
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to say and amply energetic to do so. We have seen a Dr.
Karl Liebknecht, certainly a man of knowledge, rectitude and
proven courage, tour this country under the auspices of
the S. P. and studiously avoid coming near the S. L. P., nev
er utter himself upon the palpitating issues that separate us
from the S. P., acting almost like an employee who feels un
der obligation not to offend his employer. When the point is
pressed home to him by an S. L. P. man, he advises that we
join the larger party. SicI Why doesn't he “join the larger
party” .today? ^
 ̂ From all of this we may perhaps deduce that these men

in spite of better knowledge, could not rise above their en
vironment, and that again leads to the conclusion that mate
rial conditions determine not only the ideas and actions of
the mass of men, but also limit the mental vision of their
leaders so that they are unable to see and grasp what is so
obvious to us. It IS one thing to know and quite another to
apply that knowledge to the ever rising issues of the day.

Russia to the Fore
That the Socialists of Russia occupied a position some

what different from that of the other European Socialist par
ties was, of course, due to special causes. Indeed, it may be
said that nearly the entire conscious portion of the Russian
people was interested in the defeat of Czarism rather than its
victory, at least one could infer as much from published and
private utterances at the beginning of the war. It is true
there were exceptions, even notable exceptions such as Plech-
anoff, but that did not affect the general situation. Under
Czarism the work of the Socialist movement had to be con
ducted largely_ ‘ underground" and had to be managed from
f^oreign countries. Moreover, Russia, because of its medieval
backwardness had not developed a numerous and powerful
bourgeoisie able to hypnotize and poison the working class
mind a process so successfully pursued In other countries.
On the other hand, Russia had developed a working class
rather numerous, although constituting but a small percent-
age of a total population largely peasant. Due to the rather
weak mind-poisoning power of the bourgeoisie on the one
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hand, and the savage oppression of the Czarist bureaucratic
regime On the other, the Russian proletariat had a good
chance to  develop a class-conscious organization, comprising
not only a small part but almost the entire working class.
Thus, at the time of the fall of the Czar, the Russian work
ing class found itself with arms in its hands, side by side with
a peasantry that was also armed and was without any con
scious reason for opposing a working class program. Five-
sixths of the power of the land was at their disposal and they
were face to face with a  situation that imperatively demanded
action. They did act in a manner that history will tell of as
long as history is going to be written, for we see today and
have seen for almost a year past the government of Russia
in possession of the most revolutionary part of the Russian
Socialist movement; ŵ e see how that government has been
molded by the adaptation of the Soviet form of organization
in such a manner as to  meet the situation Russia is today
confronted with, and we have seen how the revolution has
held its own although beset within and without. From time
to time we get glimpses of information showing what a vast
amount of constructive work is being done in that country,
work along educational lines, work in industry, work wher
ever work can be done. I t  has been said that the Russian
revolution is the biggest event in all history and is well W'crth
all the war has and will yet cost. This is unquestionably true,
for though the end is not yet and man can not tell what the
future may bring forth, it is absolutely certain that Russia,
far from becoming again what she was prior to the outbreak
of the war, is bound to be one of the dynamic world forces
tha t will help to drive the system of capitalism down the road
to perdition. From the very inception of the Soviet govern
ment there has been carried on a tremendous propaganda in
both Austria and Germany with the outspoken purpose of
ripening these fields for the Social Revolution and so men
acing became this propaganda that the German Imperial gov
ernment had to address protests to and even to  threaten the
Russian Republic.

Of all the expressions of the Socialist movement in Eu
rope it is Russia, through the mouth of Lenine, that ha*
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sounded the clearest note. W hatever utterance there has
been or has come to our knowledge, be it on a m atter of con
structive action affecting their movement and its tasks, or of
criticism pertaining to sins of omisson and commission, w ith
in Russia and without, or dealing with internal problems con
fronting them, such utterance has been clear-cut and to the
point. These men are M arxians and they act and talk like
Marxians. I t is but natural that in an atm osphere such as
now prevails in Russia the logical position of the Socialist
Labor P arty  should find speedy recognition. This was strik 
ingly and interestingly illustrated in the New Y ork W orld of
January  31, 1918, which contained a cable from  its corre
spondent in Russia, A rno D osch-Fleurot, saying, literally,
that "Daniel De Leon, late head of the Socialist Labor P arty
in America, is playing, through his writings, an im portant
part in the construction of a Socialist state in Russia. The
Bolshevik leaders are finding his ideas of an industrial state
in advance of K arl M arx’s theories.

"Lenine, closing his speech on the adoption of the Rights
of W orkers’ Bill in the congress (of Soviets) showed the in
fluence of De Leon, whose governm ental construction, on the
basis of industries, fits adm irably into the Soviet construc
tion of the state now form ing in Russia. De Leon is really
the first American Socialist to  affect European thought.”

A similar and also very significant recognition of the in
exorable logic of the S. L. P. position came from another
quarter. D uring the revolutionary struggle in Finland, a
Swedish Socialist paper, “A rbetet,” put a query to the Social
ists of Finland, to  this effect: "By w hat means and methods
can the cause of the Finnish w orking class be best advanced
Just now?” A m ongst the answers received and published there
was one by Allan W allenius, a Finnish Socialist who had,
some years ago, made a trip  through the United States and
had there come in contact with the S. L. P. and its teachings.
Said he in part:

“ In the future we shall have more battles to fight. In
these we should not forget that it is necessary for the work-
ers to get hold of the political power through their political
organization, but above all, of the economic power through

rue- .
allyr
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their industrial organizations. If our industrial organizations
had been ready and strong enough to take over and to oper
ate the means of production at the time our general strike
broke out, then our position would have been entirely differ
ent from what it is now—trembling in the balance.

“Means are at hand for the reformation of our trade un
ion movement in a direction so that it will be ready when the
time is ripe to take and hold and operate production. This
lies in the program which the advocates of industrial union
ism set up against the trade or craft organization.

“We have a few things to learn from syndicalism, and
also from the Scandinavian trade union opposition. The party
which resolutely and without compromise is supporting the
teaching of economic and political action in a true Marxian
spirit, with a determined stand aganst the Anarchist teach
ings of physical force and the anti-political character of syn
dicalism is the Socialist Labor Party (America, Australia,
England). The tactics practised by this party must finally be
adopted also by us, for the reason that this program is the
surest and best way to be pursued for the annihilation of cap
italism, while it at the same time unfailingly erects the foun
dation of the Socialist society.”

In this connection it will not be amiss to relate how in
still another way the S. L. P. made “contact” with the Rus
sian revolution. Comrade Boris Reinstein, of Section Erie
Co., (Buffalo), N. Y., having decided, after the revolution, to
go to Russia on private matters, was authorized by the Par
ty’s N. E. C., at its meeting of May 1917, to represent the S.
L. P. at the International Congress scheduled to be held at
Stockholm that year. For reasons universally known that
congress did not take place and Reinstein proceeded from
Stockholm to Russia. Due to unreliable mail connections we
did not often hear from him direct, but the public press from
time to time had reports from Russia in which he was men
tioned. On one occasion it was said that, after the fall of the
Kerensky regime, in November 1917, he had been placed in
charge of an International Bureau of Revolutionary Propag
anda organized by the Soviet government, seemingly the same
bureau that was carrying the revolutionary propaganda into
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Austria and Germany. Finally, a  few months ago, John
well-known journalist, who had been in Russia dur-

ing the revolution and had there been in personal contact
With to America and, at a meeting of the

experience and brought
greetings from Comrade Reinstein,

not onl‘ »«WS thatnot only was highly gratifying to the men and women who
J>r so many years, have battled in the foe-beset ranks of the

L. P , but what IS of much greater importance, news that
showed on the part of the men now guiding the destinies oj
Russia a clear and keen perception of the value of the work
De Leon had been doing m America, plus a clear recognition
oLrioT-^V ® "- safeguard the revolution m Russia they must shape their course along the lines
mapped, for the guidance of the International Proletariat by
Daniel De Leon. * ^

So important is this news that, for the sake of rescuing
It from the fate of an ephemeral item in a paper and give it
the greater permanency imparted by publication in book
IrTollows^ ' Weekly People of May 11, 1918,

“Premier Lenine," said Reed, "i* a great admirer of
Daniel De Leon, considering him the greatest of modern So-

“" i/  one who has added anything to Socialist
thought since Marx. Reinstein managed to take with him to
Russia a few of the pamphlets written by De Leon, but Lenine
wants more. He asked Reed to try hard to send several copies
of all of De Leon s pubHshed works, and also a copy of 'With
De Leon Since 89, a biography by Rudolph Katz, which is
now  ̂in process of publication by the Socialist Labor Party.

 ̂ Lenine intends to translate this into Russian and write
an introduction to it.

_ "It is Lenine’s opinion that the Industrial State as con
ceived by De Leon will ultimately have to be the form of gov
ernment in Russia. The government is now based partly on
workshop committees. The Soviets are directly responsive
to their constituents, as a representative can be recalled and
his place filled in one day.”
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The New International
The world war and all that thereby hangs has buried the

old International. It is well that the abortion has gone hence
—never to return. How the new International, the one that
must arise after the war, will shape itself it is as yet too soon
to predict. The elements that will constitute it have not as
yet been clearly evolved and the convulsions society is still
going through will yet weed out here and add there worn-out
or new constituent parts. Much depends upon the further
duration of the war, for the longer it lasts the more will the
capitalist social fabric be affected. One thing, however, is
certain: The bourgeois connections within the Socialist
movement, so clearly revealed by this war, must be cut out
as with a knife. A sharp line of demarcation must and will
be drawn between those who would end capitalism and those
who would mend it. It is a pity that De Leon is not with us
to help us build the new temple upon the foundation that he
strove and fought and lived for, but we of the S. L. P. must
and will do as he would have done. As things look today,
the lead in laying the beginning of the new structure may
devolve upon Russia for the reason that Russia today holds
the imagination of the revolutionary working class the world
over. Let us hope that, when the time comes, she will be in
a position to take the lead. Perhaps, who knows, other na
tions may by that time have trodden the path that Russia was
the first to venture upon; almost anything is possible in a
time like this and with the Russian example at hand.

In the new International, freed from the rubbish of bour
geois connections that hampered and stifled the old and
caused its disgraceful collapse when the war-cloud broke, the
Socialist Labor Party of America will at last come into its
own, will contribute to the building material of the new struc
ture its undying principles so clearly enunciated by De Leon
and will thus help to clear the road for the emancipation of
the working class which today more than ever means the
emancipation of the human race from the bloody nightmare
of capitalism.
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WEo would be faint of heart when such a future beckons?

Ye Men and Women of the S. L. P., close the ranksf

There is work ahead and it is fo.r us to do it.

LONG LIVE THE SOCIALIST LABOR PARTY!

VIVE LA INTERNATIONALE!
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The Last Tribute
It is a bright, sunny day in the month of May, 1914.
I find myself in an undertaker’s establishment, arranged

in chapel-like effect. Standing on a dais, I am flanked by
draperies in the sombre color of mourning. Before and be
low me stands a casket and in the casket lie the mortal re
mains of what once was Daniel De Leon. The strong fea
tures, stilled in death, stand out more strongly than ever, the
white beard having grown to flowing length during a linger
ing illness.

Beyond, scarcely discernible in the subdued light, I per
ceive a number of men and women, come to pay the last
tribute to the dead leader,—solemn, expectant, waiting forme
to begin speaking. I speak. Tell them what sort of man he
was whom we have lost; what he did and for whom he strove
and what his loss means to the Socialist movement, though
that movement will never lose him. I ask them to draw in
spiration from his life and his work, from what he has said,
has written and has done.

The speaking ends. The casket is closed, and we file
from the dim twilight of the chapel out into the glare of the
sunlit street, meeting streams of people coming from a nearby
larger hall where memorial services have also been held.

The procession forms and we fall in line, thousands of us,
marching behind the hearse, on towards the river and the
bridge. At the bridge the procession halts. The hearse and
the accompanying carriages alone pass across on their way
to the crematorium.

Slowly, we disperse..........

F I N I S .
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DANIEL DE LEON-OUR COMRADE

When I was approached by Comrade Petersen, National
Secretary of the  Socialist Labor P arty , w ith the request tha t
I  write a biographic contribution to  this book, my feeling was
one of profound reg re t and annoyance with myself. The fact
is tha t I had for many years back harbored a secret desire to
write De Leon’s biography some day. T h a t a biography of
De Leon, however, should be infinitely m ore than the m ere
events and data of his life, I knew only too well; tha t it should
be even m ore than the story of his activity in the L abor
Movement, I  was fully aware. I t  ought to  combine all of th is
indeed, and, besides, contain som ething of his inner life, his
development, and his action and reaction upon the causes and
events as they unfolded themselves during his rich and event
ful life. Some of th is a few of us knew fairly well, but the
real key was held by De Leon himself. I had often resolved
to ask him to give som ething of his m ost intim ate self—some
thing that the future, if no t the present, would be able to  un
derstand and appreciate. Som ething deterred me. I  am in
clined to plead tha t it was not mere lethargy. Perhaps it was
th a t modesty, that indefinable something, alm ost akin to
awe, which all of us who tru ly  appreciated De Leon felt in
his presence, even when we had become so familiar with him
as not to balk at a practical joke at his expense when the
chances were good. But there was som ething else that also
held me back. De Leon more than once told us—many of us
—that he was keeping a careful diary, the com plete story of
his activity in the Labor Movement, his own reaction upon
men and events as they appeared to  him in passing. This
diary he had willed to be published when his youngest son
should be twenty-one.

At the present tim e, however, to the best of our know '-
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«dge, there is no better fount to draw from than the storage
house of memory of those who knew him and such material
as we still can find scattered about us. What I have now
gathered together will make only the merest sketch. Such as
It IS , I gladly give it, in order that, together with the several
other contributions that go to make up this book, each made
from a different point of view, a little something may be
pieced together that will give somewhat of an idea of Daniel
De Leon, the man and the fighter, the interest in whom is
bound to rise from year to year,

Daniel De Leon—His Life
The bare facts of De Leon’s career are set down in the

booklet “The Party Press,’’ issued in 1904. As this part re
quires neither originality of treatment nor elaiboration, I sim-
J)ly quote it as it was then put down. As this booklet was
gotten out in De Leon’s lifetime, and with his approval, there
can be no question as to the correctness of the details, except
in one particular, the date of his birth, which I have correct
ed according to his own statement.

"Modest and unassuming, with a manner and countenance
as open as that of a boy, De Leon’s appearance gives the lie
to the claims of his enemies that he is a ‘boss’ among S. L. P.
men. When speaking, De Leon presents a striking appear
ance as he calmly and logically strings together the facts of
his argument or coolly picks to pieces the statements of an
opponent in debate.

“De Leon’s career is no less remarkable than his person-
ality. Born on Dec. 14, 1852, on the island of Curacoa, off the
coast of Venezuela, he was early sent to Europe to be edu
cated in a school at Hildesheim, Germany, and later transfer
red to the famous University of Leyden, from which he gradu
ated in 1872, having mastered German, Spanish, Dutch, Latin,
French, English and ancient Greek, and made a deep study
of History, Philosophy and Mathematics, besides being able
to read Italian, Portuguese and modern Greek. Having de
cided to strike out for himself in the United States, he shortly
after his return to this continent became associate editor of a
Spanish paper published in the interest of Cuban liberation.



DANIEL DE LEON—OUR COMRADE. 89

and later secured a position as teacher of Latin, Greek and
Mathematics in a school in Westchester, N. Y.

While in New York, De Leon took the course in Co
lumbia Law School, graduating with honors, being awarded the
prizes of international law and of constitutional law, the for
mer by President Woolsey of Yale, the second by William
Beach Lawrence of Providence; and afterwards twice suc
cessfully competing for the post of Lecturer on International
Law at Columbia College, which he held for two successive
three-year terms. Naturally inclined to reibel against condi-
Hons which he saw were not as they should be, De Leon be
gan to interest himself in the reform movements of that time,
finally joining hands with the Labor political uprising of 1885,
which set up the late Henry George for Mayor in this city,
De Leon also interested himself in the Knights of Labor, and
m later years was one of the most active among the Socialist»
who lynched the Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance in New
York City, when District Assembly 49, Knights of Labor be-
«m e District Alliance 49, Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance.
Needless to say, De Leon’s interest in the Labor Movement
soon led to a severance of his connections with the capitalist
professors of Columbia College. His activity in the Henry
George movement, bringing him in .contact with some of the
Socialists of that time, led him to study the theories of Karl
Marx, and his quick intellect rapidly landed him in the rank»
of the Socialist Labor Party, where he soon became recog
nized as one of its clearest and most uncompromising expon
ents, and in 1902 was nominated as its candidate for Gover-

'■eceiving nearly 16,000 votes,
in 1894 De Leon was elected editor of the Weekly Pople and
has ever since been retained in that capacity, being made
l'*'l900°^ at the time of its founding on July

From 1900 the bare facts of his career may be summed
up in one sentence. He was the Editor of The People, lec
turer, and indisputable intellectual leader of the Socialist La
bor Party till the day of his death, the 11th of May 1914. Dur
ing these years he was the Party’s representative on the In
ternational Socialist Bureau, and was the delegate to the In-



D A N IE L  D E  L E O N —O U R  COMRADE.

ternational Congresses of Amsterdam, Stuttgart, and Copen
hagen. The details of these fourteen years, however, are
numerous enough to fill volumes. They comprise, in truth,
the history of the Labor Movement of the United States, the
history of the tactics of the revolutionary movement of the
world; the history of the formative period of the idea of the
central industrial structure of the Socialist Republic. W ith
the struggles, the  trials, and the triumphs of this part  of his
•work the other contributions to this book deal. The funda
mental purpose of this sketch is to throw a f. w sidelights on
the man himself.

Sidelights on De Leon’s Character
T hat  there was in his blood the spirit of natural rebellion

against vested wrong may be gathered from the following
anecdote which dates back to his “Mythological Age.” To the
family circle at breakfast in the aristocratic home of Doctor
Solon De Leon in Venezula, the news was brought that a
slave had escaped during the night. “W hat ingratitude,” said
an uncle, “I sent tha t fellow some rum when he was ill.”
“And I,” said an aunt, “sent some extra food to his children
only the other day.” “And I ........” “But did any one ever
offer to give him his liberty?” a child’s voice piped up. All
eyes turned on that boy, and one of the party, looking at the
boy’s parents, said: “I warn you, this boy will come to some
bad end.”

However, De Leon boasted of no “chivalrous age” as far
as the revolutionary game was concerned. He never caught
the  disease so common to young aristocrats of the student
class. Even in Germany, so he told me himself, where he
studied during the tumultuous sixties, he never caught
the germ. I f  there were any revolutionary waves stir
ring am ong any of the bodies at Leyden, he either did not
hear of them at all, or their activities rolled past him with
out making any Impression. He was frankly a young aristo
crat, bent on acquiring knowledge, drinking with the full
capacity of his ardent spirit the joy of European student life.

The change in his life came about so suddently that even
himself could not explain it. In the Spring of 1886 great
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labor disturbances took place in New York. The men on the
horse-cars struck. The condition of these workers was so
deplorable that even the police sympathized with them and
neglected to make arrests although a great deal of force was
used by the strikers. The capitalist class became angry; these
neglects were reported, and many policemen were discharged.
Then a sudden change set in; the workers were treated
most brutally. De Leon read about all this with great inter
est, but, as he said, not with any different interest than he
read other sensational news. The brutality was so evident,
however, that even the colored reports of the capitalist press
inclined towards the workers.

Columbia College was then on Madison Avenue, oppo
site St. Patrick’s Cathedral. One day De Leon was sitting
there together with a number of his colleagues. Suddenly
there was a great noise—bells ringing, horns tooting. The
street-cars came in a row down the avenue. The workers
had won. The group of professors hastened to the window
and saw the parade go by. De Leon’s colleagues expressed
during this procession so much contempt and scorn and even
threats against the workers that De Leon felt his blood boil.
His resentment and anger were aroused and in this temper
he wrote to Henry George that he had heard that the work
ers were intending to nominate George for mayor, in which
case he could count on De Leon’s support. This happened.
But even then De Leon avowed he did not have the slightest
intention of throwing himself into the Labor Movement. Im
mediately, however, petty persecutions commenced. The
honor of the University was at stake. All manner of obstacles
were put in his way. They could not discharge him, but
neither was he appointed professor as he had expected. He
was told that he might compete again for the lectureship, but
the break was already inevitable.

De Leon’s character may be said to have had two poles—
firmness, and another wtiich we may call simplicity and hu
man kindness. His firmness was steel. It could be bent,
bent to comply with the necessity of the hour, but never
broken—never. When he changed it was in the sense that
"the wise man changes his mind”—but he never compromised.
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never temporized, never log-rolled. After he had once chosen
his path in life everything, even his most sacred private feel
ings, were subordinated to it if the clash was such that one or
the other had to suffer. There was no putty in his make-up^
When Daniel De Leon threw his lot with the working class
it was the most unheard-of scandal that had ever befallen his
family of proud southern aristocrats, with its traditional con
tempt for the lower classes, laborers and traders alike. He
was forced to break with it entirely, but we never heard him
utter a regret, he never retraced his steps.

When the waves of the storm-tossed sea of the Movement
made it equally necessary for him to break with and practical
ly to cast off the beloved son of his first wife, he did it calm
ly and almost without a ripple on the serene surface, though
it wrung his heartstrings and dealt him the first severe blow
that went to undermine his constitution. It was the rest of us
that wavered then; it was we who lacked firmness. We spared
the rod and did damage thereby, the bad fruits of which have
just lately ripened to do much injury to the Party. The won
derful fortitude of De Leon is shown by nothing as clearly as
by this incident. One day, as matters jogged along
and the insidious work of Solon continued, De Leon mar
veled that the offender was not summarily dealt with.
A comrade said: “The Party members hesitate at that. Com
rade De Leon, but it is you they desire to spare, not Solon.”
De Leon looked up with that deliberate, penetrating look of
his, that could express several distinct feelings at once, and
said slowly: “If my experience in the Labor Movement had
not fortified me against this contingency, it would not be
worth a pinch of snuff.” He was fortified indeed, but only
that pole of him that was steel. He never hesitated for a mo
ment, for the good of the Movement was at stake. But that
other pole where dwelt the father, the pole of human kind
ness, that was mortally wounded. How deep this wound was
can only be realized when we know how much hope he had
built on this boy. He looked to him to be his successor in
the Movement. In 1905, after the launching of the I. W. W.,
he wrote to me in California:

“My oldest son, Solon, now nearly 22 years, it will inter-
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est you to know, is now here in the office with me. He had
some plans to study engineering. I made him give that up.
The movement needs him, and I wish to break him in as soon
as possible. He has taken hold well, and is serious and en
thusiastic about it."

Could De Leon have dreamt for one moment that this
enthusiasm would wind up in his son being a persistent drudge
for a branch of the Civic Federation, we miss our guess if
Solon would not have been allowed to go his way and never
been drawn into Party activity.

This was De Leon—in all his dealings uncompromising
and wholehearted. The movement choose his friends for him,
and friendship, however dear, never outlived disloyalty to the'
Movement. A notable instance of this is the case of Hugo
Vogt. De Leon often said that no man ever was so near and
so dear to him as was Vogt, yet Vogt was unceremoniously
cut off by and from De Leon the moment it was found that
he had betrayed the trust put in him. From that moment
Vogt meant no more to De Leon than would have a Siwash
Indian. Himself noble, high-minded, and free from deceit,
he was quick to trust and believe in the genuineness of hu
manity. It was this which often caused him to believe toa
well of men and take for genuine coin such evident counter
feits as Frank Bohn, Vincent St. John, Fred Heslewood and
many others, whom most of us who stood on their own mor
tal plane spotted at once.

This double nature of De Leon, which I discerned early
m our acquaintance, was so marked and withal so curious
that It took me long really to understand it; and I am certain
that there are many of his intimate friends to whom it re
mained a puzzle forever. It was a passage in Ibsen’s “Brand"
which first gave me the key to this part of his character.

"He who would conquer still must fight.
Rise, fallen, to the highest height.
And yet, when with this stern demand
Before a living soul I stand,
I seem like one that floats afar
Storm-shattered on a broken spar.
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W ith solitary anguish wrong
I ’ve bitten this chastising tongue,
And thirsted, as I aim’d the blow.
T o clasp the bosom of my foe.”

By coincidence I  was reading “B rand” when an unusually se
vere editorial appeared in The People castigating Debs. H av
ing read this, I turned back my pages and read aloud the
above quoted passage and then said: “Boys, th a t is exactly
De Leon when he w rote tha t editorial.” In  fact, De Leon
was a BRAND in many im portant particulars.

A  passage in a private le tter also serves to  make clear
this essential trustfulness, hopefulness, and belief in man.
This le tte r  from  which I quote was w ritten to  me in 1908,
after the split in the I. W . W.

“As to  my having been over-confident w ith regard to
some men, I m ust plead ‘not guilty.’ My enemies charge me
w ith fighting people unnecessarily. F act is I  uniform ly go
th e  full length, fullest length, possible of giving people the
opiportunity to  show w hat good there is in them, if any, for
the movement. All these men who have gone to the dogs
gave promise of better things. There is in all of them  some
good that was useful in the movement. U nfortunately the
evil prevailed—and w hat caused it to  prevail is that g reatest
fatality  of all: the existence of a party  th a t calls itself ‘Social
ist,’ th a t the capitalist press finds its account in booming,
that thereby is in a condition to  fill the public eye and ear,
and thereby to  cause its debauchery of Socialism to pass for
Socialism, at least to  be accepted as such by crookdom.
A gainst th is  fatality, this problem , we have to  contend.”

However, though he m et many disappointm ents and dis
couragem ents, these never caused him any deep sorrow, the
kind of sorrow  th a t inflicted wounds on his very sensitive
nature. These only caused the sparks to  fly from  the steel,
so to speak. The only real sorrow  he suffered came from
misguided friends, com rades who failed to  understand him.
I  shall again quote from private letters, in order to show how
deeply he felt the lack of complete understanding.

Under date of Nov. 24, 1904, he wrote:
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"I have just read your article on the Ferri-Bulgaria
‘search-light,’ and have passed it on to my assistant w ith my
‘Papal Im prim atur’—consent to  be printed.

“The article gave me great pleasure. Not only is it agree
able to  one to see he is understood, but it is especially sooth
ing to me to notice that my m artyrdom  is realized. I t  has
been a m artyrdom  to me to see ‘De Leonism ’ run into the
ground. T h ere  are those whom I call the Knipperdollings of
our movement. Such elements are, however sincere, a posi
tive danger to the best of principles. Of course, the Debs
party  has its Knipperdollings too. But that is no balm to
m y wounds—which never have been inflicted but by men
from within.”

On October 19, 1907, after having related some of the an 
tics of National Secretary Bohn and the Sub-Committee, he
added:

“T hat this does not conduce to encouragem ent of me you
may well imagine. But it shall not discourage me. I  shall
face the music. They are a lot of belated K anglets with even
less sense and crazier than th a t senseless and crazy crew of
1902.”

And again, on May 8, 1909, com m enting upon the fact
th a t a P arty  Section had actually asked him to  come and de
bate some foolish charges made by a disgruntled and anar
chistic individual that had just jumped out of the movement,
he w rote:

“The enemy never gave me a single pang of sorrow. All
the pangs I have received came from the fool friends. To
think of such sleepy-headedness as to  consider such a chal
lenge, from such a source with anything but contem pt and
laughter!”

'De Leon’s w orking capacity was prodigious. D uring all
the fourteen years of the Daily People he w rote an editorial
nearly every day, and it was an editorial, not merely “word.s,”
a task which is no small one in itself. W hen these are once
collected and published, and there will be found to be some
thing like six thousand of them covering the widest variety
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of topics, it is possible that the world may wake up at last
and take notice and realize that it stands in the presence of
one of its most unusual intellects. Besides -this he continually
read—read and kept himself posted on the widest range of
matters; prepared and delivered a nunrfber of masterful lec
tures, many of which have been published in pamphlet form;
he translated from the German Bebel’s ‘“Woman under So
cialism,’’ Lassalle’s “Franz von Sickingen,’’ Marx’s “Eight
eenth Brumaire,’’ Engel’s “Utopia to Science,” artd the “Kaut-
sky Pamphlets.” From the French he translated the twenty-
one volumes of Eugene Sue’s work, “The Mysteries of the
People, or the History of a Proletarian Family Across the
Ages,” in itself a momentous work, both ’as to quantity and
quality, and <by this he rescued .for the English-speaking
world a work of clear and readable history in fiction form,
written from the point of view of the class struggle as seen
and felt by the oppressed, which but for him might have re
mained a closed book to the English-speaking world because
of the existence of the very agencies, still active, that so bit
terly hated Sue and his latter-day works. Add to this that
De Leon prepared any number of official documents, reports,
and addresses, took an active part in Party work, went on
lecture tours, and catered to t’he demand of keeping “open
house” and holding continuous receptions in The People of
fice for comrades from near and far. And with this we never
heard him complain—though, to be sure, he escaped to his
home in order to work. He never pleaded being rushed or
overworked; never made a wry face at being interrupted, ex
cept .sometimes by a crank or a fool, such as used to blow
into the office in great numbers, particularly previous to the
split of ’99.

De Leon often said that by attracting the freaks to itself
the Socialist Party had rendered him immeasurable service.
A  sample of this kind of visitation is found in the following
anecdote. De Leon was sitting at his desk when there en
tered a middle-aged, restless, nervous fellow.

“Is this the Editor of The People?”
“Yes, sir, what can I do for you?”
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‘‘I believe The People is devoted to the cause of hu-
manity?**

^^YeSj sirl Take a seat. W hat can 1 do for you?”
“W ell,------1 am  the reincarnation of Jesus Christ!”
“You don 't say! W onderful!”
‘‘Yes! And I am the reincarnation of N apoleon!”
 ̂Well, welll This is indeed rem arkable!”
 ̂Yes! A nd I am  the reincarnation of A dam !”
‘‘W hat! You don’t mean to  tell me__?”
Yes! I  am Adam reincarnated!”
W hat, the whole of Adam?”

“Yes! The whole of Adam!”
“Iimpossible! W here does my share come in!?”

Startled by this extraordinary  demand, u ttered in  sten
torian  voice, the lunatic grabbed his hat and dashed out of
the editorial sanctum.

The secret of De Leon’s unusual w orking capacity I  have
always laid a g reat deal to  his rem arkable ability of com
plete mental relaxation, a secret which too few possess. De
Leon knew the full value of play, and knew how to  extract
ou t of play all the good there is in it. H e played physically
and he played mentally; he was always on the lookout for a
good joke.

H e placed very little store upon the possession of things.
P roperty  and chattels he considered burdensome encum
brances and responsibilities, which could only ham per his
usefulness to  the cause he had chosen as his. I  have heard of
his h rs t visit to  the home of a friend who had a quite lavishly
furnished place. A fter enjoying the sight of a number of the
rare and beautfiul things he found, he looked appreciatingly
alm ost sym pathetically a t the hostess and said, shaking his
head in his characteristic m anner: "B ut my, w hat an awful
responsibility.”

Of the home a t Pleasantville he was w ont to say: ‘‘The
com rades have done this for me out of the kindness of their
hearts, but I  begin to  feel the burden of property ; I begin to
feel myself sym pathizing with the bourgeois ‘taxpayer’; I  feel
responsibilities growing on me tha t I  had hoped never to  be
afflicted with,”—and then he would laugh and turning to  Mrs.



9S DANIEL DE LEON—OUR COMRADE.
De Leon would say; “Now Bert, dominate the home, don’t
let the home dominate you,” and then he would have another
laugh.

He could never stand pretense, petty pride, or airs that
lacked genuineness. Here are a couple of anecdotes which
show the quiet fun he could have at the expense of false pride
and airs, while at the same time he could give a neat little
lesson to the presumptuous.

He was riding in the smoker of the parlor car on a New
York Central train with his friend Joseph Darling just after
the corrupt election campaign of Flower for Governor of New
York State. Darling and Flower were acquainted, but Dar
ling was out of the smoker and Flower sat in the chair next
to De Leon, who, while he recognized Flower, paid no atten-
.tion to him. De Leon was smoking his clay pipe, as was his
custom, and soon became aware that Flower was observing
him. He thought that possibly he took offence at a clay pipe
tn a parlor smoker, but presently, when the train passed Hav-
erstraw, Flower said: “I polled a large vote here.” De Leon
looked up startled and said: “Is that sol Were you running
for constable?” “No,” said the Governor-elect, “I have been
elected Governor of the State, I am Roswell P. Flower.”
“Oh!” said De Leon and continued his smoking. A little later
Flower met Darling and asked: “Who is that eccentric ^old
■lan smoking a clay pipe?” Darling answered: Oh! He s a
Chicago millionaire and doesn’t care a damn about the Gov
ernor of New York State 1”

When Elizabeth Flynn was commencing to be hailed as
a sevfen-day wonder, she naturally wanted to show herself off
■to De Leon. She was appropriately gotten up for the occa
sion, including a volume of “People’s Marx which rested on
her arm. After the usual formalities had been gone through,
De Leon said abruptly: “Let me see what you read while you
are traveling about the city.” “Oh, just ‘People s Marx,
said the presumptuous youngster. “Now, I will show you
what I read,” said De Leon, laughingly, and pulled out from
his satchel a copy of “Three Men in a Boat” by Jerome K.

'̂*^°De Leon, himself a great linguist, continually either poked
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fun at or pretended to attempt to learn the languages he
could not understand. His excursion into Hungarian did not
go far. In his block on Avenue A. was an Hungarian grocery
store, the pretty little lady of which he was very anxious to
greet in her mother tongue. Most unwisely, however, he
choose for his tutor a young wag, a student friend of his’son
Well instructed, he started off and said his polite “Good
morning” in what must have been very good Hungarian, for
the dear lady at once snatched up an apple with each
hand and made a threatening gesture, then, seeing his aston
ished expression, she burst out in rippling laughter, and, to
quote De Leon himself, “All my Hungarian oozed out of me
by all my pores and I never made an attempt at that villain
ous language again.”

With the Swedish he succeeded far better. Having very
serious and most patient instructors, he actually managed to
acquire the use of four words quite accurately, both with
speech and pen, in the course of the fifteen or more years
that the “People” and “Arbetaren” were under the same
roof. One of these words was “famntag” which means “hug.”
He learned this at a Swedish Party affair where some old-
fashioned song-games were played. From that time on he
always “famntagged” us in every letter clear across the con
tinent. What a useful thing language really is may be shown
by the following extract from a letter written just after a visit
at his office by Comrade Tholin, delegate from the Swedish
trade unions, visiting this country in 1910 in behalf of the great
general strike in Sweden.

“You will have seen from The People that Tholin visited
the office. Did you meet him? He is a burly, boisterous fel
low. Acts as if he highly appreciates the S. L. P. T under
stand he says there is no Socialist movement in America, but
what there is of it is S. L. P. I spoke to him through an in
terpreter, a young S. L. P. Swede, whom I often see. Can’t
fix his name in my mind. Through the interpreter I informed
ThoHn that I knew only one Swedish word safely—‘famn
tag.’ Tholin’s Aldermanic face brightened up instantly; he
threw open his arms, and we •famntagged.' He informed me
through the interpreter that with that one word it was enough
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for me to travel safely throughout Sweden. So, then, I got
any passport. Tholin tells me we shall meet at Copenhagen.”

He gathered about him a few very intimate friends and
was as happy as a child when any one of these came to visit
him. On the other hand, he disliked nothing worse than “com
pany.” Those who came to his home had to be “at home.”
However, De Leon’s was just the place where a person was
“at home” at once, i. e., unless he wished to mimic the actions
and phrases of empty politeness of the aristocracy. How his
“company” might become installed is illustrated by the fol
lowing episode.

A comrade, whom we may call Mr. B., visited De Leon’s
for the first time. Of course, he was dressed in his Sunday
best and felt so keenly the honor of being with De Leon that
he was rather upset by it, particularly as every one attended
to his or her business as if there was no visitor at all. At last
Mr. B. strayed out in the yard, where he walked about in high
collar and stiffly starched cuffs, and looked truly bored. De
Leon spied him and took pity on him. He hied to the kitchen,
picked up the empty water bucket, held it out at the door and
called: “Here, B., fetch a pail of water!” B’s features lit up.
With one jump he was at the door, took the bucket, turned up
his cuffs, flung off his collar, punned up the water, and was
from that moment perfectly at home. “You see,” said De
Leon, when he laughingly related the story, “B. is a fine fel
low. It only took one pail of water to take the starch out of
him and he has never become stiff again since.”

As soon as De Leon arrived home in the country, he
hastened into what he called his “farmer uniform,” white
jacket and overalls. Then he lighted his clay pipe and was
happy in his little circle. About one of his clay pipes evolves
another anecdote. During the many summers when the fam
ily lived at Milford, De Leon usually took the same boat on
Saturday up Long Island Sound to Bridgeport. Thus he be
came recognized on board. One day a talkative old sailor
came up to him.

“Excuse me, sir,” said the tar very politely, “I have seen
you very often on this boat, and you never smoke anything
but a clay pipe, I am very curious to know why you smoke a



i

AN INTIMATE PORTRAIT OF DE LEON
PLEASANTVILLE. N. Y.. SEPTEMBER 1913

(Happiest In His White Duck Farming Suit)

I

'  . U r I

I



’ iL



DANIEL DE LEON—OUR COMRADE. 101

clay pipe.” This was all spoken in a tone as if he meant to
say: “You look, sir, as if you might as well smoke a meer
schaum—if you cared to.”

"Well, you see, sir,” answered De Leon just as politely,
“a clay pipe is the only pipe that never becomes sour.”

“Is that possible?” exclaimed the other in surprise. ‘T
never heard that before. How does that come about, do you
suppose?”

Absolutely “accidentally” the pipe, just at that instant, fell
from De Leon’s hand and crumbled at his feet. The tar asked
no more questions that day.

Although De Leon, because he placed his principles higher
than the social position he could have held, if he had deserted
the Socialist Labor Party, lived very plainly and simply, he
was far from being one of the class of "intellectuals” who go
about and make a virtue and a fashion of poverty. He ab-
hored poverty and misery and often complained about the in
born habit to suffer, common to the proletarian, which causes
him to live satisfied with scarcity and continuous deprivation.
On the other hand, he despised thoroughly the boastful ig
norance of the money aristocracy, which prompts it, in season
and out of season, to exhibit its possessions and luxuries. An
other anecdote shows how neatly he could rap this class over
the fingers.

It was on board the steamer which took De Leon back to
America after he had attended the International Socialist Con
gress at Stuttgart in 1907. A crowd had gathered in the salon,
most of them belonging to the bumptious and snobbish mo
ney aristocracy. Someone asked what the hour was, and this
afforded a welcome opportunity to these gentlemen to “show
off.” Watch after watch was pulled out, and everyone boasted
of his particular timepiece—its work and jewels, where it
was bought and, of course, how much it had cost. Enormous
amounts running into the hundreds of dollars were mentioned.
Finally De Leon pulled out his watch and began to brag. He
stated seriously and solemnly that nobody else had such a won
derful watch as his. The curiosity of the crowd was aroused.
The watch passed from hand to hand and it was turned and
turned, looked at on the back and front, from above and be-
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low and all looked sti^pid. At last someone exclaimed: “But,
sir, what is it that is so wonderful about this watch?" “Well ”

said De Leon very seriously, “the most wonderful thing about
this watch is that it cost 98 cents!"

De Leon had friends from his pre-S. L. P. days who lived,
surrounded by luxuries, in a costly villa. But their life was
one of continuous fear. Three times burglars had broken in.

“You ought to have an apparatus in your house like I
have in mine and you would live tranquilly,” declared De
Leon very seriously and sympathetically after the last bur
glary. I have a patent burglar alarm which causes a thief to
fall dead from heart failure the instant he enters my house.”

Dear me, cried the lady, both frightened and interested,
“what kind of a machine is that?”

“Empty walls, home-made furniture, and tin spoons,”
laughed De Leon, and had by his joke given his rich friend’s,
who had a tendency to pity him, to understand that in reality
he lived happier than they.

Glimpses of De Leon Through His Letters
From 1904 onward I was in pretty steady correspondence

with Comrade De Leon, and in these letters we discussed nearly
every phase of the movement as it turned and twisted during
those eventful years of the rise and fall of the I. W. W. These
letters perhaps contain as complete a reaction upon that pe
riod as are possessed by any Party member. As I was a mem
ber of the N. E. C., there arose continuous occasions for a
chat. Some day, I feel that I shall release these letters, so
that the Party may give them to the Movement if it sees fit.
As yet it is probably too early to do so, too near to his own
time. I have, however, chosen a number of extracts from
them containing his comments in passing upon men and mat
ters.

The rise, vicissitudes, and collapse of the original I. W. W.
furnished us for several years with subjects for cross-country
expressions of opinion. Some of these opinions serve to
throw the Movement as well as De Leon himself into strong
bas-relief. Shortly after his return from the Chicago Conven
tion he wrote:
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"August 21, 1905.—You will not take it ill if I start by
saying that your esteemed letter of the 24th of last month
might still remain unanswered, were it not for certain infor-
mation that reaches me from California, and upon which I
would like to speak to you without delay.

“Indeed I am pleased with the work of the Convention! I
had gone determined to withdraw if I had to struggle for the
right thing. I had enough with my K. of L. experience. There
was no sense in having to put men upon their feet, and then
struggle to keep them there. I was through with that sort
of work. The information I had a year ago when I drafted
the Trades Union resolution for the National Convention, the
ast clause of which was, to my sorrow, changed; the further

m ormation that came in and that caused me to embody the
spirit of that resolution in my report to the Amsterdam Con-
.gress; the seeming comprobation, of all that I could glean, by
the Manifesto—that all made me expect to have the Chicago
Convention act like a climax and mark the epoch. It did. The
victory was all won before. Berger viciously declares- ‘De
Leon found them dead easy.' This is an insult to these men.
They were not 'dead easy.’ They had been S. L.P.-i^ed before

ey reached Chicago. The Convention did mark an epoch—
It recorded the ripeness of time and the logic of events. I fre
quently of late am reminded of the keen satisfaction of my
boyhood d a p  when I solved my first geometric problem. The
beauty of the logic of things was charming. That old satis
faction, multiplied a thousandfold, was my satisfaction at
Chicago^ The .S. P. was built upon the double fallacy that a
party of Socialism need not stand upon a Socialist economic
organization, and that the party of Socialism may rise upon
the tacit groundwork of pure and simpledom. For these many
years we have been ramming away at those false underpin-
mngs. At Chicago the underpinnings went down.......... At last
we have a Socialist Union, equi-extensive with the nation and
consisting of material that readily admits, and gladly so, that
h e rep  no literature worth reading except S. L. P. literature

from  one source I learn that our P arty  members in Cali-
fornia are somewhat at sea in this I. W. W. development; from
another source I learn that at the recent I. W. W. meeting in
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San Francisco our P arty  men denounced the S. P. The two
bits of inform ation dovetail. Indeed our men m ust be ‘a t  sea’
if they conduct them selves in th a t way.

“A t I. W. W . meetings neither praises for the S. L. P. nor
attacks upon the S. P. should be indulged in. W hat should be
indulged in is the rubbing in of the fact— stated  in the P ream 
ble—that economic unity is essential for L abor’s em ancipation,
and that such economic unity is irmpossible under th e  A. F. of
L. This m ust be illustrated  by A. F. of L. misdeeds, and
b u rn t in  with illustrations taken from  the conduct of well
known S. P. men. T heir nam es should be m entioned, not their
party . T heir papers, their national and state officers, all of
whom are pro-A. F. of L. and traducers of the I. W. W ., these
should be quoted by name. A t I. W. W . m eetings our men
m ust stand squarely upon the principle th a t sound unionism
is the basis of political unity, and that the la tte r will take care
of itself. There is no t tod„y any stronger blow aim ed a t the
S. P. than  the  blow aimed a t the A. F. of L. The People is
furnishing p len ty  of am munition for that. If you are not
aware of the conduct of our S. L. P. folks at I. W . W . m eet
ings, the inform ation I have m ay serve you for a tip as to  w hat
they are doing. W isdom  is more essential in California than
anywhere else. There the P arty  suffered m ost and freak-
frauddom has held highest carnival.’'

Nov. 29, 1905.—“Of course, our troubles are no t ended. New
occasions bring new troubles. But, as it will be w ith the issues
of future society, which will move upon a higher plane, our new
troubles are of a higher order.

“As to  politics. This opens a wide subject. You mention
two effects as flowing from the present state of things.

“The first, tha t the abstinence of bo th  parties from political
talk a t the I. W. W . meetings has virtually come down to “no
politics in the union.” I  th ink  this is as it should be—^FOR
T H E  P R E S E N T . A t least it is unavoidable. In  point of
fact, seeing th a t Socialist economics is politics, the politics is
righ t there. W hat is absent is the concrete political party,
Sherman was in town last week. W e spoke on two, three oc
casions from  the same platform. I did not once use the word
‘politics’; yet not a  K angaroo present but felt th a t every sen-
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tence I uttered drove a nail into the coffin of their party. We
are undergoing a period of transition. I  pardon the S. P.’s for
believing that their party will endorse the I. W. W. Within
twelve months they will have found out. In the meantime we
would be playing into the hands of the A. F. of L. Kangs if we
pushed the political talk into the I. W. W. locals, at this time.
There IS so much to be said on the subject that, rather than
start I shall stop But the above view in no wise prevents
the Section from doing its political work thoroughly. At Sec
tion meetings we should scourge the .S. P.. especially with re-
fh.  T V  hostility or indifference to
the I. W. W., which means either its love for .the A. F. of L
h l f r  c a” sufficient, or

oth. So that, either, I  do not understand and miss the point
your*atarm°”  ̂ understand it but do not share

« n  serious is your second point, the fear that the ab-
sence of political talk (in the I. W. W.) opens the door to the
Tell Anarchist, .with all the disaster that that implies. I

correct, thm this particular evil also is unavoidable as a tem-
S io T in  n ^  this period of tran
sition mto ripeness. There may be snags -ahead. If we run
a tt itu T '‘ tv  He in our express S. L. P. political
A n a r  Ï - ’ t the Chicago
frch St t Ï Ï k  T "  '  the Tn!
will w  ™ That sort of talk
sepaÏÏri'nd'ust " TT'"'’' ^"to their
par?r the d f r W h e n  there will be but one
P y, the difficulty will have been materially overcome. I
inps emphasize at the I. W. W. meet-
‘poHticaï i f  demandspolitical as well as economic unity.' That excludes Anarchy.

all our sm a ir ^ '^ r r "  ^ “ssian uprising will set
t  L i iaT ?  to realize that in Rus-
od S b L  w "  "  there being no other meth-
archTst wave -  An-the fart -tl,’ ♦ ®*t°tild say. however, and I can not dwell upon

wi 00 much delight, that the existence of the I. W.
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W. affords us S. L. P. folks a means to counteract tha t wave
that we would no t otherw ise enjoy.”

I t  was no t very long, however, till i t  became plain that
my apprehensions had been well founded. De Leon’s optim 
ism  (or was it  no t ra the r his desire to  see a t last a  genuine eco
nomic organization of Labor) led him to  en tertain  hopes for
the eventual trium ph of the 1. W. W . that few of us who saw
w hat was going on in  the  field, «were able to  keep up much af
ter the first year. I t  was probably due to  th a t freak-frauddom
of California, which De Leon feared, th a t the Anarchistic
tendencies developed there quicker than anyw here else. H ow 
ever, it was n o t long before De Leon was fully aware of the
situation, the culmination of which was a m ost vicious attack
upon the P arty , from inside and out. In relation to  this De
Leon w rote:

April 13, 1908.—“W hat does all this m ean? I t  is the cul
m ination of an issue tha t started  w ith Bohn’s inauguration as
National Secretary. He came here with the deliberate in ten
tion to  run the S. L. P. to  the ground. Birds of a feather flock
together. T hat explains his intim acy w ith Connolly. Of
course he is a dull fellow, but he has the knack to rope in
fools. He did that. They did not know where they were be
ing  led to. Got all tw isted, and then vicious. Some have
fallen away from him since. T he Bohn move w as joined by
the O tto Just-T rau tm ann move, and there is where the don
key W illiams came in. T hrough 'Bohn, the T rautm ann end
of the scheme was made to  believe we w ere  busted up. W il
liams came to  give us the finishing touch—lead in to  the T rau t
mann treasury  the funds th a t now flow to  the S. L. P. H e was
.smashed, as you noticed. Then came the howl and the stam 
pede. This is the story  in a  nutshell. I t  was a case of cheats
cheating cheats. W hen they got knocked down they did not
know w hat struck  them.”

The culmination of the I. W . W . tragi-com edy was reached
during the Spokane so-called “free speech” riots, when De
Leon w rote:

"W hen you say you hope the Spokanites may stop ‘before
they make another ’86’ [the .Chicago H aym arket bomb trage-
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dy]t you touch upon a thing tha t has given me not a  little
worry. I  have all along been apprehensive th a t some of those
K nipperdollings would throw  a bomb. T hat apprehension is
substantially  removed. I learn that the poltroonish attitude of
the leaders, ‘Joan’ [our private pet name for E lizabeth Gurley
Flynn who had been called the ‘Joan of Arc of the Labor
M ovement’] am ong the lot, when arrested, in try ing to show
the white feather, has cooled off the dupes. But another ap
prehension is now taking the place of the first—the throwing
of a bomb by some police-agent to discredit the Labor Move
ment. Hence it is that I have been h itting  so hard. I have
been try ing  to  keep the S. L. P. skirts clean against such an
eventuality. Indeed, I take the flattering unction to myself
that The People has, a t least, contributed towards rendering
such an eventuality less likely. I notice with pleasure that
some of the Spokane capitalist sheets are quoting The People
on Spokane. So that they know there are Socialists who
.spurn I-am-a-bummism, and all that thereby hangs."

In the la tter p a rt of 1908, the I. W. W. having turned out
a complete fiasco, and a new situation presenting itself to the
P arty , Mr. Johnson and myself, then living in California, con
ceived the idea of drawing up an Open L etter to the American
P roletariat for the purpose of putting the situation before them.
A fter the le tte r had been drawn up and before proceeding fur
ther in the m atter, I w rote to  Comrade De Leon asking him his
opinion as to the advisability of sending the le tter to  the So
cialist P arty  press, and other m atters. This letter, along with
other m atters, resulted in a correspondence which extended
through more than six months, during which many subject's
were touched upon. Some of De Leon’s observations are
hereby given;

Dec. 26, 1908. ‘‘F irst of all your le tte r was a disappoint
ment. Don’t condemn me in advance for discourtesy. I had
expected to hear from you som ething definite with regard to
th a t address that you had told me you and Mr. J. were hatch
ing. You do not now say more on the subject than you said
before, except things from which I infer that the address is
m eant to be to members of the S. P. If  this is your plan, I
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would strongly urge you against it. An address is good—but to
the thinking proletariat. If there be any in the S. P. they would
be included.

“The I. W. W. is smashed, upon that we seem to agree. The
supposed basis for unity is knocked out: agreed again. But to
me it looks this way.

“1—The knocking out of the expected basis was done by
the agency of the S. P. Hence its rank and file, the dominant
portion thereof, is not worth bothering with. The exception
ally good, like D. B. Moore of Granite, Okla., will either come
over of themselves, or stimulated by a proper address.

“2—The election returns prove the S. P. worthlessness. Its
increase over 1904 is only 16,000 with all the whoople of the in
terested Republican press to blanket the S. L. P. Nor is this
all. Even that paltry increase would have been more than wiped
out but for the freak 21,000 Oklahoma vote. Nor yet is this all.
Commencing with N. Y. City (Manhattan and the Bronx),
where the S. P. went down 1,300, it has declined in all the other
industrial centers. In Cleveland, Cincinnati, Dayton—in short,
in all the industrial centers of Ohio the 1904 vote was smashed.
Without the rural vote of Ohio the S. P. would have dropped
from the ballot. You know how it fared in Chicago. Similarly
in the rest of the industrial centers. The S. P. has today (out
side of the German vote which is mainly labor, and the Jewish
vote which, even if largely ‘intellectual,’ is revolutionarily attun
ed, and both of which I generously estimate at 100,000)—the
S. P. vote is ‘American’ flotsam and jetsam: ‘Christian Socialist,’
ex-Populistic frayed material, etc. I don’t believe it polled 50,-
000 (out of the remaining 300,000) that is English speaking La
bor.

“3—The bulk of these 50,000 will go over, eventually ‘if not
sooner,’ as the case may be, to the Labor Party that the stupid
sentence of Gompers, etc., is bound to beat into existence—
sooner or later, depending on circumstances. Unforeseen
events may deflect this course of events for a time, but it is in
•the cards, as far as facts are accessible. It will be an imitation
of the Briti.sh affair, possibly upon a higher plane.

“Consequently—I am not so sure or clear as to what will
become of the S. P. 1 know that there is the devil to pay in its
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own ranks. An address cognizant of all these facts whether
all be stated or not, will accelerate events. The propagandistic
im portance and mission of the S. L. P. rises in importance.
Beyond that the m otto  th a t guides me is: ‘L et us labor and
w ait/ ”

Jan. 25, 1909.— “I  hasten to  answ er yours of the 16th a r 
rived this morning. ’

My hurry  js to arrive before you have sent me the answer
•that you announce to  m y last letter. I w ant to  arrive before
you have sent off th a t letter in order tha t it m ay contain an
w w  c question that this le tte r of yours suggests:—
W hat S. P . paiper do you expect will do your Open L etter the
insult of considering it w orthless, so w orthless as to  be pub-
w  m I think of none

tha t will. And, judging from  one th ing and another going on
there, I doubt th a t paiper will publish the Open Letter.

“Of course I  do not mean to  deter you from trying. T ry
by all means.

^ "lore in detail to w hat you say.
bhall be glad to  see your Open Letter. A lm ost everything

depends upon th a t before I  can draw any conclusions.
I  can see no breach of P arty  discipline in the mere act of

a P arty  m em ber addressing people on his own responsibility,
and of his own motion. I, for instance, did so last night when
I spoke m  that Christian Fellowship Church on the V Ith
rsa lra  But It seems to me you have an idea th a t a letter a d 
dressed to the public by you as the, or a, signer will be taken
as not coming from the S. L. P. I  guess a letter bearing your
c'hT nce f “ notorious’ member of the N. E. C .- ru n s  small
chances of being taken so innocently. O f course, if  it does the
leM It reaches from the sta rt would be much wider.—T ry  it,

an we shall w atch and see; but then meseems, T H E  P E O -

that sTouTd be” liI3 ,“ 'a‘l a T y r a t r '^

y le tter tha t I  do recognize some proletarians am ong i t -
oth am ong its m em bers and its votes. But that element is not
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dom inant; it is dominated. This takes us back to my scepti
cism regarding your expectations of such an Open L etter being
published by the S. P. privately-owned press—especially when
the le tter comes from a ‘notorious’ S. L. P. national officer. I
don’t  w ant to discourage you. T ry  your plan. But I fail to un
derstand the ground on which you base your expectation of
’reaching’ tha t desired proletarian element in the S. P. through
a press tha t is owned by the very leaders whom you recognize
the proletarians are ‘fighting.’

“You ask me whether I do not believe that ‘if the le tter is
all righ t the plan is all right too’? I smile. All the more 'all
rig h t’ the le tte r is, m eseem s the plan will prove the reverse of
‘all righ t’—the S. P. press will not give it publication. The evi
dence, to  me conclusive, is th a t the S. P. is developing from
left to  right. I ts  leadership is waxing m ore and more reac
tionary—and they own the press.’’

Feb. 2, 1909.—“Last night I  received and read your Open
L etter. H ave just given it a second reading.

"I 'm  no longer ‘disappointed.’ Now I ’m ‘puzzled.’ How do
you expect so ‘orthodox’ a docum ent to be published by the
more and more ‘heterodox’ S. P. press? I  was wondering, be
fore the  Open L etter arrived, w hat scheme you were to pursue
to  present orthodoxy in such heterodox garb as to have it slip
through. Now I only wonder how tha t letter can be accepted.
On this subject and kindred ones I w rote inquiringly to you
in my last le tter, and also in one that preceded it, and which
tw o I expected you to  answer jointly. The letter accom pany
in g  your Open L etter was evidently sent off before you re
ceived that one. Shall put no more questions but wait.

“The Open L etter is first rate. But how— -th e re , I ’m go
ing to  ask questions.

“ I have no suggestions to  offer. The argum ent is cogent
all the way through. I t  ought to ‘take.’ T here is ju st one sug
gestion th a t occurs to me:—

“On page 63, or perhaps somewhere before that, it were
well to  take a stitch. T hat the w orkers would be slaughtered
in case of a ipure and simple political victory is well worked
out. Som ewhat sudden, however, is the conclusion that the
.slaughtering would be avoided if industrially or.eanized. 1
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would insert -some sentence to Indicate that the industrial form
of organization, through its concentrated powers, furnishes a
matchless physical force. I rather have you frame the sentence
yourself than patch up the paragraph in my language, I  worked
out the argum ent repeatedly in the ‘As to Politics’ pamphlet.

“Good luck to  your plan.
" I’m hastening this off to go with tonight’s mail, and shall

hold my breath until I hear from you again.’’

Feb. 12, 1909. “Yours of the 1st was duly received on the
8th. A fter reading it again I came to the conclusion tha t the
space you devote to justify  your ‘plan’ indicates a desire to
know my views definitely on the ‘plan.’ W hat my views are
on the ‘plan’ are indicated in the passage that you quote from
me in which I say th a t all plans, every plan and none too
many plans, could be adopted.

“I don’t look at the plan with ‘pity.’ 1 look upon it  ex
pectantly. I simply hold my breath. T hat I am no t wholly
sceptical of its success, or a t least of its partial success, appears
in my faith in trying each and all methods. I now know ex
actly what your sources of confidence are to see the Open Let
ter published by the S. P. papers. As to  the Oakland paper I
th ink you will probably succeed. As to o thers—I shall wait
and see.
 ̂ “You should dismiss the feeling that the Open L etter is
.tame.^ I don t think it is. I t  is pitched in a recitative or con-
versational key. T hat is good for its purpose. I  th in k ’you will
ind out th a t the S. P. leadership consider it hot stuff enough

ot enough to  be touched with a long pair of tongues—and
dropped.

I smile broad smiles at your passages about whether the
Q r  ‘•’e tru th , or fear to  be ground to pieces by

. L .  F. logic. W hy, yes; that is ju st w hat they have been all
along. Nevertheless, a time is bound to  come when, whether
a raid or not, conditions will force the gentry to try  their teeth
on the S. L. P. file. T hat time m ay be now; may be not. L et’s
try  and find out! Even if that time be not yet, the Open Let-

contribute towards bringing on that time. Some
S. P. s will read it; some will think; and it will have a corrod
ing effect—to some extent at least.
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“A word on the  S. P. situation. I ts  ‘revolutionary’ mem
bership, as a bulk, are hypnotized with numbers. They got
their first shock this election. They believe in boring from
within. They are crazy optim ists. If the S. P . develops to 
wards the left of a bourgeois movement its existence will be
extinguished—ju st as was the  existence of the Populist P arty
when it developed tow ards the Democracy. T hen will their
‘revolutionary’ elements droip over to us, ju st as the ‘revolu
tionary’ elem ents of the Pops dropped over into the S. P. In
the meantime, we m ust try  all m ethods to  reach the revolu
tionary elem ent— whether within or w ithout the S. P.

April 22, 1909.—“Your scheme of accom panying your O. L.
w ith stam ps for return , in case of non-acceptance, and a ‘very
nice’ le tte r was ingenious. T hat insured som ething. And I sec
you are gathering the crop.

“The only paper you did not mention and which is publish
ing the O. L. is the H olland, Mich., ‘W age Slave’— the one I
sta ted  that I  expected would. H ad  I known then w hat I  know
now about the ‘W . S.’ I would have added th a t i t  m ight be de
sirable it did not. F rom  inside inform ation I have it th a t the
‘W. S.’ is hard  (pushed, and from  outside inform ation I  see it
has become u tterly  characterless. I t  is publishing everything
and anything, the m ost contradictory. I t  takes praises from,
and sings them to the ‘I-am -abum s’; and it publishes contrary
articles—anything to  get readers and shekels.

“Your ‘nice and polite’ le tte r to  the heathen will surely be
productive of inside lights for p resent and future use.—F or in 
stance, tha t le tte r of M ary Marcy, Associate E d ito r of ‘In t’1
Soc. Rev.,’’ serves to  confirm  inside inform ation I  have, and
the inside inform ation m ay explain the E ditor’s le tte r to you.
[T his le tte r was very com plim entary of the Open L etter and
prom ised to  publish the same, which promise, however, was
never fulfilled.] T here is a rumipus in the .S . P.̂  brought on by
the K err & Co. I t  recently has been publishing articles in
sulting to  the ‘intellectuals.’ The articles are .of the vicious,
‘horny-handed’ variety. T he ‘intellectuals’ are boiling over
with wrath. In  Indiana all sorts of things are b e in g  done to
the “In t’1 Soc. Rev.’’ To me it is an evidence of an earthquake
which I am try in g  to  prom ote by the re-iteration of the S. P.
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decline in the industrial centers—a fact they hate to swallow,
but swallow they must. My policy in emphasizing this_St.
Louis and Chicago and Milwaukee city elections have furnished
fresh material—is working both ways. In New York it is hav
ing the effect of causing the ‘intellectuals’ to be acting still
more ‘intellectually’ against the proletariat; elsewhere it is
causing what I said is happening in Ind. and Chic. In both
cases the boil is being ripened. [In the latter part of May the
International Socialist Review returned the Open Letter with
the excuse that as the letter had already appeared in The' Peo
ple the Review could not publish it as it was its practice never
to reprint from American publications. It should be noted,
however, that the Letter had been in the hands of all S. P. pub
lications ample time before it was used in the Daily People.
De Leons comment was: "Well, Kerr took backwater! And
what a backwater! He knew you had sent the O. L. to all radi
cal papers. According to his excuse, he would only take what
all other papers reject. It would have been a sight to see the
O. L. in K’s publication. To talk ‘horny-handed’ sons of toil,
and go for ‘intellectuals’ is one thing. To present the argu
ment in systematic form like the O. L. does can’t suit Kerr’s.’’]

I shall watch with interest your California papers—‘Com
mon Sense,’ etc.

"Be sure to let me know quick what the Appeal to Reason
writes to you—if it does. Also the N. Y. ‘Call.’ The thing
must be a hot potato in the hands of both.’’ (From The Appeal
we never heard the slightest peep, so there was nothing to re
port.)

.^ r i l  27, 1909.—“As I now make out, the O. L. is published,
besjes in THE PEOPLE, in two other papers [English] one
b. P. (Wage Slave), and The Referendum. And you have
promises from two others, Mont. News and Int’1 Soc. Review
both S. P. That is, already, 200 per cent, better than I ex
pected.

“And so the ‘Call’ sent you a regulation card? These
cards are great schemes. All capitalist papers have them. They
save a lot of trouble. Poor ‘Call’ is just now sorely afflicted.

As to the Seattle ‘Socialist,’ which I had at the time half
hoped, would publish the O. L., the half hope has now evapor-
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ated. The paper appears now only in 2 pages. I t  looks ridicu-
'ous, and declares it may have to suspend.”

May 11, 1909.—“I don’t quite understand the theory upon
which you go on ‘praying’ th a t the ‘Appeal’ and some other pa
pers which you m ention, m ay return  your O. L. I  have been
praying the other way. The O. L. having been w ritten, it
m ight as well be given full chance. I  notice that my prayers
are not being heard. W ell, tha t’s an experience in itself. As
far as w ithin the P arty  is concerned— the O. L. has had excel
len t effect. T h a t private Jap and tha t private Swede’s le tte r to
you are instances in point. There are many more.

‘‘I know tha t K ate S. H illiard had published the O. L.
W as glad, when I saw it, tha t I thought of her. She is a trump.
She m ust have ‘laid down the law’ to the ‘M orning Exam iner’
[Ogden, U tah], I t  was quite a  feat for her to  widen her ‘Col
umn’ so as to take in the whole O. L. She is a ‘girl’ you should
cultivate.

‘‘W hatever can be the m atter w ith Berger and the ‘Volks-
zeitung’ tha t you have not heard from  them. I  have not the
rem otest hope they mean to  publish the O. L. M iracles don t
happen anym ore. [N either of them  did answer or publish, and
under a la ter date De Leon w rote; “Send me legal authority
to  collect the 2-cent stam p from  the Volkszeitung.” ]

“As to  ‘Common Sense’ it has been appearing in the size
o f a postage stamp. I t  certainly couldn’t handle the O. L. I t
would have to  be published in installm ents extending over a
year or m ore.”

Aug. 1, 1909.—“I have been aware tha t the Open L etter
made its appearance in the Oakland ‘W orld, and that it has
not yet done so in the M ontana ‘News.’ I t  is as it was to be
expected. The S. P. press tha t knows enough to, and is able
to  be true to  itself, refused publication to  a docum ent which
analyzed their policy as false, and unerringly cast their horo
scope as ‘in the serip.’ The only two that did publish it are
on the rocks—the ‘W age Slave’ has wildly ‘cast anchors to
w indw ard’ and is trim m ing its sails for readers. I t  has be
come dow nright disreputable— a regular asylum for such ele
m ents as the  Eberts, W illiamses, and I-am -a-buras generally.
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As to the ‘World,* the San Francisco ‘Organized Labor’ has it
‘where the hair is short.’

“The logic of the situation and of events is smashing the
S. P. m good shape. Of ourse, if we had more forces much
more could be done. But, then, if we had more forces now the
problem would be different. We shall have to raise ourselves
by our own bootstraps—and we will. Pure and simple bomb-
ism and pure and simple politicianism—the two elements, kin-
dred elements, in the S. P., on the one hand, and in the I-am-a-
bums on the other, are ripping apart fast. That affair in 'Frisco
IS charming-. Who would have thought the A. F. of L. had the
useful mission to perform that it is performing in California
genera ly? I wish you would let me have some inside informa-
tio n -.f you can gather any, from the S. P.’s who ‘are coming
our way. Of these I hold they are ‘floaters.’ It would be a

freaks, and the worst sort of freaks, at that.-freaks who are
‘Petr^^  ̂ ‘he Lassallean words;
Petrus upon this rock (the Prolefaire) shall I build.’ Of course

t e statement must not be used demagogically, and there is

on the head where you say in the Open Letter-educate first
litk a rT h aT ' -  consequence, the po-
his s u ïe  r  organization must needs be small at
ng there the

h im ^ h e  ine T m being ‘on to
men'f tn  ̂ rl c *bat upon the Europeans’ senti-
„3 f   ̂ * j  things here, make me feel
aio rór̂;, r " -  ̂ c^p’‘°'-ne h ü ., :hRh
the invade '^bich

good healtf, f  P‘'̂ ^®- All we need is a little cash, plenty of
out of the sirS g l^ !^  -=>ble us to draw fun

as flr'^’L ^ iT ^ .^ ^ -T  ''ery rich to all of ns in
S P In ^ i t  off f f  'be methods of theP. and Its officialdom. As a climax to the private discussion
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and expression of opinions by le tte r which had been brought
out by it I have selected the following:

Nov. 25, 1909.—"As an ‘elem ent’ I  consider the S. P. folks
w orthless. If  they were to  come in to  the S. L. P. in any num 
bers I should w ant to have them  strip to  the skin; I would
burn their clothes to  kill the m icrobes; then the stripped S. P.
I  would put through a Turkish bath, and then through a Rus
sian bath, and then I  would hang him by the heels for a spell
and le t the fresh air blow through him. Such a ro tten  element
as they are! The developm ent (or decom position) now taking
place in its  ranks is logical to  a tittle. One set is becoming
more and m ore bourgeois radical and pronouncedly anti-pro
le taria t: the le tters th a t appear in the ‘Call’ since election are
rich; another set, the Frisco, for instance, is approaching pro-
letarianism ; and a  th ird  set, which the In ternational Socialist
Review is try ing  to  exploit, is developing I-am-abumward. The
three sets fit well together. They have this in common—they
are chickens w ithout a head. All along the line, the thing is
m eeting its fate. And, indeed, I  bubble over with joy. The
logic of events is simply inspiring. I t  is as good to  me as tw o
m onths’ vacation. The experience will surely protect the S.
L. P. against much of its frequent ‘good nature.’ Don’t  w orry
in the least about the good elem ent in the movem ent whom
S. P.ism has disgusted w ith politics. The lesson will sink in
as to  w hat kind of political education is disgusting. N ot in
vain has the S. L. P . been standing its ground.”

The distinguishing no te in all these le tters as far as they
serve to throw  light upon the character of De Leon himself is
th a t of a cheerful optimism. I t  was always so. His letters
never recited troubles, he never stopped to  whine about past
disappointm ents. Never in all these years, except just once and
that m erely in passing, did he m ention the terrific financial
strain under which the P arty  and The People were continually
w orking and suffering. As a fitting  conclusion, therefore, of
this chapter, I  shall quote from  that same le tte r of February
12, 1909, when we were talk ing about the “plan” of the Open
Letter. De Leon feared, I  am sure, th a t I was building great
hopes of sudden revolutions upon such an address as I was
preparing, and, therefore, tha t I  m ight become disappointed
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and perhaps “sore” at the “stupid and ignorant” working^ clasSy
as so many who believed themselves capable of “great th in g s"
had become before. This drew from De Leon a beautiful de
finition of his own particular brand of optimism, the optimism
of science;

“Hugo Vogt, whose intellect marched like cattle on alf
fours, used to tell me that I was ‘optimistic.’ My answer m -

variably was: ‘Optimism is very bad if one pins his expectatiom
upon it. It is then bad, because, in case it leaves the optimist
in the lurch, he grows despondent, and gives up. Optimisi^,
however, can do no harm, and may do lots of good, if the op
timist knows that he is venturing. Then in the case of failure,
he is not disappointed, he does not throw up the sponge. He
knows he ventured upon unsteady facts, and the failure of
these does not overthrow the sound facts upon which he other
wise stands,” '

The Pope—The Boss—The Rabbi

No sketch of De Leon, however meager, would be at aK
complete without saying something about the abuse of whicfe
he was the continuous target. This started with the struggles
in the Knights of Labor, gathered force during the days of the
formation of the S. T. & L. A., and reached its highest velocity
and viciousness at the time of the Kangaroo outbreak in 1899,.
From that time on it continued at pretty even pace until the
day of his death, when he was very nicely eulogized from the
most varied sources, and if it were not for the preverseness off
some of his pupils in keeping his life work going, he wouM
probably by this time, or at least in the very near future, be si
canonized saint.

To make so sweeping a remark, however, does some in
justice. There was one S. P. paper at least which remained trac
to Its hatred of De Leon even in death. This was the Nctr
Yorker Volkszeitung. From its “farewell shot” we quote:

He, who expired on Monday evening, fared as did so
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m any before him, he died a few decades too late; he outlived
himself.

“T rue to  his maxim to destroy w hat he could not rule, he
concentrated, during the last fifteen years, his vitality  and
will-power upon tearing  down w hat he, personally, had helped
to create.

“And therein he was great, far g rea ter than in construction
and erection. De Leon was, indeed, a destructive genius, i. e.,
he was great in demolishing, in tearing  down. W ith  an hatred
th a t was insatiable and unstillable, he fought since his en
trance into the A m erican labor m ovement—since 1892—against
every m ovem ent of the w orking class of this country that
showed success and tha t seemed to be in the ascendancy. I t
was contrary  to  his nature to  perform  constructive labor, he
was the born caviller, who, everywhere, had to  find fault, with
whom only one person the world around could do the right
th ing : Daniel De Leon.”

H ad I  the  tim e for research am ong the old docum ents
th a t m ust Still exist in the editorial office of the W eekly Peo
ple, I  have no doubt tha t I  would find a g reat deal of really
am using evidence of this campaign of vicious slander, the only
weapons tha t the enemy really possessed against him—argu
m ent and logic they never dared to  try, for then the ir weapons
flew to  pieces like wooden swords against steel.

Since I  took charge of the office, I have found in a crev
ice an old tablet on which De Leon had taken copious notes at
several V olkszeitung Association meetings in the Spring of
’99. T here we have them  all photographed in the very first
onrush against De Leon and The People—Jonas, H illkowitz,
Koeln, Schneppe, Leib, and all the others. I t  is one long a t
tack  on The People the tactics of the P arty , its  stand on the
question of taxation, and on the Socialist T rades and Labor
Alliance. H ow  clearly the split was a split on the tactics of
the m ovem ent is shown by these notes.

In  the pocket of another notebook from  the days of ’99, I
came across a lot of the slanderous circulars from the historic
K angaroo “Don’t V ote” campaign of ’99. These are now his
to ric  docum ents of real value, and I can not resist in this con
nection to make the exhibition of a few.
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The following are facsimile reproductions of two circulars

tha t  beautifully illustrate their authors.

Socialists, Don't Vote!
DANIEL DeLEON,

.aided by TAMMAN Y Police Board,
stole the Name and Emblem^f the

Socialist Labor Party^
He is a TJNION WRECKER,

an ENEMY of

Organized Labor.

Socialists I Don’t Vote
for this Adventurer*
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Don’t  Vote for Frauds I
The Socialist Labot Party has.BO TicJtet

in the field this yeat.
Candidates under the 'Sr emblem are DOt

Socialists. That Embleih was Stolen irom
the regular Party.

Don't vote for De-Leon. He is an enem y
o f Labor, a wrecker o f labor organi»
.Nations, an adTenturer, who has done
more mischief in workers- ranks, tha«j
any other fiend of organized labor.

HIS r eco rd :
tSS4i a  paid spellbinder for the D e m o c ra tic

party-r
1886 a Single Taxer.
1888, a Nationalist.
1889, a Socialist (?)
1899. a nominee through the favor of a Tam

many Police Board aided by Republicans
yviiat Next ?

A foreigner bimMlf he hates and denonncea every
tsreign bom citizen.

Me Soctalist, no henest worhinginail can rote fqg
this man.

Semember, the Socialist Labor Party hao' no.
ticket in the field this year.

16. Asuscuibly District,
S. I.. Pi

The following two “documents,” the first printed i» Ger-^
man, the second in both German and Jewish, show that the
zealous Kangaroos left no stone unturned in order to  expose
this “vicious adventurer.”

“To the Organized Workers of Greater New YorkI
“Friends and Comrades:

“The election is at our door and how shall class-conscious
workingmen vote?

“This is the question which every worker, who has fully
grasped his class position, must put to  himself.

“Perhaps never before has the working class of New York
been forced into a position like the present one.

“The faction, functioning in the elections of this year as
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the Socialist Labor Party, is NOT the party of labor, it docs
NOT represent the rights of the proletariat; the Arm and Ham
mer, the symbol, has fallen into the possession of people who
do not stand for the principles of Socialism.

“How does this happen? Just like this;
‘The Socialist Labor Party is a party which forms the po

litical organization of the proletariat, which must march hand
in hand with the economic—the trades union movement. It is
a sad experience in the modern labor movement that elements
sneak into its ranks who have not grasped the great struggle
for the liberation of the proletariat, who give the world-re
deeming principles of Socialism a wrong interpretation, in
short, who want to force the party, with might and main, upon
the road of a suicidal policy. And this was the case also in
our party.

“In 1896 it was Daniel De Leon, Vogt and consorts, who
proposed to the convention of the ‘Socialist Labor Party,’ in
session in New York, the endorsement of the ‘SOCIALIST
TRADE & LABOR ALLIANCE,’ with the remark that the
same had set itself the aim to organize the unorganized work
ers and thus to protect them against the ever and ever more
developing power of also organized capital. The convention
welcomed the existence of the S. T. & L. A.

“But soon the S. T. & L. A., under the baneful influence of
De Leon, became a competing trades union. It sank ever
deeper until it led only a hybrid existence. Yes, Daniel De
Leon went farther, he as a leader negotiated with capitalist ex
ploiters, how to get scabs for them, as soon as they would rec
ognize HIS S. T. & L. A. With might and main he worked to
the end of breaking the economic weapon of the working class
—the organization—to lame it and to cripple it. Workingmen,
remember the Seidenberg ghost! Remember the dishonor!

‘To such a state of affairs there had to be opposed an im
perative Halt! On July 10, 1899, the entire clique was deposed
by the membership of the party represented by delegates—for
the good^ and welfare of the workers organized economically
and politically.

“Soon thereafter, a referendum vote took place and con-
Brtned the deposition of the treasonable officers of the party
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with an overwhelming majority. The would-be bosses, instead
of abiding by the mandate of the party membership—the high
est tribunal in the party—dared to proclaim themselves as the
party; they continued to U TTER  INVECTIVES against the
existing TRADES UNIONS, they bid defiance to the will of
the party and brought their rightfully effected deposition be
fore the courts, claiming the right to  the party emblem—the
Arm and Hammer. We proved how unjustified this demand
was and hoped confidently for the seemingly inevitable vic
tory.

“But—we forgot that we live in a class state. W e did not
consider that BOTH of the ruling, capital-serving parties—the
Republican and the Democratic—would give the emblem to that
faction, of which, for very GOOD REASONS they need have
no fear, because even if it would elect its representatives—
which, of course, is impossible—would not stand up for the
welfare of the workers, they who have succumbed to the cor
rupting power of capitalism, who did not offer resistance to
the money, to enticement, but wore down thereby. In the en
tire city, the rumor circulates, that De Leon, Vogt and Kuhn
have made a pact with the capitalist parties and soon proof
thereof will be found!

"Fellow Workingmen! Can you vote for a dead letter?
Can you give your votes to a D A N IEL DE LEON, VOGT
and KUHN, men whose single purpose went in the direction
of splitting the trades union movement, to make it impotent,
wherein they have several times succeeded!! As honest work
ingmen, as Socialists, you must not do this.

“No party is this year in the field that represents your in
terests. No representatives of the working class that proclaim
the rights of the working people and enforce them.

“The Socialist Labor Party  is not in the field. Daniel De
Leon, Vogt and Kuhn and their few adherents, who, by means
of treason, have snatched this name, are a mongrel breed of the
existing capitalist parties, are capital’s henchmen and work
for the existing wages slavery.

“We, the true Socialists, for whom the honest workers
would vote, have been pushed aside. But only for this one
year, because stronger, the ranks cleansed of unworthy ele-
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m ents, shall we, in the presidential campaign, appear in the
field, opposing capitalism in every form.

“W orkingm en, whichever way you would vote th is year,
you would vote for your exploiters, for the masked retainers of
capital.

“DO N O T V O T E ! Your silence will be a p ro test against
the  gang, which has usurped the name ‘Socialist Labor P arty ,’
and which makes front against the entire proletariat, organized
in trades unions, and w ants to  ruin the same.

“DO N O T V O TE! Be on your guardl The Arm and H am 
m er is in possession of your foes; stay away from  the ballot-
box in this coming election and agitate w ith tongue and pen
am ongst your unsuspecting fellow workers.

“A B S T EN T IO N  FROM  V O TIN G  IS  T H E  SLOGAN!
“W hatever the clique, D E  LEO N , VO GT and KUHN,

m ay undertake to suppress or to hush the true revolutionary
spirit of the time, and, with the aid of capitalist politicians to
overcome Socialism—it is in vain! Next year we shall again be
on the field of battle, whilst De Leon, V ogt and consorts shall
He shattered on the ground, overwhelmed by the workers o r
ganized in trades unions.

“Show that you com prehend the shame perpetrated upon
you, in that you do N O T V O TE!

“AW AY FROM  T H E  B A LLO T BOX T H IS  YEAR!
“DO N O T V O T E !
“By order of the U nited German Trades Unions, repre

sented in the Parade Committee of the S. L. P.”

After the foregoing wind-up there follows, on the leaflet,
in big, flaring type, covering one-half of a page, the following:

“DO N O T V O T E l A B S T E N T IO N  FROM  V O TIN G  IS
T H E  SLOGAN!”

II.

V O T E R S !
“READ  W H A T  T H E  SO C IA LISTS [SAY?] A BO U T

D A N IE L  D E LEO N , T H E  A D V EN TU R ER , W H O  LIV ES
ON 84th S T R E E T  AND A V EN U E A, 4 M ILES FROM  T H E
16th ASSEM BLY D ISTR IC T.
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“THE FOLLOWING EXTRACTS ARE TAKEN FROM

TH E SOCIALIST ORGAN ‘THE PEOPLE’:*
“ ‘The members of the N. Y. Section of Socialists were in

sulted and vilified until their patience was exhausted. The
■aajority were called “DUTCHMEN,” “JEWS,” “BEER-
GUZZLERS,” “LIMBURGER CHEESE COMRADES,” and
the like; not only at open meetings by De Leon and others,
fcut even in their official organ (July 16, 1899).

“ ‘These comrades heard it repeated several times that he
represented the American movement, while the foreigners, the
"DUTCH” and the “JEWS” were the ones that did not under
stand the spirit of the country and were against his politics
üuiy 23, 1899).

“De Leon and his adherents were suspended out of the So
cialist Labor Party, for UNFITNESS AND MISUSE OF
AUTHORITY which thev held because of their position (July
16, 1899).

“ ‘De Leon’s district is very hostile to De Leon and his
administration (July 16, 1899).

“ ‘Not only endeavored the adherents and supporters of
De Leon to restrict the freedom of the press for the members
of the party, but they also tried to suppress the freedom of
speech. AND MEN ACCUSED OF SUCH CRIMES
SHOULD NO LONGER BE TOLERATED IN OUR
RANKS (July 23, 1899).

“In no manner scrupulous as to applied methods, there ex
isted an IMPUDENT MISMANAGEMENT and an appropri
ation of party funds for personal purposes (July 30, 1899).

“ ‘Morris Hillquit, in an open letter to De Leon, on Oc
tober 3, 1899, wrote the following:

“ ‘You and your adherents have neither the RIGHT nor
the JUSTIFICATION to call yourselves the S. L. P., and such
an act is A DECEPTION of the people, and, particularly, of
the ORGANIZED WORKING CLASS.’

“One after the other leaves the stranded ship of the firm
De Leon & Co.

A fte r the  split the  K angaroos published a  sheet which they  also called
T h e  People. T hey attem pted th rough the courts to p re re n t the P a rty  from
tistniT the nam e **The People ,”  but and  w ere them selves en jo ined  from

the  name. T he  s tatem ent in  the Germ an-Y iddish handbill re fe rs  to
flie  bogus People.
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“Benjamin Hanford, the able speaker, and candidate last
year for Governor, sent his resignation to the Beekman street
party with the request that it be published in their paper. But
until NOW , his ju.st DEM AND has not been complied with
(October 15, 1899).”

The “German” of this last document is rather funny and
Its \  iddishness is unmistakable. I t  Is not possible to preserve
much of this in translation, though I  have tried the best I
could. Quotation marks are used rather indiscriminately and
these have been faithfully copied as  found.

And here a couple of stanzas of a German “pome,” a real
gem of "pote’s” art, evidently produced in the midst of the
V Oikszeitung's fight to retain possession of The People, for in
the corner of the paper, on which it is pasted up, is marked

Gross— N. Y. Arbeiter Z. Apr. 25/99.” I certainly feel that it
would be unfair of me, having made this find at this day. to
deprive those who are fortunate enough to be able to read
German of this treat.  A comrade who went through the fight
with De Leon says he thinks that the author is M. Winchevsky
an individual who did all he could to  add to the confusioa of
that day.

Ordonanzen, Ordonanzen!
Die Sektionen mucssen tanzen

Wie ich ihnen aufgespielt.
Eins-Zwei-Drei und Runde, Runde!
Tanzet, oder geht zu Grunde,

W enn der Boss es Euch befiehlt
Lernet Disziplin begreifen,
Euer Fuehrer wird Euch pfeifen

Und Ihr  werdet ihn verstehn.
Immer steifer, immer strammer,
Hoch die Hand und hoch der Hamm er!

Rings urn mich sollt Ih r  Euch drehn.
Ich verbiete, ich gestatte;
Ich belehr’ und ich erstatte,

W enn’s mich gut duenkt, Euch Bericht
Straeiibt Ihr Euch, bring’ ich am End urn
Wahl und W ort  und Referendum,

Die pro forma Ihr  gekriegt.
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Ordonanzen! Ordonanzen!
Die Getreuen muessen tanzen.

W ie ich ihnen aufgespielt.
T anzet Deutsche, Juden, Polen,
W ie der Daniel Euch befohlen,

W ie der Hugo ihm befiehlt.

In  the same pocket I found also tw o le tters, w ritten at
th a t period, which throw  so much ligh t on the insidious prop
aganda carried on against De Leon and the effects thereof,
tha t I feel they ought to  be made public property. If  I  could
go over the old files of the national office I  m ight find many
such, perhaps even better ones, but I can not spend the tim e
th a t this would require. Besides, I  feel tha t De Leon kept ju st
these two in tha t place, toge ther with the other docum ents on
the campaign of slander, because he considered them  typical,
and perhaps-even had in mind to  use them some day in about
the manner they are being used now. They speak for them 
selves, so I  give them  w ithout comment.

“K ansas City, Mo., Aug. 5, 1899.

"A. M. Simons, D ear Com rade: Y ours of the 2nd in reply
to  my le tter in regard to  Chicago’s proposition to  settle the
N. Y. muddle and call an early convention was rec’d several
days ago. N othing has yet transpired  to  cause me to^ change
my mind about the m atter. No em ergency exists requiring an
early convention and the N. Y. trouble has been, or is being,
settled, and settled right. I  did not suspect tha t the Call had
aspirations as official organ, but I did state in my letter, as
you will remember, that the action of Sec. Chicago would con
vey the idea to some th a t there was a ‘motive in their madness,’
and now I see I  reckoned correctly. Personally, I believe the
Section’s action was intended to be good, but the com rades
were unnecessarily alarm ed and excited. I believe you are en
tirely  mistaken about the  N. E. C. ‘opposing’ the W orker’s Call.
They may have expressed doubts about the expediency of a t
tem pting to  establish the paper, but 1 am satisfied they have
never raised any serious objections to  it as a party  paper, or
as to  its contents. I am also of the opinion tha t you are mis
taken  about De Leon having tried to  sm other the Tocsin and



D A N IE L  DE L E O N —OU R COM RADE. 127

Class Struggle with a personal motive in view. T o claim tha t
he will kill anything that he does not immediately control is
preposterous. If  he has attem pted to ‘sm other’ them  as indi
cated for personal reasons, if you will furnish the proof I will
prefer charges against him, if you have any tim idity in doing
so. I am also a believer in the so-called ‘narrow ’ tactics of the
N. E. C , but am not a man-worshipper and will not defend De
Leon or any other Socialist when he or they attem pt to use
the party  for personal ends. The reply to Chicago's action
may appear to  you to be harsh and not in good taste, but you
m ay decide la ter on th a t the N. E. C. is rem arkably clear
headed and has a correct understanding of the proper use of
the English language. Again De Leon may be guilty of send
ing out secret circulars libeling somebody, but being ‘from
M issouri’ I  must have the proof. If he is guilty of this conduct
you can rest assured he will have to  answer to  the party  for it.
I  have heard such charges made against De Leon before, but
somehow or other De Leon always comes out on top and toes
t̂ he scratch smilingly with the facts and the evidence to  sustain

im. ne thing is certain; If  De Leon is a designing trickster
an sc emer (for personal ends) he will not much longer re
main prom inent in the ranks of the S. L. P. Bear in mind
constantly  tha t no movement can rise above its source, and
if our national officials and editors are men of low m oral char
acter and are designing tricksters, devoid of honor and prin
ciple, then the party  can claim little or no reasons above the
ordinary  political party  for its existence. These men are be
ing pretty  thoroughly tested and up to  the present time the
te st IS entirely satisfactory to me.

“I have recommended the W orker’s Call and never miss
an opportunity to say a good word for it and all o ther straigh t

but I  am no t yet convinced th a t the policy of es
tablishing papers here and there before the party  is able to
properly support them, is the best policy. W e should use ev
ery means to  concentrate our forces and it is a question whether
this can not better be done by putting all our means and ener
gies into one paper until the party  is able to support two or
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more. This is probably the view of the N. E. C. and should
no t be m isconstrued as being ‘opposition.’

“Fraternally,
(Signed) “O. M. H ow ard.”

“Holyoke, Mass., M arch 27, 1899.
“Mr. D. De Leon.

“D ear Com rade:—Comrade Malloney w rote to  me today
asking for a letter I had received from  the Debs H eadquarters
in  Chicago. (There is going to be a debate between Malloney
and Gordon a t W inchester.) In looking up this le tte r I came
across two letters you w rote to  me a t the time of the Casson
affair and I owe it to you to  adm it w hat you prophesied has
happened. W hat seemed to me then a harsh  and dogmatical
le tte r seems now a bit of m ighty good and friendly advice.
E vents proved your w ords true. I have sent the le tters to
M alloney to  read them to his audience in case Gordon should
come out w ith his old chestnuts about your bossism and ty r
anny, etc. I t  took me several years to see the truth, but it is
all the plainer now after reading your le tters, and then Gor
don’s, Carey’s, Casson’s, etc. In conclusion let me say T he
People is laying a solid foundation for Socialism and when I
now hear people kicking against T he People I know th a t they
do not understand Socialism. The work of The People will be
appreciated and honored when such things as Gordon, Casson
and Carey lay ro tting  in the ground, forgotten.

“Y ours fraternally,
“M. R uther.”

An anecdote from  the “Association” days illustrates how
hard  these K angaroos were put to it in o rder to  furnish the
“goods” to  the ir dupes, and how angry it made them  that De
Leon kept himself free from  alliances, adhering stric tly  to  the
goal he had set, and th a t no allurem ents of place, pay, or p re
ferm ent could dissuade him from  his course. An old German
m em ber of the V olkszeitung Association, com m enting on this,
exclaim ed: “D er De Leon hat Recht, und das schlimm ste an
d er ganzen Sache ist, man kann ihm  nichts anhaben!!!" (“De
Leon is right, bu t the w orst about the whole th ing  is, we caa
no t get anything on him.”)
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But De Leon never allowed the to rren t of abuse, however
rapid and vicious, to  get on his nerves. In fact, he often as
sured us tha t he "waxed fat upon it,” as he got m any a healthy
laugh out of it. T hat the manner in which he took this abuse
was part of a well-worked out philosophy is shown by the fol
lowing extract from a le tter he w rote me in 1903, advising me
not to refute some silly lies which the K anglets had been set
ting afloat about me.

“I t  dawned upon me at an early day that the policy which
the Kangaroos decided to pursue against me was to irritate me.
They hoped they could get me angry, and that then I would
either fly off the handle and do som ething silly, or cave in.
They failed. They could not irrita te  me. If  they only knew,
they would find out th a t the ir moves only amuse me, and make
me more deliberate. The K anglets tried the same thing. B ut
they being so infinitely more insignificant, actually am ounting
to nothing, failed even more egregiously than the Kangs. These
had to be taken notice of, the K anglets can even be ignored. I
know that they are sm othering in their own rage to  see I take
no note of them, of their silly paper, o r of their silly selves.
Had I been less on my guard, they would have been less un
happy.”

H ere are a couple of the best anecdotes tha t I  know, re la t
ing to this subject.

A t one of the I. W. W. conventions some one got up and
raved in the usual billingsgate fashion. W hen he finally cried
out pointing to De L e o n -"T h is  Pope, this rabbi,” De Leon
rose calmly and asked the floor on a question of personal
privilege.^ “Mr. Chairman,” he said, “W e are getting  ourselves
into religious complications here, which we had better straigh t
en out before we become entangled beyond recall. I am per
fectly willing to be a Pope; I  am perfectly willing to be a rabbi,
but I insist upon having a ruling from the chair whether I am
to be a rabbi or a Pope, for to  be both a rabbi and a Pope im
plies a religious absurdity which I refuse to be a party  to .”
Then he sat down. The convention by this time was roaring,
the raving o rator felt like the proverbial th irty  cents, and I
have no doubt th a t from th a t time to  the day of his death he
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calls De Leon the m ost abusive fellow he ever met, ju s t be
cause he had been com pletely disarm ed by De Leon’s quick
w it and kindly, razor-edged humor.

A t a m eeting in one of the middle w estern cities, after a
lecture, the usual crop of questions on the difference was being
fired a t him, when a very irate  little  m an came running up to 
w ard the platform  and in a strong  German accent cried ou t:
“ You are a Pope, you are a Pope.” “Come, now,” said De Leon
w ith a smile, “You can’t even spell ‘Pope.*” “Yes, I  can,”
shouted the angry man, “B O B E,” and w ith  th a t the audience
•was in convulsions.

T o  illustrate the fun we used to  ex tract out of th is foolish
abuse and vituperation, and how  the rest of us became imbued
w ith his own good hum or in regards to  it, I  quote a stanza
from  one of the birthday effusions which we sang “a t him ” on
his sixtieth birthday:

“His adventures have been num erous, te rro r to poor K an
garoo,

Speared the elephant, kicked the donkey, kept old Sammy
on the go.

Pope De Leon, Rabbi Loeb, wicked are your shafts for
fair.

All the anim als quake with te rro r when your arrow s rent
the air.”

The Thorns in His Crown
De Leon, however, was m ortal, and it would be too  much

to  expect tha t he could pass through the reefs and breakers of
his long activity in the Labor M ovement unscathed and w ith
o u t annoyance and some b itte r experiences. De Leon had
plenty  of annoyance, and there were certain kinds of this which
w ere very wearing upon him and which m ight indeed have
made him b itter if he had no t been so well balanced.

“The sharpest tho rn  in my crown,” he often used to  say,
w ith the expression of a genuine m artyr, “is that of poets.
T here is continually a fresh crop ripening in the Movement,
and they naturally  look upon The People as their legitim ate
stam ping ground, and when I dare, as I generally am obliged
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lo  do, to  shoo them  off, they invariably become vicious. Poets
can be the m ost vicious of men.”

His pet aversion certainly and beyond a doubt w as the
flippant, know -nothing newspaper reporter w ho continually
pestered him for statem ents or interviews, but who was utterly
incapable of reproducing one single sentence straigh t as it had
been given. How he regarded this class of pests m ay be gleaned
from his own description of them a t the T enth  National Con
vention of the Socialist Labor P arty :

“If  a capitalist paper wants to  report a regatta, it picks
out a man skilled in sailing and navigation, so he can report
intelligently. I f  they w ant to  report a pugilistic encounter,
they pick out a specialist in that departm ent, so tha t he can un
derstand the relative qualities of the fighters; if a billiard tou r
nam ent, they pick out an expert billiardist, knowing very well
th a t none but such can give a correct report. But when the
capitalist press wants to report a labor meeting, they pick out
the  biggest jackass they can lay hands on, and just as soon as
they have ascertained the biggest jackass possible, they give
him the appointm ent, and that jackass m ust win his spurs or
his long ears, whatever the case may be.”

The w orst w orry of his life, I  should s ay, was the
E ditor the natural born Socialist Editor.^* The terrific b irth 
rate of this genus during De Leon’s life-time was simply amaz
ing. The charged atm osphere these species could create when
the ir genius was rudely prevented from blossom ing forth, was
such, at times, that it all but converted us to the idea of pri
vate ownership of the party  press. This certainly is a safety-
valve, as the “natural born” can then rush right into the enter
prise of editing his own paper, and by the time he has squan
dered all the savings of his adm irers and been thoroughly
“m isunderstood” by the masses he will generally go way back
and sit down.

But in the S. L. P. there is no safety-valve, so each newly-
ripe product immediately made an onrush upon The People.
How they could criticize! H ow they could advise! How exact
ly  they knew why The People did not appeal to the billion
mass! H ow  sublimely ignorant each one was tha t his own m ost
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original ideas had been proposed a dozen times before, and
that his most cherished plan had been tried and found w anting!
Nearly every assistan t in the editorial office—the younger and
greener he was the surer he was to catch the disease— soon
developed an ambition to  sit in “the chair,” and conceived the
notion tha t it was a real mistake of the P arty  not to  realize
th a t he should be there, and make the change at once. The
policies and tactics of the S. L. P. were very good, indeed, De
Leon should be given credit for having contributed to  make
these clear, but he failed entirely when it came to making them
attractive to  the m asses—in fact, as an editor, an organizer,
and a  leader he was a back number, and if it was not for the
fact th a t he was a  boss and an incurable egoist, he would rec
ognize this and step aside and give place to  “number one” !

H ow  painful this subject really was to  him may be seen
from the following story.

A fter one of the N. E. C. meetings, when we had gone
through an unusually hard  siege of aspiring “E ’s” or “A.E.’s,”
as we used to  call them  for short, my bro ther wrote De Leon
a form al application for the assistant editorship. As reference
of his ability, he stated the fact tha t for a “whole year he had
been the editor in chief of th e  Swedish ‘Bazar Nisse’ ” (a bazar
program , issued once a year, containing, besides the program ,
som e advertisem ents, a few jokes, and perhaps a foolish tale or
two). T o  dem onstrate his literary  ability he wrote, in very
halting  English, a joke on De Leon himself which had taken
place a  few days previously a t a Cooper Union meeting. W ith
a properly suppliant mien, I handed this “application” to Com
rade De Leon. De Leon read it, and, instead of roaring, as I
had expected, the “A. E.”  m artyrdom  expression spread over
his features, and I saw a sigh gather in his bosom  as he handed
the le tter to  John H ossack, then m anager of the Labor News
Company. As H ossack read his 'eyes danced, for he perceived
it  a t once to  be a perfect satire on the "A. E.” De Leon no
ticed this; out came the sigh, and it was one of genuine relief.
“ Is it a joke?” he gasped, and with tha t H ossack and I both
doubled up. I t  really took  De Leon as long to see this as it
takes th a t proverbial Englishm an of American creation to see
a joke, bu t when he finally did he laughed heartily and said it
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was a good joke on the “A. E.”—that it was also one on him 
self, he would not condescend to  admit!

The contributor was scarcely less of a problem a t times.
The fact of a Party-ow ned press translates itself to  some literal
minds in to  the conception that they ought to  do as
they please w ith it, and th a t anything they send in
should be published w ithout comment, question or abridge
ment. If  this “inalienable right” is infringed upon it
can only be because the editor, who should be a  ser
vant of the membership, is a "boss” and a "tyrant.” A t
every N. E. C. m eeting we had a batch of appeals from De
Leon’s "arbitrariness” to  settle, and De Leon always came out
on top—he never ruled out anything unless he had a  very good
reason. The m ost insistent complainants were, naturally, peo
ple w ith “literary talent” and am bition, the class that is always
"m isunderstood” and “suppressed.” The workingmen in the
P arty  caused him little or no trouble of this kind. These
would send in news from  the field of action in plain, direct, and
often crude language, and were pleased if they saw it edited
and printed or made use of in a news item ; if they heard no th
ing of it they took for granted that it was not worth the prin t
er’s ink. Not so the “literateur,” If  his effusion was ruled
out, his child was smothered. If  it was "edited,” his offspring
was mutilated. In either case he would yell blue m urder, and
there was the devil to  pay!

The trials and tribulations this sort of thing would cause
De Leon is also dem onstrated in a passage from one of his le t
ters. A m ost stupid criticism of H enrik Ibsen by Plechanoff
had appeared in The People, translated by some ambitious as
pirant for literary  honors, and showing nothing except the au
thor’s absolute lack of appreciation and understanding of the
great Norwegian. W hen I read this in The People, I was “rip
ping,’ and I “let it rip.” De Leon wrote back:

Ibsen I Plechanoff! That Plechanoff is a pedant. You
will see him a t Copenhagen. I can tell you lots of things about
him. P edant embraces them all. If all the fellows who have
been scheming, intriguing and otherwise w earing out their
nerves to put me out and become editors of T H E  P E O P L E
only knew how often an Editor must make concessions by let-
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ting in stuff tha t  he dislikes, these intriguers would sooner
shout, ‘S a in tr  ‘M artyr!’ a t me than ‘Boss!’ By the nature of
some of the things tha t go into T H E  P E O P L E  you may judge
of the nature of the stuff tha t  I sit down upon. I am not han
kering after rows: hence this ’critique’ (!?!?) of Ibsen by P.”

De Leon Im m ortil
In these days of world-wide calamity scarcely one day

passes when some one of our comrades does not break out in
a tone of sorrow and regret: “Oh, tha t  De Leon is dead! T hat
the one pen, which could clearly and powerfully have analyzed
the situation of the day, is laid at rest for ever!”

There is not much doubt, indeed, tha t De Leon’s voice,
often quite prophetic, would now at last have commanded a t
tention. There is surely no one now so bold as to declare that
De Leon was a fanatic in his often bitter criticism of the pres
ent labor movement. Does any one dare to deny that he was
correct when he pointed out weaknesses in the International
movement which would surely lead to disaster? The hour has
arrived when the workers must harken to his warning that
right without might is as weak as an infant, and that the power
of the Labor Movement consists, not in Ijeautiful, sentimental
phrases, not in long condemnatory resolutions, not in imitations
of crooked capitalist politics, but only in a powerful, class
conscious Socialist organization, which, a t  the same time as it
secures the political power for the workers, also creates the
economic power which is necessary to back up tha t right.

However, De Leon would feel deeply wounded could he
perceive our giving over a single moment at this hour, when
action is needed, to moping over his death. Such was not his
idea of a soldier in the revolutionary movement. Not for that
did he train and inspire us. He has given his contribution to
to the Movement—the tactics and the constructive basis. I t  is
for us to build. And in this work of building, in this activity,
De Leon is the active, living force today.

This I realized as soon as I had gotten over the first shock
of his death, but how infinitely more have I not come to real
ize it since events conspired to throw me to the helm
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of The People. Frightened, inexperienced, unused to act
on my own responsibility, I feel that I would have gone com-
pletely to pieces under the strain had it not been for the fact
that De Leon was at my elbow-literally at my elbow. On
every serious question, in every dilemma that presented itself
I needed but to consult h im -the living, active force. More
and more his genius will inspire the working class—and we are
near the day when he must and will conquer. In his life-time
he was too often like a prophet thundering in the desert, or. as

the words of Ibsen: ‘Like one that floats afar, storm-shat-
U  But now his time has come at last

d beyond a doubt. We see evidences of it on every hand.
And now, in conclusion, comrades of the S. L. P., working-

men of the United States and the world, all of you for whom
he lived and worked, let us resolve to live as he lived, true to
the cause giving to it whole-heartedly the very best there is

we together shall have conquered—the day when the workers
as free men, shall hail the day of the establishment of the In-
austrial Republic.

^'“ ‘"ely and in his own
p rit. let me linger over his memory just one moment more

and relate my favorite anecdote of Comrade De Leon, one that
deserves to live, for it is so much in his spirit—the living ac-
ive spirit, with nothing of the sickly sentimentalist

,• the country, back
tn the eighties, before Populism had killed thousands of freaks

der bosom, it was only natural that he should attract them for

radTcar'DeT‘“’'“l!̂radical-De Leon himself was as yet scarcely more than a radical.
Minneapolis a long-whiskered can-

d date for Populism stepped up toward the platform, swung
his long arms, and bawled out in a tear-filled voice: "Comrade

® beautiful speech, you have
touched our hearts; but tell me, Comrade De Leon, do you love
the cause so much that you would die for it?" De Leon rose
up to expression, stepped deliberately
fP to the footlights, and took on the profound mien which
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might indicate a long and passionate peroration, and then he
said: “MY FRIEND, ONE LIVE REVOLUTIONIST IS
WORTH MORE THAN A MILLION OF DEAD ONES."



B O O K  II



No m an can make a M ovement, surely
not such a m ass movement as the Social
ist m ust be. I t  is the m ovement that builds
up its men. Im possible for a movem ent
that is all things to all men, to  build up
men. In tolerance is bad; but wabbliness
m ust not be allowed to sneak in un
der cover of fighting “intolerance.” A
revolutionary m ovem ent owes it to  itself
to  build up men. Tw o plus two make four.
The m ovem ent that is so broad as to  to l
erate the theory that two plus tw o make
five—such a movement will build up tigh t
rope dancers,—paladins of the Revolution
never.

DANIEL DE LEON.
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D A N I E L  DE L E O N
CANDIDATE FOR GOVERNOR. NEW YORK STATE 1902



PRIOR TO Ï889.

Collapse of the Henry George Movement—Dis
sension in the Early Labor Movement—Ill-
Starred Rosenberg-Bushe Struggle for
Sounder S. L. P. Political Policy

. s..“
New Y ork on the ticket of the United Labor Party , had loom-
S s n m t  arena. Sixty-eight thousand
(68 OM) votes were cast for H enry  George, not in modern
G reater New York, but in old New York lim ited to  a much

in the
The fact is also to  be borne in

m ind tha t this happened in the days when ballot-box stuffing
w as quite freely indulged in, repeating being practised by
both Tam m any H all and the Republican Party . So general
vas this foul practise that men boasted openly of having voted

early  and often; and many, in fact, considered themselves
good American citizens because they not only voted once on

S e t "  ^ ^ differentdistrict, - ^ e  oftener they voted, the batter American citizens
they  considered themselves to be

Of course all the ballot-box' stuffing and repeating was
H i r " ?  old parties, and when, in spite of all of it,
H enry  George polled sixty-eight thousand votes, there was
good reason for the old party  chiefs to  fear the new m o v l
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inent. Accordingly, the press denounced H enry  George as an
A narchist and Socialist. This m ight not have had the desired
effect so far as the voters were concerned; they cared little
for these denunciations of H enry George, as the vote indicated,
for George had been denounced by the so-called public press
as an Anarchist during the ’86 campaign; but it did have the
desired effect with H enry George himself. Reasoning like all
men who become afflicted with inflammation of the head,
which results in its swelling to  a size out of all proportion to
the size of the individual, H enry  George thought th a t he was
the movement, and th a t since he received sixty-eight thousand
votes with the odium of being a Socialist upon him, how many
m ore votes m ight he not receive w ith the odium of being a
Socialist removed!

So, a t the convention of the U nited Labor P arty , held in
the city of Syracuse in 1887, H enry George declared th a t “the
tail m ust not wag the dog” ; the Socialists w ere read out of
the party, the “tail” was cut off.

The Socialists, and here begins my story, formed the P ro 
gressive Labor P arty , and put up a state ticket in opposition
to the H enry  George party. H enry  George, who in ’86 received
sixty-eight thousand votes in New Y ork city alone, received in
’87 for the office of Secretary of S tate in the whole Em pire
S tate th irty -th ree thousand, the candidate of the Progressive
Labor P arty  for the same office receiving seven thousand
votes. The H enry George party  was dead. Daniel De Leon,
who had been active in the United Labor P arty  up to  the time
when the “tail that wagged the dog” was am putated, declared
th a t “the operation had been too successful, H enry George
having cut off the tail right back of the ears.”

Dissension Not Introduced into the Labor
Movement by De Leon

De Leon joined the N ationalist movement, organized by
Edw ard Bellamy, -who became famous at th a t tim e through his
book, “Looking Backward.”

M any times we have heard from the lips of professional
slanderers the accusation tha t where De Leon was there was
sure to  be dissension. W ell, the labor movement, both political
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and economic, was a witches’ cauldron, seething with dissen
sions before De Leon joined it. There were three central
bodies of unions in New Y ork—the Central Labor Union, the
Central Labor Federation, and D istrict 49, K nights of Labor.

There was no love lost between these central bodies of
“organized labor.” Billingsgate was indulged in on all sides
and each accused the other of scabbing. Corruption, too, was
rampant. One instance may be cited here. A fter the strike or
lockout of brewery w orkers by the “pool brewers,” as the
organization of the boss brew ers was called, and a boycott
against these brewers was launched th a t became really effec
tive, because it was actually carried out by the Germans in
their trade unions which were indeed an im portant factor in
beer consumption, it was discovered that a bribe had been paid
to certain “labor leaders” in the Central Labor Union to  annul
the boycott or work to that end. One delegate of the Brewery
W orkers’ Union pretended to be willing to  take the bribe. He
received $500, which was deposited; and later, in a sworn
statem ent before a notary, the whole affair was exposed.

On the political field, as during the George campaign, the
Socialists had throw n their activity and organization into the
U nited Labor Party , and were uncerem oniously thrown out
again. The Progressive Labor P arty  was at best only a m ake
shift to deal the United Labor P arty  a solar plexus blow,
which it did.

There was much more, however, of this kind of “peace” be
fore Daniel De Leon entered the movement. F or even am ong
those who were in the old Socialist Labor P arty ,—which at
th a t tim e was only a  “party  of propaganda,” so styled by
some who wanted it to  remain forevermore a “party  of prop
aganda” and endorse whatever radical movement might spring
up—there was a good deal of hobnobbing with A narchists
and also with freak reform movements. In the proceedings
of a convention of the old Socialistic Labor P arty  (as the pa’ -
ty  was called at first, this being a literal translation from the
German) held as early as 1883 in the city of Allegheny, Pa.,
the national secretary of the .party, Van Patten, was censured
for having opposed the formation of military clubs. Albert
Parsons, who later figured in the H aym arket affair in Chi-
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cago, was a delegate to that convention. J. P. McGuire, the
notorious labor “leader,” was at that convention elected as the
party’s delegate to the International Congress.

From '79 to ’89 the organization remained very much the
same. When light began to break and the few American Sec
tions wanted a real Socialist political organization without fu
sion and without taking a vote at every meeting whether po
litical action should be endorsed or rejected, they met with
the opposition of the New Yorker Volkszeitung and the ele
ments influenced by that paper.

For the most part agitation was conducted in the German
language, but now and then a native agitator would make his
appearance in New York and be immediately sent on an agi
tation trip through the eighteen towns where the party had or
ganized Sections. There being no established party policy,
everyone was free to agitate his particular kind of Socialism
and express his own ideas as to party policy and tactics. Most
all the native agitators had some scheme wherewith they were
to transform conservative American workingmen into Social
ists. '

Early Fight Over Independent Action
Many there were who came with the fixed idea that So

cialist propaganda should be based upon the Declaration of In
dependence and the Constitution of the United States, at any
rate brought into harmony with these documents, so as to re
move prejudice against Socialism. It is in the make-up of
the nativistic know-nothing individual to engender such no
tions. Artemus Ward, the humorist so much admired by our
late Comrade De Leon  ̂ tells us something that fits these fel
lows who have a hankering for making everything subject to
the Constitution. Artemus Ward in his talk to the members
of the community of Shakers, in bidding them “adoo,” says:
“Meanwhile the world resolves around its own axel-tree ev
ery twenty-four hours, subjeck to the Constitution of the
United States.” The Constitutional cranks have not altogether
disappeared even in these latter days.

After the experience made by the Socialists of New York
with the Henry George movement it began to dawn upon the
younger element, or perhaps rather upon those who were in
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earnest, that the time for experim enting with all sorts of
u T f i  ‘hat the Socialist Labor P arty

should become a real political party, not only a party  of prop
aganda. Several Sections, under the leadership of W  Rosen
berg and F. Bushe, editor of the Workmen-'s Advocate, the of
ficial p ^ ty  organ^-the American Section of New Y ork am ong

em 00k the stand that th e  time had arrived for the Social-
ists to  enter the political arena not here and there and at in
definite periods, but to  unfurl the banner of International So
cialism on American soil w ithout com prom ise or fusion with
any  other political party. It was here tha t the New Yorker
Volkszeitung did its nefarious work by using its influence to
drive both Rosenberg and Bushe out of the party , and all
those who stood with them as well.

Rosenberg and Bushe thought they had the whole party
organization to  back them up, and w ithout doubt the m ajority

S i n f l i L  “ r" *  But w hat wa« a little
te n e  o organization to  the V olkszeitung and its co-
movem t t  the  Socialist
movement, who were perhaps Socialists in their younger days
o « r  Germany b „ . , h o  in A nre ri» , by  b .e o n .i„ |

Tions and were Socialists m name only,

p a r tv " a n S ° '' "^7"  Ï" ‘he
S  the Vo k " accordingly supposed to  have reign-
ed the Volkszeitung began a campaign of slander against the
Ro.enberg-Bushe faction. Sections in New York, which were
entrusted by the party  with the election of th e  N ational Exec-
P u h L S r ^ A  ’• T '®  captured by the Volkszeitimg
Section T. a' ’ ’ ‘he American
ih a tT h ; E n t r  American to  the extent
t.iat the English language was the language spoken at its
meetings. The m em bers of the V olkszeitung Publishing Asso
c.a,,o„ were - I ,-  i„  , b ,  G .r „ a „  S a ,,i« „

Y Ó ', r ï o Ï a 'r ” t!" 'i f ' ’i" NewYork, so th a t practically the election of a National Executive
Committee was in the hands of this association, and not of the

The Secüons outside of New York stood with Rosenbecg
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for a  while, but then came the coup d’etat of ’89. The Volks-
zeitung elected a new National Executive Committee, and the
party’s offices and papers were taken possession of by a well-
organized physical raid. Bushe complained tha t even his per
sonal p roperty  was confiscated by the V olkszeitung followers
down to his best pair of trousers, which he kept in the office.
R osenberg and his faction moved their headquarters from  New
York, and there arose then what became known as the Roch
ester faction (Rochester .Richtung). This faction was com
pelled to  change the seat of its headquarters to Cincinnati and
then to other cities, and every time headquarters were estab
lished in a new city the faction was rechristened accordingly—
R ochester .faction, Cincinnati faction, .Cleveland faction, etc.
The Volkszeitung, because of the frequent change of head
quarters, called it “Die R ichtung auf Reisen” (the travelling
faction). '

Rosenberg w rote circulars to  all .the Sections, and when ^
he saw he was losing ground he wrote more circulars and le t
ters. But the V olkszeitung’s influence won out. M oreover,
the Rosenberg-Bushe faction .was maneuvered into tak ing  a
stand which «brought it into conflict with the German trade un^
ions, which circum stance soon reduced the Rosenberg faction
to  a “R ichtung auf Reisen’’ indeed. The Volkszeitung, in
stead of answ ering Rosenberg’s argum ents, which he subm it
ted to  the .party  m em bers in his circulars, dubbed him  “der
schreibselige [blissful scribbler] Rosenberg.” T o make your
opponent look ridiculous is a sharp w eapon; the V olkszeitung
made good use of i t



FROM DE LEON’S ENTRANCE TO
THE FOUNDING OF THE

S. T. & L. A. (J895).

De Leon at the Time of His Joining the Party
His First Campaign—Lucien Sanial and

De Leon—Character of “The People’’—Ex
periences Within the Craft Unions Proof of
the Correctness of De Leon’s Policies

A year after the split in ’89 Daniel De Leon became a mem
ber of the Socialist Labor Party. He was received with open
arms by those who were in the movement because they were
bocialists, as well as by those who were Socialists to be in the
movement, no matter what the movement was, so long as it
moved without running counter to their immediate interests
The honest element welcomed De Leon because they recogniz-
e that his great intellect in the service of the proletarian
movement would result in the building up of a great Socialist
organization. The storekeepers and saloonkeepers of course
■gured that the larger the movement the larger their oppor-
unities. The honest element had the right instinct, the busi

ness element had not-which to their sorrow they soon dis
covered.

Daniel De Leon was then in the prime of his manhood.
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his countenance beam ing w ith intelligence; every line in his
face bespoke his great intellect, his fearlessness, his profound
convictions, unquestionable sincerity, and lofty morals.

His hair was even then very gray; his beard white a t the
tips, but je t black at the roots; his gray-blue eyes penetratm gly
clear. Those who m et Daniel De Leon could easily make up
the ir minds upon two points a t least: that De Leon was a man
w ho had drunk deep a t the fountain of knowledge and th a t
he was in dead earnest. W hat a contrast between De Leon
and m ost of those who up to  tha t time had been stru tting  the
stage of the labor movem ent as leaders! W hat a contrast be
tween Daniel De Leon and the fellows who only possessed the
gift to  talk, w ith nothing to  back up w hat they said; the fel
lows with the glib tongue, o r those with the freakish scheme
to  solve the social question; or the variety who were Socialists
for a while as a m atter of style o r fad, all dressing up for the
m eetings where they were to  appear, wearing loud neckties
and a  sweet-sour smile to  please everybody, like the clerk be
hind the bargain counter who w ants to  please all custom ers
for his own good.

Confidence and Enthusiasm Inspired by De
Leon’s First Campaign

In  1890 a  dignified campaign was conducted in New Y ork
city by the Socialist Labor P arty  and  brought good re-sults.
Five thousand votes were cast for the m ayoralty  candidate, Au
gust Delebar. De Leon was an active participant in tha t cam
paign. H all as well as stree t m eetings were held, a t many of
which h e  was the principal speaker. Those who wanted a
“party  of propaganda” only were no longer listened to. De
Leon’s presence in the party  councils changed the situation
considerably, and his personal activity and participation in the
campaign inspired the membership and created not only con
fidence but courage and enthusiasm.

Those who were the w riters and speakers in the party  pre
vious to  1890 were not averse to making their appearance a t
Cooper Union when a mass m eeting was held, where^ they
could shine in all their glory, or to  w riting “W as Nun?” edi-
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torials in the Volkszeitung. But to speak from  the rear end of
a truck on street corners, insist on agitation meetings b e in j
held frequently and attend them —that was a horse of a differ
ent color. H ere was Daniel De Leon, com ing as he did from
Columbia University, a lecturer on international law, who diij
not think it was below his dignity to speak at street corner^;;
■who did not offer apologies for the existence of the Socialist
Labor Party , but who, on the contrary, made it a point to a t
tend m eetings; who spoke not like a man who gropes in the
dark, but in a manner that showed his profound convictions
based upon sound inform ation.

Every Sunday m orning during the campaign Daniel De
Leon lectured at Pohlm an’s Hall on Second avenue, near 74t*
street, and all the members of the party  who lived in that vi
cinity  were there to listen to him. This place was the head
quarters of the old 22nd Assembly D istrict, where De Leo»
resided and of which district he was a candidate for the As
sembly in that year. A t that time the w riter of these remin
iscences was a youth of tw enty summers and content w ith tkw
distinction of having been elected on the committee to attesrf
street meetings and distribute leaflets am ong the audiences.

At times, difficulties of a more or less serious nature were
experienced at street meetings, but as a general rule De Leon‘#
dignified appearance commanded respect even from the roug%
elem ent on the upper E ast Side, to  whom "Tammany Hall wa*
a  sacred institution. Policemen at th a t tim e were not yet
“educated” and were apt -to take sides with disturbers.

Only on one occasion did I  see an attem pt made to  dis
tu rb  the m eeting when De Leon was addressing the people.
T hat was when someone hit the horse hitehed to the truck, the
rear end of which was the speaker’s rostrum . The horse s ta rt
ed on a gallop down toward the E ast River, only a couple of
hundred yards away. De Leon was not at all disconcerted by
the in terruption; he jumped off «the truck, the horse was caugh t
brought gack, unhitched, and De Leon comtinued his speech as
though nothing had happened. There were, however, frequent
attem pts by hoodlums when other speakers were holding
forth.
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I had a friend who lived on East 81st street, whom I was
eager to convert to  Socialism. I had not succeeded and was
grieved over it. A meeting was scheduled to take place on
the corner of 81st street and First avenue, and I insisted upon
my friend coming to listen to De Leon. But it turned out a
double disappointment. De Leon spoke elsewhere that eve
ning, and the substitute speaker, who did his best, met with
some resentment. A huckster with a wagon-load of cabbages
passed by, and the next minute a head of cabbage whizzed
through the air, aimed evidently at the speaker. But alas!—
the friend I had invited was abnormally tall, and the cabbage
hit him in the back of the head. I never could persuade him
to attend another meeting to hear De Leon or any other So-»
cialist, were he ever so great.

“The People” Started—De Leon Succeeds
Sanial as Editor—The Two Compared

After the 1890 campaign the publication of a paper was de
cided upon, and The People was started as a Sunday paper,
containing a whole lot of pages made up mostly of plate mat
ter, and printed on the Volkszeitung press. The paper was a
yard square and did not look like other papers. I t was called
a ’’mammoth paper” by the publishers, and they must have
known. Lucien Sanial was the editor.

It seems that the intention was to make of it a paper that
would reach and be attractive to all the members of he fam
ily. The Workmen’s Advocate was consolidated with the new
venture. To be sure, it was some improvement upon the
W orkmen’s Advocate.

In 1891 Daniel De Leon was appointed national lecturer
of the party and toured all states where the party had organiza
tions, including the Pacific Coast. The result of this tour was
the cementing of the affiliated Sections into a homogeneous
national organization, the real beginning of the Socialist La
bor Party as a factor in the labor movement. In the fall of
the same year De Leon was the standard bearer of the party
in New York state and received over 13,000 votes for governor.

The People was now a year old. Sanial resigned as editor
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to make place for De Leon, vvlho up to that time had been as
sociate editor.

Sanial pleaded old age and bad eyesight as the reason for
his res^naition, but the real reason, no doubt, was that he rec
ognized in De Leon the superior man and above all the sys
tematic, tireless and steady worker, who was equal to the big
job of making The People not a “family paper” filled with
plate matter (which is at all times of questionable quality), but
a paper filled with original matter—an organ of a great move
ment. a movement whose task it is to accomplish the greatest
revolution which has yet taken place in the history of mankind.

With De Leon in the editorial chair The People became
indeed a journal worthy of the great cause of international So-
th t*” ;  » K to Lucien Sanial.
that what ihe did write while a member of the Socialist Labor
Party was good, and that as a speaker and agitator he was a
man of marked ability; but the difference between him and
De Leon was great and all in favor of De Leon. Sanial was
like many an artist or poet, who paints or writes poetry when
ever he IS in the proper mood-when he gets an inspiration
Sanial wrote many a page of educational matter, and at other
times delivered lectures and speeches both instructive and en-
thusiastic. But to work as De Leon did, to be the one who con-
tmua ly forges new weapons and finds the strategic paths that
kad to victory, one who gives his whole self to the movement
ma°n ^  a great man is capable of that. Sanial was not a great

Sanial was a number of times delegate of the Socialist La-
bor Party to the International Congress. Upon his return he
made verbal reports to Section New York or perhaps wrote a
letter to the party members, but to write a report as did De
h e T k ”* Amsterdam Congress,” wherein
in “’•.e of tihe leaders in the Socialist movement
n Europe and furnishes his constituents with a picture such

L 'c o m p l i r ' '  ‘ again only a great man can

Sanial liked to be regarded as the teacher, and told me (and
i e  Leon's tutor while
the latter was his associate editor. A few years later, at a
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m ass m eeting held in the Opera House at Syracuse following
a convention of the Socialist Labor P arty , Dc Leon and Sanial
were the speakers. De Leon spoke first and delivered a rous
ing campaign speech. Sanial followed him. “ I am not a man
of eloquence,” Sanial said. ‘T am a man of facts and figures.”

The next time De Leon and Sanial spoke together at a
meeting, Sarial spoke first and repeated the same declara
tion. This time De -Leon spoke last, and had a chance to  re
ply. H e certainly did reply, explaining that a man who was
no t “a man of facts and figures” had no place in the Social
is t movement. Sanial never repeated tha t phrase again, a t
least not at a m eeting where De Leon was present.

National Campaign of 1892 Followed by Growth
of Party and Its Organ

In  1892, only two years after De Leon joined the party, a
national campaign was entered upon. Delegates from the
State Com m ittees of New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania
M assachusetts and Connecticut met in the Labor Lyceum on
E ast Fourth  street in New Y ork city, and nom inated Simon
W ing of M assachusetts and Charles H. M atchett of New Y ork
for P resident and V ice-President respectively. This was at a
time when the People’s ‘P arty  had made its appearance and
had made some m ighty sweeps in a few W estern  states.

There were the old fusionists who w anted the party  co
join this new m ovem ent, as some of them did individually.
R appaport of Indianapolis, who was publishing a German
weekly in tha t city, was one of that brand of Socialist; he
went, paper and all, over to  the People’s Party.

Tw enty-one thousand (21,000) votes were cast for the can
didates of the Socialist Labor P arty  in its first national cam
paign. My first vote was cast for W ing and M atchett in 1892
and in the same year I was a candidate for alderman in the
th ird  ward of the  city of Troy, N. Y., where after considerable
roam ing about I had settled down. I t  was there tha t I got
more closely acquainted with Com rade De Leon. He spoke in
T roy  that campaign and gave me privately a lecture upon how
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agitation meetings should be conducted and , •
wnich were neglected in connection things
including the meeting addressed bvTim  meetings,
called a meeting, but not a nipc of f  i- . We had
vided for it; in the advertising^we h^d om ittT ^ r^
the party; the meeting room was adioini
Leon criticized all this severely and  ̂ j  bar-room. De
Troy, as will be shown later ways ia

. . . n w ? ; : ‘ L “ Z & D e  S  “P
to raise high the banner of Socialism fn^^
man comrades admired him an d  w j  r  The Ger-
German. De Leon on snm delighted to hear him talk
public meetings althoue-h h spoke German even at
talk in Germafhe had To r“h v  -  lengthy

The Ennlish-TeT- vaseline!
who understood AmeriTnT^'dif^* “ ““
New York packed the halls wheneveT D̂ e Leï'^'"'’
as a speaker in their districts b T  announced
early as ’92 who did not like Dp T «"<=« «
clean motives, who had schemes to hT'
a man who would be a hindranr ' Leon
used to say: "f have not Path. As De Leon
the crooks have a good nose Tol L T ° ' ‘

bor P a r tr T n T L c r L T h ’T S frcl^ '’*'''" ^a*
The People gained in circulation n !7 were achieved,
reach and be appreciated .by workingmen^*^*^^’
lish-speaking countries. The virile clpn ° ‘ber Eng-
imitable style of its editor diffp ’ ƒ  ^°S'cal and in
writings in Socialist papers in the E “r Previous
that matter i„ other langua ‘T a
tom-tom of the savage. » P'“"o differs from the

claiming to be So^cTlltTp"TvaT™*”t P“*’'‘"bed then,
owned nominally by co-operativl some cases
Volkszeitung in New York there Besides the
Louis and a paper with the same f T  in St.
were alleged Socialist papers in Ger ^  ^  Philadelphia; there

^  German published in Cleveland,
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O., Buffalo, N. Y„ Chicago, 111., and even a little town like
Belleville, 111. (16,000 population at tha t tim e), sported an
A rbeiter-Zeitung, edited by H ans Schwartz. In  New Y ork
city there was also a Bohemian daily which flourishes to  this
very day, and plies the same trade as all pseudo-Socialist pa
pens did then and do now, of exploiting the Socialist senti
m ent am ong the workers for the ir own private in terest always
ready to bow to  any old or new superstition so as not to  of-
lend  some readers; o r hiding some criminal act of the capital
ists so as not to  lose the good will of advertisers and the cash
along with it.

T o insert for hard cash gold-brick advertisem ents, and
around election tim es to  publish advertisem ents of candidates
of the “boodle parties” (a term  frequently used then), was the
least am ong the wrong-doings of the publishers and editors of
these papers. They invariably proclaim ed themselves to be
th e  official representatives of the working class; they invari.a-
bly announced in heavy type: “Dedicated to  the In terests of
th e  W orking Class” (“Den interessen des arbeitenden Volkes
gewidm et”). They invariably were everything but the official
representatives of the w orking class; they invariably contain
ed m atter tha t was dedicated to  the interests of the w ork
shirking people; and when taken to  task  the editors and pub
lishers invariably offered the excuse that the  paper could no t
exist if it told all th e  truth.

Again the contrast between these publications and The
People edited by Daniel De Leon. De Leon many times said
th a t a Socialist paper tha t could not afford to  tell the tru th
had no right to  live. The People was only a small four-page
paper, bu t every article it contained from  De Leon’s pen was
based upon facts, breathing that enthusiasm  th a t only a sound,
scientific posture can bring forth. The everyday struggles of
the  w orking class were reported truthfully , the errors made
by the workers fearlessly criticized, and the misleaders and
betrayers of the proletariat so mercilessly lashed tha t it made
them  foam a t the m outh with rage. The capitalist system was
dissected w ith the knife of M arxian economics, and the cap
italists and the ir hangers-on had a searchlight tu rned upon
them  tha t revealed them in their hideous nastiness. L ast but
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not least, the road to  victory, tfhe road of uncom prom ising rev
olutionary tactics was clearly pointed out. “Truthful Reeorder
of L abor’s Struggles,” “Unflinching Advocate of Labor’s
Rights,” “Intrepid Foe of Labor’s O ppressors”—these were the
m ottoes of The People.

Those for whom the pace set was too  sw ift were asked to
stay  in the rear; a few did slink away. Still, there were those
w ho thought tha t if the name Socialist were dropped, progress
would be more rapid. To them De Leon replied that no his
toric movement can sail under false colors.

T here w ere not many who openly opposed De Leon in the
party. In  New York, now and then, a fusionist to whom the
S. L. P. seemed to follow a path top  narrow  would stand up
for more “tolerance,” “broadness,” and fusion. Such was Char
les Sotheran, wlho, being som ewhat of a spellbinder, made a
little fuss for a  while. Sotheran, however ridiculous this may
sound today, charged De Leon with wanting to establish tac
tics a la Berlin in the American Socialist movement.

This was by no means a  ridiculous charge then, for in
those days W ilhelm Liebknecht was a t the helm  of the Social
Democracy in Germany. Up to  the year 1892 there were only
eleven Social Democrats in the Reichstag. In  that year thirty-
six were elected. The Socialist Labor P arty  of America col
lected $5,000 within six weeks for the 1892 election campaign
of the German Social Democracy. The party  in Germany had
not then voted for war budgets and the Haases* and Scheide-
m anns were not yet heard of.

Sotheran had very few to stand for his Populistic fusion
schemes, and he and his and the Socialist Labor P arty  parted
company.

The Hom estead strike took place in 1892. There were
many other large strikes a t that period, but the Hom estead
strike attracted  more attention. The strikers were mainly the
skilled English-speaking workmen in the H om estead steel

♦Since this was w ritten (in 1915) Haase has, w ith a score
or so of other German Socialist leaders, broken with the con
servative wing of the party  and come out in opposition to  the
war.
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mills. H ired P inkerton thugs drove the H om estead strikers to
desperate acts of violence. W hen additional thugs and strike
breakers were being brought to H om estead by boat, some of
the strikers got possession of a cannon and trained it upon the
boat. The captain lost his head, not metaphorically, but ac
tually; his head was shot clean from  his shoulders.

This gave t)he capitalists a chance to  get in the militia, and
six strikers were killed by the “boys in blue,” and many others
wounded. I t  was a t this tim e tha t the A narchist, A lexander
Berkman, went in to  the office of H. C. Frick, the steel m ag
nate, with the design of perform ing an autopsy upon tha t gen
tleman first and letting him die afterw ards. The autopsy did
not turn out quite successful, however. Outside of a scare and
a  penknife scratch on the abdomen, F rick succeeded in post
poning the autopsy to  a tim e when it could be perform ed w ith
out any inconvenience to  himself. Berkm an, however, got
tw enty-tw o years in state prison, fourteen of which he served.

A private in the militia, whose name was Yates, though t
that Berkm an was right, and he gave vent to  his thoughts and
feelings. As a punishm ent for being so indiscreet he was
hung up for several hours by the thumbs.

In  1893 the Socialist L abor P arty  made substantial gains
a t the polls, and by 1894 the vote had risen to 33,000. The party
was becoming a  factor on the political field; the correctness
o f the uncom prom ising “De Leon tactics” was dem onstrated.

Boring from Within—The “ Victory** at the
1894 A. F. of L. Convention

On tihe economic field the Socialists were “boring from
within,” De Leon in D istrict 49, K nights of Labor, others, I
am ong them , in the American Federation of Labor.

The joy am ong the borers from  within the American F ed
eration of Labor was great when in 1894 t!he independent po
litical platform  was adopted by a referendum vote of the fed
eration. This platform  contained ten planks; the tenth plank
called for collective ownership of all means of production and
distribution. The fact «hat the resolution containing tihe p la t
form of ten planks was carried did by no means denote great
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progress of Socialist thought or class consciousness, for besides
those who agitated for this political action resolution from the
standpoint of Socialists, there were “labor leaders” who want
ed to scare the old party politicians into granting them some
recognition, mainly at the time when officers in the various
departments of the Government were appointed and contracts
for Government work given out. “Organized labor” needed
more recognition, and the scare of an Independent Labor Party
was to do the trick.

The rank and file of the trade unions affiliated with the
American Federation of Labor, including the cigar makers’
and printers’ unions voted for this independent political action
platform containing the ten planks, but when the convention
of the A. F. of L. took place at Denver, Colo., the ten planks
were buried ten feet deep. At this convention Gompers was
defeated by the Mine Workers’ delegate, McBride, who was,
if anything,-more reactionary than Gompers.

I must admit that the ten planks had carried me off my
feet somewhat. I really thought that after all Gompers and
■the rest of the labor leaders, so-called, were too harshly dealt
with in The People, until the convention of ’94 took place,
when the scales dropped from my eyes, and I saw through
the whole farce.

At that time a paper called Labor was published by a num
ber of S, L. P. members in St. Louis. The Sections of the So
cialist Labor Party were appealed to from St. Louis to sub
scribe for Labor, and as an inducement any Section that would
S^t 120 subscribers could have a local edition of the paper with
whatever name the Section pleased to give it. Many Sections
thought this a good chance to reach the w^orkers, as it was
promised also by the management of Labor that the last page
of the paper could be used for local matters at the rate of six
cents an inch.

Over night there sprang ap everywhere papers called Labor;
there was Buffalo Labor and Troy Labor, Chicago Labor and
Kalamazoo Labor, etc. Poor labor! As soon as a Section
secured 120 twenty-five cent pieces It could sport its own local
paper and local manager and editor. The paper, however, was
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mailed from  St. Louis, though this was not generally known
by the subscribers.

The party  adminisitration had no grounds on which to  op
pose the scheme a t th a t tim e. De Leon and the N ational Exec
utive Com mittee in New Y ork knew tha t sooner or later the
scheme, like all sohemes, would spring a leak. And it did. The
post office authorities, when they discovered the deception,
com pelled the publishers to  m ail the paper from  the town
where it was dated, so the paper had to  be sent by express to
the city where it was to  appear as a  local paper.

W e in T roy, too, had our L abor experience. An old Ger
man com rade was elected editor and I was elected manager.
I “m anaged” to  get the 120 subscribers, and the local editor
“edited” the inches on the last page, a t six cents an inch. Some
times we lhad ten  inches of local editorial m atter, sometimes
more, depending upon the funds. As local m anager, I  had fre
quent consultations with the local editor relative to  the num
ber of inches we were to  have th a t week. W hen I la ter related
to  De Leon all the tribulations of a local m anager and local
editor, and how on one occasion the local editorial had to  be
om itted, because th a t week the local editor was too busy cut
tin g  sauerkraut, De Leon laughed heartily  and chuckled as only
those can picture who have seen and heard  De Leon laugh
and chuckle,—-not a loud, boisterous, o r hysterical laugh, but
like the gurgling sound of a  brooklet flowing sw iftly down hill
am ong the rocks.

Those who fathered the  publication of Labor in St. Louis
were the representatives of the pro-Am erican Federation of
L abor and reform  elem ent in the party—̂ he Socialist P arty  of
today  in embryo.

There was at first no open hostility  by Labor tow ard the
course taken by the official party  organ. The People; not be
cause there was much sym pathy with the uncom prom ising tac
tics which The People stood for, but rather because A. Hoelhn
and his associates in St. Louis did not dare openly to  oppose
the stand taken by Daniel De Leon, which the party  had en
dorsed. M oreover, in 1894 M atthew M aguire was elected on
the Socialist Labor P arty  ticket to  the board of aldermen in
Paterson, N. J. M aguire’s election dem onstrated that the lash-
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ing of labor fakers and the revolutionary attitude did not keep
the Socialist Labor P arty  from growing.

The claim made by the publishers of Labor was that it
was more suited for new recruits to  the movement, that its
contents were mental food easy to  digest—adm ittedly some
sort of mush-and-milk Socialist teaching that would offend no
body.

Experiences with Samuel Gompers and the
Craft Union Borers Prove Dc Leon Right

Following the defeat of Gompers at the Denver (1894)
convention of the A. F. of L., a t which John  Burns was a fra
ternal delegate from  the British trade unions, there was a con
vention held in Albany, N. Y., of all A. F. of L. trade unions
in New Y ork state. A t this convention I was a delegate, rep
resenting the Trades and Labor Council of Troy, N. Y. Samuel
Gompers was there too, having come as a delegate from Lo
cal 144, In ternational Cigar M akers’ Union. There were seven
o r eight m em bers of the Socialist Labor P arty  at that conven
tion. N aturally the “political action’’ resolution was tro tted
out in the usual m anner and defeated in the same way. There
were, however, some th ings th a t I  observed tha t should be
related here.

Gompers, of course with much ado, posing, and attem pts
a t eloquence, warned the delegates not to  leave the path of
“trade unionism pure and simple” ; he told the delegates that in
some of the European countries where the Socialist political
movem ent was stronger than  the economic organization, the
workers toiled longer hours and received starvation wages, etc.,
etc.

The notew orthy things were these: when the vote on this
political action resolution was taken I noticed th a t a delegate
from  the Brewery W orkers’ local of Albany had voted against
it. Not only did this brew ers’ local claim to be a Socialist un
ion just as the unions in Germany were (Freie Deutsche
Gewerkschaften), but the fellow’ was a member of Section Al
bany, Socialist Labor Party , and had only an hour before com
mended me for speaking in favor of that resolution. “H aseht
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gut gemacht” (“Well done”), he had said to me in pure Wuer-
temberg German. He was one of the kind of “borers from
within whom Daniel De Leon held more in contempt, and
rightly so, than those that were to be “bored.” When I  took
him to task about his inconsistency he replied that the Brewery
W orkers would fare badly with the union label pasted on each
barrel of beer to  be patronized by organized labor if they
should go straight forward to antagonize organized labor by
voting for a Socialist political action resolution.

Gompers at the opening of the convention had been asked
to deliver a speech, and he  did. Among other things he said:
“John Burns—there was a real good man.” Now, John Burns
in an interview published in the New York World, expressed
his disapproval regarding the rejection of the independent po
litical action platform by the delegates to  the Denver conven
tion, in a very emphatic manner—he characterized the dele
gates who defeated the ten-plank platform as jackasses. I
had a copy of The W orld containing that interview in my
pocket, having learned from Daniel De Leon as early as that
how important documents are. When the political action re
solution was debated I said that Mr. Gompers was right about
John Burns, he was a good man without doubt; the best rea
son for believing him a good man I thought was his statement
that the delegates who voted against independent political ac
tion were jackasses, and Mr. Gompers was one of the delegates.

Gompers did not like to have any one poke fun at him, and
made much fuss about it. He asked the privilege of the floor,
and consumed a good deal of time throwing fine bouquets at
no one else but himself.

The convention adjourned sine die. As some delegates
lingered in the hall, Gompers came over to me, and laying his
hand on my shoulder he patronizingly spoke to me thus:
“Katz, I was in the labor movement before you were born.
You are on the wrong track. I was at one time a bit of a So
cialist, not a member of the Socialist Labor Party, but worked
with the Socialists in the shop. I associated with them. I
drank with them, in short, I was one of them. I studied the
German language for six months so as to be able to read Marx’s
‘Das Kapital.’ ["Das Kapital” was not translated into English



W IT H  D E  L E O N  SIN C E 89. 21

a t the time Gompers had in mind.] I  read it, but found there
was nothing in it.” H e advised me to  read some book called
“Politische Zeitwinke,” but before parting he saw in one of my
coat pockets a copy of The People and in the o ther a copy of
Labor. “This paper,” said Gompers, pointing to Labor, “is all
right; we have no fault to  find with Labor, but th a t other pa
per you have there is no good. Beware of the man who w rites
up that sheet.”

T hat was enough for me. I f  I  had ever had any doubt as
to  the correctness of De Leon’s attitude tow ard labor leaders
of the Gompers kind, Gompers removed it. H ere was the gen
eralissimo of “labor leaders” telling me th a t he read “Das
Kapital” but “found nothing in it” ; praising one Socialist pa
per and denouncing th e  other. T o  be sure, I  dropped the pa
per praised by Gompers like a hot potato.

At this convention Gompers boastfully declared th a t he
was willing to  debate the question w ith any Socialist, but that
it was time wasted to  discuss Socialist theories while the dele
gates had far more im portant w ork to  do. “Such debates,” he
said, “should take place outside of the convention hall.” Soon
thereafter Gompers was challenged to  debate with Daniel De
Leon. Gompers declined. He might have been too shallow
mentally when, as he claimed, after reading “Das K apital” he
“found there was nothing in it,” but he certainly had his wits
all there when he preferred not to  debate w ith the editor of

that sheet he had so paternally warned me against.

Capitalist Lieutenants and Politicians in the
Labor Unions’̂ An Instance in Troy

In  1895 the Socialist Labor P arty  made further gains at
the polls, the vote rising to  45,000. The party  organization
gained in membership and gathered in its folds new recruits
on all sides, in the face of the phenomenal grow th of the Popu
list movement. The greatest event in the life of the American
Socialist movement took place that year, namely the founding
of the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance.

But before telling all the im portant happenings concern
ing the S. T. and L. A. it is necessary to  relate some of the do-
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ings in District 49, K nights of Labor, and also the inner w ork
ings of the A. F. of L. craft unions, their relationship with the
em ploying class, and their inherent tendencies to fasten tigh ter
the chains of wage slavery upon the workers, because of tha t
relationship. I t  is necessary to show the futility of the “boring
from  w ithin” policy in an organization started  in many cases
by the bosses themselves, as was the case with m any a local
of the Brewery W orkers; or the identity of fancied as well as
real immediate m aterial in terest w ith the small m anufacturer
against the large companies, as in the case of the Cigar M ak
ers. Besides these factors, the m aterial in terest of labor lead
ers whose num bers were legion must be understood.

O nly by having a clear insight into all this, is it to  be made
plain tha t to bore from within under such conditions was like
playing against loaded dice. Only by knowing how many soft
jobs were made insecure, and the immediate m aterial in terest
of numerous and varied groups affected can it be understood
why the S. T. and L. A. m et such fierce resistance and brought
about within the Socialist L abor P arty  itself such a furious
storm  of opposition against De Leon and ‘ De Leonism.

The following episode of those days throw s a strong  light
upon these conditions. In the Trades and Labor Council a t
T roy, N. Y. (and the conditions elsewhere were the sam e as
there), the presiding officer, one Michael Keough, a member
of the Iro n  M oulders’ Union, was as true a watch dog of cap
italist interests as could be found anywhere. He was then
w orking a t his trade and weighed no more than 115 lbs.; today
he is vice-president of the In ternational Union of M oulders and
Corem akers and weighs 230 lbs., a net gain in weight of 100
p er cent., but that is a different story. Michael Keough in the
chair, who would dare to  introduce politics on the floor of the
Council? How many tim es would his gavel come down with a
crash when a Socialist had the floor!

Anno Domini 1895, Thom as F. Kennedy, a member of the
M asons’ and Bricklayers’ Union of Troy, was nom inated or
sheriff of Rensselaer County on the Dem ocratic ticket.  ̂ Ken
nedy and Michael Keough were friends, and the election of
Kennedy m eant much to  Keough, quite naturally. So up rose
Mr. Keough, as president of the Trades and Labor Couuc-.i, :md
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thus addressed the meeting-; “Fellow delegates, you know I
am opposed to politics in the union, I shall never, never-r-r-r
deviate from that principle, but—a union man, who has carried
a union card ever since he served his apprenticeship, has been
honored by the nomination for sheriff in this county.” (Here
Mr. Muldoon from the Cigar Makers’, my co-delegate, Con
nolly from the Plumbers’, Ryan from the Horseshoers’, and
others, applauded vociferously.) “Are you going to support a
union man? His politics or the party that nominated him do
not concern us,” etc., etc.

The upshot of it all was that Kennedy’s nomination was
endorsed. But this is only part of the story; the worst was
yet to come. This was then the result of several years of bor
ing from within. The Cigar Makers’ local of Troy, which body
Mr. Muldoon and I represented in the Trades Council, would
protest, I threatened, and when the Cigar Makers met, the
honest element won out. A resolution was adopted protesting
against the endorsement of the Democratic nominee.

This resolution was published in the daily newspapers in
Troy. But lo and behold! our victory was short-lived. The
saloonkeepers who dispensed the “blue label” cigars over their
bars were all in politics, and ninety-nine per cent, of them
were of the same political faith as Mr. Kennedy. T hey  bought
and sold union cigars exclusively, because it was good policy
to patronize “home industry” and incidentally use the union la
bel cigar-box as proof positive that they stood for labor, for
organized labor. Who, then, could blame these saloonkeepers
and keepers of worse places than saloons when they
came to the Cigar Makers’ headquarters, indignant over
the ingratitude of these fellows? The word was passed
around that unless the Cigar Makers publicly withdrew the
resolution of protest not another union label cigar would they
sell. A special meeting of the Cigar Makers’ local was called,
and not only  ̂was the former action repudiated, but a notice
was inserted in the daily papers stating that “the alleged reso
lution of protest against the endorsement of Kennedy by the
Trades and Labor Council was never passed by the Cigar Mak
ers’ union.”

The union label was used by the meanes-t of capitalist
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politicians w ithin and w ithout the In ternational Cigar M akers’
Union to  knock out all tendencies that threatened capitalist in
terests. Let it be borne in mind that this so-called In tern a
tional Cigar M akers’ Union w as heralded by every labor
“skate,” from  Gompers down, as a model organization of a
trade union pure and simple. (Some of the German com rades
used to  pronounce it “poor and simple.”) Let it also be borne
in m ind tha t in no other trade union were the borers from
within so num erous as in this Cigar M akers Union.

Even in the early days of the Socialist and labor move
m ent in Germany the cigar m akers were more num erous in the
movem ent than any other trade. W hen the Bismarck Exem p
tion Law was passed against the Socialists in 1878, thousands
of German Social D em ocrats were banished from  the Germ an
empire and came to  the U nited States. Cigar m akers from
H am burg and Brem en were the largest proportion am ong the
banished. Anyone w ho w as caught giving out Socialist liter
ature by the German police had to leave the country. The
Social Dem ocratic P arty  in Germany helped those who were
w ithout means to  pay their way to  America. Some who w ant
ed to  go to  the U nited States and have a free passage d istribu t
ed Socialist circulars in order to  be arrested  and shipped there
a t the expense of the party , pose as m artyrs ever after, and
finally become rabid anti-De Leonites.

A t the time tha t Gompers with his lieutenants organized
the  various existing national trade unions into the American
Federation of L abor (th is was in 1881) the cigar m akers re
ferred to  formed the Progressive Cigar M akers’ union, which
had locals in several large cities. Some of these locals were
affiliated also with the K nights of Labor. In 1884 this P ro g res
sive Cigar M akers’ Union was whipped into line by Adolph
Strasser, the chief mogul of the In ternational Cigar M akers’
U nion and Gom pers’s side-partner. The Progressives claimed
a  m em bership of ten thousand, hence the  preponderance of
borers from w ithin in the Cigar M akers Union.

W hether o r not the membership of the old P rogressive
Cigar M akers’ Union had the correct instinct of w hat an or
ganization of workingm en should be is a question I  cannot an
swer. I t  is quite certain, however, that whatever virtues they
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m ight have possessed were lost in tha t "m odel” of trade un
ions of which Gompers and Strasser were the founders, the
only thing that remained of the revolutionary spirit being
phrases, but no deeds excepting a donation to  the Socialist po
litical campaign fund and the display of red badges and the
red flag at parades, picnics and funeral processions.

The “Label Agitation” Farce and De Leon’s
Attitude Toward It

T hat De Leon knew the make-up of this element in Local
N um ber 90, goes w ithout saying. Num ber 90, of Cigar Mak
ers’, had been allowed a t the tim e of the m erging of the P ro 
gressives with the In ternational to  retain the name "P rogres
sive” and was called “Progressive Cigar M akers’ Union No.
90.” But before the launching of the Socialist T rade and La-
tïor Alliance, De Leon was on friendly term s with many of
the members of No. 90, some of whom were party  members.
N ot a few called on De Leon in his office and paid him homage
by bringing along some good “s.mokes,”—for De Leon loved a
good smoke. In the measure tha t the developments in the
m ovem ent assumed a clearer character and jarred  the pure
and simple notions of the borers from within, the number of
cigars given to De Leon diminished. I remember how one of
No. 90’s label committee members was once telling De Leon
the  trouble th a t the cigar makers had in safeguarding their
■blue union label. De Leon, with seeming seriousness, told
th e  fellow that it would be a g reat advantage to have a blue
label not only on each box of cigars, but to  paste a label or
several of them on each cigar, so th a t it could be seen until the
cigar was smoked up that it was a blue label, and leave an ad
vertisem ent on the cigar butt for the union label in the bar
gain. A t first the fellow, looking into De Leon’s face which
■was as grave as if he was in earnest, was baffled, until it dawn
ed upon him that De Leon was having some fun at his ex
pense. To be sure, that fellow brought no more Havanas to
De Leon

In this connection the activities of the "bored” and the
“borers” in New Y ork should be related. W hile in reality they
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look  place a couple of years later it will help to make the pic
tu re  com plete to present them  here. The several locals of
c ig ar makers in New Y ork were represented  by delegates on
w h at was known as a label committee. This com mittee had the
ag ita tion  for the blue label in charge, and incidentally the
spending of a  large sum of money for th is agitation. W hat
th is  agitation consisted of we shall soon know. There were
Locals No. 10 (also Progressive), No. 90, No. 141 (Bohem ian),
N o. 144 and No. 213. The agitation conducted by thi.s com
m ittee consisted in having its members appoint themselves to
a  day com m ittee and a n ight committee, the day com mittee to
ag iU te  all day, the night com m ittee in the evening after tha
w orking hours. The day com m ittee’s agitational w ork con
sis ted  in visiting places w here cigars were sold and urging the
prop rie to rs to sell cigars with the blue union label only. For
th is  w ork the m em bers of the day com m ittee received $3 a
day and incidentals. The places where cigars w ere sold were
saloons, and the argum ent th a t carries m ost weight and con
viction in a saloon is the num ber of rounds of drinks bought
o r  set up ’ for “the boys.” In  this w ork the day com mittee
w as not in the least deficient, as they could hold up the ir end
against all comers.

The night com m ittee perform ed this same kind of agitation
for $1 a night, or in o ther w ords spent a dollar for twenty
schooners of beer. The day committee would make the fol
low ing report:

“ O n the first of A pril we visited M urphy’s saloon; we
bought seven rounds of drinks, fifty cents a round. Then we
asked Mr. M urphy to  patronize m anufacturers of union label
cigars; we had three m ore rounds of drinks, and Mr. Murphy
prom ised to comply with our request.”

Six m onths thereafter the com mittee made the identical
repo rt about the identical saloon, the only th ing  that varied
being the num ber of rounds of drinks ordered. The night
rom m ittee’s reports were more brief, as the am ount of label
ïg ita tion  was lim ited to  $1 a night for each member.

Besides these com mittees there was the job of secretary
with $18 a week, so tha t the blue label agitation could be conduct-
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FROM THE FOUNDING OF S. T.
& L. A. TO S. L. P. SPLIT, 1899

De Leon’s Fight for the Alliance—Steady Ad
vance of the Party—Nefarious Work of the
Disrupters—Debs Movement in the Wcit
—Volkszeitung’s Fruitless “ Coup d’ Etat’*;
S. L. P. Wins in Court

The K nights of Labor, which at the height of its strength
had sent cold chills down the spine of the class of exploiters,
w as on the wane. Henchm en of the capitalist class were run
n ing  the once prom ising organization, and they were running
it in to  the  ground a t a rapid pace. Daniel De Leon undertook
the task  of redeem ing the organization. As a delegate of Mix
ed Assembly 1563 he entered the central body of the K nights
of Labor, D istrict Assembly 49, in July, 1891.

Attempt to Cleanse Knights of Labor
De Leon, too, bored from within. H is boring made the

labor fakers in D istrict Assembly 49 dance a dance they had
never danced before. Tam m any heelers. Republican political
crooks, and Populist wind jam m ers w ho w ere form erly  a t one
another’s th roa t were driven in to  one camp. The lines were
drawn between Socialists and reactionists of all shades. Many
of the delegates were won over by De Leon, some of them
joined the Socialist Labor Party . So effective was this boring
by De Leon and those who stood with him th a t a t the  general
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assembly of the order, General Master Workman Terrence V.
Towderly was defeated for that office and James R. Sovereign
elected in his stead.

Sovereign was flesh of the flesh and bone of the bone of
Powderly. The downfall of Powderly brought about chiefly
by the Socialists under De Leon’s generalship was meant to
ke a lesson to Sovereign. Sovereign did not heed the lesson.
The same corrupt practices of Powderly and his satellites
were repeated by Sovereign and his gang. In 1894 the con
vention of the Knights of Labor, or the general assembly, as
it was called, was held in New Orleans. Sovereign was taken
to task by De Leon and his Socialist co-delegates, and an
other chance was given him upon his promise to mend his
ways. Sovereign and the general officers of the order gave a
pledge to the Socialist delegates to let them name the editor
of the official journal of the Knights of Labor. Sovereign
broke his pledge. He knew, no doubt, that with the journal
in the hands of the Socialists there would be little chance for
crooked acts.

In District Assembly 49 the reactionists were whipped com
pletely. William L. Brower was elected district master work
man by a large majority, but not without a lively combat. It
was mainly the tireless work of De Leon whose activity and
most strenuous efforts brought in newly organized locals. In
those days there was hardly a night that De Leon was not
deliyering a lecture, attending meetings of the party organiza
tion, local assembly, district assembly, committee meetings
campaign work,—all this in addition to his writing as thé
editor of The People.

Boring Stopped; S. T . & L. A. Started
By this time another general assembly was to be held at

Washington, D. C. This was in 1895. Sovereign and his
clique knew that their heads would fall into the basket. De
Leon, heading the delegation of District Assembly 49, together
with the honest elements in the order, could easily have got
the majority. Accordingly, the general assembly at Washing
ton had to be packed, an easy task for those having the mile
age fund, the books, and the whole machinery of the organiza-
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tion in their hands. The general assem bly was packed, to  be*
sure. W ith  the assistance of men like one E. Kurzenknabe, an
infamous, characterless labor faker, the Sovereign clique re
mained in power. This ended De Leon’s boring from  within.

On December 6, 1895, a delegation from  D istrict 49,
K nights of Labor, m et in conjunction with the general execu
tive board of the Central Labor Federation of New Y ork and
constituted the Socialist tra d e  aiui Labor Alliance,

This bold step on the part of the Socialists headed by
Daniel De Leon, created consternation in the ranks of Üie
dishonest trade union leaders. -‘Opposition u n io n , th e y  cried
in chorus. T hat the A. F. of L. was an opposition union
against the K nights of Labor the shouters of “opposition un
ion” evidently had forgotten. Be it said here to  the glory of
th e  Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance tha t its m ost vehement
adversaries at the tim e of its birth  were the m ost despicable
am ong labor’s misleaders. Men like Kurzenknabe of the
B rew ers’, H . W cissm an of the Bakers’, and H arry  W hite of
the Garm ent W orkers’ were the loudest in their denunciations.
All three were eventually found out by their own constituents.

W eissm an got to  be a lawyer and became the attorney fo r
the association of boss bakers. In tha t capacity he fought the
unions of bakery w orkers whose head officer he had formerly
been. To mention H. W eissm an’s name after tha t am ong the
bakery workers was like mentioning the name of Benedict A r
nold am ong school children who had just received their les
son  about the American Revolution. H arry  W hite was found
out som ewhat later, but found out just the same. He was
caught red-handed carrying on a traffic in the Garment \v o rk -
ers’ union label and kicked out of th a t union. He cared little,
as he had made his “pile” before his practices were discovered.

Great Significance of the Alliance
The .\lliancc started  life with a membership of about 15,-

000, m ostly of local unions in New Y ork and vicinity. Soon,
however, the organization spread out over the country. The
textile w orkers of Rhode Island joined the S. T. & L. A. in
large num bers; the shoe workers of Brooklyn had locals num 
bering 800 to  900 members. Locals were organized in many
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of the industrial centers. The leaders of the “pure and sim
ple” trade unions had indeed good cause to fear the S. T . &
L. A.

The founding of the Socialist T rade and Labor A lliance
was the first recognition and application of the principle o f
strategy in the Socialist and labor movement in the world. I t
was declared that w ithout the organization of the w orkers in to
a class conscious revolutionary body on the industrial field^
Socialism would remain but an aspiration. I t  was “chargeii''
tha t the idea of organizing the Socialist T rade and L abor A l
liance originated in De Leon’s head. I t  did. T hat “charge,’"
at least, was true. So much the better for De Leon. R ecent
developm ents across the A tlantic have dem onstrated beyond
doubt the im potence of the pure and simple political m ove
ment.

Credit Due Daniel De Leon’s Work
To M arx belongs the discovery of the economic in te rp re

tation  of history and the scientific application of the theory  off
value. To De Leon belongs the discovery of the necessity  o f
form ing the industrial battalions tha t can “take and hold”  tb e
wealth power now in possession of the capitalist class.

True, a t the time of founding the Socialist T rade an d
Labor Alliance n o t all the functions of the revolutionary So
cialist economic organization were recognized. T hat the in 
dustrial union was to  be the Republic of Labor in em bryo w as
seen only after the S. T. & L. A. ship had approached c loser
to the shores of the Socialist goal.

Columbus, who set out to discover a new and shorter ro u te
to India, discovered a new continent. Columbus sailed w est,
his conviction being that, the world being round, by sailing
w est he must strike land. The distance and all else w as «if
much less moment. Columbus erred in regard to distance arnl
other m atters, but his central and principal claim was co rrec tly
based upon scientific ground.

So it was with De Leon. The central and principal p o in t
in organizing the S. T. & L. A. was the absolute necessity
of arraying the economic forces of labor alongside tire
revolutionary political party , for the realization of S o-
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cialism. W hether De Leon then regarded the economic task
greater, or not as great as the political, is a m atter of sec
ondary im portance. As Columbus overcame all obstacles, from
the  procuring of ships to the m utiny of his own men, so did
De Leon overcome seemingly insurm ountable obstacles to
bring the w orking class upon the road tha t leads to victory.

At the time of the birth  of the Socialist T rade and Labor
Alliance the Socialist Labor P arty  had grown to be a factor
to  be reckoned with. Over tw o hundred Sections were then
in existence. The People made more gains in circulation, and
there was not a labor leader “pure and simple” or impure and
simple who did not know and fear tha t little paper published
a t 184 W illiam street. New York. W ithin the five years that
De Leon had been a m em ber of the Socialist Labor P arty  a
transform ation had taken place in the movement. I t  was no
m ushroom  growth, but a succession of steady gains made in
all directions and in many ways. There was grow th not only
in numbers, but the warm breath of social revolution could be
felt in the atm osphere wherever The People was circulated,
wherever the Socialist Labor P arty  gained a foothold.

T he first real national convention (though nom inally called
the  ninth annual convention) of the Socialist Labor P arty  was
held in 1896, at Grand Central Palace, New York city. I t  was
the first real convention of the party  not only because all in
dustrial centers were represented, but mainly because it was a
convention representing the membership. A t form er conven
tions, including the one held in the city of Chicago in 1893,
m any of the Sections of the party  had been represented by
proxy delegates, who in all cases represented the ir own views
o r the views of the membership in their respective localities,
and not the views of the membership for which they bore cre
dentials. A t the Chicago (1893) convention, for instance. Sec
tion Troy, N. Y., was represented by one Suesskind, a member
of Section Chicago. W hy we in T roy  selected Suesskind I d®
not know. No member in T roy  knew him or any other mem
ber whose name was sent to us as being willing to  serve as a
proxy delegate. Perhaps we in T roy  selected Suesskind (lit
erally “sweet child”) because his aarae sounded so sweet,
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though we found later that he was not quite as sweet as his
name.

The system of proxy delegates had been abolished when
the 1896 convention gathered. Twelve states were represented
by about ninety delegates.

1896 Convention Takes Up Union Question
The question of the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance

was the m ost im portant que'stion the convention had to deal
with. On the th ird  day of the convention a delegation of the
S. T. & L. A. was given the floor. H ugo Vogt was its spokes
man. Vogt read a well-prepared speech, setting  forth the rea
sons for the organization of the Alliance. W hatever Vogt be
came afterward, at that time he was De Leon’s co-worker and
no one stood higher in De Leon’s esteem and confidence than
H ugo Vogt, editor of the S. L. P. German organ. A fter V ogt’s
speech De Leon introduced the following resolution:

“W hereas, Both the A. F. of L. and the K. of L., or what
is left of them, have fallen hopelessly into the hands of dishon
est and ignorant leaders;

“W hereas, These bodies have taken shape as the buffers
for capitalism, against whom every intelligent effort of the
w orking class for emancipation has h itherta^gone to pieces;

“W hereas, The policy of ‘propitiating* tlfineaders of these
Organizations has been tried long enough by the progressive
movement, and is to a great extent responsible for the power
which these leaders have wielded in the protection of capital
ism and the selling out of the w orkers;

W hereas, No organization of labor can accomplish any
th ing  for the workers tha t does not proceed from  the principle
tha t an irrepressible conflict rages between the capitalist and
the working class, a conflict that can be settled only by the to
tal overthrow  of the form er and the establishm ent of the So
cialist Commonwealth; and

"W hereas, This conflict is essentially a political one, need
ing the combined political and economic efforts of the workin-g
class; therefore be it

“Resolved, T hat we hail with unqualified joy the form a
tion of the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance as a giant
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stride tow ard  throw ing off the yoke of wage slavery and. of
the  robber class of capitalists. W e call upon the Socialists of
the land to  carry  the revolutionary spirit of the S. T. & L. A.
in to  all the organizations of the workers, and thus consolidate
and concentrate the proletariat of America in one irresistible
class-conscious arm y, equipped both w ith the shield of the
economic organization and the sw ord of the Socialist Labor
P arty  ballot.”

The m oving of this resolution for adoption brought the
m atter before the house. Many delegates took part in the de
bate. Sometimes the enemies of De Leon w ent about with the
slander tha t De Leon was a p arty  boss, insinuating tha t he
was some kind of Richard Croker, who whipped everybody
into line. If they had accused De Leon of everything under
the sun, nothing could have been further from  the tru th  than
th is slanderous statem ent. Bosses of parties hold sway b e 
cause of the jobs they have to  distribute. De Leon had none
to bestow upon those who stood with him—quite the oppo
site, it was he whose election to  the editorship of The People
was in the hands of the assembled delegates.

Dc Leon’s Logic Wins for S. T. & L. A.
N othing would have disgusted De Leon more than to have

had a lo t of manikins about him who would jum p at his bid
ding. W hatever De Leon proposed in the party  he gave his
reasons for. I t  was his sword of logic tha t won out—a m ightier
weapon, no doubt, than a mere whip, and steel that could be
crossed only with steel—a broom stick would not do.

I t  was De Leon’s sword of logic tha t brought about the
adoption of the above resolution by an overwhelming m ajori
ty. T he reform ists were at th is convention. The A. F". of L.
boosters were there: G. A. Hoehn, of St. Louis; Erasm us Pel-
lenz, of Syracuse, whom in those days they called silver-
tongued o ra to r” ; F rank  Sieverman, the bosom friend of .Tohn
Tobin of the  Shoeworkers’, and others. They came prepared
to  cross swords with De Leon, with their speeches rehearsed
and com mitted to  memory. W hen the time came they found
th a t theirs were not sw ords but broomsticks.

And how De Leon did wield his sword of logic at that
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convention! Never before or since have I seen him look more
determined, or heard him speak with greater fervor than at the
1896 convention. De Leon’s style of speaking was not a finely
spun chain of epigrammatical phrases, nor the bubbling enthu
siasm of impulsiveness, and least of all an appeal to sentim ent
brought to a climax by dram atic posing. I can close my eyes
and see De Leon as he appeared then, pleading the cause of
the S. T. & L. A. I can recollect but not describe his gestures,,
his tone of voice, and the effect it had upon the delegates.

De Leon spoke at length, but his was not the talk of a
long-winded speaker who speaks against time, who when his
memory fails him will fall back upon “As I  said before,’’ and
begin his story  all over again. De Leon’s words were like
ham mer blows from  the arm  of a giant. Facts and logical de
ductions from facts, clothed in language which was incisive
and comprehensive, were u ttered in a m anner so convincing
th a t De Leon’s opponents were completely routed. De Leon’s
resolution was adopted by a vote of 71 in favor and six against.

By adopting De Leon’s S. T. & L. A. resolution the So
cialist Labor P arty  took a long step forward. The 1896 con
vention was the beginning of a new epoch in the Socialist move
ment. At th a t convention Charles H. M atchett was nom inated
for President, and M atthew Maguire for V ice-President. In
the spring of 1896 M aguire had been reelected to  the board of
aldermen in Paterson, N. J., with an increased majority.

De Leon for Congress in the Ninth
In  the same year Daniel De Leon ran for Congress in the

ninth Congressional district of New York. The campaign in
th a t d istrict was the first of its kind in the history  of the So
cialist movement in America. De Leon received 4,300 votes,
o r rather, th a t many votes were counted by the Tam m any and
Republican election officers. This vote was not a complimen
tary  vote for De Leon, it was a vote cast to send a revolution
ist to  Congress. The workingmen in the district were aroused
as workingmen were never aroused before or since in a po
litical campaign.

New Y ork city, tha t great proletarian center, had seen
many lively skirm ishes between the forces of capital and la-
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bor, but the revolutionary atm osphere had never been warm er
than during the campaign of 1896 in the ninth Congressional
district. Thousands gathered a t the street corners where De
Leon spoke, and his w ords were listened to with the closest
attention . The m essage th a t De Leon brought to  the men and
women in th a t d istrict, who were am ong the low est paid, most
exploited w orkers in the city, was the message of the Socialist
union tha t was to  deliver them  from  wage slavery, th e  Socialist
T rade and L abor Alliance.

T h a t was the  issue in the De Leon campaign—the revolu
tionary  spark  imbedded in the breast of every wage slave in
th a t d istric t was fanned in to  flame. If  there was any conspiracy
on the p art of capitalists and their politicians to break up this
movem ent of which De Leon was the champion (and many
are the reasons to  believe that there was such a conspiracy),
it m ust have s ta rted  in that year. T h a t the capitalist politicians
were m uch afraid of w hat m ight come from  such a move
m ent i'3  certain. As a m atter of fact, opposition of any conse
quence within the Socialist Labor P arty  to  its revolutionary
position dates back to  tha t very year and to  that very district.
W hether there w’as actual collusion between certain prom in
ent Socialists and the capitalist politicians, who can say? P er
haps it was only the true instinct of some “intellectuals” in the
Socialist movement, who could feel th a t in a movement such
as the Socialist Labor P arty  stood for there would be no pos
sibilities for big salaries, ten-story  buildings, and a good time
in general, tha t made them  rise against De Leon’s “dictator
ship,” as  they pleased to  call De Leon’s insistence th a t a man
should not be a labor faker a t one corner of his m outh and
claim to be a Socialist at the other corner.

Disrupters Not Satisfied by Clean Vote
The campaign in the ninth Congressional district w ith

De Leon as the candidate showed the power tha t was la ten t
in the Alliance. F our thousand, three hundred votes should
have satisfied even those who were after votes only. But that
was not the point. W hat good are such votes th a t b ring  otily
m ore struggles and no revenue? Besides, a revolutionary
m ovem ent makes one so insecure in one’s possessions! So
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tho ie who were “leading Socialists” in the party , officials of
t..e pure and simple unions, and speculators in real estate or
other schemes, and petty  lawyers whose activities included the
dratling of agreem ents between sweatshop owners of New
York's E ast Side and their slaves, a t so m any dollars an
agieem ent, could not be expected to sit idly by and let a "dic
ta to r” like De Leon, a  “tyrant,” a  “pope,” etc., etc., sta rt a
movement tha t would deprive such gentry of their jobs and
"contract” fees which am ounted to great sums. Every cock
roach contractor in a tailoring shop had an agreem ent with
his employes, which was not worth the paper it was written
on to the employes, but which protected the bosses against
strikes, a t least for the period of a  season.

These are not unsubstantiated assertions. W e may look
today a t  the men who were the loudest p ro testors against De
Leon’s "dictatorship” : Abraham Cahan of the Jewish Daily
Forw ard, whose income out of the labor m ovement exceeds
that of Gompers and some of his lieutenants besides. Louis
Miller, form erly of the Jewish paper, W ahrheit, who recently
started  another daily paper on the E ast Side, is another exam
ple. Miller’s real estate speculations were very successful__
no wonder De Leon’s attitude was not cherished by him I Last,
but not least, there is M orris H illquit, a  lawyer and now also
a  “Boersianer,” o r speculator in W all Street. H illquit’s "origi
nal accumulation” was derived from fees in w riting the agree
m ents mentioned above. Original accumulations and the rev
olutionary Socialist movement do not go hand in hand, hence
the sta rting  of the opposition on the E ast Side at the time when
De Leon as a candidate of the Socialist Labor P arty  for Con
gress polled such a large vote.

Bryan Populist Storm Let Loose
W hile De Leon was battling in the ninth Congressional

district, in to  which campaign he had thrown his great energy
and personality, there was a political upheaval taking place
throughout the land that was unprecedented in the history of
American political life. W illiam Jennings Bryan, "the peer-
less o rator” from Nebraska, had risen to leadership in the
Democratic Party. Grover Cleveland, who was elected Presi-
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dent of the U nited States a t the 1892 election, lo st his Demo
cratic m ajority  in the H ouse in the election of 1894. The in
dustrial panic w'hich began in 1893 was blamed on the Dem o
cratic adm inistration. Factories were shut down, and great
num bers of w orkers were unem ployed and destitute. Soup
houses were opened in all large cities instead of the “good
tim es’’ prom ised by the Democratic politicians. Farm  prod
ucts were lower in price than for years previous; a  bushel of
wheat sold for fifty cents and less. (This la tte r fact, by the
way, was the m aterial basis of the existence of the People’s
P arty .) The small farm ers had to m ortgage the ir farms, their
farm  products did not yield the price to  assure their existence
and make small farm ing possible.

W hen the Dem ocratic P arty  m et in convention at Chicago,
Bryan unsaddled the old leaders, and proposed a platform  tha t
was to  solve the economic problem . Free coinage of silver,
a t the  ratio  of sixteen ounces of silver for every ounce of gold
coined, was to  do the trick. T his was the sum and substance
of the Chicago D em ocratic platform  proposed by Bryan. The
free coinage of silver was to increase the circulation; an in
creased m oney circulation would bring a boom in business.
T hat was the lure to  get the w orkers’ votes. The farmers,
with cheaper m oney, would get a dollar for a  bushel of wheat
instead of fifty cents, and, besides, could pay off the m ort
gages contracted when money was dear with money cheapened.

Many Workingmen Sadly Humbugged
Millions of people were made to  believe that silver could

by law be given a fixed and determ ined value as compared with
gold, regardless of the am ount of crystallized social labor
pow er it contained. B ryan’s speech a t the Chicago conven
tion had the effect upon “suffering hum anity’’ desired by tha t
wily politician. I t  seemed to  the m asses of starving workers
like actual relief; to  the farm ers it looked like the rising of
clouds heavy with rain after a long period of exceedingly dry
w eather. B ryan was hailed by the sm all farm ers, who were
the backbone of the People’s P arty , as the Israelite, Joseph,
w as hailed by the  E gyptians of old.

“You shall not crucify mankind upon a cross of gold,’’ was
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one of Bryan’s catch-phrases. And it did work like a charm
with the species of which it is said that there is one born ev
ery minute. There were many poor people who believed that
the proposed increased money circulation, or larger percentage
of silver dollars, would automatically put so many silver dol
lars into their pockets. "Si.Kteen to one” was the topic every
where. for Bryan had declared and kept on declaring in every
speech he made, that the “16 to 1” silver question was “the
paramount issue of the campaign/*

When the Socialist speakers were delivering their orations
on street corners, as we did in Troy and Albany, it was best
when criticizing Bryan and his party, to pronounce Bryan’s
name very short. Whoever might try to say “William Jen
nings Bryan” and be long in doing it was sure to provoke a
cheer for the Nebraskan.

The Populist movement caved in like an empty shell, and
fell into the lap of Dame Democracy. It did not disappear—
I t  vanished. Some of the People’s Party leaders had made pre
tensions of being Socialistically inclined. Their Socialistic In
clinations were reflected in the People’s Party demands that
t̂ he railroads should be owned by the Government, so as to
have cheaper shipping facilities for the small farmers; was this
not Socialism?

Bryan, though defeated on election day, was the most
popular candidate. His defeat was brought about by the pres
sure of the superior economic power of the industrial capital
ists as against the power of the middle class backed up by the
silver mine barons. Workingmen in the industrial centers were
intimidated into voting against Bryan by threats of shutting
down mills and factories. Troy was the only city in New York
state that gave Bryan a majority over McKinley. When Bryan

®tate capitol,
20,000 came to hear him. I was there too. but little could I
W h-r assembled there.
While I did not hear Bryan I did hear the utterances of those
standing near me, venturing their opinion of Bryan and his
greatness. Now and then a turn of the breeze would bring a
portion of a sentence spoken by Bryan to where I stood-

.. .to  labor”; “paramount is s u e .. . .”; “increased per capita.”
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Every time such a fragm ent of Bryan’s stereotyped phrases
reached the place where I stood, those about me would s ta rt a
m urderous din of applause. Though they could not hear a sin
gle coherent sentence the com m ent was just as sure to follow
every such fragm ent of one of B ryan’s phrases as the applause:
“ Isn ’t he the greatest speaker!!”—“Isn ’t  th a t •wonderful!!” etc.,
etc.

Way Cleared for Socialist Labor Party
The silver lining in this cloud of the “Bryan storm ” was

tha t when it passed it had cleared the atm osphere somewhat,
since the P opulist m ovem ent disintegrated, and thus a t least
one obstacle was cleared out of the way of the onward march
of the Socialist L abor Party .

De Leon’s activity in the campaign of 1896 w as not limited
to  the precincts of the  ninth Congressional d istrict of New
York. H e toured the country, delivering speeches and lectures
in many cities, E ast and W est.

On a previous page it was related how De Leon severely
criticized our shortcom ings in arranging agitation meetings on
th e  occasion of his visit to  T roy  when he ran for governor in
1891, and how we in T roy  mended our ways. O n his way back
to  New Y ork in 1896 De Leon was booked to  speak in Troy
again. This tim e a m eeting was arranged tha t gave no room
for criticism ; in fact, De Leon was p leasantly  surprised to  find
th a t T roy  had made such progress. Instead of holding the
m eeting at Apollo H all, the headquarters of the German T urn-
Verein, as w as previously done, with a  keg of beer on tap ad
joining the m eeting hall, the auditorium  of the City Hall, hav
ing a seating capacity of about one thousand persons, was
hired. K eir H ardie, M. P., the leader of the Independent La
bor P arty  of Great Britain, had also spoken in this hall the
year before.

Keir Hardie, shortly  afte r his election to  Parliam ent, was
engaged by Chicago labor unions to  deliver a series of lectures.
The Socialist Labor P arty  invited H ardie to  speak under its
auspices on his way back from  Chicago. Keir Hardie was ac-
con>panied by F rank  Smith, an ex-Salvation Arm y colonel, a
very clever speaker, but wholly sentim ental, who soon after-
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w ard again became a Salvationist. H ardie’s m eeting in Troy
had been attended by about five hundred people; we were de
term ined to have even a larger audience for De Leon.

An Example of Self-Discipline
A parade was proposed. The old tim ers objected to  this

because we could not get, they said, m ore than a corporal’s
guard to  turn  out. Still the parade was decided upon, condi
tionally however,—it was to take place provided one hundred
comrades and sym pathizers of the movement would give their
w rittcn promise to join the march. W e got the hundred sure
euough to sign, and they turned out, too, to a man. They were
not ail from Troy, of course, but from all the vicinity, which
took in the city of Albany to the south, and W atervliet, Green
Island, Cohoes, and Lansingburg to the south and west; even
the village of Sand Lake was represented,—but the hundred
were there; every man who signed kept his promise and an
swered the roll call on the night when De Leon was in town.

This is not funny, or a m atter of little im portance, for it
dem onstrated the feeling ot comradeship tha t prevailed, and
the conscientious carrying into effect of a self-imposed obliga
tion. One hundred men in line under the banner of the Social
ist Labor P arty  in a city like Troy a t the time when people
were half crazed with the Bryan “16 to 1” mania, was indeed
a sign th a t the Socialist Labor P arty  was an organization that
'brought conviction to its members and sympathizers. De Leon
himself made the number a hundred and one. Jacob Alexander
of Albany brought w ith him the members of a band to which
he belonged, and though they were only four in number, our
parade headed by them  created a healthy sensation in Troy and
vicinity. The following account of the m eeting and parade ap
peared in The People in October, 1896:

“Stupefying Fakers and Politicians”
“Troy, O ctober 16.—The Socialist Labor P arty  threw this

evening a strong breath of fresh and purifying air into this
city, th a t recks with the corruption of politicians and fakers.
I t  held a parade and a mass meeting. The parade was the first
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ever held here by the Socialists. I t  was headed by a good brass
band and a banner bearing a large arm  and hammer. Besides
th a t there w as one bearing the names of the Presidential nom
inees, M atchett and Maguire, and several others, one of which
read, ‘N either gold bugs nor silver bugs; down with all hum
bugs.’ The paraders illuminated the ir own path w ith Greek
candles and m arched through the m ost populous sections of
the city, calling considerable attention  and stupefying both
fakers and politicians. I t  took  a large crowd with it to the
City H all, where another large crowd had already gathered.
Daniel De Leon was the speaker. The m eeting was twice as
large as K eir H ardie’s; it was the largest Socialist gathering
T roy  has ever seen. The great crow d listened attentively and
feroke forth  into frequent applause. The m eeting adjourned
w ith  th ree cheers for M atchett and M aguire, and three rousing
ones in addition for the Social Revolution.”

Opposition’s Poisonous Work
T he vote of the Socialist Labor P arty  in 1896 was 36,564, a

gain over the Presidential election of 1892, but a loss in com
parison with the vote of 1895. As already stated, the  People’s
P arty  was annihilated. B ryan’s endorsem ent by th a t party
showed the flimsiness of its structure. W hen th e  Socialist La
bor P arty  em erged from tha t political cyclone with 36,000
votes it denoted the quality of the m aterial tha t the party  was
made of, and could not be construed as retrogression.

The “opposition” found iii th is  reduced vote an  opportuni
ty  sought, nam ely to  claim  th a t the party’s tactics were all
w rong, tha t the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance would ruin
the party. The only spot where the Socialist T rade and Labor
Alliance was the issue w as the ninth Congressional district, and
in th a t d istrict the Socialist L abor P arty  made phenom enal
gains; elsewhere the question of the Alliance did not penetrate
to the surface, so thick was the crust of the Bryan “free sil
ver” demagogism. F or those who sought a pretext to  com
bat the revolutionary tactics of the Socialist Labor P arty  the
pretex t was furnished anyhow.

In  1897 I left Troy, to  live in New York. H ere the “op
position” was a t w ork outside and inside of the Socialist La-
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bor P arty , aye, outside and inside of the Socialist T rade and
Labor Alliance. The struggle between progress and reaction
was on. As long as the attitude of the party  was only express
ed in revolutionary sentences, however terse, De Leon was
spoken of as Professor De Leon (though De Leon requested
everyone not to use tha t title). W hen the tim e came, as it did
afte r the organization of the Alliance, when it was no longer
a question of revolutionary talk but one of action—the concrete
thing, not abstract theory—many of those who had spoken of
De Leon as the learned professor began to parro t the slanders
of the venal W eissm ans and Kurzenknabes.

T he V olkszeitung supported the party ’s adopted stand,
but in a half-hearted manner, and on the quiet its editors and
reporters, of whom there was m ore than a bushel, w ere siding
in w ith the opposition. Some pure and simple union advertis
ing had already been lost, not to  speak of the donations to the
Volkszeitung, for there were many of these so-called progres
sive unions th a t donated a sum either to  the party  or to the
Volkszeitung Conference, an organization of delegates from
various unions and benefit societies gotten up for the special
purpose of keeping the Volkszeitung alive. Such a donation
gave the donating “progressive union” absolution for sins com
mitted and sins to be committed against the Socialist move
ment.

“ Trooble” vs. the Spring Sunshine
Some of the officials of the unions that joined the Social

ist T rade and Labor Alliance were bribed with promises of
good jobs if they would tu rn  against the Alliance. E rnest
Bohm, the first general secretary of the S. T. & L. A., turned
against the organization, and as a reward was provided w ith a
little income in the Central Labor Union—was p u t on the pen
sion list, as it were, and is the recording secretary  of that body
to this day.

Many of the old German comrades were visited in their
homes by self-constituted committees and told th a t the party
was in “danger” ; that after all it was the German Socialists
who had built the party  and now the party  must be “saved” by
them ; that in Germany the Social Democratic P arty  did not
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meddle in the affairs of unions; that De Leon, not being a Ger
man, did not understand scientific Sbcialism anyhow; that the
party  w as being run high-handedly; the vote was getting
sm aller in short, the poison of dissension was being injected
by unseen hands. Many of the honest “alte Genossen” (old
German com rades) resented the slanders—did they not see
and hear Do Leon speak and sometim es in German, too? No,
they  could not believe th a t De Leon was not all right. But
then  came the last card of the fellows who worked in the
dark: Don’t you see that the Alliance means opposition un
ions? You are a carpenter; tom orrow  they may .start a car
pen ters’ alliance: w hat will you do then—lose your job, fight

! w ith your walking delegate?” ‘‘No, no, not that; I don’t w ant
no ‘trooble’ with the union or the walking delegate.” Then the
m em bers thus worked upon would come to the m eetings of
th e  assem bly d istrict organizations and register a kick against
the  party  policy and against De Leon who is continually look
in g  for “trooble.”

This “trooble” became quite a joke. In one of the up
town assem bly d istricts there was an old German com rade
w hose nam e was Von EIHnger. He had a long, red beard
w hich he kept nicely brushed and shined. Von Ellinger^ at
one of the meetings where De Leon was present, took part in
th e  discussion upon party  tactics, and made the statem ent that
D e Leon was all w rong, always taking a stand tha t m eant
“ trooble.” “W hy,” said he, “Socialism will not come if you
m ake nothing but trooble; der Sozialismus muss kommen wie
die Fruehlingsonne.” (Socialism must come like the spring
sunshine.) De Leon ever after called Von Ellinger, “Genosse
F  ruehlingsonne.”

T his nicknam ing of some of the oppositionists was made
m uch of by them , and sometim es furnished them w ith am mu
nition which they otherw ise would have been lacking. T o  call
M orris H illquit by his real name, Moses H ilkowitz, was also
taken ill by  some. A little light throw n upon this subject may
be in place.

De Leon did not partake of any stim ulants; only on very
rare occasions would he join some friends in drinking a glass
of W uerzburger. B ut to stand the trem endous strain which
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he stood for a quarter of a century. In a movement the van
guard of the forces of the social revolution, bound as a matter
of course to be not a bed of roses but a path every inch full of
struggle or in the words of the “alte Genossen.» full of
trooble. there had to be something in De Leon’s life which

kept him young in spirit at sixty. That something was hu-
mar De Leon had to have his dose of mirth every day a
good hearty laugh, or else he would have succumbed much
earlier than he did, De Leon generally found a humorous side
to serious matters and had his health-giving laugh.

Turbulence Centered in New York
The period between the 1896 convention and the raid of

T ? upon the party’s national headquarters in
Ju y. 1899, was a most turbulent one. There was “trooble"
p lore. New York city was the place where the friction be
tween the opposing forces made the sparks fly. The National
Executive Committee was still being elected by Section New
York, as was the case in 1899. The Socialist Labor Party had
Its main strength in New York, and so did the Socialist Trade
and Labor Alliance.

There were not more members of the party or the Alliance
in New York than in the other cities and towns combined, but
Section New York was the largest unit in the party organiza
tion, and the Alliance had a larger membership in New York
than in any other district. The forces opposing the revolution
ary attitude of the Socialist Labor Party both within and with
out the party were also centered in New York. The assembly
distnc organizations of which the Section was composed be
came the battlefield where the question of party tactics was
fought out._ Some of these assembly district organizations fell
astm S  oppositionists; there were certain
assembly district organizations which were known to be loyal
and others that were known to be the opposite, and still others
that were doubtful.

assembly district organizations that fell into
the hands of the opposition had to be suspended and reorgan-
laed The first sub-division of Section N ew  York which had
to be cleansed by reorganization was in the district where
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those swayed a m ajority  to the ir side who afterw ard clustered
around the Jewish Daily Forw ard. Some of them still cluster
there today. This fact of itself speaks volumes. L ater the
opposition spread to some of the German assembly districts
Uptown and across the E ast River to  Brooklyn, but a t no time
from  the  beginning of the struggle to  the final rupture of
1899 did the opposition control one single English-speaking
subdivision of the party .

T his fact also speaks volumes. N ot tha t the  district or
ganizations tha t were known as English-speaking w ere com
posed of men whose ancestors came over on the Mayflower;
some of them  w ere American born and others were of th a t
“foreign” elem ent tha t followed the advice of F rederick E n
gels who, when he visited New Y ork in 1891, said tha t the first
thing the Socialists from  abroad should do was to  acquire a
knowledge of the language of the land. Of course the im
m igrants from  Great Britain and Ireland did not come under
the category of “foreigners.” A t one of the meetings an Irish 
m an was heard saying, when he saw the nam es of M atchett
and M aguire upon one of the banners; “M aguire for Vice-
President, is it? And sure, Oi thought all thim  Socialists was
foreigners.”

Conflicts in the General Committee
In  1897 there were assembly district organizations of Sec

tion New York, Socialist Labor Party , where “Americans”
w ith a T ipperary  brogue predom inated, such as the 18th As
sembly D istrict, and these were am ong the loyal subdivisions
of the party. Some of the assembly district organizations
were subdivided into language branches, all subdivisions being
represented by delegates in a general com mittee. In  this gen
eral com mittee m any lively discussions between delegates who
represented the loyal subdivisions and those who leaned the
other way took place.

De Leon attended practically all the m eetings of the gen
eral com m ittee as a delegate from his assem bly district and
did not tire of m eeting every oppositionist who showed his
head in the general committee. H e would go over the ground
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again and again with his sound reasoning, and m any a fellow
was re-converted to the uncom prom ising revolutionary posi
tion of De Leon. An instance in point was Charles Vander
Porten, who was elected by the 30th Assembly D istrict to  go
to the general com m ittee and “crush” De Leon. Vander. P o r
ten came. A fter a  discussion on the subject, in which De Leon
took part, V ander P orten  said to  De Leon: “Comrade De
Leon, I came to this m eeting of the general committee to  lick
the Boss, but I  adm it that I am the one who got licked.” As
to  Vander Porten , I  shall have a little m ore to  tell about him
later.

The opposition had started  some so rt of club that
was to teach the S. L. P. things about tactics and principles.
This club they called “Der Mohren Club,” in im itation of a
club of the same name which was said to  have played an im
portan t part in the German Socialist movement. H istory was
to repeat itself, and it did. According to M arx, history pre
sents itself first as a tragedy and again as a farce. This
Mohren Club was made up of some of the suspended opposi
tionists and kindred spirits. The thing would not be mentioned
here, except for certain reasons, for it had no effect or influ
ence upon anyone. A t one of the m eetings called by this
M ohren Club, which I attended, several m atters were clearly
revealed. The first was tha t no other but A lexander Jonas of
the Volkszeitung was the speaker, showing the connection be
tween the V olkszeitung and the opposition.

“Sound, But Too Slow,” the Argument
Jonas’s speech on this occasion showed where the sowing

of the seed of dissension came from. T he subject was the tac
tics^ of the S. L. P. Jonas’s contention was that the S. L. P.
position was wrong, th a t there were in New Y ork city 100,000
workingmen Socialistically inclined, and that the party  m ust
adopt a policy whereby these 100,000 Socialistically inclined
workingmen would be reached and drawn into the movement;
tha t the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance had the opposite
effect, since it would lead to the organization of dual unions;
tha t the leaders of the American Federation of Labor were in
sulted instead of being converted; th a t the Socialist Labor
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P arty  insisted upon a sound position. “Yes,” said he, “the So
cialist Labor P arty  is as sound and solid as the Rock of Gib
raltar, nor has it any more m otion; it makes no progress.”

T his was in 1897. A t the polls in th a t year the Socialist La
bor P arty  received 55,000 votes, and only a year after, in 1898,
Ihe party ’s vote rose to  82,000, in spite of all the opposition.

W e see today, eighteen years afte r (those who sided with
Jonas having a party  of their ow n), tha t the 100,000 “Socialis-
tically inclined” workingm en in G reater New Y ork have not
yet been reached, the leaving of the revolutionary path no t
w ithstanding. M oreover, if there were 100,000 “Socialistically
inclined” workingm en in G reater New Y ork in 1897, there sure
ly must be 200,000 of them in 1915, since a very large number
of w orkers came from all European countries within the past
eighteen years, from  countries, too, where we were told every
third  person was a Socialist.

The Opposition’s “Tolerance”
Jonas’s speech is only one reason why I mention the Moh-

ren Club. A nother reason is that, notw ithstanding the fact
th a t Jonas spoke harshly  of the Socialist Labor P arty  at a
m eeting arranged by outspoken enemies of the party, he was
not disciplined, which disproves the charge so often made by
anti-D e Leonites of all shades that no criticism was perm itted
in the Socialist Labor P arty  and that any one w ho made bold
to  oppose the p arty  adm inistration was throw n out. There is
a vast difference between criticism and sandbagging. Though
Jonas’s talk belonged to  the la tte r class, yet it was tolerated,
and those who w ere actually suspended or expelled from  the
Socialist Labor P arty  in those days were men whose conduct
was such tha t they had to be dealt w ith severely if the party
was to  retain its  self-respect.

Still another reason prom pts me to  refer to  this Mohren
Club. The loyal delegates to  the general com m ittee of Sec
tion New Y ork were accused by the oppositionists of entirely
suppressing the m inority ; it was charged th a t there was no
tolerance of o ther opinions. Of course this was a false charge.
But how did these fellows in the M ohren Club act? W hen
Jonas had finished his speech, I asked for the floor. A Volks-
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.--..Ling reporter was the chairman. The floor was golven me,
mainly because the chairm an did no t know me. I  proceeded*
very cautiously in answ ering Jonas, but did no t get very far
with my explanation. As soon as the chairm an saw that I
was not an oppositionist, he simply declared me out of order
and my protests were howled down by the mob. R obert Glaser,
another loyal member of the party, who was also present, was
assaulted by a blue-label com mitteeman of Cigar M akers’ U n
ion No. 90, R. M odest

The substantial gains a t  the polls in 1897 and 1898 had a
tendency to  strengthen the revolutionary wing of the party.
Some prom ising elem ents form erly affiliated w ith the People’s
P arty  joined the movement. The future looked bright in spite
of all the opposition from  w ithin and without. T rue, the So
cialist Labor P arty  movement had the capitalist class* to  com
bat in front, the labor lieutenants of the capitalists on both of
Its flanks, the enem y within its own camp in the rear; still, k
forged ahead. The many enemies, the assaults of the capitalist
forces, the  how ling of labor fakers, the hissing sound of the
traitors, all this only stim ulated the fighting S. L. P.

T he opposition was in despair. Referendum votes to
change the p a rty  tactics were proposed, voted upon, and de
feated. How  hard  did the oppositionists w ork a t times to  deal
the party  a blow l “Intellectuals” like Dr. Ingerm an were at
w ork to  spread more of the poison of dissension, proceeding
no doubt from  the theory, “Throw  mud, and keep on throw ing
it; some of it is bound to stick.”

Die Liedertafel; De Leon’s Joke
A center for the Genossen who were going to  have, all

trooble m  the movement abolished and have the Socialist
Socialistische L ieder

tafel. This singing society was also a  subdivision of Sec
tion New York, paid dues the same as an assembly d istrict o r
ganization, and had also the same rights. I t  developed th a t
the members of this singing society branch who would perm it
no one to  participate in their singing and drinking exercises
without paying his quarter of a dollar, did perm it fellows to
vote upon a referendum vote on party  m atters, and the ques-
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tion whether the individual who voted had paid his dues to
the party was not taken so seriously as was his participation
in song and drink—especially the latter.

A number of times I was elected chairman at the session
of the general committee^ a job which was not an easy one.
There were always from ten to  twenty hands raised asking
for the floor and not all could be permitted to speak at the
same time, and there was not enough time to have all speak in
succession. Some had to  be disappointed. The delegate who
raised his hand first and asked for the floor in the proper man
ner was recognized. The minority delegates were never sup
pressed. On one occasion the Liedertafel elected a new dele
gate, who came to the general committee with his mind made
up to  tell De Leon and the rest what he thought of them. He
did not ask for the floor in the usual manner, that is by rising
from his seat and addressing the chair; instead he made wild
gestures, snapped his fingers, etc., and as he could not arrest
my attention he finally whistled at me. He had to wait, how
ever, until those had spoken who asked for the floor in a de
cent manner. W hen his turn finally came he was so over
wrought with anger that he started his speech by cursing. He
did not proceed further than the curse; down came the gavel
with a crash; the delegate of the Liedertafel was out of order
and had to  sit down.

De Leon was not at this meeting,but he had heard all about
it, for when I happened to call at the office of The People a few
days later, De Leon wanted to know whether I had heard what
the Liedertafel had done because I declared their delegate out
of order at the general committee meeting. “The Liedertafel
has decided not to sing at your funeral when you die,” said
De Leon, with his characteristic chuckle; "but when one of the
members asked what would be their action if De Leon should
die they decided they would sing at his funeral with pleasure.”

Debs and the Pullman Strike
While the struggle within the Socialist Labor Par ty  between

the revolutionists and the reformists was proceeding merrily,
events were taking place in the world of labor outside of the
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party  that were bound to  have a great influence on the deveL
opments within the Socialist Labor P arty  movement.

The great strike of railroad workers affiliated with the
American Railway Union took place in 1894. Eugene V. Debs
was the man a t the head of this new organization. Seventeen
railroad lines of the W est and Middle W est running into Chi
cago were tied up. I t  was a strike m ore general than many a
strike that is called a general strike. I t  started  by a lockout of
the employes of the Pullm an Com pany a t  Pullm an, 111., where
this company had with pretentions of philanthropy instituted
some sort of capitalist paternalism , w here the w orkers had the
opportunity  not only to  w ork and be exploited by the Pullman
Company in the workshop, but where they were given also  the
opportunity to live in the com pany’s houses, deal in company
stores, be treated  by the company doctor, etc. The lockout of
the Pullm an employes followed their refusal to  accept another
of the company s gifts, namely, a twenty-five per cent, reduc
tion  in wages. The directors of the Pullman Company are the
originators of the phrase, "W e have nothing to  arb itra te .” They
would not even negotiate with their locked-out employes.

Debs Misled by the Disrupters
The American Railway Union rose to the occasion. T rains

with Pullman cars attached were not handled by the members
of the American Railway Union, and thus the great strike was
precipitated. This strike paralyzed transportation and alarm ed
the capitalists greatly. The dem onstration of solidarity by the
American Railway Union, which during the strike claimed a
membership of over 100,000, struck the chords of class feeling
am ong the workers of the land, and the spectacular nature of
the strike, as of all such strikes, especially railroad strikes, in
creased the feeling of sym pathy on the part of the members of
the w orking class and the opposition on the part of the capital
ists. Governor Altgeld of Illinois was reluctant to  o rder out
the^ state militia and thus comply with the wishes of the cap
italists. Grover Cleveland, however, for whom so many poor
wage slaves had shouted when he was running for P resident:
‘‘Four more years of Grover and then we’ll be in clover,” order
ed out the Federal troops. Injunctions against the strikers and
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the officials of the American Railway Union were issued whole
sale. Debs was finally sentenced to six m onths’ im prisonm ent
in the W oodstock jail for “contem pt of court.”

This act of class justice had the tendency to  make Eugene
V. Debs quite popular. Debs’s name thereafter had the sound
which re-echoed the blow dealt by the railroad w orkers in the
Pullm an strike to  the capitalist class—a sound pleasant to  the
w orkers’ ears. T his fact, together with Debs’s ta len t as speaker
and organizer, gave him great opportunities and power for good
or evil in the labor movement, whichever influence he might
choose to  exert. Debs was not a Socialist a t the tim e of his in
carceration. He voted for Bryan in 1896, but did declare his
conversion to  Socialism in 1897. W hy did not Debs join the So
cialist Labor P arty , then the only party  flying the flag of So
cialism? W as the Socialist Labor P arty  so fundam entally in
the  w rong tha t a new party  had to be started? O r was there
som ething fundam entally w rong with Debs th a t he started  one,
o r ra ther that he allowed his so well sounding name to  be used
to  sta rt a new party? W e shall see.

Debs, while serving his sentence in W oodstock jail and af
te r  that, up to  the time that he declared himself to be a Social
ist, was being sought by the elements for whom the Socialist
Labor P arty  was too narrow, dogmatic, sectarian, etc., etc., and
also by those who were forced out of the party  in 1889 by the
New Y orker Volkszeitung.

Freak “ Social Democracy”  Started
W hile there is no docum entary evidence in my possession,

I doubt that Eugene V. Debs would deny th a t he was besieged
by men who pictured to him  the Socialist L abor P arty  as an o r
ganization of fanatics who were devoid of tolerance in regard to
the opinions of others, and men who had no understanding of
American conditions. Oh, irony of fate! The very  elements in
the Socialist Labor P arty  who were actually guilty  of such ac
cusations were those which after the split of 1899 w ithin the So
cialist Labor P arty  Debs took to  his bosom ; or, to  be m ore
correct, he was grabbed to their bosom, w here he has been held
ever since, mainly for advertising purposes—for the sound that
re-echoes th a t ou tburst of wage slave solidarity, the Pullm an
strike, still clings to  the name of Eugene V. Debs.
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I t was said th a t Rosenberg, the national secretary of the
Socialist Labor P arty  in 1889, and deposed by the Volkszeitung
in that year, was one of the correspondents of Debs while Debs
was imprisoned in W oodstock jail. That Rosenberg depicted
the Volkszeitung cabal in its  true colors there can be no d o u b f
they were the very gang of would-be intellectuals whom De
Leon and those who sided w ith De Leon had to com bat within
the Socialist Labor Party. As to  the rest who sought to kidnap
Debs, there was Berger, of “buy out the capitalists” fame Ber-
ger a t all times respected De Leon, though he did not agree
with him, but tim e and again he showed his contem pt for thé
Volkszeitung and its adherents.

W hen, in 1897, the American Railway Union had lost the
a J  gathered the wreckage together,

and with W ayland of the Appeal to  Reason, and others, organ
ized a new political party, the Social Democracy of America,
rhere  was little attention paid in the E ast to  this new venture,
for this new political party  was to establish Socialism by colo
nizing the state of W ashington, and John D. Rockefeller was
to  be appealed to  to  furnish the means. N aturally, all those
who wanted to establish Socialism in that fashion flocked to
^ e  standard of the Social Democracy of America. M ost likely
Debs was allowed to  proceed with his colonization idea to  a
certain point, ju st to  dem onstrate to him and his followers the
folly of such schemes. Unquestionably, there were men in the
Social Democracy of America, including Berger, who knew bet
ter. Children m ust be allowed a t times to  have their own way
especially when ,11 or weak; the time comes when by their own
developing reason they mend their ways; the rod is the last re
sort with sensible parents and teachers. V ictor Berger was a
wise parent and also principal of a German school in Milwaukee.

In  1898 the Social Democracy of America became the So-
cial Democratic P arty  of America, and in a few isolated places
entered the political field with candidates set up in opposition
o the Socialis I^ b o r  Party. I t  is a most significant fact tha t

the first man elected on the ticket of the Social Democratic Par-
ty  of America was Jam es F. Carey of Haverhill, Mass., who
voted in favor of an appropriation of $15,000 toward the build
ing of an arm ory a t Haverhill, and who had the brass to offer
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as an excuse for his action tha t it was a sanitary arm ory he had
voted the appropriation for.

Winner of the “First Victory”
Jam es F. Carey was a t first a member of the Socialist La

bor Party , and as such was elected to  the board of aldermen in
iHaverhill, but the Socialist Labor P arty  being too narrow  for
him, he refused to submit to its discipline and turned tow ard
the broad Social D em ocratic P arty  even before the Socialist
Labor P arty  had a chance to turn  him out of its organization.
Carey, otherw ise known about H averhill as “weeping Jim ,”
claimed to  be consumptive; this helped Jim  to  a good many
sym pathetic votes. The last time I  saw him he looked very
sleek and fat, with nary a sign of consumptiveness. This arm ory
builder was the first candidate elected on the ticket of the “So
cial Dem ocratic P arty  of America,” the present Socialist Party^ I
The Socialist movement in the sta te of M assachusetts, form er
ly the S tar of Bethlehem of the opposition to the Socialist La
bor P arty , is weaker today than  it was before the party  th a t
was to bring “Socialism in our time” s ta rted  on its career of
destruction eighteen years ago.

W ith this short description of the events outside of the So
cialist Labor P arty  we can return to the activities within the
organization, especially the doings in New Y ork city. W e must
needs return  la ter to  tell m ore of the Social Dem ocratic Party ,
Debs, and some others.

The 16th Assembly D istrict organization was one of the
m ost active and loyal subdivisions of Section New York, So
cialist Labor P arty . The membership in tha t d istric t was com
posed mainly of men who were not influenced by “M ohren
clubs” or by any other set of oppositionists. W hile the poison
of dissension spread like gangrene in the assem bly districts
which were the com ponent parts of the ninth Congressional
district, and where De Leon made such a great fight in the
campaign of 1896, the 16th Assembly D istrict, although border
ing on the ninth Congressional, remained unaffected. The evil
influence of Cahan, W inchevsky, Zametkin, Barondess, and
others, who were much com forted by the organization in the
W est of the Social Democratic P arty , did not reach to  the 16th
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Socialism. A large proportion of the members were young
men; many of them  developed to be speakers—quite a number
of soap-boxers got their first train ing in the 16th. Those who
could not speak on the corners distributed literature, and can
vassed every tenem ent house in the district.

De Leon himself was there every night, speaking some
tim es at three open-air m eetings in one evening after a day’s
hard  w ork in The People office. As the party  grew so did the
share of w ork in De Leon’s office. V isiting com rades from out
of town called on De Leon. Some had im portant happenings
from  their localities to  relate, o thers ju st came to  have a look at
the  man the very m ention of whose name made the labor fakers
squirm ; still o thers called ju st because they could not help it.

A Caller at “ D ee Lcawn’a” Office
De Leon received all those cordially whose calling bad a

purpose. O verburdened with w ork and responsibilities of such
a magnitude as De Leon was, he had no time to waste with
people who came to  see him and bother him with trivial m at
ters or freakish schemes of all sorts. Unlike the ordinary po
litical leader who pretends to be delighted to  meet every Tom,
Dick and H arry  who comes along, De Leon did no such pre
tending; he was a t times painfully frank in telling some who
called out of curiosity or similar motives to  go. Many a  sen
tim ental chap who thought that De Leon should turn  himself
into a reception com m ittee to  receive him, felt offended and
w ent forth  to  denounce De Leon as an aristocrat or an auto
crat. M any a freakish individual w ho looked up De Leon in his
office to  have De Leon’s opinion on some freakish scheme or
other becam e quite indignant when De Leon had no time for
such business.

On one occasion when De Leon was steeped in serious
work, a fellow called with a good-sized bundle of m anuscript
under his arm. He looked like an incarnation of Mark Tw ain’s
"C onnecticut Yankee at the Court of K ing A rthur. He was
n o t a bit backw ard, but went straight to  De Leon’s desk. “Is
th is M r. Dee Leawn?” he asked, in long-drawn nasal tones.
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“W hat is it you wish, sir?’’ asked De Leon in turn, in a
ra the r brisk manner, seeing at a glance what kind of a hairpin
he had before him.

“Mr. Dee Leawn,” began the stranger, looking around for
a  chair to sit down on, but, seeing none offered, preferring to
stand—“I have w ritten a book on—’’

“ I have no tim e now, sir,’’ De Leon interrupted.
“But, Mr. Dee Leawn, this book which I have w ritten shows

the way to  solve the social question, and I w ant you to  read it,
and—’’

But Dc Leon Had Read It
“ I ’ve read it, sir, I ’ve read it,’’ De Leon broke in.
“You’re  mistaken, Mr. Dee Leawn, you—’’
“I am telling you, sir, I  have read it.”
“But,” the "author” still persisted, “you certainly arc mis

taken; how could you have read my book when it has not yet
been printed? H ere is the manuscript, and—”

“I ’ve read tha t book, don’t bother me,” insisted De Leon.
The fellow went, w ith the m anuscript of the book th a t was to
solve the social question under his arm, much dejected and
swearing vengeance against the ty ran t “Dee Leawn. The so
cial question remained unsolved 1

T he man or woman who called on De Leon with a real
purpose concerning the great cause, for which alone De Leon
labored, always received merited attention, it m attered not who
the individual happened to  be. N o m atter how great was the
volume of w ork th a t De Leon had to  attend  to in those days,
eight o’clock in the evening found him a t the open-air meetings,
where large crowds were w aiting to  hear the “Old Man,” as De
Leon came to  be known in the 16th Assembly District.

In the same year (1897) Lucien Sanial was the m ayoralty
candidate of the Socialist Labor P arty  in G reater New York.
T he vote of the party  in the first election under the charter of
the Greater City was 16,000. There was quite a scramble among
the old party  politicians for the spoils th a t lay in waiting for
the victors. Besides the regular nominations by Tam many
Hall and the Republican Party, there was Seth Low, president
of Columbia University, in the field, nominated for mayor by
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the Citizens Union. O ld H enry  George was dug up by the
Jeffersonian Democracy,” but died a few days before election

day. George’s son, H enry  George, Jr., was nom inated to fill
the vacancy; the ballots, in fact, were already printed, so no
change in the list of candidates was possible, and it made little
difference anyway, for the popularity of George had faded away
ten years before.

W hile the 16th A. D. was the storm  center in the Socialist
Labor P arty  campaign, the rest of the city was by no means
neglected. Every other assembly district had its organization,
and carried on a vigorous campaign. There was no lack of
speakers; literature was distributed throughout the city in large
Quantities. There was a fife and drum corps composed mainly
of sons of Socialist Labor P arty  members. De Leon's son,
Solon, was a member of this corps.

Sanial’s Mistake in the Band
This fife and drum  corps was of course an innovation.

Many there were am ong the party ’s speakers who would regu
larly denounce the old parties, by force of habit, for having mu
sic, parades, etc., a t the ir meetings. I t  so happened one night
during th a t campaign that Sanial, the candidate for mayor,
spoke at the corner of 70th street and F irs t avenue. The crowd
of listeners th a t had assembled was large and appreciative.
Sanial’s speeches were always full of vim and enthusiasm.
W hile Sanial was telling the audience th a t “before the century
closes the bottom  will fall out of the barrel of capitalism in Eu-
rope, and that the crimson banner will soon wave from ev
ery  Capitol across the A tlantic,” a Tam m any band wagon halt
ed across the street, decorated with the flags of all nations, the
flag of the Em erald Isle predom inating, for it was an Irish dis
trict. (In  Italian districts this was changed a bit.)

Tam m any had evidently arranged for a meeting, too.
Sanial turned on them. “Yes, fellow workingmen, the capital
ist politicians come to you before election with music and other
tom foolery to get your votes, and after election they give you
different music—music from the rifles of the militia and the
gatling guns of their military. W e do not come to you with
music,” Sanial continued. Just then I heard from the distance
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the sound of other music—it sounded like the “Marseillaise,”
the favorite march of the Socialist Labor Party fife and drum
corps. I looked up First avenue and was sure it was our band.
Sanial was still hammering the capitalist politicians and their
music. I pulled Sanial’s coat tail to give him warning, but he
was too wrapt up in his subject to pay any attention to me.

The crowd grasped the situation sooner than Sanial, and
was quite merry. Finally the fife and drum corps had reached
our corner and swung around into 70th street, still playing the
Marseillaise. Sanial was still denouncing the music and red
fire of the old parties. The audience laughed. Sanial saw the
joke, too. He took out his red bandana handkerchief, wiped
the perspiration from his high forehead, and said: “Friends, I
made a mistake, these are our boys." Then he added: “They
will play the death march of capitalism.”

De Leon Shamelessly Slandered
The following year, 1898, De Leon’s vote in the 16th As

sembly District rose to 2,207. Tammany Hall was alarmed.
The labor leaders in the Central Labor Union, who as a general
rule were boosting Tammany, were stricken with fear. The
oppositionists in and outside of the Socialist Labor Party were
stricken with something like yellow jaundice. Not only in the
16th A. D., but everywhere, the party made gains; 82,000 votes
were cast for the Socialist Labor Party. Something had to be
done. The cry that “the party makes no progress,” that was
raised a couple of years before could not be raised this time.
The oppositionists redoubled their efforts in the spreading of
slanders. De Leon was denounced by them as an anti-Semite
m Jewish districts; as a Jew among Gentiles; as a man who hated
the Germans, among the Germans, etc. The basest falsehoods
were told in the East Side cafés aibout De Leon. Gompcrs in
his paper made the allegation that De Leon’s name was Loeb,
not De Leon. The name of Henry Kuhn, who was then na
tional secretary of the Socialist Labor Party, was woven into a
tale to the effect that there was a connection between Kuhn,
Loeb and Co., the noted banking firm, and Daniel De Leon and
Henry Kuhn. Be a slander ever so ridiculous, there are always
o-oole who, having a mentality resembling a savage’s, can be
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easily stuffed, and others willing to  be stuffed. The fact, how
ever, im portan t for all who seek to  find the tru th , is tha t the
oppositionists against the Socialist L abor P arty  and its revolu
tionary principles and tactics were blowing the same horn with
the crew of political office seekers bedecked with the mantles
of labor leaders and Tam m any H all itself.

De Leon pointed out on num erous occasions tha t it is not
th e  dishonest men who are dangerous to the movement, but
the honest, well-m eaning people who, deceived by the crooks,
become the source of danger. This was the case a t tha t time.
M any well-m eaning Socialists were deceived by the schemers
w ith ulterior motives. Especially was this the case am ong the
Germans over whom the Volkszeitung exerted its pernicious
influence. N ot tha t the Volkszeitung came out openly with
slander and calum ny ju st then; no, the time for open hostilities
between the Socialist Labor P arty  and the V olkszeitung had
no t yet arrived. L ong before the split of 1899, when the Volks
zeitung still claimed to  be loyal to the Socialist Labor Party ,
the members of the V olkszeitung Publishing Association were
as busy as bees in poisoning the minds of their com patriots, in
the German trade unions, sick and death benefit associations,
singing societies, and pinochle clubs.

Disrupters’ Narrow Selfishness
The V olkszeitung had its agents well distributed. In  Cigar-

m akers’ U nion No. 90 it had, besides others, tw o brothers who
were both employes of the Volkszeitung, and both ex-
cigarm akers, and who still retained their membership in th a t
organization, although neither of them had made a cigar at the
bench for years. These were Adolph and Ludwig Jablinovsky;
one was in the business departm ent, the other in the editorial
departm ent of the  Volkszeitung, and both were top-notchers
in the slander departm ent. There was nothing that Adolph and
Ludwig disliked more than to be compelled to  w ork in the
cigar shop where w ork is hard and wages small—nothing like
the job on the Volkszeitung. A revolutionary attitude on the
p art of the Volkszeitung m ight have endangered the existence
of tha t paper and incidentally the jobs of these two ex-cigar-
m akers, hence their opposition to De Leon and the Socialist
Labor Party.
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In  other organizations there were sim ilar agents preparing
the ground everywhere for things that were to  come. The
stories tha t were told about De Leon by these agents, his al
leged hatred  of Germans, his desire to  wreck unions, and stories
about the vulgar language in The People, made some people
actually believe that De Leon was a monster. W hatever hap
pened upon this planet tha t was bad they blamed on De Leon.

W hile on the road for the party  in New Y ork state some
years Ago I  encountered an  individual in a rem ote part of
Schoharie County, who told me with candor tha t when the
D em ocrats were in power we did not have half enough rain.
Similarly there were mental cripples who blamed De Leon for
everything.

In  the 28th Assembly D istrict, the d istrict where De Leon
lived, the party  organization was about evenly divided between
the loyal S. L. P. men and those who were leaning toward the
opposition. A t the business meetings of this d istrict there
were always warm debates. A t times De Leon was even
threatened with physical harm  by the very fellows who were
afraid to fight the labor fakers in the unions. A t every m eet
ing of that d istrict some new slander was hurled at De Leon
by the oppositionists. W hen De Leon demanded facts, the
slanderers were stuck. They could only make allegations in a
general way; when a specific statem ent was demanded they
could not give any.

Dc Leon’s “Vulgar” Language
The spokesman of the opposition in that d istrict was one

Loewenthal, a brother-in-law  of Jablinovsky. H e came to ev
ery m eeting with a new accusation, and was in every instance
s.iown up to be unreliable; yet was sure to come with another
story the following meeting. A t one m eeting the allegation
\-ould be made that De Leon had used unduly harsh language
.against some official of the A. F. of L., when in fact the “un
duly harsh language was not half harsh enough, as De Leon
would show. At the next meeting again Loewenthal would
come with a claim th a t the general committee was dictatorial
m Its dealings with subdivisions. W hen facts disproved this
some other accusation was made at the next meeting



62 W IT H  D E L E O N  SIN C E ’89.

Once a  lady member of the 28th Assembly D istrict, who
belonged to  the category of well-intentioned people, to ld  me in
great excitem ent th a t Comrade De Leon was using terribly
bad language in dealing w ith his opponents in the discussions
a t the meetings of his district.

“W hy, it’s a shame for an educated man, a professor, who
should be polite and refined, to  use such language. Achl Such
language! W as ist denn los m it Comrade De Leon?”

W hen I asked her w hat the horrible language was she
would not tell me. F rom  H arlem  to the B attery it spread, this
tale of De Leon’s using bad language at the m eeting of the
28th A. D. This bad language, as upon inquiry I found out,
am ounted to this: De Leon when referring to  Loewenthal,
which means when translated into English, lion’s dale, referred
to  him as “Comrade L ion’s Tail,” or in German, the language
spoken at the meetings of the 28th Assembly D istrict, as
“ Genosse Loewenschwantz.” This was the horrible language
used by De Leon, and it was quite excusable at that, for there
were a num ber of m en about with sim ilar names, like Loewen-
fuss, etc.

Opposition Organized
W ith the advent of the year 1899 it became apparent th a t

the opposition had effected some sort of organization on a na
tional scale. Connections had evidently been established by
th e  New Y ork oppositionists w ith those of other cities. A t
any  rate the disgruntled elements were getting  bolder and more
and more boisterous and bothersom e generally. Instead of de
voting  the tim e to  agitation work, party  m eetings were dragged
ou t for hours w ith w rangling; the energies even of the loyal
m em bers w ere exhausted w ith endless discussions upon party
tactics. I t  was felt th a t a  storm  was gathering  tha t had to
break, soon or late.

F rom  w ithin th e  party  came the cry th a t th e  progress
made was too slow, in spite of the fact th a t really substantial
gains were made. T he party  had now nearly four hundred Sec
tions th roughout the states, th e  destructive w ork of the ob
structionists notw ithstanding. F rom  outside of the party  or
ganization rose the slogan of the newly formed Social Demo-
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cratic Party , “Socialism in our time.” A short cut to  Socialism
was discovered by W ayland and his little Appeal. The re
formists have somewhat altered the ir position since then. They
say now: “W e can safely leave the evolutionary process of
transform ation from  capitalism to Socialism to future genera
tions.”

Finally, the Volkszeitung made bold to come out in the
open and take issue with the official organ of the party. The
People. But it was not upon the attitude of the party  toward
the trade unions that the Volkszeitung fired the first shot
Upon that question the Volkszeitung was not so sure of its
ground. The first shot fired was against the position of The
People relative to taxation. De Leon sought to guide the So
cialist Labor P arty  organization out of the quagmire of reform
upon the revolutionary path, but the party  platform  had still
its quota of “immediate demands.” The tax question gave the
Volkszeitung an opening. That was an issue that made it
easier for the Volkszeitung to beguile its followers.

Taxation Question First Assault
De Leon maintained in The People, as the Socialist Labor

P arty  does today, and as at least some of the Socialist P arty
m em bers have since learned, th a t workingm en do not pay
taxes; tha t all wealth is produced by labor, including the wealth
out of which taxes are paid, but that taxes are paid out of tha t
p art of the workers’ product of which under the wage system
they have been filched anyway. This M arxian position the
V olkszeitung readers did not understand and would not learn
to  understand. T hat the w orkers are robbed as producers and
that to  receive the full value of their product m ust be the aim
of a party  of Socialism, all other questions and issues being
misleading, including the question of taxation—that they did
not grasp. Although most of them had the pictures of Marx
and Engels nicely framed to decorate the walls of their best
room, M arxian economics were not for them  to  read and study.

The Volkszeitung knew its “Pappenheim ers.” N othing ap
pealed to its readers more than this tax question. They re
garded De Leon’s position as absurd. "The idea, workingmen
don’t pay taxes!” they would exclaim with disgust; “B ah '” It
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was useless to  argue the question with them. The Volkszeitung
in support of its stand on the tax question quoted every Social
Democratic paper of Germany, A ustria, Italy , and other coun
tries. The same Socialist papers may be quoted today as en
dorsing the bloody butchery now going on in Europe, each in
its own way, either as a struggle for German “K ultur” ; or for
the “national ideals” of Italy . But the quoting of the European
papers settled the question with the readers of the Volks
zeitung. Even many who up to  th a t time had stood by the
party now swung around; the taxation question and De Leon’s
position regarding the same was “top m any” for them .

Now that the ice was broken, the whole position of the
Socialist Labor P arty  was w rong; the p arty  had to  be rem odel
ed, and De Leon and De Leonism  abolished forevermore.

H ow  was this noble aim to be consum m ated? Oh, that was
easy. Simply get the m ajority  of delegates to the general com
mittee, then elect all officers of th e  Section, suspend the Na
tional Executive Com mittee, and the V olkszeitung’s new exec
utive com mittee would do the rest. In  other words, repeat the
coup d’etat of 1889. This time, however, th ings w ent dif
ferently.

De Leon the Storm-Center
The lines were now drawn between the loyal p a rty  mem

bers, who were in favor of th e  revolutionary stand the Social
ist Labor P arty  had taken, and the oppositionists of all shades.
There were indeed m any shades to the opposition faction.
Some of them claimed that the attitude of th e  Socialist L abor
P arty  tow ard trade unions was correct, but tha t it was pre
mature to  sever connections with the old trade unions and to
■set up a Socialist union. O thers, again, claimed tha t Socialism
was sure to  come in a decade and to  bo ther with labor unions
was superfluous,—all economic organizations of the w orkers
were out of date. A nother shade m aintained th a t the Am er
ican Federation of Labor was all tha t could be expected, and
that it would eventually become a class conscious body. All,
however, were a unit upon changing the Socialist Labor Party ,
m aking it repudiate its principles and tactics, and incidentally
getting rid of De Leon,
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The m ost despicable methods were employed to  attain  this
end. Fellows who had not “bothered” with the Socialist move
m ent for years were proposed and taken in as members; those
of the opposition who had been in arrears for m onths paid up
their dues to  be able to  vote for delegates to  the general com
mittee. De Leon had to be decapitated. I t  was all nicely map
ped out by the Volkszeitung board of directors, board of edi
to rs, m anagers, assistan t managers, etc., also by the m em bers
of blue label leagues as well as by members of label leagues of
o ther colors. “ ’Raus m it De Leon!” they cried in chorus.

One J. O brist, who claimed to be on the side of the loyal
members, but who turned only a few weeks before the split,
told me th a t De Leon had to  be removed because he had “failed
to  capture Debs.” O brist was regarded as an im portant per
sonage by the opposition. H e a t first fought against the slan-
derbund of the Volkszeitung, but when the question of “W ho
pays the taxes? ’ was raised, he toppled over like many others.
O brist s statem ent in regard to  De Leon’s failure to  capture
Debs would not, of itself, m erit a mention. O brist repeated
w hat he heard at the confabs presided over by the opposition’s
high moguls, like A lexander Jonas and H erm an Schlueter,
editors of the Volkszeitung. H is statem ent only showed w hat
sort of ‘ argum ents” were used by these gentlem en to  rope in
fellows like O brist. De Leon was not out to  “capture” any
one. He was not in the capturing business. De Leon contended
th a t men m ay be captured fo r false movements, but for the '
building up of a movement that is to  reduce the  citadel of
capitalism men cannot be captured or kidnapped. M oreover,
he who can be kidnapped is not w orth  having. '

“ T he Best Laid Plans, E tc .”
So sure of success were the ones who were to  carry  out &

revolution in the Socialist Labor P arty  tha t they went about
boasting how it would be done, and who would be allowed to
stay in the party  and who would be expelled. Of course, De
Leon was on the list of those that were to be put out; so was
Vogt, Sanial, Kuhn, Forker, Keep; the organizer of Section
New York, Lazarus Abelson, was also on the list of those who
were not to be taken into the party. They were especially bit-
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te r  against Abelson, for in his capacity as organizer he had on
several occasions to execute orders of the general com mittee
IB reorganizing some unruly subdivisions. Sometimes they
called Abelson re-organizer.

Things did not turn out to  be quite as easy as the dis
rupters imagined. H enry Kuhn, in a neat parody on a song
known by all who speak German, summed up this “revolution”
in the S. L. P. T o  this day I rem em ber every line:

(“W ir saszen so froehlich beisammen.”)
“W e sat all so snugly together.

And held one another so dear;
W e gave each a lift in his business.

Had that lasted the coast had been clear;
But it could not forever remain thus,

A malevolent fate cut it short,
T hat Cuckoo, De Leon, the old cuss.

Kicked us out and himself holds the fort.”

First Attempt at Physical Force
On July 8, 1899, the general com m ittee of Section Nev»

Y ork was to  hold its regular m eeting and elect officers fo r the
ensuing six m onths. The meetings of the general com mittee
were then held a t the L abor Lyceum, so-called, a so rt of party
headquarters for the city. A t a previous time officers of the
national organizations had also been in this building. On the
ground floor was a  saloon, above the portals of which was
w ritten in large gilt letters the legend, “Labor Lyceum,” and
in still larger le tters, “Beer Tunnel.” On the floor above the
“beer tunnel” was the m eeting hall for the delegates to  the
general committee. On the Saturday night of July 8, 1899,
th is  hall was filled to  its utm ost capacity. N ot all those pres
ent w ere delegates. T here were always some visitors, but on
this night the num ber of visitors was much larger than at any
o ther time.

Abelson called the m eeting to  order and asked for nom ina
tions for chairman. H enry Kuhn was nominated by the loyal
delegates, Bock by the other side. I t  became evident that it
would be difficult to  hold a m eeting right then, for those who
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had come to  make the “revolution” would not w ait until their
credentials were presented, but wanted to  vote on the chair
manship before they were seated.

Men who were not at all delegates also w anted to  vote.
H illquit was there to  give advice to his side,—lawyers always
give advice. The organizer insisted that those who were not as
yet seated as delegates could not vote for the chairman. Hill-
quit began to give advice and started  a harangue. He was
called to  order but refused to  obey. The organizer, not being
able to  preserve order with his gavel, called for a committee
to  assist the sergeant-at-arm s. Several members, am ong them
A rthur Keep, volunteered. Hillquit, who insisted upon speak
ing, was approached by Keep and requested to  sit down. Then
the fighting began. Several fellows fell over Keep; the opposi
tionists had come prepared for a physical encounter. Many
blows were struck, but nothing very  serious happened. The
object of the Volkszeitung to put the loyal party  members out
was not accomplished.

A fter an hour’s fighting the jan ito r put out the lights, and
the m eeting of the general com mittee did not take place. Next
morning, however, the Volkszeitung published a notice calling
a meeting of the general committee for Monday, July 10, in a
hall on the Bowery. This, of course, m eant bolting from the
Socialist Labor Party.

Rump Meeting on the Bowery
The office of the National Secretary of the Socialist Labor

P arty  and the editorial rooms of The People were on the third
floor at 184 W illiam street, the building where the Volkszeitung
was published. This office of the National Secretary was rented
from the Volkszeitung Publishing Association. There another
battle royal took place between the opposing forces. This was
the memorable night of July 10, when the oppositionists tried
to capture the offices of the National Secretary and The People.

W hen it became known that the rump body would meet
on the Bowery, some party  members came to  The People of
fice, suspecting that their presence would be needed. I t was
needed, and no mistake. A t first it was doubted that any a t
tem pt would be made to  take by physical force the pational



68 W IT H  DE L-EON SIN C E  ’89.

p arty  headquarters. Reports soon came, however, that this
question was being discussed a t the m eeting on the Bowery
and finally that a raid had been decided upon. W hen that re
port reached the party  members who had assem bled a t 184 W il
liam street, they organized themselves to  defend the S. L. P .,
its offices, and docum ents, if need be with their lives.

On the ground floor of the building at 184 W illiam  stree t
were the business office and the editorial room of the Volhs-
zeitung. On the th ird  floor was the editorial room of T he
People. This room De Leon shared with V ogt, the editor o f
the party ’s German paper. O n the same floor was the office
of the N ational Secretary of the party. Dividing Kuhn’s office
from  tha t of De Leon there was a sort of ante-room  w'here com
m ittee meetings were often held.

I t  was there tha t the loyal p arty  members, about th irty  in
num ber, were assem bled aw aiting the onslaught of the Volks-
zeitung reactionists. Ben H anford  and H erm an Simpson were
there, a t that time full-fledged S. L. P. men.

Brutal Attack Repulsed by S. L. P. Men
I t  was long after m idnight w'hen the attacking party  a r

rived. H enry  Slobodin, an E ast Side lawyer, whom the rump
general com m ittee made the national secretary of w hat devel
oped to  be the kangaroo party , accompanied by the illustrious
Loewenthal, came up as a parliam entary  com m ittee and de
m anded the surrender of the party  property  and insignia of of
fice. They were to ld  tha t there would be no such surrender.
They departed, and soon after came the charge, no t of “The
L ight Brigade,” but the heavy-booted, light-headed brigade.
How  many there were would be hard to  tell, but the stairs were
packed w ith them ; there m ust have been about tw o hundred.

The first onslaught was m et by the boys from  the 18th As
sem bly D istrict, who were especially handy in delivering upper
cuts, hooks to the jaw, etc.; who, in short, were quite proficient
in the gentle a rt of self-defense. The crowd of raiders, am ong
whom were many non-party members, came arm ed with blud
geons, mallets, and clubs. The only man who was armed with
a club on the side of the party  was Ben H anford.

There was an attack  by physical force, as brutal as it was
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disgraceful, and for which the Volkszeitung alone was respon
sible. A dozen of comrades who fought for the S. L  P. were
more or less seriously wounded, but others took their places,
and the fight for the possession of the party’s property continued
until the police, a ttracted  by the noise and the crowd in the
street, came into the place with drawn revolvers. Many of the
raiders were hurled down the two flights of stairs, and for a
while it looked as though some one would get killed. The mid
night robbers never got into the ante-room , in spite of their
large numbers.

The police were compelled to  recognize those in posses
sion, and the coup miscarried completely. As we all left the
building that night, the police alone remaining, we saw when
down the stree t tha t all the Volkszeitung crowd had disap
peared; only Jabhnowsky, the reporter, stood a t the entrance
of the^ Volkszeitung business office. Being protected by a re
porter’s badge he had picked up courage to  stay when all his
friends had gone. He made a w ry face and mumbled some
thing as De Leon passed him. “This is not ’89!” De Leon called
to him as a parting shot.

T h a t night few of those who were at the place of this
physical conflict went to  bed. The Labor News Company, the
party’s literature agency, had then a store on 23rd street. I
went to  that place and stood on guard until the manager arrived
in the morning.

Bogus “ People” Issued by Bolters
N ext day all party  property was removed to  61 Beckman

street, where the party  headquarters were established. There
was nothing left in the rooms that The People and the p arty ’s
National Office had occupied except the whitewash on the wall

and that was not very white.
The People w?s printed in the V olkszeitung’s printing

plant and its finances were handled by the V olkszeitung m an
agement. T he agreem ent made between this publishing asso
ciation and the Socialist Labor P arty  gave th a t association
certain rights in electing the editor, but it was clearly stated  in
the s t i^ la t io n  made that if any disagreem ent between the Na-
tional Executive Commitee of the Socialist Labor P arty  and
the Publishing Association should arise the members of the
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p arty  w ere to  decide by a referendum  vote. The pow er to  elect
an editor was thus vested in the party. The V olkszeitung was,
however, in possession of the subscription money, m ailing lists
and of everything except the editorial office. This circum
stance was to  have finished the job of killing the S. L. P. A
bogus People was now issued by the V olkszeitung; being in
possession of the mailing lists the Volkszeitung was in a posi
tion to  use these. But the bogus People, not only printed but
also edited by these gentlemen, was a sight to  behold. I t  w as
the incarnation of Aesop’s fable about the ass in a lion’s skin ;
its braying deceived only children, o r adults w ith a  child’s m en
tal faculties.

T here were thus tw o papers printed, each claiming to be
the organ of the Socialist Labor Party. The bolters claimed
to be the S. L. P. The bogus People in the first week reached
the readers first, and the managem ent of the Volkszeitung, hav
ing been in trusted  by the party  with its publication, was rec
ognized at first by the postal authorities. M any of the new
readers of The People were positively puzzled when instead of
receiving one copy of the paper they received two, each claim
ing to  be the genuine, each claiming to be the official organ of
the Socialist L abor Party.

“ Kangaroos” Beaten in Court
The V olkszeitung crowd nominated candidates and made

attem pts to parade as the Socialist Labor Party . I t  was on tha t
account that they were christened kangaroos by De Leon, re
calling the kangaroo courts of Civil W ar times that established
them selves in localities where they were no t known, called a
sitting  of the court, chose jurym en, held tria ls, imposed fines,
collected the same, and then jumped, kangaroo-like, to  another
place ju st before they were discovered—so much like the Volks
zeitung fellows who were usurping the name and functions o f
the Socialist L abor P arty . The name “kangaroo” stuck to
them for some time even after the abandonm ent of their claim
th a t they were the Socialist Labor Party.

The courts had finally to  decide who was who and why.
The party  secured the services of the talented atto rney  at law,
Benjamin P atterson, whom De Leon knew from  the days at
Columbia University. The kangaroos, knowing they had a hard
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case, hired lawyers who stood high up in politics: Abe Gruber,
the Republican politician, and ex-Governor Black were hired
by them. Hillquit, their own Hillquit, did not dare alone to
take up the case and cause of the usurpers of whom he was a
leader, the political pull of an ex-governor was needed to pull
them through the courts. But it was of no avail. The kan-
igaroos lost all the suits brought against the party; their case
was too flagrant a violation of all parliamentary law, common
law, as well as the unwritten law of decency. That a rump
body composed of delegates from a few assembly district or
ganizations could assume the functions of claimant, judge, jury,
and executioner all at once, and at a single session prefer
charges against, hold court, find guilty, suspend or expel the
majority of members, suspend or expel all the officers of the
organization in New York, depose all the national officers of
the party, including editors of party organs,—that was too
much even for a capitalist judge sitting in a capitalist court to
endorse; such a precedent could not be established.

The kangaroos were in desperate straits. Everything they
undertook turned out as their midnight attack upon the party
headquar^rs had turned o u t-a  failure. In the cities outside
ot New York where attempts were also made to capture the
party organizations and their belongings, they fared no better.
In Cleveland, Chicago, Milwaukee, Indianapolis, everywhere
their kangaroo attempts were frustrated.

Party Weathered the Storm
At that time I was sent by the New York State Executive

Committee on a trip to visit all Sections in the state. Roches-
kangaroos predominated.

They had their most precious Frank Sieverman in Rochester,
who had opposed the Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance at
he na lonal convention of 1896. Sieverman boasted at that

w  ?  "konnsr from within” in the Boot and
•Shoe Workers Union—how successful can be judged today by

e number of labor fakers turned out by that organization.
The only other Sections of the party that “kangarooed” in
New York state were Section Portchester, a small-town in West-
cheHer County, and a Section in Oneida composed of cigar



FROM J899 TO THE LAUNCHING
OF THE I. W. W. IN J905

Hard Fight of Party and S. T. & L. A .—Daily
People a Rallying Point—“ Little Kangaroo”
Affair—Conflict in International—Rise of So
cialist Unionism

In spite of w hat had happened within the party  in 1899,
w hich was surely enough to  disrupt any organization, the party
m ore than held its own on election day and even made gains
w here a ticket was put in the field. In the 16th Assembly Dis
tric t in New Y ork city the straight party  vote was increased,
and  De Leon’s sym pathetic vote of 2,000 was held.

T hroughout the whole country the vast m ajority of the
four hundred Sections stood with the party  and its duly elected
N ational Executive Committee. Only in com paratively few
places did the usurpers w ith their secretary, H enry Slobodin,
get recognition, endorsem ent, or support. In  Cleveland, Ohio,
R obert Bandlow and Max Hayes, publishers of the pure and
simple paper, The Citizen, were such exceptions. At San F ran 
cisco the notorious politician, Job H arrim an, swayed some to
the Slobodin side. W hile in New Y ork city, with a few ex
ceptions, all the crowd reading the V olkszeitung “kangarooed,”
the bulk of the German com rades throughout the country re
mained true to  the Socialist Labor Party. F. Kalbitz held the
fo rt in Chicago, R ichard Koeppel and A lbert Schnabel, Sr., in
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Milwaukee, Christiansen in Cleveland, Luedecke in Rochester,
and many other German comrades of prominence elsewhere
repelled the attacks of the Volkszeitung which claimed now to
be the mouthpiece of all German Socialists in America.

U nfortunately, the Volkszeitung Publishing Association
had been entrusted  by the party  with the publication of its
German official organ, Vorwaerts. This paper, previously pub
lished by the party  itself in magazine form, had been a few
years before converted into one publication with the weekly
edition of the Volkszeitung, and was now in the clutches of
the Volkszeitung crowd. The party was left w ithout an organ
in the German language. Through the m ost strenuous efforts
of Boris Reinstein the Buffalo A rbeiter Zeitung was taken
over by the Buffalo Section and made a party  organ, and la ter
the Cleveland Volksfreund became the official party  paper in
German and has remained such to this day.

Kangaroot and Tammany Hall
The 16th Assembly D istrict occupied in the 1899 campaiim

the center of the stage, even more so than in the previous two
campaigns, due to the fact that De Leon was again the party’s
sU ndard bearer in that district. T hat all the forces the kan
garoos, combined with Tam many labor fakers could m uster,
were deployed in the 16th, goes without saying. Tam many
politicians, labor mislcaders, walking delegates, label commit
tee  beneficiaries, shyster lawyers and E ast Side “cadets,” these
were the allies of the infamous gang of the Volkszeitung.

Again I must reiterate that these are not unsubstantiated
assertions. The proof of the statem ent is revealed by the fact
th a t the man whom Tam many Hall -put on its ticket to  nm
against De Leon was Samuel Prince, a member of Cigar Mak
ers Union No. 144, the same local in which another Samuel
was a member, namely Samuel Gompers; the same Cigar Mak
ers Union whose delegates to the label committee, together
w ith the delegates from the other locals of tha t organization,
notably the so-called Progressive No. 90, were conducting a
“system atic label agitation” described at length in a previous
chapter.

The selection of Sam Prince by Tam m any for the ca»-
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didacy on its ticket in the 16th showed the underground con
nections among De Leon’s opponents. Tammany was not in
the habit of throwing its nominations for office to fellows who
could not pay spot cash for such “honors,” and Tammany heel
ers were never known to work for love of cause or principle*
The nomination of Prince, who could not buy a round of drinks
unless he was doing label agitation, and thus paying with the
union’s money, was a sacrifice by Tammany to save itself from
defeat by the Socialist Labor Party  at the suggestion of the
Volkszeitung element.

Prince stood as low morally and intellectually as a man
can be imagined to stand in the labor movement,—a vulgar ig
noramus, he was a disgrace even to the A. F. of L., which re
quires no great standard. While Tam many was whooping it
up for this fellow as candidate for the Assembly in the 16th,
the Volkszeitung came to his aid by the distribution of leaflets
telling Socialists not to vote, tha t there was no Socialist ticket
in the field, that De Leon had been expelled from the party,
and that he was a union wrecker. Tam many held the same
language.

Feverish W ork to Beat De Leon
The scum of the great metropolis was let loose in the 16th;

so great was the fear that De Leon would carry the district
tha t open-air meetings of the Socialist Labor Party  were
broken up by the police. ‘‘Big Chief” Devery, then head of
the whole police department of New York city, sardonically
answered the Section’s protest with the reply that the meet
ings of the Socialist Labor Party  were interfered with because
the Democratic Party  had applied to hold meetings on the very
same corners a long time ahead of the Socialist Labor Party.

On the day of election I saw a Socialist Labor Party  chal
lenger at the polls slugged by plug-uglies, such as are not seen
by daylight at any other time of the year, but who make their
appearance on election day and who appeared in profusion in.
tha t particular election in the 16th A. D.

If  there be any comrade in the Socialist Labor Party, or
one in sympathy with the party, who is blessed or damned with
earthly possessions and who may not be contributing much
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started  lacked the necessary com pactness and harmony within
its own ranks to  maintain a successful offensive position. There
were two central labor bodies in New Y ork city. I t will be
rem em bered tha t w ith a few other unions outside of New
York, D istrict Assembly 49, form erly of the K nights of Labor,
and the Central Labor Federation, constituted the Socialist
T rade and Labor Alliance. D istrict Assembly 49 was practi
cally free from the craft union form of organization—at least,
no  craft union spirit pervaded it, while in the Central Labor
Federation the craft union form and spirit were the dom inant
factors. From  the very s ta rt there was not the homogeneous
organization which was necessary to  carry the day against the
fierce opposition the Alliance had to meet.

Corruption and Ita “ Denouncers”
Though the industrial form of organization was not then

in vogue in D istrict Assembly 49, there was a tendency tow ard
such a form  of organization and against the narrow , pure and
simple craft union. De Leon used to  speak jokingly of the
“Amalgamated Association of Pretzel V arnishers” and the
“United Brotherhood of Journeym en H orse-tail Scrubbers,”
thus ridiculing the craft unionism of those days.

The leading spirits in the Central Labor Federation were
August W aldinger and E rnest Bohm, both of whom had somej
executive ability. Bohm was a good secretary, and W aldinger
an excellent sergeant-at-arm s. De Leon was reproached by the
anti-Alliance m em bers of the party, because such fellows as
W aldinger and Bohm, the la tter being the first national secre
ta ry  of the Alliance, were the officials of a Socialist economic
organization for which the Socialist Labor P arty  stood spon
sor. I t  was not only hinted hut openly claimed by some of the
oppositionists tha t both Bohm and W aldinger were so crooked
tha t they had to  sleep in a washtub! De Leon defended them
while there were no specific charges made, but fought them
when at the 1898 convention of the Socialist T rade and Labor
Alliance corrupt practices were proved against the two.

The exposure of Bohm and W aldinger resulted in the w ith
drawal of the Central Labor Federation from the Socialist
T rade and Labor Alliance. M ost of the locals of the Central
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Labor Federation were with the efficient secretary, Bohm, and
the no less efficient sergeant-at-arms, Waldinger. The Central
Labor Federation shortly after merged with the Central Labor
Union into what was christened the Federated Labor Union.
Bohm was given the job of recording secretary, and Waldinger
retained his important post which he occupied in the Central
Labor Federation.

The act of corruption proved against both these gentlemen
at the 1898 convention of the S. T. & L. A. was that they sought
and accepted advertisements of candidates of the capitalist po
litical parties in a souvenir program published by the Central
Labor Federation. The interesting part of this episode was
the circumstance that after Bohm and Waldinger had been
proved guilty of these unsavory practices, the oppositionists
in the party who had denounced them as crooks before, now
took their part, again blamed De Leon, and once more raised
the cry that wherever Dc Leon was there was sure to be dis
sension. When Bohm thereafter became the secretary of the
Federated Labor Union he w-as spoken of by those who had
denounced him as a villain while he was national secretary of
the Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance, as a very good and
honest fellow—so honest and good that one could have come to
the conclusion that Bohm had really to hold on to something
solid on this earth to prevent sailing straight heavenward, the
law of gravity notwithstanding.

Strikes Under the Alliance
Wm. L. Brower, of District Assembly 49, was elected in

Bohm's stead as national secretary of the S. T. & L. A. During
his incumbency in office most of the struggles of the Alliance
took place. The most important struggle of the Alliance was
the strike of textile workers at Slatersville, R. I. Though the
strike was lost the firm was unable to reopen the mills in that
town,—the members of the S. T. & L. A. preferred rather to
leave the place than to return to work under the bosses’ terms,
A large strike in the Shoen Steel works at Pittsburgh, Pa., was
also conducted by the Alliance and attracted great attention at
the time. Many minor struggles were fought under the banner
of the Alliance. Most numerous among the trades that or-
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ganized in the S. T. & L. A. were the textile workers, shoe
workers, and metal and m achinery workers. Charters were is
sued to locals in many other trades in a large number of indus
tria l centers.

There is no doubt th a t the time was as ripe for a  class
conscious economic organization of the w orkers tw enty years
ago when the S. T . & L. A. was born as it is now. There was,
however, a lack of men equipped with the knowledge and de
term ination and self-reliance to  carry out the plans of the or
ganization, which, in its cradle, was called by would-be friends
of the revolutionary m ovem ent a “still-born child.’’ How “still
bo rn” it was we m ay gather from  the efforts th a t were made
by all the enemies of Socialism to  strangle the child, especially
during the fighting days of the Pioneer Cigar M akers’ Alliance,
to  have been a m em ber of which I cherish as a badge of honor.

The Lie About the Cigar Strike
T he main facts of the Seidenberg and the Davis cigar

shop affairs have been published several times. T he lie that
th e  members of the P ioneer Cigar M akers’ Alliance scabbed in
D avis’s cigar shop has been repeated by every A. F. of L. jou r
nal, by every pseudo-Socialist privately owned sheet; the lie
has been repeated by every S. P. soap-boxer, by every A. F. of
L. organizer. Some even claimed that De Leon was a cigar
m aker and had worked in the Davis shop. L et the facts be re
sta ted  with a few sidelights throw n upon the m atter th a t have
perhaps not been m entioned before.

W hen in 1900 the cry was raised th a t the Alliance had
scabbed in the Davis shop many who were friendly disposed
tow ard  the Alliance were taken off their feet. T o  hear th a t an
A. F. of L. body has scabbed on another A. F. of L. organiza
tion or upon unorganized w orkers does not as a general rule
come as a surprise; th a t is an everyday occurrence. The charge
sounds different, and rightly  so, when made against a Socialist
organization—just as everyone is jarred  when a Socialist i.s
sent to  prison for wife-beating or a similar offence, while no
one is a t all astonished that Dem ocrats, Republicans, and “In 
dependents” fill the prisons and jails. A heinous crime com 
mitted by a member of the Socialist Labor P arty  would create
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a sensation, while the same crime committed by an adherent
of any other political party  would be taken w ithout special
notice of the criminal’s political affiliation. This is a tribute
paid unconsciously to  the ethics of Socialism in general, and
the ethics of the Socialist Labor P arty  membership in particu
lar. So it was at the time with the Alliance and the charge of
scabbery.

A. F. of L. Dark Practice in Davis Shop
O ut of 259 employes in the Davis cigar shop only 22 were

members of the In ternational Cigar M akers’ U nion; some be
longed to  the Alliance; the rest were unorganized. The strike
■was decided upon by the advisory board of the A. F. of L.
cigar m akers’ locals in New York and sanctioned by the execu
tive board of their union, w ithout the knowledge or consent of
the cigar makers who did not belong to  the union. W hen Al
bert Maroushek, of the A. F. of L. cigar makers, called a shop
m eeting of the Davis cigar shop he found a few m em bers of
the  Alliance who were ready to strike, but not under the aus
pices of the Cigar M akers’ In ternational Union, after the ex
perience they had made in Seidenberg’s, where a strike had
taken place shortly before, and where Alliance men had struck
w ith the International only to strike themselves out of their
jobs. The w orkers had been gotten out on strike with the
prom ise of higher wages; the strike was settled under old prices
o r even lower, but all had to  join the A. F. of L. union and
enjoy the privilege of paying their dues to the same.

The men who had made this experience knew the dark ways
of the officials of the A, F. of L. Cigar M akers’ union, and pro
tested  that a vote be taken, which showed only those who were
m em bers of the A. F. of L. union to be in favor of a strike, the
overwhelming m ajority being against. Maroushek, the union
delegate, declared that it did not m atter how the vote stood,
th a t "the union,” his union, “declared the shop on strike, and
any one who would remain would be branded as a scab.”

The w orkers wanted higher wages, to be sure, but they
knew that M aroushek’s union would not get them that. They
refused to be bulldozed and called upon the Alliance to make
a demand for higher wages to the firm. This was done. Davis



80 W IT H  DE LE O N  SIN C E ’89.

agreed to pay the wages demanded, which were the same con
tained in the A. F. of L. union’s price list. The shop was or
ganized and held by the Alliance. Those who were afraid of
M aroushek’s threat stayed away. I t  was a question which o r 
ganization should control the shop, and no t in the rem otest
way could the action of the Alliance be construed as scabbing.

Chorus of Calumny Raised
The A. F. of L. saw its opportunity. The word was passed

to  the 4Ü0 locals of the Cigar M akers’, to all the rest of the
A. F. of L. unions throughout the country that “Alliance men
are scabbing!’’ W ithou t the activity and zeal of those
who had seceded from  the party this would hava
had little or no effect. The kangaroo press, the
Volkszeitung leading, in sore straits as they were, beaten by
the S. L. P. a t every turn, not only joined the chorus, but were
loudest in their denunciation of the Alliance. A braham  Cahan,
against whose m ethods of bossism and exploitation in these
la tte r days the w riters on the Yiddish V orw aerts went on
strike, was as a m atter of course also one of the loudest in
calling the S. T. & L. A. men scabs. Cahan told the Jewish
Avorkers down town that the Alliance “scabs” were only “dumme
Gojim” (“ignorant gentiles”). The Bohemian daily papers up
town, the New Yorske Listy, a Tam m any sheet, and H las Lidu,
subsidized by Tam m any one year and by the Republican P arty
the next, w rote tha t the Alliance “scabs” were “only Jews."

As a proof' of the statem ent as to the foul m ethods that
were resorted to  by the many and varied enemies of the S. T.
& L. A. the below sample from  the Bohemian daily paper, New
Yorske Listy, referring to  the Pioneer Cigar M akers’ Alliance,
is here exhibited. The article in question was an attack upon
the Bohemian Socialist Labor P arty  orgfan, Pravda, which was
then published in New York. A few lines will suffice. F rom
New Yorske Listy, Feb. 20, 1899;

“The gentlem en of Pravda, those K nights w ithout fear o r
fault, reform ers who are boasting about their laborism , are so
much in favor of labor that they w ork with much enthusiasm
for a certain union which is com posed of about two dozen
Polish Jews.”
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In answering the New Yorske Listy, the organ of Tammany
and the misnamed International Cigar Makers’ Union the
Fravda wrote:

We hold that there should be in existence a fighting un
ion, not a sick benefit society. Furthermore, we wish to tell
.he New Yo„he L i,„ , i„ . r a r .h .  „ew
union IS composed of Polish Jews, that we are truly interna
tional, that a worker who is true to the working class and its
interests we esteem much more highly, be he a Polish Jew or
anything else, than a scoundrel who under the mask of pa
triotism commits treason against the working class, even
though It be an editor of a Bohemian daily paper....... How
about the International Cigar Makers’ Union-what is Samuel
Gompers or Adolph Strasser? And here in New York the lo-

Heimerdinger, Abraham Levy, Solomon Ro-
Are thes>^"^^T« Moses De Costa?

any different than the Jewish members of the Al-
earner?” Po'a«d to America a few

Race Prejudice Appealed To
The opponents of the Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance

by appeals to racial feeling and to the superstition of the
masses succeeded in creating the impression that the Alliance
had actually committed a wrong act. Those who utter a lie
over and over again are apt to believe finally that they speak
the truth. After a short period Davis tried the capita S t  tr S

A I? n «  m"en :  increasl The
immediateTfiSed T th  A F of
-e re  the scabs ° ^
at ««'^ertheless, the lie was hurled
the n  ^  that the Alliance had scabbed in
of tfe affaTr®* Th **»d a different version
by m n y

Thus did men who claimed to be Socialists, united with
Ind u L r °  All the Socialist Tradeand U bor Alliance, and stain their hands with the blood of
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the organization th a t sought to emancipate the w orking class.
The A. F. of L., which seeks to  perpetuate the system of wage
slavery, has benefited thereby as well as capitalism  itself.

The bolters from  the Socialist L abor P arty  held a conven
tion at Rochester, N. Y., and decided to  unite with the Social
D em ocratic P arty —in fact, that was the only th ing left for
them  to do.

Scceders Forced Themselves on S. D. P-
A t the Indianapolis convention of the Social Dem ocratic

P arty  some sort of union between th a t organization and the
K angaroo party  was decided upon, but the rank and file of the
S D P. rejected the union by a referendum  vote. The Kan
garoos stuck to the S. D. P. ju st the same; hatred  of the So
cialist Labor P arty  w as w ith them the m ost im portant factor.
They pocketed the kick adm inistered to  them  by the cef^en-
dum of the Social D em ocratic P arty  and supported the Debs
ticket in the 1900 Presidential election with m ight and main.

All adversaries of the Socialist Labor P arty  now saw what
they thought was a chance to  deal it a  death blow. The year
1900 found many outspoken anti-Socialists giving their suppor
to  the S. D. P., hoping thereby to  bring  about a speedy end o
its feared enemy, the fighting S. L. P-

The Socialist Labor P arty  had to  fight for its life. Had
the party  been merely a vote-seeking organization the wish of
its enemies would have been gratified. But the life of the
Socialist Labor P arty  never depended upon the vote R could
poll for its candidates and least of all in the 1900 Presidential
election, when the elements who regarded the vote as all im
portan t had left the party. The life of the party  did depend at
th a t time upon its ability to maintain its press for in th a t yea
(July 1. 1900) the Daily People was started  and had to  be main-

The nam e of Dehs, w ith its sound of popularity combined
with tolerance tow ard  all sorts of reform  ideas, from  municipa
ownership a la  Glasgow, New Zealand Socialism, to  A. F. o
L  unionism, and every other ism that leads away from the
revolutionary path tha t alone means v k to ry  for the
class, gave the S. D. P. 97.000 votes. The Socialist Labor P ar-
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ty received 36,000 votes for its Presidential ticket—Joseph F.
Malloney, a machinist of Boston, Mass., and Valentine Rem-
mel, a glass blower of P ittsburgh, Pa.

The enemies of the Socialist L abor P arty  thought that
now the solemn ceremonies at the funeral of the hated S. L. P.
would be held, but they found to  their sorrow  a “corpse" very
much alive and kicking.

S. L, P. Immediate Demands Dropped
The convention of 1900 cut off from the party  platform

the tapeworm  of immediate demands and thus took a step for
ward. De Leon, like all great men, rose to  his full height in
the hours of danger and his teaching of the uncom prom ising
attitude the proletarian movement is to follow and the neces
sity of economic organization w ithout which the social revolu
tion cannot be carried out were studied now more closely than
before.

The financial aid given to  m aintain the Daily People by
party members and sym pathizers indicated clearly enough that
the Socialist Labor P arty  would stay in the field until it had
fulfilled its mission. W hatever weak spot there was in the
S. L. P. membership was of course now discovered There
were those who could not remain with an organization that had a
world of enemies to  fight against; these soon left the party
p e  Leon worked with greater zeal than ever. His editorials
in the Daily People were like cannon shots aimed at the arm or
of capitalism. W ith De Leon’s none of the writings in the best
of the Social Democratic sheets could be compared.

There still remain to  be told many happenings of the days
of the so-called split and the campaign of 1900, a year there-
** deeply wounded the young movement
which had been guided by the m aster-hand of Daniel De Leon
to  make straight for the proletarian revolution. W ell may
^ e  deeds that inflicted the wounds upon the Socialist Labor
P arty  be called the Crime of 1899. W hat slander failed to ac
complish the false prophets of reform sought to  bring about
With promises of immediate relief for the workers.

Fifteen years have passed since this Crime of 1899, and
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tweaty-five years since the forces of reform and revolution
locked horns in the Socialist Labor movement of America.
Well may we ask in this year of our Lord, 1915, where are the
immediate relief measures promised? Where are the beautiful
things that were to be showered upon workingmen and women,
upon the aged and upon the babes? Is there one among the
adherents of reform who is not a self-seeker, and who would
deny that the sweet promises made have not materialized, or
in De Leon’s words, that the promised loaf of bread that was
to fall into the worker’s lap is not a loaf of bread but a stone?
Is there an honest man who can deny that the lot of the wage
worker today has not been improved, that immediate relief has
not been secured? Yet, that was the tune hummed into the
ears of the workers then, and the same tune is hummed into
their ears today: Socialism a step at a time, with something
now, while the step is not toward Socialism, and the something
now turns out to be added misery for the working class.

Party Members Stand True
Once more the 16th Assembly District must be mentioned.

In the campaign of 1900 De Leon was again the Socialist La
bor Party candidate for member of assembly, with the “Hon
orable” Samuel Prince running against him on the Tammany
ticket, and a dishonorable Kangaroo on the Social Democratic
ticket. The statement made in an East Side café the year be
fore the split by a fellow called “Humpy” Hanover, a Tam
many heeler, that there would be a split in the Socialist Labor
Party and that there would be two Socialist parties in the field
in the 16th A. R. came true. De Leon received fifteen hundred
votes, or five hundred less than the year before. The Social
Democratic candidate running against De Leon received two
hundred votes. Prince was re-elected,—Tammany was saved.

The joy in the Tammany camp and in the Volkszeitung
camp was unbounded. The Socialistische Liedertafel made
ready to sing at the funeral of the Socialist Labor Party; how
many kegs of beer were consumed in addition to the regular
supply only God and the brewing company know. They were
a sadly disappointed Liedertafel, for the Socialist Labor Party
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did not show any signs of dying, in spite of the loss of votes.
Those who remained in the Socialist Labor P arty  were

convinced tha t the party  had taken the correct stand, and that
sooner or later the w orking class would realize this fact and
turn  to the Socialist Labor P arty ; that the logic of events, to 
gether with the educational work of the Daily People would
raise the S. L. P. to  be recognized as the only party  of So
cialism.

The devotion, the sacrifices, the w ork in behalf of the
maintenance of the Daily People will forever remain the bright
est day in the life of the party. On the day of its birth, after
a march through the streets several hundred com rades waited
until four o’clock in the m orning to receive the first copy of
the paper, the first, and in fact the only. Socialist daily ever
published in the English language. The building situated at
2-6 New Reade street, the birthplace of the Daily People, was
torn  down several years ago. The party  members named it the
Daily People F latiron Building, and it saw many of the strug
gles that followed the ones of 1899.

All party  institutions were housed in this building. The
basement was used by the mechanical departm ent; the ground
floor by the Labor News Company, the party’s literature agen 
cy; while the th ird  floor was occupied by the editorial rooms.
On the top floor were the offices of the national secretary,
also of Section New York, and the national office of the So
cialist T rade and Labor Alliance.

Dc Leon’s Sharp Discernment
De Leon’s room on the third floor was the point of the

triangle facing due east; a very small room it was, but with
plenty of air and morning sunshine. H ere De Leon labored
day after day pondering over the difficult problem s confront
ing the Labor movement, and here he forged many a weapon
with which the arsenal of the Socialist Labor P arty  bristles
and which the workers will use some day to the undoing of
capitalist class rule.

An interesting incident at the 1900 national convention may
serve to show the prevailing enthusiasm and also how not the
smallest of doings escaped the eyes of De Leon. A t that con-
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vention I was one of the delegates of Section New York. The
convention decided to  hold an executive session, when im por
tan t m atters dealing with the publication of the Daily People
were to be acted upon. T his decision m eant that only the
delegates could be present at th a t particular session, barring
all visitors, even party  members. This course had to  be taken
to prevent the financial weakness of the undertaking being re
vealed to the many enemies of the party. A m ong the daily
visitors to the convention was Comrade A. Klein, who realized
th e  urgent need of keeping away the spies, but who, being a
m ost loyal S. L. P . member, could not see why he should be
kept out of the executive session. Klein and I being members
in the same assembly district, and personal friends besides, he
came to me, greatly  excited, and declared tha t he must be ad
m itted  to the executive session. I inform ed him th a t I had
only one vote in the convention and could no t make special
rules for anyone.

Klein was not one of those who could be put off so easily.
H e had a very deep and strong  voice that trem bled with emo
tion when he was speaking about the movement. So brimful
of enthusiasm  and devotion to the S. L. P. was he that he
im agined the destiny of the movement in the 22nd assembly
distric t and the rest of the universe rested upon his shoulders.
Klein turned on me, his large eyes growing larger, and in his
deepest basso voice he pleaded with so much sincerity that I
prom ised to  find a means to have him adm itted to the executive
session. I did not know how this could be done, until a for
tunate thought struck me. The convention had appointed a
non-delegate, a member of Section New York, as sergeant-at-
arm s, as is usually done a t conventions. T h a t an executive
session needed more than one doorkeeper was a good enough
theory  to  advance to  have Klein appointed as the assistant
sergeant-at-arm s. My motion to  tha t effect w ent through like
greased lightning; no one objected—except De Leon, who called
to  me after the m otion was carried, not angrily but neverthe
less reprovingly: “Katz, tha t’s a scheme to  get Klein into the
executive session.”

Shortly  after the 1900 national convention of the Socialist
L abor P arty  the In ternational Socialist Congress was held in
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the city of Paris. It was at this congress that the “Kautsky
Resolution” was adopted. This resolution, proposed by Karl
Kautsky, who posed as the sage of the movement in Ger
many, aye, in all Europe, was voted for by all the parties rep
resented at that congress, with the exception of a few scattered
votes from Italy and Bulgaria, the Irish Workers’ Republican
Party, and the Socialist Labor Party of America.

M. Millerand, the present [July, 1915] Minister of War in
France, was then an active member in the French Socialist
movement. “To save the Republic” he accepted a portfolio in
the French ministry, in the same cabinet with General Galliffet.
the butcher of the Commune. Jules Guesde and his faction
demanded that the International Congress should repudiate
Millerandism. Jean Jaures, who at that time had faith in the
“co-operation of classes," asked for an endorsement of Miller
and s action. Kautsky’s resolution was to solve the question,—
was he not the best informed Marxist on earth?

The “ Kautsky Resolution’*
Kautsky’s resolution, which has since become famous—or

infamous, according to the viewpoint of ordinary mortals—
did not solve anything, and everyone was free to construe the
same to his own liking. The Russian Socialist paper Iskra
called it for that reason the “caoutchouc resolution.” The
resolution read:

“In a modern democratic State the conquest of the public
povyer by the proletariat cannot be the result of a coup de
main; it must be the result of a long and painful work of pro
letarian organization on the economic and political fields, of
the physical and moral regeneracy of the laboring class, and of
the gradual conquest of municipalities and legislative assem
blies.

But in countries where the governmental power is cen
tralized, it cannot be conquered fragmentarily.

The accession of an isolated Socialist to a capitalist gov
ernment cannot be considered as the normal beginning of the
conquest of political power, but only as an expedient, imposed,
transitory, and exceptional.

Whether, in a particular case, the political situation neces-
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sitates this dangerous experiment, is a question of tactics and
not of principle; the In ternational Congress has not to declare
itself upon th is point, but in any case the participation of a
Socialist in a  capitalist governm ent does not hold out the hope
of good results for the m ilitant proletariat, unless a great ma
jo rity  of the Socialist P arty  approves of such an act and the
Socialist m inister remains the agent of his party. In the con
trary  case of this m inister becoming independent of his party ,
or represenfing only a  fraction of it his intervention in capital
ist governm ent threatens the m ilitant proletariat with dis
organization and confusion, w ith a weakening instead of a for
tifying of it; it th reatens to ham per the proletarian conquest
of the  public pow ers instead of prom oting it.

"A t any rate, the Congress is of the opinion that even in
such extrem e cases, a Socialist must leave the m inistry when
the organized party  recognizes th a t the governm ent gives
evidences of partiality  in the struggle between capital an d
labor.”

T he "kangaroos" loved to  tell the tale of how K autsky dis
liked De Leon. Perhaps K autsky did; it does not do much
honor to K autsky if true. Most likely it is true. The au thors
of such resolutions and Daniel De Leon have not much ia
common.

Sanial and the “ Ninnies’
Lucien Sanial headed the delegation of the Socialist Labor

P arty  to Paris. I used to  take pride in being able to  im itate
Sanial’s French accent, which was so pronounced that once
after a mass m eeting held at Cooper Union, where Sanial was.
as usual then, one of the principal speakers, a comrade who had
not attended our m eetings before, wanted to  know who the
man was tha t had spoken in French! Sanial’s report was in
teresting, and my desire to reproduce all Sanial said and the
way he said it  to  the  members of my dear old 22nd Assembly
D istrict, has left an im pression still in my memory. Samal said:

“1 was on the commission th a t had to deal with the K aut
sky resolution; so was Jaures, whom I severely criticized. In
answ er to  my criticism Jaures retorted  sharply that he could
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stand all my sarcasm; that he had pretty broad shouldeis.
Whereupon I replied, ‘Comrade Jaures, you may have broa4
shoulders, but they are not broad enough to carry the Kautsky
resolution to the members of the Socialist Labor Party m.
America.’ "

Sanial in concluding his report denounced the Social DeM-
ocratic Party whose delegates had of course voted in favor «E
the Kautsky resolution. These were his closing remarks: "I
would rather have 36,000 men who are revolutionists and wh*»
know what they want, than a million ninnies who don’t know
what Socialism is.” Two years later Sanial joined the ‘‘ni»-
nies”—not only Sanial but quite a number of others who wcfc
functionaries of the party, agitators, organizers, members eS
the editorial staff of the Daily People, secretaries of state co«»-
mittees, writers in prose and writers in rhyme—all went heltoi-
skelter down the incline from the heights occupied by the So
cialist Labor Party. So many went down and with such swift
ness that De Leon remarked that he had to look at himself m
the mirror at least once a day to find out whether he had t t
gone with the others!

The “ Little Kangaroo” Exodus
How did it all happen? What caused the "kangWt” tar

“little kangaroo” outbreak of 1901-1902? Did the Sociali*
Labor Party change from its revolutionary position; did the
party renounce its attitude toward pure and simple unions;
did De Leon violate any of the party’s principles? No, noth^
ing of the sort happened, but those who left the Socialist La
bor Party, or others who were made to leave, had changed
their minds, even as did the ones who according to the books
of Moses returned to the flesh pots of Egypt.

Some got tired when they realized that the onward marcki
of the revolutionary Socialist Labor Party would not be a suc
cession of brilliant dashes carrying with it all the glory in a.
day. Others saw a very meager opportunity for an easy life-;
some were made to believe that the Socialist Labor Party was
doomed, and still others of the rank and file were misled, the
majority of whom, however, realizing their mistake, came back
again into the folds of the party.
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H ere we come across Charles V anderporten again. In
1901, a t a May Day meeting, he thus explained the difference
between the Socialist Labor P arty  and the Social Dem ocratic
P arty : “The difference,” said V anderporten, taking a silver
dollar out of his pocket and showing it to the audience, “is
this: this is a genuine silver dollar. There are im itations of
everything that is genuine; there are counterfeit silver dollars,
bu t,” continued V anderporten, to the delight of his auditors,
“ the counterfeit dollar hasn’t got the ring. So with the S. D.
P., it’s a counterfeit of the Socialist Labor P arty , and does not
ring true.” V anderporten a few m onths after this speech
joined the party  he himself had characterized as counterfeit.

V anderporten no doubt sounded afterw ard the coin of the
counterfeit party  and it m ust have sounded good enough to
him.

8. P. Corruption a Brake
A ltogether, the shock which the party  received when the

"little kang” affair followed so closely the Crime of 1899 was
the supreme te s t of its strength. The Socialist Labor P arty
survived it all. The intrigues failed. The danger was great,
the life of the Socialist Labor P arty  was certainly threatened.
W hen the membership saw Vogt, Sanial, Fiebiger, Forker,
Curran, and a  score of others who were speakers and writers,
turn against the S. L. P. it required moral fibre, strong convic
tions, and unbending determ ination to hold aloft the S. L. P.
banner. A t least in a negative way at this time, in a m anner
to be described here, the Socialist P arty , as it now styled itself,
rendered valuable assistance to  the Socialist L abor Party.

W hile intrigue against the party  by form er Socialist Labor
P arty  officials was the order of the day, and resignations of
individuals and even state organizations came thick and fast,
and all looked dark as night, so that members and sym pathiz
ers of the Socialist Labor P arty  were overcome by a feeling
of uncertainty, the Socialist P arty  conducted itself in a manner
that was bound to tu rn  one imbued with revolutionary prin
ciples to  the Socialist L abor P arty . The corrupt practices, the
log-rolling with capitalist political parties, the grovelling be
fore the American Federation of Labor leaders, and the hunt
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for votes without considering Socialist principles, did much to

who left the Socialist Labor Party, no matter how many lam
poons were sent out by soreheads, the principles of the party
So?he‘'° '" -" ‘’ Party had to be upheld
So the resignations of prominent members finally had the effect
t t e  greater „ e r ,  made to maintain the p . , , r . n d  it.

T A ^ H - rTe“  Hickey ease.
T. A. Hickey had been employed by the Socialist Labor Party
as agitator and orpnizer. and at the time here mentioned he
was a member of the editorial staff of the Daily People Hickey
as a speaker was applauded to a degree that completely wiped
out his modesty, of which he never possessed any great
amount Because he was regarded as a good speaker, aided
by his Irish witticisms, which generally took well, Hickey be
came possessed of the belief that he was the most important
where « e  failed to appear as a speaker
where Sections had arranged meetings, and sought to excuse
his conduct with most flimsy statements.

Conduct of T, A. Hickey
For literature sold en route Hickey had no inclination to

account, and when asked to appear before the grievance com
mittee of Section New York he claimed the Section had no
jurisdiction over him. He, the great Hickey, would not allow
such a conglomeration as the membership of the Section of
the party in New York to judge him. His work on the Daily
People was altogether unsatisfactory-in fact, he left the work
to others, and was finally dismissed.

Party members who heard Hickey going around denounc
ing^ the membership of Section New York were indignant
asainst hinn Among these were Julian Pierce, the manager of
the Labor News Company, the very one who preferred charges
against Hickey, but who later joined the queer set that L
noimced the Socialist Labor Party, and which included ffickey.
H ?k V’ ”  bed-fellows, and so does intrigul

ys protestations and denunciations alone would have
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been w ithout any effect, for in spite of his abilities as a soap
box o rator no one ever suspected Hickey of possessing force
of character or faculties for deep thought.

H ickey’s cause was to  the surprise of all taken up by a man
whose name has been m entioned in these reminiscences a
num ber of times, H ugo Vogt, the form er editor of the «
German organ, the able w riter and lecturer, who was regarded
as a tower of strength  in the movement. U ttle  did the party
members know that V ogt, who was now the m anager of the
Daily People, was breaking down under the w eight of the
responsibilities heaped upon him, w ork and responsibilities to
which V ogt was unaccustomed. V ogt was a clever theoreti
cian, a forceful speaker, but he was not a t all fitted for the
office he held as D aily People business m anager, and should
certainly no t have accepted the job. V ogt barely m easured
five feet and had a fra il physique.

The “ Brotherhood of Booze”
I t  was the  fact th a t V ogt was rapidly breaking down, phys

ically, m entally, and m orally tha t made him associate with and
take the p art of Hickey. H ickey having V ogt to  defend him,
w ent around like a  desperado, shouting defiance a t the party,
especially when under the influence of liquor, which was very
frequently and fo r long periods.

M ax F orker, another one am ong the ag itators and or
ganizers, the best German speaker in the Socialist Labor P arty
and V ogt’s “college chum,” was in a g reat degree the cause of
V ogt’s conduct. F orker was one of those who have the fixed
idea tha t the elixir of life and action is to  be found in the glass
filled to the brim with the juice of the grape, hops and m alt,
o r barley, or corn, or rye (he was no t particular which, so
long as the juice was well ferm ented or distilled). Forker ha
the physique to  stand a good quantity of any beverage or
liquor w ithout any visible signs of bad effect, and since V og
w as overworked F orker recommended the stimulative cup t
him , which, however, had a disastrous effect upon the physi
cally weaker man, Vogt. This partaking of stim ulants became
a  regular habit am ong a few other members, until several o
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them formed “the brotherhood of booze” that was bound to
have serious consequences and deplorable results.

Again, in other quarters at this same period members who
had at first no connections with this “brotheVhood” began to
find fault with the party administration. The principal ones
were a few members of the party in Pittsburgh, Pa., at that
time a bright spot on the map of the Socialist Labor Party.
Among the latter was the secretary of the Pennsylvania State
Committee, Eberle, and his associates Goff, Adams, Schulberg,
and others. They contended that Pittsburgh should be the seat
of the national headquarters of the party, that the organization
of the Socialist Labor Party and the Alliance was more for
midable there than in New York; that there was a greater
tonnage of wealth produced in the Pittsburgh district than
elsewhere (which was quite true, as pig iron is heavy of
weight); that Pittsburgh was the “logical center”; that head
quarters should be moved to Pittsburgh forthwith, with Eberle
incidentally in the position of National Secretary, for while I
did not hear Eberle sing that song, “I want a situation. I
want it very badly, etc.,” that was the real object of the chief
of the “logical centrists,” as they were called afterward.

Disruptive EJcmcnts Combined
A member from New York who had moved to Pittsburgh,

one Wegeman, who was extremely bald-headed and who wore'
spectacles, posed as a sort of intellectual celebrity. Wegeman
had in addition to his baldness of head a diminutively flat nose,
and wore a Van Dyke beard, so that at first glance he looked
all head and whiskers. This individual denounced the party
administration in New York to the members in Pittsburgh
who evidently mistook Wegeman’s baldness for a high fore
head—a dome of intellect chockful of knowledge and wisdom.
Many of the members discovered this optical illusion soon but
not before a whole lot of harm had been done. The “brother
hood of booze” in New York was pleased, and welcomed the
new allies, the “logical centrists.”

p ie  “logical centrists” and the “brotherhood of booze”
received aid and comfort from unexpected quarters. H. Keiser,
James P. Reid, and Thomas Curran, of Rhode Island, all very
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influential members of the party  in “L ittle Rhody,” also turned
against the Socialist Labor Party , and thus a sort of “triple
alliance” was formed to smash the party.

This com bination was joined by an additional or fourth
ele«ient in New York, which trained w ith Julian Pierce, then
m anager of the Labor News Company. P ierce had nothing m
common with H ickcj' or V oct; he was a sober man, in fact
the very one, as already stated, who preferred charges against
Hickey at the outset of the whole affair. The fellows who
stood with P ierce were the two Ephraim s; Ephraim  Siff and
Ephraim  H arris, and a few others with saintly names but
Luciferic motives. They wanted to  discontinue the Daily Peo
ple and turn  the Daily People plant in to  a m oney-m aking en
terprise. The Pierce-Siff aggregation became known, accord
ingly, as the Daily People K illers’ League.

United by Jealousy of De Leon
The “triple alliance” became a quadruple concern, but none

of its com ponent parts dared openly to  assail the Socialist La
bor P arty  principles or tactics; they all claimed to be in accord
with the basic principles of the Socialist Labor Party . In a t
tacking the party  they all hid their real object behind gener
alities and personal attacks upon De Leon, Kuhn, and what
they term ed in their lampoons the “m anaging powers.”

V ogt had only contem pt for Siff and P ierce; the “logical
centrists” were not in love with the ir Rhode Island allies, and
Pierce disliked all the rest, for he considered himself a j 'lo g ica l
center” all by himself. The only thing they all had Tn com
mon, like the ir predecessors of 1899, was hatred  for the man
whose inferiors they all well enough knew themselves to  be,
intellectually and morally—Daniel De Leon.

T hose were indeed critical days. Lam poon followed lam
p o o n -s e n t broadcast by the four groups that were bent upon
killing the Socialist Labor Party . Some good fellows were
drawn into the vortex th a t for a spell gained quite some force.
P eter Fiebiger, who because of his good nature and his liberal
contributions to the party  funds we called “Saint Peter, and
Peter Damm, who because of his name was frequently called
“Damn Peter,” were two men of the la tte r kind.
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I t  was a t this time that old Lucien Sanial was persuaded
by Vogt and Eberle to join the “logical centrists.’’ Sanial sent
a  le tter of resignation from the S. L. P. to the National Execu
tive Committee. The sending of a resignation from the party
to any other body than the Section of which Sanial was a mem
ber betrayed the m an’s knowledge of facts relating to party
organization and its laws and regulations. The National Exec
utive Committee notified Sanial of his mistake, but wishing to
save Sanial for his own sake, offered to send a com mittee to
N orthport, L. I., where he lived, to have the whole situation in
the party  gone over thoroughly.

Sanial’s Avoidance of an Understanding
De Leon, who at that time was wdth his family at Milford,

Conn., wrote tha t he too would like to  meet Sanial; in fact,
De Leon suggested tha t Sanial should be the judge in the case.
De Leon closed his letter by saying, “If Sanial finds that I am
in the way of harm ony in the party, I am willing to  migrate
to  Kokomo.” Sanial replied that the committee need not call,
that for the tim e being he would withdraw his resignation, and
that he would come to  New York to  meet the committee
which had been elected by the National Executive Committee
to  meet him. (This com mittee consisted of John J. Kinneally
and H enry Kuhn.)

Sanial did not keep his word. He did not come to meet
the committee, nor did he make his appearance in party  head
quarters. Instead a lampoon w ritten against the S. L. P. by
Sanial was added to the number already issued by the dis
rupters.

All the four groups of the la tter were heard by Sanial;
they looked him up and filled his ears with tales of a horrible
reign of te rro r in the Socialist Labor Party. Sanial knew bet
ter, but evidently a bit of jealousy against De Leon played a
part.

T hat Sanial knew better was shown by his escape from
facing the committee of the N. E. C. which he promised to
meet but did not dare to  meet. H e refused to act as a judge
in open court where all sides would have been heard, but did
assume all the functions of a judge in a court where accusations
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were whispered, where the defendant could not appear, and
the light of day could not break through. A fter presiding in
such a court Sanial issued his “opinion,” closing with the fol
lowing w ords;

A “ Boomerang” Prophecy
“ Every bad tendency will run its course, and Socialism

will survive; then woe to the men whose petty  interests, mean
am bitions, and vile intrigues may have for an instan t arrested
its progress and smirched its name.”

De Leon had a column in the Daily People reserved for
th e  “little kangs,” under the headline: “L ight Is  Breaking.” In
mhis column the above prophetic w arning w ritten by Sanial
w as kept standing. I t  was like the feather cast by the eagle
that feathered the arrow  which pierced the eagle’s breast.

The bad tendency did run its course, and Socialism and
the Socialist Labor P arty  did survive. The four-cornered
conspiracy disintegrated and m ost of its leaders, including
Sanial, Pierce, Eberle, and others found their way into the
Socialist P arty , the same party  so vehem ently denounced by
aA of them.

In  the 1902 election the Socialist Labor P arty  received
uwer 50,000 votes. The Daily People blazed uninterruptedly
its shot of fire against capitalism  and its outposts,—the Social-
irt L abor P arty  square rem ained unbroken.

In  the Ï902 Congressional election the Socialist P arty  re-
estved nearly a quarter of a million votes, votes caught in the
«Binner tha t fish are caught, and by no means cast for rev-
wfationary Socialism. The opportunistic immediate demands,
palliatives, reform  of and within the fram e of the capitalist po
litical State were the main issues, besides the catering to tlm
American Federation of Labor,—which organization De Leon
characterized as being neither American, nor a federation, nor
9 f labor—brought votes to  the Socialist P arty . If  votes alone
had been the only factor in decreeing the fate of the Socialist
I.abor Party , again the wishes and prophecies of its enemies
would have been fulfilled, and the Socialist Labor P arty  would
Iwve died once more.
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The Socialist P arty , intoxicated with its big vote, enlarged
and spread out wider its vote-catching nets, heralding every
reform er who was suspected of being in favor of governm ent
ownership of railroads or municipal ownership of water-works
or garbage-burning plants, as “com ing our way.” And with
tóe possibilities of landing somebody in office the Socialist
P a r ty  a ttracted  to  itself large quantities of would-be intellec
tuals, physicians w ithout a practice, lawyers w ithout clients
m inisters of the gospel w ithout congregations, all with hearts’
bleeding for the suffering w orking class, all possessed with
the Itch for office and the gift of sm ooth talk. Thus the So
cialist P arty  grew rapidly. Once having gained the numbers,
that m turn gave tha t m ovement the momentum to gain still
la rger numbers and still sm aller proportions of the kind of
num bers tha t are needed to carry out the social revolution.

S. L. P.’s Tenacity a Surprise
The innocents am ong the rank and file of the Socialist

P arty  could not understand why the Socialist Labor P arty  re
fused to abide by the m ajority and how it continued its exist
ence. T hat the Socialist Labor P arty  could publish a daily
paper in the English language was a  puzzle to  a good many
of these innocents, who were bled by the bigger party  to m ain
tain Its nwny papers, all privately owned. The leaders of the
Socialist P arty  tried to explain how it was "all on account of
th a t fiend De Leon,” “who was being supplied with funds by
capitalists, and “whose influence alone kept the Socialist La-
bo r P arty  together.” O ther sim ilar tales were told, such as
before the period of enlightenm ent were told to children to
keep them well-behaved and afraid of the bad bogey-man.

W hile mere numbers were thus gathered the Daily People
and Its editor were held in awe by these story-tellers, because
their many schemes to turn a dollar out of the m ovement by
all sorts of fake advertisements, “get rich quick” m ethods sell
ing  of p l d  mine stock by “millionaire Socialists,” and other
gold brick swindles, all under the cloak of Socialism were
prom ptly exposed in the columns of the Socialist Labor’ P arty
o r ^ n .  So also were exposed the crooked political deals of So
cialist P arty  candidates in accepting endorsements from both
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tbc Republican and Dem ocratic camps of the capitalist political
parties.

The Socialist P arty  editors of the privately-ow ned papers
simply denounced every exposure of their ill-doing as a “Daily
People lie,” notw ithstanding the fact tha t De Leon offered for
inspection in every case documents proving the charges.

Two “answ ers” the S. P .ites had always ready (and it is so
even unto th is day) when the incrim inating docum ents were
held under the ir noses: F irst, th a t the party  was not respon
sible for the acts of individuals, locals, or sta te com m ittees,
second, that they had the vote anyway. “W hat was the good
of taking the correct position, preventing corruption, and not
have votes?”

Dc Leon’s Educational Work
Thus, while the Socialist P arty  leaders were employing

every m ethod to get votes, more votes, w ith an office captured
here and there and everywhere, and Socialism was used by them
as a means to  feather their own nests, De Leon bent down to
the task of supplying the English-speaking pro letariat with
m ost useful knowledge, by translating  from the German M arx’s
“The 18th Brum aire of Louis Bonaparte,” Bebel’s (“Die Frau
und der Sozialism us”) “W om an under Socialism,” and from
the French the m onum ental m asterpiece of Eugene Sue, “The
M ysteries of the People, o r H istory of a P roletarian Family
A cross the Ages.”

Again, w hat a contrast between De Leon and the w riters
of books, the “authors,” in the other camp. There, w riters of
pamphlets and books m ostly w ithout an original thought, a re
hash of w hat o thers had taught and w ritten, in some instances
even plagiarizing De Leon’s great lectures, “W hat Means Tins
Strike?” and “Reform or Revolution,” and invariably paid for
by a publisher; here, a  man who, having all the qualifications
of a man of letters, preferred to  translate w hat he thought use
ful for the train ing of the class conscious workers, and equip
ping them  with the knowledge requisite for their emancipation,
rather than  appear as the author on the title page, with his
autograph a t so much per volume. F or all the literary work
outside of the editorship of the Daily and W eekly People, in-^
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eluding the voluminous Sue book translations (21 volumc.s),
De Leon did not accept a  cent, and when a magazine such as
The Independent paid De Leon for an article of his, De Leon
turned the amount over to the party. De Leon was denounced
by some people as a fanatic. The Socialist Party  certainly
cannot be charged with having in its midst any such “fanatic";
quite the contrary.

James Connolly’s Trip to America
At this time (1902) James Connolly, editor of the Irish

W orkers’ Republic, a paper published in Dublin, came to
America on a lecturing tour, by invitation and under the aus
pices of the Socialist Labor Party. Connolly played a v e ry
sorry role in after years, so it may be well to  tell here how
Connolly happened to receive the invitation of the party to
cross the big pond and make speeches in America.

The party  administration was not very much in favor of
inviting men from abroad to deliver speeches in a country in
which they were strangers and the conditions of which they
did not understand and did not care to study and understand.
This attitude was based on the experiences of the Socialist
Labor Party  with practically all the orators who had been in
vited before Connolly. Some had turned out to be Anarcho-
reformists or reformo-Anarchists, like Serati, who came from
Italy, or like Palm of Sweden who, after touring the United
States, told his countrymen that America was an Eldorado for
workingmen!

The plea that was made in behalf of Connolly by his
friends in New York, the reason advanced why he should be
invited to lecture for the Socialist Labor Party, was that he
would not be coming to teach but to learn; that all the British
pure and simple labor leaders who had visited “ the States”
were misinforming the workers in Great Britain and Ireland
about the Socialist Labor Party, and that when Connolly wanted
to expose them he was told, “W hat do you know about the
labor movement in America? You were never there; we were.”
Connolly wanted to visit America to be able upon his return
home to grind to  dust all the misleaders of labor in Dublin
and Cork.
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A young, enthusiastic Irishman, a member of Section New

York, Barney O’Toole, appeared a number of times before the
National Executive Committee urging that Connolly be invited.
Connolly came, and an extensive tour was arranged for him.
He received a weekly salary while lecturing for the Socialist
Labor Party, and was also granted the privilege of selling sub
scriptions to the Irish Workers’ Republic. Connolly made
some pretty good speeches, sold quite a number of his sub
scriptions, and returned home. But soon afterward (as some
comrades had predicted) he returned to this country. Evidently
he liked things here better than the “annihilating” of labor
fakers abroad.

Connolly’s Sorry Role
Because a situation was not given him by the party when

he arrived, Connolly began finding fault with the editor of The
People. He insisted upon certain articles of his on wages, mar
riage, and the church being published in the Daily People.
Connolly’s contention, embodied in these articles, was that
Bebel’s “Woman under Socialism” was a lewd book. The ap
pearance was that Connolly’s letters were inspired by Ultra-
montanism, and De Leon refused to publish some of them.
The 1904 national convention of the party to which De Leon
reported the “Connolly matter,” endorsed De Leon’s action.

Still Connolly’s expression of his opinion, contrary though
it was to the opinions of the whole membership of the Socialist
Labor Party, did not lead to any ill feeling on the part of De
Leon toward him nor did the party Sections show any ill will
toward Connolly. On the contrary, many of the Sections in
vited him to deliver speeches at their meetings, and a friend of
the Socialist Labor Party secured a job for Connolly in a ma
chine shop.

When a man has the ambition to wield the pen and deliver
orations from the public rostrum it is mighty hard to be com*
pelled by cruel fate to use a monkey wrench instead of a pen,
and the workshop bench instead of the speaker’s stand. Con
nolly thought himself outraged because he was not employed
on the editorial staff of the Daily People, and awaited his time
to strike a blow at De Leon, who he thought was in his way in
reaching his object.
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That time came a few years later, the description of which

will form another chapter in these reminiscences, but Con
nolly s subsequent acts will be more easily understood by re
membering these happenings relating to his first coming to
America.

Western Federation of Miners
The year 1904 was an eventful one in the history of the

American Socialist and labor movement. In the Western
mining states it seemed that an awakening had taken place
The object lessons given the workers by Governor Peabody of
Colorado and Governor Steunenburg of Idaho, two represent
atives of raw-boned capitalism, were indeed sufficient to war
rant such an awakening.

The members of the Western Federation of Miners struck
to enforce the eight-hour law, a law the passage of which it
had secured through a constitutional amendment in the state
of Colorado after a long-drawn struggle. De Leon’s statement
that "the tiger will fight for the tips of his mustache with the
same ferocity with which he would defend his very  life,’’ was
illustrated in the bitter class war in Colorado in 1903-1904

The deportations of members of the Western Federation
of Miners, the violation of every law of decency by the ruling
powers, the erection of so-called bull-pens, where workers were
imprisoned without due process of law; the turning of the
mining districts of the state into military camps, with all that
such a condition implies,—all this was surely enough to create
an awakening in the ranks of organized labor.

The Western Federation of Miners had withdrawn from
the American Federation of Labor in 1897, and was regarded
as a progressive economic organization. The American Labor
Union was practically only another name for the Wester*
Federation of Miners, called into existence to give the miners’
union a national character. It was the organ of that body, the
American Labor Union Journal, that gave cause for the hope
that an awakening had taken place. The articles in this paper
denounced craft unionism as well as pure and simple Socialist
politics. It looked very much as though the leaders of this
Western movement had at last grasped the situation and wer ;
beginning to heed the teachings of Daniel De Leon.
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How much, in  th is  form ative period of industrial un
ionism , the articles in this journal resembled De Leon’s posH
tion may be seen from  the following quotations, the first from
De Leon’s great lecture, “The Burning Question of T rade U n
ionism,’’ delivered a t Newark, N. J., on April 21, 1904, and the
second from  an article in The American Labor Union Journal
in  the December issue of the same year. F rom  De Leon’s
“ Burning Q uestion of T rade Unionism’’:

Followed De Leon’s Lead
“The parliam ent of civilization in America will consist,

not of Congressm en from  geographic districts, but of repre
sentatives of trades throughout the land, and their legislative
w ork will not be the com plicated one which a society of con
flicting interests, such as capitalism requires, but the easy one
which can be summed up in the statistics of the wealth needed,
the wealth producible, and the w ork required—and that any
average se t of w orkingm en’s representatives are fully able to
ascertain infinitely better than our m odern rhetoricians in
C ongress................

“In  the first place, the trade union has a supreme mission.
T hat mission is nothing short of organizing by uniting, and
uniting by organizing, the whole w orking class industrially—
not merely those for whom there are jobs; accordingly, not
only those who can pay dues. This unification or organiza
tion is essential in order to save the eventual and possible vic
to ry  from bankruptcy, by enabling the w orking class to assume
and conduct production the moment the guns of the public
pow ers fall into its hands—or before, if need be, if capitalist
political chicanery pollutes the ballot-box. The mission is im
portan t also in tha t the industrial organization forecasts the
future constituencies of the parliam ents of the Socialist Re
public."

From  American Labor Union Journal, December, 1904:

“The economic organization of the proletariat is the heart
and soul of the Socialist movement, of which the political
p arty  is simply the public expression at the ballot-box. The
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purpose of industrial unionism is to organize the working
the same departm ents of production

and distribution as those which will obtain in the Co-operative
Commonwealth so that, if the workers should lose the ir fran
chise they would still possess an economic organization intel-
igently trained to  take over and collectively adm inister the

tools of industry and the sources of wealth for themselves.”
The leaders in the American Labor Union were m em bers

of the Socialist P a r ty - a t  least a good many of them were.
This made the situation still more hopeful, for if the men who
advocated industrial unionism should carry their convictions

to the Socialist P arty  camp it could only mean the recogni
tion of the correctness of Socialist Labor P arty  principles, and
unity would be bound to  follow.

The members of the Sociali;t Labor P arty  in the E ast did
not question the integrity of the American Labor Union leader
ship; least of all did De Leon himself, who, judging men by
h s own standard of sincerity and earnestness, trusted the men
at the head of this new movement to be sincere. A t the 1904
national convention of the Socialist Labor P arty  a delegate
rom o orado, Chas. H. Chase, who knew most of the officials

in the American Labor Union, declared his doubts as to their
integrity. Time proved Chase’s suspicions well founded. Nev
ertheless, the events that followed dem onstrated that De Leon
foresaw the birth  of the industrial union from which the rev-
olutionary Socialist could not stand apart, and that, regardless
of the character of some of its founders, was a long step tow ard
tne  social revolution.

Leon at Amsterdam CongrcM
P ,  convention of the Socialist Labor

f Vn• . Corregan of New York and W illiam W  Cox
party’s standard bearers in that

Presidential election. Corregan’s speech at a ratification meet-
tng  held in Cooper Union still lingers in the m em ory of many
Socialist Labor P arty  men who heard him th a t night. The
little giant was a t his best.

In  August 1904, the International Congress was held at
Amsterdam. De Leon represented at that Congress the So-
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cialist Labor Paity  of the United States, and held also creden
tials from the Socialist Labor Party of Australia and of Canada.

The Kautsky resolution adopted at the Paris Congress ia
1900, which practically confirmed the acceptance of a ministerial
post' by Millerand, was the most important question to  be
acted upon by the Congress. Millerand had become a party
to the shooting by the military of striking workmen at Chaloa
and Martinique by remaining a member of the French Cabinet
while those butcheries were perpetrated.

The revolutionary spirit among European Socialists was
not then so conspicuous by its absence as in these latter days,
the words of Wilhelm Liebknecht, that “to parliamentarize
means to sell out” were still ringing in the ears of many among
the rank and file. The International Congress of 1904 was
looked up to  to wipe out the shame of the Kautsky resolution.
The original Kautsky resolution was not repealed or reaffirmed,
but was replaced by another resolution originally adopted a t
the national convention of the Ger;nan Social Democratic
Party held in 1903 at Dresden. The only resolution submitted
that unqualifiedly and without sophistry repudiated the Kaut
sky resolution was the following one submitted by Daniel De
Leon:

Dc Leon’s Resolution Against Compromise
"Whereas, The struggle between the working class and the

capitalist class is a continuous and irrepressible conflict, a con
flict that tends every day rather to be intensified than to be
softened; . ,

"Whereas, The existing governments are committees ot
the ruling class, intended to  safeguard the yoke of capitalist
exploitation upon the neck of the working class;

"Whereas, At the last International Congress, held m
Paris in 1900, a resolution generally known as the Kautsky
Resolution, was adopted, the closing clauses of which con
template the emergency of the working class accepting office
a t the hand of such capitalist governments, and also and « -
pecially PRESU PPO SE T H E  PO SSIBILITY  OF IM PAR
TIA LITY  ON T H E  PART OF T H E  RULING CLASS GO’IA
ERNM ENTS IN  T H E  CONFLICTS BETW EEN TH E
W ORKING CL.\SS AND T H E  CAPITALIST CLASS; amd
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"W hereas, the said clauses—applicable, perhaps, in coun
tries not yet wholly freed from feudal institutions—^were adopted
under conditions both in France and in the Paris Congress
itself, that justify erroneous conclusions on the nature of the
class struggle, the character of capitalist governments, and
the tactics tha t are imperative upon the proletariat in the pur
suit of its campaign to  overthrow  the capitalist system in
countries, which, like the United States of America, have
wholly wiped out feudal institutions; therefore, be it

“Resolved, F irst, T hat the said Kautsky Resolution be and
the same is hereby repealed as a principle of general Socialist
tactics;

“Second, T hat, in fully developed capitalist countries, like
America, the w orking class cannot, w ithout betrayal of the
cause of the proletariat, fill any political office other than they
conquer for and by themselves.”

T hat De Leon’s vote alone was cast in favor of this clear-
cut resolution dem onstrates that De Leon stood head and
shoulders and some m ore above the leaders of the Socialist
movement in Europe. In  De Leon’s “Flashlights of the Am
sterdam  Congress” men and conditions in the movement
abroad are depicted in a manner which subsequent happenings
have proved to be as accurate as pictures of a panoram a
caught upon the film by the camera. At the Amsterdam Con
gress the following “U nity Resolution” was adopted;

Amsterdam Unity Resolution
“In order th a t the working class may develop its full

strength in the struggle against capitalism, it is necessary there
should be but one Socialist party  in each country as against
the  parties of capitalists, ju s t as there is but one pro letariat in
each country.

"F or these reasons all comrades and all Socialist organi
zations have the imperative duty to  seek to  the utm ost of their
power to  b ring  about this unity of the party, on the basis of
the principles established by the In ternational Conventions;
tha t unity which is necessary in the interests of the proleitariat.
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to  which they are responsible for the disastrous consequences
of the continuation of divisions within their ranks.

“To assist in  th e  attainm ent of this aim the In ternational
Socialist Bureau, as well as all parties within the countries
w here unity now exists will cheerfully offer their services and
co-operation.”

Follow ing the A m sterdam  Congress the columns of the
Daily People w ere opened to  the discussion of the question of
unity, and this them e became the all absorbing topic, in terest
being increased by the fact th a t a t the same tim e the Industrial
Union m ovem ent had begun to  take shape, presupposing on
th e  p art of its advocates the acceptance or recognition of So
cialist Labor P arty  premises, the necessity of a  class conscious
economic organization.

A young man ju s t out of college made his debut at the.
1904 national convention of the Socialist Labor Party . M any
thought tha t the young man was quite an acquisition to  the
movement. W ith  the physique of an athlete, the air of a col
lege professor, and the politeness of a funeral director at a
first class funeral, when the funeral fees are paid in advance,
he was hailed by the delegates as the man of the hour. This
young man was F rank  Bohn.

Adrent of Frank Bohn
Bohn was made national organizer of the party, made ex

tensive trips through the country, and w rote very many re
ports and letters to party  headquarters, depicting how he was
carrying the message of the Socialist Labor P arty  to tli.e
workers everywhere, aye, even into the darkest corners of the
Socialist Party.

De Leon held Bohn in high esteem and regarded him as a
man who had the capacity to take his (De Leon’s) place in
the editorial chair of the Daily People. I t  may be, too, that
Bohn at tha t time actually was what De Leon and other party
m em bers thought him to be—a well-informed, level-headed,
studious, able, and devoted adherent of the sacred cause of p ro
letarian  emancipation. The fact th a t a few years later he
turned on the Socialist Labor Party , the organization which
■he himself had declared to  be the only true party  of Socialism,
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does by no means determine insincerity in his earlier days.
Men are not born traitors, and the most degraded prostitute
was without doubt a virtuous maiden once upon a time.

While traveling as an organizer of the Socialist Labor
Party Bohn came into personal contact with some of the lead
ing men who were at the time laboring to bring about a con
crete body of the revolutionary forces of the labor movement
on the economic field.

Some of the conferences held at Chicago by officials of
the Western Federation of Miners, the American Labor Union,
and individual members of other organizations for the purpose
of calling a convention to form such a union of workers were
attended by Bohn, and when the Industrial Union Manifesto
was issued in February, 1905, Bohn’s signature was one of
those attached to it. Bohn was the only member of the So
cialist Labor Party who had his signature attached to that
document. The other signers were practically all members of
the Socialist Party.

Industrial Union Manifesto
Very few members of the Socialist Labor Party and the

Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance questioned the integrity of
the authors of the Industrial Union Manifesto. Some of those
who had their signatures attached to that document, however,
had an unsavory reputation, such as A. M. Simons and a few
more of his kind. I t was explained by Bohn, however, that
Simons had his signature attached to save the circulation of
the International Socialist Review, and that fellows like Simons
were the fifth wheel of the wagon anyhow—the men who were
actually the prime movers, the head and soul, were Wm. D.
Haywood, of the Western Federation of Miners; Clarence
Smith, editor of the American Labor Union Journal; Wm. E.
Trautmann, editor of the Brewery Workers’ Journal; Thos.
Hagerty, the ex-priest,—all of whom were known to have
publicly given utterance against pure and simple pollticlanism.
Eugene V, Debs, whose signature also was attached to the
Manifesto, did not personally participate in the conferences;
his signature was obtained by appeals to his consistency, by
reminding him of his verbal declarations and his promises.



108 W IT H  D E L E O N  SIN C E ’89.

The M anifesto threw  a breath of new life into the Socialist
and labor m ovem ent; it aroused the w orking class spirit of
class consciousness am ong men who had form erly not been
reached by the advocates of revolutionary unionism ; in the
ranks of the Socialist Labor P arty  and the Socialist T rade and
Lstbor Alliance it was hailed as the “turn ing  of the lane,” as
a realization and acceptance of all tha t Daniel De Leon had
taugh t and insisted upon. Am ong the American Federation of
Labor leadership and Socialist P arty  officialdom it created ap
prehension of what m ight be in store for them should the new
m ovement succeed.

The M anifesto called upon all trade union bodies regard
less of im m ediate affiliation and upon all individual members
of the w orking class to  attend a convention in July, 1905, at
Chicago.

D e Leon at First I. W . W . Convention
De Leon and twelve other Socialist T rade and Labor Al

liance delegates attended the first convention, where the In
dustrial W orkers of the W orld was founded. I was not pres
en t a t the first o r the second convention of the I. W . W., but
the stenographic reports of the proceedings of these two con
ventions are today historical documents that can be read by all
who are seeking to  be well informed.

I t  is not within the scope of these reminiscences to  de
scribe in detail the many interesting and im portan t happenings
a t  the first I. W . W. convention. Suffice it to  say that it was
due to Daniel De Leon that the stenographic report of that
convention was taken. De Leon foresaw w hat m ight come.
No one can prevent the enemies of the movement, the wolves
in sheep’s clothing, from  spreading the ir slanders, nor can every
«Wanderer be answered even when he deserves answer.

As regards the motives of De Leon and the S. T. & L. A.
delegation, the stenographic report of the first I. W. W. con
vention answers them  all in advance. I t  shows th a t De Leon
stood for and fought for the essential principles w ithout which
Socialism would remain an aspiration and the goal never be
reached.

The Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance was installed in
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o the I W. W. that had the actual membership it claimed to
T h ?  W convention was alloted.
The Western Federat.on of Miners delegates claimed 27000
members, but never actually paid the per capita tax to the or-
gamzation. The Metal Workers claimed 3,000 members and
the vo mg strength of its delegates was based upon that num
ber, but It existed only on paper; yet one of its delegates
Sherman was elected president of the new organization. Wm.

Irautmann was elected general secretary-treasurer.
Leaving the convention, De Leon delivered his great lec-

o ' “■o '»>'“ ■ * ' W o rk .,?  ,h .World,_ at Minneapolis. Minn. This lecture is in itself a
strategic chart of the course that must be taken by the or-
ganued workers to assure the road to victory.



FROM 1905 TO THE SPLIT IN THE
I. W. W. IN 1908

H igh Hopes Raised by New Union—Perfidy of
the S. P .—Discord W ithin the I .  W . W .
and S. L. P .—De Leon’s Fight Against
“ Physical Force Only”

The Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance not only actually
installed its membership in the Industrial Workers of the
World, but became the most active force in the new organization.
All the pent-up energy of the S. T. & L. A. was now put into
action. Locals of the I. W. W. were organized wherever the
S. T. & L. A. and the S. L. P. had adherents.

The zeal displayed by these organizations in behalf of the
I. W. W. gave the officialdom of the Socialist Party and other
reactionary elements a pretense to make all sorts of allega
tions to the effect that De Leon and the S. L. P. were out to
gain control of the I. W. W., to use such control to bolster up
"the dying S. L. P.,” which after having been proclaimed dead
and buried many times, again was attested to be alive and full
of vigor. How sincerely the membership of the S. L. P.
worked for the I. W. W., expecting the only reward that men
and women who hold a cause higher than all else expect, was
shown by the fact that the year following the first I. W. W.
convention the political propaganda work of the party was con
sidered secondary in importance, and in some states wholly
neglected.

In New York city the existing S. T. & L. A. locals, which
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were all chartered by the I. W. W., formed the basis for an
industrial council, a central body of industrial unions th a t
looked very full of promise indeed. A lthough the form er S. T.
& L. A. men w ere in the m ajority in th is district council they
did at no tim e as much as assert their connection with the
S. L. P., so as not to  give offense to some delegates who were
S. P. members, like H annem an; u ltra conservatives like Ke-
ougb, of the stationary engineers, or A narchists like Dumas,
of the silk workers.

The self-denying, conciliatory dem eanor of the former
S. T. & L. A. men was of no avail, for it soon became as plain
as day tha t no  m atte r to  w hat lengths of tolerance the delegates
who were true industrial unionists went, there were always
some who shouted that they were abused by De Leonites.

H igh Hopes Raised by Debs
In December, 1905, Debs came to  New York to  speak for

the 1. W . W . His first speech was delivered before a large
audience in one of New Y ork’s largest halls, the Grand Cen
tral Palace. This speech was taken down stenographically
and afterward published in pam phlet form. Surely none could
find fault with anything the speech contained. I t  was perhaps
the soundest speech Debs ever made.

T hat day, Dec. 10, I saw some of the brightest expressions
on the faces of both S. L. P. and S. P. men,—the revolutionary
union, presaging the unity of the workers on the political and
the economic fields, was here. There were also some very, very
sad countenances to  behold, such as the notorious peddler,
Michaelovsky, for whose special edification De Leon had .a
Letter-box answer appear in The People in Hebrew  charac

ters. Michaelovsky, a  dyed-in-the-wool S. P.ite, an old man
w ith a white beard, paced nervously back and forth in a room
back of the stage while Debs was speaking, with knitted brow
and clenched fists. “A hl” he said to me, sneeringly, “now you
have got a new Moses!’’

W e had our fun with the Volkszeitung, too, then. Shun-
leff, the official representative of the General Executive Board
of the I. W. W., organizer of “musical industrial unions’’ and
organizer for the New Y ork district of any other kind of in-
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dustrial union, etc., etc., was bent upon having the Debs m eet
ing advertized in the Volkszeitung. I  accompanied him to
the V olkszeitung’s office; it was the first time since July
10, 1899, tha t I had stepped on V olkszeitung premises. The
advertisem ent we presented was not only for the meeting at
Grand Central Palace where Debs alone was to  speak, but for
two other meetings as well, where Debs and De Leon were to
speak together. W hen the V olkszeitung employe saw w hat th<r
ad contained he changed colors. “W ait a minute,’’ he said,
and rushed to  the  editorial departm ent. He returned more
composed and w ith  a  forced smile. “All right, we will insert
it " “How much?” asked the grand musical organizer, who, 1
forgot to  say, was an S. P. man. “Seventeen dollars,” replied
his S. P. com rade of the Volkszeitung. The ad went m; the
I. W. W. paid the price; it was dear, but it was w orth  the
money.

Debs and De Leon Together
Of course, the Daily People and all other S. L. P. organs

published all announcem ents of meetings of the I W .W . w ith
out asking paym ent, no doubt some more of tha t De Leon-
istic fanaticism, of which Socialist P arty  papers are u tterly
devoid.

T he night following the Debs m eeting a t Grand Central
Palace, Debs, Sherm an, and De Leon spoke in a large hall m
the Bronx. Sam French was appointed by the D istric t Coun
cil to  act as chairman. French was late, and I had to act m
his stead as chairm an of this memorable meeting—memorable
because the first where Debs and De Leon addressed an audi
ence together, and because both Debs and De Leon were at
their best. Sherm an was sandwiched in between the two and
cut a sorry  figure. • . . t

I t  was a  grand meeting. The audience consisted of men
and women from  both the Socialist L abor P arty  and the So
cialist P arty , members and sym pathizers. Debs ®
better than the one stenographically reported which he ha
delivered the day before. De Leon’s speech was a m aster
piece T he audience applauded both speakers loudly and long.

In  introducing the speakers I was not prepared to  deliver
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a eulogy: it is not S. L. P. style, anyhow. I introduced Sher
m an as the president of the I. W . W., the future W orkers’ Re
public, and Debs as the hero of W oodstock jail. De Leon I
introduced as the man “without friends”—and, hesitating there
a  moment, I  added—“am ong labor fakers.”

The principles and form  of organization of the Industrial
W orkers of the W orld became the all-absorbing topic in the
w orld of labor. I t  certainly looked as though the new union
would carry everything before it. W orkingm en flocked to the
m eetings where the speakers of the I. W . W. were to dwell
upon industrial unionism; the atm osphere was getting  warm
with the heat generated by the propaganda of revolutionary
economic action of the w orking class.

Labor “ Leaders” Feared the End
“An injury to  one is the concern of all,” was to be applied

in the everyday struggles of the w orkers; no m ore craft divi
sions to  divide the w orkers; no high initiation fees and dues
to bar them  from unionizing; no more labor fakers to  use the
union as a ladder to climlb to  political office while preaching
“no politics in the union.”

One thing was sure, th a t should the I. W. W . succeed in
firm ly establishing itself and drawing large numbers of work
ingm en and women to  its standard, it would be “all off" with
the well-paid advocates of the theory of brotherhood between
capital and labor, in the old labor unions, and incidentally “all
off” with their counterparts, the political hucksters in the So
cialist P arty , who claimed to  be neutral toward unions while
supporting the American Federation of Labor craft unionists
and advocates of brotherhood between capital and labor. The
success of the industrial union m ovem ent would sound their
death knell, and they were aware of that fact.

The Industrial W orkers of the W orld could not be attack
ed  w ith the same weapons and in the same m anner as the So
cialist T rade and Labor Alliance had been. T he Davis cigar
shop tales and other similar falsehoods could not be warmed
up and used over again (though such attem pts were made), so
other m eans were resorted to to  com bat the new organization.
Men joined the I. W. W. for the sole purpose of creating dis-
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sension; to obstruct, create suspicion, and play all the roles
tha t tru e  disciples of St. Loyola are m asters of.

New Jersey Unity Conference
How otherw ise can one explain the following occurrence?

A t the beginning of the industrial union agitation, shortly  af
ter the Industrial U nion M anifesto was issued, a t the time
when the waves of industrial unionism ran high, a state con
vention of the Socialist P arty  of New Jersey  invited the So
cialist L abor P arty  to  a  unity conference to  find a basis for
unity of both parties. A fter the invitation had been accepted
by the Socialist Labor P arty  and sessions held (beginning De
cem ber 17, 1905, and ending M arch 4, 1906), the delegates of
both parties arrived a t the same conclusions and unanimously
recommended a  basis for unity—a basis th a t w as indeed the
only kind to  bring about unity, namely, the recognition of the
necessity of a revolutionary economic organization such as
the 1. W . W . then was. But the conclusions unanim ously a r
rived a t by the delegates of both parties were rejected by a
referendum  of the Socialist P arty  in New Jersey  with all
against some th irty  votes! How  could it have happened that
the th irty  “revolutionists” swallowed all the ir statem ents made
a t  the unity conference? How  could it have happened that
one of the th irty , and he a delegate to  the unity conference,
W m. Glanz, whose denunciations of the  American Federation
of Labor and of private ownership of the party  press were em
phatic, joined both the I. W . W. and the Socialist Labor Party,
only to  get out again when enough poison of discord had been
spread, and w ith canine felicity return to  his vom it and rejoin
the Socialist P arty?

I t  goes w ithout saying tha t the conclusions of the confer
ence were adopted practically with a  unanim ous vote by the
Socialist Labor P arty  organization in New Jersey. The fol
lowing is the finding on unionism of the New Jersey U nity
Conference, embodied in a m anifesto adopted by the confer
ence and rejected by the Socialist P arty  referendum :

“The Conference holds: that, unless the political move
m ent is backed by a class conscious, tha t is, a properly con
structed economic organization, ready to take and hold and con-
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iuct the productive powers of the land, and thereby ready and
able to enforce if need be, and when need be, the fiat of the
Socialist ballot of the working class—that without such a body
in existence the Socialist political movement will be but a flash
in the pan, successful, at best, in affording political preferment
to scheming intellectuals, and thereby powerful only to attract
such elements. On this specific head the Conference moreover
holds that a political party of Socialism which marches to the
polls unarmed by such a properly constructed economic or
ganization, but invites a catastrophe over the land in the meas
ure that it strains for political success, and in the measure
that it achieves it. It must be an obvious fact to all serious
observers of the times, that the day of the political success of
such a party in America would be the day of its defeat, im
mediately followed by an industrial and financial crisis, from
which none would suffer more than the working class itself.

“The Conference holds that for the Socialist political
movement to favor A. F. of L. craft unionism is bluntly to de
ny Socialist principles and aims, for no matter how vigorously
the A. F. of L. may cry ‘Organize! Organize!’ in practice it
seeks to keep the unorganized, the overwhelming majority of
the working class, out of the organization. The facts can easily
be proved to a candid world. High initiation fees, limitation
of apprentices, cornering the jobs for the few whom they ad^
mit into the organization, are but a few of the methods used
to discourage organization, which results not only in lack of
organization, but by the craft from of what organization they
do have, they isolate the workers into groups, which, left to
fight for themselves in time of conflict, become the easy prey
of the capitalists. On the other hand, the readiness with which
certain portions of the exploiting class force their victims to
join the A. F. of L. is sufficient condemnation of the organiza
tion.

“By its own declarations and acts the A. F. of L. shows
that it accepts wage slavery as a finality; and holding that
there is identity of interest between employer and employe,
the A. F. of L. follows it out by gladly accepting the vice
presidency of the Belmont Civic Federation for its president,
Gompers, thus allying itself with an organization fathered by
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the capitalist class for the purpose of b lurring the class strug
gle and for prolonging the present system which is cornered
upon the exploitation of labor.

“F or these reasons the Conference concludes tha t it is the
duty of a political party  of Socialism to prom ote the organiza
tion of a  properly constructed union, both by elucidating the
virtues of such a union and by exposing the vices of craft un
ionism. Consequently, and as a closing conclusion on this
head, it rejects as impracticable, vicious, and productive only
of corruption, the theory of neutrality on the economic field.
T he Conference, true to  these views, condemns the A. F. of L.
as- an obstacle to  the em ancipation of the w orking class.

“H olding tha t the political power flows from  and is a re
sult of economic power, and tha t the capitalist is entrenched in
the governm ent as the result of his industrial power, the Con
ference commends as useful to the em ancipation of the work
ing class the Industrial W orkers of the W orld, which instead
o f running away from the class struggle bases itself squarely
upon it, and boldly and correctly sets out the Socialist p rin
ciple ‘that the w orking class and the em ploying class have
nothing in com mon’ and th a t ‘the working class m ust come to 
gether on the political as well as on the industrial field, to  take
and hold tha t which they produce by their labor.’ ’’

S. P. Actions Contrary to Words
In  several o ther states besides New Jersey the Socialist

P arty , for the sake of expediency, feigned attem pts a t unity
with the Socialist Labor P arty . All these ended as the New
Jersey  U nity Conference had ended. The Socialist Partyites
agreed on all occasions with the Socialist L abor P arty  men in
regard to  principles and tactics; they agreed tha t industrial un
ionism  was requisite to  the Socialist m ovem ent and the reali
zation of Socialism; th a t the Industrial Union was the Social
is t Republic in embryo. They agreed also on o ther vital ques
tions, such as party  ownership of the press, and on the ques
tion of discipline in the movement, but they would have
agreed  with anything and anybody as a  means to  extricate
Iheir party , caught in a cleft stick, as it were. T heir actions
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did not square with their declarations of desire for the unity
of Socialist forces.

The cleft stick the Socialist P arty  was caught in was this:
to  oppose industrial unionism openly or to com bat it m eant
certain destruction in case the Industrial W orkers of the
W orld should succeed in organizing large numbers of the
working class under its banner; openly to line up for indus
trial unionism, on the other hand, meant to  endorse what they
had been denouncing as “rank De Leonism’’—it meant noth
ing less than the recognition of the correctness of the Social
ist Labor P arty  position on the question of the attitude of the
party tow ard the economic organization of labor. To oppose
the new industrial organization that threatened to sweep every
thing before it was to  be swept into oblivion along with other
rubbish; to be allied with it meant to prom ulgate Socialist La
bor P arty  tenets, prom ote the growth of that party, and admit
the incompetence of their own Socialist Party. Hence all the
talk of unity, all the unity conferences, etc.

Perfidy of S. P. Press
There was no sincerity in all the declarations of Socialist

P arty  conferees, as subsequent developments dem onstrated.
The Socialist P arty  press, with its self-appointed editors, ac
cordingly did not dare openly to fight against the Industrial
W orkers of the W orld, or to fight for it, but all these editors
sought to harm the new union by minimizing its successes and
magnifying its mistakes and shortcom ings, o r by resorting  to
the m ethod employed by the capitalist press tow ard the So
cialist movement, by silence as silent as the grave.

The only means for saving the Socialist P arty  was to  cre
ate discord and dissension in the Industrial W orkers of the
W orld. Slowly but surely this was accomplished. Insinua
tions of the basest sort against the Socialist Labor P arty  in
general and against Daniel De Leon in particular w ere throw n
about by men wearing the mask of industrial unionism—all
calculated, of course, to  disrupt the I. W. W.

The following episode is an instance in point. The star
witness in the case is a member of the Socialist Party, a v e ry
prom inent member too, one of the secretaries of the New Jer-



118 W IT H  D E L E O N  SIN C E ’89.

sey U nity Conference of yore, m em ber of the Socialist P arty
National Com m ittee a num ber of tim es, speaker, lecturer, w rit
er and w hat not, as sleek as an eel, but not sleek enough to
have escaped from  the hand of De Leon, who got Jam es Reilly,
fo r it is no other, to  give the testim ony against his comrade,
A lgernon Lee, over his own signature in the columns of the
Daily People. This testim ony of Jam es Reilly throw s light m
only one dark corner, but it is sufficient to  prove my allega
tion.

A Ghost-Story About De Leon
A fter a m ass m eeting held by the I. W. W . on Union

Square, New York, where both De Leon and Reilly were speak
ers, a num ber of com rades invited De Leon to a glass of W urz-
burger. Reilly, too, w ent along. T he conversation was, of
course, regarding the  situation in the movement, and inciden
tally the  talk tu rned  to  th e  horrible tales th a t were being cir
culated about De Leon by his friends of the  Socialist Party.
De Leon chuckled w ith glee a t the w onderful ghost-stones
which w ere being told, wherein he was the ghost and in which
things w ere implied, to  have been guilty of com m itting which
De Leon m ust needs have been am ong the living from the
time his ancestor, Poncé.D e Leon, sought to  discover in F lo r
ida the Fountain of Youth.

I t  was then  th a t Reilly volunteered to  tell w hat Algernon
Lee, ano ther shining light in the firm am ent of the Socialist
P arty , was in the habit of telling confidentially to  all who
would believe him—that De Leon, while a resident in Germany,
was a  Bismarck spy! W e all thought this as good a ghost-
story  as we had heard. De Leon himself had his chuckle out
of it, but he requested Reilly to w rite a le tte r to  the  Daily Peo
ple in the form  of an  inquiry regarding A lgernon Lee’s allega
tion. Reilly, afte r having made the statem ent, could not re
fuse to  comply w ith  De Leon’s request o r him self stand brand
ed as a  base slanderer. He did w rite such a letter, which was
published in the Daily People w ith De Leon’s answ er appended.

I t  was quite -certain th a t at th e  second convention of the
I. W. W . some attem pt would be made to  cause dissension,
the way having been prepared by  th e  w ork of the Lees and
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kindred spirits. It was for this reason that De Leon sought
to secure the promise of Eugene V. Debs at the time of their
meetings in New York and New Castle to attend the second
convention, and thus disarm the fellows who were circulating
the false statements that the I. W. W. was the tail to the So
cialist Labor Party kite.

Desertion of the I. W. W. by Debs
Debs promised to come, but did he, the very one who de

clared with emphasis that a man who turns his back upon in-
dustrial unionism 'betrays the working class, keep the promise
made to De Leon, or did he turn his back on industrial union-
tsm at a most critical motment?

The failure of Debs to keep his word and attend the sec
ond convention of the Industrial Workers of the World was
doubly an act of betrayal of the cause of industrial unionism.
Moyer, Haywood and Pettibone, three officials of the Western
Federation of Miners—then, nominally at least, the Mining
Department of the I. W. W .-had been kidnapped in the state
of Colorado and taken to Idaho, there to stand trial on a charge
of having murdered ex-Governor Steunenberg.

The fact that the Idaho authorities took the three officials
of the miners’ union by force instead of proceeding according
to law by instituting extradition proceedings against the ac
cused men was a sample of the lawlessness practiced by the
ruling class of that state. The '‘starring” of the leading wit
ness for the state was on a par with the mob law methods of
kidnapping men whom it was thought difficult to get into cus
tody by due process of law. Harry Orchard, a self-confessed
murderer, was this star witness,

A wave of indignation among the workers of the land rose
high in protest against the outrage. Workingmen and women,
orpm zed and unorganized. Socialists and non^Socialists radi
cals and conservatives, demanded a fair trial for Moyer’ Hay
wood and Pettibone. ’

The Daily People was the first paper to come out boldly
and unhwitatingly in favor of the three accused men and
against the foul conspiracy of the mine owners and their po
litical hirelings. De Leon’s editorials were not hysterical out-
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cries against the atrocious acts of the Citizens' Alliance, like
many frtic les in  Socialist P arty  papers, but the question wa
handled consistently  and fearlessly. De ^
editorials were the real call to  arm s to  the w orking class,t U tke caoitalists of the W estern  states carry  out the ir

»  m urder m en » h « m  they though , d . u g e r . . .  to

their interests.

S. L. P. Endorsement of Haywood
The first and only instance in its history  of the Socialist

Labor k r t y 'e  low ering i t ,  e .a .d .r d  “ e ‘i ï o
a candidate of ano ther party , occurred a t
candidate was W m . D. H aywood for governor of Colorado
and the party  w as the Socialist P arty . “Theirs « h ^ e  and
ours the glory,” for i t  does not m atter tha t since the day th a t
the Socialist Labor P arty  put up no candidate in
to Haywood, he has retrograded and proved a disappointm e t,
and turned upon the true industrial union movement.

In  1906 the  Socialist Labor P arty , against the p ro test ot
some of its mem bers, bowed to the revolutionary « q u irem en ts

p S u p T w Ï i” ." *  io d ly !  o n ° r 'th I , in
element” in  the Socialist P arty  was believed to  be w her
as in the decade th a t has passed since it  has proved itself to
be very much like the rest of the Socialist P a rty -re v o lu t.o n -

M L r h f t? m e ,T o w e v e r ,^ w h e n  by pressure
capitalism threatening the  whole labor m ovem ent,
m ent of revolutionary forces was actually industria l
like Debs to  fail to  appear a t a convention of the Indust
W orkers of the W orld  when i t  w as known tha t ^
^how its head and would have to  be com batted was
f e n a y  the w orking class. Before relating ^  -

b 1, ««ntno-c at the  second convention of the in a u s tn a i
X , k ‘, ,  of .he  Would .o m . of the .e . i . i t ie ,  » d  oceur.euee.
in the Socialist Labor P arty  should be ,

H enry Kuhn resigned as national secretary of the party , a
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position he had filled for fifteen years. I t  is safe to  say th a t
few -men ever worked harder, w ith m ore devotion, prom ptness,
system, and efficiency, in any organization. In  determ ination,
zeal, and m oral and physical courage, H enry  Kuhn, national
secretary of the Socialist Labor P arty , was never found w ant
ing. On m any occasions, in the darkest hours o f the p a rty ’s
existence, Kuhn was a t  his post, cool-headed and w ith a  steady
hand on the steering wheel, keeping the  S. L. P . to  its  course.
D uring the tim e th a t De Leon was worn ou t by the strenuous
days of 1899 and 1901-1902, Kuhn was a t the helm  and bore
the brunt of the battle.

F rank  Bohn was elected in Kuhn’s place. A German pro
verb te lls of “m aking a goat the gardener.” T hat is exactly
what was done when Bohn was chosen to  fill such an im por
tant position, as subsequent developments showed.

Second Convention of the I. W . W .
The second convention of the Industrial W orkers o f the

W orld was a turbulent one; it turned out to be a  "battle royal”
between' the reactionists and the revolutionists. The W estern
Federation of Miners delegation consisted of four men, tw o of
whom were the leaders am ong those who sought to  tu rn  the
organization in to  a  “pure and simple” affair, while the o ther two
A lbert Ryan and V incent St. John, stood for revolutionary
principles.

De Leon led the fight against reaction and outgeneraled
the bulldozing M ahoney and McCabe who em ployed all the
tricks of common political crooks. A fter they saw th a t the
large m ajority of the delegates were against any crab-step tak 
ing, this gentry tried methods' of obstruction, calculating that
many of the delegates w ho represented numerically sm aller lo
cals of the I. W. W ., and whose financial resources were con
sequently very limited, could no t remain very long in a ttend
ance at the convention, and th a t they would have to  return
home and leave the M ahoney kind in full control.

F or this purpose the tactics o f obstruction w ere employed,
and the convention prolonged for m any days. Soon the ma
jority  of delegates, who had come equipped with “ rations” for
only a few days, were w ithout means to pay for meals and
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lodgings, while the few reactionaries were well equipped with
rolls of greenbacks, of which they occasionally bragged. The
convention overcame this difficulty by voting $1.50 a day while
the convention lasted to  the delegates w ithout m eans of sub»
sistence.

Sherman Deluded by S. P. Men
Chas. O. Sherman, the president of the I. W . W ., was found

out to  be the w orst kind of man to  be placed a t the head of
any labor organization, much less of one such as the I. W . W.
was originally designed to be. The financial reports showed
him to  have exploited the organization shamefully. This preci
ous president cost the young organization in one year nigh
seven thousand dollars in salary, mileage, and incidentals.
Sherm an, w ho had called himself a revolutionist a t the first
convention (though he never was one), la ter changed his con
victions (though he never really had any). H e had been with
a stock com pany for some years, playing the p art of a  villain,
and his histrionic abilities had stood him in good stead at the
first convention of the I. W . W .—it was all acted. Besides, so
far as he was concerned the revolution was accomplished, and
he enjoyed the fruits thereof; as for o ther hum ans—well, they
could wait a few centuries or so.

T he Socialist P arty ites who were bent upon causing a split
in the I. W. W. told Sherman that “millions of w orkers” would
join the organization if De Leon and the De Leonites were
removed. Sherman nursed the fond hope of seeing these mil
lions of m em bers come in and send in the per capita tax by
freight to the headquarters on W. Madison street.

F ate willed it otherwise, however, Instead of rem oving
the De Leonites, the office of president was abolished by the
convention. This was sufficient cause for Sherman and those
who used him  to  repeat the kangaroo ac t of the disturbers in
the Socialist Labor P arty  in 1899. The whole scheme to side
track the I. W . W . was frustrated  for the tim e being by the
revolutionary m ajority  a t the second convention. Beaten upon
the floor of the convention the reactionists resorted to physical
force methods. They did not themselves do any slugging, but
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hired priTate detectives, vermin with which the city of Chi-
cagfo is infested, to do the slugging for them.

Attempt to Split Unsuccessful
Sherman, Mahoney and McCabe took possession in that

manner of the headquarters and proclaimed themselves to be
the I. W. W. They also took the cash on hand, as well as all
supplies. A Socialist Party man, Hanneman of New York,
was made secretary” of the usurpers. Sherman of course re
mained “president." A few locals stayed with him; his “or
ganization,” to be sure, had not a single De Leonite in it to

keep out the millions that were to join.
The millions did not join, and the few locals soon stopped

paying their per capita tax. The miles upon miles of freight
trains running into the various railroad yards of Chicago still
kept on running undiminished in number, but nary a one was
directed to 148 W. Madison street, filled with dollars, half dol
lars, quarters, dimes, nickels, or even coppers, and “President”
Sherman waited in vain.

On the other hand, the I. W. W., cleansed of the Sherman
gang, again made headway. Though the new administration
was left without as much as a postage stamp in funds or sup
plies, money was soon gathered, a new headquarters fitted out
in Bush Temple, and the work of organization continued.
Trautmann retained his post as secretary-treasurer; St. John
was elected general organizer; and Edwards became the editor
of the Industrial Union Bulletin, the weekly then started bv
the I. W. W.

To all industrial unionists who were rightly informed upon
what took place in Chicago at the second I. W. W. convention
it was clear that the cause of the fight was the attempt on the
part of reactionists to disrupt the I. W. W. There were never
theless many who were misinformed by the false reports of
Socialist Party privately-owned papers which were secretly
part of the disrupting elements. That De Leon was blamed
for what they called “the split” goes without saying. These
v e r y  papers, that had hardly mentioned the I. W. W. before.
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gave much space to  the “Sherman faction” now, w ith the ill-
concealed wish to  kill both “factions.”

The Sherm an clique soon petered out. But a serious blow
was dealt the I. W. W. from which it never wholly recovered.

T hat De Leon was to be blamed for the “split” a t the sec
ond I. W. W . convention, was a  foregone conclusion, and no
doubt a part of the scheme of those who engineered th a t “split.”
I t  was com paratively easy to  blame De Leon am ong the  super
ficial readers of the Socialist P arty  papers, who were only too
willing to  believe anything wicked about De Leon.

De Leon Blamed by His Enemies
Surely, i t  had  to  be that De Leon was the cause of all the

splits in the  labor movement. “W as he not in the K nights of
L abor and was there not a split in tha t organization? W as he
no t a m em ber of the Socialist Labor P arty , and was there not
a  split there? Even in the Socialist T rade and Labor Alliance
there was a split. So there had to be a split in the I. W. W .”

So argued the pure and simple politicians, and a credulous
audience was not wanting. They cited the old proverb in sup
po rt of the ir generalities, tha t “where there is so much smoke,
there m ust be some fire.” N o specific act of De Leon’s in the
K nights of Labor, the Socialist Labor P arty , o r the Socialist
T rade and L abor Alliance was ever referred to, unless some
of the weird tales, such as were whispered by Algernon Lee
(th a t De Leon was a Bism ark spy) and by others of the same
ilk ( th a t De Leon w as a  South American Indian) can be called
such. T o  the superstitious it was even whispered th a t De
Leon had underground connections with H is Satanic Majesty.

All such statem ents w ere again only generalities and had
no  bearing on the question of the splitting of organizations:
ye t it is true , w ithout a doubt, th a t “there m ust be some fire
where there is so much smoke.” The fire w as there in all
those organizations in the shape of pro-capitalist reactionists
whom  De Leon invariably drove from  cover; hence all the
sm oke and fire whenever De Leon soug'ht to  rid  th e  Socialist
movement of such creatures.

The stenographic report of the second I. W . W. conven
tion is th e  authentic docum ent th a t is another positive proof
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of De Leon’s integrity and loyalty to  the cause of Socialism,
and of his ability as well, for such men as T rautm ann, Ed
wards, Heslewood, and a score of o thers who afterw ard turned
on the organization and becam e De Leon’s enemies, said that
De Leon had saved the I. W. W. a t its second convention.

T he Socialist P arty  officialdom heaved a sigh of relief, for
the rumpus a t the second I. W . W . convention, the se tting  up
of a bogus I. W . W., and the w ithdrawal of th e  W estern  Fed
eration of M iners from  both “ factions” of the  I. W . W . ex
tricated  the ir party  from  a very tig h t and unpleasant situation.

The Time But Not the Men
All sincere industrial unionists were a t th a t tim e hopeful

th a t there was a t least one man am ong the leaders of the W est
ern  Federation of Miners who would exert all his influence in
favor of the bona-fide I. W . W . and against the reactionists of
the M ahoney type in tha t organization. This man was thought
to be H aywood as it was generally believed tha t he would be
acquitted, and tha t once free he would with Vincent St. John
turn the tide in the W estern Federation of Miners. This ex
pectation, as. we shall see later, was not fulfilled.

A t times like those, when the brutal, bloodstained hands
of the m onstrous capitalist class in Idaho sought to  stamp out
the economic organization of the wage slaves by hanging
their leaders; when the only-one-year-old industrial union, the
I. W. W., was treacherously wounded in its vitals by the
scheming politicians wearing the m ask of Socialism and hiding
behind a Socialist cloak; and a t a tim e when the m asses of
workers were at the crossroads, about to  choose w hether to
take the road th a t leads to  Revolution and Industrial Democ
racy o r to  continue on the road of reform  prom ises and craft
unionism th a t winds its way to prolonged wage slavery,—at
such a tim e the Socialist Labor P arty  was in  need of strong
men a t  the helm, men with one purpose alone; to  serve the
w orking class by standing unflinchingly for the principles for
which th e  p arty  had fought and bled so m any years, for an
uncom prom ising, revolutionary attitude on the  political field,
and for a class conscious union on the economic field. The So
cialist L abor P arty  needed men a t the national headquarters
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who would have no axes of their own to grind, no ambition but
to serve the cause, men such as De Leon himself was.

At this time the party found itself with Frank Bohn as its
national secretary, James Connolly as a member of the Nation
al Executive Committee, and Justus Ebert in the editorial room
of the Daily People. Each one of the trio had his own ambi
tion, each one wanted to become the editor-in-chief of the
Daily People, though each one had a different purpose in that
desire.

The Self-Seekers in the Party
Bohn, whom I have described as resembling in manners a

funeral director, wanted to become the editor of the Daily Peo
ple so as to be able to turn over the Socialist Labor Party in
bulk to the Socialist Party, and thus become the undertaker in
deed. Did he not write, after his schemes had failed, in the New
York Call: “I have bearded the lion in his den, etc." Yes, he
had “bearded the lion in his den”; he bore the scars to prove
it.

James Connolly wanted to become the editor of the Daily
People because he imagined himself to have been bom to be
an editor and incidentally because he imagined it a much easier
job than to work as a machinist’s helper in the Singer sewing
machine factory in Elizabethport, N. J. It would pay better
and one would not need to get his hands dirty with oil and
grease; not to speak of the opportunities to show one’s intellec
tual accomplishments, as, for instance, to demonstrate how a
person can be a revolutionary Socialist and yet remain a good
and pious son of Mother Church.

Justus Ebert, who had been De Leon’s assistant editor of
the Daily People for a few years, wanted to become the editor-
in-chief just because De Leon’s intellectual superiority became
galling to him.

At such a critical period when more than ever the party
membership needed to draw closer, these three fellows worked
up a feeling of distrust among the party membership, and
again some good workers for the S. L. P. principles were led
astray. It was the last conspiracy De Leon bad to combat in
the party.
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De Leon Burdened by Controversy
In 1907 De Leon w ent on a lecture tour from coast to

coast, enduring m any hardships, which, in  addition to  the con
vulsions th a t the Socialist Labor P arty  was subjected to  by
the intrigues of the three would-be editors of the Daily People
—Bohn, Connolly and E bert—weighed heavily upon him. The
following part of a le tter w ritten by De Leon to the N. E. C.
Sub-Committee shows how he felt a t  that time;

“Los Angeles, Cal.,
“March 29, 1907.

“Wm. Teichlauf, Sec’y.
“Dear Comrade:

“Your communication reached me at Ogden, U tah, on the
19th inst., where I  arrived tired in body and preoccupied in
mind. I was tired in body from a  four days’ try ing railroad
travel from  Denver, broken up by frequent freight wrecks
which delayed m y journey; from  tw o consecutive nights’ sleep
ing on the train , and able to board the train, one night not be
fore 1.30 a  . m., th e  second as late as 2.30 a. m.; from  being
ashore—in Cripple Creek, Florence, and Grand Junction—
either addressing m eetings, or, up to  the late (early) hours of
boarding the trains, in constant conference with friends and
party  members, whom it was necessary to  confer w ith ; finally,
from the culminating trial of physical endurance experienced
in Salt Lake, w here m y tra in  reached ten  hours la ter than
schedule time, and half an hour afte r the  hour announced for
the meeting, where, due to  th is delay, I  had to be driven
straigh t to  the meeting, and, due to  the dining car having been
removed a t noon, I had to  speak upon a  ten hours’ fast; finally,
where I had to  address three m eetings within twenty-four
hours. I  arrived in Ogden preoccupied in mind because, from
inform ation received a t the ticket office in Salt Lake, there was
a washout on the Salt Lake, San Pedro and Los Angeles road,
thereby rendering doubtful my being able to  take, from Rhyo
lite, the train for Los Angeles at Los Vegas—z, contingency,
which, had it proved actual, m eant the smash-up of th e  Los
Angeles arrangem ents, besides heavily increased railroad ex
penses to  reach Los Angeles by the wide detour of back to
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Hazen, Nev., and down again over Sacram ento so as to  save
whatever could be saved of the Los Angeles meetings. In  this
state of  body and m ind I received your le tte r  asking for an
early answer.

"O f course, you could not foresee th is  aggravating con
spiracy of circum stances. Nevertheless, i t  does seem to me
tha t your Com m ittee should have realized th a t—even under
the least adverse circum stances—a party  m em ber who, though
not a broken down octogenarian, is no  longer a  spring chicken,
sent out on so long a  journey and so arduous a party  mission as
I am  sent out upon, should be kept as free as possible from  an
noyance, all the m ore seeing th a t no t a question you ask  but
has been am ply answered in advance both by my le tte r to  the
Now Jersey  party  m an w ho demanded from  me an explanation
of the conduct im puted to*me by Connolly (Daily People, Feb.
8th), and by m y reply to  Connolly’s attem pted answ er (Daily
People, M arch 11th), 13 days and 3 days, respectively, before
the date of your letter.

“In  view of th is I  concluded to  give the right of way to
the w ork upon which I  was sent, and postpone answ ering your,
le tter to the earliest convenience to  the party ’s interests.

“As I  said, you had in your possession an ample answer
when you w rote to me; nevertheless, never forgetting th a t dis
courtesy breeds bad blood, I shall avoid seeming discourteous,
and now yield to  your wishes.”

De Leon then answered the N. E. C. Sub-Committee in
New Y ork which alloiwed itself to  be misled by Bohn and Con
nolly. The following is a synopsis of the Connolly-Bohn mat-
ter.

De Leon refused publication to  certain articles in the Daily
People which em anated from  Connolly. Instead of availing
himself of the opportunity  to  seek constitutional redress and
appeal against the action of the editor, Connolly, as m em ber of
the N ational Executive Committee, tried a sleight of hand per
formance, by m oving at the January, 1907, National Executive
Committee session that the N. E. C. Sub-Committee should
have the  right to  decide w hether certain kinds of m atte r should
o r should not be printed in the columns of the official organ,
jftis. m otion defeated, he claimed afterw ard that th e  defeated
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motion made by him was to clothe the National Executive
Committee with such power. The National Executive Com
mittee, being the highest executive body in the Socialist Labor
Party, always had such power and it would have been prepos
terous to take such a vote.

Trickery of Frank Bohn
Any old trick is good enough so long as it serves its pur

pose, so Connolly, ably seconded by Bohn, set forth the claim
that the National Executive Committee members of the So
cialist Labor Party had voted down a motion giving them
power over those of the editor, that they were manikins of the
“pope,” De Leon. I t was not until almost a year afterward that
Paul Augustine, who, having succeeded Bohn as National Sec
retary, had been in office for several months and had put in
order all party documents which under Bohn’s administration
were lying loose in a harum-skarum condition about the office,
discovered the trick that had been played. Augustine found
the original motion as written by the recording secretary of
the Sub-Committee, and found that it had been falsely tran
scribed by Bohn so as to read, by leaving out the word “Sub,”
“to empower the N. E. C., etc.”

The motion as originally written was photographed and
electrotyped and reproduced in the columns of the Daily Peo
ple. Bohn was charged with having thus falsified the N. E. C.
minutes; he was challenged to refute the charge; he could not.
Before facts in this case were fully known by the party mem
bership, Connolly, as a delegate to the New Jersey state con
vention of the Socialist Labor Party, made, together with Pat
rick Quinlan, the false allegation as stated above. The part of
De Leon’s letter quoted related to this Connolly matter.

Before dropping the three former members of the Social
ist Labor Party, Bohn, Connolly and Ebert, let it be told what
became of them, which better than anything else will show
“who’s who and why.”

Bohn’s chief argument against De Leon was that the Daily
People was not edited in an up-to-date, twentieth century man
ner, that the absolutely correct principles of the Socialist La
bor Party must be carried to the membership of the Socialist
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P arty  not in long editorials, but in short terse paragraphs such
as only Bohn could w rite. Bohn dem onstrated his inimitable
style of converting S. P . m embers to  the absolutely correct
S. L. P. position by jo in ing the organization he claimed he
knew the a r t  to  convert, and in the end advocated the using of
lead pipe as a  means of w orking class emancipation.

Connolly actually did become an editor, but as he could
no t be the editor of the  Daily People he did as the sinner who
was refused adm ission in  heaven and was not wanted in hell,
w ho got himself a  bundle of straw  and started  a place for him
self. Connolly becam e the editor-in-chief of The H arp, a sheet
published by the Irish  Socialist Federation, an organization
composed of Jam es Connolly principally, if  n o t altogether.

Justus E bert, however, the last o f the aspirants to the
editorship of the Daily People, the man who blamed De Leon
for having gone to o  far w ith the A narchists a t the first I. W . W.
convention, w ent over to  the A narchist I. W . W. himself, body,
soul, and breeches.

Third Convention of I. W. W.
Upon his return  from  the lecture tour De Leon sailed lo

Europe to  a ttend  the In ternational Socialist Congress held ai
S tu ttgart, Germany. F. W . H eslew ood represented the I. W.
W. a t th is congress. De Leon made strenuous efforts to en
lighten the  European com rades upon American conditions and
the new industrial union movement. All delegates to  the Con
gress w ere supplied w ith I. W . W. literature. Heslewood car
ried w ith him  some striking proof of the pro-capitalist charac
te r  of the  American Federation of Labor, such as copies of a
journal published by the Civic Federation in which there was
a double-page picture of th is Federation in session, showing
Gompers, John  M itchell, and other officials of the A. F. of L.
sitting  alongside of the leading American capitalists like the
founder o f  the Civic Federation, M arcus Hanna, and church
dignitaries like A rchbishop Ireland, discussing how to estab
lish perm anent peace between B rother Labor and B rother Cap
ital.

As soon as De Leon returned to New Y ork from Europe,
w ithout having much tim e to  spend with his family, be went
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to Chicago to attend the third 'convention of the I. W. W.
At the third convention of the 1. W. W., which opened its

sessions on Sept. 17, 1907, in Chicago, almost complete har
mony prevailed. The organization had so far recuperated from
the blow it had received the year before that several organiz
ers were being employed and many new locals had been form
ed. A big strike had ‘been conducted by the I. W. W. in
Bridgeport, Conn., and some smaller strikes among the silk
workers in Paterson, N. J. The Paterson locals alone had
sent during that year (Sept. 1906 to Sept. 1907) $3,500 in per
capita tax to general headquarters.

Out of the 130 votes apportioned among all delegates at
the third convention according to the number of members
they represented, three Paterson delegates were accorded 28
votes. Among these there was the Anarchist, Ludovico Cam-
inita, editor of the Italian Anarchist paper. La Questione So
ciale, the sheet which was later suppressed 'by Roosevelt for
publishing alleged incendiary articles which were written by
Caminita. The other two delegates were Chas. Trainor and
myself.

Caminita did not try to conceal his Anarchist notions,
behind innocently sounding names. There were, however,
three or four fellows at that covention who had the same
ideas as Caminita, but who indignantly resented being called
Anarchists. They were Foote of Kansas City, Axelson of
Minneapolis, and Glover of Cleveland. These men, together
with Caminita, sounded the only note of discord at the third
convention. They were the shadow cast before by the pure and
simple physical force craze that came into full swing a  year
after. The motion made by these forerunners of tbe “Bum-
mery” was to strike out of the preamble to the constitution
of the I. W. W. the words “on the political field.”

De Leon’s Speech For Political Action
In answer to the arguments put forth at the convention

by Caminita and Axelson, De Leon took the floor. His speech,
taken from the stenographic report of that convention, fol
lows here in full:

“I was delighted that the discussion was not closed. 1 know
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tha t unless we settle this th ing  now and for all tinie, planting
ourselves squarely w ith both feet and w ithout any quibbling
of term s upon w hat experience tells us is the field of civiliza
tion, then indeed th is body would have gone to pieces, and
th a t is quite the reverse of the m anner in which it  was sug
gested by one of the delegates.

“I am delighted th a t the leading objectors were griven
twice the time, th a t is to  say, they w ere allowed to  speak
twice, so  there would be no question about gag law or tha t
they were not given an  ample opportunity  to  be heard.

“T here are two principles underlying their position. One
a  principle th a t I  thoroughly  sym pathize w ith, and another a
principle th a t is u tte rly  mistaken. Before tak ing  up those
principles, however, and  so as to  lead to  them , I wish to take
up the incidental errors th a t cropped out from  the ir argu
m ents. Y our name is Axelson (addressing Delegate A xelson).

"D EL. A X E L S O N : Yes, sir; Axelson.
“D EL. D E  L E O N ; Axelson, to  m y great delight, praised

M arx, considered him  the  leading man whose every thought
should guide us. Now, M arx did no t w rite the bible, out of
which you can take w hat you like and leave out what you do
no t like. M arx was a  man, as you justly  say, w ho w rote co
herently  and consistently, and you will no t find in M arx one
passage kicking a previous one; therefore he who quotes M arx
quotes all th a t M arx said, and am ong the things that M arx
said was tha t only the economic organization can set afoot
the  political m ovem ent of labor.

“Now, I  did n o t throw  over the church in which I was born
to  stop kneeling before one Pope and then kneel down before
another. I  am  not down on my knees before M arx, but I  am
o n  m y knees before th a t ta len t whose utterances have proved
to  be correct. M arx is right, no t because he is M arx, but
M arx is right because experience proves that all he said was
correct, and it is passing strange th a t anyone who quotes
M arx should no t be an advocate of political action, when M arx
was a confirm ed foe of th a t A narchistic propaganda that has
caused so much blood to  flow, and he declared himself upon
th a t position which it has been the privilege of American men
to  be the firs t to  take the position th a t recognizes the neces-
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sity of political action, and knows that without political ac
tion economic action is not worth shucks; not worth that
much. (Snapping fingers.)

“Now, I pick out these errors in the hope that I may make
some progress in the minds of those who are wedded to them.
There is a contradiction, they say, in the preamble, where it
talks about the political field and then decides to take and
hold without affiliation with any political party, and also or
ders the General Executive Board in the constitution never
to engage an organizer from any political party. You call
that a contradiction. Well, if that is a contradiction then
whatever is the natural result of existing conditions is a con
tradiction.

“The I. W. W. preamble is built upon present conditions
and the men who organized the body realized that it would
be premature, and it would be throwing the apple of discord
into our ranks, to attach ourselves to any political party. In
consequence it was a recognition of existing conditions to or
der the G, E. B. not to engage any organizer of a political
party as an organizer for the I. W. W., because by doing so
you introduce in advance of time a question that should not
now be introduced, and the position of the I. W. W. is that
when the day shall come it shall itself project its own politi
cal party. (Applause.)

“There, consequently, is no contradiction in that part of
the preamble, but I have endeavored to explain how correct,
according to Marx’s own principle, it is that you must take
and hold without affiliation with any political party.

“The error has gone abroad that a political party can take
and hold. It is an error because you cannot legislate a rev
olution. A political party cannot do it. The nature of its or
ganization prevents it, and that clause was put in there deliber
ately as a blow in the face to those fellows who imagine that
a political movement is capable of a  revolutionary ac t So
far and no further.

"The brother said what he thought about political action.
Now, I care not if the day after the election there is not a
vote outside of mine cast, for whatever political party I may
cast my vote; I am a revolutioriist, and I know the agitation
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that I  have m ade has done good. The delegate said here the
capitalists are such diplom ats th a t they are try ing  to  take
away the ballot from  us so as to  make us anxious to  get it.
Do they  try  to  take your wages away from  you to  incite your
appetite for wages? T hat is too far fetched. W hy should
you forget? Fellow  W orker T rautm ann yesterday read  to
you from  the agreem ent o f the Mine W orkers’ Union where
they were pledged not to  take part in legislative action.

"E very  man who lives with h is  eyes open knows th a t the
capitalist class fears the political agitation of the working
people. T hey  fear it because if we place ourselves upon that
plane of civilization, of a theoretical peaceful solution, we can
dem and anything we w ant, w hereas if you do not pu t yoursel
ves on th a t plane then they can do whatever they choose. The
vote is n o t the essential part. If  you strike out that political
clause and leave there the clause to  take and hold, you place
yourselves entirely upon the plane tha t has come to  be known
as A narchist, and then good-bye to  the I. W . W.

"W hen I  said A narchist I  should perhaps make a correc
tion. I do no t believe tha t he is an Anarchist. I do not be
lieve that the I. W. W. thinks he is an A narchist (laughter),
because the w ord A narchist properly means a man who denies
literally tha t there is a  head, and we have here a  chairman, a
head.

“Cam inita says th a t if we are strong  enough we need not
bother with politics. Of course not, th a t is begging the ques
tion. A child in its m other’s womb remains in a bag for a
long while, and when the child has grown strong  enough it
breaks that bag and comes wholly before the earth, before the
light, and until the day when he is strong  enough to  break
th a t bag, tha t bag fulfills a  necessary function—it is a  shield
under which tha t child can develop.

" I t is begging the question to  say tha t we w ant political
action. I come back to  this, I  refer to  the general strike. W e
w ant our political reflex on the day that we are strong  enough,
but we are not quite strong  enough for political action now,
we need a political shield.

“Then the delegate said, ‘W hat do we care if we are call
ed A narchists?’ W onderful argum ent! D uring these twenty
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years I hare been called all sorts of things. I hare beea
charged by some with being a Jew and denying it, and by
oAers I have been charged with not being a Jew and claim
ing to be one, Samuel Gompers charged me with having re
ceived $50,000 from Tom Platt to set up a daily paper. The
gentleman in Denver who originated the term ‘coffee and
doughnut propaganda,’ charged me with having sat at the
feet of Sam Gompers at the Briggs House. These are slan
ders. But what would you think of a man thus being slan
dered who says, 'Well, I will hobnob with Tom Platt and
Samuel Gompers?’ No, I am not going to give them a han
dle to justify the slander just because it is a slander; I must
be careful not to give them a handle to justify it. I have de
nied those charges, and if I were to hold to that philosophy I
will be charged anyhow; why, I could associate with Tom
Platt and with Gompers, and I think they would be very much
delighted to see me sitting there. That sort of argument
won’t do. If a charge is false against us we must see to it
that that charge has no hook upon which it can be hung, and
failing that, we fail in our duty.

“Now, as to the errors that crop out of Caminita’s brain.
He certainly is perpetrating a joke, or else he is woefully mis
informed.

He said if you keep the political clause in here, then it
«S a Socialist organization, but if you will strike out the po
litical clause then you will be greeted as an economic o r 
ganization. Why, that is a brand new discovery. Socialism
IS the gospel of the labor movement. Socialism says that la
bor produces all wealth, but under the capitalist system of
production it is not a human being, it is merchandise, and
there is no hope of anybody recruiting his wages, and cap
italism will lead to worse and worse conditions. That is So
cialism, and Socialism says that the emancipation of the work
ing class must be brought about by the collective ownership
of the means of production. That is Socialism.

“To say that we do not want to be a Socialist organiza
tion is an absurdity. It must be our pride to be a Socialist
organization, and to imagine differently is a denial of the
best literature upon the subject.
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“H e said in  F rance the w orking class were winning. T hat
is  not m y inform ation. I know they get it in the  neck day
after day. I t  was only the other day when battalions were
called out on the streets of Paris,

“He said in Ita ly  they are so strong  th a t any day they
like they could s ta rt a  general strike. W hy, my dear sir, I
am  afraid you slander them  w ithout know ing it. If  they were
strong  enough for a  general strike, they  would be cowards if
they did no t strike. And by a  general strike I understand not
simply getting  out, but doing som ething, and the  fact tha t
they are n o t ready is shown by the fact tha t they  are not do
ing it, and it will not do in cases of th is solem nity to  fritter
time away on such w ords as that, as they are misleading.

“H e said if we leave the  w ord political there , we open
the doors for the politician. Yes, if we say th a t alone; but if
we strike out the w ord political and leave physical force alone
then we open wide th e  doors for the agent provocateur, and
i t  is no t a  th ing  th a t is  imaginary. I t  was shown in the
R eichstag o f  Germany by the docum ents there th a t it was a
Prussian  m inister w ho furnished the A narchists of Europe
w ith money to  get bombs to  be exploded in  Berlin. I t  was
shown th a t where an A narchist had throw n a  bom b in France
he had tw o  letters, one from  Rothschild, the  banker, and an
o ther le tte r  from  the A rchbishop of Paris.

“Tw o years ago a t the I. W. W . convention the re  was a
delegate from  Barcelona w ho was an A narchist, he told me.
I  met him  in San Francisco in April of this year and I smd to
him, ‘Are you still an  A narchist?’ W ell, he shook his head.
A Spaniard came to  the office and brought m e some paper.s
from  Barcelona and in those papers were docum ents showing
th a t men w ho are im prisoned in  Barcelona as A narchists were
not the men who had furnished o r  m anufactured * e  bombs,
but they were m anufactured by the college of Jesu its in Bar-
celona.

"Y es, strike out the words, ‘take and hold. Strike out
the w ords th a t indicate the necessity of economic organiza
tion, and you have invited the scheming politician; you have
invited the man who will logically be elected on such a ticket.
Do that, and you certainly open the doors to  the politician,
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but strike out the w ords ‘political action’ in the sense I use
them  and leave the words ‘take and hold,’ and then, as it was
correctly put, instead of the capitalists w ishing to hang H ay
wood, they would have hanged him  by this time, and  w ho
knows how many of us would have been on the road to  the
gallows as well.

“Then the delegate asked, ‘How do  you expect to  unite
those men who are in the Republican and the Democratic
parties into a  political party? I  would ask him. How do you
expect those workmen who are Democrats and Republicans
today to  unite in an economic organization to  overthrow  the
Democratic and Republican capitalists? The political action
is the wedge to get in am ong those men, it is the wedge tha t
emancipates tjiem from the thrall of political errors, and when
all political errors are removed from  their minds, then wc
have a negative united political action, we a t least would stand
negatively united upon the political field, and when it  comes
to  that, the m an who cannot vote right will do everything
else wrong. T o  imagine th a t you can leave those m en there
in that position, th a t we can leave them  there, and try  a t the
same time to organize th is body, why, it is the old story  of
Madam P artington try ing to  sweep the A tlantic ocean away
from her back yard. You cannot do it.

“You m ay unite a  Republican and a  D em ocratic w orking
man in a pure and simple economic organization th a t stands
upon the principle of the brotherhood of capital and labor and
says, ‘I ought to  have m ore,’ but never can you unite Demo
crats and Republicans into an organization that says, ‘O urs is
the earth and the fullness thereof, and we want the whole of
it.’ Before you can do tha t you must emancipate their minds
of the political errors, and the political movement necessarily
does th a t work. (Applause.)

“H e asks what is the difference between the S. P., the S.
h .  P., and the I. W. W. I will only stop a m om ent upon that,
because the question indicates such a fundam ental misconcep
tion of m atters. The I. W. W. is bpilt along the lines of in
dustries. A railroad knows no state or county line. Tha^ is
its  constituency. The I. W. W. organizes the m iners wher
ever the vein runs, and there is the constituency, whether it is
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in Colorado or in Pennsylvania, o r any other state. The I.
W . W. organizes the cotton workers, wherever cotton is
raised, regardless of geographical o r political dem arkation,
that is the constituency. In  o the r w ords, the I. W . W . is o r
ganizing the future constituency of the governm ent of the
working class. (Applause.) The I. W . W . is establishing
that constituency o r  those constituencies which will elect their
delegates, and some day instead of being a convention hurry
ing througrh its w ork in one week it will be able, a t its leisure,
to sit as a  parliam ent or congress of the U nited States. The
I. W . W., accordingly, is an association of organized new
opinion, the opinion of the proletariat.

“The S. P., or the S. L. P., or any o ther political party
cannot do that, because they  are organized upon geographical
dem arkations, and the bricklayer o r shoemaker may go with
me to  vote a t the same ballot-box. A political organization
cannot perform  a  revolutionary act, but a political organiza
tion can carry on a revolutionary propaganda. I can get on
the stum p and say, ‘Vote for the principle th a t will overthrow
the capitalist system. Vote for the principle th a t will put the
railroads and all the capitalist institu tions of the land into
the hands of the workers. Vote for the principle that the man
who does not w ant to  w ork shall be compelled to starve,’ and
when I do that I am free, I am safe. But let me say on the
stump or elsewhere, ‘Let us go and take and hold,’ and I will
have to go then into ra t holes and carry on my propaganda;
and keep this in mind, the labor movement is one that takes
in the masses, and the m asses cannot be addressed in ra t
holes. The m asses have to  be addressed in the open, and the
sun of tw entieth century civilization frowns down upon the
man who would propose physical force only and reject abso
lutely the theory  of an attem pt at a peaceful solution.

“As has been well said, the first man who ran away from
this convention was an Anarchist, Moore. We who are not
A narchists know it, and by the way, I forgot to m ention this;
it is said that this preamble must be more accurate, more ex
act, that it is ambiguous. I t is, is it? You ask Sherman
whether he thought it was ambiguous. You ask McCabe
whether he thought it was ambiguous. You ask all the pure
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and simple economic crooks and their doubles, the pure and
simple political crooks, whether the platform was ambiguous.
I t was so clear that no sooner was it enunciated than all those
crooks put their heads together to give us a licking, and we
licked them. (Applause.)

Caminita said that our platform is revolutionary on pa
per. I want to tell you a joke that Marx cracked on a gentle
man who spoke as Caminita did. Marx said that physical
force is the midwife of revolution. Anybody who imagines
that the ruling class will stand up and peacefully let them do
it, is mistaken, but you must exhaust all peaceful means. And
Marx said, ‘Physical force is the midwife of revolution.’ Then
an Anarchist arose and said, ‘You say physical force is the
midwife of revolution. Why, let us take physical force alone.’
‘Why,’ Marx said to him, ‘if that were so, if I want a child
all I have to do is to go and get a midwife.’ (Laughter and
applause.)

“Now, then, we were asked what is civilization? Civiliza
tion means that men shall deal with one another as each ex
pects to be dealt with. Civilization means that we shall utilize
all the conquests of the human race that have enabled us to
do what we are doing here today, talking, although we may
disagree, peacefully, without jumping at one another’s throat.

“The delegate from Indianapolis made use of a remark
able expression, ‘Shall we bother with the capitalist ballot?’
That is the vein with which I utterly disagree, and I wish
now to take up this thing. Caminita said virtually the same
thing.

“There is no such thing as the capitalist ballot-box, any
more than there is such a thing as the capitalist ballot, or
such a thing as capitalist free speech. These are all conquests
that the human race has wrung from the clutches of the rul
ing class, and for the same reason that I walk proudly and
freely on the highway, and for the same reason that we ad
vocate and exercise free speech, for that same reason we stand
by the ballot-box, not that it is the ballot of the capitalist, but
it is the ballot of the civilized man—the battlefield where we
may go and vote and expect to come out without having our
bones broken, and the other fellow’s bones broken likewise.



W IT H  D E L E O N  SIN C E ’89.

"The vein w ith which I  agree is this: I  am sure these
delegates feel to  a  g reat extent the way they do, unknoiwn to
themselves, because of the corruption tha t we know has sprung
up in all the  parties of labor, and Delegate Y oung’s reference
to the A naconda experience I think covered the point suffici
ently: th a t political m ovem ent sprung up; there w as no eco
nomic organization back of it. I t  was a rudderless ship, but
to  say th a t because political action leads, as we know it does
when it is pure and simple political action and no t corrupted,
therefore, to  go to  the o ther extrem e is to  forget the experi
ences that we should n o t forget.

"T he labor movem ent began first w ith the Anarchistic
m ethod of physical force, and swung back to  the other ex
trem e, the pure and simple, and it has been Oscillating back
and forth until the tim e when the I. W. W . came, and not un
til the I. W . W . cam e could tha t position be established where
we have th e  political action in its right place and the eco
nomic action, the necessary basis which gives its reflex to the
political, necessary to  s ta rt the political and necessary to make
the political trium ph a  success.

"Now, perhaps it  is no t simply for us here in America.
I  apprehend th a t the circum stance of my birth, having fallen
on this side of th e  w aters, is w hat made me th ink  we had to
do it in America. M arx said it was a  revolution in the United
States tha t rung the knell of capitalism, and I  came to  the
conclusion th a t i t  was so, and during the last three years in
the conventions and congresses I have attended, I  have come
to the conclusion th a t i t  is our duty, and th a t it would be a
crime on our p a rt if we neglected the experiences of the past.
Europe needs the  education th a t the I. W . W . is im parting
to  it. T hose young m en w ho are growing up in Europe now
are the  superiors of anyth ing  Europe has ever seen, and they
look upon the  I. W . W . as the angel of light, and they look
for America to  give in this generation the signal which was
given in seventeen hundred and som ething against feudalism
in Europe.

"D on’t  le t us strike out th a t clause ‘political action.’ Let
U » ,  on the contrary , understand w hat it m eans and carry that
inform ation am ong the w orking people. D o not le t us yield
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to the «ophistries of the pure and simple politicians who talk
about neutrality toward the labor unions. Let us stand upon
the square-jointed principle which Heslewood, your delegate,
and myself advanced before that congress, and although our
time was limited, we got, outside of our own two and a half
votes, eighteen votes, the majority of the votes of the French
delegation and three votes from the Italian delegation. That
resolution says that the industrial organization is the embryo,
the seed of civilization.

“Without political organizations we can do nothing; we
can never triumph because we array ourselves for a civil war
fare, and without economic organizations, the day of political
triumph would be, today, that of political defeat. Political
Socialism in Europe has shown that backward trend; don’t
let us give a hand to that, by ourselves going back, but let us
take a long step forward today, so long that this same ques
tion cannot be brought in here again.”

The motion made at the third convention of the I. W. W.
to strike out the words “on the political field” from the pre
amble was defeated by 113 against IS votes, not a very en
couraging result for the advocates of “physical force only.”
The preamble remained as it was framed at the first I. W. W.
convention, declaring for both political and industrial action
and unity of the working class.

Haywood’s Deficiency in the Crisis
In July, 1907, only a couple of months before the third

convention of the I. W. W. opened its sessions, Haywood’s
trial ended with an acquittal; later Pettibone too was acquitted,
and Moyer was set free without trial.

Had Haywood remained true to the organization which
he was instrumental in launching only two years before and
at the first convention of which he had been the presiding of
ficer, he would have attended the third I. W. W. convention
even though the Western Federation of Miners was no longer
a part of the I. W. W. Instead Haywood was busy in boost
ing the Socialist Party, the very organization that did its ut
most to destroy the I. W. W., its declarations of **nentrality”
toward trade unions notwithstanding.
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T h a t the Socialist P arty  exploited H ayw ood’s popularity
goes w ithout saying. H ayw ood was actually popular then;
he became notorious afterw ard. De Leon had regarded H ay
wood, as he himself expressed it, as a tow er of strength  in the
labor movement. W hen the prison doors in Boise, Idaho,
opened fo r H ayw ood and large num bers of w orkers turned
ou t wherever H aywood was to  appear as speaker; when the
true  w orking class instinct asserted itself; when the revolu
tionary  spark only needed to  be fanned to  become a flame,
H ayw ood’s speeches were as weak as m ush. H ayw ood only
d istantly  referred to industrial unionism ; did no t even m en
tion  the Industrial W orkers of the W orld ; the supposed
“ tow er of streng th” turned out to  be the very opposite—sim
ply a "m oving picture hero” as he was la ter characterized by
a girl strike leader in the New Jersey silk strike.

Petty Intriguing in the I. W. W.
Yet, Haywood, or no Haywood, when the th ird  I. W. W.

convention had concluded its labors, the delegates were more
than hopeful th a t judging by the progress made during the
preceding year, in  point of membership, influence, and pres
tige the  young organization would forge ahead and tha t the
ailings of infancy were over. This was not the case, however;
indeed, “the w orst was yet to  come.” F or no sooner had the
delegates returned from the third convention than  a most
m alignant “colic” had the I. W . W . in its grip. The germs of
th is  “colic,” barely discernible at the th ird  convention, had
multiplied rapidly.

W m . E. T rautm ann, the general secretary-treasurer; Ed
wards, the editor of the Industrial U nion Bulletin; St. John,
the  general organizer, and m ost of the m em bers of the Gen
eral Executive Board all showed signs of having turned a
som ersault, or th a t they were about to  tu rn  one. Trautm ann
began to  find fault w ith the Daily People, by claiming tha t
E. M arkley had been using its columns against the I. W . W.
A fellow who was T rautm ann’s right hand man in the office,
who answered all correspondence and was the secretary de
facto (by appointm ent of T rautm ann) wrote nasty letters about
De Leon. This fellow was O tto  Justh , a  suspended member
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of the Socialist Labor Party . Edw ards published letters in
the Bulletin w ritten by P a t Quinlan and Jam es Connolly,
wherein the S. T. & L. A. was attacked and De Leon slurred.

How careful De Leon was not to  arrive a t conclusions
hastily; how much concerned he was about all tha t took place
in the organization; how he viewed things after the third con
vention of the I. W. W., and last but not least, under w hat
difficulties De Leon had to perform  his work, can be seen
from the following letters:

Two Letters From De Leon
“28 City Hall Place,

“New York, Nov. 4, 19»7.
“Rudolph, Katz,
“Lancaster, Pa.
“Dear K atz:

“I return the two letters you sent me.
"As to T rautm ann’s le tte r:
“His conduct is reprehensible. He does not specify the

date of The People containing the alleged objectionable a r
ticle. W hen I saw in the last Bulletin (Nov. 2) th a t he says
‘M arkley is using the Daily People against the I. W. W.,’ I
hunted up The People from convention days down to date, that
is since September. There is no such article to  be found. There
are three articles from Markley. N ot in the rem otest way can
they be construed to  be against the I. W . W., or any of its
officers. Just the opposite.

"In  this letter of his to you, however, I  imagine I see a
'light. Can it be that because of M arkley’s past bad conduct,
therefore T rautm ann is of the opinion tha t any article Mark-
ley may w rite in The People, even if tha t article be upon ‘The
Im m ortality  of the Soul,' the m ere fact of his article being
accepted is the ‘using of The People against the I. W. W .’?
Such a notion is so ridiculous th a t I wish to  dismiss it. And
I  dismiss it all the m ore readily because I now have reasons
to believe that T rautm ann’s explosive nature is being exploit
ed, and his credulity played upon by a fellow whom I now
make free to  call a scamp. T hat fellow is O tto Justh.

"In  order to save me trouble in explaining this m atter, I
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enclose to  you a copy of a le tte r I received from Justh  last
Saturday. I immediately sent the original to T rautm ann by
‘strictly  personal’ letter, so as to  avoid having Justh  purloin
i t .  I said, however, to T rautm ann that the le tte r was not
personal but official. I  asked T rautm ann for his opinion on
so fishy a le tte r from his employe, and th a t Ju sth  was try ing
to  inject New Y ork S. L. P. dissensions in to  I. W. W . corre
spondence. I also told T rautm ann th a t some of his le tters
com e signed by him (rubber stam>p) with O. J. as counter
sign. This Justh  was an S. L. P. man until recently. I  under
stand he was expelled in Chicago for non-paym ent of dues, or
som ething to  tha t effect. I t  is clear he is  in (underhandedly)
with the Connolly crew. H ow  comes he to  drag in Connolly?
I called T rau tm ann’s attention to  the fact that Connolly’s
•name was not mentioned by me or any other delegate on the
floor of the convenion. Now, then, I suspect tha t Justh  has
simply lied to T rautm ann about M arkley; and he, Justh , be
ing  now out o f the party, is try ing  dirty w ork against it. I
also suspect that it is through his ‘influence’ th a t Connolly’s
article was published. F or all these reasons it  will be well
fo r  you to insist upon the date of The People justify ing T raut-
imann’s false charges. This m atter should not be allowed to
rest. R eturn me the copy of Ju sth ’s letter.

'■As to  your le tte r to Edw ards;
“I t  is first rate as far as it goes. You m ight add the point

that, when you complained to T rautm ann about Quinlan’s le t
te r T rautm ann said, ‘How  do we know who Quinlan is?’ I t
so happens th a t both Quinlan’s le tte r and Connolly’s article
introduced the w riters. Quinlan ridiculed ‘the editor of The
People’: Connolly slurs the S. T. & L. A. If  Quinlan had
any real po in t in economics to  make, the point could have
been m ade w ithout throw ing ridicule upon m e; if Connolly
had any real good bit of instruction to  convey to  the I. W. W.
on economics, the th ing could have been done w ithout slur
ring the S. T . & L. A. N o one will say that the I. W . W . will
be prom oted by slurring  me or the S. T. & L. A. Both Quin
lan and Connolly amply introduced them selves through their
slurs.

“If  anyone has any right to complain, it is The People
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and the S. T. & L. A. element. But we must not play into the
hands of mischief-makers. Edwards and Trautmann are do
ing wrong through inadvertance. I suspect Justh.

“Fraternally,
“D. De Leon.”

De Leon’s second letter to me on this matter reads;
“28 City Hall Place,

“New York, Nov. 6, 1907.
“Rudolph Katz,
“Lancaster, Pa.
“Dear Comrade:

“I would, tuder ordinary circumstances, feel cheap to dis
cover that I failed to send in a letter the enclosures that I
promise. I t is, ordinarily, a mark of reprehensible negligence.
In my instance, it does not make me feel cheap, it angers me
at the difficulties I have tO contend with in this office. I am
interrupted constantly. This office is the ‘continuation of the
street.’ The Otto Justh letter goes in now; I also enclose a
copy of my letter to Trautmann on that letter of O. J. I did
not preserve the copy of the second letter to Trautmann on
the subject of his report. Return me the copies.

“I also return within the letter to you signed with Traut-
mann’s stamp, but obviously written by O. J. Your answer,
copy of which you sent me, is to the point. O. J. is hedging.
Trautmann’s report reads, ‘Markley is using The Daily Peo
ple against the I. W. W.’ That is a concrete charge, to be
proved or disproved by the articles in question. If the charge
is true I am guilty. I should not be caught napping by peo
ple who wish to use The People against the I. W. W. O. J.’s
is still vaguer. He speaks of articles which don’t conform
with facts. This is an attempt to impeach the veracity of the
alleg;ations in articles that do not concern the I. W. W. In
sist upon an answer, and upon retraction when the time comes
that O. J. can dodge no more.

“Since writing to you, two requests have come to me to
answer in The Bulletin the misleading article of Connolly’s
and set things to right. I don’t fancy the idea of taking the
initiative in the matter, Edwards having exhibited his woeful
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ignorance on economics by publishing such stuff, and also his
lack of alertness by allowing such an assault on the S. T. &
L. A. [he surely would not have done so had he been more
wide-awake] a spontaneous answer by me might wound his
susceptibilities. The best way that occurs to  me to proceed
is this: Should Edwards answer your letter, and its tone jus
tifies the move, you may reply to him suggesting, in view of
the importance of economic clearness and historic accuracy,
that he write to me for an answer to Connolly’s article, con
firming or combatting and disproving his contention. Ten to
one Edwards will have good reason to do this. Ten to one
letters will come in on the Connolly article. An unseemly
clapperclaw in The Bulletin may be avoided by a  stiff article,
written academically, yet without mincing matters, and stat
ing the proposition clearly.

"Fraternally,
"D. De LeOB."



FROM 1908 TO DANIEL DE LEON’S
DEATH IN 19U

Fourth Convention of I.W .W . Packed by “ Bum-
mery” Element and De Leon Unseated as
Delegate — Unity Movement— Milwaukee
Craze—De Leon’s Greatness

All the efforts of De Leon to preserve harmony in the
I. W. W. were unavailing. St. John, Trautmann, Edwards,
and the majority of the five members of the General Execu
tive Board turned over night, so to speak, against the funda
mental principles of industrialism as laid down in the I.W .W .
preamble. They no longer recognized political action as nec
essary. It was a repetition of the stupid Sherman attempt to
get rid of the Socialist Labor Party element and thus find it
easier to break into the Socialist Party and its much larger
membership, and fish in troubled waters.

Once started on the road of inconsistency the “Bummery”
stage was soon reached. At a special session of the General
Executive Board held in January, 1908, in New York city, De
Leon appeared and endeavored to enlighten those who gave
signs of being in need of enlightenment. Such examples of
wisdom as Trautmann, Williams, and Cole would take no ad
vice from De Leon; they insinuated that De Leon, not being
a member of the General Executive Board, had no right to
step within the sacred precincts of that highest executive as-
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semWy. De Leon was ffiven the floor, but afterward his
statements, to the published proceedings, were deliberately
misquoted by Trautmann.

I was accused of the monstrous crime of having consulted
Ue Leon before expressing an opinion as General Executive
öoard member on certain questions. I did not only consult
De Leon but frankly so stated in my official communications
to general headquarters. How ridiculous would it not
sound today if we should read somewhere in the archives of

e early history of the Socialist movement that some official
o a German or English trade union had been accused of having
consulted Marx on questions then confronting the movement I

sounds equally ridiculous even today, and will sound more
so as the years roll by and as deeds of yesterday and today
become history, to have been accused of consulting De Leon
on questions regarding the labor movement. Woe to the ene
mies of the working class, had the labor union officials all
consulted De Leon and acted upon his advice!

Nomination of Preston
Another Presidential election came in 1908. The Socialist

Labor Party held its national convention in New York city
For ^ e  first time in the history of political parties there was
nominated for President of the United States a man who was
accused of murder. The Socialist Labor Party in convention
assembled did nominate as its standard bearer a man whom
the capitalists of Nevada sought to brand as a murderer.

Morrie R. Preston, an official of the Industrial Workers of
the World, in exercising the right to picket, was attacked
by the proprietor of a restaurant the employes of which
were out on strike. The proprietor leveled a pistol at Pres
ton; Preston in self-defense drew his gun and laid low the
man who wanted to take his life. Class justice, capitalist
class justice, declared that Preston was guilty of murder.

It was not for any sentimental reason that Preston was
picked out by the Socialist Labor Party as its Presidential can
didate; It was to bring before the American working class
the question of the right to picket in a strike, and correctly
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did the Socialist Labor P arty  reason. No picket, no union;
no union, no Socialist Republic; wherever the right to  picket
is denied the w orkers there can be no organization, and w ith
out an organization on the economic field the capitalists can
not be expropriated. Preston was exercising his right to
picket; the middle class restaurant keeper was the aggressor.
P reston  had to defend himself or be killed. N o jury  in N e
vada would find a man guilty who had drawn a  gun in self-
defense—except in  a case where a worker stands for his class
against capitalist class interests.

The nom ination of Preston was a bold stroke against
class justice, it was a fearless act in behalf of industrial union
ism. Debs was the nominee of the Socialist P arty  for the
Presidency; he still claimed to be an industrial unionist. It
was the acid te s t of Debs’s sincerity. Could he as an indus
trial unionist run against another industrial unionist whose
liberty was to  be taken for his loyalty to  the cause of indus
trial unionism?

Instead of Debs saving Preston, P reston  saved Debs.
Preston, confined in  prison (having been sentenced to  tw enty-
five years at hard  labor) did not measure up to the occasion.
Influenced by his attorneys he did not accept the nomination.
Thus the opportunity was lost to make the question of a labor
union’s right to picket a national issue w ithout dem anding
such a law as a palliative. August Gillhaus was nam ed as
proxy for P reston  for President and Donald M unru of V ir
ginia for Vice-President.

Turning again to  the I. W. W., the whole organization
was in a state of unrest. The membership, upon discovering
that the officials were acting in a manner tha t foreshadowed
an ugly conflict within the organization, withdrew in large
numbers. The financial and industrial panic which was then
on had also a very bad effect upon the newly founded local
unions of the I. W . W., and many of these lost members.

The Industrial Union Bulletin was then really no longer
the journal of industrial unionism but became the mouthpiece
of the men in Chicago who sought to  overturn the fundamen
ta l principles of the I. W. W. As the time set for the holding
of the fourth annual convention drew nearer, the contents
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and tone of the articles in the Industrial Union Bulletin be
came more and more hostile toward political action in general
and toward the Socialist Labor Party in particular, and the
inclinations toward Anarchistic methods more pronounced.

“ Overall Brigade”  at 1908 Convention
Finally, it was announced that the “Overall Brigade” was

coming in force from the Far West to attend the convention.
This “Overall Brigade” was really not what the name would
seem to imply, namely, men in their working clothes, but con
sisted of that element that traveled on freight trains from one
Western town to the other, holding street meetings that were
opened with the song, “Hallelujah, I ’m a Bum,” and closed
with passing the hat, in regular Salvation Army fashion.

The “Overall Brigaders," though they traveled in box
cars where conductors do not collect fares, were nevertheless
upholders of “organized labor” ethics—they would only steal
rides on railroad lines that employed union men and would
rather walk the ties than “patronize” a scab road. It is
safe to say, however, that the directors of such scab railroad
lines did not consider a boycott by the “Overall Brigaders” a
serious blow.

While the “Overall Brigade” was on its way to Chicago,
Executive Board Member Cole, in a letter published in the
Industrial Union Bulletin, dared De Leon to come to the
fourth convention of the I. W. W. De Leon did come, the
open threat of Cole and the implied threat of the “brigaders”
notwithstanding. When De Leon did present his credentials
from several New York locals, the very same fellows who had
dared him to come closed the doors to him when he arrived.
De Leon’s seat in the convention was contested and his cre
dentials were rejected on flimsy pretexts.

De Leon was given the floor to state his case, and he did
state it in his characteristic fashion. The “Overall Brigade”
were seated all in a row on one side of the hall, a tough look-
ng lot. Vincent St. John was in the chair, with sinister mien,
wielding the gavel and everything else that could be wielded to
keep De Leon out of the convention. Alongside of St. John
sat Trautmann, not the same fellow at all that he had appear-
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ed to be at the previous conventions; in fact, he too looked as
though he had traveled all the way from Seattle by freight
train.

De Leon’s Rebuke to Slummists
S l John had his physical force well organized to back up

his arg^uments. De Leon had faced many varieties of antago
nists in the labor movement, and he faced this variety with
the same composure and courage born of knowledge and in
tegrity. Such remarks as, “I would like, to get a punch at
‘the pope,’ ” were overheard in the hall among the ‘‘Overall
Brigaders,” but not loud enough to reach De Leon’s ears.
Had not St. John, ably assisted by Heslewood, the day before
the convention opened tried his pugilistic skill on Delegate
Francis?

De Leon told them whither they were drifting—to slum-
mism, to Anarchy, to the movement’s destruction. When, in
the course of his remarks, De Leon mentioned the fact that
he had been dared to come, Cole, the very one who had his
name signed to the letter in the Industrial Union Bulletin
containing the “dare,” jumped to his feet and demanded proof
that such a letter had been published. De Leon opened his
satchel, placed it between himself and delegate Chas. Trainor
(formerly of the Locomotive Workers of Paterson, N. J.),
and taking out the copy of the Industrial Union Bulletin con
taining the letter in question, handed the same over to Cole,
with the remark; “Here is your letter in cold type. Have you
forgotten that you wrote such a letter or was your name
placed there without your knowledge and consent? Here I
am handing you the copy. I trust you will return it. I hope
you have not sunk to the level of petty theft.”

The brigaders were shifting nervously; St. John turned
red to his ears; Trautmann got very busy writing. Cole read
his own letter, admitted De Leon had quoted correctly, hand
ed back the copy and sat down. De Leon proceeded.

The “Overall Brigade” sat in judgment upon Daniel De
Leon. St. John was the prosecuting attorney. This man,
whom De Leon had befriended and whose life was practically
saved by the generosity of Socialist Labor Party women of
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New Y ork who had collected funds to  have St. John brought
from  a hospital in Nevada where be was lying with a  hullet
wound in his rig h t w rist and where, as rum ors had it, he did
no t receive proper treatm ent, and made it possible for him to
go to  Chicago,—this same St. John whom De Leon had once
confided in, tu rned  on De Leon with all the viciousness of a
W estern  desperado.

St. John, one of those characters described by a magazine
w riter, who can ac t as a bopncer in a  bar-room , salt a mine,
or deliver a serm on or a lecture, charged De Leon with not
understanding the proper form  of industrial unionism, and
with being a member of the Office W orkers’ Local when he
should have been a  m em ber of the P rin ting  W orkers’ Local,
of which only a branch (linotype operators) was organized in
New York. De Leon was not seated as a delegate upon this
flimsy technical pretext.

A sufficient num ber of other delegates were not seated
under o ther preposterous pretexts as to  give the “O verall
Brigaders’’ full contro l of the convention. I t was all the w ork
of a  m iniature steam -roller such as is frequently used a t th e
conventions of capitalist political parties. Being in possession
of all the books of the organization it was an easy m atter to
disqualify delegates th a t were not wanted by se tting  up the
claim th a t the locals which they represented were in bad
standing, and seat all those who were wanted. How many of
the delegates who were seated represented mixed locals ex
isting  m erely on paper, only those in possession of the books
could know, namely, the general officers, T rautm ann and St.
John. They guarded th a t secret well.

Chas. T ra inor and I  visited De Leon in his hotel before
his return  to  New York. De Leon was in as good a hum or
as I ever saw him, the action of the packed convention n o t
w ithstanding. H is faith in the w orking class and its awaken
ing was unshaken. W hat he predicted then, subsequent events
have proved, that the manufactured m ajority  and the  element
it represented would seek to  drag  down the nam e of th e  I. W.
W. in to  the gu tter of slummism and make it synonymous
with Anarchy.
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Political Action Repudiated
When by ««seating duly elected delegates St.wnen, uy e “Brigaders,” the preamble

came supreme commander of the K convea-

«fave the St. John clique tne oyi'  ̂ conven-

B .n«m  «. Oct. » .  M 8, .8 ..c

John relative to the argument « " ^ e  Leon s credent a

e l t l 'S ' e  b ,

*D »U rD . Leon,” »<> "Tb. W«tbet « “ T D .n W D f
Extracts from St. John’s Arguments against Daniel De Leo .

A reader of these “extracts,” however, who would not
have known who De Leon and S t
likely have concluded ^ rw h a t De Leon had to
lay  'S i's ''th V b ase i” kind of misrepresentation that ««ly ^
Trautmann could have the audacity to put on paper. ,

After these happenings in Chicago the district counei s
of New York and Paterson, together with a number of loca
of tiew „„fpTpnre of I W W. organizations which
T a s ^ lS  in Paterson. N. J., on Nov. 1. 1908. The delegates
to that conference declared that the doings of
I f  the former general officers had placed them outside of the
?  W W The conference decided to esUblish new headquar
ters in New York city, and elected a general secretary and a
general executive board to  serve «.til a regular convention
ccvld be held.

The acts of the conference were endorsed by all locals
there represented. The pirates in Chicago were repudiated by
the I  W W. organizations generally, as shown by the fact
Jhat of the entire membership that voted on the
issued by the “Trautmann-St. John Administration, the hig -
est vote cast on any subject was 970, and only th ^ e  issues of
the Industrial Union Bulletin appeared after that packed
“convention” had done its deadly work.



WITH DE LEON SINCE '89.

Too Much Talk of Unity
Tlie Socialist Labor Party vote in the Presidential elec

tion of 1908 was anything but encouraging; it had dropped
to 14,237. This was due partly to the enactment of laws in
some of the states making it extremely difficult for small po
litical parties to file nominating petitions, so that in some of
these states where the Socialist Labor Party had previously
had a ticket in the field no Presidential electors were nom
inated in 1908.

The main cause, however, for failure to nominate Presi
dential electors in various states and for lack of vigorous agi
tation generally must be ascribed to too much unity talk. The
resolution on unity adopted at the Amsterdam and Stuttgart
International Congresses and voted for by the Socialist Party
delegates from America; the unity conferences held in vari
ous states between Socialist Labor Party and Socialist Party
representatives, created a feeling of uncertainty among So
cialist Labor Party adherents.

As in all of their dealings the Socialist Labor Party mem
bership and officials were honest and upright, so they were
on the question of unity. When the International Congress
had adopted the resolutions urging the unification of Socialist
forces in countries where the movement was split and where
more than one party claimed to be Socialist, the National
Executive Committee of the Socialist Labor Party immedi
ately notified the National Committee of the Socialist Party
that the S. L. P. was ready to abide by the decision of the In
ternational Congress. The National Committee of the Social
ist Party, alwap playing, like Bret Harte’s Heathen Chinee,
with 24 packs in its wide sleeves, pretended to favor unity.
The S. P. had its delegates voting in favor of unity resolu
tions in Europe, but thwarted every effort to unite the Social
ist forces at home. The request of the Socialist Labor Party
that a committee of each party meet to discuss a basis for
unity was hypocritically rejected, without, however, the ques
tion being put to referendum vote of the membership.

The three years intervening between the International
Congress held in 1907 at Stuttgart and the one held in 1910
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at Copenhagen were taken up with unity talk, among groups
of individuals from both parties. A good many Socialist Par
ty members, a few locals and even a whole state organization
sought to bring the matter before the whole membership of
the Socialist Party, but without success. The Socialist Party
officialdom would not have it. They had trouble enough as
it was, mending political fences, preparing catch-penny
schemes, and adding additional quantities of sugar and water
to their already much diluted “Socialism.” Men with S. L. P.
training would only be in their way. It is, after all, contrary
to the laws of nature and a very unthankful job to try to unite
fire and water.

Nevertheless the Socialist Labor Party with all its integ
rity was seeking to carry into effect the unity proposition of
the International Congress. The least the party expected was
that the double-dealing of the Socialist Party would be cen
sured severely by the Copenhagen Congress. Up to the time
of the Copenhagen Congress much of the Socialist Labor Par
ty’s activity and zeal was lost. The unity proposals became
lightning rods down which the S. L. P. bolts were conducted,
which otherwise might have done a good deal of damage to
the S. P. structure. This no doubt was the most important
factor that reduced the voting strength of the Socialist Labor
Party in 1908.

None other than the Socialist Labor Party could have
withstood so severe a reverse. It withstood the setback in
point of its reduced voting strength, quickly recuperating;
in 1910 the vote ag^in reached nearly 30,000. This, too, at the
time when the city of Milwaukee was carried by the Socialist
Party by electing Emil Seidel mayor in the spring elections
and sending Victor L. Berger to Congress in the fall elections
of the same year.

Failure to Oust De Leon From I. S. B.
The Socialist Party went Milwaukee-crazy at that time.

Its soap-box orators, like howling dervishes, were shouting,
“Milwaukee, Milwaukee, Milwaukee; in Milwaukee; at Milwau
kee; to Milwaukee; as Milwaukee; like Milwaukee; Milwau
kee, Milwaukee”; “Oh! You Milwaukee.” The “Milwaukee
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Idea” of opportunism  and nonsense was to spread through
out the United States, and then, woe to  all capitalists—M or
gan, Schwab, Carnegie, Hill, Rockefeller trem bled at the very
thought of the trium phant Socialist P arty  buying them  out!

De Leon attended the Copenhagen In ternational Con
gress. M essrs. Berger and H illquit were there, too. There
was an attem pt made by H illquit to  have De Leon removed
from  the In ternational Bureau. F irs t H illquit maneuvered
th e  Congress into deciding tha t the number of votes the So
cialist Labor P arty  should be allotted be reduced to one,
which was com paratively easily accomplished, as the S. L. P-
vote had been only 14,000 in the preceeding election. Then
H illquit moved th a t only s.uch parties should have a repre
sentative in the Bureau tha t had at least three votes in the
Congress. This petty  scheme the Congress rejected, for while
the European Socialists were not abreast of De Leon in his
revolutionary attitude, they were not men who would indulge
in common trickery. De Leon retained his seat in the In te r
national Socialist Bureau.

T he “Milwaukee Idea” craze reached its climax when in
the Congressional elections of 1910 V ictor L. Berger, the
forem ost advocate of tha t “Idea” was elected to  Congress.
All tha t was necessary to  elect Socialist P arty  candidates to
all local, state and national offices, was to  emulate Berger’s
methods. The S. P. men certainly tried hard, and it was not
the ir fault that they failed to accomplish w hat Berger suc
ceeded in accomplishing. T he Socialist P arty  candidates for
public office outdid Berger and his “Milwaukee Idea” a hun
dred fold. The larger the salary attached to  the office for
which they were the running candidates, the m ore pronounced
w ere they in the advocacy of opportunism .

De Leon had entertained hopes tha t Berger m ight some
day realize, realize before it was too  late, that the road of op
portunism  leads to reaction instead of progress. De Leon
credited Berger with being m ore of a Socialist and a man of
m ore ability and at least w illingness to learn, than  many of
the S. P. celebrities, until he met Berger at the Copenhagen
Congress. W hile at Copenhagen Berger on one occasion
(during sessions of the Bureau, as De Leon himself told me)
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came around where De Leon was sitting, eager to engage De
Leon in conversation. With the familiarity of the ward heeler,
Berger said; ‘‘Comrade De Leon, why don’t you come over
and join our party?” When De Leon met Berger personally
he abandoned his hopes and sized him up to be a typical poli
tician whose mental vision was limited to the border lines of
the county or district where he might be running for office.

Karl Liebknecht in the United States
In  1910 the Socialist Party engaged the eminent German

Socialist, Dr. Karl Liebknecht, for a lecture tour throughout
the United States—a very clever move on the part of that
party, a move that was to give the Socialist Labor Party its
death blow, for such must have been the real motive of in
viting Karl Liebknecht.

There is hardly another prominent lecturer in the Social
Democratic Party of Germany who has less in common with
the Socialist Party opportunist stand than Liebknecht. Yet
Liebknecht, the leader of the revolutionary wing of the Ger
man Socialist movement, was brought over to lecture for the
Socialist Party here and thus appeal to the revolutionary ele
ment developing in its own midst, just as Legien, the leader
of the German trade unions was brought over later to show
to Samuel Gompers how truly conservative Socialists are, and
thus win the good will of Gompers and his followers.

Liebknecht did not realize that his good name was being
used for a bad purpose. De Leon vainly sought to meet Lieb
knecht upon his arrival in New York, but did finally meet him
at Newark, N. J„ not without having first to overcome some
obstacles laid in the way of a meeting between them by the
Socialist Partyites, who were evidently much alarmed lest De
Leon should spoil their vote-catching scheme.

Liebknecht placed too much importance upon mere num
bers. He lectured for the Socialist Party. Socialist Labor
Party men, however, attended the Liebknecht meetings every
where and used the opportunity offered for the distribution
Of Socialist Labor Party literature, never forgetting to hand
0 few copies to Liebknecht himself.

’That Liebknecht did place too much importance upon
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numerical strength  I  have positive proof of. I  was a t the time
on an agitation tou r and happened to  be in St. Paul, Minn.,
when L iebknecht arrived there to  deliver his lecture. I  in
tended to  ask Liebknecht a couple of questions relative to  his
revolutionary position and Socialist P a rty  “revisionism,” and
made my intentions known to  Socialist P arty  m em bers in St.
Paul and M inneapolis with whom I had had m any tilts during
m y stay there and previous to  the arrival of Liebknecht. I
never asked these questions, however, for no sooner had Lieb
knecht concluded his lecture than a singing society closed the
m eeting with the usual “Tendenz-Lieder.”

L iebknecht impressed me as a true revolutionist, m ore by
his m anner of speech than by w hat he said. T here were no
attem pts to reach heights of eloquence, no affectation or
stage-stru tting .

N ot having the chance to  ask a question publicly, I  tried
to  have m y question answ ered after the m eeting was over. In
com pany with several o ther S. L. P. m em bers I  introduced
m yself to  Liebknecht, but the S. P.ites form ed a cordon around
Liebknecht and I  did no t get further than the introduction.
Com rade Wm. McCue, a tall and broad-shouldered man, el
bow ed his way to  Liebknecht in spite of the ring  of “kan
garoos,” and laying his hand on Liebknecht’s shoulder, said:
“Dr. Liebknecht, w hat do you think of the Socialist Labor
P arty?”

Liebknecht, sizing up the tall questioner, replied with a
sm ile: “Oh, you are all right, but you should join the  bigger
party . Now the S. P. is the bigger party. I spoke with Com
rade De Leon three hours in Newark. Oh, you are all right,
but you should join the bigger party.”

In  com ing to St. Paul L iebknecht had passed through
Milwaukee. Evidently th e  num bers had affected him some
what. Five years after, we find Liebknecht battling, be it
said to  his honor, alm ost single-handed against the "bigger
party” in Germany, while the policy tha t sacrificed revolu
tionary principles to  m ere num bers finds the w orking class
shedding its blood in the  bloodiest of all w ars, w ith the sanc
tio n  and approval of the “bigger parties.”

The warning De Leon had uttered *t the congresses of
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the International and that was not heeded was later w ritten on
the hills and plains of Europe in the blood and tears of the
w orking class. The “bigger party” in Germany sanctioned
the  “defense of the Fatherland” by voting billions for the
continuation of the slaughter, and—'Oh irony of fatel the
bigger party” also sought to  read the  revolutionist, K arl
Liebknecht, out of its organization.

In a series of brilliant editorials entitled “Berger’s H it
and Misses,” De Leon paid his respects to  "the first Socialist
Congressman,” Victor L. Berger. These articles, which were
published subsequently in pam phlet form, again gave evidence
of De Leon’s straightforw ardness tow ard friend or foe. I t
w as not a question with De Leon whether Berger was a mem-
t)er of the Socialist P arty : he would have criticized a mem
ber of the Socialist Labor P arty  who would not have squared
w ith correct Socialist principles—if anything, even more se
verely than  he criticized the acts of Berger tha t were contrary
to the proper conduct of the first Socialist in Congress, and
he would not have bestowed as much praise on an S. L. P.
member for any act tha t did measure up to  the standard of a
revolutionist as he did upon Berger.

One im portant incident in the class struggle illuminated
vividly, although for a short period, the absolutely correct po
sition of De Leon and what came to  be known as “ De Leon-
ism.” T hat incident in the class struggle was the strike of silk
w orkers in 1911-1912 that started  in Paterson, N. J., and which
spread through m any cities in New Jersey, New York, and
Pennsylvania.

A Big Strike on “ Dc Leonistic” Lines
The strike w as conducted by the Industrial W orkers of

the W orld, w ith headquarters a t D etroit, Mich., the organiza
tion th a t had repudiated the A narchist I. W . W ., w ith head
quarters at Chicago. This true industrial union became known
as the D etroit I. W . W .; it some years later (1915) changed
its name to  the W orkers’ International Industrial Union.

The silk workers in Paterson, becoming tired of A. F. of
L. pro-capitalist tendencies, joined the D etroit I. W. W. en
masse. The silk workers in Hudson County, Plainfield, Sum-
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mit, Phlllipsburg, N. J., in New York, in E aston and Allett-
town, Pa., followed. Thousands of other textile w orkers
joined the D etro it I. W . W . in Passaic, N. J.

This strike m ovement was conducted differently from  the
m anner in which any other organization “runs” strikes. The
opportunity  of speaking to  thousands of wage workers en
gaged in a  struggle for better conditions was utilized to  im
part to them  class consciousness, to  enlighten them  upon the
goal of the Socialist movement. I t  was not the old sto ry
dished out by the old as well as the new type of “strike lead
er” : “Boys, stick toge ther and you will win," or, “Beat up
the  scab,” etc. The w orkers were told w hat they could ex
pect while capitalism  lasts; they were told in plain w ords that
the workers produce all w ealth and are entitled to  all they
produce, but th a t nothing can be gained unless i t  is gained
through solidarity, through united intelligent action on both
the political and the industrial fields.

F ifty  speakers of the D etro it I. W . W . were on the strike
scene; H erm an Richter, the general secretary was am ong
them. A rthur E. Reimer, Caleb H arrison, F rank  Young, A u
gust Gillhaus, Robert M cLure, Olive M. Johnson, M argaret
H illiard, Edm und Seidel, M. Angelevski, Boris Reinstein, and
many others used their best endeavors and worked overtime to
enlighten, encourage, and organize. A num ber of young peo
ple, the sons and daughters of New Y ork com rades, came to
Paterson to help in doing clerical work; thousands of mem
bership books had to  be issued for which men, women, and
boys and girls who had joined the organization clamored, and
which could not be made out as fast as applicants for mem
bership demanded them, for in those days nothing was so
cherished as a mem bership card of the D etro it I. W. W.

S. P. and Bummery Treason
But the hand of treason once m ore destroyed the newly

built organization, which a t its very b irth  was thus not only
under the fire of the common enemy, the capitalist class, bu t
•was attacked from all sides. The fear of the Socialist Party-
ites on the one hand that a strike conducted by men m ost of
•vrtiom were clear-cut S. L. P. m embers would not increase the
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S P. vote, and o£ the A narchist I. W. W.ite* on the other
hand, who feared to lose their m uch-sought-for
A. F. of L., and all the rest of dark reaction all m ilitated
against the D etro it I-

In  the m idst of the strike W illiam  D. Haywood was
brought to  Paterson and Passaic; the direct action S.
as well as their anti-direct action comrades sided in with Hay
wood, and the apple of discord was throw n am ong ‘he s t r i ^ ^ .

Suffice it to say tha t the textile w orkers strike of 19U-IV1-S
clearly dem onstrated that the w orking class will eventually
organize as the workers did then and, ripened by experience,
will not be an easy prey to  treason and deceit.

De Leon had no illusions about the outcome, when
spoke to  him at the inception of the strike. He Pointed out
the numerous enemies the organization had to combat. 1 a r
gued that the w orkers in P aterson had had enough experience
^ d  could not be fooled so easily. W hile the strike asted De
Leon gave it the support it deserved and the Daily Peop e
was the only English paper outside of the  official organ of he
D etro it I. W. W., the Industrial Union News, th a t reported
all the strike happenings from  the strikers viewpoint. The
New Y ork Call, of course, supported the o ther side.

On May 31, 1912, the notorious Recorder Carroll, of P at
erson, pronounced a  sentence of six m onths in jail upon me
for alleged loitering in front of the R einhardt silk mill where
I was doing picket duty tha t m orning. I  was confined in the
Passaic County jail until Aug. 12, and had thus to  spend the
sum m er under m ost unpleasant conditions.

The w orst feature of jail life is the regulation tha t com
pels th e  inmates to  retire each to  his cell a t a very early hour.
A t half past five p. m. the bell rang the signal «or th e  p n s ^ -
ers to  be put under double lock in the long row  of cells, l^ e
onlv thing th a t comes near to jail life in m y experience is a
steerage trip  on an old-fashioned steam er across the Atlantic.
One is sure to  get sea sick in both of these places. T he most
abominable feature is the filth and vermin with which the
walls, ceilings and floors of the very small, dark cells are
filled. . , .

I t  often occurred to me how well such a place could be
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com pared with the capitalist system, inasmuch as neither can
be kept clean or reform ed because of the very m anner of its
construction, even when attem pts a t cleanliness are actually
and honestly made. There are bound to  be m ore ills of all
sorts, more things to  be reform ed, under capitalism , than  there
are reform ers; so the vermin in one cell exceeds in numbers
the citizens of a populous city or the m em bership of a reform
party. The comparison would also hold good in th a t it would
be as u sdess to  try  to  reform the capitalists as it would be
to  try  to  reform  the bed-bugs.

The stone floors of the halls where the prisoners spend
the short day are kept scrupulously clean, however. A
visitor m ay easily be deceived, but n o t if he would stay over
night, especially in summer.

Both F rank  Y oung (who was sentenced to  three m onths)
and I had a good m any visitors, w ith whom  we w ere perm it
ted to  talk through the bars of a door leading in to  the main
hall. I had the “special privilege’’ to  talk half an hour each
day to some representative of the D etroit I.W .W . But each day
persons w ere adm itted into the jail hall itself, where they
could freely converse with the prisoners. These were persons
who had some pull with the sheriff.

De Leon’s Visit to the Prison
One set of people seemed to have more of this privilege

than any o ther; they were clergymen of all denom inations. A
m inister of the Gospel had evidently the right above anyone
else to  come when he liked and go when he pleased. These
gentlem en preached and held religious services very frequent
ly. N othing was allowed to  in terfere with these services or
prayer meetings.

One day I was called to  the  barred door to  speak to vis
itors. The visitors were Com rade De Leon and Paul Augus
tine, the then  national secretary of the Socialist Labor Party.
The very sight of De Leon m ade me and Y o m g  forget our
tribulations. I  asked the guard a t the door to  let my visitors
inside the hall, but he could not break the rule. De Leon
turned to  the sheriff, who happened to  be near, w ith the re
quest to  be perm itted to come inside. 'Hie sheriff’s little  eye»
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blinked at Dc Leon's features, and the door was opened.
It was my most pleasant half hour in jail. Later 1 thought

that the sheriff was so overawed by De Leon’s venerable
appearance and his keen searching glance, that he simply fo r
got to show his authority which he delighted in showing
otherwise, as Victor Hugo’s great character, Jean Valjean, was
impressed by the countenance of the good bishop. In fact, I
had a suspicion that the sheriff of Passaic County did indeed
take De Leon for a bishop, and that that was why the door
opened for De Leon so quickly.

A few weeks before De Leon was taken seriously ill I
called at the Daily People office. "Comrade De Leon, how is
your health?” I inquired. “Never felt better in my life,” De
Leon answered. He then looked the picture of health, robust
and strong. The next time I saw him was a* the Mt. Sinai
Hospital a few days before his death. Daniel De Leon passed
away on May 11, 1914.

Greatness of Daniel D e Leon
The greatness of this man will be recognized by the

whole world. The members of the So'cialist Labor Party have
held De Leon in high esteem, but not even the most loyal of
his comrades could fully appreciate De Leon’s genius. His
was a master mind. His hand has drawn the strategic plans
that will give the working class the power to destroy the forts
of capitalism and rear the structure of the Socialist Republic.

De Leon’s actions were not prompted by impulse, instinct,
whim or policy. The logical deductions of his scientific studies
were at all times the determining factors guiding all of his
acts. There are perhaps men who possess as much learning as
did De Leon, but to be the possessor of knowledge and to
give that knowledge acquired by long years of study to the
disinherited class of working men and women is quite a dif
ferent matter. This De Leon did. Not only did he give all
his knowledge to the working class, but his whole being as
well. He was not only a philosopher but a man of action,
taking part in the bitter strife and struggles of the Labor
movement.
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While others used the Labor Movement as a means to
gain applause, or an easy life, or both, and trimmed their sails
accordingly, De Leon spurned applause and wealth at the
expense of the progress of the movement. He remained poor
in the things that money can buy, but was as rich as Croesus
in being the possessor of an intellect that all the gold in ex
istence can not procure.

Was De Leon’s life a happy one amid the continuous
battle against error, prejudice, superstition, reaction, and cor
ruption? Was his life a happy one, with bis having to forego
many good things and surroundings and companionship con
genial to a man of De Leon’s culture? It was. The knowledge
of having served in such a great measure the lofty cause of
Socialism compensated him for the lack of other pleasures.
His family life was as pure as De Leon’s high standard of
ethics. The stern, oft-times grim fighter was like a child
among his children.

I never sought to intrude upon De Leon in his home, but
being invited I visited him with my family (about the size of
which De Leon knew no end of jokes) in the summer of 1912.
The picture then presented will ever remain in my mind—
Comrade De Leon, his wife, and children seated about him
on that summer evening.

Millions of human lives have been destroyed by the rav
ages of war in Europe. Rivers of human blood have been shed,
untold misery and suffering created. “Is it possible that to
have followed the teachings of one individual could have pre
vented that most horrible butchery the world has ever known?"
the well-meaning doubter would ask.

Yes, it was the indomitable spirit of a Columbus that
would not turn back the vessels which set out to reach land
by the western route—one man. Yes, the chart drawn by De
Leon’s hand will eventually be accepted and followed by the
working class. Then all the murderous implements of war
will become useless; the enlightened members of the working
class, organized in an integral body at the point of produc
tion as well as politically, will raise the banner of Internation
al Socialism not only over the parliaments and capitals of the
Political States, but also over the supply stations of the cap-
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italist system, the factories, mills, mines, and end capitalist
class rule forever.

When finally all the struggles of the proletariat, all the
defeats and victories will have been recorded in history, the
greatness and worth will be recognized of that One Man—
Daniel De Leon.



I '





DANIEL DE LEON -1904
IN THE EDITORIAL ROOMS OF THE "DAILY PEOPLE”
2-6 NEW READE STREET, NEW YORK, NOW THE SITE OF THE
MUNICIPAL BUILDING: ENGAGED AT THE VERY TIME
WRITING HIS REPORT TO THE INTERNATIONAL
SOCIALIST CONGRESS HELD THAT YEAR AT AMSTERDAM



T O  H I S  P E N

BY CHAS. H. ROSS
The bands which held thy comrade’s love have burst,
And stark thou art in rust-consuming clutch—
Sereft, alas! of his caressing touch!
Oft have those fingers, pulseless now, immersed
Thee in Pierian springs to quench thy thirst.
The while thou served him faithfully and much;
Fulfilling all thy tasks in manner such
That every line thou traced a cloud dispersed.

So fighting for that age-crushed suffering mass,
Thy point pierced myriad bubbles of untruth—
The forfeiture, majority’s acclaim;—
Poured rich reflections on the sensive glass.
Which turned awry Reaction’s stabbing tooth;_
And well-earned trophies crown thy master’s name.





DANIEL DE LEON THE PILOT

TO HIS WIDOW

By F. B. Guamier.

H e tarried for a while at the island of the lotus-eaters, a
race of visionaries, and scantily partook of their food, but,
stronger than U lysses’s, his mind was not dulled by it, and in
the social w aters he saw a ship being rigged and to it be
went. H e inquired whence it came and for where it was to
set sail. Fore and aft he examined, and he inspected the bull
and the beams and the sides and the m asts and the sails, and
he put ballast in it and helped in trim m ing its sails, and be
saw th a t it was fitly caulked for the arduous voyage. And
he equipped it with a compass lately devised by one Marx,
an old sailor, whose theories on social navigation had been
spurned in his age and then were beginning to  be circulated.

And the crew proclaimed their P ilo t this man who bad
so endeared himself to  them  because he was so wise and yet
so unassuming, so human. In the distance, but clearly, be
saw a beautiful sky, he saw green and flowery fields, he saw
a regenerated race of men, he saw freedom, he saw happiness.
And he set sail, hands firmly on the wheel, keen-eyed, alert-
minded.

He encountered gales, and the huge billows of that un
known sea did not injure the staunch ship. Once they di
rected its course tow ard the island of the Cyclopes, but the
P ilo t discovered that they were one-eyed, and from  their un
free actions he saw that their minds w ere crippled. And he
did not anchor there. His eye was fixed on the compass, his
mind was fixed on the goal, his hands were fixed at the wheel.

And even the winds of .\colus were powerless to  alter the
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movement of the staunch ship, for the Pilot had well drilled
his sailors in the manning of the sails.

And when the Aegean Isle was near and some of the
sailors on the ship perceived the beauty of Circe’s palace, they
swam ashore and, satiated of her charms and food, they be
came as swine. And their mind gradually adapted itself to
the body.

In vain did Sirens sing. The Pilot stood at the wheel,
keen-eyed, alert-minded, and he grinned because some of the
crew fell victims to their ravishing music and to their blan
dishments.

He saw rocks and he steered the ship clear of them, and
he made note of them on his chart. And the icebergs he en
countered did not cause him apprehension or fear, and the
flower of his crew, encouraged by him, did not relinquish
their work.

And Scylla thrust forth her heads. Self-seeking, Ignor
ance, Slander, Mutiny, Treason, Confusion, and he slew them,
and the whirlpool of anarchic Charybdis did not swallow the
ship, though many of the crew sought safety and in fear fell
overboard or jumped to oblivion.

The Pilot diligently watched the compass and steered his
wheel. And his crew received inspiration from him, and cries
were heard from a few that had left the ship that its course
was insane; from a few that the Pilot was a poor navigator,
that the promised land lay in the opposite direction and that
he should steer backward.

The sea became calmer, the horizon clearer. Some of the
people who inhabited islands nearer to the great land thought
him a master pilot, for he had dared go so far and they shout
ed encouragement to him. And in some of the islands crept
reptiles that hissed defeat. But the Pilot stood at the wheel
by night and by day, imparting great knowledge to  the crew,
solaced by the presence of his life-companion and of his chil
dren, making charts for the safety of future navigators. And
he partook of little food that he might not lose sight of the
compass. But the work which he had incessantly, so faith
fully done, began to weigh upon him, and the long vigils er<
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hausted him. And the sight of the approaching island caused
his heart to beat faster, weakened his pulse, and the Pilot suc
cumbed at the wheel.

But the sea you charted we shall sail, O Pilot!

Ün





DE LEON-IMMORTAL
BY SAM J. FRENCH.

“Si*ce Ust we met, alas,” tny comrade said, “De Leoa
died”-----

Forthwith I challenged: “ ’Tis not sol De Leon cannot,
did not, will not die,”

Only mortal things go through the change called death
and leave no trace of that which in their forms had previously
existed.

The stupid bourgeois dies, bemoaning his sad lot as does
a bellowing kine foundered in the trackless bog,—and, like
unto the kine, sinks into the mire of oblivion, to be forgotten
with the passing day.

The churl dies,—and death ends all for him—is thrown
into the ground, less valued than the rooting swine whose
carcass would at least make food for living men.

The lordling dies, and with much pomp and ceremonial
mummery is laid away—and all posterity recks not that he
lived.

The warrior dies, and, truly in his case, “The path of glory
leads but to the grave.”

The politician dies, and all his cunning tricks and vulgar
play at what he deems great statesmanship, availeth not to
make his name immortal; e’en though the fool has had it
carved in stone on public edifice or shaft, he is as dead as is
the stone itself.

The king dies, and if the thing he stands for still survives,
some lackey, to another figurehead bows low, and, rising,
cries aloud: “Long live the King!”

The great financial master dies, and though with pharisaic
glee and much pretence, and gifts galore from his ill-gotten
gains, he has besought the world to place his name upon the
list of those who loved mankind, bis passing off amounts to
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simply this; Another worn-out wheel has dropped from out
the gears that drive the blood-stained car, the great machine
we not inaptly name the “Juggernaut of capitalist sway,” and
been replaced with one more up to date, mayhap with power
more intense than his.

The professorial toady dies,—the tinsel notoriety he
gained, the extra crumbs his masters had bestowed, make up
the total sum of his reward; to the truly intellectual, he has
gone “back to the vile dust from whence he sprung,—unwept,
unhonored and unsung.”

The priest dies, reluctantly—knowing there is no golden
terraced city in the skies with diamond studded gates flung
open to receive him; leaving behind a man-made hell of brain-
emasculating, superstition-fed ignorance and fear, to have
his memory and calling held in contemptuous execration by
enlightened generations yet to come.

Even the gods die,—as human lore expands—and one by
one the very names they bore become mere threads with which
to weave new nursery tales for children, or themes to illus
trate the crude beliefs the race accepted while yet its mental
status was infantile.

Aye, in countless thousands mortal things and things be
got of mortal wants and fears, are chemically changed, or dis
appear, and all goes with them that they were or stood for
before the transformation.

*  » ♦

When all the preaching charlatans of old, and all the sor
did traders of the marts, and all the sturdy fighters of the
wars are long forgotten, what names will our posterity revere?

Those that were borne by great and noble minds who
gave to us—and, not to us alone, but to all the world: to those
who are and those who are to be—new knowledge and grand
principles to guide the race upon its upward trend along the
glorious spiral to the heights toward which they saw we all
must needs aspire if we would reach the fitting goal of man.

Immortal Marx and Engels; many more in divers lines
Of effort and of thought; the great discoverers of scientific
facts; profound expounders of learning and of truth; colos.sai
minds who sent forth to the world vibrations charged with
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•wisdom undefiled, which traveling swiftly down the lanes of
time prompt new ideas in the minds of men, the which in turn
give rise to newer thoughts—progression that forever will gO
on while progress is the watchword of the race.

From our own little corner of the earth, undying Morgan,
Franklin, Lincoln, Paine, great Phillips, worthy Stephens,
and withal, like Sirius shining in the star-flecked sky undim
med by many other sparkling suns, our own De Leon.

*  •  ♦

When most of the contemporary names, those who have
sought for prominence or fame, have passed into oblivion’s
deepest shade, De Leon’s will by all the world be spoken as
reverently as that of Marx today.

When Castro’s clever rule and feats of arms are known
no more, men will remember that the great De Leon was of
the Venezuelan sun-kissed coast. '

Though all forget did Spanish men-at-anns or Dutch
first rule in fair Curacao’s isle, that ’twas the birthplace of
this noble mind will be well known to all the world s elect

De Leon who taught to labor’s struggling hosts the secret
of true tactics for the strife; who charted all the pitfalls in
the road, warned what to drop, showed what to cultivate, and,
with unerring genius, found the course we must pursue if we
could win the day;

Who, when the clouds seemed blackest in the sky of all
our hopes and aspirations dear, with keen analysis of passing
things soon pointed where the sun would next break through
and shine with more effulgence than before;

Whose teachings in the maelstrom of today, are more and
more being turned to by the wise,—impelled thereto by logic
of events—and, we who know them, fully understand that,
shall the destinies of our own class,—and with them of the
entire human race—be guided right, they must prevail.

That ’twill be so, there is no room to doubt, and yet men
say; “Alas, De Leon died!’’

Ah, no, my friends, I must again repeat: De Leon cannot
did not, will not die!





DANIEL DE LEON—AN ORATION
BY CHAS. H. CORREGAM.

[Delivered t t  the second annual commemoration of De Leon's
birthday, held at Laurel Garden, New York City,

on Dec. 14, 1916.]

Ladies and Gentlemen, Com rades and Friends:
In  this celebration of the natal day of Daniel De Leon, I

believe we are taking a page from  the calendar of the future
and dedicating it to the memory of one who will be consid
ered the forem ost exponent of the principles of Socialism in
America and of his time.

Those who will follow us and will lack the opportunity of
seeing and hearing and knowing De Leon which we enjoyed,
will look to  us for an estim ate of his life, his character, and
his services, and it is our duty to his memory and to their en
lightenm ent to utilize these anniversaries in order to convey
to them the contem porary estim ate of the man, that they may
truly weigh and determine his place in the history of the strug
gle waged that they m ight enjoy freedom and plenty.

One who has been honored by an invitation to speak a t
the institution of such a day, and for such a man, ij prone,
too often, to intrude his own personality into the picture, o r
for the sake of rounding a period or tu rn ing  a phrase to blur
the impression which should be given and thus mar the like
ness. I trust that I  will not have sinned in tha t respect.

Again, it is many times the practice to  enlarge the figure
to heroic size, to  magnify the services and exaggerate the
claims upon the future. I t  is not my purpose to  place our
dead comrade upon a pedestal high above the crowd. Time
will give the true perspective of his merits, when we are gone.
I t is to his greater honor that being thoroughly human and
amid the cares and struggles and opportunities and environ-
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ment, which were common to all his kind he fose far enough
aboTC the level of his time, that future ages will be interested
in his w ork and hold his name and services in remembrance.

De Leon was no demi-god from whom it is natural to  ex
pect marvelous things. Even A lexander the G reat could not
survive the fatal cup of Hercules. The very disadvantages
under which a g reat man carries on his work, his foibles and
weaknesses, serve to  accentuate his superiority and confirm
his genius. I t  is a plain, a true, and an unvarnished sto ry  of
his life tha t throw s his greatness into bolder relief. W e can
not rear a m onum ent to  his memory tha t will outlast the blasts
of time except on the foundation he has built and w ith the
m aterial he has supplied.

De Leon was no w riter of Bibles, and he founded no
sect. H e lacked the dreaminess of the idealist and the pa
tient meekness of the proselyter. He drew none to him  by
his m agnetic personality, he bound none to  his side by the
loveliness of his character, the honesty and purity  of his m o
tives, o r the beauty of his language, though he possessed all
these endearing and ennobling traits.

I t was these very qualities that drove men from him.
F or De Leon was an apostle of Fact. F acts were his ideals,
facts alone were honest, facts alone were things of beauty,
and facts alone were the things to be w orshipped and adored
and followed. Idealists disdain facts: their heads are in the
clouds, they worship and revere the unseen, the unknown,
and the unknowable, and De Leon was for facts, facts, and
more facts! for things that were te rrestria l, and could be
w restled with, and manhandled, and grasped, and com pre
hended by every reasoning being. In bringing a cause to
the sta ture of human development and raising it to  the dig
nity of a world-wide movement, this quality of his was indis
pensable and he proceeded on his entrance into the Socialist
Labor P arty  to  divest i t  of its  idealism and build on the solid
rock of fact.

De Leon, above all things, was a teacher. H is wide
reading, his great learning, and his logical reasoning fitted
him well for the task  of m entor, guide, philosopher, and
friend to a class whose position in capitalist society deprives
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them  of nearly all educational advantages. H e had rem ark
able power of lucid explanation, his aptness of illustration
was a marvel of conciseness, and he was adroit in present
ing h is case. H is keen eye penetrated the obscurity in which
capitalist henchmen sought to surround every assum ption of
right, and once he grasped w hat was necessary to  win, he
pursued his course w ith clear view, fixed purpose, and unfal
tering  steps. N ot content with tearing  to  pieces capitalist
sophistries, he found the weak spots in the Socialist^ move
m ent and directed his energies to  strengthen or eliminate
them.

There was nothing in the early life or career of De Leon,
his associations or train ing tha t identified him with the toils,
the privations, the aspirations, or the thoughts of the class
to  whom  he afterw ard devoted his great talents. He was
reared and educated amid the surroundings of the well to  do,
w ho are instilled w ith the idea th a t conditions are every
th ing that can be hoped for, or are content to  leave well
enough alone. But De Leon was a born fighter, and once
he grasped the scope of Socialism he entered the lists as its
champion w ith all the joy and ardor of a Spanish cavalier. I t
was a  movement large enough and wide enough and broad
enough and high enough to  engage his whole soul, his whole
thought, his every action, his very life, and he devoted to it
his talents and powers, his pen and speech, while life v?as in
h is body, and dying left behind him those whose highest
am bition is to  emulate his actions and put a period to his
work.

Upon his entrance into the Socialist Labor P arty , afte r
the single tax movement had spent its  force, De Leon’s ge
nius was quickly recognized and appreciated, and he soon
took a leading and a t length a commanding position in its
conduct. H e became editor of its official organ, and from
th a t point of vantage began to mold it in to  a party  which
would be able to  cope with trium phant capitalism. W ith him
began the h istory of a real Socialist movement in America,
the forem ost country of capitalism. T he task before him,
however, was no common one, for he had to  clean house
before he could get fairly started.
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H e found the movement w ith no fixed purpose, drifting
with every wind and tide, w ithout compass or direction. I t
was a party  of fuiion, confusion and compromise, lacking
self-confidence and self-sufficiency, seeking to  hide its w eak
nesses behind the skirts of every movement, no m atter how
absurd, that professed to  oppose the powers th a t be. I t  was
a tail for the G reenback-Labor P arty  and the U nited Labor
P arty , and lost its identity  as a Socialist movem ent in each,
until the m aster hand of De Leon plucked it like a brand
from the burning and established it as the only political party
in America that was thoroughly self-sufficient and could
stand alone, refusing com prom ise and condem ning fusion—
the undaunted Socialist Labor Party. H e gave it a purpose
and a goal.

He found it a m ovement in the hands of those, however
well meaning, who could not grasp the genius or spirit of
American institutions, and who while conform ing in dress
and manners to  American ideas, still kept their thoughts
and language in glazed peaked caps and wooden shoes, pat
te rn ing  all things political after European models, and en
deavoring to train the young giant of the W est in the strict
and narrow  school of European tyranny.

He found its advocates and teachers speaking and
w orking in fustian, aping and phrasing the shibboleths of
bourgeois ideals and concerning them selves with bourgeois
reform s and m easures; looking for success to the barricades
or to  a jacquerie, o r w aiting and w atching for a Napoleon
or a Christ.

He found a m ovem ent bowing to everything calling it
self labor, w ithout exam ining its claims or contesting its
right, and indirectly party  to  the misleadership of the w ork
ers.

He found in its ranks self-seekers, careerists, those look
ing for advantage or gain a t the expense of the movement,
and he drove them  ignom iniously from the Tem ple of Labor.

All this he found, and more, and he set himself to  the
task of remedying it and pursued it untiringly and unrelent
ingly to completion. N aturally, his greatest opposition came
from  within the party. Every freak, every faker, every fraud.
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every fool, whose pet views or private interests were endan-
gred, arrayed himself against him. Ambition, envy, hatred,
malice, and downright dishonesty and ignorance, recogniz
ing that he was the head and front of th is  movement, as
sailed him personally and sought to stay his hand. But he
met them all staunchly and, conscious of the right, fearless
ly pursued his course and left to us a movement whose ene
mies are without and not within.

He bequeathed to us a movement self-reliant, confident
of itself, scorning compromise and fusion, in harm ony with
the spirit and progress of American institutions and Am er
ican capitalist development. He gave it a literature and a
language all its own, in keeping with its g reat purpose and
sufficient for its great needs. W hen he entered the party  he
found Socialism a qualifying adjective—and he left it a noun.
He found it credulous: he left it critical. H e found it un
informed, intractable, uncertain, uncouth, un-Am erican, in
articulate, alm ost dumb, and he left it a  m ovem ent fit to  take
its place as the great movement of the age and to  meet its
opponents with vision clear, aim certain and tongue unloosed.
And all this was in his time ascribed to him. O thers may
have aided in the w ork as unselfishly, and devotedly, and un
tiringly as he, but those who opposed the movement knew
and recognized that he was the m aster mind that directed it
all. For

“Some have been beaten till they know
W hat wood a cudgel’s of by th ’ blow;
Some kicked until they can tell whether
A shoe be Spanish or neat’s leather.’’

And well they knew the feel of that Spanish kip, and they
unwittingly honored him and recognized his w orth, by desig
nating  it all by one word—De Leonism.

Let no man shrink from that name, or fear to  align him 
self under that banner. I t  stands for clearness, courage, con
stancy, certainty. And as in its growth and development ev
ery unclear and unclean element within w ent down before it
and every foe w ithout recognized and felt its  strength, now
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in full stature, brought to  m aturity  by him, let us keep it a
te rro r to its enemies and a buckler to its friends.

As M arx in his exile in England, in his tim e the highest
developed capitalist nation in the world, found the conditions
necessary for a com plete and critical analysis of capitalist
production, and by his g reat work, “Capital,” was able to
point out to less industrially  developed countries the m ethods
of capitalist advancement, so De Leon’s residence in the  met
ropolis of the  New W orld, where capitalism , unham pered by
feudal restraints, was able to  press forw ard to  the com plete
conquest of social and political pow ers, enabled him to see
the effects of capitalist advancem ent and trium ph.

As the h ighest industrially developed country  holds up a
m irror to  those which are still backw ard, so De Leon’s w ork
for the Socialist m ovem ent in Am erica will make him not
only a national but an international character. T he healthy
grow th of movements in the British Isles, A ustralia and
o ther English-speaking countries, along the lines laid down
by him and upon the principles he enunciated, shows w hat in
the end will be his position in the estim ation of the w orkers
of the world. As I said in  1903 in the preface to  the Two
Pages from  Rom an H istory ,” which I  w rote a t De Leon’s
request and which m et w ith his unqualified approval:

“W hile the theoretical contributions of the thinkers of
Europe are valuable to  the American M ovement, capitalist
developm ent in this country and the social and political phe
nom ena inseparably connected therew ith have peculiarly fit
ted  the American Socialist m ilitant for the practical consider
ation of questions arising from them. Just now, when
Aesop’s fable of the philosopher who fell into the well is be
ing  illustrated by  many of the m ental giants in theoretical
lore who are leading the  w orking class m ovement in Europe
into the pitfalls of petty  bourgeois Socialism, or in to  the mire
of official inactivity, American Socialists can repay their
debt of gratitude to the European philosophers by pointing
o u t the dangers th a t lie in the path along which Socialism
m ust labor. Fact, in America, has taken the place of theory.
The tragedy of capitalism  is no longer produced on the stage,
bu t is enacted in  everyday life. Idealism  has given way to
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realism; and the ‘American invasion’ will soon force similar
conditions in Europe.”

De Leon’s voice which at three International meetings
was a voice crying in the wilderness, “Prepare ye the wayl”
will swell into louder and louder tones, and those who ignor
ed the lessons he taught and who heeded not his warnings,
will come more and more to recognize his pre-eminent posi
tion in the movement for working class emancipation, and
his teachings will influence and sway the aroused proletariat
for years to come.

The conceit that numbers gathered under a Socialist po
litical banner to overthrow feudal restraints or work out
bourgeois reforms, is sufficient, has ended with millions of
workers in the trenches, fighting each other and dying for
capitalist victories. The pity of it is that this Daniel, who
read and interpreted the handwriting on the wall for parlia-
mentarianism, did not live to see the social catastrophe into
which the jingoist, office-holding, cabinet-filling political
Socialists had led the proletariat, and to draw with trenchant
and inspiring pen the lessons that flow from it.

But though his chair may be vacant at the council board
of the workers of the world his spirit and counsel will yet
animate them, and from the ashes of the old International
will arise a new International built on the solid rock of both
political and industrial organization—a political organization
powerful enough to give the death blow to the capitalist State,
backed by an industrial organization prepared and equipped
to rear the Socialist Republic.

De Leon, by neither act nor word, attempted to impress
those whose advantage, social position, or education was in
ferior to his Own that he was master. He inculcated the
principle that himself and they should submit to reason and
the party rule. To guide them he used the art of persuasion
and good example, which alone can secure sincere and lasting
obedience. He was no head-hunter seeking the destruction
of others for his own aggrandizement, but the enemies of the
party and the enemies of the working class were his personal
enemies and he pursued them unrelentingly.

Though compelled by that ostracism, which comes to ev-
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cry man who leaves his class to  take up the cause of th* op
pressed upon whom that class battens, to give up the associa
tions, relationships, and relaxations to  which he was accus
tom ed and fitted, and to  seek com panioniship with those with
whom he labored, it was instinctively felt by all that De
Leon was a  man apart from  the w orking class. No one ever
attem pted  a fam iliarity with him, any more than a freshman
would be familiar w ith his professor. All felt the dignity of
his personality  and would have resented in o thers a fam iliarity
they would no t presum e to show themselves. Even by older
men he was called by the endearing title, “the Old Man,”
and while yet in h is  early career received the homage and
consideration tha t only comes to  o thers with many years and
long service.

De Leon struggled  hard  to  enter w ith heart and spirit
into the enjoym ents and recreations of the workers, but he
never thoroughly succeeded. H is presence, however, never
acted as a dam per upon those who were enjoying themselves
to the fullest bent. H e loved to  see the relaxation of those
engaged in the movem ent and was as solicitous for their
pleasure as he was for their loyalty. He did not like long
faces. H is own hope was large and he had great buoyancy
of spirit. H e was never long despondent under adversity  and
always took the brighter view. He liked to  hear the laugh go
down the battle front, for it showed that th e  arm y was not
despondent. Those of us who rem em ber the owl-like solem
nity  with which th e  routine business of the party  was con
ducted in the early days, and w ith w hat frowns even inno
cent attem pts at hum or were m et, can give thanks to  De Leon
that he enlarged our views and improved our spirits by dig
ging Artem us W ard  from  the dusty shelves of m emory and
furnishing the best proof that our hope was unshaken, our
spirit undaunted and strength  unbroken.

I rem em ber well the first in tim ate conversation I had
w ith him, when I  came to  New Y ork in 1900. A fter I  had
paid my respects to  the party  officers and  the staff of the
Daily People, De Leon w ith  a serious face requested a p ri
vate talk. Taking me in to  his sanctum , he carefully closed
the door and seating me in a chair opposite him, he said:
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Corregan, you have been plaeed in a very ticklish position.
As candidate for governor of the state of New York you
have been given the acid test of loyalty, and I want to warn
you of your danger. You see in tne the only survivor of that
test, all the others have deserted the party. Now that yon
know the worst, w hat do you think?” Taking in the humor
of the thing, I assured him that I did not believe it would be
long before I enjoyed the unique distinction on which he
prided himself, for i t  was not beyond the range of possibility
the way things were going, w ith old com rades deserting, to
see De Leon himself become an anti-De Lconitc. T hat re
ply placed me upon a friendly footing with him which in all
my personal dealings with him I think I never lost. I believe
the acid test with De Leon was th a t a  man could still keep
his spirit amid difficulties and smile in the face of the foe.

I t was because De Leon never fully understood the work
ing class and its lim itations that he was so often unfortunate
in the selection of his lieutenants. His workingman was an
ideal workingman. He did not know how alluring are the
prospects that capitalism still holds out to one who seems
fated to  be a beast of burden. Coming into the struggle whole-
heatedly and devotedly by giving his life to it, he could not
conceive that one of that class, whose only hope rested upon
the success of the movement, could prove untrue. Being
w ithout p i l e  himself he did not expect it in others; being
honest himself he could not see dishonesty in them ; being
faithful him self he suspected no treachery. But when he
found his confidence abused, when the tru th  dawned upon
him that he -was deceived, he pursued them  ruthlessly. Again
and again the instrum ents in his hand broke with the strain,
or proved useless, but again and again he returned to the
work, with renewed zeal, depressed but never broken in
spirit.

“F o r Freedom ’s battle, once begun.
Though 'baffled oft, is ever won.”

I have touched, and th a t perhaps briefly, upon the life
and w ork of our dead comrade only as it had a powerful and
lasting effect upon the Socialist movement in America. His
personal gifts and graces, his intellectual and moral force, his
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rare self-abnegation, his sterling honesty, his unflinching
courage, his unbounded confidence, the purity of his motives,
the dignity of his personality, the suavity of his manner and
the charm of his conversation, endeared him to us and held
us to him with bands of steel; and made his death a personal
loss. These traits and qualities cannot be felt, but may be
appreciated by those who come after us.

De Leon’s home life was ideal. Love ruled and blessed
th a t  family, and its increasing numbers brought not greater
cares, but greater joy and comfort. To that home he could
go when fatigue and anxiety and disappointment and difficul
ties beset him, and return refreshed, with doubts removed,
spirit buoyant, confidence unshaken and purpose undaunted,
to take up again the task which means a future of happiness
for the toilers, and a name which to his dear ones will far
outweigh in the balance of time the greatest fortune that was
ever heaped up on the misery of mankind.

Learned teacher, untiring advocate, revered friend, the
class to whom he devoted the best years of his life will hold
him in grateful memory. Hammered brass and sculptured
stone shall fail to save from oblivion the names of those who
sordidly and selfishly pursued their own gain or advantage,
but when a triumphant working class shall write—as write
they will—the story of these stirring, trying times, his name
will be acclaimed foremost among their champions. Let us
in dedicating this day to him dedicate ourselves to the cause
he espoused so manfully and devotedly, and thereby add
greater glory to him who taught us how to harness and direct
a revolution and put a bit into the mouth of chance.
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Justh, Otto, nasty letters about De Leon written by, II. 142-

143; De Leon’s opinion of, 143-144.

Kalbitz, F., loyal Socialist Labor Party member in Chicago, II.
72.

Kangaroos, the, I. 20; abuse poured upon De Leon by, 117-130:
derivation of name, II. 70; defeated in attempt to usurp
name and functions of S. L. P., 70-71.

Kangaroo exodus, the, I. 38.
Kanglets, the, I. 30-32, 38; outbreak of, in 1901-1902, II. 89-90
“Kapital,” Marx’s, disapproved by Gompers, II. 20-21.



V III INDEX.
Katz, Rudolph, biography of De Leon by, asked for by Lenine,

I. 81; “With De l io n  Since ’89’’ by, II. 1-165; sentenced to
jail for picketing in Paterson strike, 161.

Kautsky, reported dislike of De Leon by, II. 88.
Kautsky Resolution, adoption of the, II. 86-88; denounced by

Lucien Sanial, 88-89; action of Amsterdam International
Congress upon, 104.

Keep, Arthur, II. 65, 67.
Keiser, Herman, Rhode Island assailant of S. L. P., I. 35, II. 93.
Kennedy, Thomas F., candidate for sheriff of Rensselaer Coun

ty, II. 22-23.
Keough, Michael, union labor man of Troy, II. 22-23.
Kerr, I. 112, 113.
Kihn, A. C., member of State Committee of Socialist Labor

Party, I. 33.
Kinneally, John ] . ,  on committee to meet Lucien Sanial, II. 95.
Klein, A., anecdote of, II. 85-86.
Knights of Labor, high principles of founders of, I. 7-8; Amer

ican Federation of Labor founded to offset influence of, 8;
De Leon’s interest in, 89; De Leon’s attempt to cleanse, II,
28t29; packed convention at Washington (1895), 29-30.

Koeppel, Richard, loyal S. L. P. member in Milwaukee, II. 72.
Kuhn, Henry, National Secretary Socialist Labor Party, I. 5;

early acquaintance with De Leon, 5; influence of De Leon
upon, 6; opposed to establishment of the Daily People, 26;
disagreement with De Leon on Unity Resolution, 65-67;
last tribute paid to De Leon by, 84; slandering of, by ene
mies of S. L. P., II. 59; a parody by, 66; on committee to
meet Lucien Sanial, 95; tribute to, by Rudolph Katz, 120-
121.

Kurzenknabe, a labor misleader, II. 30.

Label agitation farce, II. 25-27.
Labor, paper called, published by S. L. P. members in St. Louis,

II. 17-18.
Labor faker, the, I. 12-13; an .American institution, 13.
Lampoons directed against Socialist Labor Party, I. 35-47, II.

94-95,
Lee, Algernon, nailing of a story by, about De Leon, II. 118._
Lenine, clearness of utterance of, on Socialist movement in

Russia, I. 78-79; De Leon’s influence upon, shown in speech
by, 79; an admirer of De Leon, 81.

Liebknecht, Karl, lecture tour of, in United States (1910), II.
157; too much weight placed on numerical strength by, 157-
158.

Liebknecht, Wilhelm, II. 15.
Liedertafel, Die, II. 49-50.
Little Kangaroo exodus of 1901-1902, II. 89-90.
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Loewenthal, slanderer of De Leon, II. 61, 62; in raid of oppo

sition forces on S. L. P. headquarters, 68.
“Logical centrist” faction from Pittsburgh, I. 48, II. 93.
Low, Seth, candidate for mayor of Greater New York in 1897,

II, 57-58. *
Luedecke, loyal S. L. P. member in Rochester, II. 73.

McBride, Gompers defeated by, at Denver convention of 1894
II. 17.

McCabe, delegate to second convention of I. W. W., II. 121-125
McCue, William, meeting of, with Karl Liebknecht, II 158.
McGuire, J. P., II. 4.
McLure, Robert, at Paterson during silk workers’ strike, II. 160.
Maguire, Matthew, elected to board of aldermen in Paterson,

n .  18; re-elected alderman in Paterson and candidate for
President in 1896, 35.

Mahmiey, delegate to second convention of I. W. W., II. 121-

Malloney, Joseph F., S. L. P. candidate for President (1900),
II. 83.

Marcy, Mary, associate editor of International Soc. Rev., I. 112.
Markley, E., charge made against, by W. E. Trautmann, II. 142
Maroushek, Albert, A. F. of L. cigar maker, II. 79.
Marx, Karl, Gornpers’ opinion of, II. 20-21; De Leon quoted on,

132; on physical force as the midwife of revolution, 139.
Matchett, Charles H., candidate of Socialist Labor party for

Vice-President (1892), II. 12; candidate for President in
1896, 35.

Metal Workers, representation of, in I. W. W., II. 109.
Michaelovsky, notorious peddler, II. 111.
Miller, Louis, exploiter of labor movement, II. 37.
Millerand, M., an active French Socialist in 1900, II 87.
“Milwaukee Idea” craze, II. 155-156.
Minneapolis, lecture by De Leon on “The Preamble of the

I. W. W.” at, I. 57, II. 109.
Mohren Club, Der, II. 47; tactics followed by, 48-49.
Moore, D. B., I. 108.
Morgan, Thomas J., contest between De Leon and, at Buffalo

convention of Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance, I. 17-18.
Moyer-Haywood-.Pettibone outrage, II. 119-120; outcome of

141-142.
Munro, Donald, candidate of S. L. P. for Vice-President (1908),

Murphy, P., member of State Committee of Socialist Labor
Party, I. 33.

Negendank, member of Socialist Labor Party, II. 27.
New York convention of Socialist Labor Party (1900), I. 26-28.
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New Yorker Volkszeitung, part taken by, in formation of So
cialist Trade and Labor Alliance, I. 11; attack made by, on
Socialist Labor Party, 17; controversy between The Peo
ple and, 18-19; monthly edition in English of, 19-20; unsuc
cessful raid engineered by, on offices of Socialist Labor
Party in New York, 21, II. 67-69; true attitude of, toward
revolutionary Socialist movement, as revealed by utter
ance in 1909, I. 22-23; editorial in, upon death of De Leon,
24-25, 117-118; dirty work by, in early days, II. 5-6; early
hidden enmity of, toward S. L. P., 60; open issue taken
with The People by, 63-66.

Obrist, J., opponent of De Leon, II. 65.
Optimism, De Leon’s definition of, I. 117.
O’Toole, Barney, sponsor for James Connolly, II. 100.
“Overall Brigade” at fourth convention of I. W. W., II. ISO-lSl.

Paris, International Socialist Congress at, in 1900, II. 86-89.
Parsons, Albert, II. 3-4.
“Party Press, The,” booklet on, I. 88.
Paterson, silk workers’ strike in, II. 159-161.
Patterson, Benjamin, retained in case of S. L. P. vs. Kanga

roos, II. 70.
Pellenz, Erasmus, booster for A, F. of L., II. 34.
People, The, official organ of Socialist Labor Party, I. 12-13;

controversy between New Yorker Volkszeitung and,
18-20; bogus sheet called, published by the Kangaroos,
124, II. 69-70; founding of, IT. 10; Sanial first editor of, 10;
De Leon becomes editor, 11; character of journal under
De Leon’s editorship, 11; compared with other Socialistic
publications, 13-15; growth in circulation and influence of
(1895), 32.

People’s Party, I. 15; appearance of, in 1892, II. 12; goes over
to Democratic Party led by Bryan, 38-39.

Petersen, Arnold, National Secretary of Socialist Labor Party,
I. 1; 87.

Pierce, Julian, character and career of, I. 34-35; lampoon is
sued b.v, 35, 36; copy of lampoon sent De Leon by, 36; De
Leon’s comments on, 36-38; indignation of, with T. A.
Hickey, II. 91; joins disruptive elements against S. L. P.,
94.

Pittsburgh, “logical centrists” of, I. 48, II. 93.
Pleasantville (N. Y.) home of De Leon, I. 97-98.
Political action, opposition of American Federation of Labor

to, II. 19; De Leon’s speech for, at third convention of I.
W. W., 131-141; repudiated by fourth convention of I. W.
W., 153.

Populists. Sec People’s Party.
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Powderly, Terence V., crooked work of, in connection with

Knights of Labor, I. 8; defeated for General Master Work
man Knights of Labor, II. 29.

Preston, Morrie R., nominated for President by S. L. P. (1908),
II. 148-149.

Prince, Samuel, Tammany opponent of De Leon, II. 73-74, 84.
Progressive Cigar Makers’ Union, the, II. 24-25.
Pullman strike. Debs and the, II. 50-52.

Questione Sociale, La, Italian Anarchist paper suppressed by
Roosevelt, II. 131.

Quinlan, Pat, letters hostile to De Leon written by, II. 143;
De Leon’s letter concerning, 144.

Raid on S. L. P. headquarters by opposition forces (July 10,
1899), I. 20-21, II. 67-69.

Rappaport, Socialist of Indianapolis who joined People’s Par
ty, II. 12.

Reed, John, news from Russia brought by, I. 81.
Reid, James P., Rhode Island assailant of S. L. P., I. 35, II. 93.
Reilly, James, testimony of, against Algernon Lee, II. 118.
Reimer, Arthur E., a speaker at Paterson, II. 160.
Reinstein, B., delegate to nominating convention of Socialist

Labor Party, I. 63-64; introduces Unity Resolution at ses
sion of N. E. C. in 1908, 65; in Russia after the Revolution,
80-81; at Paterson during silk workers’ strike, II. 160.

Remmel, Valentine, S. L. P. candidate for Vice-President
(1900), II. 83.

Reporters, De Leon’s comments on, I. 131.
Rhode Island, lampoon issuing from, I. 35-36, 39-42; seceders

from S. L. P. in, II. 93-94.
Richter, Herman, General Secretary of Detroit I. W. W . II

160.
Rosenberg, W., II. 5, 6; National Secretary of Socialist Labor

Party, S3.
Ross, Charles H., sonnet by, dedicated to De Leon's pea. II.

167.
Russia, peculiar position of Socialists of, I. 77; American So

cialist Labor Party members and American influence in,
80-81; leadership which may devolve upon, 82.

Ruther, M., letter to De Leon by, I. 128.
R]ran, Albert, Western Federation of Miners’ delegate to  I. W.

W., I, 56, II. 121.

St. John, Vincent, I. 61, 93; delegate to second convention of
I. W. W., II. 121; treacherous action of, in unseating De

_Leon at fourth convention of I. W. W., 150-152.
Sanial, Lucien, elected delegate to convention of American
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Federation of Lal)or, 1. 7; object and results of election,
7; account of, 9; close of career of, 48-49; first editor of
The People, II. 10; succeeded by De Leon as editor, 10-
11; comparison of De Leon and, 10-11; New York mayoral
ty candidate in 1897, 57-58; story of drum and fife corps
and, 58-59; as delegate to International Socialist Congress
at Paris 1900, denounces Kautsky Resolution, 88-89; resig
nation of, from S. L. P., 94; jealousy felt by, of De Leon,
95; boomerang prophecy of, 96.

Sauter, Joseph, enemy of Socialist Labor Party, I. 30-31.
Scheidemann, German Socialist, II. 15.
Schlueter, Herman, editor of Volkszeitung, II. 65.
Schnabel, Albert, Sr., loyal S. L. P. member in Milwaukee, II.

72.
Schwartz, Hans, editor of German “Socialist” paper, II. 14.
Seidel, Edmund, at Paterson during silk workers’ strike, II. 160.
Sherman, Charles O., activities of, in connection with I. W. W.,

II. 122-124.
Shoen Steel Works strike, II. 77.
Shurtleff, organizer-in-general, II. 111-112.
Sieverman, Frank, booster for A. F. of L> II. 34; Kangaroo

leader in Rochester, 71.
Siff, Ephraim, member of party opposed to S. L. P., II. 94.
Silk workers’ strike of 1911-1912, II. 159-161.
Simons, A. M., I. 48-49, 54, 64; letter to, by O. M. Howard, il

lustrating propaganda against De Leon, 126-128; unsavory
reputation of, II. 107.

Simpson, Herman, author of lampoon, I. 36, 64, II. 68.
Slatersville, R. I., strike, II. 77.
Slobodin, Henry, national secretary of Kangaroo party, II.

68, 72.
Smith, Clarence, a signer of Industrial Union Manifesto, II.

107.
Smith, Frank, ex-Salvation Army colonel, II. 40-41.
Social Democracy of America, organized by Debs, II. S3; be

comes the Social Democratic Party of America, 53.
Social Democratic Party of America, formation of, and first

man elected on ticket of, II. 53-54; joined by seceders
from Socialist Labor Party (1900), 82; difference between
Socialist Labor Party and, according to Vander Porten, 90.

Socialism, advantages possessed by, in Russia, I. 77-78; Len-
ine’s clear utterance concerning, 78-79.

Socialist Labor Federation of Brooklyn, I. 11-12.
Socialist Labor Party, Benjamin Gretsch National Secretary

of, I. 4; Henry Kuhn succeeds Gretsch as National Secre
tary, 5; progress made by, between 1893 and 1896, 12; en
dorses Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance, 14-15; antago
nisms aroused by steady growth of, 16-17; bitter contro-
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versy between New Yorker Volkszeitung and The People,
18n20; defeat of faction headed by New Yorker Volkszeit-
ung, 21-23; launching of the Daily People by, 26; New
York convention of 1900, 26-28; arguments pro and con, on
Unity Resolution, 65-67; influence of American party in
Russia, 80-81; held responsible for smashing of the I. W.
\V,, 108; Dc Leon’s frank opinion of members of, 116; dis
sensions in, before date of De Leon’s joining, II. 2-6; De
Leon joins in 1890, 7; campaign of 1890, 8-10; national
campaign of 1892, 12-13; gains made by, in 1893, 16; further
gains in 1895, 21; first real national convention of (1896),
32-33; Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance adopted by, 33-
35; advantageous results to, of the "Bryan storm,’’ 40;
vote of, in 1896, 42; internal dissensions in, centering in
New York, 45-46; vote of, in 1897 and 1898, 48; Debs and
the, 52-53; big vote polled for De Leon for Assembly in
1897, 55; increased vote of, in 1898, 59; opposition to, or
ganized in 1899, 62-63; the taxation question, 63-64; fight
at Labor Lyceum (July 8, 1899), 66-67; story of raid on
headquarters by opposition forces (July 10, 1899), 67-69;
Kangaroos defeated in attempt to usurp name and func
tions of, 70-71; storm successfully weathered by, 71; gen
eral support of, throughout country, 72-73; vote polled by,
in 1900, as contrasted with vote received by Social Demo
crats, 82-83; immediate demands dropped by, 83-84; Inter
national Socialist Congress in Paris (1900) and the Kaut-
sky Resolution, 86-89; tenacity of, a surprise to its ene
mies, 97-98; James Connolly’s tour under auspices of, 99-
100; endorsement of Wm. D. Haywood by, for governor
of Colorado, 120; low vote of, in 1908 election, 154; effect
of too much unity talk felt by, 154-155.

Socialist Party, and the Unity Resolution, I. 65-67; goal of, ac
cording to Victor Berger, 69-70; corruption of, viewed as
a help to S. L. P. in time of need, II. 90-91; vote of, in 1902,
and explanation, 96; rapid growth of, but doubtful char
acter of members, 97; New Jersey unity conference with
S. L. P., 114-116; other pretended attempts at unity, 116-
117; perfidy of press of, toward I. W. W., 117-118; Hay
wood leaves I. W. W. for, I. 41-142; craze of, over "Milwau
kee Idea,” 155-156; object of, in bringing Karl Liebknecht
to America for lecture tour, 157.

Socialist Trade and Labor Alliance, formation of (1895), I. 8-9,
II. 21, 30; factors in organization of, I. 10-12; endorsed by
Socialist Labor Party, 14-15, II. 33-35; national convention
of, at Buffalo (1898), I. 17-18; separation of Central Labor
Federation and, 18; significance of the, II. 30-31; the main
issue in De Leon’s campaign for Congress, 36; "opposi
tion’s” poisonous work against, after election of 1896, 42-
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46; forces opposed to, and their dark methods, 75-77; im
portant strikes conducted by, 77-78; appeals to race preju
dice against, 81-82; membership of, in I. W. W., l(fe-109;
activities of, in I. W. W., 110-111.

Socialist unity, hopelessness of, I. 65-66,
Sotheran, Charles, Socialist spellbinder, II. IS.
Sovereign, James R., General Master Workman, Knights of

Labor, I. 8; course of, as General Master Workman, II. 29.
Spargo, John, I. 48, 64.
Stahl, Volkszeitung supporter in National Executive Commit

tee, Socialist Labor Party, I. 20.
Stokes, J. G. Phelps, I. 48, 64.
Stuttgart Congress, II. 130.
Sue, Eugene, works of, translated by De Leon, I. 96, II. 98.
Suesskind, delegate to S. L. P. convention, II. 32-33.

Tageblatt, Das, Socialist publications entitled, II. 13-14.
Tammany Hall fight against De Leon (1899), II. 73-74.
Taxation, controversy over subject of, between New Yorker

Volkszeitung and The People, I. 18-20; question made an
issue by enemies of S. L. P., II. 63-64.

..holin, delegate from Swedish trade unions, I. 99.
Trainor, delegate to third convention of I. W. W., II. 131.
Translations by De Leon, I. 96, II. 98.
Trautmann, Wm. E., a signer of Industrial Union Manifesto,

II. 107; intriguing by, after third convention of I. W. W.,
142; De Leon’s letter concerning (1907), 143-145; appear
ance of, at fourth convention of I. W. W., 150-151.

Troy, N. Y., De Leon speaks in, in campaign of 1892, II. 12-13;
trade unions and politics in, 22-23; majority given Bryan
over McKinley by (1896), 39; Keir Hardie’s and De Leon’s
meetings in, 40-42.

“Two Pages from Roman History,” pamphlet hy De Leon, I.
13-14.

United Hebrew Trades, I. 12.
Unity, effect of talk regarding, on S. L. P. membership, II. 154-

155.
Unity Conference, New Jersey, in 1905-1906, II. 114-116.
Unity Resolution, arguments against adoption of, I. 65-66;

though suited to European conditions not suited to Amer
ican, 67-69; adopted by Amsterdam International Con
gress (1904), II. 105-106.

Vander Porten, Charles, conquest 0-, by De Leon, II. 47; quoted
on difference between Socialist Labor Party and Social
Democratic Party, 90.

.Van Patten, National Secretary Socialistic Labor Party, II. 3.
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Vofft, Hugc^ account of, I. 9; editor of the Vorwaerts 19- he
comes business manager of the Daily Peoole W-
ward eo«r» of 31; elton, o b S l f  A^HicTey
33, II. 92, rupture between De Leon and I 33-34- n l’
Leon s loyalty to the Movement shown by relations with

Volkszeitung. See New Yorker Volkszeitung.
Von Ellmger, German Socialist, I I  44
Vorwaerts, German Socialist Labor Party organ, I.. 19-20.

Wage Slave,” Socialist publication, I. 109, 112, 114

Walling, W. E., I. 49.

dS "■ «• “ ■ <«
Wegeman, Pittsburgh “Intellectual” II 93
Weissman H., a labor misleader, II. 3o!

Miners, hopes aroused by, in 1904, II.
Wherry, supporter of T. A. Hickey, I. 33.
White, Harry, a labor misleader, II io
W inchevsky, evil influence of, I I  54

fislrn.
Workers’ International Industrial Union, II. 1S9

y S  "Praiik” TT Homestead strikers, II. 16
strike, 162, ’ work in Paterson

Zaraetkin, evil influence of, II. 54.
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Works by DanielJ De Leon

As to Politics,
-  Berger’s Hit and Misses.

Burning Question of Trades Unionism.
De Leon-Berry Debate.
De Leon-Carmody Debate.
De Leon-Harriman Debate.
Father Gassoniana

-  Fifteen Questions
Flashlights of the Amsterdam Congress.
Industrial Unionism.
James Madison and Karl Marx.
Marx on Mallock.
Money.

-  Reform or Revolution.
' Socialism vs. Anarchism.

Socialist Reconstruction of Society.
Two Pages from Roman History.
The Trusts.
Unity.
Vulgar Economy.
Watson on the Gridiron.
What Means This Strike?
Woman Suffrage.
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